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Abstract

We consider a general discretization strategy for Hamiltonian field theories generated
by Lie-Poisson brackets which we call dual PIC (DPIC). This method involves prescribing
two different discrete representations of the dynamical variable which are constrained as a
Casimir invariant of the flow to coincide with one another via an L? projection throughout
the entire simulation. This allows one to leverage the relative advantages of each discrete
representation. We begin by describing DPIC as applied to a general Lie-Poisson system
and then provide illustrative examples: the discretization of the two-dimensional vorticity

equations and the Vlasov-Poisson equation.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this preliminary note we document a new computational method, which we call
dual PIC or DPIC for short, that brings together two main notions: the particle-in-
cell (PIC) method that was proposed early on in the plasma physics community (see
e.g. [1, 2]) and the noncanonical Hamiltonian description possessed by dissipation
free models in mechanics, fluid mechanics, kinetic theory, plasma physics, and other
fields of research (see [3, 1]).

These two notions were brought together in GEMPIC [5], which used the Vlasov-
Maxwell Hamiltonian structure given in [3, 6, 7] to construct a Poisson integrator, an
integrator that preserves Casimir invariants while being symplectic on their invariant
sets. This was accomplished by merging the particle description of the Vlasov phase

space density, which is naturally Hamiltonian, with finite element exterior calculus

(FEEC) originated in [8] for representation of the electromagnetic fields of Maxwell’s
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equations. The net result of these discretizations is a finite system of ordinary dif-
ferential equations that can be generated from a noncanonical Poisson bracket, i.e.,
a Poisson bracket of nonstandard form with degeneracy (see e.g. [1]).

A special class of noncanonical Hamiltonian systems are known as Lie-Poisson sys-
tems. These systems possess a noncanonical Poisson brackets that are linear in the
dynamical variables of the system and are in correspondence with Lie algebras, finite
or infinite. Unlike PIC methods that couple kinetic theories with electromagnetism,
fluid particle methods do not so easily produce Hamiltonian discretizations. The
method proposed here does this by adding a dual field to a Lie-Poisson Hamiltonian
partial differential equation, which roughly speaking plays the role of the Maxwell
fields. In the context of the two-dimensional Euler fluid equation for vorticity, de-
scribed here as an example, the vorticity has two descriptions, one in terms of point
vortices and another in terms of a Galerkin basis. The two descriptions are then
naturally seen to be tied together by a Casimir invariant of the discretized system.
In the context of the Vlasov-Poisson equation, which likewise possesses Lie-Poisson
structure [6], the dual field provides a regularized representation of the phase-space
density which in a PIC method is only defined distributionally.

This note is organized as follows. In Sec. II we discuss general Lie-Poisson sys-
tems and our method of discretization. This is followed in Secs. III and IV where
application to the Vlasov-Poisson equation and two-dimensional Euler fluid equa-
tion are addressed, respectively. We conclude in Sec. V where we sum up, discuss

generalizations, and future work.

II. THE GENERAL DUAL PIC METHOD

The discretization strategy proposed herein may be applied to canonical Lie-

Poisson systems of the following form. Let p be a scalar field with domain TR ~ R?".
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Moreover, suppose that p evolves as a canonical Lie-Poisson system:

where
oF oG 0K
F .G} = 1 [—,—} d"z and Hlu :/ p—-d"z 2
t J TR" Op op v TRe OH @
where z € TR", [f,g] = V.fTJ,V.g is the finite dimensional canonical Poisson

bracket, p is interpreted as a density, and K|z, u] is interpreted as a kind of energy
functional. Systems of such form are relatively abundant in plasma physics with the
Vlasov-Poisson system being a notable example [9].

The key observation underlying the dual PIC method is that it is possible to
extend the system to possess two density variables which coincide with each other
by design. To this end we extend the continuous system by defining a Lie-Poisson

system with two density variables, pu; and po:

1( {5F oF 0G  0G
M1,

F,Gyp==(pm, |+ — + —
{ e Opy  Oprg Opy — Opia

2 D and Hplu, po]= (Ml,g—i(z,m)), (3)

where () is the L? inner product. The Poisson bracket of (3) for this extended
system satisfies the Jacobi identity; we provide the proof in Appendix A. Also, one

may show that

Cy=Clm] and  Cy =Clu — po (4)

are Casimir invariants for any functional C. Hence, if p11],_y = pol,_g, then pq =

fo Vt. When 17 = po, one recovers the original system.

A. Derivation of the general dual PIC method

We begin with the Lie-Poisson system of (3) and discretize. Let {¢;}X, be some

Galerkin basis over H(T'R™). Tt is necessary that it be possible to take derivatives of
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the basis functions. Let {z,}%, C TR" and {w,}.?, € R. We discretize by letting

N

Zwa cm2) and =3 ()M (2) (5)

i=1

where I is the L? mass matrix associated with the Galerkin basis. The star subscript
is a reminder that we have interpolated s with respect to the dual Galerkin basis,

{01;' 02 () Y, . I we let Fluq, po] = F(21,. .., 2n,, pt+), then one may show that

% Z o (6)

If we interpolate ps with respect to the dual basis, functional derivatives with respect
to o are interpolated with respect to the primal basis. If we ever wish to evaluate
f2, it must be done using the dual basis. Therefore, following [5], we find

OF 1 OF oF

Vzé—ul . = w_aﬁza and V., 5#1

S IP EUCARNG

zZ=2q i=1 (/”L*

We may directly insert these discretized functional derivatives into the Lie-Poisson

bracket and Hamiltonian.

B. Notation

Before proceeding, we define a more compact notation. Let

Z1 wh (s )1
z w #

Z = 2 c [R2an W = 2 , My = (M )2 s M, = dlag( ) X |]2n y
ZN, Wn, (b )



Je=1Iy, ®J,, and ¥(Z)= ‘ o € RV,

U1(zn,) ¥n(2n,)

The alternant matrix ¥(Z) connects the Galerkin and particle representation. Its

derivative is denoted by

Vobi(z1) Vao(zi) ... Vibn(z1)

DIUI(Z) _ vzw.l(z2) Vz¢2(z2) . vsz.V(z2) c [R2an><N.

V.1 (zn,) V.Un(2zn,)

C. The fully discretized extended system

Using this compact notation, one may write
0F  OF

v. (530
( : <5M1 Opte

Letting {F,G}g = [F, G]g, one finds

OF OF
=M '— +D¥(2)
z)azl N, "oz Op.

.....

— (v;* D¥(2)) DF(Z, ),

-1
Mp

1 T
F.Glp = §DG(Z,M*) (D@(Z)T
=: %DG(Z, w)'I(Z)DF(Z, ).

) MpJe (M;l DW(Z)) DF(Z, p.)

The discretized Hamiltonian is given by

oK
Hplp, po] = Hp(Z, ) = WTW(Z)@(Z,/JJ*)-

The dynamics are given by F = [F,HEg|Eg.

6

(11)

(12)

(13)



D. Restriction to a Casimir leaf

A family of Casimir invariants may be found which satisfy:

OF OF
-1Yr _
25z T DD,

(v DY(2)) DF(Z. 1) =0 = ¥ 0.  (14)

In particular, we find that these equations are satisfied for the family of Casimir

mvariants:

C(1.2) = (1)~ S was(z) o C(u.Z)= . —w's(Z). (19

Therefore,

W(Z)W|,_, = palieg = W(2Z)"W = p, Vit (16)

If we restrict dynamics to live on the Casimir leaf w'¥(Z) = ., we may eliminate
. from our system. This yields

oK

[F,G] = DF(Z)"M;'J.DG(Z) and H(Z)=w"¥(Z) :
al‘l’* p=%(Z)Tw

(17)

Hence, we obtain the Hamiltonian system Z = M, 'J.DH(Z). Notice that this fully
discretized system possesses the same Poisson bracket as if we had discretized the
original Lie-Poisson system via a particle method alone. The difference is that the
Hamiltonian includes interpolation in a Galerkin basis.

At any point in the simulation, we may reconstruct the coefficients in the Galerkin
basis via g, = w¥(Z). We may then interpolate the field via

N

pn(2) =Y ()M 5 (2) (18)

i=1
Given initial data prescribed by the function fi(2), if one draws Z|,_, randomly and
uniformly from T'R", and computes 1;|,_q = (i, po) for i = 1,..., N, then one may

select the initial weights by finding the least squares solution of p, = wlW¥(Z).
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III. APPLICATION TO THE VLASOV-POISSON EQUATION

The (nondimensional) Vlasov-Poisson equations are given by

atf+vvmf_vm¢vvf:0

19
_Ax¢ - /f(wa v, t)dgv ) ( )

where (z,v) € TQ C R* x R®. As shown in [J], these equations are generated by the

Lie-Poisson bracket and Hamiltonian

OF G

{F,G} = —/f {E’W} d*zd*v and H[f] = %/(|v|2+gb(a:)) f(x,v,t)dP*zd.

A. Derivation of dual PIC for Vlasov-Poisson

Following the general development of Sec. IT A, we consider two discrete represen-

tations of the phase-space density:

N, Nz, Ny
fi= Z Wed(x — x,)0(v —v,) and  fo = Z fijby ()5 (v) . (20)
a=1 ij=1

where {47} and {y?}>, are Galerkin bases. Hence, we have decomposed our
Galerkin basis over phase-space using tensor product shape functions. As in the
general theory, we rather consider the Galerkin coefficients with respect to the dual

basis:
Nz, Ny

(f)iy = Z M?kl}/lglfkl' (21)

ij=1
From the general theory, we know that the L? projection constraining these two fields

to coincide is given by

(f*)m = Zp wawf<wa)w;(va) . (22>
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We write the extended continuous Hamiltonian as

il g = [ (G0 + 0x(@) e v.id'ad’s, 23
with
- Bata = [ hl@ o). (24

Applying our Galerkin representation of f5, we find

Apio(a <£<Zﬂ]/w” )@b;f"( >:»d>, Z[LM, (25)

where p; = 37, M7 fi; [ 7 (v)d®v is the discrete charge density, Li; = (VoF, ViT) is
the discrete Laplacian in the Galerkin basis {¢7}, and ¢ is the vector of coefficients

for ¢, in the Galerkin basis. The discrete Hamiltonian is thus given by

Helf il = [ (Gl + ox(e) ) e v

NP 1 Nz
=t <§|'va|2 +2 [szpjwﬂwa)) (26)
a=1

ij=1

1
= 5VTMpv +wi (X)L p,

where W(X) € R¥*Y such that [W(X)],; = ¥f(x,). Using the L? projection to elim-
inate the Galerkin coefficients, this discrete Hamiltonian may be written entirely in
terms of (X, V). From the general theory, we know that the dynamics are generated

by the Poisson bracket

0 Mt
[F.G] = e (27)
M-t 0
—Up

B. Simplification using a partition of unity basis

In principle, the method discussed above is a fully discrete Hamiltonian theory.

However, this approach suffers from the fact that the discrete charge p, is velocity
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dependent through the Galerkin projection:

Ny
pi= S0 015 [ i)
k=1
NP Nu

=> > (wa<W>;; / wz<v>d3v) U (@)t (v,) (28)

a=1 jk=1
This prevents us from using Hamiltonian splitting in our time-stepping scheme. How-

ever, this may be remedied using a partition of unity basis in velocity space.

Proposition 1.

Ny Ny
d ) =1 Yo = > (M) / Yr(v)d®v =1 Vj. (29)
j=1 k=1
Proof: Define 1, = 1 Vi. Then
Ny Ny
Suiw) =1 = 3 () = / G (v)d
j=1 k=1
— (M”ﬂ)jszg(v)d%. O (30)

Such a basis may be constructed using, for example, B-splines. Hence, in this case,

we find that

b= 3wt @) 3 ) = 3 wavt () = (WX) W) (31)

Hence, we find the Hamiltonian reduces to
HX,V) = %VTMPV +wi (XL (X)) w, (32)
and the equations of motion are given by
X =V and V=—-D¥(X)L X)) 'w, (33)
where DV¥(X) = 0¥/0X.
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C. One-dimensional Vlasov-Poisson algorithm

We now present the algorithm applied to the 1D Vlasov-Poisson system in full.
Suppose (z,v) € T? so that we are solving the 1D Vlasov-Poisson system. Moreover,
suppose that we choose a partition of unity basis {4} in v and a general Galerkin
basis {¢#} * in z. The dynamical variables are the particle positions: (X,V) =

([:Ba]ivﬁl, [va]ivﬁl) C T?. We find that the equations of motion are

X=V and V=—-D¥WX)LWX)'w. (34)

To solve this problem numerically, the first step is to find w. We find that

> wnt(e) = (0= [ Alwowi@iedee. @)

where M* and MY are the mass matrices for the z and v Galerkin bases. We break

the selection of the initial weights into three steps:
1. Form the matrices (f2)y = [12 fo(x, v)yf (x)} (v)dedo, M7, and M,
2. Uniformly draw (X°, V?) from T2,
3. Find the least squares solution of ¥(X%)?w = f1 where 1; = 1 Vi.

The first step is particularly easy if the initial distribution is a tensor product,
folz,v) = f5(@)f5(v).
Once we have the initial weights, time evolution is accomplished by Hamiltonian

splitting:



We then compose these two flows together, for example via second order Strang

splitting, to evolve the system:

XTL+1/2 — gvn
2
Vn+1 _ —AtDlﬂf(Xn+1/2)”__llﬂf(Xn+1/2)TW (36)
Xn+1 — gvn—i-l )
2
At any given time step, we may reconstruct the solution in the Galerkin basis via:
Na,Ny
S oy = Zwa@b“’ 3 (vg)
k=1
Na,No
= fr(x,v) Z . (37)

i,j=1
IV. APPLICATION TO TWO-DIMENSIONAL INCOMPRESSIBLE FLOWS

Let Q C R%. The scalar vorticity, w, in two-dimensions evolves according to
Ow=—V=+¢-Vw, where A¢p=uw (38)

and V+¢ = (9,0, —0,¢). Assuming all boundary terms may be neglected, these

dynamics are generated by the following Poisson bracket and Hamiltonian [4]:

IF 4G 1
{F,G}:/Qw {E’E} d’xz and Hlw] :—§/Qw¢d2:1:, (39)

where [f, 9] = fr9y — fy9z-

We represent two different vorticity fields by wq, ws, again with a Poisson bracket

{F,G}:%/wl {5—F+5—F §+£]d2m, (40)
Q

5w1 5w2’ 5w1 5w2

of the form

with Casimir invariants
Cl = Cl [wl] and Cg = Cg[wl — CUQ] . (41)
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Consider now the Hamiltonian

H[wl,wg] = —/legbg d2:1: (42)

where A¢y = ws. Hence,

N oH oH

— d —/— = — -
¢2 o 5(,02 ¢1 — 5(@1+W2)

= - (¢1 + (bg) . (43)

dwr

This yields the system of equations

Ployw) = (P11} =3 [ (g—i+§—i) [wr, (61 + 6o) ] o

1
Oywy = 5[“’17 b1+ ¢a]
== 1 (44)
Oiwq = 5[001, b1 + da).
If w; = wo, this clearly reduces to the usual vorticity equation. Note that Casimir

invariant Cy ensures that
w1|t:0 = w2|t:0 — w; =wy Vit (45)

Hence, standard 2D vortex dynamics lives on a Casimir leaf of the extended system.

A. DPIC Discretization

DPIC discretization of the two-dimensional vorticity equations is given by

N

wy = Zwaé(a: —x,(t)) and wy = Z(w*)iM;jl¢j(m). (46)

ij=1
As with the general DPIC method,

OF OF

oF OF
5—(‘&)2 = le 7a(w*)l¢j(a}) and a—ma = wav— ) (47)
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where M is the finite element mass matrix associated with the Galerkin basis. We use
the same compact notation as in the previous sections and find that the discretized
Poisson bracket is the same as in the general case (see (12)).

If we used a Hamiltonian which makes reference to the stream function associated

with wy, then we would have to solve

Np
Agr = wed(z — x,). (48)
a=1

Hence, ¢ is expressed with the Green’s function for the Laplacian. In this case, the
Green’s function and Hamiltonian are given by
G, y) = —log(|z —y)) = Hlw] = ——— 3 wawylog(za — ). (49)
27 47 o
azb
Due to the non-compact support of the Green’s function, each particle is advected by
every other particle. This is a well-known issue for point vortex dynamics that may
be circumvented using fast multipole methods [10]. However, we employ a different
strategy. Instead, we only ever use the stream function associated with wo.

Assuming homogeneous or periodic boundary conditions, to find ¢, we solve

—(VY, V) = (Y,w2) YW ep(Q) = b =1L"'w., (50)

where L is the discrete Laplacian in our Galerkin basis. This yields the Hamiltonian

Np N

HX, w) = =33 wabith(@,) = - 0(X)w = LX) Tw.  (51)

a=1 i=1

Hence, using the fact that

AW (X)) _ 2N, x N
we find
X M,D¥ (X)L w, and dw. L™ (X))  w. (53)
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The equations of motion may be found using the fact that

F( X, w,) =J(X)DH(X,w.,). (54)
To this end, we find that
(M; D@(X)) DH(X,w,) = —D¥W(X)LW(X)"w — D¥(X)L'w,.  (55)
Hence, we find that
X =—J. [DY(X)L'W(X)"w + DU( X)L w, ]
W, = —D¥(X)"M,J. [DV(X)LW(X) "W+ D¥( X)L w, ] (56)
= DW(X)"M,X .
We see that the equations of motion for the finite element coefficients may be ex-
pressed in terms of the evolution of the particle positions. This points to the fact
that the we may eliminate the Galerkin variable from our theory. Just as in the
continuous theory, this may be accomplished by considering a Casimir invariant of

the bracket.

As noted in the section on general Galerkin bases, the family of Casimir invariants
C(X,w,) =¥X)"w- w, (57)

is conserved by the dynamics. If we constrain ourselves to live on the Casimir leaf

where ¥(X)?w = w,, then we obtain the following equation of motion:
X = —J.D¥( X)L (X)) w. (58)

Hence, we have obtained a particle based discretization which computes the stream
function by taking a detour through a Galerkin basis. The Poisson bracket and

Hamiltonian are given by
{F.G} =DF(X)""'J.DG(X) and H(X)=-w ¥(X)L7¥(X)w. (59
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B. Discretization with Truncated Fourier Basis

Now let © = [0,27]?. If we use a Fourier representation for the Galerkin basis,

VY (x) = e*®//2m, then the Galerkin representation is given by a truncated Fourier

series: N
1 "
wp(x) = — Z wre™® (60)
V2T oo

where ||k|| = max{|ki|,|k2|}. Hence, in this truncated Fourier basis,
Ap=w = ¢p = —|kl;%wy for k#0 (61)

and ¢ = 0 if we assume periodic boundary conditions and zero average. As ¢ is only

uniquely specified up to a constant, we are free to make this assumption. Hence,
N

H(w) = —/[02 . pwd’m = Y |kll; wew_y. (62)

[-lloo=1

Now, if we use the fact that

N,
1 - ”

Wy = — E w,e' e 63

* V2m = (63)

we obtain the Hamiltonian

1 XL X wowy coslk - (z, — )]
HX)=— > > T : (64)
Ihllc=1 .01 2

where we have omitted all constant terms in the Hamiltonian. We can see that this
is an approximation of the Green’s function in (49) in the truncated Fourier basis
evaluated at the particle positions. Hence, we recover point vortex dynamics in the
limit as N — oo as one might hope. While the truncated Fourier basis aids in
understanding the nature of the discretization procedure introduced in this article,
it provides no advantage over simply using the Green’s function as in traditional
point vortex methods. A finite element basis would provide greater benefit because

of its compact support.
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V. CONCLUSION

The DPIC method is a generalization of a standard particle based discretization
with an advected Galerkin representation acting as a regularized alias for the par-
ticle based representation. Hence, for our examples, it acts as an extension of the
PIC method for the Vlasov equation and as an extension of the point-vortex method
for the incompressible two-dimensional Euler equation. In DPIC, the discretized
Poisson bracket is identical to that of a particle based method while the Hamilto-
nian is typically modified to leverage the advantages of the Galerkin representation.
Moreover, the Galerkin representation, being entirely determined by the flow of the
particles, may be reconstructed on the fly as needed. Using a compactly supported
Galerkin basis allows one to use local solvers of elliptic constraints (e.g. computing
the stream function when solving the vorticity equation or the charge when solving

the Vlasov-Poisson equation).

In the context of the Vlasov-Poisson system, the Galerkin representation might
be a useful tool in designing discrete metriplectic collision operators (see [11, 12]
for discretizations of metriplectic collision operators, and see [13] for the origin of
the concept of metriplectic dynamics). High performance implementations of the
same L? projection relating the particle and Galerkin representations of the phase-
space density have been studied in [11]. In the context of the two-dimensional Euler
equations, we saw using the truncated Fourier basis, that the DPIC method yields
a method which is closely related to a point vortex method. Hence, the method is
more likely to provide an advantage when a compactly supported Galerkin basis, such
as a finite element basis, is used. Finally, this method might be used to discretize
other related two-dimensional flows such as the quasi-geostrophic potential vorticity

equations and the Hasegawa-Mima equations [15].
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Appendix A: Appendix: proof of Jacobi identity

In this section, we demonstrate some of the properties of the extended Poisson
bracket used in the dual PIC method. Namely, that the Jacobi identity holds for the
continuous and discretized brackets.

Continuous bracket:

We begin by considering the continuous bracket:
{F,G}:/Ml [F1+F2,G1+G2] an, (Al)

where subscripts indicate differentiation with respect to the corresponding variable;
ie, Fi =0F/§p; and Fy» = 0F/ps. Hence,

MFE G} MFE G}
Com o

where in (A2) the equality is modulo second functional derivative terms, since by a

{F, G}l = = [Fl + FQ, Gl + GQ] and {F, G}2 = 0, (AQ)

general theorem [3] these terms all cancel. Therefore,
UR.GLH) = [ (.G + {F.GhasHy + 1)) &'

:/Ml[[Fl—I—FQ,Gl—FGQ],Hl—FHQ} d*z. (A?))

Hence, letting f = Fy + Fy, g = G1 + G, and h = Hy + H,, we find

({F.G}, H}+ Oron= / [l ], h] d"2+ Oy pn=0. (Ad)
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Hence, the Jacobi identity holds for the continuous system.
Briefly, we also discuss the Casimir invariants of the continuous bracket. A

Casimir invariant C' will satisfy [y, Cy + C3] = 0. Hence, we immediately see that
cW = /C(wl)d”z and C® = /C(wl —wq)d"z (A5)
are Casimir invariants for arbitrary C since

oW = '(w C® = C'w —w
) (w1) o | (w1 — wy) (A6)
02(1) =0 052) = —C'(wl - wg).

Discrete bracket:

The discrete bracket is most easily expressed as a block matrix:

sz=| " Jw (v;* DW(2))
Dy(z)r) TN
M1, J.DV(Z)

= . (AT)
DW(Z)'), DV(Z)"M,J.DV(Z)
Notice, the Poisson matrix only depends on Z. Letting ¢ = (Z, u), we know that
the Jacobi identity is satisfied if and only if

Jik

il
IS

+ Oijr= 0. (A8)
Denoting the blocks of J by
Joo =M1, Jopy =, =JI.DV(Z), and J,, = D¥(Z)"M,J.D¥(Z), (A9)

we find that

0 _ (= | (52| _, 09, O

¢ \y_ g 0 0z "0z (A10)
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Abusing notation a bit, we write out all four blocks of at once for conciseness:

EYA
Fozt o T T 07\ (DW(Z)TI.)E (DW(Z)TW,J.DY(Z))* A
0Lk JiB 02"
— (M_l i ol c 9ZBoZ!

P) ¢ kB 0%y 8 [ 9 B 5 Ok
I azmam oz \ ozt I 5z

When we sum over (i,7,k), one can immediately see that everything except the
contributions from the bottom right block vanish since the off diagonal blocks cancel
each other. We now consider this bottom right block in detail. Note that MM,J. =

J.MM,. Hence,
oYk

o 3¢j . 8¢k B 32¢j 85 8¢k &pj 85
oZ! (826( pJe) 0z% ) 821826( pJe) YA +825(J°’Mp) 02°07!
_ 821” By v 8¢k alpj By Mo 8¢k
02975 o g T 02" LMy 07 (A12)
= azw] Mﬁv\ﬂfa_wk + %Jivaﬁ a¢k
071977 * "¢ 975 T 97°"° P 9ZPOZ!
0%y B e 8¢k _ 82¢k MB’Y\D’Y‘S%
VAL VA N VARG VAT YA R N YA

where, unlike our proof of Jacobi above for the continuous case that relied on the
theorem of [3], we retain the second derivative terms and show explicitly they vanish.
Also note, in (A12) we arbitrarily reindexed such that 5 <+ ¢ in the second to last
line and used the antisymmetry of J.. Finally, summing over (i, j, k), we find that
these two terms cancel each other. Notice, the cancelation took place even if we only
summed over (j, k). Hence, we may replace J,.,0J/0Z with J,,0J/0Z and still get

cancelation for the same reasons as before. Hence,

N EL N
\Dzlzﬁ—i_ O@jkz J;ﬁzﬁ_'_ Oi,j,k: 0. (Alg)

Therefore, we find that the Jacobi identity holds for the discrete bracket.
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