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An outstanding property of any Hamiltonian system is the symplecticity of its flow, namely, the continuous
trajectory preserves volume in phase space. Given a symplectic but discrete trajectory generated by a transition
matrix applied at a fixed time-increment (τ > 0), it was generally believed that there exists a unique Hamiltonian
producing a continuous trajectory that coincides at all discrete times (t = nτ with n integers) as long as τ is
small enough. However, it is now exactly demonstrated that, for any given discrete symplectic dynamics of a
harmonic oscillator, there exists an infinite number of real-valued Hamiltonians for any small value of τ and
an infinite number of complex-valued Hamiltonians for any large value of τ . In addition, when the transition
matrix is similar to a Jordan normal form with the supradiagonal element of 1 and the two identical diagonal
elements of either 1 or −1, only one solution to the Hamiltonian is found for the case with the diagonal elements
of 1, but no solution can be found for the other case.

Symplectic integrators[1–4] are widely used to simulate the
dynamic processes of elementary particles, materials and ce-
lestial bodies[5, 6]. In order to understand the structure, reg-
ularity and stability of the discrete dynamics generated by
these integrators, it may be worth analyzing the motion in a
Hamiltonian representation, just as it is realized in classical
mechanics[7]. Despite recent progress[8–15], the basic prob-
lems about the uniqueness and existence of this representation
have not been solved for any model system.

When the classical system described by an original Hamil-
tonian, H0(q, p), is propagated at a fixed time-increment τ :[

q((n+ 1)τ)
p((n+ 1)τ)

]
= R̂

[
q(nτ)
p(nτ)

]
, (1)

with n = 0, 1, 2, · · · an integer and R̂ a symplectic transi-
tion matrix derived from H0(q, p), it is generally believed that
there exists a slightly perturbed Hamiltonian H(τ, q, p), also
called shadow Hamiltonian by Toxvaerd et al.[11, 14], such
that the discrete phase points, (q(nτ), p(nτ)), lie on the con-
tinuous trajectory produced by the Hamilton’s canonical equa-
tions of motion, 

dq(t)

dt
≡ q̇ =

∂H
∂p

dp(t)

dt
≡ ṗ = −∂H

∂q

. (2)

H(τ, q, p) was previously expressed by a formal power series
in τ (e.g. Eq. (45) of ref.[10]):

H(τ, q, p) = H0(q, p)+ τH1(q, p)+ τ2H2(q, p)+ · · · . (3)

When τ approaches 0, H(τ, q, p) necessarily reduces to
H0(q, p) up to a trivial additive constant independent of q and
p. Higher order corrections are uniquely formulated in terms
of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) expansion[16] for
the product of exponential operators involved in R̂[10, 17, 18].
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In this work, we instead solve exactly the system of one har-
monic oscillator to explicitly demonstrate that, contrary to the
assumed uniqueness, H(τ, q, p) is in fact non-unique even for
small τ .
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FIG. 1. Typical continuous trajectories from (q(0) = 1, p(0) = 0)
to (q(1.05τ), p(1.05τ)) in the qp phase space (top) and as functions
of time (bottom, solid lines for q(t) and dashed p(t)) generated by
the Hamiltonians of Eq. (5) at m = 0 (left), 1 (middle, red) and −1
(right, blue). In the phase space, the trajectory of the phase points
rotates clockwise (m ⩾ 0) and counter-clockwise (m < 0) respec-
tively. Discrete points: q(nτ) and p(nτ) at n = 0, 1, 2, · · · , 6 (cir-
cles), are generated by the symplectic integrator. See Eq. (21).

For the system of the one-dimensional (1D) single har-
monic oscillator defined by H0 = q2/2 + p2/2 in reduced
units, the non-singular 2 by 2 transition matrix:

R̂(τ) =

[
R1(τ) R2(τ)
R3(τ) R4(τ)

]
, (4)

depends on none of n, q and p; it is only a function of the
time-increment τ . The symplectic condition requires that the
determinant of R̂ is unity: R1R4 −R2R3 = 1, so the product
of its two eigenvalues is 1. Therefore, we denote the eigenval-
ues as y and 1/y, where y is a complex number expressed in
the exponential form: y = |y| eiθ with −π < θ ⩽ π. Possible
solutions to H(τ, q, p), which are independent of time or n,
are listed in the following three categories.
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i) When (R1 + R4)
2 ̸= 4, R̂ has two distinct eigenvalues:

y ̸= 1/y, and H takes a binomial form:

H(τ, q, p|m) =
log(y,m)

(y − 1/y)

R2p
2 −R3q

2 + (R1 −R4)pq

τ
,

(5)
where the multivalued logarithm function is defined as

log(y,m) = log |y|+ iθ + i2mπ, (6)

with m an arbitrary integer and i the imaginary unit. i-a)
When θ ̸= 0 and θ ̸= π, which is often the case for small
τ in the traditional symplectic integrators[5, 6], the two dis-
tinct eigenvalues are complex conjugated: 1/y = y∗ and
the module must be 1: |y|2 = yy∗ = 1. Both log(y,m)
and y − 1/y give pure imaginary numbers and consequently
H(τ, q, p|m) are all real-valued. Specifically, H(τ, q, p|0) re-
duces to the power series of Eq. (3) applied to the harmonic
oscillator. Typical trajectories in the phase space and as func-
tions of time for m = 0,±1 are shown in Fig. 1. i-b) When
θ = 0, the two distinct eigenvalues are both positive: y > 0,
and then H(τ, q, p|0) is still real-valued and other solutions
with m ̸= 0 all complex. i-c) When θ = π, which is often the
case for large τ , the two distinct eigenvalues are both negative:
y < 0, and then no real-valued H(τ, q, p|m) exists.

ii) When R̂ = ±Î with Î the 2 by 2 identity matrix, y =
1/y = ±1 and then H exists:

H(τ, q, p|m) = iπ
4m+ 1∓ 1

2

C2p
2 − C3q

2 + 2C1pq

2τ
, (7)

with C1, C2 and C3 arbitrary complex numbers satisfying
C2

1 + C2C3 = 1. There are an infinite number of real-valued
and complex-valued Hamiltonians.

iii) When y = 1/y = ±1 and R̂ is similar to a Jordan nor-
mal form with the supradiagonal element of 1 and the diagonal
elements of ±1:

R̂ = P̂

[
±1 1
0 ±1

]
P̂−1, (8)

with P̂ non-singular and P̂ P̂−1 = Î , there must be R1+R4 =

±2 but R̂ ̸= ±Î . A unique or no solution to H is found
respectively. iii-a) When y = 1/y = 1 and R̂ ̸= Î , the unique
solution is

H(τ, q, p) =
R2p

2 −R3q
2 + 2(R1 − 1)pq

2τ
. (9)

iii-b) When y = 1/y = −1 and R̂ ̸= −Î , no solution to H
can be found.

Derivation. Obviously, the phase point that coincides with
Eq. (1) at any discrete time could evolve continuously accord-
ing to[

q(t)
p(t)

]
= R̂t/τ

[
q(0)
p(0)

]
= exp

(
t

τ
Ẑ

)[
q(0)
p(0)

]
, (10)

where the matrix Ẑ is determined by the matrix equation,

eẐ = R̂, (11)

with the exponential interpreted as a Taylor series:

eẐ = Î + Ẑ +
1

2
Ẑ2 + · · ·+ 1

k!
Ẑk + · · · . (12)

For any known R̂, all the solutions of Eq. (11) are called (natu-
ral) logarithm of R̂ (p. 239 of ref.[19]). The eigenvalues xj of
Ẑ are connected with the eigenvalues yj of R̂ by the formula:
yj = exj , thus, yj must be non-zero, i.e., R̂ is non-singular,
such that xj exists. In addition, the Hamilton-Cayley theorem
states that any matrix satisfies its own characteristic equation
(p.83 of ref.[19]):(

Z1Î − Ẑ
)(

Z4Î − Ẑ
)
− Z2Z3Î = 0. (13)

This theorem simplifies all higher order multiplications in the
Taylor series of Eq. (12) to linear combinations of Ẑ and Î
only. As a consequence, Eq. (11) implies a linear matrix equa-
tion with two coefficients, a and b:

aẐ + bÎ = R̂. (14)

The connection between the assumed continuous trajectory
of Eq. (10) and the canonical equations of motion, Eq. (2), is
made clear by taking the time derivative:

q̇ =
Z1q + Z2p

τ
=

∂H
∂p

ṗ =
Z3q + Z4p

τ
= −∂H

∂q

. (15)

Certainly, the elements of Ẑ for the harmonic oscillator are
only functions of τ for the reason that R̂ is. For the partial
derivatives being linearly dependent on p and q, H must exist
in a binomial form up to an additive constant:

H =
Z2p

2 − Z3q
2 + 2Z1pq

2τ
=

Z2p
2 − Z3q

2 − 2Z4pq

2τ
,

(16)
if and only if Ẑ satisfying Eq. (11) is traceless: Z1 + Z4 = 0,
or equivalently, the sum of the two eigenvalues of Ẑ equals
0: x1 + x2 = 0. The symplectic condition imposed on R̂:
R1R4 − R2R3 = y1y2 = ex1+x2 = 1 becomes necessary, as
expected. However, as demonstrated in the below, this condi-
tion is not sufficient to reach a traceless Ẑ from Eq. (11).

By analyzing the elementary divisors (Jordan blocks) of R̂
and then expressing a and b of Eq. (14) in terms of the ele-
ments and eigenvalues of R̂, we derive H corresponding to
the three categories in the preceding section.

i) When y1 ̸= y2, setting y1 = y and x1 = log(y,m) =
−x2 and then equating the eigenvalues of the matrices in
Eq. (14) simply yield the coefficients a and b. Consequently,

Ẑ =
log(y,m)

y − 1/y

(
2R̂− y2 + 1

y
Î

)
, (17)

which is indeed traceless on account of y1+y2 = (y2+1)/y =
R1 + R4. Hence, Eqs. (16) and (17) give the desired result,
Eq. (5).
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ii) When y1 = y2 = y and R̂ = yÎ , setting x1 =
log(y,m) = −x2 again leads to x1 = log(y,m) = iπ(4m+
1∓ 1)/2, in which ∓ corresponds to y = ±1, i.e., θ = 0 and
θ = π in Eq. (6), respectively. Since R̂ = yÎ always produces
a = 0 and b = y in Eq. (14) for any non-zero Ẑ, an arbi-
trary traceless 2 by 2 matrix with its two distinct eigenvalues:
iπ(4m + 1 ∓ 1)/2 and −iπ(4m + 1 ∓ 1)/2 respectively, is
always a valid solution to Ẑ. Hence, Eq. (7).

iii) When y1 = y2 = y but R̂ ̸= yÎ , R̂ must be similar
to a Jordan normal form with the supradiagonal element of
1, so does Ẑ. Because this non-diagonal Jordan form must
imply x1 = x2, the eigenvalues additionally subject to the
constraint: x1 = −x2, have to be both zero: x1 = x2 = 0 and
thus y = ex1 = 1. In this case, higher order multiplications
in the Taylor series of Eq. (12) all vanish: Ẑk = 0 for any
k = 2, 3, · · · , and only the first two terms survive to give
a = b = 1 in Eq. (14). Hence, Ẑ = R̂ − Î and then Eq. (9).
On the other hand, when y1 = y2 = −1 but R̂ ̸= −Î , no
traceless solution to Ẑ can be found.

Examples and Discussions. The transition matrix for the
symplectic Euler (E) integrator reads explicitly[10, 20]

R̂E(τ) =

[
R1(τ) R2(τ)
R3(τ) R4(τ)

]
=

[
1− τ2 τ
−τ 1

]
. (18)

According to iii-b), H does not exist when τ = 2; otherwise,
there are an infinite number of valid Hamiltonians. When 0 <
τ < 2, the explicit expression for H follows Eq. (5) and the
category i-a)

H(τ, q, p|m) = λm
p2 + q2 − τpq

τ
√
4− τ2

, (19)

where λm = 2mπ+acos(1− τ2/2). Here, it is crucial to use
acos(1 − τ2/2) ∈ (0, π) rather than asin(τ

√
1− τ2/4) ∈

(0, π/2) for 0 < τ < 2. H(τ, q, p|0) at m = 0 with the
smallest |λm| identifies with the power series of Eq. (3) and
the expression previously derived by Donnelly and Rogers[20,
21].

Similarly, when τ > 2, Eq. (5) and i-c) yield the complex-
valued time-independent Hamiltonians:

H(τ, q, p|m) = λm
p2 + q2 − τpq

τ
√
τ2 − 4

, (20)

where the complex number λm = i(2m + 1)π + log 2 −
log(τ2 − 2 + τ

√
τ2 − 4). Somewhat surprisingly, the Hamil-

ton’s equations of motion in the complex plane do represent
the symplectic discrete dynamics in the real space! However,
the power series of Eq. (3) yields no valid Hamiltonian any
more because it diverges for τ > 2. Tracing back to the ma-
trix Ẑ in Eq. (11), it is important to keep its complex-valued
solutions; obviously, these solutions can not be derived from
the previous BCH technique (e.g.[10]), which at most leads
to one real-valued expression. It should be possible to ex-
tend this technique to get multiple power series. Such an ex-
tension might be useful for solving other problems that have
been dealt with by the BCH technique associated with Lie
algebra[16].

Setting tm = λmt/τ , the trajectory at a given initial condi-
tion: q(0) = q0 and p(0) = p0 reads correspondingly,

q(t) = (2p0 − τq0)
sin(tm)√
4− τ2

+ q0 cos(tm)

p(t) = (τp0 − 2q0)
sin(tm)√
4− τ2

+ p0 cos(tm)

(21)

for 0 < τ < 2, and
q(t) = (2p0 − τq0)

sinh(tm)√
τ2 − 4

+ q0 cosh(tm)

p(t) = (τp0 − 2q0)
sinh(tm)√
τ2 − 4

+ p0 cosh(tm)

(22)

for τ > 2, where the hyperbolic trigonometric functions
sinh(x) = (ex − e−x) /2 and cosh(x) = (ex + e−x) /2.
Eqs. (21) and (22) have the same structure; the only difference
between them is whether the triangle functions or the hyper-
bolic trigonometric functions are used. It is easy to verify that
both equations agree with the discrete dynamics described by
Eq. (1) and (18). Clearly, the generalized momentum (veloc-
ity), p, is not the time derivative of the generalized coordinate,
q, any more: p ̸= q̇, which is evident from the fact that the
binomial forms in H(τ, q, p|m) of Eqs. (19) and (20) include
the nontrivial coefficients and the cross term of pq. Then it
is necessary to derive more accurate expressions of velocities
and related kinetic energy, rather than use the direct output
of the integrator[22, 23]. Fig. 1 shows the first several tra-
jectories obtained from Eq. (21) with 0 < τ = 0.66 < 2,
m = 0,±1 and the initial state: (q0 = 1, p0 = 0). In the qp
phase space, the trajectory rotates clockwise for any m ⩾ 0
and counter-clockwise for any m < 0. Besides, the period
dramatically decreases as |m| and the real-valued tm increase
when 0 < τ < 2. In contrast, when τ > 2, the hyperbolic
trigonometric functions with the complex-valued tm as the in-
put must result in divergent trajectories.

H for the usual velocity-Verlet (v) or position-Verlet (p)
integrators[6, 24] identically falls into the categories i-a), iii-
b), and i-c) for 0 < τ < 2, τ = 2, and τ > 2 respectively. Be-
cause R1 = R4 = 1 − τ2/2 in the Verlet integrators, Eq. (5)
produces the binomial form of H without the cross term of
pq. However, the nontrivial coefficients different from 1/2 in
H0(q, p) still exist and contribute to the Boltzmann distribu-
tion, ∝ e−βH(q,p,τ |m), which might be sampled by symplectic
integrators coupled with a thermostat. The coupling possibly
follows the current schemes[25–27].

At some critical time-increment, typical symplectic inte-
grators often suffer from the non-existence of H due to the
non-diagonal Jordan form with eigenvalues −1. It is always
possible to create new symplectic integrators to eliminate this
singularity. For example, one might simply define a double
Euler (dE) integrator as R̂dE(τ) = R̂E(τ/2)R̂E(τ/2) such
that its eigenvalues at the critical time-increment, τ/2 = 2,
change from −1 to 1. H for R̂dE(τ) falls into the categories
i-a) for 0 < τ < 2

√
2 and 2

√
2 < τ < 4, ii) for τ = 2

√
2,

iii-a) for τ = 4, and i-b) for τ > 4, respectively. However,
a combination of two distinct integrators might still fail, just
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as R̂vp(τ) = R̂v(τ/2)R̂p(τ/2) does. It is of course straight-
forward to analyze R̂vp(τ) and any other time-independent
transition matrix for the harmonic oscillator.

In a word, we have exactly solved the Hamiltonian repre-
sentation of arbitrary discrete symplectic dynamics of the one-
dimensional single harmonic oscillator. The representation il-
lustrates the structure, regularity and stability of the discrete
symplectic dynamics in a transparent way. At a small time-
increment, the obtained time-independent Hamiltonian avoids
the standard power series derived by the Baker-Campbell-
Hausdorff (BCH) technique associated with Lie algebra and
it is proved to be non-unique. At a large time-increment, the
complex-valued Hamilton’s equations of motion surprisingly
represent the discrete motion in the real space. It is also pos-

sible to solve linear systems of many harmonic oscillators in
the three dimensions, because the derived transition matrices
remain only functions of the time-increment. However, it is
difficult to deal with any nonlinear system, because the el-
ements of its transition matrix are in fact q- and p-dependent
operators and the convergence of the power series has not been
rigorously known even for a small time-increment[10].
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