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The numerical solution of Hamiltonian problems is a relévasue of investiga-
tion since many years: we refer to the recent monographd]8mda comprehensive
description of this topic, and to the references therein.

In a certain sense, the use of a numerical method acts aduicirgy a small per-
turbation in the original system which, in general, desdrajl of its first integrals.
The study of the preservation of invariant tori in the phgsece of nearly integrable
Hamiltonian systems has been a central theme in the ressia the pioneering
work of Poincaré, the final goal being to asses the stalufithe solar system. From
a numerical point of view, results in this respect are stilbp and this is justified
by considering the delicacy of the problem: as testified byMKtheory, even small
Hamiltonian perturbations of completely integrable systedo not prevent the dis-
appearance of most of the tori, unless a Diophantine camdith the frequencies of
the unperturbed system is satisfied.

At the times when research on this topic was started, there we available
numerical methods possessing such conservation featumgin approach to the
problem was the devising of symplectic methods. Howeveydg the numerical so-
lution generated by symplectic (and/or symmetric) mettsidsvs some interesting
long-time behavior (see, for examplg] [8, Theorems X.3d X¥h3.1]), it was ob-
served that symplecticity alone can only assure, at mastdahservation of quadratic
Hamiltonian functions, unless they are coupled with sonmgegtion procedure. In
the general case, conservation cannot be assured, eveghthayuasi-preservation
can be expected for reversible problems, when symmetribadstare used (see,
e.g., [4]). On the other hand, a numerical “drift" can be stimes observed in the
discrete solutior 7]. One of the first successful attemptolve the problem of loss
of conservation of the Hamiltonian function by the numdrsdution, is represented
by discrete gradient methodsee [15] and references therein). Purely algebraic ap-
proaches have been also introduced (see, €lg., [6]), wifhr@senting any energy-
preserving method.

Afurther approach was consideredinl[16], whereaheraged vector field method
was proposed and shown to conserve the energy function ohgzal Hamiltonian
systems. As was recently outlined (seé [5]), approximativegintegral appearing
in such method by means of a quadrature formula (based uplgngmial inter-
polation) yields a family of second order Runge-Kutta methadrhese latter meth-
ods represent an instance of energy-preserving Runge-Kigthods for polynomial
Hamiltonian problems: their first appearance may be fourfilh under the name of
s-stage trapezoidal methad&dditional examples of fourth and sixth-order Runge-
Kutta methods were presentedlin][11] and [13].

In [10/11[13], the derivation of such energy preserving gaiKutta formulae
relies on the definition of the so called “discrete line im&dq first introduced in
[12]. However, a comprehensive analysis of such methodadtaseen carried out so
far, so that their properties were not known and, moreokeir, practical construction
was difficult.

In this paper we provide such an analysis, which allows usetive symmetric
methods, of arbitrarily high order, able to preserve Hamikin functions of poly-
nomial type, of any specified degree. Such methods are henedidamiltonian
Boundary Value Methods (HBVMsjnce the above approach has been, at first, stud-
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ied (see, e.g.[[1A,13]) in the frameworkimbck Boundary Value Methodshe latter
are block one-step methods [3]. However, for the sake oftgland later reference,
the equivalent Runge-Kutta formulation of HBVMs will be kealso considered.

In the remaining part of this section, we introduce the baokgd information
concerning the approach. Let then

y =JOH(y),  y(0)=yoeR™, (1.1)

be a Hamiltonian problem in canonical form, where, by sgttis usual, the identity

matrix of dimensiorm,
J= ( 'm) , (1.2)
—Im

and where the Hamiltonian functiohi,(y), is a polynomial of degree. It is well
known that, for any* € R?™,

. 1
HOY) ~HO = [ OHOTdy= [ dOTOHEO)dL  (L3)

Yo—Y*

whereo : [0,1] — R°™is any smooth function such that
o0 =yo, o(1)=y"

In particular, over a trajectory(t), of (I.), one has

due to the fact that matrikin (I.2) is skew-symmetric.

Here we consider the case whearét) is a polynomial of degres yielding an
approximation to the true solutioyit) in the time interval0, h] which, without loss
of generality, is hereafter normalized [@ 1]. More specifically, given the+ 1 ab-
scissae

O=cp<cp<---<Cs=1, (1.4)

and the approximationg ~ y(ci), o(t) is meant to be defined by the interpolation
conditions
o(c) =Y, i=0,....s (1.5)

Actually, the approximationgy; } will be unknown, until the new methods will be
fully derived.

A different, though related concept, is that of collocatimdynomial for the prob-
lem, at the abscissde(IL.4). Such a polynomial is the uniglyapmialu(t), of degree
s+ 1, satisfying

u(co) = Yo, and  U(c)=J0OH(u(g)), i=0,...,s (1.6)
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It is well known that [[1.5) define a Runge-Kuttallocation methodMoreover,
the set of abscissae(1L.4) defines a corresponding quaelfatorula with weights

1 S  t—c;
m:/ M %G, i=01...s (1.7)
0 j—o0,j# G~ Ci

which has degree of precision ranging frero 2s— 1, depending on the choice of
the abscissa€(1.4). In particular, the highest precisigmek is obtained by using the
Lobatto abscissae, which we shall consider in the seqiitle underlying collocation
method has, then, ordes.2

Remark 1 Choosing a Gauss distribution of the abscis$ag raises the degree of
precision of the related quadrature formula2e+ 1. In such a case, it is interesting
to observe that applyin@(1.3) along the trajecto(y)uiand exploiting the collocation
conditions(I.8), one gets

H(u(@) o) = [ WO OR )t 9

-ibi u/(ci)TDH (U(Ci)) +Rs=Rs,

where R is the error in the approximation of the line integral. Thiene, H(u(cs)) =
H(yp) if and only if R = 0, which is implied by assuming that the quadrature for-
mula with abscissagc;} and weights{b;} is exact when applied to the integrand
u'(t)TOH (u(t)). However, since the integrand has degree

s+ (v—1)(s+1)=v(s+1) -1,

it follows that the maximum allowed value foris 2. Indeed, it is well known that
guadratic invariants are preserved by symmetric collomatmethods. On the other
hand, wherv > 2, in general R does not vanish, so that(id(cs)) # H(yo).

The above remark gives us a hint about how to approach thégmnoblote that
in (1.8) demanding that each term of the sum representinguhdrature formula is
null (i.e., the conditiong(1]6)), is an excessive requiatto obtain the conservation
property, which causes the observed low degree of precidioveaker assumption,
that would leave the result unchanged, is to relax conditidmg) so as to devise a
method whose induced quadrature formula, evaluated ortab$iline integral that
links two successive points of the numerical solution, isatand, at the same time,
makes the corresponding sum vanish, without requiringeheh term is zef@.

If we usea(t) instead ofu(t), the integrand function ifi(1l.3) has degnee— 1
so that, in order for the quadrature formula to be exact, ooeldvneed sayk + 1

points, where
S

k:{iﬂ, (1.9)

1 Different choices of the abscissae will be the subject afriinvestigations.

2 More precisely, in the new methods, conditions§(1.6) withtout to be replaced by relations of the
form o’(c) = ¥ ; BjJ0H(o(cj)), which resemble a sort @xtended collocation conditiofsee also[[13,
Section 2]) sinces’(c;) brings information from the global behavior of the problemtfie time interval
[0,h] (seel(31L)E(318) in Sectidd 3 and the analogues in Seldtion 4)
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if the corresponding Lobatto abscissae are used. Of cdarsech a case, the vanish-
ing of the quadrature formula is no longer guaranteed by itiond (1.6) and must
be obtained by a different approach. For this purpose, let

r=k-—s, (2.10)
be the number of the required additional points, and let
O<y<--- <1 <1, (1.12)

ber additional abscissae distinct froln_(IL.4). Moreover, letlefine the following

silent stage§13],
w = o(T), i=1,....r. (1.12)
Consequently, the polynomiai(t), which interpolates the couplés;,yi), i =

0,1,...,s, also interpolates the couples,wi), i =1,...,r. Thatis,o(t) interpolates
atk+ 1 points, even though it has only degsedf we define the abscissae

{to<ty < <t} ={ctU{m}, (1.13)

and dispose them according to a Lobatto distributioj@jd] in order to get a formula
of degree R, we have that

/; o' (t)TOH (o(t))dt = ibi o'(t)TOH(a(t)), (1.14)

and, consequently, the conservation condition becomes

k
Z)bi o'(t)TOH (o (t)) =0, (1.15)
i=
where, now,
RO S :
bi:/ |O‘| U4 i=01,... .k (1.16)
Jo = ,J;éiti_tj

The left-hand side of (1.15) is called “discrete line intfbecause, as will be
clear in the sequel, the choice of the paitft) is dictated by the numerical method
by which we will solve problen{{1]11) (see[13] for details).

With these premises, in Sectibh 4, we devise such a methtetafulfill (L.15),
after having set some preliminary results in Secfibn 3. Befbat, in Sectiof]l2 we
state a few facts and notations concerning the shifted Larggmolynomials, which
is the framework that we shall use to carry out the analysth@fmethods. A few
numerical tests are then reported in Secfibn 5 and, finalfgwaconclusions are
given in SectioiB. For sake of completeness, some propestishifted Legendre
polynomials are listed in the Appendix.



2 Preliminary results and notations

The shifted Legendre polynomials the intervall0, 1], constitute a family of poly-

nomials,{ P }nen, for which a number of known properties, nanfet-P12 are re-

ported in the Appendix. We now set some notations and resalt®e used later.
With reference to the abscissée (1.4), let:

Pi(c1) Pi(co)
Pj= : ) ﬁj=( Jp(_:o>, j=0,...,s (2.1)
J
@j = (po pj) 6Rs><j+17 g}j _ (ﬁo f)j ) c Rs;—klijrl7 (2.2)

Jor Py ()dx

A 0 p,
= : , |j_<fo Pllj(x)dx>:<l?), i=0...s (23)
Jo*Pi(x)dx

Remark 2 Observe that, fron®11, one obtains:

Furthermore, we set:
Fi=(lo...1}) eR™ITL g = (Ig...Tj) e RSMPITL, (2.5)
1
3 - bo
Dj = _ eRX Q= , (2.6)
2j—1 bs
and
1-1
1 0.
Gj= 1. 1 | eRITI (2.7)
0
1

By virtue of P3andP9, we deduce that
PT QP = [D;l o} . j=1,...s (2.8)
and

J1=>2GjD; ", f,—,lzggzje,-olfl, i=12.... (2.9)

NI =
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Lemmal The matrix@S = (po f)s) € Rst1xst1is nonsingular. Moreover

1-1 0...0

T 0o 1 0. .
fs:(j51o):95G5595 10 ERH1X5+1’ (2.10)

00

10

with .5 1 € RS a nonsingular matrix.

Proof s is the transpose of the Gramian matrix defined by the lingadg-
pendent polynomialBy(c), ..., Ps(c) at the distinct abscissas, . ..,cs and is, there-
fore, nonsingular. The structure gk follows from (Z.3). The matrixZs_; is nonsin-
gular since, from{Z10)%s is nonsingular, and rarii&s) = s. O

3 Matrix form of collocation methods

In this section we deliberately do not care of the exactnetsealiscrete line integral,
as stated by[{1.14), and in fact we choése s (and hencd; =¢;, i =0,...,s). We
show that imposing the vanishing of the discrete line irdeggondition [1.15)) leads
to the definition of the classical Lobatto I1IA methods. Tleason why we consider
this special situation is that the technique that we aregytirexploit is easier to be
explained, but at the same time is straightforwardly gdiradale to the cas& > s.
As a by-product, we will gain more insight about the link beém the new methods
and the Lobatto IlIA class. For example, we will deduce thalbbatto 111A methods
(and, in general, all collocation methods) may be defined bgms of a polynomial
o(t) of degree not larger than that of the collocation polynom{#l (indeed, in the
present case, degt) = degu(t) — 1).

To begin with, let us consider the following expansioroifc):

s—-1
/ _ . D.
o) (c)_JZOyJPJ(C), (3.1)
where the (vector) coefficientg are to be determined. Theh. (1. 15) becomes
Si)y} ibi P, (c))OH(a(c)) = 0, (3.2)
= =

which will clearly hold true, provided that the followingtsef orthogonality condi-
tions are satisfied:

Yi an.;bipj(ci)JDH(U(Ci)), j=0,...,5—1, (3.3)
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where{n;} are suitable scaling factors. We now impose that the polyalom

s—1 c
o(c) —yo+JZOyj/0 Pj (x) dx (3.4)

satisfies[(1]5). By setting

y= , €= GRSa y= P 9_<)§))7 (35)
Ys-1 1 Ys
one obtains (se€(2.3)=(2.9))
1 -1
Ss-1@lamy = | 5P5CsDs™ ) @ lamy =y —e@Yo. (3.6)
Consequently,
y= [ZDs(gsGsrl (—els)] ®lamy. (3.7)
On the other hand, the vector form of relations)3.3) reads
y=(Ir 2L.Q) & lond, (3.8)
wherel" =diag(ns,...,ns) € RS and
f=(fo... fs)7,  fi=JOH(o(c)), i=0,...,s (3.9)
Sincel” contains free parameters, we set
I = Ds. (3.10)

Comparing[(317) and(3.8), we arrive at the following blockthod, where novi
denotes, in general, the used stepsize,

A® lomy = hB® lomf, (3.11)
with (see[(2.P))

A=(-el), B= (%%G@J@) = (S1Ds 2] 1 Q). (3.12)

The following noticeable result holds true.

Theorem 1 Each row of the block methdd (3]111)-(3.12) defines a LMF ofiosd- 1.
The last row corresponds to the Lobatto quadrature formdlarder 2s.
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Proof For the first part of the proof, it suffices to show that the rodtts exact
for polynomials of degree+ 1. Clearly, it is exact for polynomials of degree 0, due
to the form of the matriXA. We shall then prove tha# 7s = B, that is (seel(2]3),

@38), and[[312)).% = BZ. By virtue of [3.12),[ZB), and(2.4), we have
B@S = jslesL@;;lQL@s = fsles [Dgl O] = [fsfl |5] = js,

which completes the first part of the proof. For the secont] pae has to show, by
setting as usua theith unit vector, that

elB=(bo... bs),

the vector containing the coefficients of the quadratunmtda. From[(3.12), exploit-
ing propertyP7 (see also[(217)), we obtain

1 ~ 1 -

=e] 20,0 = (1...1)Q=(by... bs). D
As an immediate consequence, the following result follows.

Corollary 1 The block metho@(3:111[}-(3]112) collocates at the Lobatszasae(114)
and has global ordePs.

Proof The proof follows from known results about collocation nath (see,
e.g., [8, Theorem I1.1.5]3

Remark 3 In conclusion, the method corresponding to the pef#&iB), as defined
by (3:12), is nothing but the Lobatto I1IA method of or@sr

3.1 Link betweero(c) and the collocation polynomial

An important consequence of Theor€in 1 and Corolldry 1 isttheat_obatto I1A
method of order  may be also defined by means of an underlying polynomial,
namelyo(c), of degrees instead ofs+ 1, as is the collocation polynomial associ-
ated with the method(3.111).

The main aim of the present subsection is to elucidate tla¢ioalbetween these
two polynomials. In what follows, we deliberately ignoretresult obtained in The-
orem1 and Corollaryl1, so as to provide, among other thingaltarnative proof of
part of the statements they redﬂrt.

Letu(c) be the polynomial{116) (of degrese- 1) that collocates probleri(1.1) at
the abscissa¢ (1.4). The expansion/@t) along the shifted Legendre polynomials
basis reads

u'(c) = S Z;Pj(c). (3.13)
J; it

3 The approach exploited in the proof of Theofgm 1 turns ougetorbcial to deduce the new methods
presented in the next section.
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Consequently, by setting

o
Yo R .
g=1| : |, @ =J0OH(u(g)), and {= (Zz) = 5 ,
: %

one obtains thaf{1l.6) may be recast in matrix notatiofas I2m2 =g, or
(=25 @ md. (3.14)

We get the expression afc) by integrating both sides df(3.113) on the interf@alc]:
s-1 c c
uo)=Yo+ 3 ¢ / Py (x)dx -+ zs/ Py(x)dx (3.15)
& o 0
By virtue of propertyP11, we get
s—1 "G
u(c) = yo+ Zozj/ P()dx  i=0,...s (3.16)
= 0

Settingz =u(c),i=1,...,8,z2=(z,...,%)", andZ = (yo,z" )", allows us to recast
(3.18) in matrix form. This is done by exploiting a similagament used to g€t (3.6)
starting from[(3.4):

X 1 _
ARl =z2—e®RYyy = Fs 1®lom = (E«@sGst 1) ® lom{
1 B ~
— (égzses Dt o}) @ lomd - (3.17)

Inserting [3.14) into[(3.17), and exploiting (2.8), yields
AR lomZ
1 _ ~ L. 1 - N
= 52Gs [Dst 0] 251 @ lom = éysesyg,lg @ lomd
=B®Ilomd.

Thus, the collocation probleri (1.6) defines the very saméaakearising from the
polynomialo(c) (see [3.IM)£(3.12)) with = 1. This implies that systeni (3111) is
a collocation method defined on the Lobatto abscissaie= 0, ...,s, (therefore, a
Lobatto I1IA method), and provides an alternative proof afr@lary[d. In particular,
we deduce that

uc)=yi=o(c), i=0,...s
It follows that [3.1%) becomes

u(©) = 0(C) + Zs /0 “Ryx)dx (3.18)
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and, after differentiating,
U (c) = 0'(c) + {&Ps(0). (3.19)

We can obtain the expression of the unknafyby imposing a collocation condition
at any of the abscissae For example, choosing= cs = 1, yields

{s=u(1)—0'(1) =1(ys) - Ti)vj = f(ys) —€" @ lamy. (3.20)
This latter expression can be slightly simplified by consgitgthat:
(i) f(ys) = (€' 1) P51 @ lonf, which comes from the fact that the syste#{ x =

i has solutiorx= es 1 (the nonsingularity ofs being assured by Lemrih 1);
(i) from B7) and[3:IN)£(3.12), one has
Y= (Ds2L1Q) @ lonf = (DsPL 1QPsP5") @ lowk
= (Ds(Dt 0) 2 @ lonf = (Is0) P51 & I

Thus, from[3.2D) we get

Zs=[(€"1)— (" 0)] 1@ lomf = €], 1 P51 @ I (3.21)

The remaining collocation conditionsg{c;) = JOH (u(c;)),i =0,...,s— 1, are clearly
satisfied since the collocation polynomigt) is uniquely identified by the+ 2 lin-
early independent conditions in_(IL.6). Nonetheless, tleeyle easily checked after

observing that, fron{(3.18), (i), and (3121),
2—<Zys>—=@sl®|2mf-
Therefore, from[(3.13)[{3.14), arld(3}18), one obtains,

u' (o)
0= :@s®|2mz:@s@§l®|2mf\:fi
u'(cs)
That is (see[(319))/(¢i) = JOH(u(ci)), i =0,...,s.

4 Derivation of the methods

The arguments for deriving the methods in the general caseakb- s (which makes
the discrete line integral exact) are a straightforwareesion of what stated above.
In particular, let us consider again the expansion (II3-@& the polynomiab(c).
Then, condition[(1.75) can be recast as (compare With (3.2))

s—1 k
_Z)VJT 3 b (6)IH(0 (1) = 0. (4.1)
= s
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which will clearly hold true, provided that the followingtsef orthogonality condi-
tions are satisfied (compare wifh (8.3), see dlsa{1.16)):

k
Yi :nj_;bin(ti)JDH(a(ti)), j =0,...,s—1, (4.2)

where {n;} are suitable scaling factors. According fo (3.10), we ckotbem as
nj=2j+1,j=0,...,s—1. The vectoy (see[(3.F)) is then obtained by imposing that
the polynomialo(c) in (3.4) satisfies the interpolation constraibs]1.5) dnd4)L

In so doing, one obtains a block method characterized by é¢meip(A, B), where
the twok x k+ 1 matricesA andB are defined as follows. In order to simplify the
notation, we shall use a “Matlab-like” notation: iets € RS*1 andind, € R" be the
vectors whose entries are the indexes of the main absagsae - < ¢sin (1.4) and

of the silent oneg; < --- < 1; in (L11), respectively, within the Lobatto abscissae
to < --- < tx, as defined iM{1.13). Then, the orthogonality condition&)(will define
the firsts rows of A andBf (compare with[[3.12)):

A(l:sinds) = (—ek), B(l:s:)=(F 1Ds?'Q), (4.3)
where (sed(215)E(2.6) ard (1113))
Po(to) Psfl(to)
327 _ c Rk+1xs7 (4_4)
Po(tk) Psfl(tk)
and (se€[(117))
bo
_(5: eRkJrlkarl' (45)

b

On the other hand, the interpolation conditions for thensiktages[(1.12) define the
lastr rows of the matrixA (the corresponding rows & are obviously zero):

A(s+1:k,ind;) = Iy, (4.6)
A(s+1:kinds) = -7 [ A1 (—els)] —€ef,
wherel, is the identity matrix of dimension €= (1,...,1)T € R", e, is the first unit
vector (of dimensios+ 1), and
JotPo(x)dx ... [o*Ps_1(x)dx
j: : cR'*S.
Jo Po(X)dx ... [o" Ps_1(x)dx
The following result generalizes TheorEin 1 to the presetihgethe proof being
similar).

4 As a further convention, the entries not explicitly set asuamed to be 0.
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Theorem 2 Each row of the block methdd (#.3)—(#.6) defines a LMF of catléast
s. The s-th row corresponds to the Lobatto quadrature foanofibrder2k.

Definition 1 We call the method defined by the peikilB) in (£.3)-[4.6) a&Hamil-
tonian BVM with k steps and degre®, hereafteHBVM(k,s)

Remark 4 The structure of the nonlinear system associated with the M, s) is
better visualized by performing a permutation of the stagassplits, into two block
sub-vectors, the fundamental stages and the silent onas. priecisely, the permuted
vector of stages, sa is required to be:

[ Y N T T T TT — T T WwTIT
Z_[y()vyla"'vys3W13W25"'7Wr] :[y()vy 7W] .

fundamental stages  silent stages

This is accomplished by introducing the permutation masie/e R<K and W ¢
Rk+HIxkHL “sych that

? inds(2:s+1) ! ind
w| :(s- ) w| :()

: |ndr |ndr
k+1 k+1

Itis easy to realize that

T [ —€ I Osxr T (bo Bi Bz
WAW _<—aO—A1 Iy )’ WBW _<Oor><50r><r ’

where[—ap, —A;] coincides with As+ 1 : k,inds) in (4.8), while [bg, By, Bp] matches
the matrix B1 :s,:) in (4.3). The HBVMKk,s) then takes the form:

—e Is Osyr bo B1 B2
lomz=nh JUOH(z). 4.7
(—ao A1 Iy )® am ( 0 Orxs Orxr © @) @.7)

The presence of the null blocks in the lower part of Wlﬁwéarly suggests that the
(generally nonlinear) systeid. 1) of (block) size k is actually equivalent to a system
having (block) size s. Indeed, we can easily remove thet sitages,

W =ag® Yo+ A1 ® lomy,

and obtain

y = e®Yo+ hby® (JOH (o)) + hBy @ JOH(y) (4.8)
+hB, ® J0OH (a9 ® Yo+ A1 @ lamy).

We refer to[[2] for an alternative technique to reduce the elirsion of systerf. 7).

5 Indeed, the pencilA, B) perfectly fits the framework of block BVMs (see, e.f), [3]).
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Remark 5 As was shown in the previous section, whea & the HBVM(s,s) coin-
cides with the Lobatto I111A method of ord2s. More in general, for k- s, by summing
up (43)-45), we can cast HB\(kIs) as a Runge-Kutta method with the following
tableau:

(4.9)
where
jgo Po(x)dx... jéo Ps_1(x)dx
j: : : c RkJrlXS.
fék Po(x)dx ... f(t)k Ps 1(x)dx
We observe that the-k1 x k+ 1 matrix
C=.9DsZ'Q (4.10)

appearing in[[Z.B) has rank s, thus confirming that the comibamal cost per itera-
tion depends on s, rather than on k (sek [2] for more details apractical example
of Butcher tableau concerning the method HBVM(6,2)).

By the way, we observe that, whes &, HBVM(k, 1) are nothing but the “s-stage
trapezoidal methods”, defined in1L0], based on the Lobaticissae. In such a case,
the matrix C becomes

Similarly, for s= 2 and k= 4, HBVM(4,2) coincides with the fourth-order method
presented in[[1B, Section4.2], able to preserve polynodiniltonians of degree
four.

Concerning the order of convergence, the following resetiagalizes that of
Corollary(d.

Corollary 2 The HBVM(k,s)[(413)E(4.6) has order of convergence 2s.

Proof By virtue of Theorenf 2, the corresponding Runge-Kutta me:t@b3) sat-
isfies the usual simplifying assumptioB$2k) and C(s). If we are able to prove
D(s—1), from the classical result of Buthcher (see, elg., [9, Theds.1]), it will fol-
low that the method has ordpr= 2s. With reference td(4]9), the conditi@(s— 1)
can be cast in matrix form, by introducing the vecters (1,...,1)T ¢ RS, e=
(1,...,1)7 € R and the matrices

Q=diag1,...,s—1), T =diagto, ..., t), V — (tij:ll) € RK+Lxs-1

as
QVTQ (sDsZ'Q) = (e€' —VTT) Q,
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i.e.,

PDsITQVQ= (€€ ~TV). (4.11)
Since the quadrature is exact for polynomials of degeee P< 2k — 1, one has

(41 (; by [ R0t} l):(/ol/otpll(x)dx(jtjl)dt)
= (51—/0 Pll(x)xjdx>, i=1,....,s j=1,...,5s—1,

where the last equality is obtained by integrating by pawith &1 the Kronecker
symbol. Consequently,

(QDSJTQVQ ( /Z nePu(ti / P(x XJdX) (1-t)y),
Sk+1, j=1,...,s—1
that is, [4.11L), where the last equality follows from thet féat

—1 1 ) )
/%ngpg(t)/ P, (x)x dx =t!, j=1,...,s-10
- Jo

An additional, remarkable property of such methods is ghipeovided that the
abscissadty, ..., tx} (L.13) are symmetrically distributed (as is the case of the L
batto abscissae here considered). For this purpose, wetm@gdoduce some nota-
tions and preliminary results. Let us define the matrix

1

En c Rnxn7

1
which, when applied to a vector of lengthreverses the order of its entries. We also
set

-11
L: I ERka+l F — ERSXS.
-11 (_1)571
(4.12)
The following preliminary result holds true.

Lemma 2 If the abscissad (1.13) are symmetric, then malfrix (4. 103 fas:
ExLCEq1=LC.
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Proof From the symmetry of the abscissae it easily follows that (§€16) and

@.3) _ _
Bk 1QB1 = Q.

From propertyP6, we have that (se€(4.4))
P E1=FPT.
Moreover, by considering that (sée{1.4))

ﬁh%() . ﬁlﬁl(m
Ly =

N () ftklpsl()

again fromP6 we see that
EsL.Y =LJF.

Finally, from (4.10) we obtain

BLCB1= .
= (EL f)Ds(_«@T_EkH)(Eka_? Exi1)
=LIFDFL2 ' Q=LsDs2'Q=LC. O

As a consequence, we have the following result.

Theorem 3 If the abscissad (1.13) are symmetric, then the met{hotH#3) (i.e.,
(4.9)) is symmetric, that is, it is self-adjoint.

Proof Indeed, the discrete solutiof, satisfies the equation (sde_(4.9)=(#.10)

and [4.12))
L®lomy=hLC® lomf(Y).

Considering thaggLE,, 1 = —L and, from Lemm&l2E,LCE,,; = LC, one then
obtains
L® lom(Exp1®I2m¥) = —hLC® lom (Exy 1 @ l2m F(¥))
= —h LC® |2mf (Ek+1® |2m9) .

The thesis then follows by observing that the vedgr; ® 1oy contains the time-
reversed discrete solution.

The next theorem summarizes the results about HBX/N).

Theorem 4 (Main Result) Foralls=1,2,..., and k> s, the HBVM(k,s) method:

1. has order of accurac§s;
2. is energy-preserving for polynomial Hamiltonians of @egnot larger thark/s;

3. for general ¢t Hamiltonians, the energy error at each integration step is
O(h%*1) if h is the used stepsid®;

6 Consequently, on any finite interval the global energy et larger thatD(h%).
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4. is symmetric and, therefore, precisely A-stable.

Proof Item 1 follows from Corollary 2. Item 2 follows from the fadtat, for
such polynomial Hamiltonians, the vanishing discrete limegral equals the con-
tinuous line integral (se€ (1.114) arid (1.15)). Similartgnh 3 follows from the fact
that, by using arguments similar to those used in Rerbrk e {E8)), the energy
error per integration step equals the quadrature erroreof3auss-Lobatto formula
of order X. Finally, Item 4 follows from Theorefl 3, since the Lobattsebsadt;}
are symmetrically distributed

Remark 6 From the result of Theoref 4, we can then concude that HB&Ylis
optimal, both from the point of view of the order and stabipitoperties. Moreover,
its computational cost, as observed in Remétks 4and 5, istsedepend on s, rather
than on k.

5 Numerical Tests

We here report a few numerical tests, in order to show thenpiatéties of HBVM(Kk;, s).

Let then consider, at first, the Hamiltonian problem chaméz¢d by the polyno-
mial Hamiltonian (4.1) in[[7],

PP op,d g ¢ 1
HPA=F3-5+3T 7 318 (5.1)

having degree = 6, starting at the initial poingy = (q(0), p(0))" = (0,1)". For such
a problem, in[[7] it has been experienced a numerical drtfiégdiscrete Hamiltonian,
when using the fourth-order Lobatto IIIA metHBavith stepsizen = 0.16. This is
confirmed by the plot in Figufe 3.1, where a linear drift in thenerical Hamiltonian
is clearly observable. On the other hand, by using the feartter HBVM(6,2) with
the same stepsize, the drift disappears, as shown in Higlreifice such method
exactly preserves polynomial Hamiltonians of degree up.tbléreover, the order
of convergence = 4 is (numerically) confirmed by the results listed in Tabl@, 5.
where the used stepsizesthe maximum estimated error (obtained as the difference
of two consecutive solutions), and the estimated order nfemence are listed.

The second test problem is the Fermi-Pasta-Ulam problegr{s&ection 1.5.1]),
defined by the Hamiltonian
H(p,q) = 1 i(pgiﬁr pg) + G i(in — 1)+ i(%m —q)*, (5.2)
2.4 4 £ £

with go = gomi1 = 0, m= 3, w = 50, and starting vector
pi=0, qg=(i—1)/10, i=1,...,6

In such a case, the Hamiltonian function is a polynomial ajrde 4, so that the
fourth-order HBVM(4,2) method, which is used with stepsize: 0.05, is able to

7 Such method coincides with the HBVM(2,2) above described.
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Fig. 5.1 Fourth-order Lobatto IlIA methody = 0.16, problem[(5.11).
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Table 5.1 Numerical order of convergence for the HBVM(6,2) methoapem [5.1).

h 0.32 0.16 0.08 0.04 0.02
error | 2.288-10 2 1487-10% 939810 ° 5890-10° 3.684-10 7
order | — 3.94 3.98 4.00 4.00

Table 5.2 Numerical order of convergence for the HBVM(4,2) methodkpem [5.2).

h 16-102 8.10°3 4.103 2.10°3 103
error | 3.030 1967-10 1 1.240-102 7.761.10 % 4.853.10°
order | — 3.97 3.99 4.00 4.00

Table 5.3 Numerical order of convergence for the HBVM(6,2) methodyem [5.3).

h 3.2-102 16-10 ? 8-10 3 4.10°° 2-103
error | 3944.10°% 2635107 1.729-10° 1.094.10° 6.838.10 T
order | — 3.90 3.93 3.98 4.00

exactly preserve the Hamiltonian, as confirmed by the pl&idgure 5.4, whereas the
fourth-order Lobatto 111A method provides the result péatin Figuré 5.8. Moreover,
in Table[5.2 we list corresponding results as in Table 5.4iragonfirming the fourth-
order convergence.

In the previous examples, the Hamiltonian function was gmaiial. Neverthe-
less, as is easily argued from Theoiém 4, HB\)d(are expected to producepeac-
tical conservation of the energy when applied to systems definaghby-polynomial
Hamiltonian function which are sufficiently differenti@lAs an example, we con-
sider the motion of a charged particle in a magnetic field Bitht-Savart potentiéﬂ.
Itis defined by the Hamiltonian

H(X, Y,z X.y,2) = (5.3)
2 2
%1[(’““%) +<y_a%> +('Z+a|09(p))2],

with p = /X2 +y2, a = eBy, mis the particle mass is its charge, an@ is the
magnetic field intensity. We have used the values

m=1, e=-1 Bo=1,
with starting point
x=05 y=10, z=0, x=-01, y=-03, z=0.

In Figure[5.5, the trajectory of the particle in the inter{@l107 is plotted in the
phase space. As one can see, it is a helix that wings down®gnasing the fourth-
order Lobatto I11A method with stepsize= 0.1, a drift in the numerical Hamiltonian
can be again observed (see Fiduré 5.6), so that the methedrdomluce a friction.
When using the HBVM(4,2) method with the same stepsize, tliedisappears and
the Hamiltonian turns out to be almost preserved (see Flgie As expected, the

8 As an example, this kind of motion causes the well known phesrmn ofaurora borealis



20

B.I.T.

12

10

2

-2

-6 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
t

Fig. 5.3 Fourth-order Lobatto IlIA methody = 0.05, problem[(5.R).
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Fig. 5.4 Fourth-order HBVM(4,2) method) = 0.05, problem[[5.R).
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result improves if we increage the plot in Figur¢ 518 has been obtained by using the
HBVM(6,2), from which one realizes that a practical presgion of the Hamiltonian

is reached. Finally, the data listed in Tablel 5.3 confirm theth-order convergence
of the latter method.

6 Conclusions

In this paper a new class of numerical methods, able to pregelynomial Hamil-
tonians, has been studied in details. From the analysigristout that such methods
can be regarded as a generalization of collocation Rung&Kobatto I1IA meth-
ods. Nevertheless, the fact of being characterized by aixmancil, perfectly fits
the framework of block BVMs, so that we have named them Hami#n BVMs
(HBVMSs). A number of numerical tests prove their effectiesn in preserving the
Hamiltonian function when evaluated along the numerichitgm, as well as con-
firm the predicted order of convergence. Possible diffecboices of the abscissae,
as well as the actual efficient implementation of the methwilsbe the subject of
future investigations.
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Appendix: some properties of shifted Legendre polynomials

A number of useful properties of shifted Legendre polyndsaae here summarized:
for their proof see any book on special functions (elg., [1])

P1. Generalized Rodrigues formula: for al=0,1,..., P,(x) has degree and can

be defined as
i) = o 0 [0 =]
" n! dx0 '

P2. Lobatto quadrature: the Lobatto abscis$ag (L.4), of the formula of degree
2s, are the zeros of the polynomial

(x* = X)P4(x),

whereP.(x) denotes the derivative &(x). The corresponding weighfs(1.7) are

given by:

B 1
s(s+1)(Rs(ci))?’

which are, therefore, all positive.

b i=0,1,...,s
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Fig. 5.5 Phase-space plot of the solution of problém](5.3) fet 0< 10° (the circle denotes the starting
point of the trajectory).
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Fig. 5.6 Fourth-order Lobatto IlIA method) = 0.1, problem[5.B).
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P3. Orthogonality:

1
/Pn )P (X 2n+15n n=01,...,

where, as usuaf,m denotes the Kronecker delta.
P4. Recurrence formula: by setting hereafferi(x) = 0 andPy(x) = 1,

(N+ 1DPy11(X) = (2n+ 1) (2x— 1)Pa(X) — nRy_1(X), n=0,1,....
P5. Explicit formula:

Pa(X) = (—1)”ii<?) <”Ti) (—x)),  n=0,1,....

P6. Symmetry:
Pa(1—X) = (—=1)"Pn(x), n=0,1,....

P7. Symmetry at the end-points:
P(0)=(-1)", Py(1)=1, n=01,....
P8. Derivatives:
2(2n+1)Py(x) = % [Prr1(X) — Pr-1(X¥)], n=0,1,....
P9. Integrals:

2/X Ro(t)dt = 2x = P1(x) + Po(x),
0

X
2(2n+ 1)/0 Pat)dt = Poa(X)—Pr1(X),  n=12,....

P10. Shifted Legendre differential equations. The shifted Leetye polynomials sat-
isfy the second order differential equation:
d
dx
P11. FromP2andP10, it follows that, if (1.4) are the Lobatto abscissae of the fo
mula of order 2 (i.e., exact for polynomials of degres2 1), then

(0@ —x)PA(X)] +n(N+1)P(x) =0, n=0,1,....

Ci
/ R(X)dx=0, i=01...5s
0
P12. A few examples:
Po(X) = 1,
Pi(x) = 2x—1,
Po(X) = 6x% — 6x+ 1,
Ps(x) = 20 — 302 + 12 — 1,
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