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Abstract—Smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) is posi-
tioned as having ideal conservation properties. When properly
implemented, conservation of total mass, energy, and both linear
and angular momentum is guaranteed exactly, up to machine
precision. This is particularly important for some applications in
computational astrophysics, such as binary dynamics, mergers,
and accretion of compact objects (neutron stars, black holes, and
white dwarfs). However, in astrophysical applications that require
the inclusion of gravity, calculating pairwise particle interactions
becomes prohibitively expensive. In the Fast Multipole Method
(FMM), they are, therefore, replaced with symmetric interactions
between distant clusters of particles (contained in the tree nodes)
[1]. Although such an algorithm is linear momentum-conserving,
it introduces spurious torques that violate conservation of angular
momentum.

We present a modification of FMM that is free of spurious
torques and conserves angular momentum explicitly. The new
method has practically no computational overhead compared to
the standard FMM.

I. INTRODUCTION

To correctly model astrophysical phenomena like the orbital
motion of planets, accretion disks, rotating neutron stars and
black holes, compact star mergers, and galactic disks, nu-
merical approaches have to accurately determine gravitational
interactions and ensure the conservation of energy, linear,
and angular momentum. Many self-gravitating astrophysical
systems are well-described by Newtonian gravity, and there is
a variety of numerical methods to model the corresponding
gravitational field. For example, grid-based methods often
determine the gravitational potential by solving the Poisson
equation and using iterative solvers and/or Fourier transforms
[2]–[5]. Particle-based methods, like N-body and Smoothed
Particle Hydrodynamics (SPH) [6]–[12] usually rely on tree
codes [13], particle-mesh methods [14], or the Fast Multipole
Method (FMM) [15]–[17]. However, when it comes to angular
momentum conservation, some methods, including FMM,
struggle. The latter conserves angular momentum exactly
when used in zeroth-order or with a small error for low values
of the so-called multipole acceptance criterion (MAC) angle.
However, this comes with a high computational cost. To reduce
this performance cost, a larger MAC angle is typically chosen,
which then correspondingly increases the error in angular
momentum.

In this work, we investigate a propositions within the stan-
dard FMM to conserve the angular momentum by construc-

tion, on par with linear momentum. The spurious torques in
standard FMM arise due to the pairwise action-reaction forces
being slightly offset from the line connecting two particles.
Here we propose a new method, in which the misaligned
pairwise forces are reprojected onto the line connecting two
particles, such that spurious torques disappear.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in Section II,
we describe FMM [1] and the specifics of the problem con-
serving angular momentum for high-order FMM. We start by
reviewing the symmetric multipole interactions as introduced
in [1], [17]. In Section III, we describe two proposed approach,
which ensures angular momentum conservation. In Section IV,
we present the numerical tests, highlighting conservation of
linear and angular momentum; we conclude with the Sec-
tion V.

II. METHOD

In this section, we briefly outline the standard FMM ap-
proach using multipole expansions in Cartesian coordinates.
We employ tensor index notation with Latin indices (i, j, k, ...)
from the middle of the alphabet, and the unit metric gij ≡ δij .
For such metric, covariant and contravariant components are
the same and there is no need to distinguish lower and upper
indices. The Latin indices from the beginning of the alphabet
(a, b, . . . ) will be used to enumerate particles. We also adopt
the Einstein summation convention (repeated indices indicate
a sum over that index,

∑
i a

ibi = aibi).
Computing gravitational forces for N particles via pairwise

interactions results in an algorithm that scales as O(N2)
and quickly becomes computationally unfeasible for growing
particle numbers. FMM offers a solution to this problem by
reducing this complexity to almost an O(N) level [16], [18].
This is achieved by replacing pairwise particle interactions
with interactions between distant nodes in a particle tree,
where a cluster of distant particles contained in a node is
represented with a single point mass. With that, pairwise par-
ticle interactions can be replaced with long-range interactions
between nodes, provided that the latter are well-separated. A
gravitational potential of a remote node is approximated by a
potential of a single point with gravitational monopole (mass),
quadrupole, octopole, and higher moments up to desired
precision.
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The remarkable efficiency of FMM is complemented by
the property of exact momentum conservation. A gravitational
field of the remote node B acting on a particle a inside
the node A is computed by the Taylor expansion of the
gravitational potential from the center of mass (COM) of A
to the position of a (see Figure 1). For conservation to work,
the truncation order of the Taylor expansion must match the
order of multipole moments retained in FMM.

In the following, we follow the presentation by Dehnen [1].
Consider two nodes, A and B, with their respective COMs at
ZA and ZB , and let R := ZA − ZB . Let Xa and Yb be the
locations of particles a and b within the nodes A and B, with
masses ma and mb, respectively. The gravitational potential
ϕa←B at Xa created by the node B is due to the sum of
individual interactions with other particles in B:

ϕa←B = −
∑
b∈B

G
mb

|Xa −Yb|
, (1)

where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant. This is an
exact expression, however, it scales as O(N2).

In FMM, we rewrite the expression Xa−Yb = R+ (xa−
yb) with xa := Xa − ZA and yb := Yb − ZB (see Figure 1)
and expand the potential at Xa in Taylor series around the
COM of node A:

ϕa←b = ϕ(|Xa −Yb|) =

= ϕ(R) + (xa − yb) · ∇ϕ(|r|)r=R + · · · =

=
∑
p

1

p!
[[(xa − yb) · ∇]pϕ(|r|)]r=R . (2)

Fig. 1. Illustration of the FMM method. Depicted are two “well-separated”
nodes A and B, each containing a cluster of particles. Gravitational field of
all the particles inside B is approximated by a field of a point mass MB with
optional quadrupole, octopole etc. The field at ~xa is obtained by using the
truncated Taylor expansion of the field from the center of mass of A. The
angle θ shows the MAC angle.

The series converges if |xa − yb| is small: |xa − yb| < R.
This condition is always satisfied if the nodes are “well-
separated”, namely when their size is smaller than the distance

between their COMs:
rA,max + rB,max

R
≤ tan θ, (3)

where rA,max and rB,max are the maximum distances from
particles within the nodes to their respective COMs, and
θ is the MAC angle. The latter controls whether the tree
nodes are suitable to use multipoles. The series converges if
0 ≤ tan θ < 1 (see Fig. 1).

We can truncate the series at a finite p to obtain an
approximation for the potential to arbitrary precision. The
symmetry of the potential with respect to flipping the particles
a↔ b guarantees that the forces will be antisymmetric (equal
in magnitude and opposite in direction), thus producing exact
conservation of linear momentum.

When summed over all particles in node B, the potential
can be expressed in terms of the multipoles of B:

ϕa←B =
∑
b∈B

ϕa←b =

=
∑
b∈B

ϕ(R) +
∑
b∈B

(xa − yb) · ∇ϕ(|r|)r=R + · · · =

= −GMB

R
−G

{
1

2
Q

(B)
ij

rirj

R5
+

1

6
H

(B)
ijk

rirjrk

R7
+

+
1

24
X

(B)
ijkl

rirjrkrl

R9
+ . . .

}
, (4)

where MB is the node mass, Q(B)
ij , H(B)

ijk , and X
(B)
ijkl are

its quadrupole, octopole, and hexadecapole moments, respec-
tively. Here, the components {ri} represent vector xa, with
r ≡ |xa| being its magnitude.

So, a field created at the location of a particle a by a
node B is given by a relatively simple and fast-to-evaluate
expression (4), representing a truncated Taylor series. We can,
therefore, compute gravitational forces between the nodes A
and B in two steps: (i) compute multipole moments of the
nodes; (ii) apply Taylor expansion from their respective COM
to the particle locations. Summing the symmetric expression
(2) over the particles in the node B gives the Taylor expansion
from COM of node A, and vice versa. As long as both Taylor
expansions are obtained from the same symmetric expression,
the total gravitational forces cancel out exactly.

However, this method also introduces torques generated
between pairs of particles, which in the case of exact O(N2)
method vanish identically. Indeed, even though the forces
are equal in magnitude and opposite in direction, they are
not necessarily aligned with the line connecting particles a
and b, producing small nonzero torques. The existence of
these torques leads to violation of the angular momentum
conservation. A possible solution was found by Marcello [19]
by introducing artificial compensating torques to counteract
the spurious FMM torques between pairs of nodes.
Let us illustrate linear momentum conservation versus angular
momentum nonconservation in FMM using the Taylor expan-
sion up to 4th order.
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A. Example: expansion up to 4-th order

The monopole M and the quadrupole moments Qij are
given by

M =
∑
b

mb, (5)

Qij =
∑
b

mb(3y
i
by

j
b − δijq

2
b ), (6)

where yib = Y i
b −Zi

B (or, in vector notation, yb := Yb−ZB),
and qb := |yb|.

The octopole moment Hijk is given by

Hijk =
∑
b

mb

[
15yiby

j
by

k
b − 3q2b (δijy

k
b + δjky

i
b + δiky

j
b)
]
.

(7)

The hexadecapole moment Xijkl is given by

Xijkl =
∑
b

mb

[
105yiby

j
by

k
b y

l
b − 15q2b (δijy

k
b y

l
b + δily

j
by

k
b

+ δiky
j
by

l
b + δjly

i
by

k
b + δjky

i
by

l
b + δlky

i
by

j
b)

+ 3q4b (δijδkl + δikδjl + δilδjk)
]
. (8)

The gradient and higher partial derivatives of the gravita-
tional potential ϕ, ∇pϕ(R) = −∇p 1

R , are [19]:

D = − 1

R
, (9)

Di =
Ri

R3
, (10)

Dij =
−3RiRj + δijR

2

R5
, (11)

Dijk =
15RiRjRk − 3R2(δijR

k + δjkR
i + δikR

j)

R7
, (12)

Dijkl =
1

R9

[
− 105RiRjRkRl+

+ 15R2(δijR
kRl + δilR

jRk + δikR
jRl+

+ δjlR
iRk + δjkR

iRl + δlkR
iRj)

− 3R4(δijδkl + δikδjl + δilδjk)
]
. (13)

The 4-th order truncated Taylor expansion of the gravitational
potential at Xa generated by the node B gives:

ϕa←B(Xa) ≈MBD +DiMBx
i +

1

2
Dij(Q

ij
B +MBx

ixj)

+
1

6
Dijk(Hijk

B + 3Qij
Bx

k +MBx
ixjxk)

+
1

24
Dijkl(X

ijkl
B + 4Hijk

B xl + 6Qij
Bx

kxl +MBx
ixjxkxl).

(14)

Using Eqn. 14, the gravitational acceleration (specific force)
exerted by the node B at a point Xa in the node A can be

computed as follows (using ~a = −∇ϕ):

aia←B(Xa) ≈ −MBDi −DijMBx
j

− 1

2
Dijk(Qjk

B +MBx
jxk)

− 1

6
Dijkl(H

ijk
B + 3Qjk

B x
l +MBx

jxkxl). (15)

It is straightforward to check that the net force between the
nodes A and B vanishes identically:

FB←A + FA←B =
∑
a∈A

maaa←B +
∑
b∈B

mbab←A = 0. (16)

Zero net force implies exact conservation for linear momen-
tum. For the angular momentum, on the other hand, this result
does not hold. The net torque τAB taken at the COM of the
node B due to the mutual gravitation of A and B is:

τ iAB =
∑
a∈A

maεijk(Rj + xja)aka←B +
∑
b∈B

mbεijky
j
ba

k
b←A,

(17)

where εijk is the Levi-Civita symbol. Using the previous
expressions for acceleration, we can obtain the net nonzero
torque up to 4-th order (check also [19] for a simplified result):

τ iAB ≈ εijkDkl(MAQ
jl
B −MBQ

jl
A)

+
1

2
εijkDklm(MAH

jlm
B −MBH

jlm
A )

+
1

6
εijkDklmp

[
3(Qmp

A Qjl
B −Q

mp
B Qjl

A)

+MAX
jlmp
B −MBX

jlmp
A

]
− 1

2
εijkDklm(MAQ

lm
B +MBQ

lm
A )Rj

− 1

6
εijkDklmp(MAH

lmp
B +MBH

lmp
A )Rj . (18)

III. IMPROVING THE METHOD

We consider two different approaches to conserve angular
momentum in FMM.

A. Zeroth Order FMM

One of the simplest solutions to conserve angular momen-
tum in FMM is to refrain from using FMM orders higher
than zeroth. Indeed, when only the constant term is left in the
expression for acceleration (15), there is no net torque. Every
particle experiences the same acceleration from the other node,
both in magnitude and in direction. As a result, the net spin
torque on both nodes is zero. The torque between COMs of
the nodes is also zero, because the action and reaction are
exactly aligned along the line connecting the COMs. This can
also be inferred from the expression (18) where there is no
monopole contribution in the torques.

The problem with low-order expansion is that it lacks
accuracy. The accuracy can be improved by decreasing MAC,
but this requires compromising the efficiency. On the other
hand, simplicity of implementation makes this approach ideal
for a class of problems where angular momentum conservation
may be more important than the accuracy of interactions.
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B. Realigning pairwise forces

In the exact Newtonian gravity of N interacting particles,
conservation of angular momentum comes not only from
the balance of action and reaction in pairwise interactions
but also from the fact that they are collinear with the line
connecting the particles. For the same reason, in FMM non-
conservation of angular momentum ultimately comes from
the misalignment of the pairwise forces between particles on
different nodes, as approximated by the truncated Taylor series
(2). One way to restore it, therefore, would be to re-align these
forces, for instance by projecting them onto the unit vector nab

in the direction from a to b:

a
‖
a←b = (aa←b · nab)nab. (19)

Another possibility is to simply multiply the unit vector nab

by the acceleration magnitude:

a
(0),‖
a←b = −|a(0)a←b|nab. (20)

The unit vector nab in (19) and (20) can be expressed in
terms of nR := R/R, the unit vector along the line connecting
COMs of the nodes:

nab =
Xa −Yb

|Xa −Yb|
=

nR + δab
|nR + δab|

, (21)

where δab := (xa − yb)/R must be small such that nab can
be expanded around nR in powers of δab ∝ xa − yb, in the
spirit of FMM:

nab ≈ (nR + δab)(1− nR · δab + . . . ) =

= nR + δab − (nR · δab)nR − (nR · δab)δab, (22)

(aa←b · nab)nab =
(aa←b,nR + δab)

|nR + δab|2
(nR + δab) ≈

≈
[
(aa←b · nR) + (aa←b · δab)

− 2(aa←b · nR)(δab · nR) + . . .

]
(nR + δab). (23)

Both expressions (22) and (23) have the form of a scalar
quantity times (nR + δab), which is collinear with nab. In
these scalar quantities, we only keep terms up to the first
order, but higher terms can be added for better accuracy. The
overall expressions (22) and (23) are quadratic in δab, so, when
summed over all particles b ∈ B, they produce terms up to a
quadrupole.

At zeroth order, the net acceleration on a particle a from

the node B according to equations (20) and (22) is:

a
(0),‖
a←B =

∑
b∈B

a
(0),‖
a←b = −|∇ϕ(0)(R)|

∑
b∈B

mbnab

≈ − G

R2

∑
b∈B

mb

[
nR + δab−

− (nR · δab)nR − (nR · δab)δab
]

=

= −GMB

R2

[
nR +

1

R
x⊥a −

− 1

R2
(xa · nR)xa −

1

MBR2
nR · ¯̄QB

]
, (24)

where x⊥a := xa − nR(nR · xa) is the component of xa

orthogonal to nR. Since we made an approximation (22), the
length of the vector on which we are projecting is incorrect.
However, because its direction is along the line connecting
the two particles, the artificial torque automatically vanishes,
and angular momentum conservation is achieved. Moreover,
because the projected pairwise force is antisymmetric in the
particles a and b, the linear momentum conservation is also
respected.

The first three terms inside the square brackets in (24)
represent a force reoriented towards the COM of B, and the
last term is a quadrupole interaction:

a
(0),‖
a←B ≈ −

GMB

R2
naB +

G

R4
¯̄QB · nR. (25)

However, as discussed above, zeroth-order FMM already
conserves angular momentum. Non-conservation issues appear
at the first order and higher. With the notation ξa := xa/R,
ηb := yb/R, and the matrix ¯̄D := ‖Dij‖ from Eq.(11), the
first-order correction for the acceleration of a particle a due
to particle b is:

a
(1)
a←b = −mbR

¯̄D · ξa. (26)

In the subsequent derivation, it is convenient to introduce a
“scalar product” based on the matrix ¯̄D:

〈ξ,η〉D := RDijξ
iηj . (27)

To get the net realigned first-order correction, we can use (19)
and (23):

a
(0),‖
a←B + a

(1),‖
a←B =

∑
b∈B

(a
(0)
a←b + a

(1)
a←b · nab)nab ≈

≈ −Mb

[
D2(1− ξa · nR) + 〈ξa,nR〉D

]
(nR + ξa)

− 〈nR,
¯̄Q〉DD2 + (nR · ¯̄QB)D4. (28)

The equation (28) gives an expression for the net acceleration,
accurate up to O(δ2) and conserving both linear and angular
momenta.
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Fig. 2. Left panel: setup for a simple test. Two shapes are placed at a varying distance d between their centers of mass. The shapes consist of 4 × 103

particles each. Right panel: relative error between the exact Newtonian force and approximate force, as a function of distance, computed using the 0th and
1st order FMM, with and without realignment. The error is measured for every particle and averaged over the shapes using the L2 norm.

IV. RESULTS

A simple test of the new method is presented in Figure 2.
In the test, we explored the error in computing the Newtonian
force acting on particles arranged in two irregular shapes.
Figure 2 shows the error as a function of distance between
the shapes. The distance is shown in the units of characteristic
shape size (3 cm). Red and black curves display errors for
zeroth and first-order FMM, with (dashed) and without (solid)
realignment. It demonstrates that the accuracy of the FMM
method is not affected. This is expected, since the expansions
(24) and (28) in our realignment method are carried out to
second order in δ, O(δ2), higher than the FMM orders to
which it is applied. Most importantly, both the net force and
the net torque on the particles vanish at machine precision.

The zeroth order FMM method has been implemented in
FleCSPH [20]. FleCSPH1 is a smoothed particle hydrody-
namics simulation tool based on FleCSI [21]. FleCSI2 is
a compile-time configurable framework providing distributed
and parallel topologies, such as structured and unstructured
mesh, Narray, and Ntree. FleCSPH is based on the MPI im-
plementation of the Ntree topology implementing distributed
binary, quad, and octree in 1, 2, and 3 dimensions respectively.

To demonstrate the implementation, we test evolution of a
stable isolated star in equilibrium. This test checks consistency
and conservation properties for the coupled hydrodynamics
and gravity.

For the initial data, we solve Lane-Emden equation [22]
for polytrope with Γ = 5/3, K = 1012 (in CGS units),
and central density ρc = 5.2 × 106 g cm−3. This results in
a polytrope resembling a white dwarf, with mass 0.2M� and
radius 4790 km.

Fig. 3 shows the evolution of angular momentum for a self-

1https://github.com/laristra/flecsph
2https://github.com/laristra/flecsi
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Fig. 3. Evolution of angular momentum for a self-gravitating model of a
white dwarf with two different MAC values: tan θMAC = 0.3, and 0.5.

gravitating model of a white dwarf, with zeroth-order FMM
method. Two different MAC angles, tan θMAC = 0.3 and 0.5,
were chosen and compared with exact N -body scheme. Both
methods conserve angular momentum up to machine precision,
as expected.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We present a new modification to the FMM that allows to
conserve angular momentum by construction. The main idea
of the method is to realign the approximate pairwise forces
in such a way that they are parallel to the line connecting
two interacting particles. The unit vector along this direction
can be expanded in terms of the difference between the local
particle position vectors relative to the COMs of their nodes,
δ ∝ (xa − yb), and then resummed to arbitrary multipole
order, while retaining the momentum conservation property in
the spirit of the standard FMM. The method is demonstrated
for zeroth and first orders with a simple setup of gravitational
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interaction between two irregular shapes. We also show an
excellent conservation of angular momentum in the evolution
of a single star with zeroth order FMM (see Figure 3).

The method can be extended to higher multipole mo-
ments. The underlying algebra of multipole operators is that
of symmetric tensors, which can be compactly represented.
Software that manipulates and translates symbolic expressions,
such as SymPy [23], can greatly simplify the generation of
code to evaluate multipole operators. We will therefore seek
opportunities to automate our method before advancing to
higher multipoles case in the future work.
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