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Abstract

Large-scale simulations of celestial systems are based on approximations or modifications of clas-

sical dynamics. The approximations are with “particle-mesh” (PM) substitutions of the attrac-

tions from objects far away, or one modify the Newtonian accelerations (MOND) or the gravities

(MOGA). The PM approximation and MOND modification of classical dynamics break the in-

variances of classical dynamics. The simple three-body system (TBS) is the simplest system to

test the approximations and modifications of celestial dynamics, and it is easy to implement on a

computer. Simulations of the TBS show that the PM approximation and MOND destabilize TBS.

In contrast, the MOGA modification of gravity by replacing Newton’s inverse square attraction

with an inverse attraction for far-away interactions stabilizes the system. The PM approximation

and the MOND modification of classical dynamics do not preserve the momentum and angular

momentum of a conservative system exactly, and PM does not obey Newton’s third law. Although

the errors and shortcomings of these PM approximations and MOND modifications are small, they

cause the instability of the regular dynamics.

∗ st@ruc.dk

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

03
82

3v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  3
 D

ec
 2

02
5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.03823v1


I. INTRODUCTION

The time evolution of astronomical systems is obtained by simulations, where the objects’

positions are calculated employing algorithms for discrete dynamics. This approach has

been used since Newton’s time, and today, the dynamics of galaxies with billions of suns are

obtained by large-scale simulations. An overview of simulations of galaxial systems is given

in [1, 2]. But the dynamic behavior of these large-scale simulations is achieved by making

“particle-mesh” approximations (PM), PM3 [3, 4] or Tree-PM [5], for the small effects of the

many objects that are far away and which are assumed to have only a minor influence on

an object’s motion. However, recent simulations indicate that the approximations used in

the simulations destabilize the systems [6]. Here we investigate the approximation’s impact

on the stability of a regular dynamic in the simple “three-body system”(TBS).

The TBS has challenged science ever since Newton formulated classical mechanics in

1687, and simultaneously solved the dynamics of two celestial bodies [7]. Newton’s solution

of the dynamics of the two-body system satisfies Kepler’s three laws for the planets in the

solar system. Since the planets in the Solar system move in orbits, bound rotations must

be a classical mechanical solution for a system with three as well as many celestial bodies.

But although one cannot solve the coupled second-order differential equations, even for just

a TBS, regular solutions have been found for the system [8–10]. An overview of the history

of the three-body system and its dynamic behavior is given in [11], and how to simulate a

TBS system are given in the Appendix.

Simulations of systems with classical dynamics are performed using discrete algorithms,

and almost all simulations are with Newton’s discrete algorithm [7, 12]. The classical dy-

namics obtained with this algorithm is time-reversible and symplectic, and has the same

invariances (momentum, angular momentum, and energy) as the analytic dynamics. Hence,

it is exact in the same sense as the corresponding exact solution to the coupled second-

order differential equations for Newton’s analytic dynamics [12–14]. Here, the exact discrete

dynamics for TBS are used to investigate the sensitivities of the regular orbits to the var-

ious approximations and modifications used in large-scale simulations of celestial systems’

dynamics.
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FIG. 1: The regular orbits in a TBS system with two light objects around a heavy object,

and for 107 discrete timesteps. The ≈ 45 orbits in green is for the object No. 1 with start

position at its aphelion (green dot), and with blue is the corresponding ≈ four orbits for

the object No. 2 with start position at its perihelion (blue dot). The red “dot” is the

orbits of the heavy object No. 3 with start position at the center of mass (origin), and the

inset shows the ≈ four orbits of the object.

II. THE DYNAMICS OF A THREE-BODY SYSTEM

Newtonian dynamics for celestial objects is given by Newton’s classical dynamics and his

inverse-square law (ISL) of gravitation

Fi(t) = miaiâi(t) =
N
∑

j 6=i

fij(t) = −
N
∑

j 6=i

Gmimj

r2ij(t)
r̂ij(t) (1)

for the acceleration ai(t) = aiâi(t) caused by the sum of forces
∑N

j 6=i fij(t) on the object i in

the ensemble of N objects, by baryonic objects j with mass mj at distances rij(t), and at

time t.

Newton’s discrete dynamics for TBS and how to start the TBS are described in the

Appendix. The TBS can have solutions with regular orbits of the objects around their center

of gravity. Here we want to set up a TBS with a heavy “sun” or mass center in a galaxy with

two planets or stars in a galaxy, one inner and one outer object in the TBS. The TBS system

with the ellipses in Figure 1 is with (mass in units of objects’ No. 1 mass, and dynamics units

given by the gravitational constant G = 1): m1 = 1, m2=0.5 and m3=100, and with the

start position of No. 1 at [x1(0), y1(0)] = [−200000, 0], No. 2 at [x2(0), y2(0)] = [400000, 0],
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FIG. 2: The distances r12(t) (green), r13(t) (red), and r23(t) (blue) between the three

objects as a function of time for the regular orbits, shown in Figure 1. The thick black

straight line is the borderline for the PM approximation, r0=500000, and the thinn black

lines are r0 ± lgrid with lgrid= 10000, used in the PM approximation.

and with the heavy object at the origin at the start [x3(0), y3(0)] = [0, 0]. The orbits in

the figure are obtained for 107 time steps with δt=100 where object No. 1 in green had

circulated ≈ 45 times in the elliptical orbit. In blue is the corresponding ≈ four orbits of

the light object No. 2, and the inset shows the heavy object’s more complicated four orbits

in red. The TBS was simulated 1010 time steps, and the regular dynamics is stable.

The TBS is used for testing the stability of the system when exposed to the approxima-

tions and modifications of celestial dynamics.

III. APPROXIMATIONS AND MODIFICATIONS OF CELESTIAL DYNAMICS

A. PM approximation of far-away interactions in the three-body system

In large-scale simulations of galaxies, one sorts the N-1 forces on object i in Eq. (1) into

a sum of N ′
i(t) short-range forces fij(rij) with distances rij(t), which are less than a certain

(large) distance r0, and for which the forces are computed directly, and N ′′
i (t) forces from

objects far away with rij(t) > r0. Their positions are interpolated onto a mesh with a certain

grid length lgrid, and their forces are taken from the centers rα(j)(t) of the boxes α(j), with

grid length lgrid and with a distance riα(j)(t) and direction r̂iα(j)(t) to object i. The force on
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FIG. 3: The dynamics of TBS with the PM approximation with r0 = 500000 and

lgrid=10000. The orbits are for 107 timesteps. The blue orbits are for No. 2. The thick

blue ellipse is without PM approximation (also shown in Figure 1), and the orbits with

thin blue are with the PM approximation. No. 1’s orbits are in green with or without PM

(the differences are not visible on the figures).

object j from i is corespondingly taken from the center rα(i)(t) of the subbox with object i.

The division of the space into a sum of cubes with mean field attractions to i has the

consequence that

riα(j)(t) 6= rα(i)j(t) 6= rij(t) (2)

r̂iα(j)(t) · r̂jα(i)(t) 6= −1, (3)

and

fiα(j)(t) 6= −fjα(i)(t) 6= fij(t). (4)

Eqn.(2)-(3) with 0 ≪ r0 and with the size length lgrid ≪ r0 looks like excellent approxi-

mations. But it has the consequence that the symmetry of pair interactions is broken and

that Newton’s third law

fij(t) = −fji(t) (5)

is no longer strictly valid for dynamics with the PM approximation of the long-range forces.

The momentum and angular momentum of the system are not exactly conserved, and PM

might destabilise the regular dynamics in a celestial system [6].
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FIG. 4: The dynamics of TBS, also shown in Figure 3, but for 1.49899436×108 timesteps

with PM, and when No. 2 was released from the TBS.

The TBS system can be used to illustrate the destabilization of a celestial system by the

PM approximation, and PM is easily implemented in TBS (see Appendix). PM primarily

affects objects at distances in the outer edge of a celestial system and in the TBS system

object no. 2. Figure 2 shows the distances r12(t), r13(t), and r23(t) for the regular orbits

without PM, shown in Figure 1. With green and bue is r12(t), r13(t), respectively, and r23(t)

is in red. The effect of a PM approximation on the regular dynamics of the TBS system,

shown in Figure 1, is obtained for a far-away distance r0 = 500000 between two objects.

The far-away distance is r0 = 500000, marked by a solid line in Figure 2, and the thin solid

lines are r0 = 500000± lgrid with lgrid = 10000. This PM choice affects the far-away object,

No. 2’s regular dynamics by changing the direction primarily, and a percent change in the

distance on average. However, it is sufficient to disrupt the system’s stability.

Figure 3 and Figure 4 illustrate the effect of the PM approximation with r0 = 500000

and lgrid = 10000. Figure 3 shows the PM effect for the first 107 time steps (the color of

the orbits is the same as in Figure 1). The PM affects primarily object No. 2’s regular

dynamics (in blue), and the effect on object No. 1 (in green) and the heavy object No. 3

(in red) is not visible in the figures. Object No. 2 begins to perform “revolving orbits” by

being exposed to the PM, and it is released from its regular dynamics after 1.49899436×108

time steps (Figure 4). The PM effect was tested for many other choices of r0 and lgrid, and

for other TBS systems. The destabilizing decreases with increasing r0 and decreasing grid
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FIG. 5: The MOND modification for a0 = 4× 10−12 (corresponding to r0 = 500000 in

MOGA and PM). The orbits with MOND dynamics are shown in thin blue for No. 2, and

in thin black for No. 1. The position of No. 2 at t = 1.2576× 109 at its release is marked

with a blue sphere. The ellipses with thick blue and green (from Fig. 1) are without

MOND modification.

length lgrid. But even a small change of focus for the distance r12 and r13, and direction of the

forces f12(t) and f23(t) are sufficient to destroy object No’s regular dynamics, as illustrated

in Figure 4.

B. MOND and MOGA modifications

Theoretically, one can modify the classical dynamics of a celestial system of N objects,

with the acceleration ai and force Fi

ai(t) = Fi(t)/mi (6)

in Eq. (1) in at least two ways: by modifying the accelerations ai(t)(MOND) [16] or by

modifying the gravitational attractions Fi(t) (MOGA) [18]. The two modifications are

equal for a system of two objects [18], but they differ significantly for a many-body system.

The modification, µ in MOND, of the acceleration | ai | is obtained with the ”standard

interpolation function”

µ(a/a0) =

√

1

1 + (a0
a
)2
, (7)
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or the interpolation function proposed in [17]

µ(a/a0) =
| a |

| a | +a0
, (8)

with the MOND modification given by

Fi/mi = ai

| ai |

| ai | +a0
, (9)

and acceleration

ai(MOND) =
Fi

2mi

(1 +
√

1 + 4mia0/ | Fi |). (10)

MOND does not conserve momentum and angular momentum of a gravitational system

because

fij(t)
√

1 + 4mia0/ | Fi | 6= −fji(t)
√

1 + 4mja0/ | Fj |. (11)

The modifications, Eq. (7) or Eq. (8), change the acceleration from the Newtonian acceler-

ation for | ai |>> a0 at short distances to a modified acceleration

| ai(MOND) |=
√

| Fi | a0/mi (12)

for | ai |<< a0.

The asymptotic modified acceleration for an isolated object i with only one gravitational

interaction, | Fi(rij) |= −mimjG/r2ij , with another object, No. j, is obtained from Eq. (1)

and Eq.(10) as

| ai(MOND) |= −

√

mjGa0

rij
. (13)

MOND is a modification of Newtonian acceleration. But in this case, the modification

might as well be formulated as a modification of Newton’s ISL law of universal gravitational

attraction, where the inverse square attraction asymptotically is replaced with an inverse

attraction (IA). If this modified gravitational attraction is a universal law, MOGA, the

gravitational force is modified to

Fi(MOGA) = −

N
∑

j 6=i

mimjG

r2ij
(1 +

rij
r0

)r̂ij(t) (14)

with r0 =
√

mjG/a0.

The PM approximation (Figure 3 and Figure 4) is for distances r > r0 = 500000, and

the results for the dynamics with MOGA and MOND are correspondingly for r0 = 500000

(MOGA) and a0 = r−2
0 = 4× 10−12 (MOND).
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(a) The start of MOGA. The revolving elliptical orbits are shown in black for No.1 and blue for

No. 2, together with the elliptical orbits without MOGA ( from Figure 1) with thick lines. The

simulations are for the times where the elliptical orbits have revolved 2π .
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(b) The revolving orbits with MOGA and for 109 timesteps. The revolving elliptical orbits with

gray for No. 1 and in light blue for No. 2 are shown together with the orbits from Figure 6(a).

FIG. 6: Simulation with MOGA and for r0 = 500000.

Figure 5 shows the impact of MOND on the regular dynamics in the TBS. The orbits are

for 1.2576 × 107 time steps with δt = 100, and at the time where object No. 2 (in blue) is

released from the TBS. But opporside the dynamics with PM also object No. 1 nearby the

center of gravity is affected by the MOND modification of the acceleration. Its orbits are

shown in black in the figure. Simulations with other values of a0 gave the same result. The

regular dynamics in TBS are sensitive to the MOND modification of the acceleration and
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with a breakdown of the regular dynamics and the release of the objects.

The corresponding impact of the MOGA modification of the attractions is shown in

Figure 6. The dynamics are for the modification distance r0 = 500000, as in PM and MOND.

Opposite PM and MOND, the modification of the gravitational attractions from an inverse

square attraction to an inverse attraction conserves the classical dynamics invariances, and

MOGA stabilizes the regular dynamics, but with “revolving” elliptical orbits [19]. Figure

6(a) shows the orbits after the revolving orbits have turned 2π around. For No.1 (in black)

after t1 = 3.155× 106 timesteps, and after t2 = 2× t1 = 6.310× 106 time steps for No. 2 (in

thin blue). The revolving orbits are with conservation of the length of the principal axis.

Figure 6 (b) shows the revolving orbits after 109 timesteps with the orbits of No. 1 in gray

and light blue for No. 2.

The MOGA modification of Newton’s ISL to an inverse attraction for large interaction

distance R is an example of the f(R) modification of gravity, introduced in the standard

model [20–22]. Simulation of large-scale celestial systems with modified gravity is described

in [23] and cosmological tests of modified gravity are reviewed in [24]. MOGA changes

the rotation velocities from a Kepler-like behavior to a relatively constant rotation velocity

in a galaxy, independent of the average distance to the galaxy center, and qualitatively

consistent with the experimental data [18]. In [18], we suggested that the modification of

the ISL attractions is caused by lensing by the gravitational objects in the central part of the

galaxy, of the interactions from far-away objects. A lensing that will act as a self-stabilizing

effect on the halos in the galaxies.

IV. CONCLUSION

The three-body system (TBS) is the simplest celestial system to test the approximations

and modifications used in celestial dynamics, and it is easy to implement on a computer

(see Appendix). The simulations of TBS without PM approximations or MOND modifica-

tions, acknowledging all the symmetry requirements and dynamical invariances in classical

mechanics, show that the regular dynamics are stable, but that the PM approximation and

MOND modification destabilise TBS. In contrast, the modified gravity (MOGA) of Newton’s

inverse square attraction to an inverse attraction stabilises the system.

Classical dynamics for an N -body system have regular stable orbits, but this property is

10



sensitive to violations of the invariances in Newtonian dynamics [14]. The stability of a TBS

system for other values of masses of the objects, and PM modifications r0 and lgrid exhibited

the same qualitative behaviour with a destabilisation of the regular dynamics. However, an

extrapolation from a three-body system to a galaxy with a hundred billion stars must be

taken cautiously, and only additional simulations can reveal the stability of galaxies with

and without approximations. But large-scale simulations without PM approximation are

extremely time-demanding.
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VI. APPENDIX

A. Newton’s Discrete algorithm

Almost all simulations of celestial systems are with Newton’s algorithm for discrete dy-

namics. In Newton’s discrete dynamics [7] the time and forces are discrete with discrete

force impulses at every discrete times t, t+ δt, t+ 2δt, ...,. A new position ri(t+ δt) at time

t + δt of an object i with the mass mi is determined by the force impulse fi(t) at time t

acting on the object at the positions ri(t), and the position ri(t− δt) at t− δt as

mi

ri(t+ δt)− ri(t)

δt
= mi

ri(t)− ri(t− δt)

δt
+ δtfi(t), (15)

where the momenta pi(t + δt/2) = mi(ri(t + δt) − ri(t))/δt and pi(t − δt/2) = mi(ri(t) −

ri(t− δt))/δt are constant in the time intervals in between the discrete positions.

Usually, the algorithm, Eq. (1), is presented as the Leap-frog algorithm for the velocities

vi(t+ δt/2) = vi(t− δt/2) + δt/mifi(t), (16)

and the positions are determined from the discrete values of the momenta/velocities as

ri(t+ δt) = ri(t) + δtvi(t + δt/2). (17)
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The discrete algorithm is time-reversible due to the time symmetry, which also ensures

the symplecticity and the energy conservation [12], and Newton’s third law

fij(t) = −fji(t) (18)

ensures the conservation of momentum and angular momentum.

B. The three-body system

The TBS consists of three objects with masses m1, m2, and m3. The Newtonian discrete

dynamics with time increment δt is obtained from three positions r1(t), r2(t), and r3(t) and

three veloceties v1(t − δt/2),v2(t − δt/2), and v3(t − δt/2), in total six three-dimensional

dynamic variables. The present TBS is started at time t = 0 with all three objects in their

aphelion or perihelion and with start velocities in the “Ècliptica” plane, given by the plane

with the three objects’ positions at the start. The three objects remain in the plane since

the discrete dynamics conserves momentum, and the system is two-dimensional (2D), and

with three (x,y)-positions and their velocities, in total, twelve dynamic values which need

to be specified at the start of the simulation. The conserved momentum and center of mass

reduces the number of necessary start values to eight.

The TBS exhibits a variety of regular dynamics depending on the start values, for a

review see [11]. The present TPS system is created with two objects in elliptical or-

bits around a third heavy object. The objects’ six components of position x1(0), y1(0),

x2(0), y2(0), x3(0),y3(0) and six velocety components vx1(−δt/2)), vy1(−δt/2)), vx2(−δt/2)),

vy2(−δt/2)), vx3(−δt/2)), vy3(−δt/2)) must be specified.

Aphelion or perihelion, with the longest of the principal axes in the x-direction, determines

six start values:

y1(0) = y2(0) = y3(0) = 0, (19)

and with

vx1(0) = vx2(0) = vx3(0) = 0. (20)

We need to know the velocities, not at time t = 0, but at time −δt/2. However, these

velocities can be calculated by the algorithm and the force in the x-direction fx(0) using

12



time symmetry since

vx1(δt/2) = −vx1(−δt/2)(time reversibility), (21)

and (Eq. 16)

vx1(δt/2) = vx1(−δt/2) + δt/m1fx1
(0), (22)

by which

vx1(−δt/2) = −δtfx1
(0)/2m1, (23)

and correspondingly for the two other objects.

The conserved momentum and center of mass give two relations. Let the conserved center

of mass be the origin of the 2D coordinate system, then

m1x1(t) +m2x2(t) +m3x3(t) = 0, (24)

and the conserved momentum gives

m1vy1(t) +m2vy2(t) +m3vy3(t) = 0. (25)

So the dynamics of the TBS system with the tree objects in their aphelion or perihelion are

obtained by specifying four values.

The TBS system with the ellipses in Figure 1, used in the present investigations, is started

with (mass unit given by m1 and dynamics units given by the gravitational constant G = 1)

with

input : m1, x1(0), vy1(−δt/2), m2, m3 = 1, -200000, 0.009, 0.5, 100,

and with the heavy object at the origin and in rest at the start vx3(−δt/2) = vy3(−δt/2) = 0.

The figures in the article are obtained by the discrete algorithm with δt=100. The result

with regular dynamics, shown in the figures is not sensitive to δt.
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