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Abstract

The dynamics of a constrained three-vortex system, a pair of point vortices of arbitrary non-zero

circulations in the velocity field of a fixed point vortex, is investigated. The underlying dynamical

system is simplified using a coordinate transformation and categorized into two cases based on the

zero and non-zero values of the constant of angular impulse. For each case, dynamical features

of the vortex motion are studied analytically in the transformed plane to completely classify the

vortex motions and understand the boundedness and periodicity of the inter-vortex distances.

The theoretical predictions are also verified numerically and illustrated for various sets of initial

conditions and circulations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Vortices are a major driving force behind complex fluid evolutions, such as turbulent

and transitional flows [1, 2]. Studying vortex interactions is thus essential in understanding

many fluid flows [3]. The simplest vortex model that one can envisage is the point vortex

model, which approximates a vortex as a discrete singularity of vorticity in an incompress-

ible two-dimensional ideal fluid [4, 5]. The point vortex assumption removes all analytical

complications associated with vortices’ internal dynamics, thereby enabling one to track the

motion of vortex centers efficiently. Analogous to the n-body problems in celestial mechanics,

understanding and classifying the various trajectories exhibited by a mutually interacting

system of finitely many point vortices is central to point vortex theory. The point vortex

model also has a wide range of applications in physics, e.g., Bose-Einstein condensate and

quantum vortices [6]. For a comprehensive review of the point vortex model and its fluid

dynamics applications, the reader may refer to [7, 8].

The motion of two straight parallel vortices constitutes a fundametal problem of inter-

acting vortices [3]. Owing to its importance in aviation (e.g. the problem of aircraft trailing

wakes [9, 10]) and geophysical fluid dynamics (e.g. hetons [11, 12]), it is widely discussed

in the literature [see 13, 14, and references therein]. In planar geometry, a pair of vortices

has a limited number of possible motions. Depending on the sum of the two vortex circu-

lations being zero or not, it is either an unbounded translation with constant straight-line

speed or a circular motion around the center of vorticity with constant angular velocity [14],

respectively. In both these cases, vortices keep a constant distance between them. One

may further introduce an additional dynamical complexity by adding a fixed point vortex

in the vortex pair’s vicinity. By a fixed point vortex we mean here a vortex that remains at

a constant location on the plane irrespective of the velocity induced by the other vortices.

In ocean dynamics, a fixed point vortex is a known model of topography that induces a

closed re-circulation zone [15, 16] in its vicinity. Hence a vortex system consisting of both a

point vortex pair and a fixed point vortex can be considered as a basic model for a vortex

pair’s interaction with a topographically constrained eddy in the ocean. Since the bottom

topography can significantly affect the dynamics of ocean vortices, such studies help to gain

more insights into ocean vortices [17].

On the other hand, in general, a three-vortex system [18–21] has no closed-form solutions,
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and the presence of more than three point vortices leads to chaotic vortex trajectories (see,

e.g. [8, 22, 23]). Imposing some form of constraints to larger vortex systems may provide

the necessary analytic simplification without cutting down much on the dynamical richness

of the solutions. Fixing some of the vortices to specific locations on the plane is a natural

candidate in this regard, since it generalizes the class of important vortex systems that can

be equivalently described as a passive scalar advection problem involving one or more fixed

vortices [24–26]. For instance, the system of three vortices with zero total circulation can be

put into a passive scalar advection problem involving three fixed-collinear point vortices [25].

It is also worth noticing that a fixed vortex is different from a vortex at rest as it is not

required that the velocities induced by the rest of the vortices at the location of a fixed

vortex add up to zero. For example, in the classical two-vortex problem, vortices cannot be

at rest when vortex circulations are non-zero. Yet, one could consider the two-vortex system

with one of the vortices fixed, wherein the free vortex moves in a circular path around the

fixed vortex. Consequently, in general, vortex systems that include fixed vortices don’t fall

under the classical n-vortex systems but instead form a unique class of their own.

Here, we shall address the planar vortex system consisting of two freely moving point

vortices influenced by a fixed point vortex’s presence in their vicinity. In this context,

the recent studies [15, 16, 27] on a vortex dipole (equal counter-rotating pair of vortices)

encountering a fixed vortex showed that if the constant of angular momentum [c.f. Eqn. 6] is

zero, the vortex dipole always scatters and executes an unbounded motion. On the contrary,

if this value is non-zero, then the dipole vortices’ motion can be bounded for some initial

conditions [15, 27]. The analytic expression for the boundary separating the bounded and

unbounded regime was also derived in terms of (i) the ratio of the circulations of the vortex

dipole to that of the fixed vortex and (ii) a parameter based on the ratio of the free vortices’

initial positions to that of the fixed vortex [27]. A further numerical study [16] of the scalar

transport, using Poincaré sections, revealed that the periodic oscillation of an entrapped

dipole about the fixed vortex perturbs scalar motion causing a portion of scalar trajectories

to manifest chaotic behaviour [16]. In short, Refs. [15, 16, 27] indicate that the strength and

location of the fixed vortex determines whether or not a vortex dipole gets entrapped to its

neighborhood and induce chaotic stirring therein.

The main objective of the present work is to understand the planar vortex system con-

sisting of two freely moving point vortices in the presence of a fixed point vortex using the
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dynamical system theory perspective without restricting to any specific circulations. A com-

plete classification of vortex trajectories will be carried out through phase plane analysis.

Moreover, important insights on the special case of a vortex dipole, as shown in Refs. [15, 27],

will also be reproduced through elegant geometrical arguments using basic dynamical system

theory. For instance, the existence of a separatrix boundary of vortex entrapment is found

to be due to the presence of a saddle equilibrium point in the phase plane.

This paper is organized as follows. The mathematical formulation of the point vortex

system is given in Sec. II. In Sec. III, the model at hand is explored using dynamical system

theory, and the results obtained are explained through examples numerically. In particular,

the dynamical aspects of two cases, symmetric (M = 0) and asymmetric (M 6= 0), are

discussed in Secs IIIA and IIIC, respectively. A few examples for each case are illustrated

in Secs III B and IIID. The derived conclusions are discussed in Sec. IV.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider the three-vortex problem in two-dimensional plane R
2 with the additional

constraint that one of the point vortices is fixed at some location in the plane. Let Γα

(α = 0, 1, 2) be the non-zero circulation of the α-vortex Vα whose coordinate function is

(xα, yα). Without loss of generality (WLOG), let us assume that the vortex V0 is fixed in

the plane. Consequently, (x0, y0) is a constant function of time t. For simplicity, we choose

the origin to be situated at the fixed vortex. Furthermore, we align and scale the coordinate

axes in such a way that the vortex V1 is initially at a unit distance from the origin along the

positive x-axis, as displayed in schematic diagram 1(a).

For the sake of conciseness, from here onwards, we shall treat an element of the plane R2

the same as a complex number via the identification map (x, y) 7→ x+ i y. Each free vortex

experiences the sum of the velocity field induced by the other two vortices, which gives us

the following coupled system of non-linear differential equations

ż1 =
iΓ2

2π

z1 − z2
|z1 − z2|2

+
iΓ0

2π

z1
|z1|2

,

ż2 =
iΓ1

2π

z2 − z1
|z1 − z2|2

+
iΓ0

2π

z2
|z2|2

,

(1)

where zα(t) = xα(t) + i yα(t) ≡ (xα(t), yα(t)) is the corresponding coordinate of the vortex

Vα in the complex plane with i being the imaginary unit, and dot over a quantity represents
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FIG. 1. Schematic showing the three-vortex model in R
2 plane where a vortex V0 is fixed at

(x0, y0) = (0, 0). (a) Initial configuration in which the vortex V1 is located at (x1, y1)|t=0 = (1, 0),

and (b) configuration at time t > 0 with free vortices V1 and V2 being located at (x1, y1) and

(x2, y2), respectively.

its time derivative. Observe that, if |z1| = 0, |z2| = 0 or |z2−z1| = 0, system (1) is undefined.

In other words, the point vortex setting fails to explain the evolution of vortices once vortex

collisions are encountered during the motion. Therefore, it is necessary to assume at least

initially (t = 0) that the inter-vortex distances r1 = |z1|, r2 = |z2|, and r12 = |z2 − z1| are
non-zero. Note that r1|t=0 = 1 due to the choice of coordinate axes.

To have a better geometrical understanding of vortex evolutions, we shall use polar coor-

dinates. For α ∈ {1, 2}, let zα(t) = rα(t)e
iθα(t) with rα(t) and θα(t) being the modulus and

argument of zα(t), respectively. The polar variables (rα, θα) are related to each other by the

cosine rule

r212 = r21 + r22 − 2r1r2 cos θ, where θ = θ2 − θ1. (2)

Following a similar derivation as in Ref. [19], we obtain the differential equations for inter-

vortex distances

r1ṙ1 = Γ2Ar
−2
12 /π, (3)

r2ṙ2 = −Γ1Ar
−2
12 /π, (4)

r12 ˙r12 = Γ0A(r
−2
2 − r−2

1 )/π, (5)

where A = 1/2 r1r2 sin θ is the area of the triangle obtained by joining the three vortices V0,

V1 and V2 with circulations Γ0, Γ1 and Γ2. It follows from (3)–(5) that there are two finite
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constants of the motion

M = Γ1r
2
1 + Γ2r

2
2, (6)

H = − 1

2π
(Γ1Γ0 log r1 + Γ2Γ0 log r2 + Γ1Γ2 log r12) , (7)

which arise from the conservation of angular impulse and the conservation of interaction

energy of the vortex system, respectively. Indeed H is nothing but the Hamiltonian of

system (1) satisfying Hamiltonian equations of motion for xα and yα,

Γαẋα =
∂H

∂yα
and Γαẏα = − ∂H

∂xα

. (8)

Unlike the classical counterpart [18–21], the present problem of constrained three vor-

tices (one fixed vortex and two free vortices) lacks the conservation of linear impulse, and

the corresponding barycenter (a constant center of vorticity) symmetry associated with it.

Although fewer constants of motion generally indicate non-integrability, only the variables

z1 and z2 evolve temporally. Since the conserved quantities M and H are functionally inde-

pendent, and also Poisson commute, the Hamiltonian system (1) is completely integrable.

Given that the vortex system (1) has only regular dynamics, we may now proceed with

understanding the vortex trajectories for different initial conditions.

III. CONSTRAINED THREE-VORTEX PROBLEM

Motivated by the limiting case of restricted three-vortex problem wherein V0 is fixed at

the origin and Γ2 = 0 [28], we define the coordinate transformation z 7→ z/z1 to obtain a

new set of variables η0, η1, and η2 defined by

η0(t) =
z0
z1

≡ (0, 0), η1(t) =
z1
z1

≡ (1, 0), η2(t) =
z2
z1
. (9)

The transformed coordinates quantifies the relative motion of vortices with respect to the

free vortex V1 in the complex plane. There are advantages of using transformed coordinate

system (9). Firstly, we only need to keep track of a single variable η2(t) = u(t) + i v(t) ≡
(u(t), v(t)) associated with the vortex V2. Secondly, it is easy to characterize self-similar evo-

lutions as they correspond to the equilibrium points there (see, lemma III.1). Note that a vor-

tex evolution is called self-similar evolution if the vortex coordinates satisfy zα(t) = λαf(t)
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with f and λα’s being an arbitrary complex function and complex constants, respectively [29–

37].

We will analyze various vortex trajectories by looking at the relative motion of vortex

V2. In order to do so, we write expressions of squared inter-vortex distances in terms of u

and v using cosine rule (2) and definition (9)

r22 = r21
(

u2 + v2
)

and r212 = r21
(

(u− 1)2 + v2
)

. (10)

From (3), (4) and (10), we can write the differential equations for inter-vortex distances as

ṙ21 =
Γ2v

π ((u− 1)2 + v2)
, (11)

ṙ22 =
−Γ1v

π ((u− 1)2 + v2)
. (12)

Note that if v(t) 6= 0 then r1(t) (similarly r2) is either strictly increasing or decreas-

ing at time t, with extrema existing only when a (u, v) trajectory intersects the u-axis.

Consequently, a trajectory in (u, v) phase plane, which is bounded away from the u-axis,

corresponds to either an unbounded vortex motion, or a vortex collapse situation. Before

we move on to characterize the entire (u, v) phase plane trajectories, let us first look at the

simplest one of them all; the equilibrium points.

Lemma III.1. The constrained three-vortex system (1) evolves self-similarly if and only

if the corresponding trajectory in the (u, v) phase plane is an equilibrium solution, i.e.,

(u(t), v(t)) = (u, v)|t=0.

Proof. If the vortex system evolves in a self-similar way, then recall that, there exists a

complex valued function f and complex constants λα (α = 0, 1, 2) such that zα(t) = λαf(t).

WLOG, one may assume f(0) = 1. Hence from the assumptions about the initial conditions

we have λ0 = 0, λ1 = 1, and λ2 6= 0 (see, figure 1(a)). Since z1(t) 6= 0 for t ∈ [0, t∗) and

t∗ > 0, f(t) 6= 0 as long as the three-vortex problem is defined. Therefore, η2 = z2/z1 = λ2,

which is an equilibrium solution in the (u, v) phase plane. The same lines of arguments, if

retraced back, give the proof for the converse part.

Since the ratio of the inter-vortex distances remains constant in a self-similar evolution,

the shape of the vortex triangle at any instant of time remains the same. A vortex trajectory

in which both the size and shape of the vortices remain intact, and the vortex system move
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as a rigid body, is called a fixed configuration (also known as a vortex equilibrium). These

solutions, therefore, must satisfy ṙ1 = ṙ2 = ˙r12 = 0. Note that a fixed configuration may

translate or rotate and since one of the vortices is fixed in the plane we cannot have translat-

ing fixed configurations. It follows that fixed configurations also correspond to equilibrium

points in the (u, v) phase plane, but unlike the self-similar solutions they lie solely on the

u-axis, as shown next.

Lemma III.2. The constrained three-vortex system (1) is in a fixed configuration if and

only if the corresponding trajectory in the (u, v) phase plane is an equilibrium solution on

the u-axis.

Proof. From (3)–(5), we see that any fixed configurations must have the area A of the vortex

triangle to be zero, i.e., it must be a collinear configuration. For a collinear configuration

to remain collinear for all time, we also require Ȧ = 0. Hence, A = 0 and Ȧ = 0 are

the necessary and sufficient conditions that the vortex system must satisfy in order to be

in a fixed configuration. These two conditions in (u, v) phase plane are written as A =

1/2 r21v = 0 and Ȧ = r1ṙ1v + 1/2 v̇r21 = 1/2 v̇r21 = 0, and therefore, v = 0 and v̇ = 0 are the

corresponding necessary and sufficient conditions for fixed configuration in the (u, v) phase

plane. It turns out that v = 0 implies u̇ = 0, and hence the proof [see (14) and (27)].

In the classical three-vortex problem where none of the vortices are fixed, fixed configu-

rations are either collinear types or equilateral triangles. It is interesting to note that once

there is a fixed vortex in the three-vortex system, all fixed configurations are collinear. De-

pending on the zero and non-zero values of the angular-impulse constant M , the constrained

three-vortex problem is divided into symmetric and asymmetric cases, respectively.

A. Symmetric case (M = 0)

It follows from (6) that M = 0 takes place only if the circulations Γ1 and Γ2 of vortices

V1 and V2 have opposite signs, i.e., Γ1Γ2 < 0. In addition, M = 0 assumption gives the

following relation

|η2|2 = u2 + v2 =
|z2|2
|z1|2

=

(

r2
r1

)2

= κ2, (13)

where κ =
√

−Γ1/Γ2 > 0 is a constant. Thus, we have

η2 = |η2|eiθ = κeiθ (14)
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where θ = θ2 − θ1. Consequently, all the trajectories in (u, v) phase plane must be on the

circle of radius κ centered at the origin.

It is now enough to look at the dynamics of θ in (u, v) phase plane to understand the

qualitative behaviour of these trajectories, and the corresponding vortex motion in the

physical (x, y) plane. Using (2) and (13), we have

r22 = κ2 r21 and r212 = r21 (1 + κ2 − 2κ cos θ). (15)

Substituting (15) into (7), and rearranging the resulting expression, yields

Γ log r21 = H̃ − Γ1Γ2 log
(

1 + κ2 − 2κ cos θ
)

, (16)

where Γ = Γ0Γ1 +Γ0Γ2 +Γ1Γ2, and H̃ = −(4πH +Γ0Γ2 log κ
2) are finite constant that can

be determined from the initial conditions. If Γ 6= 0, (16) simplifies to

r21 =
E0

(1 + κ2 − 2κ cos θ)γ
, where γ = Γ1Γ2/Γ and E0 = eH̃/Γ. (17)

Transforming Hamiltonian canonical equations (8) into polar coordinates by substituting

xα = rα cos θα and yα = rα sin θα for α = 1, 2, and applying chain rule, we get

θ̇1 = − 1

Γ1r1

∂H

∂r1
and θ̇2 = − 1

Γ2r2

∂H

∂r2
. (18)

Evaluating (18) and using (2), we obtain

2πΓ1r1θ̇1 =
Γ0Γ1

r1
+

Γ1Γ2

r212
(r1 − r2 cos θ) , (19)

2πΓ2r2θ̇2 =
Γ0Γ2

r2
+

Γ1Γ2

r212
(r2 − r1 cos θ) . (20)

Adding r1 times (19) and r2 times (20), and simplifying the resultant equation by using

the fact that M = Γ1r
2
1 + Γ2r

2
2 = 0, yields

θ̇ =
−Γ

2πΓ1r21
. (21)

Equation (21) dictates that θ is a constant when Γ0Γ1 + Γ0Γ2 + Γ1Γ2 := Γ = 0, and for

Γ 6= 0, it is a strictly increasing or decreasing function of time. Recall that if Γ 6= 0, r21 is

given by (17), which further reduces (21) to the following evolution equation

θ̇ =
−Γ(1 + κ2 − 2κ cos θ)γ

2πΓ1E0

. (22)

By utilizing (16) and (21), we can classify all the trajectories in the (u, v) phase plane into

three different classes: (i) self-similar evolution, (ii) unbounded dipole motion, and (iii)

bounded periodic motion, which are explained below.
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1. Self-similar evolutions (Γ = 0)

If Γ = 0, then from (22) it follows that θ̇ ≡ 0. Hence the angle θ between the two vortices

V1 and V2 remains constant. This means that the vortex triangles at any two instances of

time are similar, which leads to the case of self-similar evolution. In this case, the trajectory

in the (u, v) phase plane is an equilibrium solution given by η2(t) = u0 + i v0 = κei θ0 , where

θ0 = θ|t=0. Since all equilibrium solutions in the (u, v) phase plane correspond to the self-

similar evolutions in the physical plane (see lemma III.1) when Γ = 0; irrespective of the

initial conditions, the motion of the vortex system becomes self-similar in nature.

From (11), we get ṙ21 = C, where C = Γ2v0/ (π ((u0 − 1)2 + v20)) is a constant. Integrating

ṙ21 = C with respect to time yields

r1(t) =
√
1 + Ct and r2(t) = κ

√
1 + Ct, t > 0. (23)

Depending on the sign of C, determined by the the initial conditions, there are three possible

scenarios

(i) Self-similar collapse (C < 0): The vortices V1, V2 move towards the fixed vortex V0,

and precisely at time t∗ = −1/C > 0 they collide on it. This special kind of motion is

called a self-similar collapse of the vortices. After the collision, the point vortex model

breaks down, and no further analysis is possible.

(ii) Self-similar expansion (C > 0): The vortices V1, V2 move further and further away

from the fixed vortex, and hence the motion becomes unbounded as t tends to infinity.

(iii) Fixed collinear configuration (C = 0): The initial configuration is collinear, i.e., v0 =

0. Since Γ = 0 results in an equilibrium solution in (u, v) phase plane, we have

v(t) = v0 ≡ 0, i.e., its an equilibrium solution on the u-axis. Hence from lemma III.2,

this is a case of fixed collinear configuration. In short, the vortices V1, V2 evolve in a

circular fashion around the fixed vortex V0 with constant radii preserving the initial

collinearity.

2. Unbounded dipole motion (κ = 1): Equal counter-rotating pair

If κ = 1 then Γ = Γ1Γ2 6= 0 and γ = 1, which simplifies (22) to θ̇ = σ(1 − cos θ),

where σ = 4Γ2/E0 is a non-zero constant. Integrating θ̇ and applying the initial condition
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θ0 = θ|t=0, we arrive at

cot(θ0/2)− cot(θ/2) = σt.

Hence, in the limit when t tends to infinity, the angle θ tends to zero. From (17) we see

that r1 becomes unbounded when θ → 0, and thereby leading to an unbounded motion for

both the vortices V1 and V2 [note that for κ = 1, (u − 1)2 + v2 = 1 + κ2 − 2κ cos θ → 0 as

θ → 0]. Therefore, a trajectory in the (u, v) phase plane is a circular arc that asymptotically

approaches the singularity point (1, 0).

Irrespective of the initial position of η2 on the unit circle, the equal counter-rotating pair

will always lead an unbounded motion. Although unbounded, in contrast to self-similar

expansion, the distance between the free vortices does not increase with time. In fact r12

remains a constant throughout the motion of vortices, which can be seen from (7) by using

the fact that r2 = κr1 = r1.

3. Bounded periodic motions (κ 6= 1, Γ 6= 0)

If the right-hand side term of (16) is bounded, then r1 is bounded. Note that the right-

hand side term of (16) is unbounded only when 1+κ2− 2κ cos θ tends to zero. Since all the

(u, v) phase plane trajectories lie on a circle of radius κ, we have |u| = |κ cos θ| ≤ κ, which

implies

1 + κ2 − 2u ≥ 1 + κ2 − 2κ = (1− κ)2.

Hence 1+ κ2 − 2u = 0 ⇐⇒ κ = 1 = u. As we assume κ 6= 1, 1+ κ2 − 2u is never zero, and

hence, r1 is bounded on both sides. Moreover, as the sign of θ̇ remains unchanged from (21),

the trajectory in the (u, v) phase plane must be a full circle. Furthermore, a closed trajectory

implies periodicity in the θ variable, and therefore, periodicity in the inter-vortex distances

r1, r2 and r12.

B. Examples for M = 0 case

In this section, we shall illustrate different kinds of vortex trajectories as discussed in

Sec. IIIA. To do so, we solve (1) numerically using the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method

for different initial conditions, and plot the obtained numerical solution in the (u, v) as well

as in the physical plane (x, y).
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1. Self-similar evolutions (Γ = 0)

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 2. Phase diagram showing a trajectory in the case of self-similar collapse. The positions of

vortices V0, V1 and V2 are marked by green, blue, and red, respectively in (a) (u, v) phase plane

and (b) (x, y) physical plane. (c) The inter-vortex distance functions are plotted against time.

We consider the vortex circulations (Γ0,Γ1,Γ2) = (4, 12,−3) which satisfy the equality

Γ = Γ0Γ1 + Γ0Γ2 + Γ1Γ2 = 0. Using conditions z1|t=0 = (1, 0) and M = Γ1r
2
1 + Γ2r

2
2 = 0,

we get r2|t=0 = 2. This implies that we need to choose z2|t=0 from the circle of radius

two centered at the origin. Note that because of the choice of z1|t=0 = (1, 0), we also have

z2|t=0 = η2|t=0.

(i) Self-similar collapse (C < 0): For the initial conditions z1|t=0 = (1, 0) and z2|t=0 =

(0, 2) we get C = −6/5π < 0, which correspond a self-similar collapse. Hence, we

would expect both r1 and r2 to decrease monotonically to zero, and at t∗ = 5π/6 ≈
2.618, the free vortices V1 and V2 to collide with the fixed vortex V0. Plotting the

numerical solution for 0 ≤ t ≤ 2.616 yields figure 2. The (u, v) phase plane trajectory

[see figure 2(a)] is a single point (marked red), indicating that it is an equilibrium

solution. In the physical plane [see figure 2(b)], we see that the vortices move towards

the fixed vortex in a spiral fashion. The vortex triangle formed by joining the vortices

V0, V1, and V2 is shown by dashed lines at four different time As expected, they

are all similar triangles with decreasing area. In figure 2(c), the inter-vortex distance

functions r1, r2, and r12 are seen monotonically decreasing and simultaneously reaching

the zero value in finite time, agreeing with our analysis presented in Sec. IIIA.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 3. Same as figure 2 but for the case of self-similar expansion.

(ii) Self-similar expansion (C > 0): For the initial conditions z1|t=0 = (1, 0) and z2|t=0 =

(0,−2), we get C = 6/5π > 0, which correspond to a self-similar expansion. Thus,

one would expect the free vortices V1 and V2 to move away from the fixed vortex,

maintaining the angle between them for t > 0. Plotting the numerical solution for

t ∈ [0, 110] yields figure 3. The (u, v) phase plane trajectory is an equilibrium solution

at (0,−2) [see figure 3(a)] whereas the actual vortex trajectory consists of free vortices

V1 and V2 moving away from each other in a spiral fashion around the fixed vortex

V0 [see figure 3(b)]. Four dashed triangles in figure 3(b), formed by joining the vortex

positions at four different time, show that the vortex triangles remain similar but with

increasing area. In figure 3(c), it is seen that the inter-vortex distance functions r1, r2,

and r12 are monotonically increasing with time.

(iii) Fixed collinear configurations (C = 0): For the initial conditions z1|t=0 = (1, 0) and

z2|t=0 = (2, 0), we get C = 0. The inter-vortex distances r1, r2, and r12 remain constant

[see figure 4(c)] throughout the motion indicating a fixed configuration. Note that

all three vortices lie on the x-axis, and hence, are collinear initially. The numerical

solution for the given initial conditions shows that the (u, v) phase plane trajectory is

an equilibrium point on the u-axis at (2, 0) [see figure 4(a)]. In the physical plane, the

free vortices V1 and V2 move in circular orbits around the fixed vortex V0, as shown

in figure 4(b). The vortex positions at several instances are joined by the dashed lines

[see figure 4(b)], and it is evident that the vortices retain the collinearity throughout

the motion.
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2. Unbounded dipole motion (κ = 1): Equal counter-rotating pair

Let us illustrate the vortex motion when the circulations (Γ0,Γ1,Γ2) are given by (2, 1,−1)

such that κ =
√

−Γ1/Γ2 = 1. Since z1|t=0 = (1, 0), the initial condition for z2 must be on a

circle of radius 1 centered at the origin, so as to make M = 0. Figure 5 shows the numerical

solution of (1) for the given set of parameters and z2|t=0 = (0, 1). The (u, v) phase plane

trajectory [see figure 5(a)] remains on a circle of radius 1 (dashed line), and moves towards

the singularity point η1 asymptotically. From (11)–(12), we observe that in finite time

the trajectory intersects u-axis at (−1, 0), which corresponds to a minimum for the inter-

vortex distance functions. Thus, after achieving the minimum, r1 and r2 must monotonically

increase with time. This is justified in figure 5(c), which illustrates the variation of inter-

vortex distances with time. As mentioned before in Sec. IIIA 2, r12 is a constant function,

and r1 = r2. In the (x, y) plane [see figure 5(b)], the free vortices are seen moving away from

the fixed vortex, indicating the unbounded nature of the vortex motion.

3. Bounded periodic motion (κ 6= 1, Γ 6= 0)

Let us now analyze the vortex motion when the circulations are (Γ0,Γ1,Γ2) = (−3, 12,−2.9)

for the initial conditions z1|t=0 = (1, 0) and z2|t=0 = (
√

12/2.9, 0). Clearly M = 0, Γ 6= 0

and κ 6= 1 in this case. The (u, v) phase plane trajectory is a full circular orbit of radius
√

12/2.9 centered at the origin [see figure 6(a)], whereas the actual vortex motion consists of

free vortices moving around the fixed vortex V0 with repeating patterns, indicating the pe-

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 4. Same as figure 2 but for the case of fixed configuration.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 5. Same as figure 2 but for the case of equal counter-rotating pair of free vortices.

riodicity in the inter-vortex distance functions [see figure 4(b)]. Periodicity in the variables

r1, r2, and r12 is also confirmed in figure 6(c).

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 6. Same as figure 2 but for the case of periodic inter-vortex distances.

C. Asymmetric case (M 6= 0)

Let us begin this section by observing that vortex collisions never happen in the case

of non-zero M . A finite value of the Hamiltonian (7) along with the inequality |r1 − r2| ≤
r12 ≤ r1+ r2 implies that r1 tends to zero if and only if r2 tends to zero. This indeed cannot

happen, as M = Γ1r
2
1+Γ2r

2
2 is assumed to be non-zero. Therefore, the inter-vortex distance

functions r1 and r2 are bounded away from zero.
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Lemma III.3. For the asymmetric M 6= 0 case, the inter-vortex distances r1 and r2 are

bounded away from zero for all time.

Proof. We shall give a proof by contradiction. Suppose there exists a real sequence {tn}n∈N
such that limn→∞ r1(tn) = 0. From (6) it follows that limn→∞ r2(tn) =

√

M/Γ2. Since

the inequality |r1 − r2| ≤ r12 ≤ r1 + r2 must hold for all time, the sequence {r12(tn)}n∈N
must also tend to

√

M/Γ2. The contradiction is that the left-hand side of (7) is finite but

the right-hand side is not. Similarly, one may argue for the case r2 → 0 to arrive at a

contradiction. In fact, r12, the distance between the vortices V1 and V2 is also bounded away

from zero (see lemma III.6).

Next, we will derive the underlying differential equations in the (u, v) phase plane. Dif-

ferentiating η2(t) = z2(t)/z1(t) with respect to time, we get

η̇2 =
ż2
z1

+
z2 ˙̄z1
r21

+ z2z̄1
˙(

1

r21

)

, (24)

where bar over a variable denotes its complex conjugate. Substituting ż1 and ż2 from (1)

into above equation and simplifying, we get the following expression

η̇2 =
iΓ0

2π
η2

(

r−2
2 − r−2

1

)

+
i(Γ1 − Γ2)

2π

η2
r212

+
iΓ2

2π

|η2|2
r212

+ η2r
2
1

˙(

1

r21

)

. (25)

Since, M 6= 0, using (6) and (10) it is possible to express the inter-vortex distances r1, r2,

and r12 in terms of coordinates u and v as

r21 =
M

Γ1 + Γ2(u2 + v2)
, r22 =

M(u2 + v2)

Γ1 + Γ2(u2 + v2)
, r212 =

M((u− 1)2 + v2)

Γ1 + Γ2(u2 + v2)
. (26)

Substituting (26) in (25) and equating the real and imaginary parts of both sides, we get

u̇ = vf(u, v)

[

Γ1 + Γ2(u
2 + v2)

2Mπ(u2 + v2) ((u− 1)2 + v2)

]

,

v̇ = −g(u, v)

[

Γ1 + Γ2(u
2 + v2)

2Mπ(u2 + v2) ((u− 1)2 + v2)

]

,

(27)

where f(u, v) = Γ0 ((u− 1)2 + v2) (u2+v2−1)+(−Γ1 + Γ2(1− 2u)) (u2+v2), and g(u, v) =

uf(u, v) + (u2 + v2) (Γ1 + Γ2(u
2 + v2)). It is worth noticing that (27) is invariant under the

transformation t → −t and v → −v, and, therefore, is a reversible system [38, 39]. Thus,

for any trajectory in the positive v-plane there is a trajectory in the negative v-plane, which

are mirror images of each other.

In the following sections, we will discuss the equilibrium solutions and trajectories of the

dynamical system (27).
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1. Equilibrium solutions

To find the equilibrium solutions, we look for points (u, v) ∈ R
2\{(0, 0), (1, 0)} satisfying

u̇ = 0 = v̇ in (27).

For M 6= 0, the term Γ1 + Γ2(u
2 + v2) must be non-zero for all time. Consequently, by

equating u̇ and v̇ to zero, one obtains vf(u, v) = 0 and g(u, v) = 0 respectively. The term

f(u, v) cannot be zero as it implies g(u, v) = (u2 + v2)
(

Γ1 + Γ2(u
2 + v2)

)

, which cannot

be zero. Therefore, v must be equal to zero and u must satisfy the polynomial g(u, 0) = 0.

Recall that (0, 0) and (1, 0) are singularity points, and they cannot be equilibrium points.

Thus, the factor u(u− 1) in the expression of g(u, 0) cannot be zero, and we finally end up

with a cubic polynomial

p(u) = u3 − (1 + α2)u
2 − (1 + α1)u+ 1, α1 = Γ1/Γ0, α2 = Γ2/Γ0, (28)

whose real roots correspond to the location of the equilibrium points on the u-axis. Note

that as all the equilibrium points lie on the u-axis (v = 0), collinear fixed configurations are

the only possible type of self-similar vortex evolutions in the case of M 6= 0 (see lemmas III.1

and III.2).

Since the diagonal entries of the Jacobian matrix associated with (27) are zero at the

u-axis, the equilibrium points of the linearized system are either centers or saddles. As the

system (27) is reversible, it follows that equilibrium points of the original non-linear system

are also either centers or saddles (see, e.g. [38, 40]). Let us now explore various kinds of

trajectories possible in the (u, v) phase plane, and the corresponding physical implications

about the vortex motion.

2. Trajectories

Writing Hamiltonian in terms u and v by substituting r1, r2, and r12 from (26) into (7),

we get

Ψ(u, v) := Γ0Γ1 log

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

Γ1 + Γ2(u2 + v2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ Γ0Γ2 log

∣

∣

∣

∣

(u2 + v2)

Γ1 + Γ2(u2 + v2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ Γ1Γ2 log

∣

∣

∣

∣

(u− 1)2 + v2

Γ1 + Γ2(u2 + v2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= constant. (29)
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Thus, any trajectory in the (u, v) phase plane can be described as a level curve given by

(29), with the constant term determinable from the initial conditions. Note that, in (29),

the constant term is finite, and v2 dependency is a direct consequence of the reversibility of

system (27).

From (11)–(12), we observe that the extrema of r1 and r2 must lie on the u-axis. Con-

sequently, r1 (and r2) attains its maximum and minimum in finite time if and only if the

trajectory in the (u, v) phase plane is periodic and closed due to the reversibility of (27).

This indicates that the boundedness of the vortices and periodicity of the variable η2 = (u, v)

might be interdependent, which we shall investigate later.

In the following lemma, we look at the boundedness of the (u, v) phase plane distance

functions |η2|2 = u2 + v2 and |η2 − η1|2 = (u− 1)2 + v2 for t ∈ R.

Lemma III.4. For any (u, v) phase plane trajectory η2(t) = (u(t), v(t)), t ∈ R (i) u2+ v2 is

bounded away from zero as well as bounded above; (ii) if Γ1 + Γ2 6= 0 then (u − 1)2 + v2 is

also bounded away from zero.

Proof. (i) Substitute u = r cos θ and v = r sin θ in (29) and consider the limit r → 0 and

r → ∞. In both cases, the left-hand side of (29) is not finite, which is a contradiction. (ii)

As η2 → η1, the left-hand side of the (29) is not finite. Since expression (29) must always

yield a finite constant, we conclude that (u− 1)2 + v2 is bounded away from zero.

Hence whatever be the initial conditions, a trajectory in (u, v) phase plane is always

bounded away from the singularity point η0 = (0, 0). The same can be said about the

singularity point η1 = (1, 0), if the free vortices are not of equal counter-rotating type, i.e.,

when Γ1 + Γ2 6= 0.

We shall now characterize the closed periodic orbits in the (u, v) phase plane.

Theorem III.1. A (u, v) phase plane trajectory is bounded away from the equilibrium points

and the singularity point η1 = (1, 0) for t ≥ 0 (or t ≤ 0) if and only if it is a closed orbit.

Proof. Let η2(t) = (u(t), v(t)) be a trajectory bounded away from the equilibrium points

and the singularity point η1. Consider the set S1 = {η2(t)|t ≥ 0}. For ǫ > 0, define the

set S2 = {(u, v)| inf(u′,v′)∈S1
(u − u′)2 + (v − v′2) ≤ ǫ}. The set S2 is a compact set in R

2

that contains S1. For sufficiently small ǫ, S2 does not contain any of the equilibrium or

singularity points. Hence from the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem either S1 is a closed orbit,
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or it spirals towards a limit cycle. Since a conservative system in R
2 cannot have a limit

cycle, we conclude that η2 is periodic in time.

Conversely, if η2 is closed and periodic, S1 must be bounded away from the equilibrium

points and the singularity point η1 = (1, 0). Note that if we replace t ≥ 0 by t ≤ 0 in the

theorem, the result still holds.

Corollary III.1. Any non-equilibrium (u, v) phase plane trajectory bounded away from the

singularity point η1 = (1, 0) for t ≥ 0 (t ≤ 0) is either a stable (unstable) separatrix of a

saddle equilibrium point, or a periodic trajectory.

Proof. Directly follows from theorem III.1, and the fact that equilibrium points of sys-

tem (27) are either centers or saddles (see Sec. IIIC 1).

Remark III.1. For Γ1Γ2 < 0, we observe the following. Since M 6= 0, the trajectories in

the (u, v) phase planes are contained in either the interior or the exterior of the circle given

by u2 + v2 = −Γ1/Γ2. We can always reduce the (u, v) phase plane trajectory to that of

former type by appropriately indexing the free vortices. In other words, it is enough to study

the (u, v) phase plane dynamics for u2 + v2 ≤ −Γ1/Γ2.

Next, we shall show that for M 6= 0 case, the vortex motion is unbounded only if free

vortices are of equal counter-rotating type, i.e., Γ1 + Γ2 = 0.

Lemma III.5. If Γ1+Γ2 6= 0, then the vortex motion is bounded, i.e., r1 and r2 are bounded

above for all time.

Proof. We will consider two cases (i) Γ1Γ2 > 0 and (ii) Γ1Γ2 < 0.

(i) When Γ1Γ2 > 0, (6) represents an ellipse, and therefore r1 and r2 are bounded above.

(ii) When Γ1Γ2 < 0, it is seen from (6) that r1 and r2 can only tend to infinity simul-

taneously. Hence it suffices to show that r1 is bounded above. Consider a trajectory η2(t)

in (u, v) phase plane for t > 0 (t < 0 case follows similarly) with η2|t=0 = (u0, v0). WLOG,

we assume that u2
0 + v20 < −Γ1/Γ2. The trajectory η2(t) = (u(t), v(t)) lies in the interior

of the circle Cκ = {(u, v)|u2 + v2 = κ2}, where κ =
√

−Γ1/Γ2 > 0; the elements of Cκ

correspond to the M = 0 case. From corollary III.1 and lemma III.4, it follows that η2 is

either a periodic orbit or a stable separatrix of a saddle point. Both these cases correspond

to bounded r1, except when η2 is a stable separatrix of a saddle equilibrium (ũ, 0) with
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|ũ| = κ. However, such a trajectory is not possible from the continuity of solutions. Since

from expression (26) it would imply, r1 must tend to infinity as t tends to infinity, and by

continuity, we shall have r1(ũ, 0) to be infinite. This is a contradiction to the fact that points

on the u-axis correspond to a finite r1(u, v) value for M = 0 case when Γ1 + Γ2 6= 0. So

that the trajectory η2 is bounded away from Cκ when Γ1 + Γ2 6= 0, and the vortex motion

is bounded in all cases.

We now show that free vortices always stay close to each other.

Lemma III.6. r12 is bounded away from zero and bounded above for all time.

Proof. If the vortex motion is bounded, then combined with lemma III.3, the vortex dis-

tances r1 and r2 are bounded away from zero and bounded above. It follows from (7) that

Γ1Γ2 log r12 is bounded. Consequently, r12 must be bounded on both sides.

If the vortex motion is unbounded then from lemma III.5, Γ1 +Γ2 must be equal to zero

and (7) simplifies to

− 4πH = Γ0Γ2 log(u
2 + v2)− Γ2

2 log(r
2
12). (30)

In the above equation, u2 + v2 term is bounded on both sides (see lemma III.4), and the

right-hand side is a finite constant. Therefore, r12 is bounded away from zero and bounded

above.

In the following lemma, we physically characterize the (u, v) phase plane trajectories that

converge to the singularity point η1 = (1, 0).

Lemma III.7. The vortex motion is unbounded if and only if (u − 1)2 + v2 tends to zero,

i.e., the (u, v) trajectory tends to the singularity point η1 = (1, 0).

Proof. Follows from III.6 and (10).

From lemma III.4, we know that all (u, v) phase plane trajectories are bounded away from

the singularity point η0 = (0, 0). However, this is not the case for the second singularity point

η1 = (1, 0). We may have a (u, v) trajectory converging to η1 in the equal counter-rotating

case, and lemma III.7 states that this physically corresponds to an unbounded vortex motion,

and vice-versa. The existence of initial conditions leading to such trajectories is explained

in theorem III.2.
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Lemma III.8. For both t > 0 and t < 0 a non-equilibrium (u, v) phase plane trajectory

must either (i) intersect the u-axis in finite time, or (ii) converge to a saddle equilibrium

point or the singularity point η1 = (1, 0).

Proof. Let η2(t) = (u(t), v(t)) be a non-equilibrium trajectory. WLOG we may assume

η2|t=0 = (u0, v0) and v0 6= 0. Let us only look at the case t > 0, as similar lines of arguments

can be given for t < 0. If the vortex motion is unbounded for t > 0, then the corresponding

(u, v) trajectory must tend to the singularity point η1 = (1, 0) as t tends to infinity (see

lemma III.7). Now suppose that r1 is bounded and that for t > 0, the trajectory η2 does

not intersect the u-axis. Thus, η2 cannot be a periodic trajectory and from corollary III.1,

it must tend to a saddle equilibrium point as t tends to infinity.

Next, we show that the singularity point η0 = (0, 0) has an index +1, and hence there is

always a region of closed trajectories surrounding the origin in the (u, v) phase plane.

Lemma III.9. The origin has an index +1.

Proof. We shall show that there exists a closed trajectory which contains the origin but

none of the equilibrium points or the singularity point η1. Consider the open ball Bd(0) =

{(u, v)
∣

∣u2 + v2 < d2}, where d = 1/2 min{|u|
∣

∣p(u) = 0}. By construction, Bd(0) does not

contain any of the equilibrium points or the singularity point (1, 0). We shall try to find

a point (u0, v0) ∈ Bd(0) such that the unique trajectory η2 that passes through (u0, v0) is

contained in Bd(0) for all time. Let h(u, v) = u2 + v2, we have ḣ = −v
(

Γ1 + Γ2(u
2 +

v2)
)2

/4Mπ
(

(u− 1)2 + v2
)

. Hence points on the u-axis are either a minimum or maximum

for the function h. It can be verified that the sign of the second derivative ḧ depends only

on the sign of v̇. The expression for v̇ evaluated on the u-axis is

v̇|(u,0) = − Γ0(Γ1 + Γ2u
2)

2Mπu2(u− 1)2
× p(u)× u× (u− 1).

In the above expression, term Γ0(Γ1+Γ2u
2)/2Mπu2(u−1)2 has a constant sign irrespective

of the sign of u. In addition, p(u) > 0 for any u in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of the

origin from the continuity of p and the fact that p(0) = 1. Hence by appropriately choosing

(u, 0) negative or positive from a sufficiently close neighbourhood of the origin, we can make

sure that ḧ < 0, a maximum for the function h. Therefore, a trajectory η2 that originates

at this maximum point of h would be contained in Bd(0) for all time. From theorem III.1,
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it follows that η2 is a closed trajectory. Since any closed trajectory should contain at least

one equilibrium or singularity point, the origin must be in the interior of this trajectory and

therefore has an index +1.

In the following lemma, we show that if the free vortices are of equal counter-rotating

type, then the corresponding (u, v) phase plane reduces to a disc of radius one centered at

the origin, and it contains precisely one (saddle) equilibrium point.

Lemma III.10. If Γ1 +Γ2 = 0, then there exists only one equilibrium point in (−1, 1), and

it is a saddle.

Proof. From remark III.1, we have u2 + v2 ≤ 1. Recall from Sec. IIIC 1, all equilibrium

points reside on u-axis and the u must be the root of p(u) = u3− (1+α2)u
2− (1−α1)u+1,

where α1 = Γ1/Γ0 and α2 = Γ2/Γ0. Since α1 + α2 = 0, one can factorize the polynomial p

as p(u) = (u− 1)q(u), where q(u) = u2 − α2u− 1. Since u cannot be one, this would mean

that the u coordinate of the equilibrium point must be a root of q. Let u1 and u2 denote

the two roots of q. As q(−1) = α2, and q(1) = −α2, by continuity at least one of these two

roots lies in (−1, 1). Since u1u2 = −1, the second root cannot be in (−1, 1). Hence, there

is exactly one equilibrium point in the region u2 + v2 ≤ 1, and we shall denote this unique

equilibrium point by (us, 0). The linearized system has eigenvalues given by

λ± = ±Γ2(1 + us)
√

Γ2
2(−1 + us)2(us + u3

s)

2Mπ(−1 + us)u
3/2
s

.

The product λ+λ− = −Γ2
2(1 + us)

2(us + u3
s)/4Mπ2u3

s < 0 irrespective of the value of us.

Hence it is a saddle equilibrium point.

The following theorem characterizes the initial conditions with respect to the vortex

boundedness in the equal counter-rotating free vortex pair case.

Theorem III.2. Let Γ1 + Γ2 = 0 and the vortices be indexed such that |z2| < |z1| at

t = 0. The necessary and sufficient condition for vortex entrapment is that the initial point

(u0, v0) = (u, v)|t=0 lies in the interior of the curve given by Ψ(u, v) = Ψ(us, 0) that encloses

the origin, where us is the unique root of the quadratic polynomial u2 − (Γ2/Γ0)u− 1 in the

interval (−1, 1).

Proof. There are exactly two trajectories that approach and originate from a saddle point.

Let us look at the two unstable separatrices that originate from the unique saddle. For one

22



(a) (b)

FIG. 7. Schematic showing the two types of (u, v) phase plane (|z| < 1) separatrices (dashed lines)

when the unique saddle on the u-axis (red dot) lies in (a) (0, 1), (b) (−1, 0). The green and blue

dots in the panels correspond to the singularity points η0 = (0, 0) and η1 = (1, 0), respectively.

of these trajectories, the saddle is a point of maximum for the inter-vortex distance r1 and

a minimum for the other.

The first trajectory corresponds to a bounded motion, and therefore must be bounded

away from the singularity point (1, 0) (see lemma III.7). Hence from lemma III.8, this non-

equilibrium trajectory either intersect a point on the u-axis in finite time or tend to a saddle

equilibrium point asymptotically for t > 0. Since there is only one saddle equilibrium point,

the latter case is not possible. Hence the unstable separatrix must intersect the u-axis in

finite time. Coupled with the reversibility of the system, this gives us a homoclinic orbit.

Since trajectories in the interior of this homoclinic orbit are bounded away from saddle and

(1, 0) point, they are closed trajectories. Since closed trajectories must contain equilibrium

points or singularities of total index +1, this can only happen if the origin is contained in

the interior of the homoclinic orbit under consideration.

Let us now look at the second unstable separatrix that has the saddle as a minimum for

r1. From lemma III.8, it must either intersect the u-axis in finite time or tend to (1, 0) point.

The first case cannot happen as that would mean a region in the phase plane having closed

trajectories but does not contain points having an index sum to +1. The second unstable

separatrix trajectory thus tends to (1, 0) point.

Overall the two unstable separatrices subdivide the phase plane |z| < 1 into three regions

(see figure 7). Trajectories in region one are bounded away from (1, 0) and the saddle point.

Therefore, all trajectories in region one are closed and periodic. Since trajectories in regions
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two and three cannot have the origin in their interior, none of them are closed. As these

trajectories are also bounded away from the saddle point, from corollary III.1, they must

tend to the singularity point (1, 0) from one side and have a u-axis intersection in finite

time on the other side. Coupled with reversibility, we see that eventually all trajectories in

regions 2 and 3 must tend to the singularity point (1, 0), which corresponds to an unbounded

vortex motion.

In the asymmetric case M 6= 0, the motion of the free vortices V1 and V2 are always

bounded in a neighbourhood of the fixed vortex V0, if they are not of equal counter-rotating

type (see lemma III.5). Theorem III.2 gives a necessary and sufficient condition for a

bounded vortex motion in the counter-rotating case. Given the initial conditions, we in-

dex the vortices such that |z2|t=0 < |z1|t=0. If the quotient z2/z1|t=0 lies in the interior of

the region given by Ψ(u, v) = Ψ(us, 0) that contains the origin (region 1 in figure 7), then

the vortex motion is bounded with periodic inter-vortex distances. Otherwise, the vortex

motion is unbounded.

D. Examples for M 6= 0 case

In this section we shall illustrate results by considering two physically important special

cases of circulations, namely, the equal vortices and equal counter-rotating vortex pair.

1. Equal vortices (Γ0 = Γ1 = Γ2 6= 0)

When the vortices are equal, (29) simplifies to

(u2 + v2) ((u− 1)2 + v2)

(1 + u2 + v2)3
= constant. (31)

Figure 8 shows the contours of (31) representing the trajectories of η2 = (u(t), v(t)) for

different initial conditions. The exact location of the equilibrium points, see (28), are found

by solving the cubic equation p(u) = u3−2u2−2u+1 = 0. The roots are given by u1 = −1,

u2 = (3 −
√
5)/2 ≈ 0.381966, and u3 = (3 +

√
5)/2 ≈ 2.61803. From figure 8, it is evident

that the equilibrium points at (u1, 0) is a center (leftmost red dot), and at (u2, 0) and (u3, 0)

are saddles (other two red dots), as discussed at the end of Sec. IIIC 1. It is seen that

the trajectories are either (i) equilibrium points (red dots), (ii) separatrices of the saddle
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FIG. 8. Contours of equal-vortex case (Γ0 = Γ1 = Γ2 6= 0)

equilibrium points (black dashed lines), and (iii) closed periodic trajectories (black contin-

uous lines), which corresponds to (i) a fixed configuration of vortices (see lemma III.2 and

figure 9), (ii) vortex motion that asymptotically converges to an unstable fixed configura-

tion (see figure 10), and (iii) vortex motion in which inter-vortex distances are periodic (see

figure 11), respectively. These three cases are illustrated below.

(i) Fixed configuration:

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 9. Fixed configuration (Γ0 = Γ1 = Γ2 = 1) of vortices. The positions of vortices V0, V1, and

V2 are marked by green, blue, and red, respectively, in (a) (u, v) plane and (b) (x, y) plane. (c)

Variation of inter-vortex distances with time.

Since from lemma III.2, any initial condition that leads to a fixed configuration of

vortices corresponds to an equilibrium solution on the u-axis, we consider z1|t=0 =
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1, z2|t=0 = (3−
√
5)/2 so that η2|t=0 corresponds to one of the two saddle equilibrium

points described earlier. The system (1) is numerically integrated till t = 14 using

the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method. Plotting η2 = z2/z1 yields an equilibrium

trajectory (marked in red) as in figure 9(a). From figure 9(b), we see that the actual

vortex motion consists of vortices V1 and V2 revolving around the fixed vortex V0 in

circular orbits with the same angular velocity so that they remain collinear at any point

of time. Moreover, the inter-vortex distances are constants as evident from figure 9(c).

(ii) Aperiodic case

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 10. Same as figure 9 but for the aperiodic case.

Any initial condition which has the quotient z2/z1|t=0 lying on the separatrices would

asymptotically approach to a saddle equilibrium point in the (u, v) phase plane. Phys-

ically this would mean that the vortex trajectories would look more and more like a

fixed configuration for larger time scale. To illustrate this, we consider the set of initial

conditions, z1|t=0 = 1 and z2|t=0 ≈ −0.171573, so that z2/z1|t=0 is a non-equilibrium

point on the separatrices. A numerical plot of η2 = z2/z1 gives us a (u, v) phase plane

trajectory, which tends to the saddle equilibrium point situated at
(

(3−
√
5)/2, 0

)

.

The vortex trajectories [see figure 10(b)] are found to be the one in which the vortices

approach the collinear circular orbits described earlier in figure 9(b). The inter-vortex

distances also tend to a constant limiting value as in figure 10(c).

(iii) Periodic case

From lemma III.4 and corollary III.1, all the initial conditions that do not belong in
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any of the above two categories must correspond to a closed periodic trajectory in

the (u, v) phase plane. Since inter-vortex distances, r1, r2, and r12 are functions of

u and v [see (26)], they will also be periodic functions of time. This is illustrated

by considering an initial conditions z1|t=0 = 1 and z2|t=0 = 0.5 and integrating the

system (1) numerically till t = 21. As expected, the (u, v) phase plane trajectory is a

closed orbit [see figure 11(a)], and r1, r2, r12 are periodic [see figure 11(c)], resulting in

a vortex motion as in figure 11(b).

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 11. Same as figure 9 but for the periodic case.

2. Equal counter-rotating pair (Γ1 + Γ2 = 0)

This case is of particular interest because, unlike other cases, the vortex motions are

not bounded generally. For some initial conditions, free vortex pair gets entrapped to a

neighbourhood of the fixed vortex, and for some they escape to infinity. The existence of a

boundary that separates the former from the latter is explained through the examples below.

WLOG, we may assume that initial conditions for z1 and z2 are such that |z2/z1|t=0 < 1 (see

remark III.1). We shall consider two sets of circulations to illustrate the situations when the

unique saddle on the u-axis lies in the intervals (i) (0, 1) and (ii) (−1, 0).

Let us look at the case when the saddle point on the u-axis lies in (0, 1). We have

considered the circulations as Γ0 = 1,Γ1 = 1,Γ2 = −1, so that the unique saddle is at

((
√
5−1)/2, 0) ≈ (0.618034, 0). As explained in theorem III.2, separatrices [see black dashed

lines in figures 12(a) and 13(a)] divide the (u, v) phase plane into three sub-regions. The

region that contains the origin is shaded yellow.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 12. An example of bounded vortex motion for the equal counter-rotating pair case

(Γ0 = Γ1 = 1, Γ2 = −1). The positions of vortices V0, V1 and V2 are marked by green, blue,

and red, respectively, in (a) (u, v) phase plane, and (b) (x, y) plane. The black dot in panel (a)

represents the saddle.

(a)

-2 0 2 4 6

0

2

4

(b)

FIG. 13. Same as figure 12 but for the unbounded vortex motion.

An initial condition for z1 and z2 is arbitrarily chosen such that the ratio z2/z1 lies in

this region. In figure 12, we have taken the initial conditions as z2|t=0 = 0.4, z1|t=0 = 1

[marked by a red dot in figure 12(a)] that lies in the yellow shaded region. For these initial

conditions, system (1) is numerically integrated to obtain the (u, v) phase plane trajectory

[marked red in figure 12(a)] as well as the actual vortex trajectories [see figure 12(b)]. As

expected from theorems III.1 and III.2, the (u, v) phase plane trajectory is a closed orbit,
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and the vortex motion is bounded with periodic inter-vortex distances (figure not shown for

brevity).

Next, we illustrate the case when the initial condition is such that z2/z1|t=0 is outside

the region of entrapment. We have considered the initial conditions z2|t=0 = −0.5 + 0.5 i

and z1|t=0 = 1, so that z2/z1|t=0 = −0.5 + 0.5 i [marked as a red dot in figure 13(a)], lies

outside the region of entrapment as required. By numerically plotting the respective (u, v)

phase plane trajectory [marked red in figure 13(a)] and the physical vortex trajectories [see

figure 13(b)], we see that the vortex motion is unbounded and the corresponding (u, v)

phase plane trajectory tends to the singularity point (1, 0) just as one would expect from

lemma III.7 and theorem III.2.

- 1.0 - 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

- 1.0

- 0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

(a) (b)

FIG. 14. Same as figure 12 but for a different set of circulations Γ0 = Γ2 = −1, Γ1 = 1.

To illustrate the case when the unique saddle lies in (−1, 0) interval on the u-axis, we

consider the circulations to be Γ0 = −1,Γ1 = 1,Γ2 = −1, so that the saddle is at ((1 −
√
5)/2, 0) ≈ (−0.618034, 0). The separatrices divide the (u, v) phase plane into three, as seen

in figures 14(a) and 15(a). The region that contains the origin (shaded yellow) is the region

of vortex entrapment, as given by theorem III.2. For the initial conditions z1|t=0 = 1 and

z2|t=0 = −0.3, the ratio z2/z1|t=0 [red dot in figure 14(a)] lies in the region of entrapment.

Vortex trajectories as obtained from numerically integrating the system (1) for 0 ≤ t ≤ 20

clearly shows that the vortex motion is bounded with periodic inter-vortex distance functions

[see figure 14(b)].

For the initial conditions z1|t=0 = 1 and z2|t=0 = 0.5 i, the ratio z2/z1|t=0 [red dot in
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figure 15(a)] lies outside the region of entrapment and as expected the corresponding vortex

motion is found to be unbounded [see figure 15(b)].

- 1.0 - 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

- 1.0

- 0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

(a) (b)

FIG. 15. Same as figure 13 but for a different set of circulations Γ0 = Γ2 = −1, Γ1 = 1.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The dynamical aspects of a constrained three-vortex problem, in particular, different

types of motion exhibited by a pair of point vortices V1 and V2 with circulations Γ1 and

Γ2 in the presence of a fixed point vortex V0 with circulation Γ0, where the circulations

take arbitrary non-zero values, have been studied in detail. Instead of directly looking at

the dynamics based on the positions z1 and z2 of the free vortices, we have looked at the

quotient z2/z1 to gain insights about the vortex system. The main advantage of this choice

is the reduction in the number of coordinates, which simplifies the analysis. Depending on

the value of the constant M = Γ1|z1|2 + Γ2|z2|2, the problem has been classified into two

cases M = 0 and M 6= 0. Both these cases are illustrated in a flow chart, see figure 16,

which covers all the trajectories discussed in the paper.

For M = 0 case, the present results show that irrespective of the initial conditions there

are three kinds of possible vortex motions depending on the value of Γ = Γ1Γ2+Γ0Γ1+Γ0Γ2

and Γ1 + Γ2. They are (i) self-similar evolution (Γ = 0), (ii) unbounded dipole motion

(Γ1 + Γ2 = 0), and (iii) bounded periodic motion (Γ1 + Γ2 6= 0,Γ 6= 0). The self-similar

evolutions have been further classified into three types: self-similar expansion, self-similar
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expansion
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Periodic
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Periodic
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Aperiodic

   case

      Fixed

con�guration

FIG. 16. Flow chart summarizing all the trjectories of constrained three-vortex problem. The case

Γ1 + Γ2 = 0 (equal counter rotating vortex pair) has been discussed in Refs. [15, 16, 27].

collapse, and fixed configuration based on the distance from the free vortices to the fixed

vortex that increases, decreases, and remains constant with respect to time, respectively.

For the equal counter-rotating vortex case, i.e., Γ1 + Γ2 = 0, we find that the two free

vortices V1 and V2 always escape to infinity. In other situations, i.e., Γ1+Γ2 6= 0 and Γ 6= 0,

we notice that the free vortices are bounded in a neighbourhood of the fixed vortex with

periodic inter-vortex distances.

For M 6= 0, we confirm that there are no self-similar expansions or collisions, which

contrasts markedly with the vortex motion in the case of M = 0. In general for M 6= 0,

we establish that a vortex motion can have one of the form: (i) a fixed configuration, where

vortices move in circular orbits around the fixed vortex in a collinear fashion, (ii) a bounded

motion, where the free vortices asymptotically approach to a fixed configuration, (iii) a

bounded vortex motion, where inter-vortex distances are periodic, and vortices oscillate

between two distinct collinear configurations, and (iv) an unbounded vortex motion. Our

analysis also elaborates that for an unbounded vortex motion, it is necessary that the free

vortices being the equal counter-rotating pair, and irrespective of vortex circulations and

31



initial conditions, the distance between the free vortices, V1 and V2, remains bounded from

both sides. Furthermore, for the equal counter-rotating case, the necessary and sufficient

condition for a vortex entrapment is that the initial quotient, i.e., z2/z1|t=0, remains in the

interior of the curve given by Ψ(u, v) = Ψ(us, 0) that encloses the origin, where Ψ is given

by (29), and us is the unique real root of the polynomial u2 − (Γ2/Γ0)u− 1 within (−1, 1).

The present analysis depends mainly on the tools of the dynamical system.
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[4] Helmholtz, H. 1858 Über integrale der hydrodynamischen gleichungen, welche den wirbelbe-

wegungen entsprechen. J. Reine Angew. Math., 1858, 25–55.

[5] Tait, P. 1867 Translation of (Helmholtz 1858): On integrals of the hydrodynamical equations,

which express vortex-motion. Philos. Mag., 33, 485–512.

[6] Groszek, A. J., Paganin, D. M., Helmerson, K. & Simula, T. P. 2018 Motion of vortices in

inhomogeneous bose-einstein condensates. Phys. Rev. A, 97, 023 617.

[7] Aref, H. 2007 Point vortex dynamics: A classical mathematics playground. J. Math. Phys.,

48, 065 401.

[8] Newton, P. K. 2001 The N-vortex problem: Analytical Techniques. Springer-Verlag New York.

[9] Crouch, J. & Jacquin, L. 2005 Aircraft trailing vortices/tourbillons de sillages d’avions.

CR Phys, 6, 393–565.

[10] Breitsamter, C. 2011 Wake vortex characteristics of transport aircraft. Prog. Aerosp. Sci.,

47(2), 89–134.

32

http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112086001192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112086001192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112086001192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112095000462
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112095000462
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022112095000462
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.fl.11.010179.000523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.fl.11.010179.000523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.fl.11.010179.000523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/crll.1858.55.25
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/crll.1858.55.25
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/crll.1858.55.25
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14786446708639824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14786446708639824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14786446708639824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.023617
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.023617
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.023617
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2425103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2425103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2425103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2005.05.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2005.05.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2005.05.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.paerosci.2010.09.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.paerosci.2010.09.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.paerosci.2010.09.002


[11] Hogg, N. & Stommel, H. M. 1985 The heton, an elementary interaction between dis-

crete baroclinic geostrophic vortices, and its implications concerning eddy heat-flow.

Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A, 397(1812), 1–20.

[12] Legg, S., Jones, H. & Visbeck, M. 1996 A heton perspective of baroclinic eddy transfer in

localized open ocean convection. J Phys Oceanogr, 26(10), 2251–2266.

[13] Sokolovskiy, M. A. & Verron, J. 2014 Dynamics of vortex structures in a stratified rotating

fluid. Springer.

[14] Leweke, T., Le Dizes, S. & Williamson, C. H. 2016 Dynamics and instabilities of vortex pairs.

Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech., 48, 507–541.

[15] Ryzhov, E. & Koshel, K. 2013 Dynamics of a vortex pair interacting with a fixed point vortex.

Europhys. Lett., 102, 44 004.

[16] Ryzhov, E. 2014 Irregular mixing due to a vortex pair interacting with a fixed vortex.

Phys. Lett. A, 378, 3301–3307.

[17] Baines, P. G. 1997 Topographic effects in stratified flows. Cambridge university press.
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