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Abstract
This work addresses the Hamiltonian dynamics of the Kepler problem in a deformed phase space,
by considering the equatorial orbit. The recursion operators are constructed and used to compute the
integrals of motion. The same investigation is performed with the introduction of the Laplace-Runge-
Lenz vector. The existence of quasi-bi-Hamiltonian structures is also elucidated. Related properties are
studied.
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1 Introduction

In 1601, Kepler obtained a detailed set of observations of the motion of the planet Mars from the Danish
astronomer Tycho Brahe [4]. From his analysis of these data, Kepler determined that the path of Mars is an
ellipse, with the sun located at a focal point, and that the radius vector from the sun to the planet sweeps
out equal areas in equal times. The direct problem was to determinate the nature of the force required
to maintain elliptical motion about a focal force center. This direct problem remained unsolved until after
1679, when Newton determined the functional dependence on distance of the force required to sustain such
an elliptical path of Mars about the sun as a center of force located at a focal point of the ellipse.

Building on Newton’s description of the nature and universality of the gravitational force, scientists of
the eighteenth century shifted their interest almost exclusively from direct to inverse problems. They used
the combined gravitational forces of the sun and the other planets to predict and explain perturbations in the
conic paths of planets and comets. That interest continued through the nineteenth and twentieth centuries,
and today scientists still concentrate upon the inverse problem rather than the direct one.

In particular, in the last few decades there was a renewed interest in the Kepler problem as one of
completely integrable Hamiltonian systems (IHS), the concept of which goes back to Liouville in 1897 [19]
and Poincaré in 1899 [24]. Loosely speaking, THS are dynamical systems admitting a Hamiltonian description,
and possessing sufficiently many constants of motion. Many of these systems are Hamiltonian systems with
respect to two compatible symplectic structures [20] [12] [33] 1] leading to a geometrical interpretation of
the so-called recursion operator [I8]. The theory of integrable Hamiltonian systems, based on the use of
the Nijenhuis torsion, is a part of the geometry of a particular class of manifolds, called Poisson-Nijenhuis
manifolds [2I]. In 1992, Marmo and Vilasi [23] constructed a recursion operator for the Kepler dynamics,
and obtained related constants of motion.

From the Magri works [20 [21], it is known that the eigenvalues of the recursion operator of bi-Hamiltonian
systems form a set of pairwise Poisson-commuting invariants [6]. It is, however, worth noticing that two
kinds of difficulties often arise, while investigating these systems: (i) Firstly, it is in general very difficult to
give locally an explicit second Hamiltonian structure for a given integrable Hamiltonian system [25] even if it
is theoretically always possible in the neighborhood of a regular point of the Hamiltonian [7]; (i4) Secondly,
the global or semi-local existence of such structures implies very strong conditions which are rarely satisfied
I8, 0.

In 1996, R. Brouzet et al. defined a weaker notion under the name of quasi-bi- Hamiltonian system (QBHS)
which relaxes these two difficulties for two degrees of freedom. In 2000, G. Sparano et al constructed recursion
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operator for the Kepler dynamics, in the non-commutative case using the so-called Delauney action-angle
coordinates [28]. Further, in 2013, Hosokawa and Takeuchi [I5] solved the same problem, but using the
Runge-Lenz-Pauli vector, and got new constants of motion. A bi-Hamiltonian formulation for a Kepler
problem was also studied with Delaunay-type variables [I4]. In 2016, J. F. Carinena et al. [9] investigated
some properties of the Kepler problem related to the existence of quasi-bi-Hamiltonian structures. In this
work, we investigate the Kepler dynamics in a deformed phase space.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl we present the considered deformed phase space. In
Section Bl we define, in action-angle coordinates, the deformed Hamiltonian function, symplectic form and
vector field describing the Kepler dynamics. In Section @l we construct recursion operators, and compute
the associated integrals of motion. In Section [l we give an alternative Hamiltonian description for the
dynamical systems and obtain associated recursion operators in a non resonant case. In Section [@ we study
the existence of quasi-bi-Hamiltonian structure for the considered Kepler dynamics. In Section [[ we end
with some concluding remarks.

2 Deformed phase space and Kepler Hamiltonian

Let Rg = R3\{0,0,0} be the configuration manifold Q, and 7*Q = Q x R? be the cotangent bundle with
the local coordinates (g, p). The cotangent bundle 7*Q has a natural symplectic structure w which, in local
coordinates, is given by

3
w = qui A dp;.

=1

Since w is non-degenerate, it induces the map A: 7*Q — T Q defined by

3
0 0

A:E — N —

“~ dq'  Op;’

where 7 Q is the tangent bundle. The map A is called the bivector field [34] and used to construct the
Hamiltonian vector field X¢ of a Hamiltonian function f by the relation

X; = Adf. (1)

The phase space deformation is here understood by replacing the usual product with the y—star product,
(also known as the Moyal product law) between two arbitrary functions of position and momentum [32] 22} [T6]

: (2)

(gi,p:)=(qj,p;)

& g
ab _ Y% 3
= (% %) 3)
O is an antisymmetric n X n matrix inducing the deformation in the coordinates. Without loss of generality,
we restrict our study to the first two terms of the *, deformed Poisson bracket expansion to obtain:
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where

{f,9},=©

(4)
giving o N . .

{a".d'}y =0, {d",pj}y =0}, {pi,pj}y = 0. (5)
The Kepler Hamiltonian in 7*Q takes the form:

_pip

H
2m

+ V(r), (6)



yielding the Hamilton’s equations:

. , p V() Vv (r)
t= " H = — oY — e i,H = — - 7
q {q ’ }’Y m + 8(]3 ) p {p }V 8(]1 ( )
and the following correction to the Newton second law [27] :
mq' = —%T—Q—i—ma”kqjﬂk—i—ma”kqjﬂk, (8)
where the deformation parameter @9 = ¢*a* and the angular velocity
k.
QZ = —SOéZ,'L' = 1,2,3.
r
Setting the deformation parameter o' = 63« transforms H into
mi. . . . k
H=2|(d"=¢*2)°+ @+ 2+ (¢")?| - —, 9)

which is reduced to: 5 2
p'r p‘ﬂoc k
_ _ 10
2m + 2mr2  r (o)

T
in spherical coordinates (r,v, ), and equatorial orbit corresponding to v = 5 where p, = ms and p,_, =

mr?¢a, with ¢, = (¢ + 2) and p, = (¢ + 2t) € (0,27).

Equation ([@) encodes the information on the phase space deformation through (2, which depends on
the deformation parameter «. However, it can evidently be interpreted as equivalent to the Hamiltonian
for a charged particle in a homogeneous, independent of time, magnetic field along z axis, and the central
Newtonian gravitational field in the usual commutative space.

Now considering the coordinate system (7, 9o, pr, Py, ), and using (), we get the following Hamiltonian

vector field:
XH_I[ 0 1<—pia+mkr) 0 +p“"ﬂ—8]. (11)

m|Por T Opr  mr? dp,

3 Hamiltonian system in the action-angle coordinates

The Hamiltonian function (I0) does not explicitly depend on the time. Then, setting V' = W — FEt, it is
possible to find a complete integral for the equation of motion by using the method of variable separation:

W = W,(r) + Wy, (¢a)- (12)

In this case, the Hamilton-Jacobi equation [3] is reduced to

1 owN? 1 oW\ &k
E‘%<W) +2m—2<w) s (13)

leading to the following set of equations:

(dW% (%))2 _

dpa po
AW, (r)\
2 706) +2mr?E + 2mrk = D2,
dr oo

where D, is constant. In the compact case [34], characterized by E < 0, we can introduce the action
variables [2] J, and J,_ such that:

L dWy, (o)
J, =— ¢ —L2 T (0,
oo $ dpa v
_ 1 dWi(r) dr
T on dr '



Using the method of residue [I] [34], we get

mk

- =k D = ’
—omE va = Poa

Jr = —Poa =+

and the integrable system [5]:

Ji =0 Wiy = Jv; Jo = Jy,
. 0H ={ | mk? mk? (14)

= — = —#t; 2:715, 10) = ¢*(0) = 0.
= o L A L ©'(0) = ¢*(0)

Proposition 1. In action-angle coordinates (J, @), the Hamiltonian H, the symplectic form w , and the
Hamiltonian vector field Xy are, respectively:

mk? 2
H=FE=———"="__.w=> dJ, Ad", 15
2(J1 + Jo )2 w hz::l h A\ dp (15)
and
mk? 0
w=tid = (a4 o) 1o
where {.,.} is the usual Poisson bracket.
4 Recursion operators
Let us define a 2-form w; and a vector field A,
- k h - h 9
wii= Y SFdI Ade" = dNy Adp", A= A= (17)
h

hk=1 h=1

1
A== (JE+J3
where S = S 2 , T < O 2> such that w; is the Lie derivative of the symplectic form w
Jo i
A2 = JaJh,
in (&) with respect to the vector field A, i.e.:

Law = w1.

The vector field A generates a sequence of finitely many (Abelian) symmetries according to the following

scheme: 5
Xiy1 = [Xi, Al = ;(Xi(A) - A(X3)),

where p=3—14, 1 =0,1,2 and Xo = Xg in ([I0). The X;’s are given by

mk? 0 0 mk? 0 0

Xo= 55 hmp (87»1 * 3—@2), A AR A (87»1 * 872)’ (18)
mk? o o N o

2= T (%*%) Ko = mk (%+%> (19)

are:

(i) in involution, i.e.,

[thXk],u:Oa h7k205172537 n= 15273' (20)
(ii) Hamiltonian vector fields, i.e., can be expressed as:

X, ={H;,.} ={Hit+1,.},, 1=0,1,2, (21)



with respect to the Poisson bracket {.,.}, defined by

~ o of 9g  Of 9y
= SO = = L 22
{fug}l hJCZ:1( )k<8Jk 8@}1 8(/7h 8Jk ) ( )
where
Jl _J2
g1 (J1 = )(J1+J2) (J1— JQ?](Jl + J2)
— 2 1 )
(Jl — Jg)(Jl + Jg) (Jl — Jg)(Jl + Jg)
and 12 12
—m —m
Ho= 5o B = g gy Ho = k(i + Jo), Hy = mk*(Jy + Jo). (23)

Proposition 2. The recursion operator for the Kepler dynamics in the action-angle coordinates (J, @) is

given by:
0 (N S
T = E ( ® dJy + W ® dcpk) where S = (J2 J1> ,

Lx,T=0, (1=0,1,2,3), and the Nijenhuis torsion vanishes, i.e.,
LOT] or ., orF O}

=T —TF + T} —Th

W)ty =TG5 = Tigge + Tigyr ~ T gy

Consider the constants of motion [26],

07 (i’j7k’h:172)'

Hin @), M =mr?(p+292), and Lo = M + maH,

i.e.,

{H,M}=0, {H, Ly} =0, {M,L,} =0. (24)

Then, there exist functions ¢, ¢2 satisfying
W' = dé1r Ndy + déa N depa, (25)

such that the equations of motion in the coordinate system (&, ¢) are

& =0 & =cst
. OH' =& . OH' P _ (26)
d) - 6—&7 (b agz tv d) (O) - 07 (S {172}5

1
where & = Lo, & = M, H = — (& — &2). We get the relationships
ma

m2ak?
Jy =& +w+ m; Jo =& —w, (27)
2v2 2v2
o= S (@ - &)Y ¢ = - T (e - &) (28)

where @ = mr2(2, & > & > 0,a > 0. Finally, we arrive at:

Proposition 3. In the coordinate system (&, ), the Hamiltonian function H', the symplectic form «’, the
Hamiltonian vector field X}, and the recursion operator T' are, respectively:

0 0
= e —Zdwdw 5=z (35~ 76) .
2 9 ) ) &0
T = R; ®d&; + ® d¢; |, where R = ( > . (30)
; <a§z a¢z 0 52



Two interesting cases deserve investigation:

I) Introduce the Laplace-Runge-Lenz (LRL) vector A given by [13]
A=pxL—mkd, (31)
r

where p is the momentum vector, ¢ is the position vector of the particle of mass m, and L is the angle
momentum vector, L = ¢ X p [29]. We obtain:

Ly =0; Loy =0; Ly =mr’p, = p,,. (32)

Ay =CsinfB+ DcosfB; Ay =Ccosf3— Dsinf3; A3 =0, (33)

Gty o (PAi0m_oaon (o4 on _ oa on
1 = Ir apT 6pr or agooz apﬁaa apsga agooz

3kap, , .
l— (Dsin 8 — Bcos ), (34)
3kap, .
{Ay,H} = o (Bsin8 — D cos f8), (35)
where
2
C = —prPy., COS Po + —22 8in o — mk sin g
and

2
D = p,py, sinpq + Poo cos o — mkcosy,, and [ = (2t
r

Remark 1. We have:
(i) The A;, i=1,2,3, commute with the Hamiltonian H in ([Q), i.e., {A;, H} =0, if

™ r o
B=T —te— = —cot(B+wa), (B+wa) € (0.7). (36)
Py
—= —mk
r
- 3kap,
(lZ) {Al,AQ} = (—2mH + T—4)p¢a, {A17L3} = AQ, and {A27L3} = Al.

(iii) Setting Ly = Az and p}, = r[2mk —r +p, (302 —rp, )] = A3, then, the A;'s generate an su(2) Lie
algebra, i.e., {A;, A;} = i1 A

I1) Consider a scaled Runge-Lenz-Pauli vector I, defined on the domain {(g, p) € 7*(R*\{0,0,0})|H(q,p) <
0} by

1
r——— 4 37
vV —=2mH (37)
where H is the Hamiltonian function given in (I0). The components I'; are:
1 1
I'N =———=(Csinf+ Dcosf); I's = ——=(C'cosf — Dsinf); I's =0, 38
with 12
m
I? = —— + L3. 39

The quantities H, |T'|?, and L3 are in involution, i.e.,

{I0)%, Ly =0, {|P[*, H} =0, {Ls,H}=0.



Putting m = |['|? and 72 = p,,,, the equations of motion in the (7, y) system become:

i =0 m =cst, 1=1,2.

. OH" mk? =< . 0H" . . (40)
¢ = H' = g P= ot X(0), x'(0)=0.
X'=5 e —— X' = et (0), x'(0)

The relationships between (J, ) and (7, x) are deduced as:

1 J:
J1=—m +/m — 73 Jo =m; Xlzmwl; X2=—ﬁw2. (41)

Finally, we get:

Proposition 4. In the coordinate system (m,x), the Hamiltonian function H" | the symplectic form w", the
Hamiltonian vector field X1, and the recursion operator T" are given as follows:

k2 & mk? 0 d
H' = % 0" = dmy Adx" Xy = =g o — 2wy 42
2(n3 —m)’ “ hgl RO S 2(m3 — m)? \ Ox* "9\ (42)
2
0 0 - m 0
"o_ |9 Y i ("1
T —;Fl<am®dm+axi®dx>,where F (O 7T2). (43)
5 Alternative Hamiltonian description
Let
T =X+ X5 (44)

be a dynamical system on the manifold 7*Q, with X; and X5 obtained in (I8) and ([I9). The relation (@4

can be rewritten as:

T =v,X"+v.X° (45)
where
Vo =—2H,, ve=H.; H, = J1Hy, Ho = JoH;; X° = i, X = i, (46)
0P 0P
The vector fields X*, X¢ and the C*° —functions H,, H, satisfy the following properties:
(XY, X =0; Lx:H;=0, i,j€c{a,e}. (48)
Let A be an open dense submanifold of 7*Q on which Y is explicitly integrable such that:
X*NX¢#0; dH,NdH. #0. (49)

Now, considering the coordinate system (H,®) with ®¢ i € {a,e}, which are closed differential 1-forms, the
equations of motion of Y are given by

$* = —2f,: & = H.: H, =0; H. =0, (50)
with the functions H, and H. obeying the condition [@3J]). We can construct a closed 2-form, for ¢ € {a, e},

&= df'(H;) A dd', (51)

K2

which is non degenerate as long as df* A df¢ # 0, and

L@ =—dffy @ == vdf's Y dviAdf=0. (52)



Notice that (52 is a necessary condition for ¢,.@ to be exact, i.e., it is closed. Since dv, A dv. # 0, the
solutions of (B2)) are given by linear functions [I7]

; . “1/2 0
f :ZLJVj, i,j € {a,e}, where L= ( O/ 1). (53)
J
Then, we get :
1
fa:_iya; € =ve. (54)

From (46) and (B4]), we can rewrite (&I) in the new coordinate system (v, ®) as:
&= _df'(n;) NdP', i€ {a,e}, (55)
leading to the following form:
1
W= _gd’/a A dP* + dve N dD°. (56)
The corresponding Hamiltonian description for Y is given with the following quadratic Hamiltonian function

~ 1 1
H= —Zug + §V§ (57)

In addition, from [34] other symplectic structures of the form (BE) can be constructed, in which any f;
depending only on the corresponding frequency v;, i € {a, e}, will be admissible as long as @y, b € {1,...,n},
is non-degenerate, i.e., as long as df® A df¢ # 0. From above, putting:

F* = vas fO=ve and f* =02 fC =12 (58)

we obtain, respectively:
w1 = dvg ANdP® + dve A dP° and @9 = 2v,dv, A dP® + 2v.dve A dDC. (59)
Then, the (1,1)—tensor field T = @y 0 ch_l is constructed, taking the form
T=T+Ts, (60)
where

0 0 u 0 0 .
ﬂ—2ua(a—%®dua+@®d@) and B—2u€<a—%®due+@®d¢>. (61)

Finally, basing on [29] B0, 31], 7; and 73 are recursion operators for the dynamical system Y. Hence, T is
also a recursion operator for the dynamical system YT as a sum of two recursion operators.

6 Quasi-bi-Hamiltonian structures

Basing on [§] and [9], in this part, we investigate the recursion operators for quasi-bi-Hamiltonian structures.

Definition 1. A Hamiltonian vector field Y on a symplectic manifold (M, w) is called quasi-bi-Hamiltonian
if there exist another symplectic structure w1, and a nowhere-vanishing function g, such that gY is a Hamil-
tonian vector field with respect to wy, i.e.,

tywo = —dHo; 1,,w1 =ty (gw1) = —dHj, (62)

where Hy and Hy are integrals of motion for the Hamiltonian vector field Y. gwy is not closed in general.



A consequence of this definition is that the pair (wp,w;) determines a (1,1)-tensor field T defined as
T:= cbo_l oWy, that is, wo(Y, X) = w1 (TY, X), where X, Y are two Hamiltonian vector fields, and & := ¢, w.
In the action-angle coordinates (J, ¢), the decomposition of the symplectic form

w' = w] + wh,
2(J1 =+ Jz)g
m2k32a
2(J1 + J2)3

m2k2a

Wi =dJy Adp' — < + 1) dJa A dip? (63)

wh = —dJy A dp? + ( + 1>dJ2 Adpt, (64)

shows that:

(i) wi and wh are not closed, i.e., dw] # 0,dw} # 0, where d is the exterior derivative. So, w] and w) are
not, symplectic.

2.J5
ma’

(iii) The functions h) and R} are first integrals of Xy, i.e., Xg(h}) = Xg(h%) = 0.

(ii) ¢y, wi = —dh}, 1y, wy = —dhy, where hy = —hy=—

Proposition 5. The Hamiltonian vector field X is quasi-bi-Hamiltonian with respect to the two 2-forms
(w,w)). Idem for (w,wh). The weaker w! recursion operators are given by:

T —1 /
T, :=w " ow)

:%@dj1+({%l®dgol—(2K+1)(%®dh+%®dg@2), (65)
and
T} = w ™" ow)
_(2K+1)<%®dJQ+%®dwl>—%@dgﬁz—%(@dh, (66)
where
K= M and the 2-vector field w™! = 0 0

a7 op

Similarly, w” can be re-expressed as the sum of two 2-forms as follows:

W' = wf + o (67)
where
J2(2J2 + 1)
Wi =2dJ; A de' — <2J2 + m)dh A dp? (68)
1+J1)spl 2Jo+1
V= —JodJ /\d2—2(7dJ A dJ. 24+ = )dJo Ady!
Wy 2aJ7 © (1 + 1) 1 2+ +(J1+J2) 2 2
2 2Jy+1 1
+ + Jo — 1) dJo ANdJy. 69
<(J1 +J2) (Jl +J2)2>( 2 )<P 2 ! ( )
As above:

(iv) w{ and wj are not symplectic, i.e., dw} # 0, dwy # 0.

(V) ty,w =—dh{, y wy=—dhy, where
1 k2m(3J2(8J2 —6J1 + 3) + J1(2J1 +5))
h’l = 3 ) (70)
6(J1 =+ Jg)
E2m(Jo(=Jo — 3Jy +12) +8J
g = Ema= =304 12) 1 87) -
6(J1 =+ Jg)



(vi) hYf and hY are also first integrals of Xy, i.e., Xg(h{) = Xg(hY) =0

Proposition 6. The Hamiltonian vector field Xy is quasi-bi-Hamiltonian with respect to the two 2-forms
(w,wY). Idem for (w,wh). The weaker w) recursion operators T7' and Ty are:

T —1 "
T, '=w " ow]

) ) 1% ) )
(&pl@d@ +W®cu1) —J2(2+W)<8J @dJ>+ 5 2@@7)

(72)
TV :=w low!
0 0 0
( )(8J1®djz+a—®d90)—J2(a 1®d90 +JZW®dJ1)
1% 0 0
(2+W(J —1)) 1<8 @dh— 2®dJ1> (73)

where V.=2Jo4+1, V. = Jy + Ja.

7 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have constructed recursion operators for the Kepler dynamics in a deformed phase space
by considering the equatorial orbit, computed the associated integrals of motion, and proved the existence
of quasi-bi-Hamiltonian structures for the Kepler dynamics.
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