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Variational principles are important in the investigatiohlarge classes of physical systems. They can be
used both as analytical methods as well as starting pointhéoformulation of powerful computational tech-
nigues such as dynamical optimization methods. Systenimsoliérged objects in dielectric media and systems
with magnetically active particles are important examplesthese examples and other important cases, the
variational principles describing the system are requtcedbey a number of constraints. These constraints
are implemented within the variational formulation by mea Lagrange multipliers. Such constrained vari-
ational formulations are in general not unique. For theiappibn of efficient simulation methods, one must
find specific formulations that satisfy a number of importeaniditions. An often required condition is that the
functional be positive-definite, in other words, its exteebe actual minima. In this article, we present a general
approach to attack the problem of finding, among equivalangtional functionals, those that generate true
minima. The method is based on the modification of the Lagrangltiplier which allows us to generate large
families of effective variational formulations associteith a single original constrained variational principle
We demonstrate its application to different examples amghairticular, to the important cases of Poisson and
Poisson-Boltzmann equations. We show how to obtain variatiformulations for these systems with extrema
that are always minima.

I. INTRODUCTION motivated by the idea of a dynamical optimization of the func
tional [6], for example, replace the computation of the éxac

The formulation of equilibrium or dynamical problems in Potential at each step for an approximate value. Consider th
terms of variational principles is important in severafetif ~ Problem of simulating charges in the presence of dielectric
ent contexts. Standard formulations of the laws of mectsanic heterogeneities. The calculation of total electrostatitep-
thermodynamics, electromagnetism and other classicat the tial in such a system requires the computation of the induced
ries, all use variational principle5|[1-3]. Beyond theisae Polarization charge. Instead of an exact calculation, tiarp
thetic appeal, these variational principles are used i-pra ization charge is promoted to a (fictitious) dynamical viaiea
tice as ways to investigate the stability of physical phenomWith small mass. The potential contribution of the dynam-
ena, where deviations from equilibrium states or trajeegor ically evolving polarization charge density is easier taneo
is important. Path integral approaches to quantizatiohege¢ ~ Pute, while the (fictitious) dynamics of the induced charge
systems [4.]5] also require expression of the propertiegof d density is also quickly determine [9]. For such a scheme
namical systems away from their classical equilibriumetcaj {0 Work, however, it is necessary to produce a functiona wit
tories as it is understood that quantum particles exploge th@ humber of key properties.
full space of possible trajectories during their evolutid- For a given physical system, there is an infinite number of
nally, the applications of variational principles have egeel  possible variational principles that reproduce the ebriiim
as key components of numerical methods for the investigaconditions or dynamical equations of the system. But not all
tion of complex systems. These variational functionalevall ~ variational formulations are equally useful. We spell nelo
for example, the determination of equilibrium conditiorss u in detail the necessary properties of a useful functiortak |
ing direct minimization methods. Molecular dynamics simu-clear, however, that a method to generate different vanati
lations benefit of variational formulations as well: itisse-  functionals is helpful in finding functionals suitable fqri-
times possible to replace the exact evaluation of interaat v cations. We focus on specific type of functionals where not
ables for an approximate solution dictated by the giveravari only an extremum is sought, but a number of constraints on
tional principle [60]. the functional variables are imposed through Lagrange mul-

This last type of application and, in particular, the imple-tipliers. As we show in our examples, the family of systems
mentation of approximate molecular dynamics schemes fodescribed by such functionals is large and contains example
simulation of charged systems, is the key motivation of thisof both fundamental and practical relevance.

work. During the simulation of such systems, it appears nec- Thjs article presents a method for generating large familie
essary to evaluate the electric field (or the electric p&@nt  of variational functionals for a single specific problem. rOu
produced by the mobile charges at each time step, in order {@rmalism is developed for problems that satisfy constsain
determine the forces acting on the charges. This interrteediayye elaborate on the structure of the first and second vamitio
step consumes considerable computational resources and gf the functional with respect to the base function variaisie
ternatives to this procedure are highly desirable. Teal#8q the | agrange multiplier. We finally show its application to
several concrete examples, including several importasti-pr
lems in the context of charged systems. While previously we
*ffrancisco.solis@asu.edu have carried out this program in the context of two important
fim-olvera@northwestern.edu examples [9-11], generalizations of the implicit methodave
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not obvious. This article presents the methods employedthe We identify four important properties of variational func-
in a broad and more formal context. tionals. These are:A() Physical extremal pointsBj True

In section I, we establish important characteristics @&-us equilibrium evaluation,@) Convexity, and D) Simplicity. A
ful functionals. In section Ill, we examine the variatiorfs o functional that satisfies propertie&); (B), and C) leads to
the simplest general case of a functional with an unmodifiec variational principle that generates, as its extrematrtie
constraint. In section 1V, we introduce the general mettosd f minima associated with the problem.
the construction of new functionals and derive the propsrti  Property A) of our functional simply requires that at least
of their variations. Finally, in section V, we present inalet some of the stationary points of the functional should corre
a large number of examples demonstrating the usefulness spond to physically relevant configurations of the field. The
the new method. We close with some future perspectives istationarity condition will be written as:
section VI.

1]
— = =0. 4
50 Q(p) (4)
ll. PROPERTIES OF A USEFUL FUNCTIONAL This expression defines tleguilibrium equation It typically

involves derivatives of the field and should be recognizable
We begin by setting some notations. We denote a variathe expected condition of equilibrium for the system. Note
tional functional ad [p]. To avoid unwieldy notation, we stip- that, often, we will write the functional derivative ag].
ulate that the functional variable comprises the fielg(z)  Also, note that the result of the functional differentiatis
itself, along with a number of its partial derivativegp, and @ function of the space variabieon which the field variable
that the functional is presented as an integral over space: p(z) depends. Where it does not cause confusion, we omit
explicitly mentioning the space variable.
Ilp) = / Flp, 0ips- ) 1 Even W_hen the fupctiqnal might reproduge, upon vairiation,
v the equation of motion, its value at that point can be infitsel
meaningless. In most cases of interest, the functional ean b
Here, f is the functional density. To simplify notation, we identified with the energy of the system, the action of a tra-
will omit the variable of integration in most expressiong bu jectory, or some other suitable thermodynamic potentia. W
will restore it where it might help clarify the content of an note that this simple natural condition is not satisfied inimn
expression. The reduced notatidpp] instead of a more ex- ber of well studied cases: some formulations of electrizstat
plicit I[p, Oip,...], should also cause no confusion. We alsoemploy functionals that have the property of evaluatingi t

note that the base variables can be a vector of variables, byegative of the true electrostatic energy at their equilior
we will not write them explicitly unless it is necessary. To points [12] 1B].

further maintain a streamlined notation, we will assumeé tha | et us consider the case of a constrained functional. As
suitable boundary conditions are set so as to permit allsiecethe conditions of equilibrium include the satisfaction bét
sary by-parts integrations such that the boundary termsiin o constraintC(p) = 0, we note that evaluation of the functional

expressions vanish. at equilibrium reduces to the evaluation of just the firstrter
Let us introduce the general form of a functional of a systenmon the right hand side of Eq.1(2):
with a constraint: . . . .
I[P;¢]=Io[P]—Ic[P;¢]=Io[P ] )
Ips 9] = Lolpl = Lelp: ¥, @ general, we make our propert)to require that evalua-

tion of the functional be meaningful at equilibrium, prothg
physically interpretable values of energy, action or thaalg:

namic potentials. In the case of a constrained functional, w

Le[p; ] = /7/10[0]- (3)  see that this is a property of the unconstrained t&sjp.
Our third property C) is convexity or positive-definiteness.

That is,? is a Lagrange mu|tip|ier enforcing the constraint Specifically, we mean that the second variation of the func-
Clp] = 0. In writing I[p; 1], we wish to distinguish the role tional at its extremum point be strictly positive, thus iyipg
of the multipliery. I, is the part of the functional independent that the point of extremum is a minimum of the functional.
of the constraint and one that does not depend on the multlh practice, this property is crucial for applications bught
plier. The conditions of equilibrium for the system are aafet  also be difficult to obtain. All gradient methods to find stati
equations fop and«. We denote a solution of the system as ary points as well as the development of dynamical simutatio
(p*;9%) schemes require that the functional considered be a minimum

Itis clear from Eq.[(R) that the constrained functiohas a  at its stationary point. This condition can be schematcall
functional of two variable fields. From the Viewpoint of appi stated in terms of the second variation of the functionahwit
cations, it is desirable to construct a functional with agign  respect to the field,
variational field. In other words, we seek the elimination of S I[p)|pepe > 0 (6)
one of the two variableg or ¢, and the following discussion p=r '
regarding the properties that we associate with a usefa-fun In concrete examples, the second functional derivativegyiv
tional should be viewed in the light of this goal. rise to a distribution (a generalized function containimeital

with the constraint part taking the explicit form:
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functions and its derivatives). The positivity implied ig H8)  equation fori). The second condition, obtained from varia-
is to be understood as the integration of such an expressidion of the functional with respect to the multiplier is simp
against two equal functions in the space of allowed vanigtio the constraint:

Thus, the above condition is in fact a shorthand for the more

explicit statement: dypllp; ] = —C[p] = 0. (11)

9 621 In fuller notation, this reads:

5°1[p] = /dx/dy {50(:6)750@) >0, (7
op(x)dp(y) SI[p: )] /d M(y)c[ » w2
== Y Iiply

wheredp is a non-zero arbitrary variation. As with property (z) ()
(B), we actually only demand this condition at the stationary _ /d _ _ _
point p*. We expect, in general, that there be a finite-size yoly = 2)Clp(y)] Clo(z)] = 0.

neighborhood of the stationary point in which the condii®n
still valid. We will often refer to the functionals that pexse
the convexity property as positive-definite or convex fiorct
als. Similarly, functionals that result in a strictly neigat
second variation at the extremum will be termed as negative=” "~ . . )
definite or concave functionals. We note that the standar ar_lat|ona! f|_e|d, we adopt a slightly dlffe_re_nt route. Budo
functional of electrostatic potential for Poisson-Boleamn aking variations with respect to the multiplier, we firshan
theory is a concave functional |14, 15] and so is the funation (M€ auatiom(p, v) = 0.

found in textbooks for the case of electrostati¢s [2]. Intarla TPe natursf:].ofhlthz solutéonst of ttr;]e rela;u@(p,w) d: 0 q 1
section, we will show how to transform these functionals int IS of course highly depencent on the system considered. In

convex functionals using the method presented here. some generality, we expect that_for a giver_1 valugidhere
Our final property D) is that of simplicity, which is of be a value op that satisfies the given equation. We therefore

course fairly subjective. We are interested in obtaining ne define a functionaR[y] as this precise value. That is:
functionals for the same problem that somehow simplify its .
handling and/or have sound physical interpretations. Con- QR[] ) =0. (13)

cretely, we seek to have variables in our functional that are |, some cases. we might wish to retaias the variable and
as simple as possible. In practice, this can mean, for examjiminate. As, in general, there might not be solutions to

ple, to build our functionals Wi.th sc_alar variables instedd the equation with a prescribed valuemfve must restrict this
the more complicated geometric objects such as vectors. | ~ioble to the range of the functionBl The inverse ofR,

_ Below, we develop a methodology to modify existing func- ¢ exists, will be denoted[p]. Constructing functionals with
tionals with the aim of satisfying most or all of these proper ither function variablesp(or 1) is of practical importance,
ties. We first examine the properties of unmodified functi®na onq we will write down results relevant to both formats. To
and then show a technique for modifications. start, we consider the case where we continue to/uas the

sole variational field. The constraint becomes

We will omit most such explicit derivations.

Together, the pair of equatioi¥p, 1)) = 0, andC[p] = 0,
determine the solutions to our systefp;,+*). Motivated
et_)y the goal of expressing the functional in terms of a single

Ill.  VARIATIONS OF CONSTRAINED FUNCTIONALS D[] = C[R[Y]). (14)

In this section, we analyze the properties of a generic conSubstituting the solutiop = R[¢] in Eq. (8), we obtain a
strained functional that is defined using a Lagrange migtipl restricted evaluation,, of the functionall:
We start from the form introduced above in Hg. (2):

o[6) = LIRW) - LIRWE: v] = LIRW) - [ 6Dl
I[p; 1/]] = Io[p] - Ic[p; 1/]] = Io[p] - /¢C[P] (8) (15)
We can now search for the extrema of this functional by
Variation with respect to the base variabléeads to an equi- again taking variations of,, with respect to. In doing so

librium equation containing the multiplier in linear form: we take advantage of the form obtained after the variation of
1[p; 1], namely, Eq.[(T0). We have
so that the first condition for determining extrema becomes Oy Lyl = /Q(R[w]’w&wRW - /(%WDW] (16)
=-D[y].
_ 8L, 8C 10
Qlp¥) = 5p d’% - (10) In this expressiorny evaluates to zero by the definition of

R[y]. As a result, we see that a general solutignto this
The solution of this equation is, in general, non-triviatlas  extremization problem is obtained when

variationC'/dp is a distribution containing derivatives o6f
functions, rendering this expression in effect a diffeiant Dy*] = CIR[v*]] = 0. (17)
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In other words, the extremal condition for the reduced funcwhich always has a solutigrt whenC[p*] = 0. The second
tional /,, is simply the constraint condition. The solution to variation has, at the solution point, the form

the original problem posed in terms of the Lagrange multi-

plier is obtained from the paip* = R[¢*];¥*). In typical * /55
problems, the solution to the constraint condition will resr

spond to a physical solution of the problem, and in this sense _ / 3S[p*16Cp*]
the reduced functiondl, preserves property\). Also, it can

be checked from EqL{15) that, owing to EQ.1(17), the evaluyyhere we employ the shorthand notations
ation of the functional at the extremal point is simghyj*].

Clp*(2")]dz"  (25)

Assuming that the latter represents a meaningful quamtéy, B , 5S[p(a’)]
note thatl,, also preserves propertg). d5[p] = 65[p(a")] = T@)gﬂ(z)d% (26)
We can further probe the properties of the reduced func-
tional. To examine its second variation, we first note that@nd
Q(R[], %) is, by definition, identically zero. Therefore, all 5C[p(z")]
of its variations are also identically zero: 3C[p] = C[p(a")] = T@)@(y)dy- (27)
0y Q(R[¥], %) =0. (18) Before concluding this section we make a few remarks
We use this fact freely below. From E@_{16), we have thedbout the change of base function variables. We have explic-
second derivative of the functional: itly written expressions that use either one of the origbze
5D g variables, thus writind, or I,,. To some extent this is simply
5511& [] = _/ [¥(a)] dy(z )dx', (19)  a change of variables but we must be careful when the rela-
6y(x)  0(y) tion between the variables is not one-to-one. If this coonlit

holds, and a one-to-one relation exists, the path folloveed t
(pbtain the results using as a variable, can be copied using
any other variable. That is, any such change of variable es-
sentially leads to similar results. In particular, we ndtatt
S Iy[y] = —/5D[¢($')]5¢(x')d:v’ — _ [ 6D 60, the second variation formula we have derived is the product
of two first order variations. Therefore, a change in vagabl
(20)  modifies the result by the multiplication of two similar facs
where we use the shorthand arising from the chain rule. The change of variables, unless

oD ingular, d t modify the si fth d variation.
D[] = 6D ()] _/ 65}(())]%( Vi, (21) singular, does not modify the sign of the second variation

and the second equality in E@.{20) is the result of using the IV. THE METHOD OF MODIFIED LAGRANGE
simplified notation. Further, evaluating at the equililbniu MULTIPLIERS
point, we have

wherez, y are the variables used in the variationg(z),
d1(y). Using the above result in Eq](7) gives the expressio
for the second variation df:

R A (22)  tional that has the same set of extremal points as the ofigina
reduced functional. The key idea is to replace the multiplie
Note that, the expressiafD[*] stands fod D[¢]|,—4+ and 1 by a different function that reduces to the same value when
such abbreviated notations will often be used in what fadlow the constraintC' is satisfied. We show that the extrema of
Equation[[2R) provides a very useful and compact expressiothe new functional coincide with those of the original buatth
for the second variation of the functionl at equilibrium. In  this change might improve the properties of the functioyal b
general, this second variation can assume any value, ysiti for example, making it positive-definite. That is, we conger
or negative and hence the reduced functidpaiay or may  properties A) and @) and improve to a form that also satis-
not preserve property). fies (C). We develop the formalism using the expressions for
Briefly, we note that if we are able to ugeor a restricted the functional in terms of the multipliep; that is, we look
version of it, as a base variable, we would use the functionalat modifying the properties of the functionhl[y] given by
Eq. (15).
I[p] = Ilp, S[pl] = Lo[p] — /S[p]C’[p]. (23) We first remind the reader that the functi®fi/] is defined
via Eq. [13) and the functio®[¢] is simply the evaluation of
The above functional can be obtained by making the subthe constrainC' at the pointp = R[¢)]. We can now proceed
stitution of p = S[p] in Eq. (I3) and using the identity to obtain a modified multipliew,,,. A fairly general choice is
R[S[p]] = p, which is true by construction. In essentially the to write:
same way as above, the first variation leads to the equitibriu _
condiition. q G = W] = K [DI] + h(w)] (28)
whereh is a function or functional with a well defined inverse
/C 9pSlp] =0 (24) andV is a shorthand for the expression on the right. With this

/ We now consider a general method to obtain a new func-
D[
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choice, we see that To continue with the evaluation we need to calculate the vari
. N ation of the modified multiplier. We have from E§. {28
V] =1 (29)
_ -1
sinceD[*] = C[R[¢*]] = 0 andh~'[h(¢*)] = ¥*. In other Ou @) Y[¥] = duh™ (Wlu=Dlyl+nw) X (36)
words, a function constructed this way replicates the value (6 (a) D (a")] + Syp(ayh((2")) .

of the multiplier when the constraint is satisfied. When theA
condition is not satisfied, the values are in general differe
We now claim that, it is possible to simply replace the mul-

s we are interested in the properties of the second vanmiatio
at equilibrium we note thab[)*| + h(¢*) = h(y)*), so that

tiplier +» with this modified multiplier),,, to obtain themodi- () P[] = Sph ™[R (™ (2'))] x (37)
fied reduced functiondf,: (B0 DI* ()] + By h (1" (7)) .
Fy[v] = I,[R[¢Y]] —/\IJW]DW)]. (30) We make use of the relation='(h(y)) = vy, so that
Ou=n(yyh ' (u)d,h(y) = 1, to obtain:

It should be clear that when the constraint is satisfied, this

functional still evaluates to the same value as the origieal 0up(a) P[] = Onh ™ [R(¥ "))y @) DY ()]
duced functional, that is: +0() (&) |p=y= - (38)
Fy[*] = Ip[v*] = L[R[Y]). (31) Equation[(3B) gives the variation of the modified multiplier

Thus, we preserve propertB). It is also not hard to see that at equilibrium. We obtain from this equation:

the equilibrium equation resulting from this functionabest- 5, (U[)] — ¥(2')) e = Inh ™ [R(V*)] 6y D[0* (2)].
isfied by the solution)* of D[] = 0. To show this, we first v (V1] @ Dlo=s wh ) Mu ) DI ((3%)
write the functional, in Eq. (30) as We recognize that the term in the left-hand side of the above
equation appears in Eq.(35). Using Hqg.](39) to substitute fo
Fy[p] = IL,[R[Y]] — /W)W] - /(‘I’[w] —¥)D[¥] (32)  this term in Eq.[(36), and employing the latter in Hd. (7) kad
(W

to the following expression for the second variation/Qf at

= I, [y] _/ [¥)] — ) D[], equilibrium:

2 *] _ 52 *
where we employed Eq(IL5), that provides the unmodified O Fy[p] =01y [¥7] (40)
functional, to obtain the second equality above. Variatibn —2/5hh_1[h(¢*($'))](5D[¢*(wl)])gdfla
the above functional is

whered D is given by Eq.[(211). As is clear from Eq._(40), the

Oy Fy = 611111/’_/61/’(\11[1“_w)D[w]_/(\I}[w]_w&wDM introduction of the modified multiplier has augmented the se
(33)  ond variation of the original functiond], by the second term

This expression evaluates to zero when we use the originan the left hand side. Finally, using EQ.120), which gives th
solutiony*: result for the second variation @f,, and adopting a compact

notation, Eq.[(40) becomes
Sy Fyl e = 0plp| e — /5w(‘1’[¢] — )ly=y+ D[¢7]
Frufu) = = [oDlou—2 [ a0

- @)= 4718 Dl -
—0. (34) Equation [(411) i_s t_he principal re_s_ult of this work. !t gives
) ] ) ] the second variation of the modified reduced functioRial
The first term is zero from our previous deduction that 4t equilibrium. We note that the sign of the second term on
extremizes the functiondl,. The second term vanishes by {ne right-hand side of E§_{#1) depends crucially on the prop
virtue of the definition of". Finally, the third term equates gties of the functiorh. It is therefore possible, for at least
to zero from Eq.[(29). And so we preserve propeAy.(Thus  some systems, to produce a functional with a positive-defini
far, our conclusion is that the modified functional serves th ¢ocond variation by suitably choosing the functionin this
same purpose as the original one. However, as we will shoyay e can transform the original reduced functional into a
next, its second variation might well be different. B functional that has propertg). We shall illustrate this below
We now compute the second variation of the modified revjth many examples. We note that the negative sign preced-
duced functional at equilibrium. This calculation begins b jug this term is not a large obstacle to render the expression
computing the second functional derivativeof keeping in - hnsitive-definite as we can always choose the fundiiohto
mind that at equilibriunD[¢*] = 0 and¥[¢"] —¢* = 0. We e monotonically decreasing. Finally, in termsfof we can
have from Eq[(38): state the final result for the second variation as:
OD[*
O Fply7] = 03 Ly [¥7] - /5w<y>(‘1’[w] —w)u:wi{w | 82 Fy[p*] = —/55[p*]50[p*] (42)

()
- [t -0, @) 2 [ b (SN



wheredS[p] anddC|[p] are given by Eqs.[(26) and(27) re-  We set up the constrained minimization as
spectively.
Itis useful to point out a particular case of our modified La- I(x;v) = laxz — Pz — o). (47)
grange multiplier method that leads to a simple procedure fo 2
transforming the constraint. Let us rewrite the reducea-fun

tional obtained via the standard Lagrange multiplier métho Variation with respect to: leads to

Qz,¢) = ax — ¢ = 0. (48)
Lol¥] =Ll - [ 4D, 43)

Clearly, this equation invites a simple change in variatdes

We choosei (1)) = —1 to construct our modified multiplier We can define thé' and R functions:

obtaining¥[y] = ¢ — D[¢]. Carrying out the transformation,
we see that it leads to the modified functional: ¢ =5(z) = ax (49)
d
Folll =Ll - [vlwl+ [Dwr.  @a

r = R(y) = p/a. (50)

It is clear that the modification does not disturb the equilib

rium position since, upon variation, the contribution oé th Let us first consider the reduced functiordal which is

quadratic term inD[«] vanishes at equilibrium and a solution read from Eq.[(2B) after carrying out the substitution using
of the original problem remains a solution. It is also cleargq. [49). We obtain the function

why the procedure improves the behavior of the functional as
it adds a clear positive-definite term at the equilibriumnpoi

However, we note that some of the transformations we use in
the examples that follow do not fit this simple template.

1
I.(x) = —§ax2 + acz. (51)

The equilibrium equation is

V. EXAMPLES —ax +ac=0. (52)

) This is in agreement with our general theory as we obtain the
The rather abstract nature of previous developments deshove form from Eq(24):

mands a variety of examples to clarify their meaning. We

start with simple examples progressing to the most intiergst dsS(x)

ones. Certain aspects of the example of electrostaticdan-po - C(z) dr —(z—-¢a=—ar+ac=0. (53

izable media and the example of Poisson-Boltzmann theory to

describe charged systems are treated in detail in previgdus p We emphasize here that the extremization of the reduced func

lications m) ], albeit without resort to the generalahe  tional is equivalent to the solution of the constraint egprat

presented here. C(z) = 0. Its solution is of course* = ¢, as in the original
problem. To be more precise, we do require that the derwativ
dS/dx (which isa) not be zero.

A. The one-dimensional case We obtain, for the second variation
2
We begin our examples with a simple quadratic function d 12”” = —a, (54)
before considering a functiongér se In these first few cases, dx

functionals are simply functions, and variations of fuao8  \yhich, alternatively, can be read from the formula in Eg)(25
become ordinary derivatives, and delta functions are cepla

by Kronecker deltas. We consider the quadratic form dC(z) dS(z) cc
1 T Tde dr ¢ (55)
I,(z) = ~ax? (45) _ . i o
2 The price to be paid for the use of this formulation is that the

with @ > 0. Note that, considering the notations employedsecond variation is negative. Our extremization is in fact a

in the last few sections, we haye= x. We impose the con- Maximization.
straint thatr = c, that is, we shall use We can take a look at the parallel reduced problemyjor

The function to be extremized is:

Cr)=z—c (46) 1

I = ——* + . 56

Its obvious solution for is z* = ¢, and we see that our func- »(¥) 2a¢ v (56)
tion takes the valué, (z*) = ac?/2. We can also note thd,
is positive-definite everywhere. Clearly, this is a trivpabb-

lem with a unique solution, but it illustrates how the method 1
works. —¥+e=0 (57)

The extremization of this functional leads to the equation



We can easily recognize in this expression the condition 2 .

-D) = —C(R(¢)) = —=(R(¢) —¢) = =(¢/a) + ¢ =0,
as developed in the general framework (see Ed. (17)). We re- 15} *
cover the solution)* = ac so thatz* = ¢. We also note that
the functionl, is obviously negative-definite. Quickly, we ir
can check that its second variation is: =
21, 1 58) g %
aw? a S ol S—
or alternatively from Eq[{19) we have a .
05 f
dD 1 Ir) ...........
_dbW) _ L (59) R
dip a 1t P
so that the two evaluations are equivalent. In this lastesqr " . ’ .
sion the delta function in E(_(1L9) is replaced by a Kronecker '1'5_2 1 0 1 2 3
delta on a single index (associated with the variablevhich z
is simply 1.

We want to render our formulation of the reduced prob-F|G. 1. Functionals of base variabtecorresponding to the example
lem positive-definite. To simply change the sign of the func-of a one-dimensional quadratic form. The original (uncaised)
tional does not work since we would then change the evalfunctionall, is represented by a dotted blue line. The reduced func-
uation at the minimum, and thus we would be violating onetional I.. produced via the standard Lagrange multiplier method is
of the important propertiesy name|y’ prope@’(of a useful the dashed green line. Solid red line is the functiafiathat results
functional. Also, in problems with multiple variables a i from the application of the modified Lagrange multiplier q@edure.
change in sign would modify the properties of the functional! "€ black dashed-dotted line is the constraifit:) for this exam-
with respect to all other variables. We thus proceed instead)le' The two functionald, and 7, meet at one point, the point of
with our general method. The modification framework is eas-eﬁ;?mun:’ which lies t(;n Lhe constraint line. Whilgis maximized
ier to follow in the,, format which we will use now. at fhis extremum poin: becomes a minimum.

We begin with choosing the functidn(v)) = —v/a. Then

we can construct the following modified constraint The result is positive-definite, confirming that our modified

U(¢) =h D) + h(¥)] (60)  functional is convex.
1 1 We omit the full development of these results for the mod-
- (<_¢ - C> - _7/’) = ac ified functional based on the variabte We simply note that,

using agaim(v) = —/a and carrying out the substitution

We have obtained a constant multiplier. The modified func-w — S(x) in Eq. (1), we obtain the following functional for
.

tional is

Fy(¢) = L[R()] = ¥ () D() (61)

1, 1 1 , 1,
= 2@1[1 ac <a1/) c> = 2@(1[1 ac)” + 5aC™
Amazingly, this transformation has rendered the problemm in This has the same basic properties as we deduced for the mod-
a patently positive-definite one, which obviously has the ex ified reduced functional fap, including positive-definiteness.
pected minimum at)* = ac (or z* = ¢), and maintains N Fig.[ we plot the functionals of variableobtained for this
the correct evaluation of the functional. Let us confirm thes one-dimensional example. We employ= 1 andc = 1, mak-
properties of the above functional. The equilibrium ecprati iNg z = 1 as the obvious solution point and we expect the

Fy(z) = =(x —c)* + %acQ. (64)

N

is reduced functionals to be stationary at this particulanpoi
1 It is clear from the figure that the standard Lagrange multi-
E(w —ac) =0, (62)  plier method produces a functional (dashed green line) that

becomes a maximum at the extremum. On the other hand, the
functional constructed via the modified Lagrange multiplie
procedure (solid red line) becomes a minimum at the same
extremum point. Figurel1 provides a helpful visualization f

the functionals obtained in the case of other, more comiglita

which is identical toD(¢)) = 0, as suggested by our general
theory. We obtain for the solution* = ac, which is indeed
the correct solution. At the equilibrium point, we can el
the second variation as follows:

d’Fy _ _d_D‘ (63) examples that follow, where the concave reduced functisnal
d? ly=yp=  dip lyp=y~ similarly transformed into a convex form.
dh-1 dD 2 Before leaving this example we point out that other choices
2 s (W‘w—w*) of the functionh can be used. While we have made a perhaps

) ideal choice above, we have plenty of options. Consider for
1 (1) 1 example the choice, in the spirit of the work we sketch be-

a low for the Poisson-Boltzmann equatioin()) = exp(—1).

= —2(-a)

a a
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Employing this particulafh function, our reduced functional the constraint index and subscript denotes the base vegtor (

reads: component. Note that* is a matrix containing/ constant
1 1 1 elements.
Fy(y) = %102 +1n (exp(_¢) + ad’ _ c> <a¢, _ c> ) We set up the function
(65)

ay 1 Q0 (e
We find that we still have a solution at = ac, but as the Iwsy®) = x1A17x7 — v (e — ). (71)

reader would note, the nonlinearity of the expression reguc

the region of definition of the function. Computing the setton

derivative of the function we obtain:

PFy 1 L2 1= aexp(—1) (66) Aijzj —niy® =0, (72)

2 _ _

i a  a(aexp(—y) +¢ —ac) where we limit the space of variables only to those values of
Laexp(=¢)(¢ +2 —ac) —1 (4 — ac) x; where the above equation can be soIved namely, the linear
a (aexp(—v)+ 1 — ac)? ’ subspace of vectors of the form = A, nawa Letting the

constraint variable range over all its p055|ble values, ate n

that this subspace is onlyf —dimensional.

Our multipliery® is a M —dimensional vector. Variation with
respect tac leads to

which reduces at equilibrium to

d*F, 1 1 — aexp(—ac) To explicitly write the relations between the coordinate-ve
@2 e~ a T2 P exp(eac) (67)  tor z; and the multiplier)®, we first introduce the auxmary
a square matrice®*’ = n¢'n; andV? = ng A7 nl. Their

Forc > 0, if our coefficienta satisfied) < a < 1, this second  inverseg P~1)*%, (V- )aﬂ are defined in the obv|ous way.
derivative is positive-definite at and near its extremumicwh  Note that the matriceB andV are both of dimension! x M

is therefore a minimum. This last expression could also bend the repeated index in their definition implies the sunr ove
read from our general results: the N components corresponding to the base veetahen

we restrict ourselves to the valid space of variables asdnote

2
d Fg’ = _d_D’ (68) above, we have a map between the values of the two sets of
dp? lyp=y- dip lyp=y~ variablesr; and)®:
— dn~! a —1\aB,. B
du w=h(3) (w o Y = S(x;) = (P7)*ny Aijay, (73)
_ 1 with the inverse relation:
a? exp( ) a )
x; = R(Y®) = A njye. (74)

which is the same result as EQ.167).
We can now obtain the functions

B. A vector space D(WP) = CY(R(WP)) = VPyP — ¢, (75)

These functions produce vectors, and we emphasize this fact

We consider now a less trivial example, using a quadratl%
L C : e D dding relevant subindices to their symbols. The coowliti
function in a multi-dimensional space and multiple lineamnc ya o "
P P D*(¢)?) = 0 is in fact an ensemble af/ conditions. Now,

straints. A key difference with the previous case is the tdss .
a one-to-one relationship between the variabénd the mul- the reduced functiondl,, from Eq. [15), reads

tiplier 1. We consider the quadratic form 1
X Iy (%) = =54 VoYl e, (76)
I, = —x;Ajjx;, 69 . _ . .
gttt (69) which can be shown to be negative-definite. Variation of the

above functional leads to a result that, when restrictedh¢o t

where z; is a vector in a real Euclidea®v—dimensional S . )
proper subspace, is identical to:

space. For simplicity, we take the matrik; as positive-
definite and we take it to be symmetric. We use the repeated ner — ® — 0. 77)
index summation convention. We impose the constraint that .
the vectors should live in the intersection/af hyperplanes:  Namely, our result is consistent with the claim that the equi
N N N librium equation is simply the overall constraint itself.
C%(x;) = ni'wi —c* = 0. (70) We can also check the validity of our expressions for the

o second variation of the functional. We have
Here, for each constraint index we have a vecton that

can be considered normal to the constraint hyperplane. Note 5211/,
that the superscript ranges over indices frbto M, so that, wa&/)ﬁ
considered as a matrix;* hasM x N elements. We employ

the convention where the superscript (Greek letters) fipsci  which indeed has the form ef§ D (v?) /5v°.

—VeB, (78)
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As in the one-dimensional case, we danour functional  whereG(x,y) is the electrostatic Green’s function given as
by using the functiorh(y®*) = —V A, This results in a
modified multiplier Glx,y) = — (87)

T = (Ve (79) b=yl
To simplify the notation, we will write[ dy G(x,y)h(y) as
J Gh when itis unlikely to cause confusion.
Not every vector field can be expressed as a gradient, but
ay _ Lara —1\yat o _1yva .«  Since the equatio®(E, ¢) = 0 is only valid for these cases,
Fy(v®) = 5#} VI (VI g (Ve we can restrict the E‘ields) considered to those admitting a po-
] ) - o (80)  tential. We also note that in writing the function@lE] in
The above functional is positive-definite. _ Eq. [88), we have used boundary conditions that eliminate
In this example, it becomes clear that our work with the re-.qnstant fields that do not vanish at infinity.
duced functional takes place, in general, in a smaller space grom Eq. [IF), we obtain the following expression for the
than the original region of the definition of the variable  gquced functional:
The more interesting examples below show a similar sitnatio

within the context of infinite-dimensional function spaces Is[6] = - /Vcb Ve — /¢ (_Evzqs -~ p) (88)

and a final result for the functional similar to the one-
dimensional case:

1
C. Electrostatics in free space = —S—W/V¢'V¢+/¢Pa

We now proceed to more complex and practical exampleéNhere the second equality of the abov_e equ_ation follows from
We shall produce many different presentations of the edectr Integration by parts. The above functional is well known [2]

static variational problem. Gaussian units will be adopted @nd one can tell by inspection that it is negative-definite. W
what follows. can use the formula for the second variation of a standard re-

We start, in all cases, with the following expression for theduced functional derived in Sdc.]lll to confirm our suspicion
energy of the electric fielt: From the first equality of Eq[{88), we note the form of the
constraint,
IO[E]:i/E-E. (81) -
8T DI[¢] = ——WV o —p. (89)
The minimum of this expression is zero. To create non-trivia o -
fields, there must be charges and Gauss'’s law must be obeydayickly, we compute the variationD defined in Eq.[(21):
1
CE]=—V-E—p=0, (82) 5D = — -
4 47

which we take as a constraint on the form of the field. Here, Finally, using the above resultin EG{22) we obtain the selco
denotes the charge density which is considered as a parameigriation of I, at equilibrium to be

field, not subjected to variations. We obtain the standam fo
of the constrained functional similar to Ef] (8):

V25¢. (90)

P10 = — [0 = - [ 80v%56 = — - [ 1vss

I[E;¢]=i/E-E—/¢(iv-E—p) (83) (91)
8 Am Clearly, the above second variation is strictly negative.

whereg is the Lagrange multiplier and it will be soon identi- e now use the modified multiplier procedure to obtain

fied with the electric potential. a convex functional for the electrostatics of charges i fre
Variation with respect to the field and integration by partsSPace. InlEqEZS), using the functiortdlp) = (47)~ V29,
gives us the relation so thath~!(0) = — [ Go, we obtain the following form for
. the modified Lagrange multiplieb:
QE;¢) = —(E+V¢) = 0. (84) » »
® = (Dl) + @) = 1 (~p) = [ Gp. (92

Compared to the previous examples, we now have a rather

non-trivial functional connecting the original field andeth Ngte that we have obtained a multiplier that does not depend
multiplier: on ¢. Using this result in Eq[{30) gives the modified reduced

E = R[¢] = —Vo. (85) functional:

We can also obtain the multiplier as a function of the origina Fy[d]

field: %/Véb'Vgﬁ—//Gp <_$v2¢_p)

d(x) = S[E] = ﬁ/G(X,y)V -E(y) (86) = %/V¢'V¢—/¢p+//pcﬁ). (93)
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Judging by the form of the second equality above, it is easyhis seemingly innocuous statement is actually the basis of

to tell that we have rendered the functional positive-dedini

very useful methods to analyze more complicated systems,

Once again, we can confirm this by using Hg.l (41), the forsuch as the case of particles in a polarizable medium which
mula for the second variation of the modified reduced func-s our next example.

tional at equilibrium. In this regard, it is useful to know

Finally, we note that the standard Lagrange multiplier pro-

that for the present system, with our particular choice ofcedure evaluates to the following functional in the vardbi

h(¢) = (47)~1V2¢, we have
oh(¢) 6D
Remembering once again that
6h[u] ([ dh(v) -t
ou u=h a ( ov v_hl) (95)

and, at equilibrium® = h~'[h(¢)] = ¢, we obtain from
Eq. (41),
0 Fy["]

_éi/wwy+2//&x—fﬁwwﬁxf)

1 2 1 2
& [1vs0 + 25 [ w5
_ 2
_E/|V5¢|'

In the above set of equations, the second equality folloara fr
using Eq.[(9D) and carrying out the integral overClearly,
from the final equality in Eq[{36), we conclude that the secon
variation of F is strictly positive.

It is useful to take a closer look df, in particular, the
way it is expressed in the second equality of Eqg] (93). Thi
result is deceptively simple. It might appear that we hane si
ply reversed the signs of the original result in Hg.l(88) an

(96)

“fixed” the value of the energy by adding a term. However, as
derived from our general framework, this is simply one of in-

finite equivalent functionals that indeed recovers theinal
equations of equilibrium and evaluates to the correct vafue

the energy while preserving the minimum property. We can

IE[E]:—éfE-EJr//pGﬁv.E, (98)

which is a negative-definite form. Once again, substituting
from Eq. [86) in terms oE in Eq. (93), generates the modified
reduced functional of variablB,

FE[E]:%/E-E—//pG£V~E+//pGp, (99)

which has the property of being positive-definite at its ex-
tremum.

D. Electrostatics in polarizable medium

The motivation for the investigations carried out in thibsu
section is to construct a positive-definite functional fionis-
lating charges in a dielectric medium with spatially vagyin
permittivity. We have presented the basic results in ouf pre
vious publications |9, 10]. Here, we wish to show how those
results fit within the modified functional method.

The starting point is the energy, expressed in terms of the
electric fieldE and the polarization vectd. The net charge

%'s composed of the free charge dengitgnd the induced po-

arization charge density = —V - P. Our initial functional

/E.E+/ip.p
2x

_/¢($V-E—V-P—p> (100)

d’s then

I8, P;6) =

™

present this functional in yet another rather suggestive wa where, once again, we include Gauss's law as a constraint to

Let us change variables replacing the potential for an equiv
lent distribution of charge, so thatV?¢ = —4ro. Imposing
suitable boundary conditions and restricting the spaceraf-f
tions allowed for both the variablesando, we can make this
a one to one function. While the construction of the invesse i
equivalent to the solution of the constraint, conceptuhlése
two operations are different; we change the variationatfun
tional variable but we are not solving for the equilibriume W
obtain, after some manipulations:

Fylo] = %//UG(U—2p)+//pGp.

This simple form can be easily interpreted. To an arbitrary p
tential field configuration we can associate a fictitious ghar
densityo by taking the Laplacian of the potential. The total
energy of this field, is composed of its self interaction drel t
interaction with the actual charge The energy achieves its

(97)

minimum when the fictitious charge equals the actual charge.

the electrostatic energy. The functional has base vagdble
and P and multiplier¢. A first reduction of the functional
by elimination of the electric field and potential leads te th

functional
€
= —P.P
8T / 2

//Z(p—V~P) <v-4ip—p>.

X
This presentation of the functional still exhibits the sture
of our formal derivations with

1

Ip[P] (101)

C[P] :v-ﬁp—p:o, (102)
and
vlPl = [ G-V -P) (103)
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We have for the extremum condition 6f [P]: of free charges and the polarization charges. That is, the ex
pression can be understood as a recursive calculation of the
lP T V/G(p ~V.P)=0 (104) polarization charge. At equilibrium we must hale= w and
X ’ in fact this requirement is the extremum condition that tssu

) ) ) ) from the variation ofl, [w] with respect tav.
and formal manipulations reduce it to the previousformefth | 3 previous work [[9], we derived the functional in

constraintC[P] = 0 as given by EqL(102). As expected, the £q_ [108) in an indirect way, implementing the change of-vari
equilibrium condition is equivalent to the constraint. _ ables through a Lagrange multiplier. This is equivalenh® t
Equation[(104) has a clear interpretation. The integr@®iv girect computation sketched above. However, using the for-
the value of the potential created by the free and poladmati majism of modified multipliers presented here, differemtdu
charges, and the gradient of the potential reproduceséte el tionals can be obtained. We begin, like in REF. [9], by imple-

tric field which cancels the equivalent tedy y. Rearrange- menting the change of variable in the following way:
ment of the functional in EqL(101) produces

1 1 I[P,w] = E-}—l//(p—i—w)G(pﬁ-w)
Ip[P] = EP-P+§//(p—V-P)G(p—V-P). (105) 2x 2
| p(w+V-P), (110)
This functional, obtained elsewhert [16,] 17], is clearly /

positive-definite and has been employed in simulation methwhere ¢ is the Lagrange multiplier that will turn out to be

ods which rely on exploiting this property [18]. A signifidan the electrostatic potential. The above functional has teseb

drawback of this expression is that it relies on a vector-varivariable fieldsP andw and the formalism of obtaining stan-

able. dard reduced functional in terms ¢fas developed in Sec. ]l
To further take advantage of the functional in Eqg.[101), westill goes through, producing first th functions that relate

seek to replace the base variaBlavith scalar variables such P andw to ¢:

as the potentiap or the scalar polarization density In par-

ticular, the transition ta as the base variable offers numerous P = Ri[¢] = —x Vo, (111)
benefits when simulating charges in piecewise-uniform di-
electric media as argued elsewhété [9/12, 19]. The change of 1
variables is arduous since the polarization vector is niefyso w = Ry[¢] = —EV% —p- (112)
determined by a potential. It can be checked, however, that
the following expression can be used: Using these functions, the standard procedure leads t@the r
duced functional
P:—XV/G(P+W)- (106) ]¢[¢]:/Kv¢.v¢+l/v2igv2i
2 2 47 4

As before, we must emphasize that, in spite of its appearance _ ol o
this is not a solution of any of the equations of the systerh, bu /(ZS ( 47rv 9=pP=V Xv¢) - (113

simply a change in variables suggested by the known phySiC"?}\llhich after some simple manipulations can be rendered to the
properties of the system. We can thus write:

following final form:

— X :
Ll = [[[ 396040 Vi) aon 1o = [ £vo-vor [on wa
1
+§/ (p -V XV/G(p + W)) G It is clear that this functional is negative-definite. Intfdfor
the case of free space everywhetre< 1), the above func-
X (p N v Xv/G(p + w)) i tional is the same as the functional in Eg.1(88). Once again,
we can render it positive-definite by appropriately choos-

ing the modified Lagrange multiplier. We chook&p) =
(4m)~'V2¢ with its inverse given by~ (y) = — [ Gy. Fol-
lowing Eq. [30), we obtain the modified reduced functional:

This is again a positive-definite functional of the polatiaa
chargew. We can simplify to:

1 1
Lol =35 // PP+ ) =3 // e A / V6o (115)
where we use the shorthand eVo
—i—//G(V XV(b—l—p)(V in +p).
=V-xV / Glp+w). (109) it can be checked from Ed.(41) that the above functional pro-

duces a positive-definite second variation at its extremiy.
Equation [[I0P) is clearly a recasting of the calculation ofnote that for the aforesaid caseeof: 1 (equivalently,y = 0),
the induced polarization charge given the values of densityhe above functional is identical to the functional in EcB)(9
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The reduced functional can also be obtained withs the E. Poisson-Boltzmann theory for one-component plasma
sole base variable. We first compute the inverse functian fro
Eq. (112): In a previous publication [11] we have provided a de-
tailed treatment of the variational framework for the Poiss
¢ = Salw] = /G(erw). (116) Boltzmann theory. Here, we simply sketch the role of the
modified multiplier in producing positive-definite versmaf

the variational principle for the system.
We consider the slightly simpler case of one-component
plasma, which is interesting in its own right. This system
1 1 has only one species of mobile ions with concentratiamd
F,lw] = = // pG (p+w)_// —Glp—w+29) (w—9Q). chargeg. The condition of electroneutrality implies that there
2 2 (117) must be a compensating background charge of opposite sign

One can check that, at equilibrium, the above functional ex?nd we denote its (charge) densitygs For simplicity, we

hibits positive second variation. Also, this functionatliffer- will set e = 1 everywhere. Our starting functional then sim-
ent froF:‘n the functional,, ] OfE' m) which was derived ply adds to our electrostatic functional, terms that prewtite

) ) w W) 9. ' . Boltzmann relation between potential and local charge den-
via a direct change of variables. One can see the d|fferenc%?ty_

more clearly after rearranging the functional in Hg, (108) a

1 2 1
LIEd=— [ [E?+2> In (cA®) —¢) — / ;
Iw[w]:%//pG(P—Fw)—//%G(PJrQ)(w—Q). [E, ] 87r/| | +ﬁ/(cn(c )= lgzo)
(118) i i
Clearly, both functional$, andI,, exhibitthe structure of our e o e e

. . . . and chemical potential associated with the mobile ions@and
formal derlv_at|0ns with the first terms in Eok.(117) and {118 is the inverse thermal energy. Once again, we include Gauss’
corresponding to the electrostatic energy and the secomd te law as a constraint to the above functional obtaining
harboring the constraint surface thamust live on, namely,

w — Q = 0. Moreover, we can now promptly identify that 1
these two functionals differ only in the choice of the Laggan ~ [[E, ¢, ¢] = I,[E, ] — /¢ (EV ‘E—pp— QC) . (121)
multiplier that constraints the recursive relation- Q2 = 0.

While both F, and1,, are useful functionals for analytical where¢ is the associated Lagrange multiplier and will soon
or computational investigations of the problem of charges i turn out to be electrostatic potential. Variations of thew

heterogeneous dielectric media, it is worth noting thiatof-  functional with respect ti andy and subsequent substitution
fers the additional advantage of being useful for the case of; favor of ¢ leads to the reduced functional

charges in uniform vacuum. For this simple case, the func-

tional I, identically equates tg [[ pFp, thus becoming in- _ 1 2 1 . 5

dependent of the base functional variabland consequently Isle) = 8T Vel Bce (Bgo+1) ) (122)

unusable. On the other hand, it is easy to see from[Eq] (117) / 1
oL

Next, we substitute in terms ofw in Eq. (115), giving, after
a few manipulations, the functional

that for uniform vacuum 47Tv Vo —pf— quﬁqab) 7

Flwix =0] = l// pGp + l// wGw. (119) whereC' is a constant made up from a combination of terms
2 2 containingA andu. C can be interpreted as the bulk concen-

tration. The last term of the above functional can be recog-
nized as the product of the original multiplier times the con
straint

Clearly, setting the first variation of the above functiotml
zero leads to the relatian = 0, which is indeed the correct
solution for the case of free space. It is also important te no
the contrast betweeR,, [w; x = 0] andF,,, the functional of 1
the charge density produced in Eq[{37), remembering that Di¢] = A
w is an actual charge density whiteis a fictitious one.

In the end, we want to emphasize that in recent litera Ve can use formulas derived in Sedl Ill to evaluate the second
ture, the route to render the standard electrostaticsibmals ~ vVariation of the above functional. We promptly compute the
positive-definite has involved the cost of employing vestor VariationdD given by Eq.[21l) for the above constraint as
such asD or E as base variables for the functionall[20]. In 1
contrast, here we produce convex functionals for electost 6D = ——V -Vi¢p + Cq?e P1%5¢, (124)
ics which employ scalar functions suchg@er w as base vari- Am
ables. Therefore, additional numerical costs due to the usgnd using the resultin Eq{22), we obtain the second variati
of vector variables can be entirely avoided and in this lightat equilibrium to be
we expect our functionals to be excellent candidates for nu-

merical minimization methods associated with simulatiohs . 1  Bud*
charged systems. 8 Iy[¢"] = —E/|V5¢|2—5Cq2/6 49" (5¢)%. (125)

V-V¢—ps— Cqe P12, (123)
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Clearly, the above second variation is strictly negatiwmly-  which is positive-definite as desired.
ing that the reduced function} is negative-definite.

We now use the modified Lagrange multiplier method to
obtain a convex functional for this problem. First, we ch®os F. Magnetostatics
the i function to beh(¢) = Cqgexp(—pBqp). This form is
suggested by the need of an appropriate amount of negative
contribution from the derivative df as seen in Eq[{41), and
the eventual tractability and simplicity of the form of thedi
ified multiplier ®. We quickly find the inverse function to be
h=1(y) = —(Bq)~'In(y/Cq). Using these functions we can
transform the multiplier as prescribed in E@.](28) and abtai

The methods developed above for charged systems can be
further extended to include magnetism and also suggest some
avenues of investigation for electrodynamics. In this sabs
tion, we consider the special case of magnetostatics. [eor th
sake of simplicity, we focus on the case where the suscéptibi
ity 1 is 1 everywhere, noting that the extension to the case of

1 V2% —ps spatially-dependent can be carried out in similar fashion as
O[p] = ——In | —2 LS 126 e o
[¢] = " Bq Cq : (126)  the treatment of heterogeneous dielectric media in[Sed. V D.

. L . . For the static magnetic field, we have the following starting
As in the example of SEC.VIA, application of this modified ¢, ctional:

multiplier demands restrictions on the range of the fumctio

space explored by so as to avoid, for example, imaginary 1 1 1,
values for the logarithm. The modified functional is I[B;A] = /B B - /A' oV B--i) (31

Fylg] = / (8% Vo|* — %CG*I}W (Bgg + 1)) (127)  wherec is the speed of lightB is the magnetic fieldj is
) the current density, and is the vector potential; the latter
-1 / In [—V ¢— Pf] obviously playing the role of a Lagrange multiplier. We note
Bq Cq that in the static case we ha¥e- j = 0. Variation of the

1, functional with respect to the magnetic field leads to
X —4—V ¢—pf—qu_Bq¢ .
I

We now calculate, from Eq[_(#1), the second variation of
the modified functional. We already have the expression fopnq the reduced functional of the potential is:
5D given by Eq.[(I2W). We neefl, 1 (h), which is

B=VxA (132)

« 1
1 efas IA[A]:—/VXA-VXA
Snh™H(h(¢*)) = = : 128 8
The expression for the second variation of the modified func- - /A' <EV XV xA - Ej)
tional at equilibrium is composed of the second variation of 1 1
the standard reduced functional augmented with a new term, =3 /v XA -VxA+- /A -j  (133)
Y C

the second integral in EJ_(41). It is particularly inforinat
to compute this term before revealing the final result for the

L . . which is semi-negative-definite. It contains modes that can
;egggixgzjaz)ogle Using Eqé.{41). (124) and {128), thister give a zero second functional derivative, but it is otheewis

negative. In the electrostatic case, boundary conditiins e
_ -1 * 2 _ 4+ 2 inated zero modes, but their elimination here is a bit more
2/6hh (h(¢7))(0D[¢])” =4 47r/|V6¢| (129) complicated. Any configuration of the forlh = V7 does
. 9 /1 2 not contribute to the second functional derivative. If we im
4—26(7c12/efﬁq‘zb (6¢)* + W/e*ﬁq‘zb (EVQ&;S) . pose the condition

We immediately see that, in the above expression, each of the V-A=0, (134)
three terms on the right-hand side of the equation areIgtrict

non-negative. Moreover, a quick comparison with Eq. [125)he functional becomes negative-definite. We make this
reveals that the first two terms on the right-hand side in thehoice from now on.

above equation not only cancel the negative-definite terms i As before, the process of obtaining a positive-definite func
Eq. (IZ5), they lead to a net positive result. Upon adding the&ional begins by recognizing the constraint

right-hand sides of Eq$.(IR5) ald (129), we find that our mod-

|f|(_ed funchonal has, at equilibrium, the following secorativ DIA] = iV “V x A — lj (135)
ation: 4 c
3 - i .
O Fy[¢*] = 4—/|V6¢|2 +BCq2/e‘ﬂq¢’ (6¢)* from the first equality of Eq.[{I33). Next, we employ
T , the choiceh(A) = —(47)~'V x V x A, which following
. _ —1y72
. /e‘ﬁ‘m iv26¢ . (130 Eq. (I133) becomes(A) (4m)~IV2AL We _plrompﬂy
BCq2 Am compute the required inverse of thefunction: h="(v) =
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— [ G(x,y)v(y). The modified Lagrange multiplier for this path integral formulation of quantum mechanics, we explore

problem follows from Eq.[(28):

Am:—/G<D[A]—£VxVxA):%/Gj,

(136)

using which we obtain the modified functional
1
FA[A]Z—/VXA-VXA
s

1 1 1
——//Gj~(—V><V><A——j>. (137)
c 47 c

A final reduction leads to the functional

1 1
FA[A]ZS—W/VXA-VXAJrR/ Gj-V*A

+ [[it0-ci.

Clearly, the above functional is a positive-definite fuonal

(138)

of the vector potential when restricted to the subspace of

divergence-less vector fields.

VI. POSSIBLE EXTENSIONS AND APPLICATIONS

After presenting these examples, we wish to make somediscussion of field theories.

non-stationary paths and weight them with the imaginary ex-
ponential of an action. In general, a modified action could
provide the wrong weighting. However, if the constraint is a
limit on the actually realizable paths; that is, if all theagu

tum fluctuations can only appear in the space that satiskes th
constraint, this approach would still in principle funcetiand

we look forward to develop such applications. Further, the
method might also help in the elucidation of the properties o
guantum systems where, for example, the ground state might
be recovered as the solution of a variational problem.

Additionally, the rather ad-hoc nature of our modifications
suggests that there might be other means of systematically
modifying known functionals to improve their propertied: A
ternative approaches might include the use of differemistra
formations of the multiplier, the iteration of the proce$so
single transformation, and the direct modification of tha-co
straint.

As for other possible areas of application, we wish to note
that since variational methods have long been applied tephy
ical problems, there are likely plenty more systems in which
the methodology might be of use. We note, for example, the
xtensive use of a constrained variational functional e
tigations of shapes of membrane and elastic fiders| [21-23].
We note below the relation with quantum field theory, but we
also point out that other disciplines also work extensivéti
variational formulations, most notably applied contradiy
(see, for examplel, [24]).

Finally, variational functionals have also been used in the
Constrained functionals form

general remarks on both the practical aspects of the use of ttan important and deeply investigated topic in the context of
functionals we have developed, as well as about their applic gauge field theorie$|[4] 5]. We note however, that the moti-

tion to other systems of interest.

vation of our current approach, the finding of positive-difin

First, we note that the modified functional has been obfunctionals is not a relevant, nor likely possible, goal éh r
tained through a nonlinear transformation. As pointed ougtivistic electrodynamics and other field theories due ® th
above, this reduces some of the range of applicability of theignature of the Minkowski metric. Nevertheless, varianits
functional, at least as a single-valued real functional.cén this goal are likely of interest, for example, the constiarcof
we have achieved the goal of creating a positive-definitefun functionals with excitations that have non-negative mags.
tional at the equilibrium point, one can hope that the explowill pursue such investigations in future publications.

ration of non-equilibrium configurations never takes usgto r

gions where the functional is not defined or it is negative-

definite.
functional topology or metric, where the positive-definitgs

property remains valid. Thus, this becomes a practicalempl
mentation problem, but one that in principle has a solution.

There must always be a finite region, in some
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