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ABSTRACT

Context. The mean motion resonance is the most important mechanism that may dominate the dynamics of a planetary system. In a
multi-planetary system consisting of N ≥ 3 planets, the planets may form a resonant chain when the ratios of orbital periods of planets
can be expressed as the ratios of small integers T1 : T2 : · · · : TN = k1 : k2 : · · · : kN . Due to the high degree of freedom, the motion in
such systems could be complex and difficult to depict.
Aims. We investigate in this paper the dynamics and possible formation of the resonant chain in a triple-planetary system.
Methods. We define the appropriate Hamiltonian for a three-planet resonant chain and numerically average it over the synodic
period. The stable stationary solutions (apsidal corotational resonance, ACR) of this averaged system, corresponding to the local
extrema of the Hamiltonian function, can be searched out numerically. The topology of the Hamiltonian around these ACRs reveals
their stabilities. We further construct the dynamical maps on different representative planes to study the dynamics around the stable
ACRs, and we calculate the deviation (χ2) of the resonant angle in the evolution from the uniformly distributed values, by which
we distinguish the behaviour of critical angles. Finally, the formation of the resonant chain via convergent planetary migration is
simulated and the stable configurations associated with ACRs are verified.
Results. We find that the stable ACR families arising from circular orbits always exist for any resonant chain, and they may extend to
high eccentricity region. Around these ACR solutions, regular motion can be found, typically in two types of resonant configurations.
One is characterised by libration of both the two-body resonant angles and the three-body Laplace resonant angle, and the other by
libration of only two-body resonant angles. The three-body Laplace resonance seems not to contribute much to the stability of the
resonant chain. The resonant chain can be formed via convergent migration, and the resonant configuration evolves along the ACR
families to eccentric orbits once the planets are captured into the chain. Ideally, our methods introduced in this paper can be applied
to any resonant chain of any number of planets at any eccentricity.
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1. Introduction

Thousands of exo-planetary systems, over 1/4 of which are
multi-planetary systems, have been detected. According to their
orbital architectures, these multi-planetary systems are catego-
rized into separable, compact and resonant planetary systems.
The separable (secular) systems are protected from mutual col-
lision and close encounter by the low angular momentum deficit
(AMD), i.e. the AMD-stability (Laskar & Petit 2017). The com-
pact multi-planetary systems however, even for those with circu-
lar orbits, are generally unstable. Petit, Antoine C. et al. (2020)
show how the slow chaotic diffusion due to the overlap of three-
body resonances dominates the timescale leading to the insta-
bility for initially coplanar and circular orbits, and such mech-
anism reproduces very well the qualitative behaviour found in
numerical simulations (Hussain & Tamayo 2020). The resonant
systems, in which planets are found in mean motion resonance
(MMR) with each other, are likely to be stable and of particular
interest because they may bear important clues to the formation
and evolution of planetary systems. For the case of two planets
in an MMR, the dynamics are well understood through the res-
onant periodic orbits (e.g. Voyatzis 2008; Voyatzis et al. 2009)
and the apsidal corotational resonance (ACR) (e.g. Michtchenko
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et al. 2008). But the resonant structure could be much more rich
and complex in multi-planetary systems.

Except for the two-body MMR involving two planets and
the hosting star, the three-body resonance (three planets are in-
volved) also plays its roles (e.g. Petit 2021; Cerioni et al. 2022).
Particularly, a multi-planetary system with orbital periods of
neighbouring planets librating at a sequence of near-integer ra-
tio (2/1, 3/2, 4/3, etc.), often referred as in a resonant chain, is of
great interest. The well-known examples include three planets of
Kepler-51 in a 1:2:3 resonant chain (Masuda 2014), four plan-
ets in a 1:2:4:8 resonant chain in HR8799 (Goździewski & Mi-
gaszewski 2020) and a 1:2:5:7 resonant chain in K2-32 (Heller
et al. 2019), five planets of TOI-178 in a 2:4:6:9:12 (Leleu et al.
2021) and a 4:6:9:12:18 resonant chain in Kepler-80 (MacDon-
ald et al. 2021), and another five planets composing a resonant
chain of 3:2 MMRs in K2-138 (Christiansen et al. 2018; Lopez
et al. 2019). In these systems, in addition to the transit light-
curves, transit-timing variation (TTV) and radial velocity data,
the dynamics of the resonant chain have also been taken into ac-
count to improve the planetary parameters (mass, orbital period,
etc.)

Plenty of numerical studies have been devoted to the for-
mation history and dynamical stability of multi-planetary sys-
tems with planets locked in or close to a resonant chain. At the
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early stage of planetary system’s formation, planets can be cap-
tured into a resonant chain through the convergent orbital mi-
gration. The tidal effect and the accretion of matter (increas-
ing planetary mass) may influence the further evolution, driving
the planetary system away from the nominal positions of res-
onances, and destabilizing the resonant chain via the secondary
resonance. The final surviving systems exhibit complex resonant
structures involving in two-body MMR, three-body MMR, res-
onant chain, secular resonance, etc (e.g. MacDonald & Dawson
2018; Pichierri et al. 2019; Morrison et al. 2020; Pichierri &
Morbidelli 2020; MacDonald et al. 2022; Wong & Lee 2024).

Due to the high degree of freedom, the analytical method is
difficult to be applied to such systems. Delisle (2017) proposes
an analytical model for any resonant chain and successfully pre-
dicts the resonant configuration of Kepler-223 (Mills et al. 2016).
And recently, Antoniadou & Voyatzis (2022) extend the method-
ology for a pair of resonant exoplanets in coplanar orbits (Anto-
niadou & Voyatzis 2016; Antoniadou 2016) to the case of triple
massive coplanar planets in a resonant chain (general 4 body
problem) and particularly, compute the resonant periodic orbits
for Kepler-51 system. Based on the stable periodic orbits of the
1:2:3 resonant chain, they demonstrate three possible scenarios
that can safeguard the Kepler-51 planetary system. The compre-
hensive study on the stable periodic orbits can provide an opti-
mum deduction of orbital elements, in addition to the observa-
tional data fitting.

In this paper, we generalize the semi-analytical model for
analysing the periodic orbits in the coplanar two-body MMR
first developed by Michtchenko et al. (2006) to the case of res-
onant chain. For the sake of explaining our methods clearly, we
mainly take the 1:2:3 resonance chain in the Kepler-51 system
as an example in our analyses. But we emphasize here that the
methods and some conclusions presented in this paper are gen-
eral and can be applied to any other resonant chains of three or
even more planets. In fact, we also show briefly our analyses on
some other resonant chains in the end of this paper.

The rest part of this paper is organized as follows. In Section
2, we revisit the definition of resonant periodic orbits and gener-
alize the definition to arbitrary resonant chains. We introduce in
Section 3 our semi-analytical Hamiltonian method and the de-
termination of apsidal corotational resonance (ACR) in the reso-
nant chain. Then this methodology is applied to the case of 1:2:3
resonant chain, and the periodic orbits and ACRs are obtained.
In Section 4, the orbital dynamics around the stable ACRs are
investigated. We study how the orbital configuration of planets
in a resonant chain can be achieved via convergent planetary mi-
gration in Section 5. Finally, we draw our conclusion in Section
6.

2. The model

2.1. Rotational frame and resonant periodic orbits

The motion of planets in a resonant chain is often described in a
rotational frame. Consider three massive planets m1,m2,m3 from
the inside out orbiting around the central star M on the same
plane, with their orbital periods T1,T2,T3 satisfying the com-
mensurable condition

T1 : T2 : T3 = k1 : k2 : k3, with k1, k2, k3 ∈ Z . (1)

Following Antoniadou & Voyatzis (2022), a non-inertial frame
(GXY) is introduced as follows. Let G coincide with the mass
centre of M and m1, the axis GX always points to m1 from M, and
GY be perpendicular to GX. In this rotating frame, m1 and M are

always on the GX axis, while m2 and m3 revolve about m1 with
the relative frequencies of n2 − n1 and n3 − n1, where n1, n2, n3
are the mean motions of three planets. The relative frequencies
satisfy the near-integer commensurability:

n2 − n1

n3 − n1
=

p
q
, with p, q ∈ Z . (2)

The period T of the system, during which m2 revolves p times
while m3 revolves q times both around m1, can be easily derived
as

T =
T1

1 − T1/T2
p =

T1

1 − T1/T3
q . (3)

In practice, such periodicity requires that the planets m1,m2,m3
repeat their configuration after time T . Therefore, the period
T should be related to the least common multiple (LCM) of
T1,T2,T3, and such periodic condition can be rewritten in a more
general form

T/Ti = LCM(k1, k2, k3)/ki, for i = 1, 2, 3 . (4)

For the 1:2:3 resonant chain in the planetary system Kepler-51,
Eq.(4) gives LCM(1, 2, 3) = 6, and T = 6T1 = 3T2 = 2T3,
which is equivalent to p = 3, q = 4 and T = 6T1 (Antoniadou &
Voyatzis 2022). The periodicity defined in Eq.(4) can be gener-
alized to resonant chain of N (N > 3) planets (e.g. a four-planet
resonant system Kepler-233 can be found in Appendix B) as

T/Ti = LCM(k1, k2, · · · , kN)/ki, for i = 1, 2, · · · ,N . (5)

These periodic orbits can be found in the exact (nominal)
location of the MMRs. In addition, according to different or-
bital configurations, these periodic orbits can be divided into two
groups, namely the symmetric periodic orbits and the asymmet-
ric ones. A periodic orbit is symmetric with respect to the GX
axis of the rotating frame if it remains invariant under the fun-
damental symmetry (Hénon 2003) Σ : (t, X,Y) → (−t, X,−Y)

Xi(−t) = Xi(t), Yi(−t) = −Yi(t),

Ẋi(−t) = −Ẋi(t), Ẏi(−t) = Ẏi(t), i = 1, 2, 3.
(6)

This indicates that all the two-body MMRs should take the sym-
metric configuration. Otherwise, if one of the symmetry condi-
tion breaks, i.e. Eq.(6) is not satisfied for any i, then the con-
figuration is referred as asymmetric. The relationship between
symmetric condition and the choice of the resonant angles can
also be found in e.g. Voyatzis (2008).

2.2. Hamiltonian description

The Hamiltonian of the planar three-planet (from the inside out
m1,m2,m3) system takes the form (see e.g. Laskar 1991)

H = H0 +H1

H0 =

3∑
i=1

 p2
i

2M
− G

Mmi

|ri|

 ,
H1 =

∑
1≤i< j≤3

pi · pj

M
−
Gmim j

|ri − r j|
,

(7)

where G is the gravitational constant, ri is the position vector of
the i-th planet, and pi is the canonically conjugated momentum.
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TheH0 is the sum of Keplerian part of each planet, whileH1 de-
scribes the interaction between planets. The Poincaré canoncial
variables in astrocentric coordinate are
Λi = βi

√
µiai, λi,

Γi = Λi(1 −
√

1 − e2
i ), γi = −ϖi,

(8)

where µi = G(M + mi), βi = miM/(mi + M), and ai, ei, ϖi, λi
are the semi-major axis, eccentricity, longitude of periastron and
the mean longitude of the i-th planet mi, respectively. The action
variable Λi is the circular angular momentum and Γi is often
referred as the AMD (see e.g. Petit et al. 2017).

For two planets mi,m j with mean motions ni, n j, we denote
by k ji/ki j = ni/n j = T j/Ti the relative period ratio, and qi j =
q ji = |k ji − ki j| the order of the resonance, where ki j and k ji are
integers. The two-body resonant angles θi j,∆ϖi j are defined as

θi j = k jiλ j − ki jλi − (k ji − ki j)ϖi, ∆ϖi j = ϖi −ϖ j. (9)

For planetary systems near MMRs, Delisle (2017) introduces
the canonical resonant variables for arbitrary resonant chain
(with any number of planets, in resonances of any degree). Par-
ticularly, the resonant variables of the 1:2:3 resonant chain are



σ1 = 3λ3 − 2λ2 −ϖ1, Γ1,

σ2 = 3λ3 − 2λ2 −ϖ2, Γ2,

σ3 = 3λ3 − 2λ2 −ϖ3, Γ3,

φ0 = 3λ3 − 4λ2 + λ1, L0 = Λ1,

φG = 3λ3 − 2λ2, G =
3∑

i=1

Λi − Γi,

Q = Q23 = λ2 − λ3, J = 6Λ1 + 3Λ2 + 2Λ3.

(10)

The first three angles in Eq.(10) are resonant angles conjugated
to each planet’s AMD, and φ0 is the angle of Laplace resonance
(0-th) between three planets. Since φG does not appear explic-
itly in the Hamiltonian (see details e.g. in Delisle 2017), and
the corresponding conjugated momentum G is constant, imply-
ing the preservation of angular momentum. Thus, the problem
is in fact of five degree-of-freedom (DoF). The last angle Q
is the fast angle with respect to the first four resonant angles
(σ1, σ2, σ3, φ0), thus it can be removed by numerical averaging
(see e.g. Gauss-Legendre formula, Press et al. 1996). The av-
eraging process guarantees that J is another constant, which is
similar to the “spacing parameter” in the planar two-body MMR.
Moreover, the integral constant J in triple-planet resonant chain
T1 : T2 : T3 = k1 : k2 : k3 can be rewritten in a more gen-
eral form L (hereafter we refer L as the “spacing parameter” in a
resonant chain)

L =
3∑

i=1

Λi

ki
. (11)

For the k1 : k2 : k3 = 1 : 2 : 3 resonant chain, during the
period T (see the definition in Eq. (4)), the angle Q evolves

QT = 2π × LCM(k1, k2, k3)
(

1
k2
−

1
k3

)
= 2π . (12)

Therefore, the averaged Hamiltonian H̄ can be defined as

H̄ =
1

QT

∫ QT

0
HdQ . (13)

The resonant periodic orbits will appear as stationary solution of
the averaged Hamiltonian Eq. (13). After the numerical averag-
ing process, the final Hamiltonion H̄ is of 4 DoF in canonical
variables (σ1, σ2, σ3, φ0,Γ1,Γ2,Γ3, L0) parametrized by the two
constants (L,G).

Seemingly, the resonance between m2 and m3 plays an essen-
tial role in Eq.(10), but it is only due to the arbitrary choice of the
canonical variables. For any different choice of resonant angles,
the expression of the synodic angle Q would be different. For
example, the choices Q = Q12 = λ1 − λ2, or Q = Q13 = λ1 − λ3,
the averaged Hamiltonian should be respectively calculated by:

H̄ =
1

QT
12

∫ QT
12

0
HdQ12 =

1
QT

13

∫ QT
13

0
HdQ13,

QT
12 = 2π × LCM(k1, k2, k3)

(
1
k1
−

1
k2

)
= 6π,

QT
13 = 2π × LCM(k1, k2, k3)

(
1
k1
−

1
k3

)
= 8π.

(14)

For a better characterization of the resonant configuration,
we perform the linear transformation to angular variables de-
fined in Eq.(10), and the resonant angles (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23)
between consecutive planets can be obtained as:{
θ12 = 2λ2 − λ1 −ϖ1, ∆ϖ12 = ϖ1 −ϖ2,

θ23 = 3λ3 − 2λ2 −ϖ2, ∆ϖ23 = ϖ2 −ϖ3.
(15)

The first two angles θ12,∆ϖ12 are for the MMR between the in-
ner two planets m1,m2 while θ23,∆ϖ23 are for the outer planets
m2,m3 respectively, just as defined in Eq.(9).

For isolated two-body MMRs, the resonant angles (θi j,∆ϖi j)
are all 2π-periodic, i.e., the geometric configuration of MMR
characterized by (θi j,∆ϖi j) is identical to the one by (θi j +
2k′π,∆ϖi j + 2k′′π), with k′, k′′ ∈ Z. For the 1:2:3 resonant
chain, the averaged Hamiltonian Eq.(13) is 2π-periodically de-
pendent on all the angular variables defined in Eq.(15). Ac-
cording to the symmetry in the co-rotational frame GXY with
respect to m1, the configuration, in which the resonant angles
(θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) take either 0 or π, is symmetric, while
other configurations are asymmetric. It should be noted that the
above conditions may not always guarantee the proper period-
icity and symmetric configuration for a general three-planet res-
onant chain if we choose the resonant angles between adjacent
planets (rather θi,i+1, ∆ϖi,i+1 than θi,i+2, ∆ϖi,i+2) to characterize
the system. We leave a detailed discussion for this problem to
Appendix A.

We note that the aforementioned procedure can be simply
extended to systems containing N (N > 3) planets, in which the
two constants take the form:

G =
N∑

i=1

βi

√
µiai(1 − e2

i ),

L =
N∑

i=1

βi
√
µiai

ki
.

(16)

And the resonant configuration for an N-planet system can be
represented by (θ12,∆ϖ12, · · · , θn−1,n,∆ϖn−1,n).

Now, searching for the resonant periodic orbits is equivalent
to find the stationary solution of the averaged Hamiltonian with
two free constants L and G.
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Fig. 1. Topology of Hamiltonian on different representative planes.
(a) The topology on period ratio plane (n1/n2, n2/n3) with fixed ec-
centricities. (b) The topology on eccentricity plane (e1, e2). The sta-
tionary solution located at (n1/n2, n2/n3) = (2, 1.5) and (e1, e2, e3) =
(0.00458, 0.00938, 0.00564) is marked by a red dot on both panels. The
corresponding critical angles are (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (π, 0, π, π).
The colour indicates the value of Hamiltonian, light yellow for high and
dark blue for low. The same colour code is adopted in all figures in this
paper, unless otherwise stated.

3. Topology of Hamiltonian and stationary solutions

The averaged Hamiltonian Eq.(13) has been reduced to 4 DoF.
Due to the complex structure in high dimensional phase space
(8 dimensional phase space for a planar three-planet system),
searching for stationary solutions in the entire phase space is
very difficult. Fortunately, the topology of the Hamiltonian H̄
can be understood from several representative planes (section
of phase space), namely, the period ratio plane (n1/n2, n2/n3),
the eccentricity plane (e1, e2) or (e2, e3), and the angular planes
(θ12,∆ϖ12) and (θ23,∆ϖ23).

Hereafter, as an example, we focus on a 1:2:3 resonant chain
with the mass parameters of M = 1.0,m1 = 2.1 × 10−6,m2 =
4.0 × 10−6,m3 = 7.6 × 10−6. The mass ratios between the planet
pairs are ρi = m1/m2 = 0.525 and ρo = m2/m3 = 0.526 (sub-
scripts “i” for inner and “o” for outer), which in fact is similar
to the ones in the Kepler-51 system (Masuda 2014). We set the
gravitational constant G = 1 and fix the semi-major axes of m2
as a2 = 1 AU. As a result, the orbital period of m2 is 1 year.

3.1. Topology on period ratio plane (n1/n2, n2/n3)

In a three-planet system, the planetary semi-major axes
(a1, a2, a3) are constrained by the spacing parameter L, so
that they can be uniquely determined by the period ratio
pair (n1/n2, n2/n3) when L is given. Therefore, we can study
the topology of the Hamiltonian on the period ratio plane
(n1/n2, n2/n3) with e1, e2, e3, θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23 being appro-
priately fixed.

An example of the topology on (n1/n2, n2/n3) plane
is shown in Fig. 1(a), for which the resonant angles
(θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (π, 0, π, π) and eccentricities (e1, e2, e3)
are fixed to (0.00458, 0.00938, 0.00564). The local extremum
(maximum) is indicated by a red dot, and it is very close to the
nominal value (n1c/n2c, n2c/n3c) = (2, 1.5). We note that such
structure always holds for other parameters and even in other
resonance chains, thus we can fix the period ratios at the nomi-
nal value (2, 1.5) as a first approximation and further discuss the
topology on the eccentricity plane.

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
e1

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

e 2

(a)

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
e1

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

e 2

(b)

Fig. 2. Different topologies on the (e1, e2) plane for different symmetric
configurations (a) (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (0, π, 0, π) and (b) (π, π, 0, 0).
The local extrema are (e1, e2, e3) = (0.119, 0.1352, 0.119) (red solid cir-
cle) and (0.300, 0.0662, 0.0671) (red cross), respectively.

3.2. Topology on eccentricity plane (e1, e2)

Once the semi-major axes a1, a2, a3 have been determined, the
conservation of total angular momentum G restricts the eccen-
tricities e1, e2, e3 to a two-dimensional plane, therefore we can
consider the topology on a representative eccentricity plane,
e.g. (e1, e2) plane. An example is illustrated in Fig. 1(b). From
this plot, a node-like stationary solution located at (e1, e2) =
(0.00458, 0.00938) can be found easily. We note that such sta-
tionary solutions are just ACRs.

In fact, for different resonant configurations, i.e. different
values of (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23), as well as the total angular
momentum G, the Hamiltonian has different structures on the
(e1, e2) plane.

1. For resonant configuration (π, 0, π, π) as shown in Fig. 1,
the stationary solution is the local maximum in the
(n1/n2, n2/n3) plane, while is the minimum in the (e1, e2)
plane, as indicated by colour of the contours. Therefore, the
solution is a saddle-like point in the 4-dimensional phase
space (n1/n2, n2/n3, e1, e2) and should be considered as un-
stable.

2. For resonant configuration (0, π, 0, π), with appropriate ec-
centricities, the topology on (n1/n2, n2/n3) plane is similar
to Fig. 1(a), but the topology on (e1, e2) plane, as shown
by an example in Fig. 2(a), has different features (from
Fig. 1(b)). The stationary solution located at (e1, e2, e3) =
(0.119, 0.135, 0.119) now appears as the local maximum and
is surrounded by robust energy level curves. The stability
of this type ACR will be determined by the topological be-
haviour on the representative angular plane(s).

3. Except for the node-like structure on eccentricity plane, we
also observe the saddle-like ACR for resonant configuration
(π, π, 0, 0) as shown in Fig. 2(b). It’s worth noting that such
ACR appears only for high eccentricities e1 ∼ 0.3. Since
the saddle-like structure always reveals the orbital instability,
these ACRs will not be taken into our consideration.

3.3. Symmetric ACRs

In a symmetric ACR, the critical angle could take either 0 or π.
For the 1:2:3 resonant chain, the four critical angles make to-
tally 24 = 16 symmetric configurations. With fixed symmetric
resonant angles, period ratios (n1/n2, n2/n3) and the total angu-
lar momentum G, we find and locate all the “node-like” (local
minimum as in Fig. 1(b) and local maximum as in Fig. 2(a)) sta-
tionary solution (i.e. ACR) on the eccentricity plane. By varying
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θ23
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Δϖ
23
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Fig. 3. Topology on representative angular planes. The eccentricities
of the symmetric ACR are (e1, e2, e3) = (0.00458, 0.00938, 0.00564).
(a) Hamiltonian level curves on (θ12,∆ϖ12) plane with (θ23,∆ϖ23) fixed
to (π, π), the saddle-like point at (θ12,∆ϖ12 = (π, 0) is marked by a
red cross. (b) Topology on (θ23,∆ϖ23) plane with (θ12,∆ϖ12) fixed to
(π, 0). The node-like point at (θ23,∆ϖ23) = (π, π) is marked by a red dot.
In addition, the stable symmetric configuration (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) =
(0, π, 0, π) is shown as blue dots.

G, we obtain the symmetric ACR families. The stability of an
ACR solution can be determined by analysing the Hamiltonian
structure in the two angular planes (θ12,∆ϖ12) and (θ23,∆ϖ23).

In Fig. 3, on the representative angular planes, we show ex-
amples of the Hamiltonian structure for small eccentricity re-
gion, where only the symmetric ACRs exist. The saddle-like res-
onant configuration (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (π, 0, π, π) marked
by the red cross in Fig .3(a) is unstable, while the node-like con-
figuration (0, π, 0, π) marked as blue dots is stable.

We calculate the symmetric ACRs for small eccentricity and
summarize them in Fig.4. We note that similar results have been
obtained by Antoniadou & Voyatzis (2022) using different meth-
ods. For the convenience of comparison, we adopt the same no-
tations of the families and use the following resonant angles:
θ1 = 2λ2 − λ1 −ϖ1,

θ2 = 2λ2 − λ1 −ϖ2,

θ3 = 3λ3 − 2λ2 −ϖ2,

θ4 = 3λ3 − 2λ2 −ϖ3.

(17)

To distinguish the ACR families belonging to different con-
figurations, we present these symmetric families on the
(e1 cos θ1, e2 cos θ2) and (e2 cos θ2, e3 cos θ3) plane. The positive
or negative value on the plane indicates that the corresponding
resonant angle takes the value of 0 or π.

The ACRs we obtained in Fig.4 are just the periodic orbits in
the rotating frame. Starting from the circular orbit configuration,
Antoniadou & Voyatzis (2022) find six symmetric families of
periodic orbits, and they denote them by S i, i = 1, · · · , 6 (“S”
for symmetric) . We find four of them, namely S 2, S 3, S 5 and
S 6, of which the critical angles are detailed in Table 1.

As for the two missing families, S 1 and S 4 in Antoniadou &
Voyatzis (2022), their stable segments appear only very shortly
when the eccentricities are very small (typically ei ∼ 10−6),
which makes them less significant since a real planetary system
is unlikely to be trapped in such a small-eccentricity configura-
tion and survive for long time span. We failed to detect these
two families probably because our semi-analytical Hamiltonian
only contains the perturbation up to the first order in the planet-
star mass ratio, and the contribution from high-order terms are
neglected.

In addition, the symmetric family S 5 of configuration
(θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (π, 0, π, π) labelled as stable in Antoni-
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Fig. 4. Symmetric ACR families S 2, S 3, S 5, S 6 in the 1:2:3 resonant
chain for small-eccentricity configurations on (a) (e1 cos θ1, e2 cos θ2)
plane, and (b) (e2 cos θ2, e3 cos θ3) plane. The stable symmetric ACRs
are in blue while the unstable ones in red. The notations of the families
are the same as in Antoniadou & Voyatzis (2022), and the resonant an-
gles of different configurations are presented in Table 1.
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Fig. 5. Topology on representative angular planes for symmetric ACR
S 6 located at (e1, e2, e3) = (0.0569, 0.0846, 0.0531). (a) Topology on
(θ12,∆ϖ12) plane with fixed (θ23,∆ϖ23) = (0, π). The saddle-like point
at (θ12,∆ϖ12 = (0, π)) marked by a cross indicates the instability of
this solution, while two asymmetric ACRs bifurcated from this unsta-
ble symmetric one are indicated by black dots. (b) The topology on
(θ23,∆ϖ23) plane with (θ12,∆ϖ12) fixed to (0, π). The node-like point at
(θ23,∆ϖ23) = (0, π) is marked by a red dot.

adou & Voyatzis (2022) is topologically unstable in our calcula-
tion. In fact, the S 5 ACR is the local maximum on (n1/n2, n2/n3)
plane but local minimum on (e1, e2) plane (e.g. Fig. 1), and such
structure holds for the entire family. And we did not find any
example that reaches such orbital configuration in our numerical
simulations of the convergent migration (see Section 5).

3.4. Bifurcation and asymmetric ACRs

As shown in Fig. 4, only the S 6 family is stable, and it loses the
stability as the eccentricity increases. Along with the increasing
eccentricity, the topology around the S 6 family varies in a com-
plicated way. An example is illustrated in Fig. 5.

On the (θ12,∆ϖ12) plane with fixed (θ23,∆ϖ23) = (0, π),
the node-like extreme point at (0, π) changes to a saddle-like
point while two additional asymmetric ACRs, namely A6 (“A”
for asymmetric), arise as the eccentricity increases (Fig. 5(a)).
Meantime, we note that the feature of the node-like structure
around (0, π) on the (θ23,∆ϖ23) plane with fixed (θ12,∆ϖ12) =
(0, π) remains the same (Fig. 5(b)).

The stable asymmetric ACRs are the local extrema of the full
phase space (n1/n2, n2/n3, e1, e2, θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23). We adopt
the geometrical approach (Michtchenko et al. 2006) to search
these asymmetric ACRs in the 8-dimensional space.
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Table 1. The critical angles (resonant angles, longitudes of pericenter ϖi, and mean anomalies Mi) of different symmetric resonant configurations.

Family θ12 ∆ϖ12 θ23 ∆ϖ23 ϖ1 ϖ2 ϖ3 M1 M2 M3
S 2 0 0 0 π 0 0 π 0 0 π
S 3 π π π π π 0 π π 0 0
S 5 π 0 π π π π 0 π π 0
S 6 0 π 0 π 0 π 0 0 0 π
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Fig. 6. Locations and resonant configurations of the symmetric ACR
family (S 6) and the asymmetric ACR family (A6). In the upper two
panels (a) and (b), the stable symmetric, unstable symmetric, and sta-
ble asymmetric ACRs are indicated by blue solid, red solid, and black
dashed lines, respectively. Three solid circles on these lines indicate
the initial conditions that will be analysed in detail later (see text). The
lower two panels (c) and (d) show the evolutions of resonant angles
along the asymmetric ACR as the function of δ (scaled AMD, see text).
The resonant angles θ12, θ23 and the secular angles ∆ϖ12,∆ϖ23 are la-
belled by the corresponding lines.

All the ACRs are computed under two fixed constants L and
G. Since the spacing parameter L only sets the global scale of
the system and does not influence the resonant dynamics (ex-
cept for changing the scales of distance, time, and energy), the
evolution of ACRs is in fact parametrized by the constant G, or
equivalently, the scaled AMD δ defined as

δ =
Γ1 + Γ2 + Γ3

L
. (18)

We summarize in Fig. 6 both the symmetric ACR S 6 and the
asymmetric ACR A6, in which the evolutions of eccentricities
(e1, e2, e3) and resonant angles along these ACR solutions are
illustrated.

Along the A6 family, the resonant angles θ12,∆ϖ12 between
the inner adjacent planets m1,m2 shift significantly from the (un-
stable) symmetric ACR, while the configuration of the outer
planet pair (θ23,∆ϖ23) experiences only small variations. Par-
ticularly, the angle ∆ϖ23 remains tightly close to π as δ < 0.01.

Starting from near circular orbits (ei ∼ 0), the periodic solu-
tion extends to high eccentricity region along the stable branch,
blue solid lines first and black dashed lines later in Fig. 6(a)(b).
In a real system, planets in the resonant chain may not revolve
exactly along these periodic solutions to high eccentricity, in-
stead, they are expected to be around (but not exactly in) these
solutions.

In practice, the numerically averaged Hamiltonian H̄ works
for arbitrary planetary eccentricities because it does not de-
pend on the literal expansion. Consequently, all the stable ACRs
should appear as local extrema in the entire 8-dimensional phase
space, and they can be numerically determined by the downhill
simplex method under the constraints of fixed L and G. For the
1:2:3 resonant chain, we find more than ten families of stable
ACRs at relatively high eccentricity region and they form very
complicated structures on the (e1, e2) and (e2, e3) planes. How-
ever, further investigations reveal that the topology and the dy-
namical portraits around these ACR families are similar to each
other. Therefore, hereafter we simply focus on the ACR families
starting from near circular orbits, namely the S 6, A6 family.

3.5. Law of structure

As we have shown, for the 1:2:3 resonant chain, the S 6-A6 family
is the only family that starts from circular orbits and then evolves
to highly eccentric configuration. During the evolution from low
to high eccentricity along the ACR solution, the mean motion ra-
tios (n1/n2, n2/n3) of the adjacent planet pairs may change. Since
these ACR solutions are found by searching for the extrema in
the 8-dimensional full space, n1/n2 and n2/n3 are obtained au-
tomatically in our calculations. The evolution of these ratios as
function of the planets’ eccentricities are summarised in Fig. 7.

As shown in Fig. 7, for the ACR solution, the ratios ni/ni+1
(i = 1, 2) are always above the nominal values (2 and 1.5 in
the 1:2:3 resonant chain). Therefore, the planet pairs near the
stationary resonant configuration, i.e. in resonance with small
oscillations, always have orbital period ratio at one side of the
nominal value. The deviation from the nominal value is large for
near circular orbits and it decreases for larger eccentricities (thus
larger AMD).

The mean motion ratio of the ACR solution depends on plan-
etary masses. Except for the planetary masses as in the Kepler-
51 system, we also test two additional systems, in which the
planets are 10 and 100 times heavier than the ones in Kepler-
51, i.e., keep the mi/m j (i, j = 1, 2, 3) values but set mi/M 10
and 100 times larger than in the Kepler-51 system. Assume they
are in the same 1:2:3 resonance chain, we calculate the mean
motion ratios, and plot the results in Fig. 7, too. For near circu-
lar orbits, the stable ACR solution is symmetric (blue segments
in Fig. 7), and from a critical ei it is continued by asymmet-
ric ACR (black segments). Our calculations demonstrate that the
critical points for three cases of different total planet masses are
the same (e1, e2, e3) = (0.0185, 0.0336, 0.0186), implying the in-
dependence of the resonant configuration on the total planetary
mass. Indeed, only the mass ratio between adjacent planets influ-
ences the resonant configuration (Antoniadou & Voyatzis 2022).

Apparently, for a resonant chain with given mass ratios be-
tween planets, the larger the total mass of planets the stronger the
short-term perturbations the system would experience. Thus, the
resonant chain with higher total planetary mass is more likely
to be unstable. The main dynamical mechanism inducing such
orbital instability is the 1:1 secondary resonance, which occurs
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Fig. 7. Law of structure for the 1:2:3 resonant chain. The left (right)
column of panels show the relation between the mean motion ratio n1/n2
(n2/n3) and the eccentricities (e1, e2, e3 from top to bottom). Blue lines
are for the stable symmetric ACR families (S 6) while the black lines for
the stable asymmetric family (A6). On each panel, the lowest line is for
the planets in the Kepler-51 system, while the middle and the top lines
are for the cases of 10 and 100 times more massive planets, respectively
(see text). The critical points, at which the S 6 family becomes unstable
and the asymmetric solution appears, are denoted by red crosses.

when one of the libration period is almost equal to the period
of synodic angle (Pichierri & Morbidelli 2020; Goldberg et al.
2022). This secondary resonance excites the orbital eccentricity
and finally destabilizes the orbits. In other words, the short term
perturbation is too large to be averaged, if the total mass of plan-
ets is large enough.

4. Dynamics around stable ACRs

For the 1:2:3 resonant chain, the S 6-A6 is the only stable family
that could evolve from circular orbits to regime of high eccen-
tricity. It is possible that a planetary system may evolve along a
“path” guided by the S 6-A6 family. In this part, by constructing
dynamical maps on the appropriate representative planes, we ex-
plore the motion in the vicinity of this evolution path along the
S 6-A6 ACRs.

4.1. Initial conditions

All the ACR solutions were obtained in the averaged Hamilto-
nian system, but to construct the dynamical maps we have to
use the osculating orbital elements to numerically integrate the
orbits. Therefore, we should choose the initial conditions care-
fully to build a proper association between the averaged system
and the real system. Generally, the osculating elements are re-
lated to averaged elements by the canonical transformation (see
e.g. Ramos et al. 2015; Charalambous et al. 2018, for two-planet
and three-planet cases, respectively). But in this paper, we use a
simple transformation based on the orbital configuration, partic-
ularly the symmetric orbits, as follows.

0 3π 6π 9π 12π
λ1− λ2

H
=
H
0
+
H
1

(a)

0 3π 6π 9π 12π
λ1− λ2

(b)

Fig. 8. The variation of Hamiltonian in two synodic periods 2QT
12 =

12π for (a) symmetric configuration, and (b) asymmetric configuration.
The vertical line denotes the position when the Hamiltonian attains the
minimum.

Typically, the period ratios (n1/n2, n2/n3) of planets inside
a resonant chain have only very small oscillation around their
nominal value (n1c/n2c, n2c/n3c), otherwise the period commen-
surability and resonance between planets would break. There-
fore, the period ratios, thus the osculating semi-major axes ai,
can be fixed at the values of the corresponding stable ACRs āi,
that is, ai = āi (i = 1, 2, 3). The same treatment can be ap-
plied to eccentricities and resonant angles, ei = ēi (i = 1, 2, 3),
θi,i+1 = θ̄i,i+1,∆ϖi,i+1 = ∆ϖi,i+1 (i = 1, 2). In fact, we construct
dynamical maps on the (e1, e2) plane with fixed constants L and
G defined in Eq. (10). For each point on the (e1, e2) plane, the
conversation of L is automatically satified when the semi-major
axes a1, a2, a3 were given (in following maps, they were fixed to
the values of the exact ACRs), while the eccentricity of the outer
planet e3 can be determined through the total angular momen-
tum G. After a1, a2, a3, e1, e2, e3, θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23 have been
given as the initial conditions, only one angular variable is left
free. We choose the synodic angle Q as the last variable to be
determined.

Let (Xi,Yi, Ẋi, Ẏi) be the position and velocity of the i-th body
mi in the rotational frame. An orbit starting from the GX axis
at time t0 = 0 and satisfying Xi(t0) , 0, Ẋi(t0) = 0,Yi(t0) =
0, Ẏi(t0) , 0 (i = 1, 2, 3) is symmetric with respect to the GX
axis, because the symmetric condition Eq.(6) is apparently ful-
filled. The algebraic manipulation reveals that the symmetry in
the rotational frame leads to∣∣∣ri(t) − r j(t)

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣ri(−t) − r j(−t)
∣∣∣ ,

pi(−t) · pj(−t) = pi(t) · pj(t).
(19)

Thus, the Hamiltonian H should follow the same symmetry
H(−t) = H(t). Since H depends explicitly on rather Q than t,
while Q is a linear function of t, up to the 1st order of the planet-
star mass ratio (m1 + m2 + m3)/M, we have H(−Q) = H(Q).
Therefore, the Hamiltonian must be symmetric with respect to
Q0 = Q(t = 0) and H(Q0) must be an extremum. To determine
the proper osculating orbital elements, we need to find the appro-
priate Q, and now it is equivalent to find the Q at which H(Q)
reaches the extrema.

We plot in Fig. 8 the variation of the Hamiltonian with re-
spect to the synodic angle Q for both symmetric and asymmetric
resonant configurations. It is clear that the Hamiltonian is sym-
metric with respect to the red vertical line in Fig. 8(a) which
corresponds to the global minimum. The above calculations can
be applied to all the symmetric ACRs, and all the angles (ϖi,Mi)
(i = 1, 2, 3) at the symmetric solutions have been summarized in
Table 1.

For asymmetric configurations, as shown in Fig. 8(b), the
symmetry condition cannot be fulfilled. The Q value, at which
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the Hamiltonian attains the minimum, is calculated and adopted
as the initial configuration.

4.2. Max(∆e) indicator and χ2 criterion

For each point on the (e1, e2) plane, we numerically integrate
the equations of motion up to 105 years from the corresponding
initial conditions (osculating elements). We note that the “year”
here is defined as the orbital period of the middle planet m2. Dur-
ing the integration, we keep tracking the maximal and minimal
values attained by the planetary eccentricities and adopt the vari-
ation range (∆e1,∆e2,∆e3) as the indicator to characterise the or-
bital stability. As mentioned in Ramos et al. (2015), although the
∆e is not a rigorous measure of chaos of the motion, it’s a useful
tool for the estimation of both the possible fixed points and the
dynamical separatrix of the resonant region. In practise, we may
consider the orbits with small ∆e as “stable” and the ones with
large ∆e as “chaotic” (close to the dynamical separatrix).

In a two-body MMR, after the numerical averaging over the
synodic angle Q, the system is reduced to a Hamiltonian of
only 2 DoF. The existence of the resonant invariant torus, or
dynamical separatrix (Alves et al. 2016), forbids the transition
between the resonant and the non-resonant region. Inside the
resonant zone, the resonant angles librate around the ACR so-
lutions, while they circulate outside the resonant region. Thus,
different types of motion can be easily distinguished from each
other. Unfortunately, in the three-planet resonant system, the res-
onant angles behave in a much more complicated way. Due to
the perturbation from the third planet, a two-body resonant an-
gle may librate irregularly with a large amplitude and appear
like in a complex of both libration and circulation. As a result,
it’s difficult to determine accurately whether the system is in a
resonance (or dominated by the resonance). Following the idea
by Gallardo (2014), another indicator, χ2 of the resonant angles,
is used in this paper.

The indicator χ2 is defined to characterize different effects of
the resonance in a three-planet system: deep in resonance (res-
onant angles librating), at the boundary of resonance (resonant
angles circulating or librating with large amplitudes), and out-
side resonance.

The basic idea is to analyse the resonant angle over a period
of time T ∗. The statistical difference χ2 between the distribu-
tions of a resonant angle and a uniform distribution in [−π, π] is
adopted as an indicator to determine whether the system is in a
resonance: the larger the χ2, the more likely the resonance angle
is in libration, and vice versa.

The semi-quantitative criterion will be given through a stan-
dard pendulum model with Hamiltonian:

Hpend =
p2
φ

2
− cosφ. (20)

From each point of a 100×100 grid on the phase space [pφ, φ] ∈
[−4, 4] × [−π, π], we integrate the corresponding Hamiltonian
equations and output N = 213 = 8192 points {φi}

N=8192
i=1 evenly in

a time step ∆t = 5. The interval [−π, π] is divided into 180 equal
bins, and the χ2 of such an orbit is computed as

χ2 =

180∑
k=1

(Ok − Ek)2

Ek
, (21)

where Ok is the number of φi observed in the k-th bin, and Ek is
the expected number in the same bin if the 8192 values are in a
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Fig. 9. χ2 map for the standard pendulum model. (a) Phase structure
(energy level) on (φ, pφ) plane. The broad red curve marks the separatrix
between the libration and circulation region. (b) χ2 value in logarithm
indicated by colour.

uniform distribution. We show in Fig. 9 the phase space of the
standard pendulum and the χ2 map.

Apparently, all the points located inside the libration region
in Fig. 9 have χ2 > 1 (log χ2 > 0), while those points with
χ2 < 0.1 are surely in the circulation region. For initial condi-
tions in the close vicinity of the separatrix, their orbital periods
are so long that the total integration time could not cover several
times of their periods and therefore, some orbits in the circula-
tion region might be misunderstood as “libration”. Empirically,
the resonant behaviours can be estimated by the value of χ2:

– χ2 > 1, the resonant angle is in libration and the system is
deeply inside the resonance;

– χ2 < 0.1, the resonant angle is in circulation and the systems
is outside the resonance;

– 0.1 < χ2 < 1, the system is affected by the resonance, but
the resonant angles may experience both the libration and
circulation in a long time span. We classify this behaviour as
the motion near the separatrix.

For the MMR between planets mi,m j, the resonance is char-
acterized by the libration of at least one of the resonant angles

θl
i j = k jiλ j − ki jλi − lϖi − (qi j − l)ϖ j, l = 0, 1, · · · , qi j, (22)

where qi j = |ki j − k ji| is the order of the resonance, and the li-
brating angle is referred as the true resonant angle (Alves et al.
2016). Therefore, the criterion χ2 of an MMR is defined as the
largest χ2 value of all resonant angles, and we may adopt the
same empirical criterion obtained in the pendulum model.

4.3. Motion around symmetric ACRs at low eccentricity

Along the S 6-A6 family, the symmetric ACR solution is stable at
low eccentricity (Fig. 6). Arbitrarily, we select on the ACR one
initial condition (e1, e2, e3) = (0.0124, 0.0237, 0.0129), which is
labelled by ‘A’ in Fig. 6. The resonant angles of this solution are
(θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (0, π, 0, π), and the period ratios are set
as the nominal values in the 1:2:3 resonant chain. Keeping the
constant L and G calculated from the above ai, ei (i = 1, 2, 3), we
generate a set of initial conditions both for the averaged Hamil-
tonian system and for the corresponding osculating system. We
denote the case with these initial conditions by “Case A”, and
investigate the motion.

We present in Fig. 10 on the (e1, e2) plane both the topologies
(contour curves) of the corresponding averaged Hamiltonian and
the dynamical maps (coloured map) obtained from numerical in-
tegration of the osculating orbital elements. The ACR solution
appears as the local maximum and is surrounded by ellipse-like
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energy curves, implying its stability. The maximum of the ec-
centricity variation ∆ei is adopted as the indicator of stability as
labelled on each panel in Fig.10. And particularly, the maximum
of (∆e1,∆e2,∆e3) is used in the last panel.

As clearly shown in Fig.10, all the four maps reveal that the
motion is very stable around the ACR with very small eccentric-
ity variations. Further analyses show that these stable orbits are
characterized by the libration around the stable ACR, perform-
ing the so called quasi-periodic motion. As a matter of fact, such
regular region can occupy a large area on the (e1, e2) plane.

Away from the stable ACR, the dynamical maps of differ-
ent indicators may show different patterns. The region of small
∆e1 and ∆e2 extends roughly along either the e1 (horizontally) or
the e2 direction (vertically). At about (e1, e2) = (0.025, 0.02) in
Fig.10(a), the planet m1 would suffer relatively large eccentricity
excitation (∆e1 > 0.02) and the corresponding orbit is much less
regular. In addition, starting from about (e1, e2) = (0.032, 0.006)
we also notice a very narrow strip with relative large value of
∆e1.

The dynamical features in panels (b) and (c) of Fig.10 for∆e2
and ∆e3 are similar. At the bottom of the (e1, e2) plane, ∆e2 at-
tains its maximum value (∼0.04), implying (relatively) the least
stability of motion there. And in all three panels (a), (b) and (c),
deviated from the ACR, regular region can also be found at the
right corner of (e1, e2) plane, where motions are distinct from the
quasi-libration around the ACR.

Finally, we find that all these dynamical features can be re-
vealed by the maximum of the three eccentricity variations, i.e.
max(∆e)= max(∆e1,∆e2,∆e3), as shown in Fig.10(d). Particu-
larly, we see in Fig.10(d) that the most stable motions occur in
three regions, around the ACR, around (e1, e2) = (0.032, 0.017),
and around (0.04, 0.01), respectively. Below in this paper, we
adopt max(∆e) as the stability indicator and construct the dy-
namical maps.

The χ2 maps might provide more details on the resonant dy-
namics. In Fig. 11, we depict the χ2 maps for all the MMRs
inside the 1:2:3 resonant chain. For all MMRs, the closer to the
stable ACR, the larger the χ2, implying that in the close vicinity
of the stable ACR solution, all the resonant angles are librating,
as well as the three-body Laplace resonant angle. The regular
motion, characterized by the quasi-periodic libration around the
ACR, is common around the ACR solution.

The χ2 maps in Fig. 11 reveal that, as e1 increases (while
e2 remains the value of ACR), the 2:3 two-body resonance
(MMR23) in the outer planet pair persists and seems to play an
essential role to the resonant stability, while other resonances
in the resonant chain are weaken or even destroyed. The re-
gion with small ∆e2 in Fig. 10(b) coincides with the region of
χ2 > 1 in Fig. 11(b). When e2 deviates from the ACR value
(with e1 almost being frozen), the inner planet pair’s 1:2 reso-
nance (MMR12), the 1:3 resonance (MMR13) between m1 and
m3, and the three-planet Laplace resonance, persist in a range of
e2, as shown by the vertical strip-like structures of large χ2 in
Fig. 11(a)(c)(d). Therefore, away from the ACR solution along
the direction of e1, although the MMR23 is stable, the strength of
MMR12, MMR13, and Laplace resonance becomes weaker, im-
plying that the corresponding resonant angles may librate with
large amplitudes and eventually the Laplace angle φ0 will be in
circulation.

A nearly vertical narrow strip of small χ2 that divides the
stable region into two parts, namely Region 1 and Region 2, can
be seen in Fig. 11(a)(c), the separatrix-like structure corresponds
to the broad region with large ∆e1 on the the dynamical map
(Fig. 10(a)). We check carefully the motion in these two regions
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Fig. 10. Topology (contour line) and dynamical map (colour map)
on the (e1, e2) plane for Case A, with constants L and G de-
termined by the initial condition on the stable ACR solution
(e1, e2, e3, θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (0.0124, 0.0237, 0.0128, 0, π, 0, π),
which is indicated by a red dot on all maps. The eccentricity variations
∆ei are used as the stability indicator as labelled in each panel.
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Fig. 11. Resonant structure indicated by χ2 on the (e1, e2) plane for Case
A. Four panels are for the two-body MMRs between (a) m1 and m2, (b)
m2 and m3, (c) m1 and m3, and (d) the three-planet Laplace resonance
with resonant angle φ0. The large value of χ2 (light colour) indicates
that the resonant angle is in libration, while the small χ2 (dark tones) in-
dicates circulation. The narrow strip-like structure indicated by an black
arrow in (a) divides the map into two parts, namely Region 1 and Re-
gion 2. Moreover, another narrow strip (indicated by the red arrow) can
be seen in Region 2.
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Fig. 13. The same as Fig. 12 but for Region 2 in Fig. 11(a).

and find that the orbits in Region 1 are librating around the stable
ACR (Fig. 12), while in Region 2, although all the two-body
MMRs (i.e. MMR12, MMR23, and MMR13) occur, the Laplace
angle φ0 circulates (Fig. 13), as indicated by the small χ2 value
in the area of Region 2 in Fig. 11(d).

A typical example of orbits in Region 1 is displayed in
Fig. 12. The mean motion ratios n1/n2, n2/n3 librate with very
small amplitudes around the nominal values (2 and 1.5), imply-
ing that the semi-major axes are almost constants. The eccen-
tricities e1, e2, e3 oscillate around the periodic solution (symmet-
ric ACR, indicated by horizontal lines in the corresponding pan-
els). And the tiny libration of critical resonant angles (including
the Laplace angle) around 0◦ or 180◦ reveals that the motion is
deeply in the resonant chain, even we know that the initial con-
dition is not exactly on the ACR solution.

But for orbits in Region 2, as shown in Fig. 13, the resonant
angles of MMR12 and MMR23, i.e. θ12 and θ23, librate around 0◦

with very small amplitude, as well as the apsidal difference ∆ϖ23
librates around 180◦. As a result, the resonant angle of MMR13,
θ1

13 = θ12 + θ23 +∆ϖ23 = 3λ3 −λ1 −ϖ1 −ϖ3 (see Eq.(22) for the
definition) librates and the system is surely in the MMR between
the non-consecutive planets m1 and m3. However, due to the cir-
culation of ∆ϖ12, the Laplace angle φ0 = θ12 − θ23 −∆ϖ12 even-
tually circulates, indicating that the system is not in the three-
body MMR. The eccentricities of the stable ACR solution are
also plotted in Fig. 13, in which it can be seen that all e1, e2 and
e3 are far away from these ACR values. This implies that the
typical orbit in Region 2 is no longer librating around the stable
ACR. The motion in Region 2 in fact follows a new stable mode
in the resonant chain, in which the dynamics is actually dom-
inated by the individual two-body MMRs. Since in such con-
figuration each pair of planets is in the corresponding two-body
MMR but the three-planet Laplace resonance does not happen,
we refer to such configuration as “joint two-body resonance”.

It is worth noting that a separatrix-like structure indicated
by the red arrow in Fig. 11(a) further splits Region 2 into
two subregions. But the orbits from both sides of this struc-
ture are very similar to each other, characterised by libration of
θ12, θ23, θ

1
13 and circulation of φ0. The only difference between

orbits from two sides is the oscillation centres of eccentricities,
(e1, e2, e3) ≈ (0.032, 0.017, 0.009) for the left side (as the one
shown in Fig. 13) and (e1, e2, e3) ≈ (0.040, 0.012, 0.007) for the
right side. Most probably, such fine structure in Region 2 at-
tributes to the nonlinear terms in the perturbation (Rath et al.
2022). We also note that the corresponding structure can also be
found in the map of maximum of eccentricity variation (Fig. 10).

Finally, at the bottom of the dynamical map (Fig. 10 at
e2 ∼ 0) we observe a thin region with large eccentricity varia-
tion, where the eccentricities (e2, e3) are excited mainly because
the outer two-body MMR (MMR23) is close to its boundary, as
indicated by the small χ2 value in the bottom area in Fig. 11(b).

4.4. Motion around asymmetric ACRs at moderate
eccentricity

The symmetric ACR solution loses its stability at a specific
point, and it bifurcates into two asymmetric ACR solutions. We
select again arbitrarily an initial condition from the asymmet-
ric ACR branch, and perform the similar calculations as for
the symmetric case. The eccentricities at this initial point, in-
dicated by the black solid circle labelled “B” in Fig. 6, are
(e1, e2, e3) = (0.0602, 0.0903, 0.0440). We call this case “Case
B”.

The resonant angles at this initial point of asymmetric ACR
are (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (26.7◦,−119.5◦, 1.16◦, 179.5◦).
From these initial values, we obtain the corresponding con-
stants L and G. For comparison we also calculate the
unstable symmetric ACR solution with the same L and
G, of which the eccentricities and resonant angles are
(0.0569, 0.0846, 0.0531, 0, 180◦, 0, 180◦), i.e. the red solid circle
in Fig. 6. Then, for both of these two initial conditions, we cal-
culate the topology and dynamical maps, and present them in
Fig. 14. In this figure, the max(∆e) is chosen as the stability in-
dicator.

Comparing the two panels in Fig. 14, we find that the topol-
ogy of the unstable symmetric ACR is similar to the one of the
stable asymmetric ACR, but their dynamical maps show differ-
ent patterns. The non-zero values of max(∆e) ∼ 0.04 at the close
proximity of the unstable symmetric ACR in Fig. 14(a) implies
the orbits there deviate from the unstable stationary solution in
the evolution. On the contrary, the stable asymmetric ACR in
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Fig. 14(b) is surrounded by regular orbits as indicated by the
max(∆e) ∼ 0.

A closer look at the orbits around the unstable symmetric
ACR reveals that they are still in resonance, librating around both
the asymmetric ACRs and the symmetric ACR with large ampli-
tude, in a way similar to the horseshoe orbit around the Lagrange
points L4 − L3 − L5 in the circular restricted three-body problem
(see e.g. Murray & Dermott 2000). One typical orbit in that re-
gion is shown in Fig.15. Although it behaves chaotically due to
the instability of symmetric ACR, the libration of the resonant
angles indicate that the motion is still inside the resonant chain
after the end of the numerical integration. Such horseshoe-like
orbits can surely survive in the resonant chain in long term.

On the other hand, the orbits near the stable asymmetric ACR
solution are in a regular area (Fig. 14(b)), and they are protected
by the resonant chain. We present in Fig. 16 the χ2 map on the
representative plane where all the initial resonant angles are fixed
as the ones of the asymmetric ACR solution. As can be seen in
Fig. 16, the close proximity around the stable ACR is deeply
involved in the MMRs, as indicated by the large χ2 value (yellow
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Fig. 16. The same as Fig. 11, but for Case B. The map is divided into
two parts (Region 1 and Region 2) by a stripe-like structure of relatively
smaller χ2 value, as indicated by the arrow in panel (a).

colour). Consistent with the dynamical map in Fig. 14(b), such
regular region occupies large phase space, with the eccentricities
e1, e2 extending to e1 → 0.1, e2 → 0.1. For orbits inside the
yellow region (χ2 > 10) in Fig. 16, the libration amplitudes of
resonant angles θ12, θ23 are smaller than 10◦. As a consequence,
some three-body resonant angles Ψ[M,N] = Mθ12 + Nθ23 librate.
We note that the libration of Ψ in this case does not indicate a
“real” three-planet resonance but is the necessary consequence
of the libration of two-body resonance angles.

Similar to the resonant structure near the stable symmetric
ACR (Fig. 11), the librating region of MMR23 extends in the e1
(but not e2) direction while the one of MMR12 extends along
the e2 direction. The MMR between planets m1,m3 (MMR13)
and the Laplace resonance appear as the intersection of MMR12
and MMR23. With increasing displacement from the ACR, we
notice a broad stripe with small χ2 in Fig. 16(a) that divides the
libration zone into two parts, namely Region 1 and Region 2
again. Such “chaotic border” is similar to the one in Fig. 11(a)
for Case A. And it has apparent correspondence in the dynamical
map in Fig. 14(b) for Case B.

Judging from the χ2 value, the orbits in Region 1 are involved
in all three two-body MMRs and the three-body Laplace reso-
nance. The motion is nearly the same as the one in Case A shown
in Fig. 12, only except that the resonance centre is at the asym-
metric values. Close to the ACR solution, the motion is regular,
and departing away from the ACR the irregularity increases, as
shown by the max(∆e) value in Fig. 14(b). However, in Region
2, which is far away from the ACR solution, the small max(∆e)
value indicates that the motion is regular, although the χ2 value
implies that some resonances have broken. To show the orbital
behaviour in Region 2, we illustrate a typical example in Fig. 17.

As shown in Fig. 17, the period ratios n1/n2, n2/n3 still stay
close to the nominal values (2,1.5). The eccentricities oscillate
regularly around the centre (e∗1, e

∗
2, e
∗
3) = (0.19, 0.072, 0.035) that

is quite far away from the ACR solution. Instead of librating
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Fig. 17. The same as Fig.13, but the initial conditions are from the high
eccentricity region of Fig. 14 (see text).

around the ACRs (the unstable symmetric one and the two stable
asymmetric ones), the resonant angles behave in a similar way as
the ones in Case A illustrated in Fig. 13, that is, all the two-body
MMRs occur (at least one of the corresponding resonant angles
librates) while the three-body Laplace resonance does not (φ0
circulates). Therefore, the “joint two-body resonance” happens
in this region of (relatively) high eccentricity.

The orbits of “joint two-body resonance” found in both
Cases A and B (Figs. 13&17) reveal that this configuration can
occur in a wide range of initial conditions. We note that such
mode of stable “joint two-body resonance” is missed in our av-
eraged model, i.e. the motion is not the resonant periodic orbits,
but it is a common outcome from planetary migration and tidal
dissipation, as shown in Morrison et al. (2020).

4.5. Stable motion inside the 1:2:3 resonant chain

Basically, in the close neighbourhood of the ACR solutions as we
have investigated in this paper, two types of stable motion of the
1:2:3 resonant chain can be found. One is the stable ACR (res-
onant periodic orbits) and the associated quasi-periodic motion,
where all the resonant angles, including the two-body MMRs
and the Laplace resonance angle, are librating (χ2 > 1). The
other one is the “joint two-body MMR”, where θ12, θ23 and θ1

13
are librating while the Laplace angle φ0 circulates. Judging from
the dynamical maps and our long-term numerical simulations,
the difference in stability between these two types of motion is
negligible. Therefore, in the close vicinity of the nominal reso-
nance, we might conclude that the individual two-body MMRs
dominate the stability of the 1:2:3 resonant chain, while the libra-
tion of the three-body Laplace angle is not a necessary condition
of the resonant chain but a necessary outcome of the two-body
resonant angles’ librating.

This feature can be explained through the Hamiltonian
model. The perturbed part H1 of Hamiltonian in Eq. (7) only
contains the interactions between each two planets. After the
numerical averaging process (eliminating all the non-resonant
term), up to the 1st order in planet-star mass ratio, the final aver-
aged Hamiltonian H̄ in Eq. (13) only contains the terms induced
by the two-body MMRs but not the three-body resonance. Con-

sequently, for a planetary system close to a resonant chain, the
dynamics is mainly dominated by the two-body MMRs.

Therefore, if we can verify that a planetary system locates
inside all the two-body MMRs (at least one critical resonant an-
gle librates for each MMR), no matter how the Laplace angle φ0
behaves, we will know for sure that the resonant chain is formed.
In the practice of dynamical studies, the χ2 indicator can distin-
guish libration from circulation and thus provide the priori esti-
mation of the stability in short-time numerical integration (only
up to tens of resonant periods, empirically 104-105 synodic peri-
ods), which is in fact easy to perform.

In addition, the three-body Laplace resonant angle φ0 can
be easily detected in transit data. Once the orbital periods and
semi-major axes of the planets are determined, the behaviour of
φ0 is often adopted as an indicator to probe whether the planetary
system is involved in a resonant chain (e.g. Jontof-Hutter et al.
2016). According to our analyses of the 1:2:3 resonant chain, the
libration of the three-body resonant angle can almost ensure that
the system is librating around a certain ACR. In this case, the dy-
namics and the possible behaviours of the orbital elements can be
explained and predicted by studying the Hamiltonian topology
and the dynamical maps on appropriate representative planes.

If a system is not in the close vicinity of the nominal reso-
nances, i.e. if the offset from the exact period commensurability
is considerable, the pure three-body MMRs (with absence of any
two-body MMR) may play its role. Recently, Rath et al. (2022)
propose an analytical model (perturbed pendulum) of the chaotic
dynamics near the resonant chain, and they demonstrate that the
pure three-body resonances should appear as the secondary reso-
nance with the critical angle defined asΨ[M,N] = Mϕ+Nψ, where
ϕ and ψ are the critical angles of individual two-body MMRs:

ϕ = k21λ2 − k12λ1, ψ = k23λ2 − k32λ3. (23)

Note the ϖ terms have been neglected. Obviously, the
[M,N]=[1,1] type is the largest secondary resonance (for the
example of the 1st order three-body resonance, see Cerioni &
Beaugé 2023). For the 1:2:3 resonant chain, it’s just the Laplace
resonance φ0 = λ1 − 4λ2 + 3λ3. Specifically for the 1:2:3 res-
onant chain, Antoniadou & Voyatzis (2022) find the stable re-
gion associated with this 0th-order three-body resonance. How-
ever, we did not detect these configuration, perhaps because our
initial condition are always chosen at exact nominal resonance.
More efforts are needed to investigate how the pure three-body
resonance affects the resonant configuration and the long term
stability.

5. Resonant configuration via convergent migration

So far, we have shown both by the Hamiltonian method and
by numerical simulations what the orbital configurations might
be in a planetary resonant chain. Generally, an MMR between
two planets can be easily attained via planetary convergent mi-
gration, which can also lead multiple planets to form a reso-
nant chain and then to achieve orbital configuration of high-
eccentricity (see e.g. Voyatzis 2016). In this section, we study
whether the orbital configurations we have analysed above can
be attained through convergent migration of planets.

Due to the interaction between the planet and the circum-
stellar disk (gaseous disk or planetesimal disk), the migration
of planet is quite common. For simplicity, in this paper the mi-
gration is simulated by adding an artificial dissipative force on
the planet. Specifically, the torque acting on the i-th planet is
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assumed as (see e.g. Delisle et al. 2015):

r̈i = −

 vi

2τa,i
+

2(vi · ri)ri

r2
i τe,i

 , (24)

where ri, vi are the position and velocity vector, and τa,i, τe,i are
timescales of orbital migration and eccentricity damping, for the
i-th planet. Up to the first order in eccentricity, the effects of the
dissipative force on the planetary semi-major axis and eccentric-
ity read:

ai(t) = ai(t = 0) exp
(
−

t
τa,i

)
, ei(t) = ei(t = 0) exp

(
−

t
τe,i

)
. (25)

Constant timescales were adopted in our simulations, and in or-
der to fulfil the global convergent condition (e.g. Beaugé & Ce-
rioni 2022; Wong & Lee 2024), different migration parameters
will be chosen for different resonant chains.

5.1. 1:2:3 resonant chain

To reach the 1:2:3 resonant chain, following Beaugé & Cerioni
(2022), we assumed that all three planets migrated inward and
the migration timescales τa,i were set to be 0.5, 0.2, 0.1 Gyr for
planets m1,m2 and m3. The eccentricity damping timescales τe,i
were set in such a way that for each planet κ = τa,i/τe,i = 50. As
we did for the dynamical maps, the initial semi-major axis of m2
is set to be a2 = 1 AU. All planets start from coplanar and circu-
lar orbits and the initial period ratios T2/T1 and T3/T2 are set in a
15×15 grid in the ranges of [2.01, 2.02] and [1.51, 1.53]. The ini-
tial angles ϖi, λi were all set to be 0◦. This choice corresponds
to a collinear configuration, in which the mutual distances be-
tween planets are minimum. All the orbits starting from the 225
initial conditions were then integrated for a total time span of
T = 107 yr.

During the numerical integrations, we keep tracking the be-
haviour of the resonant offset ∆i j = ni/n j − k j/ki between the
adjacent planets. Once all the resonant offsets are smaller than
a given level ∆c

i j, we then monitor the behaviour of resonant an-
gles by checking their χ2 and classify the motion. It should be
noted that the critical ∆c

i j can be chosen empirically, and after
some tests, we set ∆c

i j = 20 × (m1 + m2 + m3)/M × k j/ki.
For the 1:2:3 resonant chain, we found that only two types

of resonant configuration are achievable in our numerical sim-
ulations. The first one is that the planetary system attains the
resonant chain and eventually librates around the stable ACR
solutions (S 6, A6). One such example is shown in Fig. 18. As
the planets migrate, both period ratios n1/n2 and n2/n3 de-
crease, while the eccentricities remain close to zero. After the
system reaches the 1:2:3 resonant chain at t ≈ 106 yr, the pe-
riod ratios are subsequently locked into the resonance and the
eccentricities are excited from then on. Meanwhile, all the an-
gles begin to librate around the values of the symmetric ACR,
(θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (0, π, 0, π), i.e. the S 6 family. Once the
bifurcation point is reached at t ≈ 2.4 × 106 yr, the system
follows the asymmetric family A6 and finally librates around
the asymmetric ACR at about (e∗1, e

∗
2, e
∗
3, θ
∗
12,∆ϖ

∗
12, θ

∗
23,∆ϖ

∗
23) =

(0.0371, 0.0623, 0.0345, 24.6◦,−133.5◦, 0.5◦, 178.9◦).
The second one is the “joint two-body MMR”, of which an

example is shown in Fig. 19. Similar patterns as in Fig. 18 can be
observed for (n1/n2, n2/n3, e1, e2, e3): once the system encoun-
ters the 1:2:3 resonant chain, the eccentricities monotonously
increase while the period ratios remain at the nominal values.
However, the resonant angles seem not be affected by the ACRs
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the right panels. The planetary system is captured in symmetric config-
uration S 6 firstly, subsequently evolves along the A6 family and finally
librates around the asymmetric configuration.
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Fig. 19. The same as Fig. 18 but for a “joint two-body MMR” case (see
text). In the final resonance configuration, ∆ϖ12 and φ0 circulate while
θ12, θ23, and ∆ϖ23 librate. The vertical lines in the left panels indicate
two moments t1 = 1.2 Myr and t2 = 1.8 Myr.

of the resonant chain, and the three-body Laplace resonant angle
(φ0) always circulates but not librates. All these regular dynam-
ics inside the 1:2:3 resonant chain are just as predicted by our
previous analyses.

Comparing the orbital evolution in Fig. 18 and in Fig. 19,
we find that in the latter case the period ratio n2/n3 has been
trapped to 1.5 (3:2) at t1 ≈ 1.2 × 106 yr. At this moment, n1/n2
has not reached the nominal value of 2.0, but a change of the
relative migration rate can be seen clearly in the top left panel of
Fig. 19. The 1:2 commensurability between the inner two planets
however seems to occur later at t2 ≈ 1.8 × 106 yr. Its influence
on the resonant chain is reflected by the small “spikes” in the e2
and e3 variation in two bottom left panels.
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The evolution in Fig. 19 seemingly implies that the dynam-
ical configuration a resonant chain finally takes might be influ-
enced by the forming sequence of individual two-body MMRs.
But in fact, which configuration the resonant chain will occupy
depends on the masses of planets, the initial conditions and the
migration rates in a very complicated way. We check carefully
all the 225 planetary systems in our simulations, and find that
totally 180 out of 225 systems are trapped in the motion around
the ACR as in Fig. 18 and the rest 45 systems are finally trapped
in the joint two-body MMR. Unfortunately, we were unable to
find out a rule regarding which type of motion a system will fi-
nally take in the resonant chain, libration around ACR or joint
two-body MMR.

Aiming to check whether the 1:2:3 resonant chain can be
formed through planets’ migration and whether the periodic so-
lutions can also be obtained in this way, we have set the initial
period ratios very close to the target resonant chain in our simu-
lations. We performed some extra simulations from initial period
ratios far from the resonant chain (n1/n2 > 2.1, n2/n3 > 1.6), and
found that the capture into the resonance chain can also succeed,
and all the captured systems are in either stable ACR or the joint
two-body MMRs. The eccentricities may also affect the capture
and the subsequent evolution. We note that the eccentricities will
be inhibited by the eccentricity damping effect in the numerical
model. However, for cases where the system encounters the 1:2:3
resonant chain in eccentric orbits (typically e ∈ [0.05, 0.1]), the
resonant chain can also be achieved but the system may tem-
porarily stay around the resonant chain with relatively large li-
bration amplitudes. Such a large eccentricity variation may drive
the system out of the resonant chain and eventually leaves only
individual two-body MMRs. Therefore, in the following investi-
gations, we only focus on the capture starting near the resonant
chain and from near circular orbits.

5.2. Other resonant chains

So far, our investigations are on the 1:2:3 resonant chain. The
consistence between the averaged Hamiltonian and the numeri-
cal simulations motivates us to extend our semi-analytical model
to other resonant chains. As far as we know, previous works, e.g.
Morrison et al. (2020); Kajtazi et al. (2023), focus mainly on the
1st order resonant chains with (k21 − k12 = k32 − k23 = 1). To
show how our methods may work for general resonant chains,
below we present our analyses on some other resonant chains.
We also note that starting from circular orbits, the ACR solu-
tions of a resonant chain may emerge as symmetric configura-
tions with critical resonant angles being 0, π, or as asymmetric
ones.

5.2.1. Cases starting from symmetric configuration

We will show two cases, a 2:3:5 resonant chain and a 3:5:7 reso-
nant chain. The former is a resonant chain of mixed orders con-
sisting of the 1st and 2nd order MMRs between adjacent plan-
ets, while the latter is a resonant chain with two second order
MMRs. Although no exoplanetary system has been confirmed in
these resonant configuration, we present these two examples to
demonstrate the availability of methods introduced in this paper
for higher-order resonances. Meanwhile the existence of such
configuration but absence of such real systems also implies that
the stability of such configuration is weak.

For the 2:3:5 resonant chain, we consider the fictitious plan-
etary system with central star of mass M = 1 and three planets
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Fig. 20. Resonant capture and evolution of the 2:3:5 resonant chain on
the eccentricities plane. The stable (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (0, π, π, π)
ACR is indicated by blue dashed lines while the grey dots show the
migrating path of the system evolving to higher eccentricities.

m1 = m2 = m3 = m = 10−6, and as before, the semi-major axis
of m2 is set as a2 = 1 AU. Using the same technique we have ap-
plied to the 1:2:3 resonance chain, we obtain the symmetric and
asymmetric ACR solutions and their stabilities for the 2:3:5 res-
onant chain. Following the definition of critical angles in Eq.(9),
we define{
θ12 = 3λ2 − 2λ1 −ϖ1, ∆ϖ12 = ϖ1 −ϖ2,

θ23 = 5λ3 − 3λ2 − 2ϖ2, ∆ϖ23 = ϖ2 −ϖ3,
(26)

and we find that the symmetric family with
(θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (0, π, π, π) is the unique stable
ACR arising from the circular configuration. Along this family,
the planets may evolve to the configuration of high eccentricities
when the angular momentum G decreases. This stable sym-
metric family finally halts at (e1, e2, e3) = (0.311, 0.275, 0.294)
where the planetary system may experience close encounters.
Our detailed analyses on the dynamical maps reveal that all
the regular motions we found in this 2:3:5 resonant chain are
characterised by quasi-periodic libration around the ACR.

To investigate the formation and evolution of this resonant
chain, we perform numerical simulations of the convergent mi-
gration and resonance capture again. The initial period ratio
T2/T1 is uniformly distributed in the range [1.51, 1.53], and
T3/T2 in [1.68, 1.71]. All planets’ initial orbits are assumed to be
coplanar and circular, and the angles ϖi = 0, λi = 0. The migra-
tion timescales for three planets τa,1, τa,2, τa,3 are set as 0.3, 0.2,
0.1 Gyr, respectively, and the eccentricity damping time scale τe,i
is set to satisfy κ = τa,i/τe,i = 100.

We find that all of 225 fictitious systems are captured into
the 2:3:5 resonant chain and evolve along the stable symmetric
family (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (0, π, π, π). Instead of plotting
the evolutions of orbital elements and the resonant angles, we
depict on eccentricities planes the migrating path along this ACR
family in Fig. 20. It’s clear that this stable ACR family guides
the migration of the planetary system. The evolution eventually
stops at (e∗1, e

∗
2, e
∗
3) = (0.0460, 0.0612, 0.0122) in this example,

but surely the final status depends on the migrating parameters.
If all the torques on planets disappear at this moment, the system
will oscillate around the stable ACR at (e∗1, e

∗
2, e
∗
3) in long term.

For the case of the 3:5:7 resonant chain, the critical angles
are defined as in Eq.(9){
θ12 = 5λ2 − 3λ1 − 2ϖ1, ∆ϖ12 = ϖ1 −ϖ2,

θ23 = 7λ3 − 5λ2 − 2ϖ2, ∆ϖ23 = ϖ2 −ϖ3,
(27)

and the stable symmetric ACR of (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) =
(π, π, π, π) was found to dominate the regular motion when the
eccentricities are small. This symmetric ACR solution loses
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Fig. 21. The same as Fig. 20 but for the 3:5:7 resonant chain.
The blue dashed lines indicate the location of the stable ACR of
(θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (π, π, π, π).

its stability at (e1, e2, e3) = (0.196, 0.238, 0.0845) and it bi-
furcates into two branches of asymmetric families in a simi-
lar way as in the 1:2:3 resonant chain. Along the asymmet-
ric family, the eccentricities might finally attain (e1, e2, e3) =
(0.267, 0.568, 0.617). Since both the 3:5 and 5:7 MMRs are rel-
atively high order resonances, the resonant capture can be ob-
served only if the migration is very slow. We show an example
of the formation of 3:5:7 resonant chain in Fig. 21, where the
migration timescales τa,1, τa,2, τa,3 for three planets are 5, 2, and
1 Gyr, respectively. In fact, if a faster migration rate is applied,
most of the systems will skip the 3:5:7 resonance chain and fall
into a more compact configuration. We note that such a phe-
nomenon has been reported in Kajtazi et al. (2023).

To produce the 3:5:7 resonant chain as in Fig. 21, we started
our simulations from initial (n1/n2, n2/n3) = (1.668, 1.402),
which are very close to the nominal values in the resonant chain.
And an eccentricity damping effect with κ = 100 was imposed
in our simulations. The system evolves along the stable symmet-
ric ACR (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (π, π, π, π) and the eccentricity
damping effect finally halts the system around the configuration
(e∗1, e

∗
2, e
∗
3) = (0.0272, 0.0627, 0.0356).

5.2.2. Cases starting from asymmetric configuration

For all the aforementioned cases (1:2:3, 2:3:5, and 3:5:7 resonant
chains), the stable ACR solutions arising from the circular con-
figuration are always symmetric ones. As a result, the three-body
Laplace angle φ0 is always librating around the symmetric value,
0 or π. In this sense, if the φ0 is found to librate around 0 or π,
the system must be in such a resonant chain. However, this rule
breaks for the 2:3:4 resonant chain. Siegel & Fabrycky (2021)
find that the unreduced three-body critical angle 2φ0 (they adopt
2φ0 = 2λ1 +4λ3 −6λ2 instead of φ0) for the 2:3:4 resonant chain
shift to asymmetric values ∼162◦ and ∼198◦, instead of the sym-
metric value 2π.

Motivated by this interesting result, we apply our model to
the 2:3:4 resonant chain with mass parameters M = 1,m1 =
m2 = m3 = 10−5, similar to the ones in Siegel & Fabrycky
(2021). The the resonant angles are{
θ12 = 3λ2 − 2λ1 −ϖ1, ∆ϖ12 = ϖ1 −ϖ2,

θ23 = 4λ3 − 3λ2 −ϖ2, ∆ϖ23 = ϖ2 −ϖ3.
(28)

Different from the 1:2:3 case, the final averaged Hamiltonian
H̄ for the 2:3:4 resonant chain is not 2π-periodically depen-
dent on the angles (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23). Following the proce-
dure in Appendix A, we find that the degeneracy of these four
resonant angles are (2, 2, 2, 1), respectively. Instead of the sym-
metric ACRs, we found two stable asymmetric ACRs in the near-
circular configuration. We present these ACRs by black lines in
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Fig. 22. Resonant capture and evolution of the 2:3:4 resonant chain. The
black lines indicate the location of the asymmetric ACR solution arising
from the circular configuration. The grey dots stand for the capture and
evolution of planets by the resonant chain in the numerically simulated
convergent migration.

Fig. 22. For better view, only one of the two asymmetric families
is plotted in Fig. 22, the other family simply takes the same val-
ues in terms of (e1, e2, e3) and the symmetrically opposite values
of the resonant angles.

Starting from circular orbits and initial period ratios T2/T1
uniformly in [1.51,1.53] and T3/T2 in [1.34,1.36], three plan-
ets m1,m2,m3 in 225 fictitious systems with different initial
period ratios are forced to migrate with migration timescales
τa,i = 1, 0.5, 0.2 Gyr, while the eccentricity damping effect satis-
fies κ = τa,i/τe,i = 50. All these systems are eventually captured
into either one of the two asymmetric ACR families. And a typi-
cal example of resonant capture and evolution is overlaid on the
stable ACRs in Fig. 22.

As shown in Fig. 22(c)(d), once the system reaches
the 2:3:4 resonant chain just after the migration be-
gins when the orbits are still near circular, the reso-
nant angles are immediately locked into the asymmetric
value (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) = (27.0◦, 144.8◦, 9.9◦, 162.7◦)
and the Laplace angle librates around 2φ0 = 162.7◦
(Mod[360◦]). The system evolves subsequently along the
asymmetric ACR family and eventually librates around the
ACR located at (e∗1, e

∗
2, e
∗
3) = (0.0357, 0.0512, 0.0265) and

(θ∗12,∆ϖ
∗
12, θ

∗
23,∆ϖ

∗
23) = (33.4◦, 138.4◦, 15.0◦, 160.0◦).

Therefore, for the 2:3:4 resonant chain, our numerically av-
eraged Hamiltonian successfully predicts the librating centres of
resonant angles, as well as the adiabatic evolution induced by
the convergent migration. In fact, starting from circular orbits,
asymmetric ACR solutions are also found in the 3:4:6 and the
12:15:20 resonant chains (Siegel & Fabrycky 2021), and our cal-
culations detected three and four stable ACR families starting
from the circular configuration, respectively. For reference, we
list in Table 2 the basic properties of the ACR solutions in some
low-order three-planet resonant chains.

From Table 2, we see the number of stable ACR solutions
is equal to the highest degeneracy number of the correspond-
ing resonant angles. This number, and the symmetry properties
(symmetric or asymmetric) of these stable ACR families, might
depend not only on the resonant orders, but also on the degen-
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Table 2. The properties of ACR solutions in low-order three-planet res-
onant chain. The resonant chain is given in the first column. The degen-
eracies (see Appendix A) of the resonant angles (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23)
defined as in Eq.(9) are in the second column. The third column gives
the Laplace angle φ0 = l1λ1 + l2λ2 + l3λ3 by the coefficients (l1, l2, l3).
The number of ACR families we found are given in the fourth column,
with suffixes ‘S’ and ‘A’ indicating ‘symmetric’ and ‘asymmetric’, re-
spectively. The libration centre(s) of φ0 are in the fifth column.

Chain Degeneracy φ0 ACRs Centre
1:2:3 (1,1,1,1) (1,−4, 3) 1S 180
1:2:4 (1,1,1,1) (1,−3, 2) 1S 180
2:3:4 (2,2,2,1) (1,−3, 2) 2A ±82
2:3:5 (1,1,1,1) (4,−9, 5) 1S 180
2:3:6 (2,2,2,1) (1, 1,−2) 2A ±90
3:4:5 (1,1,1,1) (3,−8, 5) 1S 180
3:4:6 (3,3,3,1) (1,−2, 1) 1S+2A 180, ±51
3:4:8 (1,1,1,1) (3,−5, 2) 1S 180
3:5:7 (1,1,1,1) (3,−10, 7) 1S 0
3:6:8 (1,1,1,1) (1,−5, 4) 1S 180
4:6:9 (1,1,1,1) (2,−5, 3) 1S 180

12:15:20 (4,4,4,1) (1,−2, 1) 4A ±135,±45

eracies of the involved two-body MMRs. A general model for
this question is still needed.

5.3. Remarks on final resonant configurations

As we have shown above, starting from circular configuration
(e1 = e2 = e3 = 0), the stable families of periodic orbits (ACR
solutions, either symmetric or asymmetric) always exist in the
resonant chains. These solutions guide the formation and adia-
batic evolution of the resonant chains during the planetary migra-
tion. Depending on the migration parameters (τa,i, τe,i) and ini-
tial conditions, a triple-planetary system finally attains different
configurations of resonant chain, including quasi-periodic mo-
tion around the ACR solutions and the joint two-body MMRs.

After the three planets have been trapped in a resonant chain,
they may acquire high eccentricities as the system evolves along
the path defined by the ACR solutions as the convergent mi-
gration continues. There are also some ACR solutions in the
high eccentricity region that do not originate from the circu-
lar configuration (Voyatzis 2016). Since our methods of finding
the ACR solutions work for arbitrary eccentricities, these high-
eccentricity configurations can be calculated, but they cannot be
attained through the adiabatic process from circular orbits as de-
scribed above. Considering the fact that the typical eccentricities
in the resonant chain are small (see e.g. Sun et al. 2017), we skip
these configurations in this paper.

Another factor that can affect the final orbital configuration
in a resonant chain is the planetary masses. For massive plan-
ets (e.g. Jupiter mass), the short-term perturbations will mani-
fest their significances, and thus the formation and evolution of
resonances in the system may not be smooth (adiabatic). One
numerical example of the 1:2:4 resonant chain of massive plan-
ets can be found in Voyatzis (2016). The system can be captured
into resonances through chaotic (irregular) processes and finally
attain configurations of high eccentricities. Last but not least, in a
compact planetary system, the tidal effect may modify the plan-
ets’ semimajor axes and eccentricities in an adiabatic way, thus
it might play an important role in shaping the configuration of
a resonant chain. As a matter of fact, the most well-known res-
onant chain, the literal ‘Laplace resonance’ in the three Jovian

moons is believed to have formed through the tidal evolution
(see e.g. Malhotra 1991).

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we generalize the semi-analytical model of MMR
between two planets to the resonant chain in the triple-planetary
systems. By constructing and appropriately averaging the Hamil-
tonian that describes the dynamics of three planets in a resonant
chain, we numerically compute the periodic orbits in the reso-
nant chain. The periodic orbits in the resonance (a.k.a. apsidal
corotational resonance, ACR solutions) are the stationary solu-
tions to the averaged Hamiltonian equations and correspond to
the extrema of the Hamiltonian function, which can be searched
out numerically in the phase space.

Adopt the 1:2:3 resonant chain in the Kepler-51 system as an
example, we calculated these ACR solutions and then analysed
their stabilities by checking the topologies of the Hamiltonian on
different representative planes.

The stable symmetric ACRs we found are in good agreement
with the stable symmetric periodic orbits obtained previously
through the continuation method (Antoniadou & Voyatzis 2022).
The symmetric ACR solutions lose their stabilities as the eccen-
tricities increase, and they might bifurcate to asymmetric ACRs,
which create stable configurations in the high-eccentricity re-
gion.

To investigate the orbital dynamics of the resonant chain near
the stable ACRs, we construct dynamical maps on the represen-
tative (e1, e2) plane and associate the orbital features with the
Hamiltonian topology on the same plane. The dynamical maps
show that the domain near the stable ACRs is always charac-
terised by regular motion of quasi-periodic libration. The con-
sistence between the topology and dynamical map simplifies
the calculation of stability of planetary systems in the resonant
chain.

The behaviour of resonant angles in the resonant chain might
be so complicated that we cannot always determine the reso-
nance state simply by checking whether the corresponding criti-
cal angle is librating or not. In some cases, the short-term pertur-
bations muddle the libration of resonance angles even when the
system is dominated by the resonance. Thus, we calculate the de-
viation (χ2) of a resonant angle from a uniform distribution, and
empirically define the χ2 criterion to distinguish the resonance.

In the vicinity of the ACRs, we found two types of stable mo-
tion in the resonant chain. One is the periodic or quasi-periodic
motion at/around the ACR solution, which is characterised by
concurrent libration of the two-body resonant angles and the
three-body Laplace angle. And the other is the quasi-periodic
motion, in which only the two-body resonant angles but not the
Laplace angle librate. We denote the latter motion as “joint two-
body MMRs”. Another difference between these two types of
motion is that the centre (in terms of eccentricities and critical
angles) of libration for the former is just the ACR solution while
for the latter the ACR is not even “reached” by the libration. Ac-
cording to our experiences, in both cases, the two-body MMRs
between planet pairs are the essential mechanism that stabilises
the planetary resonant chain, and the pure three-body resonance
contributes little to the stability. Last but not least, we note that
the two-body MMRs in a resonant chain is not the same as the
usual two-body resonance that is isolated from other planets in a
planetary system.

Just like the usual two-body MMR, the resonant chain could
also be formed via convergent migration of planets. Setting care-
fully the initial conditions and migration velocities for each
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planet, we verify the formation and evolution of resonant chain.
Starting from near circular orbits, the planets can be trapped
to form the resonant chain. And all these systems are either
in the quasi-periodic orbits around the ACR solution or in the
joint two-body MMRs as predicted by our model. As the migra-
tion continues, the system will evolve to high-eccentricity region
along the ACR solutions.

In the high-eccentricity region, there exist some ACR solu-
tions that are not arising from near circular orbits. These solu-
tions can also be determined using the methods introduced in
this paper, but these resonant configuration generally cannot be
achieved through the convergent migration. In addition, such res-
onant chain of high eccentricity has relatively poor stability.

The configuration and stability of a resonant chain may be
affected by the planetary mass. Not only the locations of the
ACRs change, but also the stability region shrinks as the individ-
ual planet mass increases. In fact, the more massive the planets,
the stronger the disturbances between planets. Thus the resonant
chains, especially those compact ones, are more likely to occur
in planetary systems of sub-Neptunes or even lighter planets.

Our methods introduced in this paper can be applied to
any resonant chains. We have shown briefly our calculations
of the ACR solutions and formation for the 2:3:5, 3:5:7, 2:3:4,
3:4:6, and 12:15:20 resonant chains. Diversified orbital configu-
rations are found in different systems. Particularly, both symmet-
ric ACR solutions (e.g. in the 1:2:3, 2:3:5, 3:5:7 resonant chains)
and asymmetric ones (e.g. in 2:3:4, 2:3:6, 3:4:6, and 12:15:20)
emerge from circular orbits. Our methods can also be applied to
longer resonant chains consisting of more than 3 planets. As an
example we calculated in Appendix B the periodic solutions of
the four-planet 3:4:6:8 resonant chain in Kepler-223, and show
the resonant configurations as the function of scaled AMD δ.
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Appendix A: Degeneracy of the resonance

The literal expansion of perturbation partH1 of the Hamiltonian
in Eq.(7) takes the form

H1 =
∑

1≤i< j≤n

pi p j

m0
− G

mim j

ri j
=

∑
1≤i< j≤n

H1,i j

(
θi j,∆ϖi j,Qi j

)
=

∑
1≤i< j≤n

∑
l,m,k

Hlmk
1,i j cos

(
lθi j + m∆ϖi j + kQi j

)
,

(A.1)

where l,m, k ∈ Z, θi j = k jiλ j − ki jλi − (k ji − ki j)ϖi,∆ϖi j =
ϖi −ϖ j,Qi j = λi − λ j. After the numerically averaging process,
terms with k , 0 in Eq.(A.1) will not appear in the averaged
Hamiltonian H̄ . Thus, the literal expansion of H̄1 can be reduced
to

H̄1 =
∑

1≤i< j≤n

1
TQi j

∫ TQi j

0

(
pi p j

m0
− G

mim j

ri j

)
dQi j

=
∑

1≤i< j≤n

H1,i j

(
θi j,∆ϖi j

)
=

∑
1≤i< j≤n

∑
l,m

Hlm
1,i j cos

(
lθi j + m∆ϖi j

)
.

(A.2)

There are n(n − 1) resonant angles (θi j,∆ϖi j), 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n
appearing in the final expression at first glance. But in fact, these
angles are linearly dependent. If we choose the two-body res-
onant angles between the adjacent planet pair θi,i+1,∆ϖi,i+1 to
characterise the configuration, due to the resonance between the
non-adjacent planets in the resonant chain, the coefficients of the
angles θi,i+1,∆ϖi,i+1 may be fractions rather than integers. As a
result, the Hamiltonian may not be 2π-periodic for all the res-
onant angles, e.g. the resonant configuration characterised by
(θ12,∆ϖ12, · · · , θn−1,n,∆ϖn−1,n) may not be identical to the one
by (θ12 + 2π,∆ϖ12, · · · , θn−1,n,∆ϖn−1,n). For instance, the reso-
nant angles for the 2:3:4 resonant chain are{
θ12 = 3λ2 − 2λ1 −ϖ1, ∆ϖ12 = ϖ1 −ϖ2,

θ23 = 4λ3 − 3λ2 −ϖ2, ∆ϖ23 = ϖ2 −ϖ3.
(A.3)

And the resonant angles between planets m1,m3

θ13 = 2λ3 − λ1 −ϖ1, ∆ϖ13 = ϖ1 −ϖ3 (A.4)

can be linearly expressed by θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23 as

θ13 =
1
2

(θ12 + θ23 − ∆ϖ12) , ∆ϖ13 = ∆ϖ12 + ∆ϖ23. (A.5)

In this case, θ12, θ23, and ∆ϖ12 are not 2π-periodic angles, but
4π-periodic.

Generally, we define the degeneracy of an angle ϕ (ϕ stands
for any one of θi j,∆ϖi j) as the smallest positive integer q which
satisfies the following condition:

H̄1
(
θ12, · · · , ϕ, · · · , θn−1,n,∆ϖn−1,n

)
= H̄1

(
θ12, · · · , ϕ + 2qπ, · · · , θn−1,n,∆ϖn−1,n

)
.

(A.6)

Therefore, for the 2:3:4 resonant chain, the degeneracy of the
angles (θ12,∆ϖ12, θ23,∆ϖ23) are (2, 2, 2, 1). The topology of the
averaged Hamiltonian with e1 = e2 = e3 = 10−4 on angular
plane is shown in Fig. A.1, in which the periodicity confirms the
degeneracy of resonant angles. From the plots in Fig. A.1, we
also note that no stable symmetric configuration exists for near
circular orbit.

According to the form of averaged Hamiltonian, the asym-
metric ACRs always appear in pair. If an ACR locates
at (θ12,∆ϖ12, · · · , θn−1,n,∆ϖn−1,n), one must find an ACR at
(−θ12,−∆ϖ12, · · · ,−θn−1,n,−∆ϖn−1,n).
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Fig. A.1. Topology of the averaged Hamiltonian for the 2:3:4 resonant
chain on (a) (θ12,∆ϖ12) plane and (b) (θ23,∆ϖ23) plane. The black and
red solid circles indicate the location of the stable and unstable ACRs,
respectively.

Appendix B: Extension to four-planet resonant
chain: Kepler-223 as an example

The methods introduced in this paper can be extended to reso-
nant chains of more planets. As an example, we briefly present
our analyses on the four-planet system Kepler-223, in which the
orbital periods are close to T1 : T2 : T3 : T4 = 3 : 4 : 6 : 8.
The following resonant angles are adopted to characterise the
resonant configuration.
θ12 = 4λ2 − 3λ1 −ϖ1, ∆ϖ12 = ϖ1 −ϖ2,

θ23 = 3λ3 − 2λ2 −ϖ2, ∆ϖ23 = ϖ2 −ϖ3,

θ34 = 4λ4 − 3λ3 −ϖ3, ∆ϖ34 = ϖ3 −ϖ4.

(B.1)

After some algebra, we obtain the degeneracy of these resonant
angles as (3, 3, 6, 2, 2, 1), which means that the searching for res-
onant configuration will be done in T 6 = [0, 6π] × [0, 6π] ×
[0, 12π] × [0, 4π] × [0, 4π] × [0, 2π]. The numerical averaging
over the synodic angle Q reduces the final Hamiltonian to 6 DoF
with two free parameters, the spacing parameter L and the total
angular momentum G,

L =
4∑

i=1

Λi

ki
, G =

4∑
i=1

Λi − Γi, (B.2)

where Λi and Γi are the Poincaré variables as in Eq.(8).
We only consider here the stable ACRs that correspond to li-

bration in the resonance. Taking the mass parameters of Kepler-
223 from Mills et al. (2016), and following the geometric method
described in the main text, we found 6 (= 2×3) families of stable
ACR. In Fig. B.1 we summarise the locations and configurations
of these ACR families as the function of the scaled AMD, de-
fined in the same way as Eq.(18), δ =

∑4
i=1 Γi/L. We also plot

the Laplace angles φ123 = λ1 + λ3 − 2λ2, φ234 = λ2 + 2λ4 − 3λ3
for adjacent three planets. It’s worth noting that the six asymmet-
ric solutions we obtained actually take only three configurations,
and each configuration contains two branches that are symmet-
ric with respect to each other. That’s why only three lines in each
panel for eccentricities in Fig. B.1 can be seen.

Our results obtained from the averaged Hamiltonian are con-
sistent with the analytical results (Delisle 2017). Since the ana-
lytical model in Delisle (2017) is truncated at the first order of
eccentricity, it gives constant critical angles at the ACR solu-
tions. However, our method provides more precise results. Some
resonant angles θi j,∆ϖi j are found to experience large variations
along the ACR solutions, while the three-planet Laplace angle
φ123 remains almost constant.
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Fig. B.1. Locations and resonant configurations of six families of stable ACR for the 4-planet resonant chain in Kepler-223. The variations of
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