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Abstract: The three-body problem is a fundamental long-standing open problem, with
applications in all branches of physics, including astrophysics, nuclear physics and particle
physics. In general, conserved quantities allow to reduce the formulation of a mechanical
problem to fewer degrees of freedom, a process known as dynamical reduction. However,
extant reductions are either non-general, or hide the problem’s symmetry or include unexplained definitions. This paper presents a dynamical reduction that avoids these issues,
and hence is general and natural.
Any three-body configuration defines a triangle, and its orientation in space. Accordingly, we decompose the dynamical variables into the geometry (shape + size) and
orientation of the triangle. The geometry variables are shown to describe the motion of an
abstract point in a curved 3d space, subject to a potential-derived force and a magnetic-like
force with a monopole charge. The orientation variables are shown to obey a dynamics
analogous to the Euler equations for a rotating rigid body, only here the moments of inertia
depend on the geometry variables, rather than being constant.
The reduction rests on a novel symmetric solution to the center of mass constraint
inspired by Lagrange’s solution to the cubic. The formulation of the orientation variables
is novel and rests on a little known generalization of the Euler-Lagrange equations to
non-coordinate velocities. Applications to special exact solutions and to the statistical
solution are described or discussed. Moreover, a generalization to the four-body problem
is presented.
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Introduction

The three body problem involves the motion of three point masses influenced by mutual
forces which depend on their separations.
While the two-body problem is integrable, the three-body problem is in general nonintegrable and chaotic. Its solution has been a puzzle ever since it was studied by Newton
in an attempt to understand the motion of the moon [1]. The system is known to be rather
rich, and along the centuries its study deeply influenced several scientific fields including
perturbation theory, chaos and topology.
It is interesting to seek a dynamical reduction of the system: a simplified formulation,
where the dynamical variables are chosen such that the equations of motion simplify. More
specifically, the existence of conserved quantities allows to reduce the order of the system of
differential equations. While a dynamical reduction is often applied to integrable systems,
it could also apply to a non-integrable system, in which case the reduced system remains
non-integrable.
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This work originated from the recent flux-based reduction of the statistical solution to
the three-body problem in Newtonian gravity [2], see also progress on the statistical solution
through non-flux-based methods [3, 4]. The flux-based theory involves the (regularized)
phase space volume as a function of the conserved charges. It is defined by a multidimensional integral, yet it was found that a certain change of variables enables analytic
integration over numerous variables [2, 5]. This suggested the possibility that certain
dynamical reductions may exist, involving the new variables, thereby providing a deeper
reason for the success of the analytic integrations.
Over the centuries much research was devoted to the dynamical reduction of the threebody problem (3BP). Lagrange (1772) [6] reduced the equations’ order through replacing
the position vectors by variables describing the triangle geometry and additional variables.
Jacobi (1842) [7] showed how to perform one additional reduction of order, known as the
elimination of the nodes. Levi-Civita (1915) [8] was the first to discuss the reduction
at the level of the action, namely using a Lagrangian or a Hamiltonian, carrying out
the reduction to the instantaneous three-body plane. Murnaghan (1936) [9] performed a
reduction of the planar 3BP at the level of the action, choosing side lengths as the dynamical
variables. However, the side length variables become singular for collinear configurations.
Van Kampen and Wintner (1937) [10] generalized [9] to 3d by adding the average azimuthal
angle as a fourth coordinate. Lemaı̂tre (1952) [11] introduced a different set of symmetric
coordinates, which remain smooth in the collinear limit, and presented a Hamiltonian
for the general, non-planar case. More recently, Moeckel and Montgomery (2013) [12]
introduced the term shape sphere, for a set of symmetric coordinates for the planar 3BP, see
also [13, 14]. These coordinates are essentially equivalent to those introduced by Lemaı̂tre,
though it is not immediately apparent. In addition, [12] recast the analysis into modern
mathematical terminology.
The quantum version of the three body problem was studied in the context of the
Helium atom (nucleus + 2 electrons = 3 bodies). Interestingly, some works on the quantum
version reached new definitions of the dynamical variables and new forms for the quantum
Hamiltonian, which in hindsight, are related with novel formulations of the non-quantum
problem. Hylleraas (1929) [15] presented a Hamiltonian in terms of side lengths for the J~ =
0 sector and furthermore setting two electron masses to be equal and the the nucleus mass
to be infinite. Gronwall (1932) [16] introduced 3d variables which made the kinetic term
conformally Euclidean. Fock (1954) [17] introduced 4d variables that reduce to Gronwall’s
variables after imposing the reduction to J~ = 0. Finally, Tkachenko (1978) [18] presented
~
a Hamiltonian for non-zero J.
Despite this venerable history, certain features of the reduction are still lacking. First,
the choice of coordinates that satisfy the center of mass constraint appears to violate
the permutation symmetry (see section 2.1), which is unnatural. Secondly and relatedly,
the shape sphere variables display somewhat surprising and undeserved properties (see
last paragraph of section 2.6), which suggest that a more direct and natural route to
their introduction might exist, which would make them clearer. Thirdly and lastly, extant
formulations do not incorporate the angular momentum components as canonical variables,
which would be natural given their central standing as conserved quantities.
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In this paper, the reduction process is described in section 2. It starts by introducing
a solution to the center of mass constraints, which transforms nicely under permutations,
and hence is natural. It involves complex numbers in a novel way, and it is inspired by
Lagrange’s solution to the cubic. Next, the orientation of the plane defined by the three
bodies is separated from motion within the plane simply by using a rotating body frame.
We proceed to the separation of rotations within the plane from the geometry of the triangle
formed by the three bodies. This requires to define certain spherical coordinates on C2
and to handle correctly one of the angles, resulting in a famous quotient of it. Finally, we
Legendre transform from angular velocities to angular momenta and obtain their Poisson
brackets from a general theory for non-coordinate velocities and their conjugate momenta.
This leads us to our final result, (2.49). We end the section with an illustration of the
resulting formulation and a discussion of it.
The formulation can be applied to study both special exact solutions and the statistical
solution. In section 3, we provide a novel derivation of the uniformly rotating solutions,
and sketch a novel derivation of the linear stability region for the equilateral solution. The
section ends with an outlook on applications to the statistical solution and more.
This work has interesting implications for our-body problem, and a sketchy generalization appears in section 4.
Appendices provide background material on Lagrange’s solution to the cubic, on bicomplex numbers and the isotropic oscillator and finally on the equations of motion in
terms of non-coordinate velocities and the rotating rigid body.

2

Reduction

Setup. Consider three point masses, m1 , m2 , m3 . Let us take the bodies’ position vectors,
~ra , a = 1, 2, 3, to be our initial dynamical variables. The kinetic energy is given by
T :=

3
X
1
a=1

2

ma ~r˙a2

(2.1)

For concreteness, take the potential to be given by the Newtonian gravitational potential
V := −

G m1 m2 G m1 m3 G m2 m3
−
−
r12
r13
r23

(2.2)

where G is Newton’s gravitational constant, and rab = |~ra − ~rb |, are the inter-body distances. We note that the whole reduction procedure is independent of the choice of V as
long as it depends on rab only, namely V = V ({rab }). Finally, the system can be defined
by the Lagrangian


L {~ra , ~r˙a }3a=1 := T − V .
(2.3)
2.1

Translations and the complex position vector w
~

The system is invariant under translations and hence the total linear momentum is conserved, the center of mass moves in uniform motion, and henceforth we work in the center
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of mass frame
0 = ~rCM :=

1 X
ma~ra
M a

(2.4)

where M := m1 + m2 + m3 is the total mass.
The center of mass constraint reduces the configuration space, reducing the number of
degrees of freedom from 9 to 6. This requires a choice coordinates on the reduced configuration space. We shall see that this choice creates a tension with the bodies’ permutation
symmetry, which will affect the whole reduction process, and hence we shall describe it in
some detail.
The coordinates are chosen to be translation-invariant vectors: vectors, in order to
preserve the transformation properties under rotations, and translation-invariant, in order
to decouple them from the center of mass coordinates in the expression for the kinetic
energy.
In the two-body problem, one chooses the relative coordinate to be
~r1 − ~r2

(2.5)

It is a translation-invariant vector, and under a 1 ↔ 2 exchange, it changes only by a sign.
In the three-body problem, there are three relative vectors
~r12 := ~r1 − ~r2 ,

~r23 := ~r2 − ~r3 ,

~r31 := ~r3 − ~r1

(2.6)

They satisfy the constraint 0 = ~r12 + ~r23 + ~r31 .
Any pair of linear combinations of the relative vectors can serve as coordinates in the
center of mass frame. There are two popular choices for that. The first set consists of the
planetary coordinates
~r13 ,
~r23
(2.7)
They are useful for the case where one of the masses, say m3 , is much heavier than the
other two: m1 , m2  m3 . The second set consists of the lunar coordinates
~r12 ,

1
(m1 ~r1 + m2 ~r2 ) − ~r3
m1 + m2

(2.8)

These are useful for the hierarchical case where the magnitude of the first vector is much
small than the second, namely bodies 1 and 2 are much closer to each other, relative to their
distance from the third body. These coordinates are commonly called Jacobi coordinates,
because they appeared in [7], but they are a rather natural choice, and they appeared
already in [6].
Both coordinate choices break the symmetry between the bodies. Hence, they are not
optimal for the non-hierarchical case where all distances and all masses are comparable.
Can we define natural, namely symmetric, coordinates in the center of mass frame?
A solution is suggested by Lagrange’s solution to the cubic equation. Lagrange realized
that the key to a solution of a polynomial equation is to study expressions in terms of the
roots that display a certain measure of symmetry among them. For more see appendix A.
Inspired by this, we define
w
~ := ~r1 + η ~r2 + η̄ ~r3
(2.9)
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where η is the cubic root of unity, namely η = exp(2πj/3), and we denote here the imaginary
unit by j, j 2 = −1, since i will have a different use below.
The definition (2.9) is one of the central results of this paper. Let us discuss it. By
construction w
~ is a complex vector. Naturally, it is composed of 2 real vectors, and so it
has the correct number of components to serve as coordinates in the center of mass frame.
It is translation-invariant as a result of the identity 1 + η + η̄ = 0. Under a cyclic rotation
it is merely multiplied by a 2π/3 phase, while the exchange 2 ↔ 3 transforms it into its
complex conjugate. These simple transformations under permutations render w
~ a natural
coordinate.
Transformed Lagrangian Given w,
~ the relative positions can be expressed by

1
~
~r23 = √ w
~ − w̄
j 3

(2.10)

and similarly, replacing w → ηw in this expression gives ~r12 , and w → η̄w gives ~r31 .
The kinetic energy in the center of mass frame is given by

1 
M ˙ 2
2
~rCM =
m2 m3 ~r˙23 + cyc. =
TCM := T −
2M
2

d
1
2
~
m2 m3 k
(w
~ − w̄)k + cyc.
(2.11)
=
6M
j dt
where the cyclic transformation denotes now w → η̄w, in addition to 1 → 2 → 3 → 1.
2.2

Rotations and the orientation–geometry decomposition

One can naturally divide the system’s coordinates into orientation coordinates and coordinates that describe the configuration up to rotations, namely, geometry coordinates. At
any given moment, the positions of the three bodies define an instantaneous plane. We
define a rotating body frame whose z axis is normal to the instantaneous plane, and 2d
vectors ρ
~a specify the positions within the rotating (x, y) plane . As usual, inertial frame
velocities are given by
d
~ ×ρ
ρ
~ab = ρ
~˙ ab + ω̃
~ab
(2.12)
dt inert
~ is the angular velocity vector that describes the rotation of the body frame, and
where ω̃
ω is reserved for later use.
Substituting, the kinetic energy (2.11) becomes
1
~ w · ω̃
~ + Tw
T = Iij ω̃ i ω̃ j + L
(2.13)
2
where Iij , i, j = 1, 2, 3 denotes the inertia tensor in the rotating (and center of mass) frame


i
1 h
2
i j
Iij =
m2 m3 δij ρ
~23 − ρ23 ρ23 + cyc. ;
(2.14)
M
~ w denotes the the angular momentum due to the ρ
L
~a motion
~ w = Lw ẑ
L

1 
m2 m3 ρ
~23 ∧ ρ
~˙ 23 + cyc. ,
Lw =
M
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(2.15)

where the wedge product between any 2d vectors ~u, ~v is defined by ~u ∧ ~v := (~u × ~v ) · ẑ; and
finally, the kinetic energy due to the ρ
~a motion
Tw :=


1 
2
~˙ 23
+ cyc. .
m2 m3 ρ
M

(2.16)

We note several properties of I ij . Since the mass distribution is confined to the z = 0
plane one has
0 = I13 = I23
I := I33 = I11 + I22

(2.17)

In addition, since the mass distribution consists of only 3 point masses, one has
I11 I22 − (I12 )2 =

m1 m2 m3 2
∆
M

(2.18)

where
∆ := det [x1 , y1 , 1; x2 , y2 , 1; x3 , y3 , 1]

(2.19)

is twice the (signed) area of the triangle formed by the bodies. In other words, the 2 ∗ 2
determinant of Iαβ , α, β = 1, 2 factors into a part that depends only on positions, and a
part which depends only on the masses.
2.3

Rotations within the plane and geometry space

The orientation–geometry decomposition is not done yet. To see that, let us count the
number of generalized coordinates. We know that the 3d problem has 6 degrees of freedom
(d.o.f) in the center of mass frame (CM). The orientation is specified by 3 angles, such
as the Euler angles, and the ρ
~a at CM (or equivalently the associated 2d w)
~ provide 4
other d.o.f., so altogether we have 7 generalized coordinates. This means that the these
coordinates are redundant by a single degree of freedom.
Rotations within the (x, y) plane are the origin of this redundancy: since a rotation
of the body frame around the z-axis is equivalent to a rotation of the 2d vectors, the
configuration depends on the two associated angles only through their sum.
Bi-complex w. In order to account for plane rotations, it is useful to complexify the plane,
so that rotations would be represented by a phase multiplication. By complexification one
means that any 2 vector ρ
~ is mapped onto a complex number ρ
~ → ρ := ρ
~ · (x̂ + i ŷ).
Similarly, the 2d j-complex vector w,
~ defined in (2.9), is mapped onto a so-called bicomplex number
w
~ →w=w
~ · (x̂ + i ŷ)
(2.20)
which is of the form w = a+b i+c j+d ij. The imaginary unit i represents a quarter rotation
in the (x, y) plane. Hence, i, j are commuting imaginary units, namely i2 = j 2 = −1 and
i j = j i. For more on the algebraic structure of bi-complex numbers, and their application
to the isotropic oscillator of mechanics, see appendix B.
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Let us introduce a natural basis for the w space. Evaluating the w variable (2.20) for a
right-handed and a left-handed equilateral triangles of unit sides motivates the definitions
√
√
3
3
eR :=
(1 + i j)
eL :=
(1 − i j) ,
(2.21)
2
2
where for concreteness, the equilateral triangles are chosen to be oriented such that the
height from edge 2—3 to vertex 1 is pointed along +x̂ within the (x, y) plane.
Spherical coordinates for w. Considering w space as a 2d complex vector space over
complex numbers involving i, namely C[i]2 , one can expand a general state w in the eR , eL
basis as follows


θ
θ
iφ/2
iψ0
−iφ/2
e
cos eR + e
w = re
(2.22)
sin eL
2
2
In this expression, r sets the overall triangle scale, ψ ∼ ψ + 2π is an overall rotation angle,
θ ∈ [0, π] determines the relative magnitudes of the right and left components, and finally
φ ∼ φ + 2π is the relative phase of the right and left components. Altogether r, θ, φ, ψ are
spherical coordinates for w ∈ C[i]2 .
We define G to be the quotient space of planar three-body configurations, up to rotations, where G stands for geometry. In other words, G is the space of equivalence classes
of congruent triangles. We can write
G = C[i]2 /U (1)

(2.23)

where the U (1) acts by overall phase rotations. We shall later see how to parameterize G
in terms of quadratics in w. In coordinates, G is given by the w variable up to ψ-shifts,
and it is parameterized by r, θ, φ. G includes information on both size and shape: the r
coordinate determines the triangle size, while the θ, φ coordinates parameterize a sphere
that describes triangles up to similarity, and is known as the shape sphere. Coordinates
that are equivalent to r, θ, φ appeared in [11] in Eqs. (1,2,14), and the term “shape sphere”
appeared in [12].
Substituting (2.22) into (2.10), the relative position vector r23 becomes


θ
θ
iψ0
iφ/2
−iφ/2
ρ23 = i r e
e
cos − e
sin
.
(2.24)
2
2
In particular,
r232 ≡ |ρ23 |2 = r2 (1 − sin θ cos φ) .

(2.25)

Similarly, r31 , r12 are given by the same expression after the substitutions φ → φ − 2π/3,
and φ → φ + 2π/3, respectively. This means that expressions are invariant under a cyclic
permutation combined with a third of a revolution in φ.
The definition of ψ0 can be changed into ψ = ψ0 + χ(θ, φ), which will be seen to
be a gauge transformation. ψ0 , defined in (2.22), is symmetric between the R and L
hemispheres, 0 ≤ θ ≤ π/2 and π/2 ≤ θ ≤ π, respectively. However, ψ0 is singular for both
R and L poles. A gauge that is regular at the R pole is given by
ψ+ = ψ0 + φ/2
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(2.26)

Kinetic energy. In spherical coordinates, and using the ψ+ gauge (2.26), Tw (2.16)
becomes


1
LG 2
+ TG
(2.27)
Tw = I ψ̇+ +
2
I
where the largest principal moment of inertia (for rotations within the plane) (2.14), is
given by
r2
I := I33 =
[m2 m3 (1 − sin θ cos φ) + cyc.] .
(2.28)
M
LG denotes the angular momentum in the geometry space G and it is given by
LG = −



i
r2 h
m2 m3 (1 − cos θ − sin θ cos φ) φ̇ − sin φ θ̇ + cyc.
2M

(2.29)

where cyc. denotes 1 → 2 → 3 → 1 together with φ → φ − 2π/3, just like the comment
after (2.25). LG is related to Lw , defined in (2.15), by
Lw = I ψ̇+ + LG

(2.30)

TG denotes the kinetic energy in G space, and is given by
TG :=


1 ˙ 2 3 M3 r 4  2
I +
θ̇ + sin2 θ φ̇2 .
8I
8M I

(2.31)

Finally, M, M2 , M3 denote the elementary symmetric functions of the masses
M := m1 + m2 + m3
M2 := m2 m3 + m3 m1 + m1 m2
M3 := m1 m2 m3 .

(2.32)

The derivation proceeds by projecting ρ̇23 along the radial and the tangential directions
with respect to ρ23 , performed in the r, θ, φ coordinates, and similarly for the other relative
velocities. It will be detailed in a later version.
The kinetic energy (2.27) is in a form of a dimensional reduction (also known as KaluzaKlein reduction) over the coordinate ψ. Therefore, the expression for LG depends on the
choice of gauge for ψ, while the kinetic metric TG is gauge-independent, and represents the
metric on the quotient space (2.23). The expression for TG appeared essentially in [12].
Fixing the ψ gauge. Let us return to the issue of coordinate redundancy discussed at
the beginning of this subsection. This redundancy can be removed by fixing a gauge for
the ψ coordinate, and we choose to set
ψ=0.

(2.33)

This can always be achieved through a choice of the x—y body axes, which in turn fixes
the value of ω̃z . Clearly, the effect of this gauge is directly related to the choice of definition
of ψ.
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Relatedly, the kinetic energy depends on ω̃z , ψ̇ only through their sum. Indeed, the
relevant terms in T are (2.13,2.27)


1
1
LG 2
2
T ⊃ I (ω̃3 ) + Lw ω̃3 + I ψ̇ +
=
2
2
I




LG 2 1
LG 2
1
= I ω3 +
= I ω̃3 + ψ̇ +
2
I
2
I

(2.34)

where in passing to the second line, we have used (2.30), and in the last equality we have
used ω
~ defined by
~ + ψ̇ ẑ .
ω
~ = ω̃
(2.35)
Altogether, the expression for the kinetic energy in the center of mass frame becomes


1
LG 2 1
T [~
ω , r, θ, φ] = TG + I ω3 +
+ Iαβ ω α ω β
2
I
2

(2.36)

where TG , I, LG , Iαβ α, β = 1, 2 depend on the G-space variables and were defined in
(2.31,2.28,2.29,2.14) respectively.
2.4

Geometry of geometry space

Let us study further the geometry of geometry space, namely three-body configurations up
to rotations (2.23).
Invariants. So far, geometry space was described by the coordinates r, θ, φ. Alternatively,
we can employ the invariants of the quotient. This approach will clarify the geometry at
the origin of geometry space.
We define the quadratic invariants
"
#
h
i
w
1
Qs := w1∗ w2∗ τs
s = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4
(2.37)
w2
where w1 , w2 ∈ C[i] denote the j-real and imaginary parts of the bi-complex w, up to
normalization, defined as follows
r
3
w=
(w1 + j w2 )
(2.38)
2
and the Pauli-like matrices τr are given by
"
#
"
#
"
"
"
#
√ #
√ #
1 −1 − 3
1 −1 3
10
1 0
0 −i
√
√
τ0 =
, τ1 =
, τ2 =
, τ3 =
, τ4 =
2 − 3 1
2
01
0 −1
3 1
i 0
(2.39)
∗
Since Qs are of the form ∼ w w they are manifestly invariant under the rotations w →
exp(iψ) w.
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The quadratic invariants Q0 , . . . , Q4 are not all independent, but rather satisfy the
relations
0 = Q1 + Q2 + Q3

2
Q20 =
Q21 + Q22 + Q23 + Q24
3

(2.40a)
(2.40b)

Geometrically, relation (2.40a) means that Q1 , Q2 , Q3 describe a flat 2d space, and relation
(2.40b) means that the quotient is a (light) cone in a 3+1 space. The cone singularity at
the origin corresponds to a triple collision configuration.
We note that the Q0 , . . . Q4 variables are closely related to the Stokes parameters
S0 , . . . , S3 [20], which are used to describe states of polarization of light and are reviewed
in appendix B. More precisely, Q0 , Q4 are identical to the S0 , S3 while Q1 , Q2 , Q3 up to
the relation (2.40a) are analogous to S1 , S2 . However, the Q variables are distinguished by
being compatible with a symmetry of order 3.
In terms of the r, θ, φ coordinates, substitution of (2.22) shows that the invariants are
given by
Q0 = r2

(2.41a)

2

(2.41b)

2

(2.41c)

Qa = r sin θ cos φa , a = 1, 2, 3
Q4 = r cos θ
where
φa := φ − (a − 1)2π/3 .

(2.42)

In this form the invariants are seen to be closely related to Cartesian coordinates associated
with the spherical coordinates r2 , θ, φ.
Alternatively, one can define Cartesian coordinates on G-space, by considering r2 , θ, φ
~ namely G1 = r2 sin θ cos φ, G2 = r2 sin θ sin φ, G3 =
to be spherical coordinates of a vector G,
2
~ are independent coordinates, which solve the relations
r cos θ. The three components of G
on the Q variables (2.40). Similarly, we define the vector ~g to be the Cartesian coordinates
associated with r, θ, φ (r instead of r2 ).
Using (2.25), the triangle edge lengths can now be expressed as
r232 = Q0 − Q1 ,

(2.43)

and similarly for r312 , r122 . Summing all three, and using (2.40a,2.41a) we find
r2 =


1
r232 + r312 + r122 .
3

(2.44)

This means that the geometric interpretation of the radial coordinate r is the root mean
square of the side lengths.
We note that one could take a wider perspective, and rather than study the planar
configuration of the bi-complex w up to phase shifts, one could study the 3d complex
position vector w
~ (2.9) up to identification by 3d rotations, namely w/SO(3).
~
The quadratic
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~ , and hence
invariants Q0 , . . . Q3 can be expressed in terms of scalar products among w,
~ w̄
are invariants from the 3d perspective. On the other hand, Q4 cannot be described in this
way, and hence while it is an invariant of C2 /U (1), only Q42 is an invariant of w/SO(3).
~
In addition, we note that Q4 is proportional to the triangle area, more precisely
2
Q4 = √ ∆
3

(2.45)

where ∆ is twice the (signed) triangle area, and was defined in (2.19). This can be shown
by following the definition of Q4 and using translation invariance to set ρ
~1 = 0.
Shape sphere. Geometry up to size is known as shape. For this reason, the unit sphere
in geometry space, namely r = 1, is known as shape sphere [12].
For triangles, shape is the same as classification up to similarity, which is well known
to be classified by the values of the three angles which are constrained to sum to π. This
means that shape space should be a 2d surface. As we have seem, it turns out that this
surface has the topology of sphere. More precisely, the shape sphere is the space of shapes
of triangles with labeled vertices.
The shape sphere is shown in fig. 1. The geometrical interpretation of various locations
on the shape sphere is known [12], and will be repeated here for convenience. The vertical
Q4 coordinate is proportional to the triangle area, as stated in (2.45). Hence, the Q4 = 0
equator corresponds to collinear configurations. Within the collinear equator, the point
Q1 = 1 implies w2 = 0 and hence it corresponds to the collision of the 2,3 vertices and it
is denoted by C1. Similarly for C2, C3. Going away from the equator, the Q4 = 1 pole is
associated with w = 1 + i j, which corresponds to a right equilateral triangle, namely, such
the 1,2,3 vertices are oriented in the positive mathematical direction (counter-clockwise).
Similarly, the Q4 = −1 pole corresponds to a left equilateral triangle.
Just as the Q invariants were noted above to be closely related to the Stokes parameters
and the Pauli matrices (Pauli, 1927) [22], the shape sphere is closely related to the Poincaré
sphere, the sphere of polarizations that was introduced in Poincaré’s lectures on optics [21].
These notions are also closely related to the Hopf fibration (Hopf, 1931) [23] and the Bloch
sphere (Bloch 1946) [24]. The Pauli matrices are used to describe quantum operators on the
states of a spin-half particle. The Hopf fibration represents the 3-sphere as a circle fibration
over the 2-sphere. The Bloch sphere describes the states of a two-state quantum system,
through an analogy with the spin-half system. Mathematically, the C2 /U (1) quotient is at
the root of all of the above-mentioned topics.
We record the form that several quantities, which appear in the motion potentials,
obtain after transformation to the Q variables
1
[m2 m3 (Q0 − Q1 ) + cyc.]
M


d
d
(Q2 − Q3 ) − (Q2 − Q3 ) dt
(Q1 − Q0 − Q4 ) + cyc.
m2 m3 (Q1 − Q0 − Q4 ) dt
√
LG = −
2 3 M (Q0 + Q4 )
(2.46)
I=
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Figure 1. The shape sphere describes the space of all possible labeled triangles in a plane up to
similarity. See text for the description of various locations on it. The vertical direction represents
Q4 , while the horizontal directions represent Q1 , Q2 , Q3 constrained by (2.40a).

2.5

Angular momentum variables

In order to incorporate into the reduction the conservation of angular momenta, we transform from angular velocity variables into the conjugate momenta, which are non other than
the angular momenta
∂T
Ji =
i = 1, 2, 3.
(2.47)
∂ω i
We have arrived at the final set of dynamical variables, namely
~ ~g
J,

(2.48)

where ~g is a location in geometry space, which usually would be represented by the spherical
coordinates r, θ, φ.
Performing a Legendre transform over the Lagrangian (2.3) we obtain
LJ := L − ω
~ · J~ = L0 + L1 + L2 .

(2.49)

LJ is a function of the dynamical variables (2.48) (together with the generalized velocities
associated with ~g ). The expression for LJ is organized into three parts L0 , L1 , L2 according
~ and their values are detailed below.
to powers of J,
The transform that defined LJ was taken only with respect to part of the velocity
variables, and therefore LJ is a hybrid of Lagrangian and a Hamiltonian (sometimes known
as Routhian). Later, we shall see that the equations of motion can be derived from LJ . It
is useful to have a term that refers to any kind of such function, whether it is a Lagrangian,
a Hamiltonian or hybrid. In mechanics, the standard potential function encodes the forces
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through derivatives. In thermodynamics, one uses one of several thermodynamic potentials,
such as the energy, the free-energy, the Gibbs free energy, all related among themselves
by Legendre transforms. Similarly, we shall use the term motion potential to refer to any
function from which the equations of motion can be derived. From this perspective, the
standard potential can be distinguished by the term force potential.
The first term appeared already in (2.2,2.31) and is repeated here for convenience. It
depends only on the geometry space variables

  Gm m
1 ˙ 2 3 M3 r 4  2
2 3
2
2
+ cyc.
(2.50)
L0 :=
I +
θ̇ + sin θ φ̇ −
8I
8M I
r23
where
I=


1
m2 m3 r232 + cyc.
M

(2.51)

and
r232 = r2 (1 − sin θ cos φ)
r312 = r2 (1 − sin θ cos(φ − 2π/3))
r122 = r2 (1 − sin θ cos(φ − 4π/3))

(2.52)

The first two terms of L0 specify the kinetic energy on geometry space – in the radial and
angular directions, respectively. The last term is minus the potential, and for concreteness
we present the case of a Newtonian gravitational potential.
The L1 term couples geometry space and the rotating body, and it is given by
LG
I

(2.53)



i
r2 h
m2 m3 (1 − cos θ − sin θ cos φ) φ̇ − sin φ θ̇ + cyc.
2M

(2.54)

L1 := J3
where LG is given by
LG = −

cyc. denotes 1 → 2 → 3 → 1 together with φ → φ − 2π/3. The expression for LG is given in
the ψ+ gauge (2.26) and a gauge transformation with a gauge-function χ could shift it by
∆L1 = −J3 χ̇. In geometry space, L1 is analogous in form to a coupling of the motion in
G-space to a vector potential, as noticed by [11]. This means that the motion in G-space
experiences a velocity-dependent force, which is magnetic-like in form, and can be thought
to originate from a Coriolis force.
The magnetic-like two-form is given by


LG dt
3
sin θdθ dφ
B := d J3
= M M3 J3
(2.55)
I
2
[m2 m3 (1 − sin θ cos φ) + cyc.]2
It can be seen that this 2-form does not involve the radial coordinate r. It carries non-zero
magnetic monopole charge, proportional to J3 and located at ~g = 0. The monopole charge
is a consequence of the intrinsic charge associated with the Hopf fibration, which is used
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to reduce over ψ rotations. The author is not familiar with previous appearances of the
expression for the magnetic field.
On the side of the rotating body, L1 will be understood to generate a precession of J~
around the z-axis.
The L2 term also couples geometry space and the rotating body, only this term is
quadratic in J~ and is given by
− L2 :=

1 2
M 1 ¯αβ
I Jα Jβ
J +
2I 3
2M3 ∆2

(2.56)

where ∆ is twice the triangle’s area, which was defined around (2.18), and it can be
expressed in G-variables through
∆=

3 4
r cos2 θ ,
4

(2.57)

and where I¯αβ is the inverse of the Iαβ matrix and is given by

1 
m2 m3 ρα23 ρβ23 + cyc.
I¯αβ :=
M
where ρ23 is given within the ψ0 gauge by


θ
θ
−iφ
ρ23 = i r cos − e
sin
.
2
2

(2.58)

(2.59)

In geometry space, minus L2 is interpreted as the centrifugal potential. It can be
thought to generalize the familiar 2-body centrifugal potential
Vcent,2 body =

L2
2µ r2

(2.60)

~ is the system’s angular momentum, and µ is its reduced mass. Indeed, 2-body
where L
motion is necessarily planar and hence J1 = J2 = 0. Moreover, I = µr2 , thereby the
3-body expression for the centrifugal potential reduces to that of the 2-body.
As usual, a coupling in the motion potential, implies several terms in the equations of
motion. In this case, in addition to a centrifugal force acting on the geometric variables ~g ,
we shall see that L2 also implies the Euler equations for the rotating body.
Equations of motion. We performed several natural changes of variables in the kinetic
energy in order to re-formulate the problem, and thereby re-phrase the equations of motion.
One possibility to achieve the equations of motion would be to express ω
~ in (2.36) in terms
of a set of frame orientation angles, such as the Euler angles, which would be used as the
fundamental dynamical variables. However, this procedure requires to make an arbitrary
choice of the Euler-like angles, and obscures the rotational symmetry.
Alternatively, it would be nice to derive the equations of motion using ω
~ as fundamental
velocities variables. However, the standard Euler-Lagrange equations would not produce
the correct equations of motion, as can be seen for the example of the rigid body in
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appendix C. Indeed, if we write ω i = βji q̇ j , where q i are generalized coordinates, then
β i ≡ βji dq j are 1-forms over G-space, such that dβ i 6= 0 and hence β i cannot be expressed
as a differential of any generalized coordinates. In other words, β i define a non-coordinate
basis of differential forms, also known as a non-holonomic basis.
In order to derive the equations of motion from a Lagrangian expressed in terms of noncoordinate velocities, we rediscovered the appropriate generalization of the Euler-Lagrange
equations. This little-known generalization was originally found by Poincare in 1901 [19]
and it is described in Appendix C. Here we only state the result for the case at hand.
In a Lagrangian formulation, one takes
L(~
ω , ~g ) = T (~
ω , ~g ) − V (~g )

(2.61)

where T (~
ω , ~g ) is given by (2.36) and V (~g ) is an arbitrary potential. The above-mentioned
differential 1-forms have the following non-zero exterior differentials
1
dβ i = ijk β k β j
2
and hence the equations of motion read


d ∂L
∂L
+ ijk ω j
=0
i
dt ∂ω
∂ω k


∂L
d ∂L
=
r
dt ∂ q̇
∂q r

(2.62)

(2.63)

where q r = (r, θ, φ), the spherical coordinates in geometry space. The first line describes
3 generalized equations of motion which originate from variations with respect to ω, while
the second line describes 3 standard Euler-Lagrange equations of motion that originate
from variation with respect to the G-space variables.
In terms of the partial Legendre transform LJ (2.49), the equations of motion are given
by
d
Ji = −{Ji , LJ }
 dt 
d ∂LJ
∂LJ
=
r
dt ∂ q̇
∂q r

(2.64)

where the Poisson brackets among the dynamic variables originate from the non-coordinate
nature of the corresponding velocities according to the general rule (C.9), and in our case
are given by
{Ji , Jj } = −ijk Jk
(2.65)
~
After a solution J~ = J(t),
~g = ~g (t) is found, one can further integrate to obtain the
frame orientation angles.
Note that J~ 2 is conserved as a result of (2.49,2.64). Hence phase space is essentially 8
dimensional: 6 dimensions for ~g and its generalized velocities and 2 additional dimensions
for J~ that lies on a sphere of fixed J~ 2 .
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We comment that one could obtain a formulation where the vector potential is replaced
by the gauge-invariant field-strength by performing a Legendre transform on the remaining
velocity variables, and employing “covariant momenta” (in analogy with the covariant
derivative).
2.6

Discussion

~ ~g ) given by (2.49) defines a reformulation of the threeThe motion potential LJ = LJ (J,
~ ~g are
body problem, and it is a central result of this paper. The dynamic variables J,
compatible with the conserved charges in such a way as to reduce the number of effective
degrees of freedom.
The employed dynamical variables decompose into two sets. The first set consists
of the J~ variables that describe the angular momentum in the body frame. They are
the momenta canonically conjugate to ω
~ , the angular velocity vector in the body frame.
~
Hence, J describes the rotational motion of the configuration triangle. The second set of
variables consists of ~g or in spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ). These describe the geometry of
the triangle, namely its shape and size, see fig. 1. The two sets are coupled as the geometry
of the triangle determines its moment of inertia, which affects its rotation motion.
The corresponding decomposition of the mechanics into a rotational motion and a
motion in 3d geometry space is illustrated in figure 2.
Let us look for the origin of the chaotic nature of the system in terms of these two
components. Already in the limit of planar motion, the rotational component of the motion
becomes trivial, yet the system is chaotic. Indeed, the motion in geometry space is nonintegrable since it has 3 degrees of freedom and only a single conserved charge, namely the
energy. Coupling to a rotating body cannot change this non-integrable nature. Moreover,
given that the motion of a rotating body is integrable in the rigid body limit, geometry
space can be considered to be the core chaotic component in the the three-body system.
Various ingredients of this formulation have already appeared in the literature. The
r, θ, φ coordinates together with the vector potential appeared in [11]. The kinetic term in
shape space, which is conformal to the round sphere, appeared in [12] together with the
origin of geometry space from a quotient of a 4d space. In hindsight, these elements partially
appeared also in the Helium atom context: the 3d geometry space and its conformal
equivalence to the sphere in [16], and the 4d predecessor in [17].
The current paper includes two main novelties. First, the definition of the complex
position vector w
~ that solves the center of mass constraint (2.9). Secondly, the formulation
~
in terms of J, the angular momentum components in the rotating system, see subsection
2.5. In comparing to previous work, [12] was limited to planar motion, while we address
the full 3d problem. J~ has not been used as dynamical variables before, and in particular
neither in [11] nor in [12]. While in hindsight, [18] can be recognized to have some relation
to a formulation in terms of J~ within the Helium atom context, it is at most partial and
special due to the special values of the masses and the distinct quantum context.
Finally, the definition of w
~ naturally explains certain features that were previously
observed yet deemed surprising. [11] introduces the spherical coordinates in geometry space
without explanation. It starts with the equal mass case, where the correct definitions are
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Figure 2. The natural dynamical reduction into orientation and geometry. Right - the three bodies
define a triangle. Its dynamics is decomposed into its orientation and its geometry (shape + size).
The dynamical variables for the orientation are taken to be the components of the total angular
momentum within the rotating system.
Left: Mechanics in geometry space. Geometry space is a 3-dimensional space in which each point
describes the shape and size of a triangle formed by the three bodies. r, θ, φ are considered to
be spherical coordinates in this space. The (yellow) surface shaped like a pipe joint is a surface of
constant effective potential (shown for J~ = 0), so that motion is confined to be within it. The 3 solid
(black) lines are sources of an attractive potential which originates with the Newtonian gravitational
potential. Finally the (blue) arrows show the radial magnetic-field field, which originates from a
Coriolis force.

easier to guess, before generalizing to the general case of unequal masses. [12] arrives at
these coordinates after a choice of coordinates on CP1 and comments that “Remarkably,
it turns out that if we put the binary collisions at the third roots of unity... then the
equilateral points are automatically moved to the north and south poles.” The definition
of w
~ provides the missing link and makes natural the transition to the geometry space
coordinates and their properties.

3

Applications to planar motion

This section describes an application of current formulation to planar three-body motion,
and in particular to uniformly rotating configurations.
If the initial velocities are within the three-body plane then the motion remains planar
throughout. For planar motion, J1 , J2 vanish identically, while J3 is conserved. Hence, the
rotating body motion is trivial, and L2 specializes to
L2,2d = −

1 2
J
2I 3

where L0 , L1 are defined in (2.50,2.53).
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(3.1)

Equilibria. Equilibria of the reduced planar motion describe rigidly rotating solutions.
G = V G (r, θ, φ) is given by
The effective potential in geometry space Vef
f
ef f
G
Vef
f =V +

J3 2
2I

(3.2)

where the second term is the centrifugal potential.
If V is a power-law in the inter-body distance, one can solve the equilibrium potential
with respect to r. In the remainder of this section, we assume the Newtonian gravitational
G /∂r for r and substituting back into V G one
potential. Solving the equation 0 = ∂Vef
f
ef f
S = V S (θ, φ).
gets a potential that may be called the effective potential in shape space Vef
f
ef f
It is given by
1
S
Vef
IV2
(3.3)
f =−
2 J3 2
Note that I V 2 is indeed r-independent, on account of the r-scaling properties of I and V .
S with respect to θ, φ.
To proceed towards the equilibria, it remains to differentiate Vef
f
It turns out to be convenient to use the side-lengths, r12 , r23 , r31 , rather than θ, φ. We
require
∂
∂
S
log Vef
(log I + 2 log(−V )) =
f =
∂r23
∂r23
2 m2 m3 r23 2 G m2 m3
=
−
MI
(−V ) r232

0=

(3.4)

where we have used the expressions for V, I from (2.2, 2.51) . Solving for r23 the factors of
m2 m3 cancel out on account of the equality of gravitational and inertial masses, and one
finds that the side lengths are all equal
r123 = r233 = r313 = G M

I
(−V )

(3.5)

These are the equilateral solutions found by Lagrange [6]. Thus, we presented a derivation
of them through the reduced Lagrangian in geometry space.
Note that the angular velocity associated with an equilateral with sides a is given by
2

Ω ≡



J3
I

2
=

GM
a3

(3.6)

which is consistent with Kepler’s third law and the fact that within the equilateral orbit
each body moves as though attracted toward the center of mass (for this reason, these
configurations are known as central configurations).
We add some comments.
S is invariant under a space reflection, which when translated
Collinear solutions. Vef
f
S
to geometry space becomes a reflection through the equator. Hence, the gradient of Vef
f
S to the equator one finds the three collinear
must lie within the equator. By restricting Vef
f
solutions found by Euler [29]. These solutions were not found above while differentiating
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with respect to the rab variables, since the transformation between them and the r, θ, φ
variables is singular at the equator.
S near the equator, one concludes
Type of equilibrium. By noting the behavior of Vef
f
that the extremum associated with equilateral motion is in fact a maximum.
Stability of Lagrange’s equilateral solutions. The stability of the equilibria found
in the previous subsection are closely related to the stability of the associated uniformly
rotating solutions. In this subsection, we focus on the stability of Lagrange’s equilateral
solutions with uniform rotation, and we sketch the determination of the associated domain
of linear stability.
Given m1 , m2 , m3 and J3 this solution is represented by the equilibrium point at the
Right or Left pole on the shape sphere. Without loss of generality, let us consider the
Right pole. Radial displacements can be shown to result in a stable normal mode, which
is analogous to quasi-circular motion in the two-body problem.
For displacement in the plane tangent to the shape sphere, one has to take into account
also the magnetic-like field (2.55). Qualitatively, one finds a negative (unstable) effective
spring constant, yet the magnetic-like field can stabilize it. More specifically, the equation
for the eigenfrequency ω is
27 M2
0 = x2 − x +
(3.7)
4 M2
where x := ω/Ω is the dimensionless frequency of oscillation, and Ω is the frequency of the
equilateral solution (3.6).
This equation has real solutions, implying linear stability, whenever
M2
1
≤
2
M
27

(3.8)

This stability bound was found by Gascheau (1843) [25], see also [26] since I was not able
to locate the former reference.
The current derivation is novel, reducing the dynamical stability analysis to a static
one in geometry space.
Outlook. A future version will include the necessary details for the preceding discussion
of stability.
In addition to the application of the formulation to the special exact solutions, we
anticipate applications to the statistical solution. In a work in preparation, [5], the formulation would be shown to be essential to the determination of the system’s regularized
phase-volume. A future version will also apply it to a visualization of the system through
allowed regions of motion (analogous to the Hill region).

4

Four-body problem

In the three-body problem, we introduced symmetric vector coordinates in the center of
mass frame, inspired by Lagrange’s solution to the cubic (2.9). The quartic equation also
has a general solution, which suggests a generalization to the four-body problem.
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Denoting the masses by ma , a = 1, 2, 3, 4 and the positions by ~ra we define
~s1 = ~r1 − ~r2 − ~r3 + ~r4
~s2 = −~r1 + ~r2 − ~r3 + ~r4
~s3 = −~r1 − ~r2 + ~r3 + ~r4

(4.1)

These variables are translation-invariant vectors. They contain 9 degrees of freedom, which
are necessary to cover the configuration space at the center of mass frame. As the labels
1, 2, 3, 4 are permuted, the ~s vectors transform nicely – they permute among themselves
and/or change signs.
In order to proceed and decompose the variables into orientation and geometrical
variables, the invariants are the 6 scalar products Qrt = ~sr · ~st , r, t = 1, 2, 3 and the
gauge-field and associated field-strength become SO(3)-valued, and so, non-Abelian.
Acknowledgments
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A

Lagrange’s solution to the cubic

In this appendix, we provide a bit more information on Lagrange’s solution to the cubic.
A cubic is an equation of the form
a x3 + b x2 + c x + d = 0 .

(A.1)

Denoting the roots by x1 , x2 , x3 Lagrange defines [27]
s1 := x1 + η x2 + η̄ x3
s2 := x1 + η̄ x2 + η x3

(A.2)

where η is the cubic root of unity.
Under cyclic permutations of xa , a = 1, 2, 3, the variables s1 , s2 transform by a third of a
revolution in phase. Hence, s13 and s23 are invariant under cyclic permutations. Moreover,
any exchange permutation of xa , a = 1, 2, 3, exchanges s13 and s23 . Hence S := s13 + s23
is a fully symmetric function of xa , a = 1, 2, 3 and so is P := s1 s2 . Therefore, by the
fundamental theorem of symmetric polynomials, both S, P can be expressed in terms of
b/a, c/a, d/a. Now z = s13 , s23 are the roots of the quadratic
z2 − S z + P 3 = 0 .

(A.3)

After solving this quadratic, one takes cubic roots to obtain s1 , s2 . Finally, (A.2) together
with −b/a = s0 := x1 + x2 + x3 = is a system of linear equations which can be inverted
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to produce the three roots xa , a = 1, 2, 3. These transformations between the x and s
variables are known as a discrete Fourier transform.
In this way, Lagrange’s method relies on the symmetry properties of expressions in the
roots in order to solve the cubic. This is a crucial insight on the road to Galois theory.
The s1 , s2 variables are invariant under a shift in x and have nice transformation
properties under permutations. In this way, they inspired the definition of ~z (2.9).

B

Bi-complex numbers and the isotropic oscillator

A bi-complex number w is an expression of form
w = a + b i + c j + d ij

(B.1)

where a, b, c, d are real numbers.
Bi-complex numbers can be added and multiplied using the relations
−1 = i2 = j 2
ij = j i

(B.2)

These relations define an algebraic structure known as a commutative ring. Note that
bi-complex numbers are distinct from Quaternions: while both are dimension 4 over the
Reals, the latter is non-commutative, e.g. i j = −j i = k.
Not all non-zero bi-complex numbers have an inverse. This is true of zero-divisors,
namely non-zero elements u, v such that u · v = 0. The zero-divisors can be generated from
the elementary zero divisors
R := 1 + i j

L := 1 − i j

(B.3)

The notation R, L stands for right and left: for the isotropic oscillator these states correspond to right/left circular motion, while for the three-body problem they correspond to
right/left equilateral triangles.
Indeed, R · L = 0. Moreover, all other zero divisors can be generated from these
through multiplication by a bi-complex number. R, L satisfy the relations
i R = −j R
i L = +j L
(B.4)
We note that after multiplication R, L obtain the following simple form: iR = i − j, iL =
i + j.
The isotropic oscillator. The isotropic oscillator is the mechanical system consisting of
a point mass m, free to move in the plane under the influence of a harmonic restoring force
F~ = −mω 2 ~r. It can be defined through the Hamiltonian
H=

1 2 1
p~ + m ω 2 ~r 2 .
2m
2
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(B.5)

One complexifies phase space through the definition of a complex vector


1 √
i
~a := √
mω ~r + √
p~
mω
2

(B.6)

In terms of these variables, one has
H = ω ~a · ~a∗

(B.7)

where ∗ denotes complex conjugation, and the Poisson brackets
{aα , a∗β } = −i δαβ

(B.8)

— all other Poisson brackets among the complex variables vanish.
It is natural to further complexify the plane. Since plane rotations commute with phase
space rotations we use a different imaginary unit j which commutes with i and define a
bi-complex number through
~a → a := ~a · (x̂ + j ŷ)
(B.9)
Since time evolution is given by
~a(t) = exp (iωt) ~a(0)

(B.10)

the conserved charges can be expressed in terms of the Stokes parameters S0 , S1 , S2 , S3
defined by
S0 + i j S3 := a · ā∗
S1 + j S2 = a · a∗ ,

(B.11)

where a bar denotes conjugation with respect to j, and a ∗ continues to denote conjugation
i−1 ∗
with respect to i. These expressions are equivalent to S0 = ~a · ~a∗ , Si = σαβ
aα aβ , i =
i
1, 2, 3, α, β = 1, 2 where σ , i = 1, 2, 3 are the Pauli matrices. If (a1 , a2 ) undergo a unitary
~ ≡ (S1 , S2 , S3 ) undergoes an orthogonal transformation.
transformation, S
The Stokes parameters satisfy the relation
~2 .
S02 = S

(B.12)

In addition, their Poisson brackets are given by
{Si , Sj } = ijk Sk
{Si , S0 } = 0 .
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(B.13)

C

Equations of motion in terms of non-coordinate velocities and the
rotating rigid body

Consider an n-dimensional configuration space M, described by some generalized coordin
nates q i i=1 , as well as non-coordinate velocities (also known as quasi velocities [28])
v a = βia q̇ i , a = 1, . . . , n

(C.1)

where βia = βia (q j ) defines a changes of basis from the coordinate velocities q̇ i to v a . As an
example, we shall see below that the angular velocity components of a rotating rigid body,
are non-coordinate velocities.
Equivalently, the velocities define a basis of 1-forms over M
β a := βia dq i

(C.2)

A basis of 1-forms is called a coordinate basis, or a holonomic basis, if the 1-forms can
all be expressed as differentials of some functions. The non-coordinate nature of a basis is
captured by the torsion coefficients C cab = C cab (q i ) defined by
dβ c =

1 c
C βb βa .
2 ab

(C.3)

The dual basis of vector fields ea is defined by β a · eb = δba . In components eb = eib ∂i
and eib is the inverse matrix for βia . In terms of ea , the structure constants can be defined
equivalently through the Lie brackets [ea , eb ] = C cab ec .
Suppose the Lagrangian is given in terms of the generalized coordinates and the velocities v a

L = L qi, va .
(C.4)
The generalization of the Euler-Lagrange equations of motion to a non-coordinate basis
are


d ∂L
c b ∂L
v
+ Cab
= ∂a L
(C.5)
dt ∂v a
∂v c
where ∂a ≡ eia ∂i is a derivative with respect to the vector field ea . This generalization was
found by Poincaré (1901) [19, 28].
c = 0 and hence the term C c v b ∂L vanishes and the
For coordinate velocities Cab
ab
∂v c
equations reduce to the Euler-Lagrange equations.
Derivation. The derivation of the Euler-Lagrange equations relies on the commutation of
the variation and the time derivative. For non-coordinate velocities, this no longer holds,
and a correction term arises. Indeed



d
a
a d i
δv ≡ δ βi
q =
βia δq i + 2 (dβ a )ij δq i q̇ j =
dt
dt

d
β a δq i + C abc δq c q̇ b
(C.6)
=
dt i
where the last equality uses (C.3).
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Now the variation of the action can be performed

Z 
∂L i
∂L a
δS =
δq + a δv =
∂q i
∂v


Z
 ∂L c
∂L i
∂L d
a
i
a b
=
δq + a
β δq + c C ba δq q̇ =
∂q i
∂v dt i
∂v




Z
d ∂L
a
c
b ∂L
=
δq ∂a L −
− C ab v
dt ∂v a
∂v c

(C.7)

where in passing to the second line, we have used (C.6), and in passing to the third, we
have used q i = eia q a and C cba = −C cab . The last line implies the modified equations of
motion (C.5) — QED.
Momentum space. This procedure can be generalized so that it applies to Hamiltonians
as well (though I have not seen this in the literature). Define the momenta conjugate to
va
∂L
pa = a
(C.8)
∂v
These momenta can be expressed in terms of momenta conjugate to q̇ i through pa = eia pi ,
where eia were defined below (C.3). This implies non-zero Poisson brackets for pa
{pa , pb } = −C abc pc

(C.9)

From here one proceeds as usual to define the Hamiltonian through the Legendre transform,
and to obtain the equations of motion for any dynamical variable A = A(q i , pa ), through
dA/dt = {A, H}.
Lagrangian for Euler’s rigid body equations. Let us see how this formulation allows
us to formulate Euler’s equations for a rotating rigid body within a Lagrangian formulation.
A freely rotating rigid body is described by Euler’s equations
0=

d
dt

~≡S
~˙ + ω
~ .
S
~ ×S

(C.10)

I1 ω1 := I1 ω̇1 + (I3 − I2 ) ω2 ω3

(C.11)

inert

Equivalently, in coordinate notation
0=

d
dt

inert

and similarly 2 other equation by cyclic permutations. ω
~ is the angular velocity vector in
a body frame whose axes are the body’s principal axes, Ii , i = 1, 2, 3 are the principal
d
moments of inertia, and dt
denotes a time derivative in the inertial frame.
inert
The kinetic energy of the body is given by T = 12 Iij ω i ω j . A free body has no potential
energy and hence the Lagrangian is defined to be
L := T =

1
Iij ω i ω j .
2
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(C.12)


If one applies the standard Euler-Lagrange equations carelessly, one finds (d/dt) ∂L/∂ω i =
0. This is different from the Euler equations of motion (C.11). However, we notice that ω i
are non-coordinate velocities with torsion coefficients
i
Cjk
= ijk

(C.13)

where ijk is the Levi-Civita tensor. This can be shown by expressing ω i in terms of
Euler angles,1 and we note that the coefficients are constant over M and coincide with the
structure constants of SO(3). The modified equations of motion (C.5) read
~ i
0 = Ṡ i + kij ω j Sk = Ṡ i + (~
ω × S)

(C.15)

which now fully agree with Euler’s equations.
We can now proceed to a Hamiltonian formulation. The conjugate momenta
Si =

∂L
= Iij ω j
∂ω i

(C.16)

are the coordinates of the spin (angular momentum) vector in body coordinates. By (C.9,
C.13) their Poisson brackets are given by
{Si , Sj } = −ijk Sk

(C.17)

The Hamiltonian is given by
H = ω i Si − L =

1 −1 ij
I
Si Sj
2

(C.18)

where I −1 is in the inverse matrix for the moment of inertia tensor. Finally, the equations
of motion are given by
∂H
d i
S = {S i , H} = {S i , S j } j = −ijk ω j S k
dt
∂S

(C.19)

which reproduce the Euler equations.

1

E.g.
ω x = − sin θn cos ψn φ̇n + sin ψn θ̇n
ω y = sin θn sin ψn φ̇n + cos ψn θ̇n
ω z = cos θn φ̇n + ψ̇n

where θn , φn , ψn are Euler-like angles. These expressions are of the form (C.1).
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