arXiv:2203.12183v2 [math.NA] 26 Mar 2022

A stochastic Hamiltonian formulation applied to dissipative
particle dynamics

Linyu Peng*, Noriyoshi Arai, Kenji Yasuoka
Department of Mechanical Engineering, Keio University, Yokohama 223-8522, Japan

Abstract

In this paper, a stochastic Hamiltonian formulation (SHF) is proposed and applied to dis-
sipative particle dynamics (DPD) simulations. As an extension of Hamiltonian dynamics
to stochastic dissipative systems, the SHF provides necessary foundations and great con-
venience for constructing efficient numerical integrators. As a first attempt, we develop
the Stormer—Verlet type of schemes based on the SHF, which are structure-preserving for
deterministic Hamiltonian systems without external forces, the dissipative forces in DPD.
Long-time behaviour of the schemes is shown numerically by studying the damped Kubo
oscillator. In particular, the proposed schemes include the conventional Groot—Warren’s
modified velocity-Verlet method and a modified version of Gibson—Chen-Chynoweth as spe-
cial cases. The schemes are applied to DPD simulations and analysed numerically.

Keywords: Dissipative particle dynamics; Hamiltonian mechanics; Stochastic differen-
tial equations; Stormer—Verlet methods

1. Introduction

A dissipative particle dynamics (DPD) simulation [1, 2] method is a type of coarse-
grained molecular simulation method, which has proven to be a powerful tool for investigat-
ing fluid events occurring on a wide range of spatio-temporal scales compared to all-atom
simulations. Using DPD method, many studies have been conducted for both the statics and
dynamics of complex system at the mesoscopic level, such as unique self-assembled struc-
tures formed by nanoparticles or polymers |3-6], mechanical or rheological properties of soft
materials |[7-9], medical materials and biological functions [10-13], and so forth. Huang
et al. |4] proposed a method to fabricate various two-dimensional nanostructures using self-
assembly of block copolymers and demonstrated it in DPD simulations. The simulations
showed that surface patterns of three-dimensional nanostructures could be evolved to solve
problems in lithography and transistors. In order to overcome the problem of low toughness
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in the use of humanoid robotic hands, Pan et al. |§] developed an ultra-tough electric ten-
don based on spider silk toughened with single-wall carbon nanotubes (SWCNT5). In that
study, DPD simulations were performed to understand how SWCNTs improve the mechan-
ical properties of the fibers at a molecular level. Sicard and Toro-Mendoza [13| reported
on the computational design of soft nanocarriers using pickering emulsions (nanoparticle
armored droplet), able to selectively encapsulate or release a probe load under specific flow
conditions. They described in detail the mechanisms at play in the formation of pocket-like
structures and their stability under external flow. Moreover, the rheological properties of the
designed nanocarriers were compared with those of delivery systems used in pharmaceutical
and cosmetic technologies.

On the other hand, during the last decades, a lot of efforts have been made for propos-
ing efficient simulation methods for DPD to achieve simultaneous temperature control and
momentum preservation. Examples include Groot—Warren’s modified velocity-Verlet (GW)
method [2], the method of Gibson—-Chen—Chynoweth (GCC) [14], and splitting methods
[15, 16]; a review and comparison of commonly used methods for DPD are available in |17].
In the current study, we will show that various velocity-Verlet methods for DPD, including
GW and GCC methods, are actually special cases of the Stormer—Verlet (SV) schemes for
a novel stochastic Hamiltonian formulation (SHF) with dissipative forces which are often
called external forces in classical Hamiltonian mechanics; in DPD, these dissipative forces
are in fact internal forces (see Section ). To be consistent, they will be called external
forces in the general setting but dissipative forces in DPD. SV schemes are well-known
symplectic-preserving numerical methods for deterministic Hamiltonian systems without
external forces.

Symplecticity is a crucial feature of Hamiltonian systems. Geometrically, it implies area
or volume preservation of the corresponding phase flows due to Liouville’s Theorem. Sym-
plectic integrators are among the most important types of geometric numerical integrators
for Hamiltonian systems [18,19]. Symplectic integrators for stochastic Hamiltonian systems
with or without external forces have received great attention as well, e.g., [20-24]. The SHF
we propose in the current study can be viewed as a matrix generalisation of stochastic forced
Hamiltonian systems studied in [23]; see also |22, 25]. The Hamiltonian structure brings us
a convenient setting for analysis of the underlying dynamical system; moreover, it allows
the systematic construction of structure-preserving integrators possible. In this paper, we
will mainly be focused on the extension of SV type of symplectic schemes to systems of SHF
and to DPD.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2] we propose the SHF and derive the DPD
by specifying the Hamiltonian functions and external/dissipative forces properly. SV type
of schemes for the SHF and the DPD are constructed in Section [3] and in particular, we will
be focused on several explicit schemes that are applied to DPD simulations in Section [4l
Finally, we conclude and point out some future researches in Section
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2. The stochastic Hamiltonian formulation with external forces

Let @ be an n-dimensional configuration space of a mechanical system with g the gener-
alised coordinates. Let (q,q) € TQ and (q,p) € T*Q be coordinates of the tangent bundle
and the cotangent bundle, respectively. We propose a stochastic Hamiltonian formulation
(SHF) with external forces as a dynamical system in 7*Q as follows:

( jg ) = JVH(q,p)dt + ( FD((z],p) )dt

=1 j5=1

(1)

where o denotes the Stratonovich integration, .J is the canonical symplectic matrix

J:<_Oln fg), 2)

FP:T*Q — T*Q and F.,° : T*Q — T*Q arc fibre-preserving maps of the external forces

leading to dissipation, the functions H : 7*Q) — R and h;; : T*() — R are the Hamiltonian

functions, and components of the symmetric K x K random matrix W (t) are independent

Wiener processes. Note that the indices i, j are not necessary of the same dimension.The

superindices D and SD are shorthand for ‘Dissipation’ and ‘Stochastic Dissipation’, respec-

tively. For more details on stochastic differential equations, the reader may refer to [26-2§].
The SHF (Il can be written in the Ito form as

dz = A(z)dt + ) > By(z) dWi;(t), (3)

K& (oony hj
Vo + 53 3 (Gt (Voho) + Gt (FSP = Vb))
1=1j5=
K 27
A=Vt + B2+ 5350 (G — VoS (Vohs = FP) @
1=1 7=
92h,
( gz VIIFSD) (Vphw)>
and
(Vb
Bo(2) = (_g " g ) 5)

Here, 9%h;;/0pdq, 0*h;;j/0q*> and 9?h;;/0p® denote the Hessian matrices of h;;, and V
denotes the gradient of functions. Throughout the paper, we will employ the conventional
assumptions that the Hamiltonians H and h;; are all C* functions and A and B;; are globally
Lipschitz |26, 28].
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Remark 2.1. The SHF can be derived through variational calculus. It will be called a
stochastic Lagrange—d’Alembert principle in the phase space T*Q), reading

ty ty
5/ ('podq—H(q,p)dtH/ FP(q,p)-dqdt
ta

ta

+ZZ( / hij(q,p) o dWi;(t) + /: (F3°(q.p) - 6q) odWl-j(t)) = 0.

=1 j5=1

(6)

The time interval is [t,, ty] (ta < tp). The first row denotes all deterministic terms, while
the second row includes all stochastic terms.

Solutions of the SHF (Il) satisfies the stochastic Lagrange—d’Alembert principle (€)); see,
e.g., [23]. The converse is also true providing the reqularity of g and p [29]. In particular if
hij = hi;(q) are all independent of p, which is exactly the case for DPD, (q,p) is a solution
of the SHF () if and only if it satisfies the stochastic Lagrange—d’Alembert principle ()

[30].
DPD derived from the SHF. To derive the DPD system of N particles, we assume
that there exist no stochastic dissipative forces, meaning that

E§D<q,p)507 V’l,jzl,Q,,N <7)

In the general SHF formulation (J), introduce the local coordinates for the cotangent bundle
of N copies of () as

q:(q17q27---7qN)7 p:(p17p27---7pN)7 (8)

where (q;, p;) are the coordinates of the phase space T*() for the i-th particle. As commonly
considered in DPD, we will be focused on the three-dimensional Euclidean space, i.e., ) =
R3, in the current study. Define the Hamiltonian H(q, p) as the total energy:

N

Higp) =Y 5o

i=1

1*+ Vi), (9)

where the potential energy V(q) is given by
a 4\’
-3 (-2 4, (10
i=1 j=1

Here m; is mass of the i-th particle, ¢. is a constant, ayy is a constant symmetric matrix,
¢;; = |@; — q;| is the distance of the i-th and the j-th particles, and d;; is given by

17 dij < qc,
8 = ’ (11)
0, Gij = qc-
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Remark 2.2. Direct computation gives gradient of the Hamiltonian H as follows

VH(q.p) = (—ngf‘(qx%) ,

J#

where the conservative force reads

4ij ~ . =
F}?(q)zan<1_q_j)5mqm j =12, N, i#]

C

with
~ q;, — g; q;, — g;
qi; = =
qij \Qz‘ - qj‘

(12)

(13)

(14)

and the superinder C meaning ‘Conservation’. Obuviously, the conservative force Fl(f(q)

between the i-th and the j-th particles only depends on their relative distance q; — q;.

Furthermore, the (deterministic) dissipative force is defined by

J#i
where 7 is a constant friction parameter,
D; bj
= — — 2L 16
Vij mm; (16)
and wP(g;;) = (wR(qij))z with
dij
WR(%) = ( - —J) 0ij- (17)
dc
Here, the superindex R means ‘Randomness’.
Let kK = N and define the Hamiltonian functions h,;(q,p) (4,j,=1,2,...,N) by
o Qi 2
hij(q) = ch ( - f) dij (18)
where ¢ is a constant noise parameter. Obviously, h;(q) = const for all i = 1,2,..., N and

hence Vh;;(q) = 0.

Remark 2.3. When i # j, since the Hamiltonian function h;;(q) only depends on gq; and

g;, nonzero components of its gradient are given by

o Gii N o R
Valij(a) = =5 (1 - —]> 0@y = =5 (4:5) 8>

Vg hij(@) = 35 (1 - q—J) 0@y = =5 (4i5) i

(19)
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Substituting the functions specified above to the SHF ({I), we obtain the system of DPD
as follows

. Pi
q; = —,
m;
. o dW,(t) (20)
pi = ;F}(j(q) +FP(q.p) + U;WR<Qij>qij o —
J7F JF1

for i = 1,2,..., N, in which the dissipative force FP(q,p) is given by (&) while the con-
servative force F(q,p) and randomness contribution are respectively derived from the
Hamiltonians H(q, p), i.e., the total energy (), and h;;(q, p) defined in (I8). It is obvious
that the DPD system (20) can also be obtained via the stochastic Lagrange—d’Alembert
principle ([@). Note that the SHF () is formally divided by dt on both sides to obtain the
system (20), which has been the conventional form of DPD.

Remark 2.4. Since no stochastic dissipative forces exist and h;; = h;;(q) are independent
from p, SHF’s Ité form (3)), in particular the coefficient matriz A(z) given by (@), yields
that the DPD ([20) takes the same form in both the Ité framework and the Stratonovich
framework.

3. Stormer—Verlet schemes for the SHF and the DPD

In this section, we propose the Stormer—Verlet (SV) type of symplectic schemes for the
DPD based on the SHF (). That is, when no external forces and randomness are imposed,
the corresponding discrete ‘flow’ shall be symplectic as well. In other words, dissipation in
the numerical schemes is only contributed by the external forces, same as what occurs in
the continuous counterpart.

3.1. SV type of schemes for the SHF
Discretize the time interval [t,,t,] as a series t, = tg, t1,t2,...,tx = t, and denote

tb_ta
K

At =1 —tp =

as the time step. The space TT*Q where SHF systems (and the corresponding variational
structure) are defined is discretized into two copies of the cotangent bundle, i.e., T*Q x T*@Q),
with local coordinates (g%, p*, ¢"*!, p**!) where ¢* = q(tx), p* = p(tx) and so forth. In the
current paper, we will mainly be focused on extensions of the SV schemes for systems of SHF
(), which are symplectic schemes of second order accuracy for conservative Hamiltonian
systems. The SV schemes arise as the composite of Euler-A and Euler-B methods which are
both symplectic, implicit and of first order accuracy for conservative Hamiltonian systems.
We will follow a similar approach to introduce SV schemes for the SHF.

March 29, 2022



For SHF (), we propose a family of Euler-A methods:
q" — q" = At s« V,H(q" p*) + ) Vphii(gF p*) o AW(t),
i,J

P pF — ALV, H (g p) + (FP(q,p)) (21)
+ Z -V hl] k+1’pk) + (F;‘?D(qvp))k) © AWij(tk>7

and a family of Euler-B methods:

¢ = q" = At VpH (" D) + ) Vphii(gF, P 0 AW (1),
i
P —pt = At (VoH(¢" ") + (FP(q.p))") (22)
+ Z -V hzy qka k+1) + (‘FSD(qvp))k) © Amj(tk)7

where (FP(q, p))* and (F°(q,p))* denote discretisations of the external forces, and
AWi(t) = Wij(tes1) — Wis(te) ~ N(0, At). (23)

Here N(0, At) denotes the normal distribution with mean 0 and standard deviation v/At.
Two types of SV schemes can be defined as composites of the Euler methods with time
step At/2, namely (Euler-A) o (Euler-B) and (Euler-B) o (Euler-A), which will be called
SV-AB schemes and SV-BA schemes, respectively.
The family of SV-AB schemes, namely (Euler-A) o (Euler-B), reads

At
prti/? —ph = < [~VaH(d" ,p"2) + (FP(q,p))"]
+ Z -V hzy q pk—H/Q) + (FED((LP))M) ozmj(tk)a

A
qk+1 . qk _ = [V,,H(qk,pkﬂm) + V,,H(qkﬂ,pkﬂh)]

+ > Vphis(@, P2 0 AWy (k) + D Vphii (@5, pM ) 0 AW (tkia0),

i,j (2]
At
prtl — phtl2 = < [=Vafi(q MHLUpP ) 4+ (FP(q, p))™]

+Z —Vahij (@ pM2) + (FEP(q, p))*2) 0 AWyt )2),

(24)

March 29, 2022



while the family of SV-BA schemes, namely (Euler-B) o (Euler-A), reads

At
g+ — gk = 5 * V,,H(qk“/Q )+ ZV hij(q K2 pky o AW, (ty),
i,

At
P —p = T [PV (2 ph) = Y H(@ 2 P+ Ak (FP(g,p))f

+ Z V hf@] k+1/27pk> + (R§D<q7p))kl) © ZWZ] (tk> (25)

+ Z —Vghij( kH/QapkH) + <E§D<qvp))k2) © ZWij<tk+1/2)a

At _
qk—I—l . qk+1/2 _ 7 % VpH(qk—l—l/Q’pk-H) + Z Vphz‘j(qk+1/2,pk+1) o Amj(tk+1/2)a

/[:7.7

where (FP(q,p))*, (FP(q,p))* and (FP(q,p))** denote three independent discretisations
of the force FP(q,p), (F3°(g,p))™ and (F;°(q,p))" denote two independent discretisa-
tions of the force FSD(q, p), and

AWij(t) = Wij(tery2) — Wig(te) ~ N (0, At/2). (26)

Remark 3.1. [t is obvious that the SV schemes 24)) and 25) reduce to the ordinary SV
schemes for conservative Hamiltonian systems, assuming the absence of external forces and
stochastic terms. Consequently, discretisations of the external forces can, in principle, be
chosen arbitrarily, providing the resulting schemes are stable and convergent. Only when
discretisations of the external forces are specified properly, they are a 2-stage stochastic
partitioned Runge—Kutta method given in [23]; however, in DPD simulations, for instance
the GW and GCC methods, these discretisations are often chosen very differently as we will
find out below.

Separable Hamiltonians. Assuming the Hamiltonians can be separated as
H(q.p) =T(p) + V(q) and hy;(q,p) = Si;(p) + Ui;(a), (27)
the SV-AB schemes (24]) and SV-BA schemes (25]) become
k+1/2 k_ At D k1
prt—pt = - [-VaV(dh) + (F (q,p))]

+Z —VUs(q") + (F"(a,)*) o AW (ty),

q" - g = Atx VpT(Pk“/2 )+ VpSi(p*?) o AW;(t4), (28)

1,3
At
pFtt — pftl/2 = > [-VV(d"™) + (FP(q,p))"]
+Z — VUi (@) + (FEP(g,p))*2) 0 AWy (ti 1)),
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and

At
q’“+1/2—q"“=7*VT +ZV Sis(P") o AWi;(tr),

pk—I—l _pk — At (_qu(qk-i-l/Q) + (FD(q p Zv Uz] k+1/2) o AI/I/’L_](tk‘)

ij
_ (29)
+ Z ((F3"(a.p)" o AWy;(t) + (FP(a,p))"* 0 AWij(tisay2))
At _
" — gt = - * Vel () + ) ViSi(p*!) 0 AWy (tisaya).
i,J
3.2. SV schemes for the DPD

The Hamiltonians (9) and (I8)) of the DPD (20)) can obviously be separated with respect
to their position and momentum coordinates. Substituting them into (28) and (29), the
SV-AB schemes and SV-BA schemes for DPD turn out to be

1/2 A
p - Z +(FP(g.p)" | +0 )« (gl o AWy(te),
J#i J#i
/?‘+1/2
AR
m;
At A
pf“ f+1/2 Z g + (FP(q,p))™| + aZw qffl sz o AWij(trs1/2),
J#i J#
(30)
and
At pk
k b;
qi+1/2 —q = o o
my
pf“ p! <Z k+1/2 (FD (¢.p) ) +0,Zw QZH/Q A2+1/2OAI/VZ-]»(tk),
J#i 7
k1 k12 At Pfﬂ
v ¢ 2 m; ’
(31)

Remark 3.2. If we (partially) eliminate the half values in the SV-AB schemes [B0) and
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SV-BA schemes (B1), we can rewrite them in the following equivalent representatives

At
gt —qf = — { P T Z +(F(q,p)"

+0o Z wR(qu)(jfj o ZVVM (tk)} ,

i i#i J#i
k41 AL D R(F\G* o A
pi  —Pi = Z (FP(q,p)" +UZW (433)@i; © AWij(tr)
JF#i JF#i
Z q" )+ (FP(a,p)" | + UZ WM 0 AWty )
JF#i JF#i
(32)
and
At pk
qf+1/2 _ qf _ 5 « Pi
my;
pEtl — ph = At (Z ¢ + (FP(q, p) ) +UZW QZH/2 AfH/Q o AW, (t),
J#i J#i
ki1 g At . P +Pkﬂ
Q9  —9q = 0
(33)

Note that in the latter, ¢"T'/? can also be totally eliminated. We keep it to avoid heavy
arguments for the functions.

In the rest of the paper, we will be focused on the SV-AB schemes (B0) (or (32))) for
DPD, which include the GW and GCC methods as special cases. Further studies on the
SV-BA schemes and other symplectic methods will be conducted in our future work. We
need only specify the force discretisations (F°(q, p))** and (FP(q, p))*?, respectively. There
are certainly many other choices expect for what we introduce below.

To recover the conventional GW and GCC methods, the approximation AW;;(t;) ~
ZWM (tkt1/2) will have to be employed, and hence

as AW,;(t) + ZVVij(tk+1/2) = AW;;(ty). However, it should be noted that this approxi-
mation will change the nature of the schemes in the sense that the increments AW;;(ty)
and ZWM (tkt1/2) are not longer independent; in fact, this approximation is not necessary
in practical applications.

e SV-AB-1 is an implicit scheme by choosing
(F"(a,p)" = F’(d".p"). (F"(q,p))" =F’(g"" p""). (35)

For DPD, the dissipative force FP is linear in p, so the scheme can be written explicitly,
in principle. However, one may need to solve a linear system with a sparse coefficient
matrix.
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11
SV-AB-2 is an explicit scheme by defining
(FP(q,p))" = F (¢".p"), (F’(q.p))"” =F (¢"".p""), (36)

where p"™ (X € [0,1]) is defined by

k;+)\ k:
A ES(d) + FP (" ph) + 0> wt(dh)dk o 7&( )

J#i Jj#i

(37)

This is exactly the GCC method [14].
SV-AB-3 is explicit by specifying

(FP(q.p)" =F (q".p"'), (F (q.p))" =F’(¢"".p""). (38
where p*t* (X € [0, 1]) is defined by

EEA
I _ AWi(t
— )\ Z —i—FD( pk 1+A) _'_UZWR((JZ)ZI\Z o A]t( k) (39)
J#i J#i

and the initial value of p*** is p* = p! when k = 1. This is exactly the GW method

12].

SV-AB-4 is a generalisation of the three methods above, which can, in principle, be
expressed explicitly for the DPD:

(F(a,p)" = FP(¢", ap® + (1 - a)p"™), a€0.1],

(40)
(F(a,p))™ = F (¢, pp"* + (1 - B)p™"), B €[0,1],
where p*™ (X € [0,1]) is defined by
kA _
PP S ES () Bt op ¢ (1 - )t
JFi (41)

AW (tk)
+ JZwR(qu)q\fj o T]t
J#i

It reduces to the SV-AB-1 method for « = 1,5 = 0, to the SV-AB-2 (GCC) method
for « =1, =1 and to the SV-AB-3 (GW) method for « =0, = 1.

SV-AB-5 is explicit by choosing

(FP(q,p)" = FP(¢", p* ™), A €(0,1],
(FD<q7p>>k2 = F'D<qk+17pk+)\2)7 )\2 € [07 1]7

7

(42)
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where
k41 k i
p; ' — D _ AW, (t)
T:)\l Z +FD< ,p" H)\l)‘i‘UZWR((IZ)aZOT 5
-J#Z J#i i
k4+Xa k i
p; D _ AW, (tr)
T:)\z Z +FD< pk H)\l)—i_JZwR(qum\fjoTjt
L j#i J#i i

12

(43)
When A\; = Ay, it reduces to the SV-AB-3 (GW) method.

e SV-AB-6 is a simultaneous generalisation of SV-AB-4 and SV-AB-5, which can be
written in an explicit form for the DPD:

(FP(g.p)" = FP(¢" ap® + (1 —a)p"™™™), ae0,1], A €[0,1], (44)
(FP(q.p)™ = FP(¢"", pp* + (1 - 8)p™), B e[0,1], 2 € [0,1],
where g"*™ and ¢***2 are given by
pk+)\1 _
L M« Ry W Z —I—FD<q ,ap + (1 )pkflJr)q)
J#
AWi;(tx)
Ry k\ok 2

+ U;w (qz‘j)qzj © T]t )

“ (45)

"+ FP(g", ap® + (1 — a)p"'tM)

PfHQ - [Z

J#

AW,i(t
+ aZwR(qﬁ“j)q\fj o 7175( K)
J#i

When A\; = Xy, it becomes SV-AB-4, while when o = 0, 5 = 1, it becomes SV-AB-5.

Remark 3.3. The schemes SV-AB-1~6 are related through the following diagram:
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SV-AB-1 SV-AB-2 (GCC) SV-AB-3 (GW)

Figure 1: Relations of the schemes SV-AB-1~6.

We summarize some general features of the schemes in Fig. [I as follows.

e Explicit schemes: SV-AB-2 (GCC), SV-AB-3 (GW), SV-AB-5. The other schemes are
implicit but can be written explicitly for the DPD by solving a sparse linear system.

e Number of independent parameters: SV-AB-1: 0, SV-AB-2 (GCC): 1, SV-AB-3 (GW):
1, SV-AB-4: 3, SV-AB-5: 2, SV-AB-6: 4.

3.8. Long-time behaviour of the SV-AB methods

When no external forces are involved, it was noticed that the Euler-A method (21)) and
the Euler-B method (22]) are not convergent in the mean-square sense when the Hamiltonian
functions h;; = h;;(q,p) depend on both the positions and momenta [22]|. If we further
assume that h;; = h;;(q) only depend on the positions, the Euler-A and Euler-B methods
are both convergent and hence are the SV methods.

In this subsection, we will numerically show the convergence of the SV-AB-1~6 methods
by studying the damped Kubo oscillator, a stochastic Hamiltonian system whose Hamilto-
nians are separable given by

2 2 2 2
P’ q P q
H(q,p)=5+5, h(q,p)=0(5+5)- (46)

Here o is the noise intensity. As its solution can be calculated analytically, it has often been
used for the validation of numerical methods (e.g., [20,22]). By employing the forces

FP = —¢p, F° = —cop (47)

with € the nonnegative damping coefficient, the damped Kubo oscillator has the following
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exact solution [23]

3

q(t) = qoexp ( ~(t+ aW(t))) cosw (t + oW (t))

+ é <p0 + %%) exp (—%(t + ch(t))) sinw (t + cW(t)),
€

(48)
~(t+ ch(t))) cosw (t+ oW (1))

p(t) = poexp (

- % (qo + %p()) exp (—%(t + aW(t))) sinw (t + oW (1)),
where (qo, po) are the initial conditions, the angular frequency is w = /4 — £2/2 by assuming
€ < 2. The expected value of the Hamiltonian H is given by
2
B a(0)5(0) = acxp (<2777
+exp (= ((2—€%)o” +€) t) (beos (2(1 — eo?)wt) + csin (2(1 — eo®)wt))
(49)
where
o= 25+ P65t eqopo) , _ (ag +pp) FAeqopo | _ elas —po)
4—g? ’ 2(4 — €2) ’ 2V4 —¢e?
In the simulations, the initial conditions are gy = 0, pg = 1, the noise intensity is o = 0.2
and the damping coefficient is ¢ = 0.001. Time step is At = 0.1 for a time span [0, 2000]. For
simplicity, discretisation of F5P(q, p) is chosen as FSP(¢*, p*) at each step k for all numerical
methods. Furthermore, we pick one special choice of the parameters «, 3, A for each method
as shown in the figures and in each case 2,000 sample paths are generated. Figs. 2] and [3]
show the mean Hamiltonians of the SV-AB methods and their differences with respect to the
exact Hamiltonian ([A9)). Fluctuating behaviour of the energy can be noticed. In particular,
Fig. Bl shows that order of the error is approximately 1072 and it tends to become smaller
in a long time after a relatively stronger vibration at the beginning.

(50)

4. Applications to DPD simulations

Although all the SV-AB schemes proposed above can be made explicit for the DPD,
further efforts may be needed to achieve the corresponding explicit representatives, in par-
ticular, by solving a huge sparse linear system. For simplicity, we will be focused on the
explicit SV-AB-2 (GCC) and SV-AB-4 (5 = 1) methods in comparison with the SV-AB-3
(GW) method. Recall that SV-AB-4 (5 = 1) reduces to the SV-AB-3 (GW) with o = 0 and
reduces to SV-AB-2 (GCC) with oo = 1 (see Fig. [II).

In our simulations, the total number of fluid particles of the same mass m is set to
3,000 with a = 25kgT™, where a is the repulsive parameter (i.e., a;; = a for all ¢ # j) to
determine the magnitude of the conservative force F¢, T* is the set temperature and kg
is the Boltzmann constant. The noise parameter ¢ and the friction parameter v are set to
3.0 and 4.5, respectively. All simulations are performed under the condition of constant-
volume and constant-temperature, i.e., the canonical ensemble is generated. The size of
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Figure 2: Mean Hamiltonians of the SV-AB-1, SV-AB-2 (A = 0.7), SV-AB-3 (A = 0.3), SV-AB-4 (a =
05,8 = 1,\ = 0.6), SV-AB-5 (A\; = 0.3,A2 = 0.5), and SV-AB-6 (A = 0.3,\y = 04,0 = 04,5 = 1)
methods. To clearly show the tendency of the time evolution and the fluctuating behaviour, the first 200
seconds are plotted here.

simulation box is 10 x10 x 10¢3. The periodic boundary condition is applied in all three
dimensions. Here, ¢. is the cutoff distance, which is the unit length in the DPD simulation.
The initial configuration is random, and the initial momentum is set appropriately so that
the temperature would satisfy the Boltzmann distribution for the set temperature satisfying
kgT* = 1.0. This gives the repulsion parameter a = 25, yielding the compressibility of
water. Although Groot and Warren reported that there was no statistical difference between
simulations using uniform random numbers and those using Gaussian random numbers |2],
we use a Gaussian distribution to generate the random numbers in the current simulations.

We examined twenty cases with the time step size At ranging from 0.001 to 0.167.
Here, we use reduced units for the cutoff radius ¢., the particle mass m, and the energy
kgT. Hence, the time unit is defined as 7 = /mq?/kgT. All cases were simulated for
at least 1,0007, and the last 16% were used as statistical data. Note that we were not
able to calculate exactly 1,0007 for all At and the first 84 % of the data was discarded to
equilibrate the system sufficiently. As a comparison of the accuracy of the formulations, the
kinetic temperature kgT = (v?) /3 was calculated and its difference from the set temperature
kgT* = 1.0 was examined, where (-) is the average over all particles in the simulations and
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Figure 3: The difference between numerical mean Hamiltonians and the exact Hamiltonian for the SV-AB-1,
SV-AB-2 (A =0.7), SV-AB-3 (A = 0.3), SV-AB-4 (a« = 0.5, =1,A = 0.6), SV-AB-5 (A\; = 0.3, A2 = 0.5),
and SV-AB-6 (A\; = 0.3, A2 = 0.4, = 0.4, 8 = 1) methods.

v = p/m. Since the simulation was performed with a canonical ensemble, temperature of
the system will fluctuate around a certain average value after reaching the equilibrium state.
In the simulations, the average value is the set temperature, which satisfies kg7™ = 1.0.

Fig. @ plots the artificial kinetic temperature increase of the SV-AB-2 (GCC), SV-AB-3
(GW), and SV-AB-4 (8 = 1) schemes with representative parameters. For results for all
parameters, please refer to Figs. S1-S3 in Supporting Information. It is confirmed that the
statistical error of the temperature is less than 1%, i.e., kg7 — 1 < 1072, for all schemes
when At is less than 0.01.

Let us firstly compare the SV-AB-3 (GW) scheme with the SV-AB-2 (GCC) scheme. We
consider that A\ = 0.5 and 0.65 are the representative parameters of the SV-AB-2 (GCC)
and SV-AB-3 (GW) schemes, respectively. When At < 2 x 1072, in several cases the error of
SV-AB-2 (GCC) (A = 0.5) is smaller than that of the SV-AB-3 (GW) with A = 0.65. When
At > 3 x 1072, error of SV-AB-2 (GCC) (A = 0.5) jumps to bigger than 0.1%. However,
when the time step becomes ever bigger, for instance At > 107!, error of SV-AB-2 (GCC)
(A = 0.5) is smaller; one should be noted that error for these cases is probably too big for
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Figure 4: Kinetic temperature versus time step. Curves represent representative results for the SV-AB-2
(GCC), SV-AB-3 (GW), and SV-AB-4 ( = 1) schemes. Note that the kinetic temperature is averaged over
time after equilibration.

practical simulations.

Now consider the SV-AB-4 (8 = 1) scheme. For all as, the error tends to be the smallest
around A = 0.6. When At < 1072, the error of the SV-AB-4 (8 = 1) is similar to that of
the SV-AB-3 (GW) (A = 0.65). As At increases, the error also increases. The accuracy of
schemes with o = 0.8 and a = 0.5 interchanges at some point as At increases: for smaller
At, the error of o = 0.5 case is smaller, while for larger At, the error of & = 0.8 case becomes
smaller. The maximum At that shows an accuracy of less than 1% error is 0.06, which is
the same as the SV-AB-3 (GW) (A = 0.65), but for At = 0.04, its accuracy is higher than
the SV-AB-3 (GW) (A = 0.65). On the other hand, when At < 7 x 1072 and A\ = 1.0,
the error of SV-AB-4 (8 = 1) is larger than that of the SV-AB-3 (GW) (A = 0.65) for all
as. However, when At = 0.1, the error is approximately 0.5%, which is highly accurate.
Unfortunately, further studies are needed before this can be applied in practical simulations
easily.

Simulations of the SV-AB-4 (5 = 1) for & = 0.9 and A = 1.0 are shown in Fig. Bl with the
vertical axis illustrated in linear scale. Blue and red curves show the error and the absolute
error respectively. Note that the green curve in Fig. M and the red curve in Fig. [ coincide.
As shown in the zoomed-up view inserted in Fig. B starting at around At = 2 x 1072, the
statical error becomes bigger and bigger in negative values as At increases. It attains —0.05
at At = 7 x 1072 and then becomes smaller towards the positive direction as At increases
further. Finally at At = 0.1, the error shifts from negative to positive and it is expected that
the error is not small for all schemes. This phenomenon that the error is shifting between
negative and positive is observed in all three methods including the GW and the GCC. As a
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consequence, in practical applications, it is necessary to adopt the value of time step size At
within the permissible error during when error becomes larger as At becomes larger, instead
of the value of At with the smallest error.

III T T T T T T T II T T T T T T T II T
8— T T T T T T T T T .
005k —O— <|keT-1[> |
- 0.00 i
~
& 4r N
-0.05 i
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Figure 5: Kinetic temperature versus time step on linear y-axis. SV-AB-4 (8 = 1) scheme with a = 0.9
and A = 1.0. Red and blue curves represent statical error of kinetic temperatures before and after taking
absolute values. Note that the kinetic temperature is averaged over time after equilibration.

5. Conclusions and outlook

In conclusion, we proposed a novel stochastic Hamiltonian formulation (SHF) with ma-
trix noise and subject to external forces, which was found applicable to DPD simulations as
the DPD system could be obtained from the corresponding stochastic Lagrange—d’Alembert
principle by introducing proper Hamiltonian functions and dissipative forces. In particular,
we extended the well-known symplectic SV scheme for conservative Hamiltonian systems to
the SHF as composites of the Euler-A and Euler-B methods. By discretising the dissipative
forces properly, several simple families of SV methods were constructed and especially the
SV-AB methods were focused which were derived as the composite (Euler-A) o (Euler-B).
By studying the damped Kubo oscillator, the fluctuating behaviour and damping en-
ergy /Hamiltonian dissipation were realised with order of error approximately 1073 between
the numerical and exact Hamiltonians. For DPD simulations, the SV-AB methods include
the conventional GW and GCC methods as special cases. Simulations of a novel two-
parametric explicit schemes were conducted and compared with the GW and GCC methods.
As time step varies, some of the novel schemes were advantageous over the GW method but
unfortunately no global advantage was realised. It was also observed that for all schemes
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as the time step increases the error can shift between positive and negative values, that
requires one to choose a time step in practical applications more carefully.

Beside the SV methods proposed in the current study, thanks to the SHF a variety of
other effective structure-preserving methods may be extended as well, for instance, sym-
plectic partitioned Runge-Kutta methods and variational integrators. These are part of
our current and future studies including their applications to the DPD and other relevant
stochastic physical systems. From the theoretical viewpoint, it is worthwhile to study fur-
ther the geometric and algebraic structures of the SHF, for instance, conformal symplectic
structures, generating functions, symmetries and Noether’s conserved quantities.
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