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1. Symplectic Integrators

We are interested in finding the classical trajectory in phamace of a system described by the
HamiltonianH (g, p) = T(p) +S(q) = 1p? + (). The idea of asymplectic integratois to write
the time evolution operator as

dy dpd  dqd ) _ .
o) -enlo {2 52)) =

where thevector field

Ho oHO 9 9

gy vy hal v I
2qap T apag- S Wgy tT(R)

H =
Since the kinetic energy is a function only ofp and the potential energyis a function only of
q it follows that the action o&"S: f(q, p) — f(q, p—1S(Q)) ande’ : f(g,p) — f(q+1T'(p),p)
are just translations of the appropriate variable.

We now make use of the Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) féamuhich tells us that the
product of exponentials in any associative algebra can littewras Irfe’/2e®e*/?) — (A+B) =
2—14{[A, [A,B]] —2[B, [A, B]]} +--- where all the terms on the right hand side are constructed out
of commutators ofA and B with known coefficients. We find that for a simple PQP symnaetri
integrator with step sizét the evolution operator for a trajectory of lengtimay be written as
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2. Shadow Hamiltonians

For every symplectic integrator there ishadow Hamiltoniart that is exactly conserved:;
this may be obtained by replacing the commutatér?] in the BCH expansion with thBoisson

bracket{S T} = 3—?‘2—5 — 3—3‘3—} [fl]. For example our PQP integrator above exactly consethes

shadow Hamiltoniati =T + S— 2 ({s (ST} +2(T, {ST}}) 5124,

We now make the simple observation that any symplectic iategis constructed from the
same Poisson brackets, and that these Poisson bracketstemsive quantities. We therefore
propose to measure the average values of the Poisson lsraaietthen optimize the integrator
(by adjusting the step sizes, order of the integration sehantegrator parameters, number of
pseudofermion fields, etd][] 3]) offline so as to minimize tost. This is possible because the
acceptance rate and instabilities are completely detedrtiydH = H —H.

As a very simple example consider the minimum norm PQPQBriater

S5t 1T o\ &5 1T as\ T/dt
UPQPQF(5T)T/dt _ <ea85re2T5re(l Za)SérezTérea%r)
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Flat Manifold General
Symplectic 2-form dpAdg w:dw=0
Hamiltonian vector field H = ‘;—';% - dH =i w
Equations of motion 4= d_p’ p= —‘f,—'; 4=
Poisson bracket | {A,B} = 5892 — 9828 | (A B} = —w(A,B)

Table 1. Comparison of quantities in flat space and on a general mem@)

whose shadow Hamiltonian is

H=H-+ {S{ST}}+

2
(L” Ga+1 24 9, {ST}}) 512+ 0(51%).

With only one degree of freedom we cannot completely eliminate the coefficient of ®@1?)
contribution, however, we may optimize this integrator eitiag the parameter = } 1%
There have been alternative optimization strategies [@@ghominimizing thd., norm of coeffi-
cients assuming{S {ST}} = |{T,{ST}} [Al and setting the coefficient of one of the two Pois-
son brackets to zero by choosiog= 2(1— ﬁ)) or =. However, these strategies clearly break down
when optimizing higher order minimum norm mtegrators,, ifer O(814) integrators there are 6

Poisson bracket contributions that must be consideredTiae[B).

3. Hessian Integrators

We now make another simple observation: consider again @fQ®P integrator, where we
seta = % so that the{T,{S T}} contribution is eliminated. The remaining leading ordeisPo
son/gacket{S{ST}} depends only om, which means that we can evaluate the integrator step
elS{STHST explicitly (it is again just a shift o). The force for this integrator step involves sec-
ond derivatives of the action, and therefore they are cafledsian or force gradient integrators
(B, B]. By putting such an integration step into a multistegggrator we can eliminate all the lead-
ing 0(812) terms indH. The advantage of such an integrator over that of Campdif is that
the coefficients of the next order terms are approximatetydwders of magnitude smaller (see Ta-
ble[3). We want to stress that although eliminating the legterm must be best asymptotically as
o1 — 0 it might well not be the optimal solution in practice; theioml solution may be obtained
by minimizing 5H as discussed injg2.

4. Beyond Scalar Field Theory

We now have to construct the Poisson brackets and Hessegrandrs for gauge fields, where
the field variables are constrained to live on a group masifdlo do this we need to use some
differential geometry. Tablfl 1 summarizes the differeneavieen the formulation on flat space
that we have discussed up to this point and that on generafottmn
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In order to construct a Hamiltonian system on a manifold wedneot only a Hamiltonian
function but also a fundamental closed 2-fotmm On a Lie group manifold this is most easily
found using the globally definedlaurer—Cartanforms {6'} that are dual to the generators and
satisfy the relatiord' = —1c}, 61 A 6%, wherec), are the structure constants of the group. We
choose to defineo = —dy;0'p' = 5;(8' Adp — p'd') = ¥;(6' /A\d|d' +14p'c;8) A 6). Using
this fundamental 2-form we can define a Hamiltonian vectdd #ecorresponding to any O-form
Athrough the relatiomlA=i;w, and in the natural coordinaté¢s, %) on the contangent bundle
this gives

- (oA A 1a

The classical trajectories = (Q,R) are then the integral curves of this vector fied= A(q;).

5. Putting It All Together

Recalling thatH = S+ T we can compute the Hamiltonian vector fields corresponding t
andT using equation[(4] 1), and from these we can evaluate thestewvder Poisson bracket

A A~ . . - . ~ A . dS
{ST}=-w(ST)=—(6'Adp + 3Py A8 (ST) = —pa(s) = —ReTr<WPu> ,
and the Hamiltonian vector field corresponding to it,

ET-=3 (a{fpi”w ST —a({ST})] %)
I ]

= —g(Se+ [_c'j‘i phe;(S) + p"aej(S)}

op'
From this we can derive expressions for the third- and fifteo Poisson brackets that are needed
for symmetric symplectic integrators, and these are listdable[R. Similarly, we can then evaluate
the corresponding Hamiltonian vector fields for any Poiskmatkets we wish to include in the
integration (e.g.{STS\T}} for force gradient integrators).

The explicit form of the shadow Hamiltonian for a variety ofdgrators is show in Tab[¢ 3.

6. Conclusions

Our work in this area is still very preliminary, so far we haancentrated on developing these
ideas. Future work shall focus on implementing and testiegperformance of these integrators
for dynamical fermion calculations. We expect that modestgin performance can be expected
through directly measuring the leading order Poisson latacto optimize the minimum norm
family of integrators. However, we hope that very significparformance improvements can be
obtained from force gradient integrators.
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{S{sT}} a(Sea(S

{T{ST}} —p'p*aei(S)
{S{S{S{ST}}}} 0
HUSTH{S{ST}}} —2e(5ej(Saei(S

3d, p'p'e)(S)[exer(S) + ead(S)]

ST} {T,{ST o
{{STIATAST}}} Lppl [eK(S)Q(er(S)—[exa(s)+ae‘(s)]e‘ej(s)

{T.{S{S{ST}}}} 0
{TAT{S{ST}}}} 2p' pllegjad(S)ad(S) +aa(Seje(S)]
{TATATAST}}}} —-pppp'aejae(S

Table 2: Poisson brackets required for symmetric symplectic irategs.
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Integrator Update steps Shadow Hamiltonian
PQP e1oTS 1T ghorS T+5- % ({S{STH+2(T{ST}H})
QPQ etorT TS ghort T+5+ % (2(S{STH+{T{ST}H})
PQPQP edrSgport
a=1 x €397 T+S+%5{S{ST}}
[, &3] x @10 ghoTS
PQPQP =2 orS ghort
a=31-7%) « ev30TS T+S+3281T (ST}
6., B3] « eyt 32618
exp(%érf)
X exp(%‘ér A) T+S
< op( a5 ~(a0¥as4022149) {S{S{S {STH})
Campostin A +(18094+20092+312) {{ST}.{S{ST}}}
0.8 X exp(—%ér A) Lo +(60¥a+8092+104) {{ST} {T,{ST}}}
s s +(-20918) {T,{S{S {STH})
< o orT) 20?292 {T,{T, {S{STH}}
x exp(£52:4578) +(592+8) {TAT{T,{ST}}}}
X exp(%‘érf)
T+S
Force is ass st 2259{S {S{S{ST}}}}
| ST e +3024{{STH{S{ST}})
i x @ T oo | HTEBUSTIATASTHY
- et ggos it +5616{T{S {S{STH}})
+4224{T {T {S{ST}}}}
+896{T,{T{T.{ST}}}}
T+S
o 1S {S(SISTH))
Force e%se%T/\ +36{{ST}{S{ST}}}
Gradient e e | AT2USTHTASTIN
#2 x %1 e5:S o

+84{T,{S{S{ST}}}}
+126{T {T,{S{ST}}}}
+54{T AT, {T,{ST}}}}

Table 3: A collection of integrators with the leading terms in theiaetly conserved shadow Hamiltonians.




