arXiv:2407.18726v1 [physics.comp-ph] 26 Jul 2024

Comment on the relation between the velocity- and position-Verlet integrators
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About three decades ago, Tuckerman et al. suggested ap-
plying the Trotter factorization of the Liouville propagator
to systematically generate time-reversible symplectic molec-
ular dynamics integrators]. Their formulation has been
widely adapted to producing novel algorithms for simulations
with or without an external coupling to thermo- and baro-
stats (e.g. Refs.[@, ] and references therein). In the origi-
nal Work], they showed how to use the Trotter factorization
to easily derive the well known velocity-Verlet integrator[@],
which updates the position and velocity at the time ¢ = nr,
(x(nT),v(nT)) = (Tn,v,) with the time-interval 7 fixed and
n 2> 0 an integer, according to (Ref. ], Eq.(2.18))
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where f(z) is the position-dependent force reduced by
mass. Interestingly, the Trotter factorization was also used
to derive an entirely new integrator, which they named the
position-Verlet integrator, updating the position and velocity,
(y(n7), w(nt)) = (yn,w,), according to (Ref.[1], Eq.(2.22))
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Eq. @) differs from Eq. (I) in that the force is always evalu-
ated at the position of a half time-step: y,, + w,,7/2.

By setting identical initial conditions: zg = yo and vy =
wq for either the Lennard-Jones ﬂuid] or the harmonic
oscillator giving the linear force: f(z) = —z[3], it was
demonstrated numerically that the two integrators, Eqs. (1)
and (@) outputted distinct trajectories, as expected. However,
Toxvaerd[@l,)ﬂ] argued that both integrators reduce to the Ver-
let algorithm (Eq.(7) of ref. [Ia])

Tn+2 = 2Tn-i—l —ryp+ T2f(rn+l)7 (3)

which, by discretizing time, approximates the Newton’s equa-
tion of motion governing the continuous evolution of the posi-
tion 7 only. In the viewpoint of Ref. [B], all formulations, i.e.,
Egs. (I to @) in our notation, generate discrete trajectories
that identically follow the exact time evolution of a slight per-
turbed Hamiltonian[8]. Since no explicit expression for any
nontrival perturbed Hamiltonian was available at that time,
it was unknown to what extent this viewpoint remains valid
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although it appears to be certainly informative. Fortunately,
the complete and explicit perturbed Hamiltonian for any dis-
crete dynamics of the harmonic oscillator has now been solved
exactly[@] and thus allows a direct evaluation of the relation
between Eq. (I)) and (@) in terms of their continuous Hamilto-
nian representations. As opposed to the view of Ref.[] that
the difference between the velocity- and position-Verlet inte-
grators is “only a question of notation”, we now clarify the
relation between the two integrators in the following.

i) For a system with a constant f(x) independent of z, it
is obvious that Egs. (1) and @) produce the same trajectories
for both velocity and position. The discrete trajectories al-
ways overlap the exact solutions to the Newton’s equation of
motion.

ii) For the harmonic oscillator with f(z) = —uz, both
Egs. (I) and @) reduce to Eq. (@) for the discrete evolution
of the position or velocity. The Hamiltonians of the two inte-
grators differ but yield the identical second-order differential
equation governing the evolution of position or velocity alone.
Once the input initial conditions are set to be: xg = yo and
vo = (1 — 72/4)wy, the outputs always satisfy simple re-
lations: =, = y, and v, = (1 — 72/4)w,, forn > 1, as
shown in Tab.[ll Similar relations exist whenever the velocity
rather than position is focused. The existence of such simple
relations stems from the fact that the perturbed Hamiltonians
remain “harmonic”, i.e., linear combinations of the squares of
the generalized coordinate ¢ and momentum p.

TABLE I. The first several steps accurate up to at least six digits
generated by the velocity-Verlet (z,, and v,,) and position-Verlet (y,,
and w,,) integrators subject to 7 = 0.2, o = yo = 0, and z1 =
y1 = 0.1 for the harmonic and anharmonic systems.

@)= —x f(@) = —a°
N ZTn,Yn Un,0.99w, Tn Un UYn Wn
0 0 0.5 0 0.5 0 0.500013
1 0.1 0.49 0.1 0.4999 0.1 0.499987
2 0.196 0.4604 | 0.19996 0.499000 0.199930 0.499313
3 0.28416 0.412384 [0.299600 0.495512 0.299481 0.496193

iii) For a general system described by a complex force
field, while the velocity-Verlet integrator still identifies with
the Verlet integrator, the position-Verlet integrator does not.
Tab. [ also numerically demonstrates that no simple relation
between the position- and velocity-Verlet integrators is found
for an anharmonic oscillator.

For the harmonic oscillator, the perturbed Hamiltonians
corresponding to the discrete motion in Eq. (1) at the con-
dition of 0 < 7 < 2, read[@]

Holg,p,7Im) = G [(1 = 72/4)¢® + p?] 4)
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where m is an arbitrary integer and the ¢- and p-independent
coefficient (,,, = 2(mm + asin(7/2))/(7v4 — 72). Given
qo = o and py = vy, the discrete points, (z,,, v, ) generated
by Eq. (1) always lie on the continuous trajectory produced by
Hamilton’s canonical equations of motion:

dq(t) dp(t) _ . O
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that is, the solutions satisfy ¢(t = n7) = z, and p(t =
nT) = v,. The Hamiltonian representations are surprisingly
not unique, which physically states that there are multiple con-
tinuous trajectories intersecting at all the discrete points, as
shown in Fig.1 of Ref. [9]. On the other hand, the correspond-
ing perturbed Hamiltonians for the position-Verlet integrator
read[lg] instead

HP(Q7p7 T|m) = gm [q2 + (1 - 7'2/4)]92} . (6)

Therefore, the continuous evolution of (g,p) in the phase
phase follows different perturbed Hamiltonians. However,
the Hamiltonians of Eqs. (@) and (G) remain linear combina-
tions of ¢® and p? with modified coefficients. Consequently,
Eq. (@), combined with either Eq.@) or Eq. (@), yields the
identical second-order differential equation for ¢ and p:

§=—4C 0 -7/ p=—4¢1—7/9p. (T

The continuous propagation of g or p alone remains the same
for the two integrators. Thus, if the trajectory of the position
is focused by choosing initial conditions: ¢(0) = xy = yo and
4(0) = 2mvo = 2 (1 — 72 /4)wo, the simple relations hold
at all later times:

T =y = g(n7); v = (1= 7 /4w, = q2(2”>, ®)
forn = 0,1,2,---. Otherwise, focusing on the trajectory of

the velocity gives

p(nt).
- 2<m 5 Un

(1= 72/4)z = yp = =w, =p(n7). 9

The validity of Egs. () and (9) can be directly confirmed
by Egs. (1) and @) subject to f(z) = —z. In fact, for the
harmonic oscillator, Egs. (I) and ) with either the velocity
or position eliminated, identically reduce to the Verlet form of
Eq. @) with r interpreted correspondingly as either the posi-
tion or velocity.

However, no simple relation between the two integrators
can be found for any complex system producing nonlinear
forces. For such a general system, the position-Verlet inte-
grator differs from the velocity-Verlet integrator in that it does
not reduce to the Verlet form of Eq. (3) any more. The evolu-
tion derived from Eq. (@) reads alternatively

Ynt2 = 2Ynt1 — Yn + T
[f(yn + Twn/z) + f(ynJrl + Twn+1/2)] /27 (10)

where the last term is not equal to f(y,+1) in general unless
a linear force is considered. Instead of evaluating the forces
of Eq. (I0) at half time steps, Eqs. (4) and (5) of Ref. [Ia] in-
correctly deduced the evolution of the position from the force
at the full time step. The difference between the two integra-
tors for an anharmonic oscillator can be demonstrated numer-
ically. Tab. [l clearly shows that, even if the initial velocities
of the two integrators are chosen such that the first two po-
sitions match, difference appears soon at later times for the

anharmonic oscillator giving f(z) = —x3.

We appreciate the discussion with Sgren Toxvaerd although
we disagree with each other. This work was supported by
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