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The critical step in a molecular process is often a rare-event and has to be simulated
by an enhanced sampling protocol. Recovering accurate dynamical estimates from
such biased simulation is challenging. Girsanov reweighting is a method to reweight
dynamic properties formulated as path expected values. The path probability is
calculated at the time-step resolution of the molecular-dynamics integrator. But
the theory is largely limited to overdamped Langevin dynamics. For underdamped
Langevin dynamics, the absolute continuity of the path probability ratio for the
biased and unbiased potential is not guaranteed, but it depends on the Langevin
integrator. We develop a general approach to derive the path probability ratio
for Langevin integrators and to analyze whether absolute continuity is fulfilled.
We demonstrate our approach on symmetric splitting methods for underdamped
Langevin dynamics. For methods that obey absolute continuity, and thus can
be used for Girsanov reweighting, we provide an expression for the relative path
probability.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding rare events in molecular systems on an atomistic resolution would have
great impact in many areas, such as the binding of drug molecules to receptors, protein-
protein interactions in molecular machines, aggregation processes in biomolecular systems or
artificial materials, phase transitions and chemical reactions. In principle, these processes
can be studied by molecular dynamics (MD) simulations1–3. However, the timescale of
molecular rare events are often well beyond the timescales that can be reached by direct
MD simulations. Even if occasional rare-event transitions can be observed in the course of
a direct MD simulation, the estimates of thermodynamic or kinetic properties are often not
statistically meaningful. This is because passage times across a barrier into a target state are
long-tailed distributed, and the tail contributes to the rare-event estimate. Furthermore, the
dynamics in the fast degrees of freedom influence the free-energy surface and the diffusion
constant of the rare-event transition in ways that are hard to predict, and any rare event can
consist of multiple separate transition paths with different intermediate states and transition
states. In short: it is important to sample the full path ensemble that contributes to a rare-
event.
One approach to speed up the sampling of rare events is to add a bias to the molecu-
lar interaction potential. Enhanced sampling methods like metadynamics4–8 and umbrella
sampling9,10 add energy to the system in order to steer the simulation away from states
which have already sufficiently been explored. Since enhanced sampling changes the dynam-
ics of the system, estimates of thermodynamics and dynamic properties are distorted and
need to be unbiased. For thermodynamic properties, estimators that accurately reweight
the enhanced sampling simulations, such as weighted histogram analysis method11,12, are
available. With these reweighting techniques, the statistical certainty of thermodynamic
properties is drastically increased compared to direct simulations. As a result, the field
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is moving from direct simulations to combining enhanced sampling with thermodynamic
reweighting techniques.

For dynamic properties, on the other hand, one cannot yet routinely use enhanced sampling
simulations. In fact, dynamic reweighting techniques are currently a very active field of
research13. Dynamic properties are path expected values weighted by the path probability
density which depends on the potential energy function. Suppose, the system has been
simulated at a potential V , and one would like to know a dynamic property at a target

potential Ṽ = V + U . To reweight the corresponding path expected value, one needs the

relative path probability, i.e the ratio of the path probabilities at Ṽ and at V . Furthermore,
the relative path probability needs to obey absolute continuity, i.e. any path that is possible

the target potential Ṽ also needs to be possible at the simulation potential V .

Several methods to reweight simulations with bias potentials have been proposed in recent
years. Usually an effective model of the dynamics is assumed, either a two-state dynamics
in which transition state theory or Kramers’ rate theory holds14–18 or a Markov state model
on a discretized state space19–24. Since the validity of these effective models changes with

the potential energy function, they cannot be equally valid at V and at Ṽ . It is difficult
to judge how this affects the accuracy of the reweighted estimate. We argue that a more
accurate approach is to consider the calculation of the path probability ratio as part of the
enhanced sampling simulation. In the subsequent analysis, one would use the simulated
paths along with the time-series of the relative path probability to reweight the desired
dynamic property. For this the relative path probability ratio needs to be calculated at the
time-step resolution of the MD simulation, and the corresponding equations need to match
the MD integrator. Additionally, at this high time-resolution, the question of absolute
continuity needs to be addressed.

Based on works by L. Onsager and S. Machlup25 and, independently, by I.V. Girsanov26, one
can derive an exact reweighting technique, in which the path probability ratio is calculated
at the time-step resolution of the MD simulation. For overdamped Langevin dynamics,
the Girsanov theorem guarantees that the relative path probability does not violate ab-
solute continuity, as long as the biasing forces do not approach infinity. This guarantee
holds even for continuous solutions of the stochastic differential equation26,27. Additionally,
the expression for the relative path probability for time-discretized paths generated by the
Euler-Maruyama algorithm is well established27,28. Since the late 1990s, it has been shown
several times that Girsanov reweighting or, equivalently, dynamic importance sampling can
be used to unbias overdamped Langevin dynamics, both for model potentials29–33 and for
small molecular systems34–36. But the use of overdamped Langevin dynamics to model
molecular rare events is limited. It can be used in the mesoscopic molecular regime, in
which molecules are (partly) treated as rigid bodies, to study molecular crowding effects,
association processes between large molecules, and even the dynamics of coarse-grained
polymers37,38 But because overdamped Langevin dynamics suppresses the fast intramolec-
ular fluctuations, it cannot be used to model conformational transitions at atomistic reso-
lutions.

By contrast, underdamped Langevin dynamics, often under the name ,,Langevin ther-
mostats”, is an accurate and frequently used equation of motion for atomistic MD39.
For continuous solutions of underdamped Langevin dynamics, the path probability can
be formulated40, but one cannot guarantee that the relative path probability obeys abso-
lute continuity. This, at first, seems like an impasse in the attempt to unbias dynamic
estimates: one needs to sample the molecular rare events by underdamped Langevin dy-
namics, but for underdamped Langevin dynamics the relative path probability might not
exist. Fortunately, when reweighting a MD simulation, the path expected value is not cal-
culated for time-continuous paths but for time-discretized paths. As explained above, an
accurate reweighting method needs to calculate the relative path probability at the time
resolution at which the path is produced. Thus, depending on the integrator used to prop-
agate the underdamped Langevin dynamics, the relative path probability density may exist
after all, and Girsanov reweighting may become possible. Our approach is therefore not to
discretize the continuous path integral.33. Instead we start from already existing algorithms
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to propagate the equation of motion for underdamped Langevin dynamics and derive the
relative path probability for the resulting time-discretized paths.
Girsanov reweighting for underdamped Langevin dynamics has first been reported in
Refs. 41 and 42. In Ref. 43 we introduced a formulation of the path probability ratio as
a function of the random numbers generated during the simulation potential at V and a

random number difference to Ṽ , which we called reweighting on-the-fly. This allowed us
on the one hand to efficiently calculate part of the relative path probability already during
the simulation. On the under hand, it allowed us to approximate the relative path prob-
ability for underdamped Langevin dynamics. With this approximation, we could reweight
metadynamics simulations of the folding equilibrium of β-hairpin peptide44. In Ref. 45 we
analyzed this approximation and derived the path probability ratio for a simple Langevin
integrator.
The goal of this contribution is to develop a general approach to derive the path proba-
bility for Langevin integrators and to analyze whether the relative path probability obeys
absolute continuity. We focus on symmetric splitting methods for underdamped Langevin
dynamics46–49, and additionally include a closely related50 variant51,52 which is used as
default Langevin thermostat in several MD simulation programs53–55. For methods that
obey absolute continuity, and thus can be used for Girsanov reweighting, we provide an
expression for the relative path probability.
We chose symmetric splitting methods, because their derivation is documented in great
detail46–49,56, which provides an easy entry point for our analysis. Additionally, the con-
vergence properties of this class of integrators are well-understood48,57–59. However, the
development of integrators for underdamped Langevin dynamics has been a very active
field for decades and many other algorithms have been proposed60–75. We believe our ap-
proach to derive the path probability ratio can be applied to these Langevin integrators,
too.
The article is structured as follows: In sections II and III we review the theory of Girsanov
reweighting and of symmetric splitting algorithms. Sections IV and V contain our analysis
of these integrators and the derivation of the relative path probabilities. In section VI we
introduce a graphical representation of Langevin integrators that helped us to visualize
and classify the effects of changeing the potential energy on the behaviour of the Langevin
integrator. Section VII contains a short discussion and outlook.

II. GIRSANOV REWEIGHTING

A. Equation of motion, path probability density, and path integral

Consider a particle with mass m that moves in a one-dimensional position space q ∈ R
according to underdamped Langevin dynamics

q̇ =
p

m

ṗ = −∇qV (q)− ξp+
√

2ξkBTmη(t) , (1)

In eq. 1, V (q) is the potential energy function, ∇q = ∂/∂q denotes the gradient with
respect to the position coordinate, ξ is a collision or friction rate (in units of s−1), T is the
temperature and kB is the Boltzmann constant. η ∈ R is an uncorrelated Gaussian white
noise with unit variance centered at zero 〈η(t)η(t′)〉 = δ(t− t′), where δ(t− t′) is the Dirac
delta-function. We use the dot-notation for derivatives with respect to time: q̇ = ∂q/∂t.
x(t) = (q(t), p(t)) ∈ Γ ⊂ R2 denotes the state of the system at time t, which consists of
positions q(t) and conjugated momenta p(t) = mq̇(t). Γ is called state space or phase space
of the system.
A Langevin integrator yields a time-discretised solution of eq. 1: x = (x0, x1, x2, . . . xn).
The path x is a sequence of n+ 1 states xk = (qk, pk) ∈ Γ, where consecutive states xk and
xk+1 are separated by a (small) time step ∆t, qk is the position at time k∆t, and pk is the
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momentum at time k∆t. x0 = (q0, p0) is the initial state of the path, and τ = n∆t is the
path length.
A time-discretized path x is an element of the space S = Γn+1. Its path probability density
is P[x] = p(x0) · P[x1 . . . xn|x0] , where we wrote the path probability as a product of the
probability density of the intial state p(x0) and the conditional probability of the path
P[x1 . . . xn|x0], given that the path starts in x0. The Langevin integrators considered in
this contribution implement a Markov process. That is, the probability to observe the state
xk+1 at time t = (k + 1)∆t depends only on the previous state xk at time t = k∆t and
not on any of the states before that, i.e. p(xk+1|xk, xk−1 . . . x0) = p(xk+1|xk). The path
probability density to observe a particular path x can then be written as a product of the
single-step transition probabilities p(xk+1|xk)

P [x] = p(x0) · P [x1 . . . xn|x0] = p(x0) ·
n−1∏
k=0

p(xk+1|xk) . (2)

The probability density of the initial state depends on the setup of the computational
experiment. Here, we assume that the path x is a short snippet of a long equilibrium
trajectory. Then we can assume that p(x0) is distributed according to the Boltzmann
distribution

p(x0) = p(q0, p0) =
1

Z
exp

(
−V (q0)

kBT

)
· 1√

2πkBTm
exp

(
− 1

kBT

p2
0

2m

)
, (3)

where Z =
∫∞
−∞ dq0 exp

(
−V (q0)

kBT

)
is the classical partition function. The functional form

of the single-step transition probability depends on the Langevin integrator, and it is the
aim of this contribution to analyze p(xk+1|xk) for various integrators.
The path probability density P [x] is normalised as∫

S
DxP[x] =

∫
x0∈Γ

∫
x1∈Γ

· · ·
∫
xn∈Γ

dx0dx1 . . . dxn P[x] = 1 , (4)

where the first equality defines the path integral
∫
S Dx . . . .

Let s : S → R be a path observable, i.e. a function that maps a time-discretised path to a
number. The path expected value of this observable is

〈s〉 =

∫
DxP[x]s[x] =

∫
x0∈Γ

∫
x1∈Γ

· · ·
∫
xn∈Γ

dx0dx1 . . . dxn P[x]s[x] , (5)

Assuming ergodicity, this path expected value can be estimated from a set of N paths
(x1,x2 . . .xN ) that has been sampled according to P[x]

〈s〉 = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
i=1

s[xi] . (6)

A short comment on notation: we denote functions of paths x with square brackets around
the argument, and functions of states x = (q, p) with round brackets.

B. Girsanov reweighting

In Girsanov reweighting, one samples paths at a simulation potential V (q), and from this
sample one estimates path expected values at a target potential

Ṽ (q) = V (q) + U(q) , (7)

where U(q) is called bias or perturbation potential. Let us point out the sign convention.
In eq. 7, we add the perturbation U to the simulation potential V , which is the convention
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used in the literature on path reweighting. The literature on enhanced sampling simulations
uses the opposite sign convention, i.e. the bias is subtracted from the simulation potential

to obtain to the true (target) potential: Ṽ = V −Uenh. samp.. Thus, if Girsanov reweighting
is used to unbias enhanced sampling simulations, the bias in eq. 7 is U = −Uenh. samp..

We assume that Ṽ represents a typical molecular potential, i.e. a function that has infi-
nite discontinuities whenever two atoms occupy the same position, but is continuous and
differentiable everywhere else. We further assume that U(q) respects these discontinuities
and does not introduce any new discontinuities. In practice this means that one cannot use
soft-core potentials76,77 to construct U(q).
Formally, one can reweight the path expected value at the target potential as

〈̃s〉 =

∫
Dx P̃[x]s[x] =

∫
Dx g(x0)M [x|x0]P[x]s[x] , (8)

where P̃[x] is the path probability density at Ṽ , and

g(x0) ·M [x|x0] =
p̃(x0)

p(x0)
· P̃[x1 . . . xn|x0]

P[x1 . . . xn|x0]
(9)

is the path reweighting factor. If p̃(x0) and p(x0) are given by eq. 3 (for Ṽ and V , respec-
tively), then the relative weight of the initial state is

g(x0) =
p̃(x0)

p(x0)
=
Z

Z̃
exp

(
− 1

kBT
U(q0)

)
. (10)

If M [x|x0] exists and one can find a computable expression for it, then one can estimate

the path expected value at the target potential, 〈̃s〉 from paths sampled at the simulation
potential (x1,x2 . . .xN ) by reweighting their contribution to the estimator

〈̃s〉 = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
i=1

g(xi,0)M [xi|xi,0] · s[xi] . (11)

where g(xi,0)M [xi|xi,0] is the relative weight of path xi a the target potential Ṽ . Whether
M [x|x0] exists, depends on the underlying dynamics, specifically on the condition of absolute
continuity.

C. Absolute continuity

The path probability density P̃[x] at the target potential and the path probability den-
sity P[x] at the simulation potential are absolutely continuous with respect to each
other26,27,43,78 if

P̃[S] =

∫
S⊂S
Dx P̃[x] = 0⇔ P[S] =

∫
S⊂S
DxP[x] = 0 , (12)

where S = S0×S1×· · ·×Sn is a small subset of the path space S, a and Si is a small region
in phase space Γ in which xi may be found. That is, any region of the path space S that is

sampled by the dynamics at Ṽ (x) also needs to be sampled by the dynamics at V (x), and
vice versa. Otherwise the relative path probability density in eq. 9 is not defined.

(Strictly speaking only P̃ needs to be absolutely continuous with respect to P. But since

this almost surely implies27 that also P is absolutely continuous with respect to P̃, we here
omit this distinction.)

If P [x] and P̃ [x] can be decomposed as in eq. 2, absolute continuity is fulfilled if

p̃(S0) =

∫
S0

dx0 p̃(x0) = 0⇔ p(S0) =

∫
S0

dx0 p(x0) = 0 (13)
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and if

p̃(Sk+1|xk) =

∫
Sk+1

dxk+1 p̃(xk+1|xk) = 0⇔ p(Sk+1|xk) =

∫
Sk+1

dxk+1 p(xk+1|xk) = 0 .(14)

for all k with k = 0, 1 . . . , n − 1. Eq. 13 is fulfilled if p̃(x0) and p(x0) are given by eq. 3

(for Ṽ and V , respectively), but other choices are also possible. For overdamped Langevin
dynamics, the Girsanov theorem guarantees that - for sensible choices of U(q) (see section
II B) - eq. 14 is fulfilled. Thus for overdamped Langevin dynamics, M [x|x0] exists, and
for overdamped time-discretized paths generated by the Euler-Maruyama scheme27,28, the
computable expression for M [x|x0] is well-established27,31,33,35,42–44. By contrast, the ex-
istence of M [x|x0] cannot be guaranteed for underdamped Langevin dynamics (eq. 1). It
may however exist for time-discretized paths of underdamped Langevin dynamics. In sec-
tions IV and V, we will discuss the existence of M [x|x0] for symmetric splitting schemes46–49

for underdamped Langevin dynamics.

D. Reweighting on-the-fly

To derive M [x|x0], we use reweighting on-the-fly (proposed in Ref. 43 and discussed in
more detail in Ref. 45). In this approach, the reweighting factor is formulated in terms of
the random numbers ηk, which are generated during the simulation at V , and a random
number difference ∆ηk, which depends on the gradient of the bias ∇U . Both properties
are easily accessible during the simulation, and part of the reweighting factor can be pre-
calculated on-the-fly during the simulation. This makes the actual reweighting (eq. 11)
computationally simple and efficient.
A stochastic integrator generates a sequence of random numbers η = (η0, η1, . . . , ηn−1) to
represent the random force in a stochastic equation of motion (e.g. eq. 1). The random
numbers ηk are usually drawn from a Gaussian normal distribution with zero mean and
unit variance

P (ηk) =

√
1

2π
exp

(
−1

2
η2
k

)
. (15)

If the initial state x0 has been set and η has been generated, the path x|x0 = (x1 . . . xn|x0)
is fully determined. Thus, the stochastic integrators can be viewed as a map from a random
number sequence η to a path x|x0. If the map is bijective (one-to-one mapping between
random number sequence and path), the conditional path probability density is equal to
the probability of drawing the corresponding sequence of random numbers:

P[x|x0] = P[η] =
1

n
√

2π
exp

(
−1

2

n−1∑
k=0

η2
k

)
. (16)

The stochastic integrator evaluates the gradient of the potential V , and therefore the map

depends on V . If the potential is modified from V to the target potential Ṽ , the map
changes accordingly, and a different random number sequence η̃ is needed to generate

the same path x|x0. The conditional path probability density at Ṽ is then equal to the

probability of drawing η̃: P̃[x|x0] = P[η̃].
At each integration step k, the random numbers ηk and η̃k differ by ∆ηk:

η̃k = ηk + ∆ηk . (17)

This allows us to write the relative conditional path probability density as45

M [x|x0] =
P̃[x|x0]

P[x|x0]
=
P[η̃]

P[η]
= exp

(
−
n−1∑
k=0

ηk ·∆ηk
)
· exp

(
−1

2

n−1∑
k=0

(∆ηk)2

)
. (18)
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The random numbers ηk are recorded during the simulation at V ; the expression for ∆ηk
depends on the stochastic integrator.
The discussion so far applies to stochastic integrators that generate one random number
ηk per integration step and degree of freedom. Some symmetric splitting methods for

underdamped Langevin dynamics however generate two random numbers (η
(1)
k , η

(2)
k ) per

integration step and degree of freedom. The two random numbers are drawn independently

from a Gaussian normal distribution with zero mean and unit variance, i.e. P (η
(1)
k , η

(2)
k ) =

P (η
(1)
k )P (η

(2)
k ), and P (η

(1)
k ) and P (η

(2)
k ) are given by eq. 15. Thus, an integrator with

two random numbers per integration step can be viewed as a map from two sequences of

random numbers (η(1),η(2)) to a path x|x0, where η(1) = (η
(1)
0 , η

(1)
1 , . . . , η

(1)
n−1) and η(2) =

(η
(2)
0 , η

(2)
1 , . . . , η

(2)
n−1). If the map is bijective, the conditional path probability density is

equal to the probability of drawing the two random number sequences:

P[x|x0] = P[η(1),η(2)] =
1

n
√

2π
exp

(
−1

2

n−1∑
k=0

(
η

(1)
k

)2
)
· 1
n
√

2π
exp

(
−1

2

n−1∑
k=0

(
η

(2)
k

)2
)
.(19)

At the target potential Ṽ , two different random number sequences η̃(1) = (η̃
(1)
0 , η̃

(1)
1 , . . . , η̃

(1)
n−1)

and η̃(2) = (η̃
(2)
0 , η̃

(2)
1 , . . . , η̃

(2)
n−1) are needed to generate the same path x. At each integration

step k, the random numbers differ by ∆η
(1)
k and ∆η

(2)
k :

η̃
(1)
k = η

(1)
k + ∆η

(1)
k

η̃
(2)
k = η

(2)
k + ∆η

(2)
k . (20)

The relative conditional path probability density can then be written as

M [x|x0] =
P̃[x |x0]

P[x |x0]
=
P [η̃(1), η̃(2)]

P [η(1),η(2)]

= exp

(
−
n−1∑
k=0

η
(1)
k ·∆η

(1)
k

)
· exp

(
−1

2

n−1∑
k=0

(∆η
(1)
k )2

)
·

exp

(
−
n−1∑
k=0

η
(2)
k ·∆η

(2)
k

)
· exp

(
−1

2

n−1∑
k=0

(∆η
(2)
k )2

)
. (21)

As in eq. 18, the random numbers η
(1)
k and η

(2)
k are recorded during the simulation at V ,

and the expressions for ∆η
(1)
k and ∆η

(2)
k depend on the integrator.

At this point the obstacle in constructing path reweighting factors for underdamped
Langevin dynamics becomes noticeable. In underdamped Langevin dynamics, the state
xk = (qk, pk) is a two-dimensional vector. Thus, integrators with two random numbers per
integration step map two real numbers to a two-dimensional state space, whereas integra-
tors with one random number map a single real number to a two-dimensional state space.
In both cases, P [x|x0] can be derived from the integrator equations (see section III and
supplementary material), but M [x|x0] does not exist for all integrators (see sections IV and
V).

III. LANGEVIN INTEGRATORS

A. Equation of motion and splitting methods

Eq. 1 can be reformulated as a vector field(
q̇
ṗ

)
=

(
p/m

0

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

A

+

(
0

−∇qV (q)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

B

+

(
0

−ξp+
√

2ξkBTmη(t)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

O

. (22)
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Each of the three terms, A, B and O, can be integrated separately to yield the following
time-discretized update operators

A
(
qk
pk

)
=

(
qk + ∆t 1

mpk
pk

)
=

(
qk + apk

pk

)
(23a)

B
(
qk
pk

)
=

(
qk

pk −∆t∇V (qk)

)
=

(
qk

pk + b(qk)

)
(23b)

O
(
qk
pk

)
=

(
qk

e−ξ∆tpk +
√
kBTm(1− e−2ξ∆t) ηk

)
=

(
qk

d pk + f ηk

)
, (23c)

with time step ∆t and random number ηk ∼ N (0, 1), where N (µ, σ2) denotes the Gaussian
normal distribution with mean µ and variance σ2. Eqs. 23a – 23c are the time-discretized
solutions of their respective parts in the differential equation (eq. 22), where 23c is the result
known from the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process (see Chapter 7.3.1. in Ref. 56). The second
equality introduces the following abbreviations to keep the notation manageable

a = ∆t
1

m
(24a)

b(qk) = −∆t∇V (qk) (24b)

d = e−ξ∆t (24c)

f =
√
kBTm(1− e−2ξ∆t) (24d)

where d stands for dissipation and f for the thermal fluctuation.
Particularly accurate Langevin integration schemes can be derived using the (symmetric)
operator splitting method, or Strang splitting70,79. In these algorithms, some of the update
operators (eqs. 23a, 23b, and 23c) are carried out twice during an integration step, but each
time with only half a time step ∆t

2 . If a step is carried out for only half a time step ∆t
2 , we

denote the corresponding operator with a prime, e.g.

A′
(
qk
pk

)
=

(
qk + ∆t

2
1
mpk

pk

)
=

(
qk + a′pk

pk

)
. (25)

Correspondingly, a′, b′, d′ and f ′ are obtained by replacing ∆t with ∆t/2 in eqs. A1a-A1d.
For an in-depth discussion on the theory of splitting operators we refer to Refs. 47, 48, 70,
79, and 80 and Chapter 7 in Ref. 81.
In this contribution, we will use the ABO method to illustrate our approach, and we will ap-
ply the approach to the following integrators based on eq. 22: ABOBA, BAOAB, OABAO,
AOBOA, OBABO (Bussi-Parrinello thermostat), and BOAOB46–49,58. These algorithsm
are implemented in OpenMM53 via the package OpenMMTools59. We additionally in-
clude BAOA51, because it is implemented in several MD simulations packages53–55, where
it is sometimes called Verlet-Middle integrator73. GROMACS implements the GROMACS
stochastic dynamics (GSD) method52, which is equivalent to BAOA50.

B. Example: ABO method

The Langevin integrator that is constructed by carrying out eqs. 23a, 23b and 23c con-
secutively is called ABO method (sequential splitting70,79). The ABO algorithm yields a
less accurate approximation to the actual dynamics than symmetric splitting methods (or
equivalently: a small time step ∆t is needed to obtain a given accuracy). Here, we use it
to illustrate concepts.
The integrator equations of the ABO algorithm are

qk+1 = qk + apk (26a)

pk+1/2 = pk + b(qk+1) (26b)

pk+1 = dpk+1/2 + fηk . (26c)
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pk+1/2 should not be interpreted as an integration by half a time step, but rather as 50%
progress in the update of the momenta. Namely, in eq. 26b the momentum is updated
according to the forces due to the potential energy function, and in eq. 26c the momentum
update due to friction and random forces is carried out. The contributions of these two
steps to the total momentum update are by no means equal.
The joint update of the position and momentum, i.e. the update operator of the ABO
method UABO, is obtained by sequentially applying operators A, B, and O to the current
state (qk, pk)>. (

qk+1

pk+1

)
= UABO

(
qk
pk

)
= OBA

(
qk
pk

)
= OB

(
qk + apk
pk

)
= O

(
qk + apk
pk + b(qk + apk)

)
=

(
qk + apk
dpk + db(qk + apk) + fηk

)
. (27)

As usual the operators are applied from right to left, and hence the order of the operators
in eq. 27 is reversed compared to the name.
The algorithms for each of the integrators in Tab. I as well as their update operators are
reported in the supplementary material.

IV. THE IMAGES OF LANGEVIN UPDATE FUNCTIONS

The update operator U of a Langevin integrator depends parametrically on the random
number ηk: when ηk is varied, the updated state (qk+1, pk+1) changes. One can thus
interpret the update operator in eq. 27 as a function U that maps a random number ηk ∈ R
to a point in state space xk+1 = (qk+1, pk+1)> ∈ Γ. The current state (qk, pk) is treated as
a parameter of U . The image of the update function U , i.e. “the set of all output values it
may produce.”, is the set of all points in state space that can theoretically be reached from
(qk, pk) within a single integration time step. Note that the image only reflects whether
or not a certain point can be reached. The probability with which this point would be
generated during an integration time step does not play a role when discussing the image
of U . Besides ηk and (qk, pk), the update function U also depends on the potential energy
function V . Thus the image of U might change if V is varied.

A. One random number per integration time step

First, we consider Langevin integrators that use a single random number per integration
step, i.e. one O-step (eq. 23c) per integration step k. In Tab. I, these are ABO, ABOBA,
BAOAB and BAOA/GSD.
The following realization is crucial: given an initial state xk, the image of U is not the entire
state space Γ, but a one-dimensional curve C1d within Γ. This one-dimensional curve is
parametrized by ηk. Formally, we can characterize the function U as

U : R→ C1d ⊂ Γ
U : ηk 7→ xk+1 . (28)

See Ref. 82 for an overview of parametrized curves and parametric equations.
Mathematically, it is not surprising that the image is one-dimensional, since it is impossible
to map the one-dimensional number line R to a two-dimensional space. Algorithmically
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FIG. 1. Initial state (qk, pk)> (black dot) and image of the update function UABO(ηk;xk, V ) for
an unscaled potential (blue line) and a scaled potential (orange line) for the ABO method. The
image of the update function contains all possible states (qk+1, pk+1)> that can be reached from
(qk, pk)> within one integration time step ∆t.

Parameters: kB ,m, T, ξ = 1, ∆t = 0.25, (qk, pk)> = (1, 1)>, V (q) = (q2 − 1)2 + q, Ṽ (q) =
4.2 · (q2 − 1)2 + q and η ∈ [−5, 5].

this means that, given an initial state xk, not all states in state space Γ can be reached by a
single iteration of the integrator. Rather, the accessible states lie on C1d, and which precise
point on this line is obtained depends on ηk.

For the ABO method, this parametrization of C1d by ηk can be made explicit by reformu-
lating eq. 27 as

(
qk+1

pk+1

)
= UABO(ηk;xk, V ) =

(
qk+1

p̄k+1

)
+

(
0
f

)
ηk (29)

with qk+1 = qk + apk and p̄k+1 = dpk + db(qk + apk). That is, the algorithm first moves
the system to (qk+1, p̄k+1)> and then adjusts the momenta by (0, f)>ηk. Consequently, all
accessible states of UABO(ηk;xk, V ) lie on a vertical through (qk+1, p̄k+1)>.

Fig. 1 illustrates the image of UABO(ηk;xk, V ). The initial point (qk, pk) = (1, 1) is marked
as a black dot. The point (qk+1, p̄k+1)> for the potential V (q) = (q2 − 1)2 + q is shown as
a blue dot and acts as the support point for the image of UABO(ηk;xk, V ). Varying ηk from
-5 to +5 then yields the blue line, i.e. the image of UABO(ηk;xk, V ) for ηk ∈ [−5, 5]. When

the potential is changed to Ṽ (q) = 4.2 · (q2 − 1)2 + q, the point (qk+1, p̄k+1)> shifts to the

orange point. Varying ηk from -5 to +5 yields the image of UABO(ηk;xk, Ṽ ) for ηk ∈ [−5, 5],
shown as the dashed orange line in Fig. 1. For arbitrary values of ηk, the images of the two
functions coincide. Thus, the image of the update function of the ABO method, i.e. the set
of possible updated states (qk+1, pk+1), does not depend on the potential V .

The update functions for ABOBA, BAOAB and BAOA/GSD are derived in the supplemen-
tary material. Their images are summarized in the second column of Tab. I and illustrated
in Fig. 2. As in Fig. 1, the current state (qk, pk) is shown as a black dot, the support
points for the image for two different potentials are shown as blue and orange dots, and
the corresponding images for ηk ∈ [−5,+5] are shown as blue and orange lines. Fig. 2 also
contains the diagram for a Langevin integrator with two random numbers, AOBOA, which
will be discussed in the following section.

Two aspects of the images of the update functions in Fig. 2 are important to point out. First,
for ABOBA, BAOA/GSD and AOBOA, the possible updated states depend linearly on ηk,
and thus the image is a line L1d in the state space Γ. By contrast, the possible updated
states of BAOAB depend non-linearly on ηk, and the image is a curve C1d. Second, in
ABOBA and AOBOA the image does not depend on the potential, whereas in BAOAB and
BAOA/GSD the image changes if V is varied.
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FIG. 2. Initial state (qk, pk)> (black dot) and image of the update function U(ηk;xk, V ) for
an unscaled potential (blue line) and a scaled potential (orange line) for the ABOBA, BAOAB,
BAOA/GSD and AOBOA method. The image of the update function contains all possible states
(qk+1, pk+1)> that can be reached from (qk, pk)> within one integration time step ∆t.

Parameters: kB ,m, T, ξ = 1, ∆t = 0.25, (qk, pk)> = (1, 1)>, V (q) = (x2 − 1)2 + x, Ṽ (q) =
4.2 · (x2 − 1)2 + x, η ∈ [−5, 5], or ηcomb ∈ [−5, 5] .

B. Two random numbers per integration time step

Next, we consider Langevin integrators that generate two random numbers per integration
step, i.e. two O-half-steps (eq. 23c with ∆t/2 instead of ∆t) per integration step k. In
Tab. I, these are AOBOA, BOAOB, OBABO/BP, and OABAO. Their update functions are
derived in the supplementary material.
The image of update functions of Langevin integrators with two random numbers can be
the entire phase space Γ. That is, given an initial state (qk, pk), any point in phase space
can be reached within a single integration time step, albeit mostly with very low probability.
For BOAOB and OBABO/BP this is indeed the case. Both of their update functions have
the following form(

qk+1

pk+1

)
=

(
q̄k+1

p̄k+1

)
+

(
0

c · b′(q̄k+1 + af ′η
(1)
k )

)
+

(
af ′

d′f ′

)
η

(1)
k +

(
0
f ′

)
η

(2)
k , (30)

where η
(1)
k and η

(2)
k are the two random numbers, and c = 1 for BOAOB, and c = d′

for OBABO/BP. The functions first move the system deterministically to a support point
(q̄k+1, p̄k+1). BOAOB and OBABO/BP differ in the way this deterministic update is cal-
culated (see supplementary material), but have analogous subsequent terms in the update
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function. (BOAOB: q̄k+1 = qk + ad′pk + ad′b′(qk) and p̄k+1 = d′d′pk + d′d′b′(qk). OB-
ABO/BP: q̄k+1 = qk + ad′pk + ab′(qk) and p̄k+1 = d′d′pk + d′b′(qk).) From the support
point, the momentum is slightly adjusted in the second term eq. 30, which however depends

on the random number η
(1)
k and thus represents a partly randomized update of the mo-

mentum. The last two terms in eq. 30 randomize the position and the momentum. Note

that by scaling η
(1)
k between −∞ and +∞, one can access any position, and by scaling η

(2)
k

one can access any momentum. Thus, the image of the update functions of BOAOB and
OBABO/BP is the entire phase space Γ (Tab. I).
The update function of OABAO differs in a crucial point from eq. 30: in the second term
both position and the momentum get a partly randomized update. This partly randomized
update depends on the potential energy function via b(q). One can construct cases, in which
the update of the positions in the second term and the update in the third term compensate
each other, and the images collapses from Γ to a line (see supplementary material). Thus,
the image of the update function of OABAO depends on the potential, and the existence of

M [x|x0] and analytical expressions for ∆η
(1)
k and ∆η

(2)
k need to be discussed in the context

of specific potentials V and Ṽ . We will therefore exclude OABAO from the subsequent
analysis.

AOBOA generates two random numbers η
(1)
k and η

(2)
k per integration time step. But η

(1)
k

and η
(2)
k do not affect the position and the momentum independently as in eq. 30, and

several combinations of η
(1)
k and η

(2)
k lead to the same updated state (qk+1, pk+1). In fact,

one can combine η
(1)
k and η

(2)
k into an effective random number

ηcomb
k = d′η

(1)
k + η

(2)
k ∼ N (0, d′2 + 1) . (31)

and formulate the update function in terms of ηcomb
k(

qk+1

pk+1

)
=

(
q̄k+1

p̄k+1

)
+

(
a′

1

)
f ′ηcomb (32)

with q̄k+1 = qk + (a′ + a′d′d′)pk + a′d′b(qk + a′pk) and p̄k+1 = d′d′pk + d′b(qk + a′pk) (see
supplementary material). The AOBOA method first generates a deterministic update and
moves the system to the support point (q̄k+1, p̄k+1), and then randomizes the position and
momentum along a line with slope (a′, 1). Thus, the image of this update function is a line

L1d through the state space Γ (see Fig. 2). Note that any combination of η
(1)
k and η

(2)
k that

yields the same value ηcomb
k , will yield the same updated state (qk+1, pk+1).

V. ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY AND PATH REWEIGHTING FACTOR

The notion of absolute continuity is closely related to the image of update function. Recall
that absolute continuity implies that the same regions of path space are sampled by the

dynamics at Ṽ (x) and by the dynamics at V (x). If the image of the update function
depends on the potential energy, transitions (qk, pk) → (qk+1, pk+1) that are possible at

V are impossible at Ṽ . Thus, the corresponding path probabilities are not absolutely
continuous with respect to each other, and M [x|x0] does not exist for the corresponding
integrators. Among the integrators we considered here, this is the case for BAOAB and
BAOA/GSD (Tab. I). Phase-space trajectories generated by these two integrators cannot
be reweighted.
By contrast, the images of the update functions of ABO, ABOBA, AOBOA, BOAOB and
OBABO/BP do no depend on the potential energy function. Consequently, any transition

(qk, pk) → (qk+1, pk+1) that is possible at V is also possible at Ṽ . The corresponding
path probabilities are absolutely continuous with respect to each other, and M [x|x0] exists.
Phase-space trajectories generated by these integrators can be reweighted (Tab. I).
Having identified integrators of underdamped Langevin dynamics for which Girsanov
reweighting is possible, we next derive computable expressions for M [x|x0] using the
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image at absolute reweighting in

integrator update u V and Ṽ continuity phase space

ABO R→ L1d L1d = L̃1d yes ∆ηk = d
f

∆t∇U(qk+1)

ABOBA R→ L1d L1d = L̃1d yes ∆ηk = (d+1)
f

∆t
2
∇U(qk+1/2)

BAOAB R→ C1d C1d 6= C̃1d no n/a

BAOA/GSD R→ L1d L1d 6= L̃1d no n/a

AOBOA R2 → L1d L1d = L̃1d yes ∆ηcomb
k = d′

f ′ ∆t∇U(qk+1/2)

ηcomb
k = d′η

(1)
k + η

(2)
k

BOAOB R2 → Γ Γ in both cases yes ∆η
(1)
k = d′

f ′
∆t
2
∇U(qk)

∆η
(2)
k = 1

f ′
∆t
2
∇U(qk+1)

OBABO/BP R2 → Γ Γ in both cases yes ∆η
(1)
k = 1

f ′
∆t
2
∇U(qk)

∆η
(2)
k = d′

f ′
∆t
2
∇U(qk+1)

OABAO depends on V and Ṽ .

TABLE I. Image of integrator update function and corresponding expressions for the random
number difference

reweighting-on-the-fly approach (eqs. 18 and 21). The mathematically formal way to derive
an expression for ∆ηk = η̃k − ηk (eq. 17) goes as follows. We denote the update function
of integrator I at the simulation potential by UI(ηk;xk, V ), and the update function of

the same integrator at the target potential by UI(η̃k;xk, Ṽ ). We require that both update
operators yield the same update (qk+1, pk+1)> given the initial state xk = (qk, pk)>, i.e. the
path remains unchanged,(

qk+1

pk+1

)
= UI(ηk;xk, V ) = UI(η̃k;xk, Ṽ ) . (33)

Thus, we need to solve (
0
0

)
= UI(ηk;xk, V )− UI(η̃k;xk, Ṽ ) (34)

for ∆ηk, i.e. we determine the change in the random number that yields the same path even
though the potential has changed.

A. One random number per integration time step

We again use the ABO method to illustrate how to derive an expression for ∆ηk. Its update

function at the simulation potential V is eq. 27, and at the target potential Ṽ (q) it is(
qk+1

pk+1

)
= UABO(η̃k;xk, Ṽ ) =

(
qk + apk
dpk + db̃(qk + apk) + fη̃k

)
, (35)

where

b̃(q) = b(q)−∆t∇U(q) . (36)
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Inserting eq. 27 and 35 into eq. 34 yields(
0
0

)
= UABO(ηk;xk, V )− UABO(η̃k;xk, Ṽ )

=

(
0

d · (b(qk + apk)− b̃(qk + apk)) + f · (ηk − η̃k)

)
=

(
0
d∆t∇U(qk+1)− f ·∆ηk

)
, (37)

where, in the last line, we replaced qk + apk by qk+1 (eq. 26a). Thus, for

∆ηk =
d

f
∆t∇U(qk+1) , (38)

the two update functions yield the same state (qk+1, pk+1)>.

The same calculation for ABOBA yields

∆ηk =
(d+ 1)

f

∆t

2
∇U(qk+1/2) (39)

(see supplementary material). The relative conditional path probability densities M [x|x0]
for these two integrators can now be calculated according to eq. 18.

B. Two random numbers per integration time step

The condition (
0
0

)
= UBOAOB(η

(1)
k , η

(2)
k ;xk, V )− UBOAOB(η̃

(1)
k , η̃

(2)
k ;xk, Ṽ ) (40)

yields the random number differences for the BOAOB method

∆η
(1)
k =

d′

f ′
∆t

2
∇U(qk) (41a)

∆η
(2)
k =

1

f ′
∆t

2
∇U(qk+1) . (41b)

Similarly, the condition(
0
0

)
= UOBABO(η

(1)
k , η

(2)
k ;xk, V )− UOBABO(η̃

(1)
k , η̃

(2)
k ;xk, Ṽ ) (42)

yields the random number differences for the OBABO/BP method

∆η
(1)
k =

1

f ′
∆t

2
∇U(qk) (43a)

∆η
(2)
k =

d′

f ′
∆t

2
∇U(qk+1) . (43b)

For both methods, the intermediate steps of this calculation are reported in the supple-
mentary material. The relative conditional path probability densities M [x|x0] for these two
integrators can now be calculated according to eq. 21.
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C. AOBOA: two random numbers, but one-dimensional image

The condition (
0
0

)
= UAOBOA(ηcomb

k ;xk, V )− UAOBOA(η̃comb
k ;xk, Ṽ ) , (44)

where UAOBOA(ηcomb
k ;xk, V ) is given by eq. 32, yields the difference of the combined random

number

∆ηcomb
k =

d′

f ′
∆t∇U(qk+1/2) . (45)

The intermediate steps of this calculation are reported in the supplementary material.
To reweight trajectories generated by the AOBOA integrator, we need to formulate M [x|x0]
as a function of the combined random numbers ηcomb

k . From the update function of AOBOA
(eq. 32), it follows that the conditional path probability is

P[x|x0] = P[ηcomb] =
1

n
√

2(d′2 + 1)π
exp

(
−
n−1∑
k=0

(
ηcomb
k

)2
2(d′2 + 1)

)
. (46)

Note that the probability density of the weighted sum of two normally distributed random
numbers is again a normal distribution with adjusted mean µ and variance σ2. For the
combined random number (eq. 31): µcomb = d′µ(1) + µ(2) = 0 and (σcomb)2 = d′2(σ(1))2 +
(σ(2))2 = d′2 + 1. The relative conditional path probability density for AOBOA is

M [x|x0] =
P[η̃comb]

P[ηcomb]
= exp

(
−
n−1∑
k=0

ηcomb
k ·∆ηcomb

k

d′2 + 1

)
· exp

(
−
n−1∑
k=0

(
∆ηcomb

k

)2
2(d′2 + 1)

)
. (47)

The random numbers η
(1)
k and η

(2)
k are recorded during the simulation at V . The combined

random number ηcomb
k is calculated according to eq. 31, and the expression for ∆ηcomb

k is
given by eq. 45.

VI. GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION OF LANGEVIN INTEGRATORS

In this section, we introduce a graphical representation of splitting methods for Langevin
integrators. This representation helps in reasoning why some methods have potential-
independent images, and why others do not. It also shows which parts of the integration
algorithm are affected by a change in the potential and how this influences ∆ηk.
Fig. 3 illustrates this graphical representation for the ABO method. The graphs show
the phase space (q, p), and the black dots represent the initial state (qk, pk)> and the state
(qk+1, pk+1)>after one iteration of the ABO method. The left-hand graph shows the update
from (qk, pk) to (qk+1, pk+1) for the simulation potential V decomposed into the three
update operators A, B, and O. The A-step depends on the momentum pk and updates
the position from qk to qk+1. This is followed by two momentum updates: the B-step
which depends on the updated position qk+1 and potential V and yields the intermediate
momentum pk+1/2, followed by an O-step which depends on this intermediate momentum
and a random number. The graph in the middle shows how the same update from (qk, pk) to
(qk+1, pk+1) is achieved at the target potential. Update operators and intermediate results
that are affected by the change in potential are shown in colour. The A-step only depends
on the initial momentum pk and therefore does not change. The B-step evaluates the
gradient of the potential and thus yields a different intermediate momentum pk+1/2, shown
in blue. In order to reach the state (qk+1, pk+1), the random number in the O-step needs
to be adjusted such that O covers the remaining distance to pk+1. Colloquially: we have to

adjust the random number in the O-step such that
√
kBTm(1− e−2ξ∆t)∆ηk compensates
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FIG. 3. Update from (qk, pk) to (qk+1, pk+1) for the ABO method at the simulations potential

V (x) and at the target potential Ṽ (x) = V (x) + U(x). Update operators and intermediate results
that are affected by the change in potential are shown in colour.

“for the mess that −∇U created”. The right-hand graph combines the two previous graphs,

so that the update at V (x) and at Ṽ (x) can be compared directly.
Because the A-step in the ABO method is unaffected by a change in the potential, the
equation to determine ∆ηk simplifies. Instead of the condition[

OBA− ÕB̃Ã
](

qk
pk

)
=

(
0
0

)
(48)

we only need to solve the condition[
OB − ÕB̃

](
qk+1

pk

)
=

(
0
0

)
. (49)

which yields the same expression for ∆ηk as eq. 38.
Fig. 4 shows the graphical representation of the six symmetric splitting methods46–49. as
well as for BAOA/GSD. These Langevin integrators can be classified according to the route
they take through phase space during an integration time step from (qk, pk) to (qk+1, pk+1).
In the integrators in the first columns of Fig. 4, the position update occurs in two steps,
and in between the steps the momentum is updated. Stochastic position Verlet (SPV)68,
a splitting method that has been proposed prior to the symmetric splitting methods, takes
the same route through phase space. In the algorithm in the second column, the momentum
update occurs in two steps, and in between the steps the position is updated. Also in this
case, there is an older algorithm that takes the same route through phase space: stochastic
velocity Verlet (SVV)68. Algorithms in which neither position nor momentum update is
calculated in one go, but position and momentum update are interspersed, are shown in
the third column.
Using Fig. 4, one can derive simplified conditions for ∆ηk by considering which sub-steps
in the integrator are affected by a change in V . In the ABOBA method, the first A-step
depends only on pk and is not affected by a change in the potential. Therefore also the
intermediate result pk+1/2 is not affected by a change in the potential. The momentum
update pk → pk+1 is contained in the sequence of steps BOB (vertical line in Fig. 4), where
the B-step is affected by a change in the potential. In order to obtain the same momentum
update in both potentials, the following condition for the two random numbers needs to be
fulfilled: [

B′OB′ − B̃′ÕB̃′
](

qk+1/2

pk

)
=

(
0
0

)
(50)

The final A-step only depends on pk+1 and is the same in both potentials if pk+1 remains
the same. Solving eq. 50 yields the same ∆ηk as defined in eq. 39. Similarly, in the AOBOA



Girsanov reweighting for underdamped Langevin dynamics 17

FIG. 4. Decomposition of the transition from (qk, pk) to (qk+1, pk+1) for Langevin integrators
derived via the operator splitting method. Methods that are not suited to reweight position
trajectories are highlighted in gray.

method it suffices to solve[
O′BO′ − Õ′B̃Õ′

](
qk+1/2

pk

)
=

(
0
0

)
(51)

to obtain eq. 45 for ∆ηcond
k .

Consider the algorithms in the second column. In the BOAOB method, the update of the
positions qk → qk+1 is contained in a single A-step, which depends on the intermediate
momentum result pk+1/2. If pk+1/2 is altered, qk+1 will change. In order to obtain the
same path at the simulation and at the target potential, pk+1/2 has to be the same in both
potentials. This is the case, if the updates pk → pk+1/2 and pk+1/2 → pk+1 (vertical lines
in Fig. 4) are the same in both potentials. Thus, we have two separate conditions, one for
each random number: [

O′B′ − Õ′B̃′
](

qk
pk

)
=

(
0
0

)
(52a)[

B′O′ − B̃′Õ′
](

qk+1

pk+1/2

)
=

(
0
0

)
(52b)

which lead to eqs. 41a and 41b for η
(1)
k and η

(2)
k . (Note that the operators act from right to

left, and thus their order is reversed compared to the name of the method.) Similarly, the
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conditions for OBABO/BP are [
B′O′ − B̃′Õ′

](
qk
pk

)
=

(
0
0

)
(53a)[

O′B′ − Õ′B̃′
](

qk+1

pk+1/2

)
=

(
0
0

)
(53b)

which lead to eqs. 43a and 43b for η
(1)
k and η

(2)
k .

BAOAB and BAOA/GSD in the third column in Fig. 4 do not allow for reweighting in phase
space. Consider BAOA/GSD to understand why. The first two steps in the algorithm

are deterministic and the B-step is affected by a change in V . Consequently, at Ṽ the
intermediate state (qk+1/2, pk+1/2) will be different from the intermediate state at V . One
can now choose the value of ηk such that the O-step reaches pk+1. In that case, the
subsequent A-step will not reach qk+1. Or one can scale to a momentum p̃k+1 that is
sufficient to bridge the remaining gap between qk+1/2 and qk+1, but this p̃k+1 will not be
equal to the original pk+1. Thus, one can reach either pk+1 or qk+1, but not both. The
equations for the corresponding values of ∆ηk are reported in the supplementary material.
Note that this in principles allows for reweighting path expected values, in which the path
observable s[x] only depends on the positions or only depends on the momenta. However,
the resulting reweighted estimators might have a large variance or even a bias. An analogous
reasoning applies to BAOAB. We provide the equations for ∆ηk for separately reweighting
in position and momentum space in the supplementary material, and give the same warning.
For the OBABO method reweighting should in principle be possible, because we have two
random numbers to adjust the updated position and the updated momentum. However,
since pathological cases in which the image of the update function changes with the potential
can be constructed (see supplementary material), we do not derive the equations for the
random number differences here.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have introduced a strategy to derive the relative path-probability ratio for Langevin
integrators. To achieve this, we adapted the method to derive the random number difference
∆ηk as presented in Ref. 45. With the random numbers differences presented in Tab. I it
is now possible to use Girsanov reweighting with underdamped Langevin dynamics. This
removes a major road block to study rare events by combining biased simulations with
dynamical reweighting.
Besides reweighting enhanced sampling simulations, the relative path probability ratio for
underdamped Langevin integrators can also be use in other contexts such as searching and
sampling in path space83–85 or force-field optimization86. It might also help in understanding
the relation between molecular models that rely on path sampling and models that are
derived from a direct discretization of the Fokker-Planck equation78.
The analysis revealed that some algorithms violate absolute continuity, because the image of
their update changes when the potential is change. As a consequence single-step transitions
(qk, pk)→ (qk+1, pk+1) that are possible at the simulation potential are no longer possible at
the target potential. Our condition for the absolute continuity of the single-step transitions
(eq. 14) is a very strict condition and guarantees the Girsanov reweighting in the full phase
space is possible. However, path observables usually either depend on the positions or
on the momenta, rarely on both. Thus, for algorithms that violate eq. 14 reweighting in
position space or in path space might still be possible. In fact, we report random number
difference for these approaches for BAOA/GSD in the supplementary material. Whether
these equations yield accurate results has yet to be tested. Another interesting question
is how the absolute continuity of a Langevin integrator relates to the accuracy with which
it reproduces transport properties74,75. Finally, in some cases one might be able to relax
the absolute continuity over a single integration time-step to an absolute continuity over a
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larger lag time of several integration time steps, and thereby link Girsanov reweighting to
dynamical reweighting methods that assume a Markov state model20–24.
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Appendix A: Langevin integration methods

For the update operators we use the following abbreviations:

a = ∆t
1

m
(A1a)

b(qk) = −∆t∇V (qk) (A1b)

d = e−ξ∆t (A1c)

f =
√
kBTm(1− e−2ξ∆t) . (A1d)

and for half time steps

a′ =
∆t

2

1

m
(A2a)

b′(qk) = −∆t

2
∇V (qk) (A2b)

d′ = e−ξ
∆t
2 (A2c)

f ′ =

√
kBTm(1− e−2ξ∆t

2 ) . (A2d)

We will further use that

η̃k − ηk = ∆ηk (A3)

and that

b̃(qk)− b(qk) = −∆t∇Ṽ (qk) + ∆t∇V (qk)
= −∆t(∇V (qk) +∇U(qk)) + ∆t∇V (qk)
= −∆t∇U(qk) (A4)

and analogously for half-time steps.

1. ABOBA

a. Algorithm

qk+1/2 = qk +
∆t

2m
pk (A5a)

pk+1/3 = pk −
∆t

2
∇V (qk+1/2) (A5b)

pk+2/3 = e−ξ∆tpk+1/3 +
√
kBTm(1− e−2ξ∆t) ηk (A5c)

pk+1 = pk+2/3 −
∆t

2
∇V (qk+1/2) (A5d)

qk+1 = qk+1/2 +
∆t

2m
pk+1 (A5e)

The algorithm has been reported in Refs. 47 and in 57. Compared to Ref. 48, we changed
the notation as follows: n→ k, Rn → ηk, δt→ ∆t, M → m, γ → ξ, F → −∇V .
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b. Update operator

A′B′OB′A′
(
qk
pk

)
= A′B′OB′

(
qk + a′pk
pk

)
= A′B′O

(
qk + a′pk
pk + b′(qk + a′pk)

)
= A′B′

(
qk + a′pk
dpk + db′(qk + a′pk) + fηk

)
= A′

(
qk + a′pk
dpk + db′(qk + a′pk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′pk)

)
=

(
qk + a′pk + a′[dpk + db′(qk + a′pk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′pk)]
dpk + db′(qk + a′pk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′pk)

)
(A6)

c. Update function

(
qk+1

pk+1

)
= UABOBA(ηk;xk, V ) =

(
q̄k+1

p̄k+1

)
+

(
a′f
f

)
ηk (A7)

with q̄k+1 = qk + a′(1 + d)pk + a′(d+ 1)b′(qk + a′pk) and p̄k+1 = dpk + (d+ 1)b′(qk + a′pk).
Thus,

UABOBA : R→ L1d ⊂ Γ
UABOBA : ηk 7→ xk+1 , (A8)

where L1d denotes a line in Γ.

d. Image at V and Ṽ

(
0
0

)
= UABOBA(ηk;xk, V )− UABOBA(η̃k;xk, Ṽ )

=

(
qk + a′pk + a′(dpk + db′(qk + a′pk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′pk))
dpk + db′(qk + a′pk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′pk)

)
−(

qk + a′pk + a′(dpk + db̃′(qk + a′pk) + fη̃k + b̃′(qk + a′pk))

dpk + db̃′(qk + a′pk) + fη̃k + b̃′(qk + a′pk)

)
=

(
a′[d · b′(qk + a′pk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′pk)]
db′(qk + a′pk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′pk)

)
−(

a′[d · b̃′(qk + a′pk) + fη̃k + b̃′(qk + a′pk)]

db̃′(qk + a′pk) + fη̃k + b̃′(qk + a′pk)

)
=

(
a′

1

)
[d · b′(qk + a′pk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′pk)]−(

a′

1

)
[d · b̃′(qk + a′pk) + fη̃k + b̃′(qk + a′pk)]

=

(
a′

1

)
[d · b′(qk + a′pk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′pk)− d · b̃′(qk + a′pk)− fη̃k − b̃′(qk + a′pk)]

=

(
a′

1

)
[(d+ 1) · b′(qk + a′pk)− (d+ 1) · b̃′(qk + a′pk) + f(ηk − η̃k)]



Girsanov reweighting for underdamped Langevin dynamics 24

=

(
a′

1

)
[(d+ 1) · ∆t

2
∇U(qk+1/2)− f∆ηk] (A9)

is fulfilled if

∆ηk =
(d+ 1)

f

∆t

2
∇U(qk+1/2) , (A10)

where we substituted qk+1/2 = qk + a′pk (eq. A5a) and used eqs. ?? and eq. A4. Thus,

UABOBA(ηk;xk, V ) and UABOBA(η̃k;xk, Ṽ ) have the same image

L1d = L̃1d .

2. BAOAB

a. Algorithm

pk+1/3 = pk −
∆t

2
∇V (qk) (A11a)

qk+1/2 = qk +
∆t

2m
pk+1/3 (A11b)

pk+2/3 = e−ξ∆t pk+1/3 +
√
kBTm(1− e−2ξ∆t) ηk (A11c)

qk+1 = qk+1/2 +
∆t

2m
pk+2/3 (A11d)

pk+1 = pk+2/3 −
∆t

2
∇V (qk+1) (A11e)

The algorithm has been reported in Refs. 47 and 57. Compared to Ref. 48, we changed the
notation as follows: n→ k, Rn → ηk, δt→ ∆t, M → m, γ → ξ, F → −∇V .

b. Update operator

B′A′OA′B′
(
qk
pk

)
= B′A′OA′

(
qk
pk + b′(qk)

)
= B′A′O

(
qk + a′pk + a′b′(qk)
pk + b′(qk)

)
= B′A′

(
qk + a′pk + a′b′(qk)
dpk + db′(qk) + fηk

)
= B′

(
qk + a′pk + a′b′(qk) + a′dpk + a′db′(qk) + a′fηk
dpk + db′(qk) + fηk

)
=

(
qk + a′pk + a′b′(qk) + a′dpk + a′db′(qk) + a′fηk
dpk + db′(qk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′pk + a′b′(qk) + a′dpk + a′db′(qk) + a′fηk)

)
(A12)

c. Update function

(
qk+1

pk+1

)
= UBAOAB(ηk;xk, V ) =

(
q̄k+1

p̄k+1

)
+

(
0
b′(q̄k+1 + a′fηk)

)
+

(
a′f
f

)
ηk(A13)
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with q̄k+1 = qk + a′pk + a′b′(qk) + a′dpk + a′db′(qk) = qk + a′(1 + d)pk + a′(1 + d)b′(qk) and
p̄k+1 = dpk + db′(qk). Thus,

UBAOAB : R→ C1d ⊂ Γ
UBAOAB : ηk 7→ xk+1 , (A14)

where C1d denotes a curve in Γ.

d. Image at V and Ṽ

(
0
0

)
= UBAOAB(ηk;xk, V )− UBAOAB(η̃k;xk, Ṽ )

=

(
qk + a′(1 + d)pk + a′(1 + d)b′(qk) + a′fηk
dpk + d · b′(qk) + fηk + b′(qk + a′(1 + d)pk + a′(1 + d)b′(qk) + a′fηk)

)
−(

qk + a′(1 + d)pk + a′(1 + d)̃b′(qk) + a′fη̃k
dpk + d · b̃′(qk) + fη̃k + b̃′(qk + a′(1 + d)pk + a′(1 + d)̃b′(qk) + a′fη̃k)

)
=

(
a′(d+ 1) · b′(qk) + a′fηk
d · b′(qk) + b′(qk + a′(d+ 1)pk + a′(d+ 1) · b′(qk) + a′fηk) + fηk

)
−(

a′(d+ 1) · b̃′(qk) + a′fη̃k
d · b̃′(qk) + b̃′(qk + a′(d+ 1)pk + a′(d+ 1) · b̃′(qk) + a′fη̃k) + fη̃k

)
. (A15)

ηk appears linearly in the update of the positions. It appears as the argument of the function
b(q) in the update of the momenta which is typically a non-linear function (eq. A1b).
Therefore, one cannot find an analytical expression for ∆ηk that solves both lines of the
equation.
One can however find an expression for ∆ηpos

k , for which the two update functions yield the
same positions:

0 = a′(d+ 1) · b′(qk) + a′fηk − a′(d+ 1) · b̃′(qk)− a′fη̃k
= a′(d+ 1) · ∆t

2
∇U(qk)− a′f∆ηpos

k

m
∆ηpos

k =
d+ 1

f

∆t

2
∇U(qk) . (A16)

Then

qk+1 = qk + a′(d+ 1)pk + a′(d+ 1) · b′(qk) + a′fηk
= qk + a′(d+ 1)pk + a′(d+ 1) · b̃′(qk) + a′fη̃k , (A17)

and we can make the following substitution in the equation above(
0
0

)
=

(
0

d · b′(qk) + b′(qk+1) + fηk − d · b̃′(qk)− b̃′(qk+1)− fη̃k

)
=

(
0
d∆t

2 ∇U(qk) + ∆t
2 ∇U(qk+1)− f∆ηpos

k

)
. (A18)

One can now see that the equation for the momenta is not fulfilled, because

0 6= d
∆t

2
∇U(qk) +

∆t

2
∇U(qk+1)− f∆ηpos

k

0 6= d
∆t

2
∇U(qk) +

∆t

2
∇U(qk+1)− (d+ 1)

∆t

2
∇U(qk)

∇U(qk+1) 6= ∇U(qk) . (A19)

Thus, UBAOAB(ηk;xk, V ) and UBAOAB(η̃k;xk, Ṽ ) parameterise different curves in state space

C1d 6= C̃1d .
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3. BAOA/ Gromacs stochastic dynamics

BAOA is equivalent to Gromacs stochastic dynamics (GSD)50,52.

a. Algorithm

pk+ 1
2

= pk −∆t∇V (qk) (A20a)

qk+ 1
2

= qk +
∆t

2m
pk+ 1

2
(A20b)

pk+1 = e−ξ∆tpk+ 1
2

+
√
kBTm (1− e−2ξ∆t)ηk (A20c)

qk+1 = qk+ 1
2

+
∆t

2m
pk+1. (A20d)

b. Update operator

A′OA′B
(
qk
pk

)
= A′OA′

(
qk
pk + b(qk)

)
= A′O

(
qk + a′pk + a′b(qk)
pk + b(qk)

)
= A′

(
qk + a′pk + a′b(qk)
dpk + db(qk) + fηk

)
=

(
qk + a′pk + a′b(qk) + a′dpk + a′db(qk) + a′fηk
dpk + db(qk) + fηk

)
(A21)

c. Update function

(
qk+1

pk+1

)
= UBAOA(ηk;xk, V ) =

(
q̄k+1

p̄k+1

)
+

(
a′f
f

)
ηk (A22)

with q̄k+1 = qk + a′pk + a′b(qk) + a′dpk + a′db(qk) = qk + a′(1 + d)pk + a′(1 + d)b(qk) and
p̄k+1 = dpk + db(qk). Thus,

UBAOA : R→ L1d ⊂ Γ
UBAOA : ηk 7→ xk+1 , (A23)

where L1d denotes a line in Γ.

d. Image at V and Ṽ

(
0
0

)
= UBAOA(ηk;xk, V )− UBAOA(η̃k;xk, Ṽ )

=

(
qk + a′(1 + d)pk + a′(1 + d)b(qk) + a′fηk
dpk + d · b(qk) + fηk

)
−
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(
qk + a′(1 + d)pk + a′(1 + d)̃b(qk) + a′fη̃k
dpk + d · b̃(qk) + fη̃k

)
=

(
a′(1 + d) · b(qk) + a′fηk
d · b(qk) + fηk

)
−
(
a′(1 + d) · b̃(qk) + a′fη̃k
d · b̃(qk) + fη̃k

)
=

(
a′(1 + d) ·∆t∇U(qk)− a′f∆ηk
d ·∆t∇U(qk)− f∆ηk

)
(A24)

The two update functions yield the same positions if

0 = a′(1 + d) ·∆t∇U(qk)− a′f∆ηpos
k

m
∆ηpos

k =
1 + d

f
·∆t∇U(qk) . (A25)

Substituting ηpos
k for ηk in eq. A24 yields(

0
0

)
=

(
0

d ·∆t∇U(qk)− f∆ηpos
k

)
=

(
0

d ·∆t∇U(qk)− (1 + d)∆t∇U(qk)

)
(A26)

which shows that the equation for the momenta is not fulfilled with ∆ηpos
k , because

d ·∆t∇U(qk) 6= (1 + d)∆t∇U(qk) . (A27)

Thus, UBAOA(ηk;xk, V ) and UBAOA(η̃k;xk, Ṽ ) parameterise different curves in state space

L1d 6= L̃1d .

Because ηk appears linearly in the update of the positions as well as in the update of the
momenta, one can solve eq. A24 for the momentum update

0 = d ·∆t∇U(qk)− f∆ηmom
k

m
∆ηmom

k =
d

f
·∆t∇U(qk) . (A28)

Note that ∆ηmom
k 6= ∆ηpos

k .

4. AOBOA

a. Algorithm

qk+1/2 = qk +
∆t

2m
pk (A29a)

pk+1/3 = e−
ξ∆t

2 pk +
√
kBTm(1− e−ξ∆t) η(1)

k (A29b)

pk+2/3 = pk+1/3 −∆t∇V (qk+1/2) (A29c)

pk+1 = e−
ξ∆t

2 pk+2/3 +
√
kBTm(1− e−ξ∆t) η(2)

k (A29d)

qk+1 = qk+1/2 +
∆t

2m
pk+1 . (A29e)

Here, two random numbers η
(1)
k ∼ N (0, 1) and η

(2)
k ∼ N (0, 1) need to be drawn per full

update cycle.
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b. Update operator

A′O′BO′A′
(
qk
pk

)
= A′O′BO′

(
qk + a′pk
pk

)
= A′O′B

(
qk + a′pk
d′pk + f ′η

(1)
k

)
= A′O′

(
qk + a′pk
d′pk + f ′η

(1)
k + b(qk + a′pk)

)
= A′

(
qk + a′pk
d′d′pk + d′f ′η

(1)
k + d′b(qk + a′pk) + f ′η

(2)
k

)
=

(
qk + a′pk + a′

(
d′d′pk + d′f ′η

(1)
k + d′b(qk + a′pk) + f ′η

(2)
k

)
d′d′pk + d′f ′η

(1)
k + d′b(qk + a′pk) + f ′η

(2)
k

)
(A30)

c. Update function

(
qk+1

pk+1

)
= UAOBOA(ηcomb

k ;xk, V ) =

(
q̄k+1

p̄k+1

)
+

(
a′

1

)
f ′ηcomb

k (A31)

with q̄k+1 = qk + (a′ + a′d′d′)pk + a′d′b(qk + a′pk) and p̄k+1 = d′d′pk + d′b(qk + a′pk) and a
combined random number

ηcomb
k = d′η

(1)
k + η

(2)
k ∼ N (0, d′2 + 1) . (A32)

Thus,

UAOBOA : R→ L1d ⊂ Γ
UAOBOA : ηcomb

k 7→ xk+1, (A33)

where L1d denotes a line in Γ.

d. Image at V and Ṽ

(
0
0

)
= UAOBOA(ηcomb

k ;xk, V )− UAOBOA(η̃comb
k ;xk, Ṽ )

=

(
qk + (a′ + a′d′d′)pk + a′d′b(qk + a′pk)
d′d′pk + d′b(qk + a′pk)

)
+

(
a′

1

)
f ′ηcomb

k −(
qk + (a′ + a′d′d′)pk + a′d′ · b̃(qk + a′pk)

d′d′pk + d′ · b̃(qk + a′pk)

)
−
(
a′

1

)
f ′η̃comb

k

=

(
a′d′b(qk + a′pk)
d′b(qk + a′pk)

)
−
(
a′d′ · b̃(qk + a′pk)

d′ · b̃(qk + a′pk)

)
−
(
a′

1

)
f ′∆ηcomb

k

=

(
a′

1

)
d′
[
b(qk + a′pk)− b̃(qk + a′pk)

]
−
(
a′

1

)
f ′∆ηcomb

k

=

(
a′

1

)
d′∆t∇U(qk + a′pk)−

(
a′

1

)
f ′∆ηcomb

k (A34)

is fulfilled if

∆ηcomb
k =

d′

f ′
∆t∇U(qk+1/2) (A35)
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where we substituted qk+1/2 = qk + a′pk (eq. A29a). Thus, UAOBOA(ηk;xk, V ) and

UAOBOA(η̃k;xk, Ṽ ) have the same image

L1d = L̃1d .

5. BOAOB

a. Algorithm

pk+1/4 = pk −
∆t

2
∇V (qk) (A36a)

pk+2/4 = e−
ξ∆t

2 pk+1/4 +
√
kBTm (1− e−ξ∆t) η(1)

k (A36b)

qk+1 = qk +
∆t

m
pk+2/4 (A36c)

pk+3/4 = e−
ξ∆t

2 pk+2/4 +
√
kBTm (1− e−ξ∆t) η(2)

k (A36d)

pk+1 = pk+3/4 −
∆t

2
∇V (qk+1) . (A36e)

Here, two random numbers η
(1)
k ∼ N (0, 1) and η

(2)
k ∼ N (0, 1) need to be drawn per full

update cycle.

b. Update operator

B′O′AO′B′
(
qk
pk

)
= B′O′AO′

(
qk
pk + b′(qk)

)
= B′O′A

(
qk
d′pk + d′b′(qk) + f ′η

(1)
k

)
= B′O′

(
qk + ad′pk + ad′b′(qk) + af ′η

(1)
k

d′pk + d′b′(qk) + f ′η
(1)
k

)

= B′
(
qk + ad′pk + ad′b′(qk) + af ′η

(1)
k

d′d′pk + d′d′b′(qk) + d′f ′η
(1)
k + f ′η

(2)
k

)

=

(
qk + ad′pk + ad′b′(qk) + af ′η

(1)
k

d′d′pk + d′d′b′(qk) + d′f ′η
(1)
k + f ′η

(2)
k + b′

(
qk + ad′pk + ad′b′(qk) + af ′η

(1)
k

) )(A37)

c. Update function

(
qk+1

pk+1

)
= UBOAOB(η

(1)
k , η

(2)
k ;xk, V )

=

(
q̄k+1

p̄k+1

)
+

(
0

b′
(
q̄k+1 + af ′η

(1)
k

) )
+

(
af ′

d′f ′

)
η

(1)
k +

(
0
f ′

)
η

(2)
k (A38)

with q̄k+1 = qk + ad′pk + ad′b′(qk) and p̄k+1 = d′d′pk + d′d′b′(qk). Thus,

UBOAOB : R2 → Γ

UBOAOB : (η
(1)
k , η

(2)
k ) 7→ xk+1 . (A39)
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d. Derivation of ∆η
(1)
k and ∆η

(2)
k

We derive ∆η
(1)
k and ∆η

(2)
k from the condition(

0
0

)
= UBOAOB(η

(1)
k , η

(2)
k ;xk, V )− UBOAOB(η̃

(1)
k , η̃

(2)
k ;xk, Ṽ ) (A40)

Inserting eq. A38 yields(
0
0

)
=

(
qk + ad′pk + ad′b′(qk)
d′d′pk + d′d′b′(qk)

)
+

(
0
b′(qk+1)

)
+

(
af ′

d′f ′

)
η

(1)
k +

(
0
f ′

)
η

(2)
k

−
(
qk + ad′pk + ad′b̃′(qk)

d′d′pk + d′d′b̃′(qk)

)
−
(

0

b̃′(q̃k+1)

)
−
(
af ′

d′f ′

)
η̃

(1)
k −

(
0
f ′

)
η̃

(2)
k

=

(
ad′∆t2 ∇U(qk)
d′d′∆t2 ∇U(qk)

)
+

(
0

b′(qk+1)− b̃′(q̃k+1)

)
−
(
af ′

d′f ′

)
∆η

(1)
k −

(
0
f ′

)
∆η

(2)
k ,(A41)

where we used eqs. A3 and A4. The second term evaluates the potential at the updated

position which, a priori, might differ in V and Ṽ . Solving the line for the position in the
above equation yields

∆η
(1)
k =

d′

f ′
∆t

2
∇U(qk) . (A42)

With this qk+1 = q̃k+1, and thus b′(qk+1)− b̃′(q̃k+1) = ∆t
2 ∇U(qk+1). Then the line for the

momentum yields

0 = d′d′
∆t

2
∇U(qk) +

∆t

2
∇U(qk+1)− d′f ′ · d

′

f ′
∆t

2
∇U(qk)− f ′∆η(2)

k

=
∆t

2
∇U(qk+1)− f ′∆η(2)

k

m
∆η

(2)
k =

1

f ′
∆t

2
∇U(qk+1) (A43)

6. OBABO method / Bussi-Parrinello thermostat

a. Algorithm

pk+1/4 = e−
ξ∆t

2 pk +
√
kBTm (1− e−ξ∆t) η(1)

k (A44a)

pk+2/4 = pk+1/4 −
∆t

2
∇V (qk) (A44b)

qk+1 = qk +
∆t

m
pk+2/4 (A44c)

pk+3/4 = pk+2/4 −
∆t

2
∇V (qk+1) (A44d)

pk+1 = e−
ξ∆t

2 pk+3/4 +
√
kBTm (1− e−ξ∆t) η(2)

k . (A44e)

Here, two random numbers η
(1)
k ∼ N (0, 1) and η

(2)
k ∼ N (0, 1) need to be drawn per full

update cycle. The algorithm is equal to the Bussi-Parrinello thermostat46. Compared to
Ref. 48, we changed the notation as follows: n → k, Rn → ηk, δt → ∆t, M → m, γ → ξ,
F → −∇V .
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b. Update operator

O′B′AB′O′
(
qk
pk

)
= O′B′AB′

(
qk
d′pk + f ′η

(1)
k

)
= O′B′A

(
qk
d′pk + f ′η

(1)
k + b′(qk)

)
= O′B′

(
qk + ad′pk + af ′η

(1)
k + ab′(qk)

d′pk + f ′η
(1)
k + b′(qk)

)

= O′
(
qk + ad′pk + af ′η

(1)
k + ab′(qk)

d′pk + f ′η
(1)
k + b′(qk) + b′

(
qk + ad′pk + af ′η

(1)
k + ab′(qk)

) )

=

(
qk + ad′pk + af ′η

(1)
k + ab′(qk)

d′d′pk + d′f ′η
(1)
k + d′b′(qk) + d′b′

(
qk + ad′pk + af ′η

(1)
k + ab′(qk)

)
+ f ′η

(2)
k

)
(A45)

c. Update function

(
qk+1

pk+1

)
= UOBABO(η

(1)
k , η

(2)
k ;xk, V )

=

(
q̄k+1

p̄k+1

)
+

(
0

d′b′(q̄k+1 + af ′η
(1)
k )

)
+

(
af ′

d′f ′

)
η

(1)
k +

(
0
f ′

)
η

(2)
k (A46)

with q̄k+1 = qk + ad′pk + ab′(qk) and p̄k+1 = d′d′pk + d′b′(qk). Thus,

UOBABO : R2 → Γ

UOBABO : (η
(1)
k , η

(2)
k ) 7→ xk+1 . (A47)

d. Derivation of ∆η
(1)
k and ∆η

(2)
k

We derive ∆η
(1)
k and ∆η

(2)
k from the condition(

0
0

)
= UOBABO(η

(1)
k , η

(2)
k ;xk, V )− UOBABO(η̃

(1)
k , η̃

(2)
k ;xk, Ṽ ) (A48)

Inserting eq. A46 yields(
0
0

)
=

(
qk + ad′pk + ab′(qk)
d′d′pk + d′b′(qk)

)
+

(
0
d′b′(qk+1)

)
+

(
af ′

d′f ′

)
η

(1)
k +

(
0
f ′

)
η

(2)
k

−
(
qk + ad′pk + ab̃′(qk)

d′d′pk + d′b̃′(qk)

)
−
(

0

d′b̃′(q̃k+1)

)
−
(
af ′

d′f ′

)
η̃

(1)
k −

(
0
f ′

)
η̃

(2)
k

=

(
a∆t

2 ∇U(qk)
d′∆t2 ∇U(qk)

)
+

(
0

d′b′(qk+1)− d′b̃′(q̃k+1)

)
−
(
af ′

d′f ′

)
∆η

(1)
k −

(
0
f ′

)
∆η

(2)
k(A49)

where we used eqs. A4 and A3. The second term evaluates the potential at the updated

position which, a priori, might differ in V and Ṽ . Solving the line for the position in the
above equation yields

∆η
(1)
k =

1

f ′
∆t

2
∇U(qk) . (A50)
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With this qk+1 = q̃k+1, and thus d′b′(qk+1)−d′b̃′(q̃k+1) = d′∆t2 ∇U(qk+1). Then the line for
the momentum yields

0 = d′
∆t

2
∇U(qk) + d′

∆t

2
∇U(qk+1)− d′f ′ · 1

f ′
∆t

2
∇U(qk)− f ′∆η(2)

k

= d′
∆t

2
∇U(qk+1)− f ′∆η(2)

k

m
∆η

(2)
k =

d′

f ′
∆t

2
∇U(qk+1) (A51)

7. OABAO

a. Algorithm

pk+1/3 = e−
ξ∆t

2 pk +
√
kBTm(1− e−ξ∆t) η(1)

k (A52a)

qk+1/2 = qk +
∆t

2m
pk+1/3 (A52b)

pk+2/3 = pk+1/3 −∆t∇V (qk+1/2) (A52c)

qk+1 = qk+1/2 +
∆t

2m
pk+2/3 (A52d)

pk+1 = e−
ξ∆t

2 pk+2/3 +
√
kBTm(1− e−ξ∆t) η(2)

k (A52e)

Here, two random numbers η
(1)
k ∼ N (0, 1) and η

(2)
k ∼ N (0, 1) need to be drawn per full

update cycle.

b. Update operator

O′A′BA′O′
(
qk
pk

)
= O′A′BA′

(
qk
d′pk + f ′η

(1)
k

)
= O′A′B

(
qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k

d′pk + f ′η
(1)
k

)

= O′A′
(
qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k

d′pk + f ′η
(1)
k + b(qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k )

)

= O′
(
qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k + a′b(qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k )

d′pk + f ′η
(1)
k + b(qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k )

)

=

(
qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k + a′b(qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k )

d′d′pk + d′f ′η
(1)
k + d′b(qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k ) + f ′η

(2)
k

)
(A53)

c. Update function

(
qk+1

pk+1

)
= UOABAO(η

(1)
k , η

(2)
k ;xk, V )
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=

(
q̄k+1

p̄k+1

)
+

(
a′b(qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η

(1)
k )

d′b(qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η
(1)
k )

)
+

(
2a′f ′

d′f ′

)
η

(1)
k +

(
0
f ′

)
η

(2)
k(A54)

with q̄k+1 = qk + 2a′d′pk and p̄k+1 = d′d′pk. Thus for most potentials,

UOABAO : R2 → Γ

UOABAO : (η
(1)
k , η

(2)
k ) 7→ xk+1 . (A55)

If e.g. a′b(qk + a′d′pk + a′f ′η
(1)
k ) = −2a′f ′η

(1)
k , the contribution of η

(1)
k to the position

update cancels, and the the image of UOABAO is a line parallel to the p-axis.
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