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ABSTRACT

A hierarchical three-body model can be widely applied to diverse astrophysical settings, from

satellite-planet-star systems to binaries around supermassive black holes. The octupole-order per-

turbation on the inner binary from the tertiary can induce extreme eccentricities and cause orbital

flips of the binary, but short-range forces such as those due to General Relativity (GR) may sup-

press extreme eccentricity excitations. In this paper, we consider restricted hierarchical three-body

systems, where the inner binary has a test-mass component. We investigate the maximum possible

eccentricity (called “limiting eccentricity”) attainable by the inner binary under the influence of the

tertiary perturbations and GR effect. In systems with sufficiently high hierarchy, the double averaging

(DA) model is a good approximation; we show that the orbits which can flip under the octupole-

order perturbation reach the same limiting eccentricity, which can be calculated analytically using the

quadrupole-order Hamiltonian. In systems with moderate hierarchy, DA breaks down and the so-called

Brown Hamiltonian is often introduced as a correction term; we show that this does not change the

limiting eccentricity. Finally, we employ the single averaging (SA) model and find that the limiting

eccentricity in the SA model is higher than the one in the DA model. We derive an analytical scaling

for the modified limiting eccentricity in the SA model.

Keywords: gravitation – celestial mechanics

1. INTRODUCTION

Hierarchical three-body systems, where the semi-

major axis of the inner binary, a, is much less than that

of the outer tertiary perturber, ap, exist in various astro-
physical settings, such as planetary satellites perturbed

by the Sun, a planet around its host star perturbed by

a distant companion, and stellar binaries in a nuclear

star cluster perturbed by the supermassive black hole.

H. von Zeipel (1910) and M. Lidov (1962) (see also Y.

Kozai 1962) found that in a restricted hierarchical sys-

tem (where the inner binary includes a test-mass com-

ponent), when the initial inclination of the inner circu-

lar orbit relative to the outer orbit is between 40◦ and

140◦, the leading quadrupole-order perturbation from

the tertiary can induce coupled eccentricity and inclina-
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tion oscillations of the inner binary. This phenomenon

is referred to as the von Zeipel-Lidov-Kozai (ZLK) ef-

fect (T. Ito & K. Ohtsuka 2019). The large eccentric-

ity excitations associated with large initial inclinations

(i ∼ 90◦) have found many applications in recent years

(e.g. S. Naoz 2016). For examples, the high eccentricity

obtained from this effect can lead to the formation of

hot Jupiters via high-eccentricity migration (e.g. Y. Wu

& N. Murray 2003; D. Fabrycky & S. Tremaine 2007; C.

Petrovich 2015; K. R. Anderson et al. 2016; R. I. Daw-

son & J. A. Johnson 2018; M. Vick et al. 2019), facilitate

tertiary-induced binary black hole mergers (e.g. F. An-

tonini & H. B. Perets 2012; B. Liu & D. Lai 2017, 2018)

and tidal disruption events (e.g. D. Melchor et al. 2023).

In three-body systems with sufficiently high hierar-

chy, the inner and outer orbits can both be averaged in

the Hamiltonian (e.g., by von Zeipel method) to study

the secular effect; this is called double averaging (DA)

approximation. Considering the binary-tertiary Hamil-

tonian only up to the quadrupole order in the restricted

three-body problem, the z-component (i.e., along the di-
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rection of the outer orbital angular momentum) of the

inner orbital angular momentum is conserved and the

system has one degree of freedom. Therefore, the max-

imum eccentricity of the inner orbit can be derived an-

alytically. For an initial circular orbit, the maximum

eccentricity emax is a function of initial inclination i0,

emax =

√
1− 5

3
cos2i0, (1)

which gives emax = 1 when i0 = 90◦.

Including the octupole-order binary-tertiary interac-

tion in the Hamiltonian (E. B. Ford et al. 2000) brings

richer dynamics, and may lead to chaos due to the intro-

duction of a new degree of freedom. The strength of the

octupole-order effect is measured by the dimensionless

parameter

ϵOct =
a

ap

ep
1− e2p

, (2)

where ep is the eccentricity of the outer orbit. When

ϵOct is not negligible (e.g., ϵOct ≳ 0.01), the eccentricity

of the inner binary can be excited to extremely close

to unity and the orbit can flip between prograde and

retrograde even when the initial inclination is not too

close to 90◦ (S. Naoz et al. 2011; B. Katz et al. 2011; Y.

Lithwick & S. Naoz 2011; D. J. Muñoz et al. 2016; H.

Lei 2022; Y. Y. Klein & B. Katz 2024).

However, if the eccentricity is excited to a large value,

the test particle can be very close to the central body at

the pericenter, and various short-range forces (SRFs),

such as those due to General Relativity (GR), tidal and

rotational distortions, can become significant, thereby

suppressing eccentricity growth (M. Holman et al. 1997;

Y. Wu & N. Murray 2003; D. Fabrycky & S. Tremaine

2007). This suppression arises because of the ap-

sidal precessions (associated with the SRFs) de-tune
the secular resonance for eccentricity driving when the

precession timescale becomes comparable to the ZLK

timescale. The ZLK timescale is given by (J. M. An-

tognini 2015; B. Liu & D. Lai 2018)

tZKL =
Pin

2π

m∗

mp

ap
√
1− e2p

a

3

, (3)

where m∗ and mp are the masses of the central object

and the tertiary, respectively, and Pin is the inner or-

bital period. In the quadrupole approximation of the

three-body Hamiltonian, the effect of SRFs can be ana-

lytically solved to determine the maximum eccentricity

as a function of the initial inclination i0 (D. Fabrycky

& S. Tremaine 2007; see also K. R. Anderson et al.

2017 for the general non-test-mass case). B. Liu et al.

(2015) showed that even in systems where the octupole

terms are significant, the SRFs can suppress eccentricity

growth. In particular, they found from numerical exam-

ples that in the presence of SRFs, there exists a limiting

eccentricity elim (equal to the maximum eccentricity at

i0 = 90◦) that the inner binary can attain, regardless of

the octupole strength; above a critical inclination angle

(whose value depends on ϵOct; see D. J. Muñoz et al.

2016), the maximum possible eccentricity appears to be

equal to elim. In this paper, we revisit this problem an-

alytically, and quantify the empirical finding of B. Liu

et al. (2015). For concreteness, we include only the GR

effect as an example of the SRFs, but our analysis also

applies to other types of SRFs.

A necessary condition for the validity of the DA model

is Pin ≪ Pout ≪ tZLK, where Pout is the outer orbital

period. In addition, since the timescale of eccentricity

variation near emax is tZLK
√
1− e2max (e.g. B. Liu & D.

Lai 2018), the validity of the DA model also requires

tZLK
√

1− e2max ≳ Pout. (4)

When Pout becomes larger than tZLK
√
1− e2max, the

variation of the inner orbital angular momentum within

one outer orbital period is not negligible, and the DA

approximation breaks down (B. Liu & D. Lai 2018; E.

Grishin et al. 2018; H. Lei & E. Grishin 2025). To ad-

dress this problem, the Brown Hamiltonian (BH) can

be introduced as a correction term to the DA Hamilto-

nian (L. Luo et al. 2016; S. Tremaine 2023), or one can

employ the single averaging (SA) approximation, where

the Hamiltonian is only averaged over the inner orbital

period. The SA model is valid when the timescale for ec-

centricity evolution around emax is longer than the inner

orbital period, i.e.

tZLK
√
1− e2max ≳ Pin. (5)

B. Liu & D. Lai (2018) found examples where the max-

imum eccentricity in the SA model is higher than the

one in the DA model. But whether there exists a limit-

ing eccentricity in the SA model or in the “DA + BH”

model is unclear.

In this work, we investigate the maximum eccentricity

under the influence of SRFs (using GR as an example

of SRFs) for different models of 3-body hierarchical re-

stricted systems. In Section 2 we study the maximum ec-

centricity in the DA model, which is a good approxima-

tion for systems with sufficiently high hierarchy. Then

we study the maximum eccentricity in moderate hierar-

chical systems. We employ the DA model with the BH

correction and the SA model in Section 3 and Section 4,

respectively. We summarize our findings in Section 5.
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2. DOUBLE AVERAGING (DA) MODEL

In a hierarchical restricted three-body system, a par-

ticle orbits a central object of mass m∗, with a distant

perturber of mass mp. Let a and ap be the semi-major

axes of the inner and outer orbits, respectively. The sec-

ular Hamiltonian of the system (double averaged over

the inner and outer orbits), including the gravitational

interaction between the inner binary and the tertiary up

to the octupole order and the post-Newtonian potential

associated with periastron advance of the inner orbit (Y.

Krymolowski & T. Mazeh 1999; E. B. Ford et al. 2000; S.

Naoz et al. 2013; P. P. Eggleton & L. Kiseleva-Eggleton

2001; B. Liu et al. 2015), can be written as

H = Φ0(ĤQuad + ĤOct + Φ̂GR), (6)

where

ĤQuad=− 1

8
{2 + 3e2 − [3 + 12e2

− 15

2
e2(1 + cos 2ω)](1− θ2)}

(7)

is the dimensionless quadrupole-order term,

ĤOct =− 15

512
ϵOcte{(4 + 3e2)[(1− 11θ − 5θ2

+ 15θ3) cos(ω − Ω) + (1 + 11θ − 5θ2

− 15θ3) cos(ω +Ω)]− 35e2(1− θ2)[(1

− θ) cos(3ω − Ω) + (1 + θ) cos(3ω +Ω)]}

(8)

is the octupole-order term, and

Φ̂GR = − ϵGR√
1− e2

(9)

is the potential due to GR. In the above equations,

Φ0 =
Gmpa

2

a3p(1− e2p)
3/2

(10)

measures the strength of the quadrupole potential (G

is the gravitational constant), e, ω and Ω represent the

inner orbital eccentricity, argument of periapse and lon-

gitude of ascending node, respectively, and θ ≡ cos i,

with i the inclination angle between the inner and outer

orbits. The dimensionless coefficient ϵOct (measuring

the importance of the octupole term compared to the

quadrupole-order term) is given by Eq. (2), and ϵGR

(measuring the importance of the GR term) is given by

ϵGR =
3Gm∗

2a3p(1− e2p)
3/2

a4c2mp
, (11)

where c is the speed of light. The total energy of the

system H is conserved, and the semi-major axes a and

ap are constants because the orbital phases of inner and

outer orbits have been removed in the secular Hamilto-

nian.

To derive the equations of motion, we introduce the

following canonical variables:

J =
√

1− e2, j = ω,

H = J cos i, h = Ω,
(12)

where J is the normalized angular momentum of the

inner orbit, and H is the z-component (i.e., along the

outer binary angular momentum axis). The equations

of motion are

dj

dt
=

∂H
∂J

,
dJ

dt
= −∂H

∂j
,

dh

dt
=

∂H
∂H

,
dH

dt
= −∂H

∂h
.

(13)

In the following, we study the maximum eccentricity

attained by the inner orbit under the quadrupole-order

and the octupole-order approximation, respectively.

2.1. The quadrupole-order result summary

In the quadrupole-order approximation (ϵOct = 0), the

dynamic is analytical. Considering the inner orbit with

the initial values e0, i0 and ω0, the conservation of H
gives

ĤQuad(ω0, e0, i0) + Φ̂GR(e0)

=ĤQuad(ωemax, emax, iemax) + Φ̂GR(emax),
(14)

and the conservation of the z-component of inner orbital

angular momentum gives

H =
√

1− e20 cos i0 =
√
1− e2max cos iemax, (15)

where emax is the maximum eccentricity, and the sub-

script “emax” represents the corresponding orbital ele-

ments when e = emax. Note that for a given e0, the

maximum eccentricity is always achieved when the ini-

tial angle ω0 = 0 or π; at e = emax, the argument of

periapse is always ωemax = ±π/2. The phase portrait

for the “quadrupole + GR” model in Fig. 1 is shown as

an example, where the z-component of inner orbital an-

gular momentum H is set to 0.6 and ϵGR is set to 0.02.

By applying ω0 = 0 and ωemax = ±π/2 in Eq. (14), we

obtain the analytical expression of the maximum eccen-

tricity:

2e0
2 +

8ϵGR

3
√
1− e02

− 8ϵGR

3
√

1− e2max

+ 3e2max

=
5e2max

1− e2max

(1− e0
2)cos2i0.

(16)
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Figure 1. Level curves of (normalized) Hamiltonian for the
“quadrupole + GR” model, with ϵGR = 0.02 and the (nor-
malized) z-component of the inner orbital angular momen-
tum H = 0.6 (see Eq. 12). The color bars represent different
values of Hamiltonian Ĥ = H/Φ0.

Fig. 2 shows the maximum eccentricity that the inner

orbit can achieve as a function of the initial inclination

i0, with the initial eccentricity set to e0 = 0.2. Without

GR (i.e., ϵGR = 0), the maximum eccentricity is denoted

by the black line; when i0 = 90◦, emax = 1. For ϵGR =

0.02, emax obtained from Eq. (16) is denoted by the red

line, and emax with initial angle ω0 = 90◦ is denoted

by the blue line. As expected, emax in the blue line is

smaller than the one in the red line. The bottom panel

of Fig. 2 shows the orbital inclination at e = emax. This

iemax is actually the minimal inclination that satisfies

the conservation of H.

According to Fig. 2, as i0 approaches 90◦, emax ap-

proaches a limiting value, denoted by elim, i.e., elim sat-

isfies

2e0
2 +

8ϵGR

3
√
1− e02

− 8ϵGR

3
√
1− e2lim

+ 3e2lim = 0. (17)

For e0 ≃ 0 and ϵGR ≪ 1, this reduces to

(
1− e2lim

)1/2 ≃ 8

9
ϵGR. (18)

We will show in Section 2.2 that the maximum eccen-

tricity of flipping orbits is elim in the “octupole + GR”

model.

10-5

100

40 50 60 70 80 90

40

65

90

Figure 2. Top panel: The maximum eccentricity that the
inner orbit can achieve as a function of the initial inclination
i0, with the initial eccentricity set to e0 = 0.2. The black line
is for the pure quadrupole model without GR. The red line
shows the analytical result given by Eq. (16). The blue line
shows the maximum eccentricity with the initial ω0 = 90◦.
Both the red and blue lines correspond to the “quadrupole
+ GR” model with ϵGR = 0.02. Bottom panel: The corre-
sponding inclination when the inner orbit reaches emax.

2.2. Effect of the octupole term

It is well recognized that the octupole term of the

tertiary perturbation can significantly influence the dy-

namics of the inner binary. When ϵOct is sufficiently

large, the inner orbit can attain extreme eccentricity

and undergo orbital flips even for modest initial incli-

nation angles (S. Naoz et al. 2011). Nevertheless, B.

Liu et al. (2015) showed from numerical examples that

the GR effect always sets an upper limit to emax regard-

less of the octupole strength ϵOct; increasing ϵOct only

increases the initial inclination window for extreme ec-

centricity excitation [see D. J. Muñoz et al. (2016) for a

fitting formula for the inclination window].

The analysis of B. Liu et al. (2015) was restricted to

e0 ≃ 0. To examine the “octupole + GR” model sys-

tematically, we numerically integrate the equations of

motion over 1500 ZLK cycles (for each parameter set)

for different values of ϵGR, all with ϵOct = 0.02 and

e0 = 0.2; the results are shown in Fig. 3. Note that

when e0 ̸= 0, emax depends not only on i0, but may also

depend on the initial ω0 and Ω0. From Fig. 3, we see

that the maximum eccentricity is achieved at ω0 = 0

and Ω0 = 0 when i0 is sufficiently high, but at lower i0,
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Figure 3. The maximum eccentricity emax as a function of initial inclination i0 for different values of ϵGR, with the initial
eccentricity set to e0 = 0.2 and ϵOct set to 0.02. The red dots are the results with the initial ω0 = 0 and Ω0 = 0. The black
asterisks are the results obtained by scanning ω0 and Ω0 in the range [0, 2π]. These results are obtained by integrating Eq. (13)
for 1500 ZLK cycles for each parameter set.

the maximum eccentricity is achieved at other values of

ω0 and Ω0. Most importantly, we see that for ϵGR = 0,

the eccentricity can be excited to extremely high val-

ues when i0 is larger than a critical value (see the black

asterisks in the top-left panel in Fig. 3), and with the

increase of ϵGR, the extreme eccentricity is suppressed

to a limiting value. This limiting eccentricity decreases

and the critical initial inclination angle increases with

increasing ϵGR.

The maximum eccentricity of each orbit with initial

angles ω0 and Ω0 randomly chosen in the range [0, 2π]

are shown by the blue dots in Fig. 4. Other parameters

are the same as those in Fig. 3. The black asterisks are

also the same as the ones in Fig. 3, which are the max-

imums among the blue dots for a given i0. If the orbits

represented by the black asterisks can flip, they are ad-

ditionally marked with yellow dots. For comparison, the

maximum eccentricities obtained in the “quadrupole +

GR” model are shown by the magenta asterisks. We see

that the maximum eccentricity for orbits which can flip

(i.e., the yellow dots) has a limiting value, and is very

close to elim. We define the limiting eccentricity for flip-

ping orbits as eflip. As ϵGR increases, (1 − eflip) and

the critical inclination which allows orbital flips both

increase.

2.3. Theoretical analysis: “Theory” of elim

We have shown numerically that the limiting eccen-

tricity (denoted by eflip) for flipping orbits in the “oc-

tupole + GR” model is very close to elim. Here we derive

eflip analytically and explain why eflip ≃ elim. In the “oc-

tupole + GR” model, the only constant of motion is the

total energy H, thus

H(ω0,Ω0, e0, i0) = H(ωemax,Ωemax, emax, iemax), (19)

where the subscript ‘0’ stands for the initial conditions

and the subscript ‘emax’ stands for the orbital elements

when e = emax. At an orbital flip, iemax = 90◦. To solve



6

Figure 4. The maximum eccentricity as a function of the initial inclination i0. The parameters are the same as in Fig. 3. Each
blue dot denotes the maximum eccentricity for a set of initial ω0 and Ω0 in the range [0, 2π]. For a given i0, the highest value
of the maximum eccentricities obtained from different initial ω0 and Ω0 is marked by a black asterisk. The black asterisks are
the same as in Fig. 3. If the orbit represented by the black asterisk can realize flip, it is additionally marked by a yellow dot.
The magenta asterisks are obtained by Eq. (16).
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Figure 5. Top: The initial angles corresponding to the black asterisks in the middle panel in Fig. 4. Bottom: The angles when
the maximum eccentricity is reached. The red dots represent the orbits that can realize flips, and the black dots are orbits that
cannot flip.
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Figure 6. Analytical maximum eccentricity of flipping or-
bits. The magenta asterisks are eflip obtained from Eq. (20),
the black asterisks are the same as the ones in the middle
panel in Fig. 4, and the red line are the same as the one in
Fig. 2. As can be seen, the analytical results are in good
agreement with the numerical ones, and they are consistent
with the elim obtained from Eq. (17).
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Figure 7. The difference of eflip and elim as a function of i0
for different ϵOct and ϵGR.

emax, it is necessary to know the values of ω0, Ω0, ωemax,

and Ωemax. We take the black asterisks in the middle

panel in Fig. 4 as an example to study these angles.

The top panels in Fig. 5 show the initial angels, and the

bottom panels show the angles at e = emax. The orbits

that can realize flips are denoted by the red dots, and

the orbits that cannot flip are denoted by the black dots.

When e = emax, the angle ωemax is always ±π/2, and

Ωemax corresponding to orbits without flips is ±π/2. For

the orbits that can realize flips, Ωemax is random. This is

because Ω is only contained in the octupole-order term,

and when ω = ±π/2 and i = π/2, the octupole term is

equal to 0, regardless of the value of Ω.

Therefore, eflip satisfies the equation

Ĥ(e0, i0, ω0,Ω0)

=ĤQuad(eflip, i =
π

2
, ω = ±π

2
) + Φ̂GR(eflip).

(20)

Furthermore, if we set ω0 = Ω0 = 0 for the flipping

orbits (see Fig. 5), we can use Eq. (20) to obtain eflip
as a function of e0 and i0. Fig. 6 shows the result

for the case of e0 = 0.2. We see that the analytically

determined eflip agrees with the numerical results.

The difference between elim and eflip is denoted by δ,

δ =
eflip − elim

elim
≪ 1. (21)

Substituting Eqs. (17) and (20) into Eq. (21), and ex-

panding the latter for δ ≪ 1, we find

δ =
1

4e2lim

[
9− 4ϵGR(1− e2lim)

−3/2
] [−6 + 6e0

2

+ 16ĤOct +
(
6 + 9e0

2 − 15e0
2 cos 2ω0

)
sin2i0].

(22)

Assuming ω0 = 0 and Ω0 = 0, Eq. (22) simplifies to

δ =
8ĤOct − 3

(
1− e0

2
)
cos2i0

2elim2
[
9− 4ϵGR(1− elim2)

−3/2
] . (23)

Fig. 7 shows δ as a function of i0 for different values of

ϵOct and ϵGR, for the case of e0 = 0.2. We see that δ is

indeed a small quantity, and becomes smaller with in-

creasing i0. Therefore, for a given initial e0, the limiting

(or flipping) eccentricity in the “octupole + GR” model

is well approximated by elim.

3. BROWN HAMILTONIAN (BH)

With lower hierarchy (more precisely, when Eq. 4 is

violated), the DA model is invalid because the angular

momentum of the inner orbit varies significantly in one

outer orbital period. The BH can be adopted to account

for this variation (L. Luo et al. 2016; E. Grishin et al.

2018; S. Tremaine 2023). This is a non-linear pertur-

bation term of the quadrupole-order Hamiltonian, cor-

recting the effects of eccentricity oscillation in one outer

orbital period that are neglected in the DA model (S.

Tremaine 2023; H. Lei & E. Grishin 2025).

There are several forms of BH, but they are related

by gauge transformations. We adopt the following form

of BH in this paper (S. Tremaine 2023),

ĤB =− 3

64
ϵB

√
1− e2θ[1 + 24e2

− (1− e2)θ2 − 15e2(1− θ2)sin2ω],
(24)
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where ϵB is a dimensionless parameter measuring the

significance of the BH relative to the quadrupole-order

term of the DA model,

ϵB =
Pout

2πtZLK
(3 + 2e2p).

The Hamiltonian for the corrected DA model with GR

becomes

H = Φ0(ĤQuad + ĤOct + ĤB + Φ̂GR). (25)

3.1. The quadrupole-order approximation

The (dimensionless) Hamiltonian model of “ĤQuad +

ĤB + Φ̂GR” still has one degree of freedom, so the max-

imum eccentricity in this model can be derived analyti-

cally. The total energy and the z-component of the inner

orbital angular momentum are conserved. According to

Eq. (24), the ZLK resonant center is still located at

ω = ±π/2, but the dynamics are not symmetric about

i = 90◦. Given the initial eccentricity and inclination,

the maximum eccentricity is obtained when the initial

ω0 = 0 or π, and the angle at emax is ωemax = ±π/2.

Therefore, the maximum eccentricity is given by

ĤQuad(e0, i0, ω0= 0) + Φ̂GR(e0) + ĤB(e0, i0, ω0= 0)

=ĤQuad(emax, iemax, ω=± π
2 ) + Φ̂GR(emax)

+ĤB(emax, iemax, ω=± π
2 )

(26)

and √
1− e20 cos i0 =

√
1− e2max cos iemax. (27)

Fig. 8 shows the analytical maximum eccentricity emax

and the corresponding inclination at emax as a func-

tion of the initial inclination i0 in different one-degree-

of-freedom models, for e0 = 0.2, ϵGR = 0.02, and
ϵB = 0.064. We see that (a) compared to the pure

quadrupole model, GR reduces the maximum eccentric-

ity, making (1−emax) non-zero when i0 approaches 90◦;

(b) compared to the “quadrupole + GR” model, the BH

reduces emax in the prograde region, and increases emax

in the retrograde region; and (c) BH does not change

elim. Point (c) arises because when i0 = 90◦, the z-

component of inner orbital angular momentum equals

to 0; thus ĤB vanishes when i0 = 90◦, and elim remains

the unchanged.

3.2. Octupole-order approximation

We have shown in Section 3.1 that BH does not change

elim in the quadrupole approximation. In addition, we

have shown in Section 2 that the “flipping” eccentricity

eflip in the octupole-order approximation with GR can

be approximated by elim. So we expect that BH should

10-4

10-2

100

40 65 90 115 140
30

60

90

120

150

Figure 8. Top panel: The analytical maximum eccentricity
as a function of the initial inclination i0 for different models,
with the initial eccentricity e0 = 0.2. The black solid line is
the pure quadrupole model; the red dashed line shows emax

in the “quadrupole + GR” model with ϵGR = 0.02; the blue
dashed line shows emax in the “quadrupol + GR + BH”
model with ϵGR = 0.02 and ϵB = 0.064. Bottom panel: The
corresponding inclination at e = emax.

40 65 90 115 140
10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

Figure 9. Same as Fig. 4, but add BH with ϵB = 0.064.
The other parameters are the same as those in the middle
panel of Fig. 4. The red dots are the same as the black
asterisks in the middle panel of Fig. 4.

not influence eflip in the octupole-order approximation.

Fig. 9 shows an example of emax as a function of i0
for the “ĤQuad + ĤOct + Φ̂GR + ĤB” model. We set
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ϵB to 0.064, while the other initial parameters are the

same as those in the middle panel of Fig. 4. We scan

the initial angles ω0 and Ω0 in the range [0, 2π], and

the corresponding emax for various ω0 and Ω0 values

is shown as the blue dot. Among the blue dots, the

one with the largest emax is marked by a black asterisk.

In addition, for the black asterisks, the orbits that can

realize flip are further marked by yellow dots. We see

that including the BH does not change eflip.

4. SINGLE AVERAGING (SA) MODEL

We have seen in Section 3 that including the BH does

not change the maximum eccentricity of the orbits that

can flip. However, B. Liu & D. Lai (2018) show that the

limiting eccentricity in the SA model can even be higher

than the one in the DA model (see their Fig. 12). This

suggests that the BH model discussed in Section 3 has

its limitations. Here we employ the SA model to study

the maximum eccentricity.

The equations of motion for the SA system are given

in B. Liu & D. Lai (2018). The inner orbit is specified by

the vectors e(t) and J(t) =
√
1− e2L̂ (with L̂ the unit

vector of the inner orbital angular momentum), and the

outer orbit is specified by the position vector rp(t). The

evolution equations for e and J are

dJ

dt
=

dJ

dt

∣∣∣∣
Quad

+
dJ

dt

∣∣∣∣
Oct

,

de

dt
=

de

dt

∣∣∣∣
Quad

+
de

dt

∣∣∣∣
Oct

+
de

dt

∣∣∣∣
GR

,

(28)

where

dJ

dt

∣∣∣∣
Quad

=
3

2tZLK

ap
√
1− e2p

rp

3 [
5(e · r̂p) e× r̂p

− (J · r̂p)J × r̂p

]
,

(29)

de

dt

∣∣∣∣
Quad

=
3

2tZLK

ap
√
1− e2p

rp

3 [
5(e · r̂p)J × r̂p

− (J · r̂p) e× r̂p − 2J × e
]
,

(30)

and

dJ

dt

∣∣∣∣
Oct

=
15

16tZLK

ap
√

1− e2p

rp

3

a

rp

[
10(J · r̂p)(e · r̂p)J × r̂p

− (1− 8e2)e× r̂p + 5(J · r̂p)2e× r̂p

− 35(e · r̂p)2e× r̂p

]
,

(31)

de

dt

∣∣∣∣
Oct

=
15

16tZLK

ap
√

1− e2p

rp

3

a

rp

[
16(e · r̂p)J × ê

− (1− 8e2)J × r̂p + 5(J · r̂p)2J × r̂p

− 35(e · r̂p)2J × r̂p + 10(J · r̂p)(e · r̂p) e× r̂p

]
.

(32)

The motion induced by GR is

de

dt

∣∣∣∣
GR

= ω̇GRL̂× e, (33)

where

ω̇GR =
ϵGR

tZLK

1

1− e2
(34)

is the precession rate induced by GR. The equation of

motion for outer orbit is given by

µp
d2rp
dt2

=∇rp

(
Gm∗mp

rp

)
−∇rp

(⟨ΦQuad⟩+ ⟨ΦOct⟩) ,
(35)

where µp = m∗mp/(m∗+mp) is the reduced mass of the

outer orbit, and ⟨ΦQuad⟩ and ⟨ΦOct⟩ are the SA potential

(B. Liu & D. Lai 2018).

Figs. 10, 11 and 12 show examples of the maximum

eccentricity as a function of i0 for the “DA + BH” model

and the SA model. The systems chosen in these figures

only satisfy the SA approximation but not the DA ap-

proximation. We see that given the same initial condi-

tions, the SA model can reach higher eccentricity com-

pared to the DA model. In addition, emax in the SA

model reaches a new limiting eccentricity elim,SA when

i0 is larger than a critical value.

The new elim,SA can be understood as follows. Con-

sider the leading (quadrupole) order term in Eq. (29),

dJ

dt
≃ 15

2tZLK

ap
√
1− e2p

rp

3

(e · r̂p)(e× r̂p). (36)
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100

Figure 10. Maximum eccentricity as a function of ini-
tial inclination in different models. The parameters are
ϵOct = 0.0188, ϵGR = 0.0095 and ϵB = 0.0145 (with initial
inner orbital eccentricity e0 = 0.2, the outer orbital eccentric-
ity ep = 0.6, the semi-major axes of the inner and outer orbit
a = 0.2 au, ap = 10 au, the masses m∗ = 1M⊙, mp = 1M⊙).
The inner orbital parameters ω and Ω are scanned in the
range [0, 2π]. The red dots represent emax obtained in the
“DA + BH” model; the blue dots represent emax obtained in
the SA model. The equations of motion are integrated over
1500 ZLK cycles for each parameter set. The solid line is the
analytical elim in the DA model (Eq. 17). The dashed line
is the analytical estimation of the limiting eccentricity in the
SA model (Eq. 38).

40 65 90 115 140
10-6

10-4

10-2

100

Figure 11. Same as Fig. 10, but for ϵOct = 0.021,
ϵGR = 0.028 and ϵB = 0.073 (with e0 = ep = 0.2,
m∗ = mp = 10M⊙, a = 0.01 au, ap = 0.1au).

40 65 90 115 140
10-6

10-4

10-2

100

Figure 12. Same as Fig. 10, but for ϵOct = 0.021,
ϵGR = 0.056 and ϵB = 0.073 (with e0 = ep = 0.2,
m∗ = mp = 20M⊙, a = 0.01 au, ap = 0.1au).

The maximum rate of change of J is

∣∣∣∣ 1J dJ

dt

∣∣∣∣
max

∼ 15

2tZLK
√

1− e2max

ap
√

1− e2p

rp

3

∼ 15(1 + ep)
3/2

2tZLK(1− ep)
3/2√

1− emax
2
.

(37)

Equating Eq. (37) with ω̇GR(e = emax), we obtain an

estimate for the limiting eccentricity

(1− e2lim,SA)
1/2 ≃ 2(1− ep)

3/2

15(1 + ep)
3/2

ϵGR. (38)

On the other hand, the DA limiting eccentricity is given

by Eq. (17) or Eq. (18). We see that (1 − elim,SA) is

much smaller than (1−elim). The analytical SA limiting

eccentricity is shown as the dashed line in Figs. 10–12,

and it agrees well with the numerical result.

5. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the maximum eccentric-

ity attainable by the inner binary under the influence of

the perturbation from the tertiary and the short-range

effect (taking GR as an example) in the restricted hier-

archical three-body system.

In systems with sufficiently high hierarchy (see Eq. 4),

the double averaging (DA) model is a good approxima-

tion. Considering the binary-tertiary interaction poten-

tial only up to the quadrupole order and including the

GR effect, the system has one degree of freedom. For

a given ϵGR (which measures the strength of the GR

effect), the maximum eccentricity emax as a function of

the initial inclination i0 can be obtained analytically (see
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Eq. 16); for a finite ϵGR, this emax approaches a limit-

ing value elim at i0 = 90◦ (see Eq. 17). When including

the octupole potential, numerical integrations show that

the inner orbit can attain a maximum eccentricity nearly

equal to elim for modest initial inclinations (i0 < 90◦),

accompanied by orbital flips. We confirm this numerical

finding in the “octupole + GR” model by analytically

calculated eflip, the inner orbital eccentricity at which

orbital flip occurs, and showing that eflip is indeed very

close to elim.

When the system is mildly hierarchical (i.e., Eq. 4

is violated), the DA model breaks down. The Brown

Hamiltonian (BH) can be introduced as a correction to

the DA model, or the single averaging (SA) model (i.e.,

the binary-tertiary interaction potential is only averaged

over the inner orbital period) can be employed. For the

DA “BH + GR” model, we show that elim and eflip re-

main unchanged because the BH terms equal to 0 when

i = 90◦. We use the SA model to numerically study emax

in the moderate hierarchical systems, and find that the

limiting eccentricity in the SA model is higher than the

one in the DA model (see Figs. 10, 11, and 12). This

new limiting eccentricity elim,SA in the SA model can be

estimated analytically by Eq. (38).

Overall, our result shows that while the octupole

binary-tertiary potential may induce large eccentricity

and orbital flip at modest inclinations, the SRFs always

set a limit on the maximum attainable eccentricity, and

this limiting eccentricity (elim or elim,SA) is determined

by the competition between the quadupole potential and

the SRFs. One important issue that is unsolved analyt-

ically concerns the critical initial inclination angle icrit
above which extreme eccentricity excitation and orbital

flip occur. In the DA model, this icrit depends on ϵOct

(which measures the strength of the octupole potential;

see Eq. 2). Because of the chaotic nature of the or-

bit at low eccentricities when the octupole potential is

significant (large ϵOct), it is difficult to determine icrit
analytically except when ϵOct ≪ 1 (B. Katz et al. 2011).

D. J. Muñoz et al. (2016) provides a fitting formula for

icrit as a function of ϵOct for systems with initial eccen-

tricity e0 ≃ 0. For more general cases (e0 ̸= 0) or when

for the SA model, an analytical determination of icirt
remains out of reach.
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