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We consider a class of non-standard, two-dimensional (2D) Hamiltonian models that may show
features of active particle dynamics, and therefore, we refer to these models as active Hamiltonian
(AH) systems. The idea is to consider a spin fluid where – on top of spin-spin and particle-particle
interactions – spins are coupled to the particle’s velocities via a vector potential. Continuous spin
variables interact with each other as in a standard XY model. Typically, the AH models exhibit
non-standard thermodynamic properties (e.g. for temperature and pressure) and equations of mo-
tion with non-standard forces. This implies that the derivation of symplectic algorithms to solve
Hamilton’s equations of motion numerically, as well as the thermostatting for these systems, is not
straightforward. Here, we derive a symplectic integration scheme and propose a Nosé-Poincaré ther-
mostat, providing a correct sampling in the canonical ensemble. The expressions for AH systems
that we find for temperature and pressure might have parallels with the ongoing debate about the
definition of pressure and the equation of state in active matter systems. For a specific AH model,
recently proposed by Casiulis et al. [Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 198001 (2020)], we rationalize the
symplectic algorithm and the proposed thermostatting, and investigate the transition from a fluid
at high temperature to a cluster phase at low temperature where, due to the coupling of velocities
and spins, the cluster phase shows a collective motion that is reminiscent to that observed in a
variety of active systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Active matter refers to a wide class of living and
non-living systems [1–5] that contain particles or other
units that can consume energy from the surroundings
and transform it into mechanical energy. Examples
range from flocks of birds and molecular motors to self-
propelling colloidal particles. Active systems are inher-
ently out-of-equilibrium and do not follow detailed bal-
ance. As such, they show a large variety of fascinating
and complex dynamical phenomena. Among them is the
formation of ordered phases of clusters or flocks [1, 2] that
undergo coherent collective motion at low noise strength
and high particle density. Furthermore, many biological
systems exhibit collective dynamical behavior in which
forces generated by ATP consumption drive the dynamics
instead of thermal fluctuations. A simple model of these
systems that can capture some of the salient dynamical
behaviours is a collection of self-propelled particles [5].
It seems that typical patterns of active dynamics, such
as flocking, do not have any counterpart in thermal equi-
librium systems. At best, one might be able to mimic
them in passive systems by applying (complicated) ex-
ternal fields that couple to the active entities.

Recently, however, Casiulis et al. [6, 7] have proposed
a two-dimensional Hamiltonian model that exhibits dy-
namical features such as the motion of moving ordered

∗ abhattacharya@tifrh.res.in
† horbach@thphy.uni-duesseldorf.de
‡ smarajit@tifrh.res.in

clusters of particles with a non-zero center-of-mass veloc-
ity. In this model, in the following referred to as CTCD
model, N particles interact with each other by a short-
range pair potential, and in addition, the particles carry
ferromagnetically-coupled continuous spins that are lo-
cally coupled to their own velocities via a simple scalar
product. The CTCD model could be extended to other
more general spin-velocity couplings, and thus, this ap-
proach opens the door towards studying dynamical pat-
terns based on equilibrium Hamiltonian dynamics that
show similarities to active particle systems. In the fol-
lowing, we refer to such systems as active Hamiltonian
(AH) systems. Unlike the original non-equilibrium active
systems, the AH systems can be investigated based on
equilibrium statistical mechanics. This might lead to a
better understanding of phase behavior in active systems
such as the motility-induced phase separation (MIPS) [8],
at least if one can find a similar behavior in AH systems.
Another question is how long-wavelength phonon modes
affect collective particle patterns and the stability of ac-
tive systems. In this context, the stability of solids, be
they amorphous or crystalline, is an interesting issue, as
has been recently investigated in a simulation of parti-
cles performing run-and-tumble motion in a solid. Here,
it has been demonstrated that coupling the particles’ ac-
tivity to soft phonon modes can destabilize the solid [9].
Also, in this case, an approach based on AH dynamics
may elucidate the activity-phonon coupling based on a
statistical mechanics approach that allows the determi-
nation of the free energy of the system.

As shown below, AH models lead to non-standard mi-
croscopic expressions for basic thermodynamic quanti-
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ties. For example, in addition to the standard virial
terms, the expression of pressure contains terms due to
the coupling of spins and velocities. As demonstrated be-
low, these terms can be straightforwardly derived in the
framework of Statistical Mechanics. Another example is
temperature. While it is generally unrelated to the av-
erage kinetic energy for AH systems, it follows directly
from the equipartition theorem (see below). Concern-
ing the definition of basic thermodynamic quantities, the
situation is very different for active systems where one
has to employ empirical concepts such as “effective tem-
perature” and introduce pressure via phenomenological
definitions [10]. Here, the study of AH models might help
better understand the meaning of basic thermodynamic
properties in active systems.

The equations of motion that are obtained from AH
models in general and from the Hamilton function of the
CTCD model in particular are rather complex, and it
is not straightforward to derive a symplectic algorithm
with which one can solve the equations numerically in
the framework of a molecular dynamics (MD) simulation.
In fact, Casiulis et al. [6, 7] have used a fourth-order
Runge-Kutta scheme to solve the equations of motion
since a symplectic integration scheme was not available.
However, such a non-symplectic integrator destroys many
of the properties of Hamiltonian dynamics, namely the
time reversibility, the conservation of energy (one expects
a drift of energy with time), and the conservation of phase
space volume [11]. This can lead to uncontrolled errors
and spurious dynamical features.

Another issue is the thermostatting of AH models.
These models have uncommon thermodynamic proper-
ties, although – unlike the claims in Ref. [7] – the equipar-
tition theorem holds for these models. For example, with
respect to the temperature control of all the degrees of
freedom of the system via a thermostat, as a consequence
of the coupling of spins and velocities, the temperature
cannot be expressed as an average of the kinetic energy.
Thus, “classical” thermostats for use in an MD simula-
tion, such as the Nosé thermostat [12, 13], have to be
rederived for the AH models.

In this work, we propose a state-of-the-art symplectic
algorithm for AH models based on the Liouville oper-
ator splitting technique. This includes deriving an al-
gorithm for performing MD simulations in the canonical
ensemble, i.e. at constant temperature T . To this end, we
employ Nosé’s approach [12, 13] based on the extended
Lagrangian formalism first introduced by Andersen [14].
Nosé’s thermostat has the problem [15] that it leads to
equations of motion in a virtual time that is related to
the real-time by a dynamic scaling variable. By incor-
porating a Poincaré time transformation, we solve this
problem, as proposed by Bond et al. [16]. As a result,
we obtain a symplectic integration scheme to evolve the
Nosé–Poincaré equations of motion within a microcanon-
ical ensemble framework of an extended system that en-
sures the canonical sampling for the physical system to
be thermostatted.

Using our symplectic algorithm, we investigate the

phase behavior of the CTCD model where spins S⃗i and
velocities v⃗i of each particle i are coupled via terms of the

form KS⃗i · v⃗i (with K a coupling constant). Here, we fo-
cus on systems at low densities that undergo a finite-size
transformation from a fluid phase at high temperature
to a “dynamical cluster phase” at low temperature, char-
acterized by single clusters moving with a finite center-
of-mass velocity. The coupling between velocities and
spins tends to destabilize a coherent magnetization of
these clusters such that for sufficiently large N -particle
systems and/or large coupling constants K the average
magnetization is strongly reduced in favor of topologi-
cal defects, as predicted recently [7, 17], such that in
the limit KN1/2 → ∞ the magnetization vanishes. We
note that Cavagna et al. [18, 19] have pointed out that
the cluster motion, as observed in the CTCD model, is
very different from that of real flocks of birds (see also
Refs. [20, 21]). So whenever we refer below to the cluster
motion in the CTCD model as flocking, we just mean
the collective motion of clusters with a non-zero center-
of-mass velocity and we do not consider this as a model
for flocks of birds.

The rest of the manuscript is organized as follows.
First, we introduce the AH model in Sec. II. Here, we
start from a Lagrange function, obtain the Hamilton
function from a Legendre transformation, and then write
down and discuss Hamilton’s equations of motion ob-
tained from the Hamilton function. In Sec. III, we derive
Nosé-Poincaré equations of motion. As a “by-product” of
this derivation, a formula for thermal energy is obtained
that is consistent with the equipartition theorem. This
formula and other thermodynamic properties, namely
the pressure and the specific heat, are then discussed
in Sec. IV. Section V is devoted to the derivation of the
full symplectic algorithm for the MD simulation of (two-
dimensional) AH models in the canonical ensemble. In
Sec. VI, we present the results for the MD simulations
of the CTCD model. Finally, we summarize and draw
conclusions in Sec. VII.

II. THE AH MODEL

In this section, we present the general Hamilton func-
tion and equations of motion for AH systems of N par-
ticles in two dimensions (2D). The basis of our model
is an XY spin fluid. Particles interact with each other
via a potential u(r), with r the distance between a pair
of particles (of course, this potential could be general-
ized to any multi-body potential). In addition, each

particle i carries a spin, given by the unit vector S⃗i =
(cos(θi), sin(θi)) with the angle −π < θi ≤ π. Neigh-
bouring spin pairs with indices i and j may interact with

each other, as described by interaction terms ∝ S⃗i · S⃗j .
The “activity” in theXY spin fluid is introduced through

the coupling between spins {S⃗i} and velocities { ˙⃗ri} of
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the particles via a vector potential A⃗i for each particle

i, depending in general on the spins {S⃗i} and the parti-
cle positions {r⃗i} (i = 1, . . . , N). The form of the vector
potential remains very general in this context, and a suit-
able choice of it will also reproduce charged particles in
a magnetic field. For example, by making the spin-spin
interaction to zero and choosing a correct vector poten-
tial that represents a constant magnetic field, we obtain
a system of particles in a magnetic field, interacting via
a pair potential u(r).
Lagrange function. With the above assumptions

about the interaction potential, spin-spin interactions
and spin-velocity coupling, we obtain the Lagrange func-
tion L, given by

L =

N∑
i=1

m

2
˙⃗r 2
i +

N∑
i=1

I

2
θ̇2i +

N∑
i=1

A⃗i · ˙⃗ri

−1

2

∑
i,j
i ̸=j

u(rij) +
1

2
J
∑
i,j
i ̸=j

g(rij) S⃗i · S⃗j , (1)

with rij = |r⃗i− r⃗j | the distance between particles i and

j, θ̇i the angular velocity of particle i associated with
its spin, m the mass and I the moment of inertia of a
particle. The amplitude of the coupling between spin
pairs is given by Jg(rij) where J is a constant with the
unit of energy and the function g(rij), to be specified
below, controls the interaction range of spin pairs.

Hamilton function. The canonical momenta associ-
ated with the Lagrange function, Eq. (1), are

p⃗i =
∂L
∂ ˙⃗ri

= m ˙⃗ri + A⃗i

ωi =
∂L
∂θ̇i

= Iθ̇i ,

(2)

with i = 1, . . . , N . The Hamilton function H is deter-
mined from the canonical momenta via Legendre trans-
formation,

H =
N∑
i=1

(
p⃗i · ˙⃗ri + ωiθ̇i

)
− L , (3)

from which one obtains

H =

N∑
i=1

(p⃗i − A⃗i)
2

2m
+

N∑
i=1

ωi
2

2I

+
1

2

∑
i,j
i ̸=j

u(rij)−
1

2
J
∑
i,j
i ̸=j

g(rij) cos(θij) , (4)

where cos(θij) ≡ S⃗i · S⃗j with θij = θi − θj .
Equations of motion. From the Hamilton function

(4), we can now derive the equations of motion for the
variables ωi, θi, r⃗i = (xi, yi) and p⃗i = (pxi , p

y
i ) of each

particle i. The velocity of particle i, ˙⃗ri is given by

˙⃗ri =
∂H
∂p⃗i

=
p⃗i − A⃗i

m
. (5)

The scalar variables ωi and θi follow the equations of
motion θ̇i =

∂H
∂ωi

and ω̇i = −∂H
∂θi

, respectively, and thus
we obtain

θ̇i =
ωi

I
(6)

ω̇i =
∑
j

(p⃗j − A⃗j) ·
∂A⃗j

∂θi
− J

∑
j

j ̸=i

g(rij) sin θij . (7)

Note that in Eq. (7) the terms (p⃗j − A⃗j) · ∂A⃗j

∂θi
= m ˙⃗rj ·

∂A⃗j

∂θi
are due to the coupling of spins and velocities. The

equations ṗxi = − ∂H
∂xi

and ṗyi = − ∂H
∂yi

yield

ṗxi =
∑
j

[
(pxj −Ax

j )
∂Ax

j

∂xi
+ (pyj −Ay

j )
∂Ay

j

∂xi

]

−
∑
j

j ̸=i

∂u(rij)

∂xi
+ J

∑
j

j ̸=i

∂g(rij)

∂xi
cos θij (8)

ṗyi =
∑
j

[
(pxj −Ax

j )
∂Ax

j

∂yi
+ (pyj −Ay

j )
∂Ay

j

∂yi

]

−
∑
j

j ̸=i

∂u(rij)

∂yi
+ J

∑
j

j ̸=i

∂g(rij)

∂yi
cos θij . (9)

The terms mṙαk
∂Aα

k

∂ηl
with α = x, y and ηl = xl, yl in

Eqs. (8) and (9) are non-zero if the vector potential de-
pends on the spatial coordinates. These terms as well as

the terms m ˙⃗rj · ∂A⃗j

∂θi
in Eq. (6) require special attention

when one aims at coupling the Hamiltonian system, as
defined by the Hamilton function (4), to a thermostat. In
the next section, we derive the equations of motion for a
thermostatted version of our AH model that provides a
correct sampling in the canonical ensemble. To this end,
we follow the approach of Nosé, augmented by a Poincaré
transformation to obtain equations of motion in real time
(see below). We therefore refer to this thermostat as the
Nosé-Poincaré thermostat.

III. THE NOSÉ-POINCARÉ THERMOSTAT

Nosé’s approach to thermostat a system in the frame-
work of a molecular dynamics (MD) simulation [12, 13]
is based on the extended Lagrangian method, first pro-
posed by Andersen [14] in the context of MD simulations
at constant pressure. In Nosé’s thermostat, the temper-
ature of an N particle system is controlled via a scaling
variable s that couples to the velocities of the particles
without affecting their positions. Since the velocities are
given by time derivatives of the positions, one has to
couple the variable s to the time differential dt such that
one obtains a “virtual” time differential dt′ = sdt. The
relation of the velocities of particle i with respect to vir-
tual and real time is thus given by ˙⃗r ′

i = dr⃗i
dt′ = 1

s
dr⃗i
dt and
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θ̇ ′
i =

dθ ′
i

dt ′ = 1
s
dθi
dt . The variable s is a dimensionless dy-

namical variable that is associated with a kinetic and a
potential energy. It assumes the role of a heat bath that
keeps the temperature of the physical N -particle system
constant via a dynamical scaling of the velocities. While
the physical system plus the additional degrees of free-
dom due to s may define an isolated system in the micro-
canonical ensemble, after “integrating out” the variable

s and its momentum from thermodynamic averages one
obtains the physical system being in a canonical ensemble
(see below).

The starting point of Nosé’s approach is to set up an
extended Lagrange function that introduces the dynam-
ical variable s and its coupling to the velocities of the
particles. In our case it has the following form:

LNosé =

N∑
i=1

m

2
s2( ˙⃗r ′

i )
2 +

N∑
i=1

I

2
s2(θ̇ ′

i )
2 +

N∑
i=1

A⃗i · s ˙⃗r ′
i −

1

2

∑
i,j
i ̸=j

u(rij) +
1

2
J
∑
i,j
i ̸=j

g(rij) S⃗i · S⃗j +
1

2
Qṡ2 − C

β
ln(s) , (10)

Here, the variable s is associated with a kinetic energy
1
2Qṡ2 (with Q an effective “mass”) and a potential energy
C
β ln(s) (with C a constant and β = 1/(kBT ) the inverse

thermal energy). As we shall see below, the logarithmic
form of the potential provides a correct sampling in the
canonical ensemble with respect to the physical system.

By performing a Legendre transformation of the ex-
tended Lagrangian (10), the Nosé-Hamiltonian follows
as

HNosé =

N∑
i=1

(p⃗ ′
i − sA⃗i)

2

2ms2
+

N∑
i=1

(ω ′
i )

2

2Is2
+

1

2

∑
i,j
i̸=j

u(rij)

− 1

2
J
∑
i,j
i ̸=j

g(rij) cos(θij) +
p2s
2Q

+
C

β
ln(s) (11)

where, p⃗ ′
i = sp⃗i and ω ′

i = sωi. An unpleasant feature
of the Nosé-Hamiltonian (11) is associated with the fact
that the resulting equations of motion are given with re-
spect to virtual time. Hoover [15] addressed this issue
by reformulating the equations of motion in real time.
However, in his approach, the equations of motion are
rewritten via a non-canonical change of variables. While
Hoover’s equations produce samples that are canonically
distributed and evolve in real time, they cannot be de-
rived from any Hamilton function and thus do not possess
a symplectic structure.

To obtain a Hamilton function that leads to equa-
tions of motion in real time, a Poincaré transforma-
tion [16, 22] of the Hamiltonian can be applied. To il-
lustrate the meaning of this transformation, consider a
Hamiltonian for a system with four degrees of freedom
H = H(q, p ′, s, ps). Here, p ′ = sp is the relation between
the momentum p ′ in virtual time t ′ and the momentum
p in real time t. The scaling variable s > 0 is given by

s = dt′

dt . Now, we define the Hamiltonian

H̃ = s (H(q, p ′, s, ps)−H0), (12)

whereH0 corresponds to the initial value ofH. The equa-
tion of motion with respect to time t that are obtained

from H̃ are given by

dq

dt
= s

∂H
∂p ′ + (H−H0)

∂s

∂p ′ (13)

dp ′

dt
= −s

∂H
∂q

− (H−H0)
∂s

∂q
(14)

ds

dt
= s

∂H
∂ps

+ (H−H0)
∂s

∂ps
(15)

dps
dt

= −s
∂H
∂s

− (H−H0) . (16)

As is evident from Eqs. (13)-(16), along the constant
energy surface, H = H0, the dynamics of the transformed
system in real time is equivalent to that of the original
system that evolves in virtual time. Note, however, that
due to discretization errors for any discretized version
of Eqs. (13)-(16) the equation H = H0 no longer holds
and one has to take into account the additional terms
∝ (H−H0).
If we apply the Poincaré transformation to the Nosé-

Hamiltonian, we obtain

H̃ = s (HNosé −H0)

= s

( N∑
i=1

(p⃗ ′
i − sA⃗i)

2

2ms2
+

N∑
i=1

(ω ′
i )

2

2Is2
+

1

2

∑
i,j
i̸=j

u(rij)

−1

2
J
∑
i,j
i ̸=j

g(rij) cos(θij) +
p2s
2Q

+
C

β
ln(s)−H0

)

(17)

In the following, we use the notation R =
(r⃗1, . . . , r⃗N )T , P = (p⃗1, . . . , p⃗N )T , Θ = (θ1, . . . , θN )T ,
and Ω = (ω1, . . . , ωN )T . We shall see that, for the
variables (R,P,Θ,Ω) of the physical system, the Nosé-

Poincaré-Hamiltonian, H̃, provides a sampling in the
canonical ensemble.
Consider the probability of finding a particular con-

figuration in the phase space described by the variables
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(R,P,Θ,Ω) of the physical system:

dRdPdΘdΩF (R,P,Θ,Ω) ≡
∫

dps

∫
ds×

×dRdP ′dΘdΩ ′ Fext (R,P ′,Θ,Ω ′, s, ps) (18)

with F and Fext the probability density of the physical
and the extended system, respectively. For the Nosé-

Poincaré-Hamiltonian, H̃, we can write the probability

of finding a particular configuration of energy H̃0 within
the microcanonical ensemble of the extended phase space
(R,P ′,Θ,Ω ′, s, ps) as

dpsdsdP ′dRdΩ ′dΘFext (R,P ′,Θ,Ω ′, s, ps) =

dpsdsdP ′dRdΩ ′dΘ δ
(
H̃ − H̃0

)
∫
dps

∫
ds
∫
dP ′

∫
dR
∫
dΩ ′

∫
dΘ δ

(
H̃ − H̃0

) .(19)

Inserting Eq. (19) in (18), we obtain

dPdRdΩdΘF (R,P,Θ,Ω) =

1

Z̃N !hNf

∫
dps

∫
dsdP ′dRdΩ ′dΘ δ

(
H̃ − H̃0

)
,(20)

where h is Planck’s constant, Nf the number of degrees

of freedom, and Z̃ the partition function, given by

Z̃ =
1

N !hNf

∫
dps

∫
ds

∫
dP ′

∫
dR
∫

dΩ ′
∫

dΘ×

×δ
(
H̃ − H̃0

)
(21)

Using H̃0 = 0 and expanding H̃, we obtain

dPdRdΩdΘF (R,P,Θ,Ω) = (22)

1

Z̃N !hNf

∫
dps

∫
dsdP ′dRdΩ ′dΘ δ [s (HNosé −H0)]

Since s is strictly positive, we can make the change of
variables p⃗ ′

i → sp⃗i and ω ′
i → sωi, yielding

dPdRdΩdΘF (R,P,Θ,Ω) =

1

Z̃N !hNf

∫
dps

∫
dsdPdRdΩdΘ sNf × (23)

×δ

[
s

(
H(P,R,Ω,Θ) +

p2s
2Q

+
C

β
ln(s)−H0

)]
Now by using the identity, δ [r(s)] = δ(s − s0)/r

′(s0),
with s0 the simple root of r(s) and r′(s0) the derivative
of r(s) with respect to s at s0, we obtain

dRdPdΩdΘF =
1

Z̃N !hNf

∫
dps

∫
dsdRdPdΩdΘ

sNf

CkBT
δ

[
s− exp

(
− 1

CkBT

(
H(R,P,Ω,Θ) +

p2s
2Q

−H0

))]
=

1

Z̃N !hNfCkBT
exp

(
NfH0

CkBT

) ∫
dpsdRdPdΩdΘ exp

(
− Nf

CkBT

(
H+

p2s
2Q

−H0

))
=

N
Z̃N !hNf

dRdPdΩdΘexp

(
− Nf

CkBT
H (R,P,Θ,Ω)

)
(24)

with N being a constant. By choosing C = Nf , the prob-
ability of finding a configuration of the physical system
is

dRdPdΩdΘ F

=
dRdPdΩdΘ exp

(
− H

kBT

)
∫
dR
∫
dP
∫
dΩ
∫
dΘ exp

(
− H

kBT

) , (25)

and thus the sampling of configurations of the physical
system is according to the canonical ensemble.

Equations of motion: From the Hamilton function
(17), we can now derive the equations of motion for the
variables ωi, θi, r⃗i = (xi, yi) and p⃗ ′

i = (p ′x
i , p ′y

i ) of each
particle i. The velocity of particle i is given by

˙⃗ri =
∂H̃
∂p⃗ ′

i

=
p⃗ ′
i − sA⃗i

ms
(26)

The equations of motion of the scalar variables θi and ω ′
i

follow respectively from θ̇i = ∂H̃
∂ω ′

i
and ω̇ ′

i = −∂H̃
∂θi

, and

thus we obtain

θ̇i =
ω ′
i

Is
(27)

ω̇ ′
i = s

[∑
j

p⃗ ′
j − sA⃗j

ms
· ∂A⃗j

∂θi
− J

∑
j

j ̸=i

g(rij) sin θij

]
.(28)

The equations ṗ ′x
i = − ∂H̃

∂xi
and ṗ ′y

i = − ∂H̃
∂yi

yield

ṗ ′x
i = s

[∑
j

(
p ′x
j − sAx

j

ms

∂Ax
j

∂xi
+

p ′y
j − sAy

j

ms

∂Ay
j

∂xi

)

−
∑
j

j ̸=i

∂u(rij)

∂xi
+ J

∑
j

j ̸=i

∂g(rij)

∂xi
cos θij

]
(29)
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ṗ ′y
i = s

[∑
j

(
p ′x
j − sAx

j

ms

∂Ax
j

∂yi
+

p ′y
j − sAy

j

ms

∂Ay
j

∂yi

)

−
∑
j

j ̸=i

∂u(rij)

∂yi
+ J

∑
j

j ̸=i

∂g(rij)

∂yi
cos θij

]
. (30)

The time evolution of the scaling variable s is

ṡ =
∂H̃
∂ps

= s
ps
Q

(31)

and that of the corresponding momentum, ṗs = −∂H̃
∂s is

given by

ṗs =

N∑
i=1

(
p⃗ ′2
i

ms2
− p⃗ ′

i · A⃗i

ms
+

ω ′2
i

Is2

)
−3NkBT −∆H̃ (R,P,Θ,Ω, s, ps) (32)

where

∆H̃ =

N∑
i=1

(p⃗ ′
i − sA⃗i)

2

2ms2
+

N∑
i=1

ω ′2
i

2Is2
+

1

2

∑
i,j
i̸=j

u(rij) (33)

− J

2

∑
i,j
i ̸=j

g(rij) cos(θij) +
p2s
2Q

+ 3NkBT ln(s)−H0

The value of H0 is chosen such that
∆H̃ (R0,P0,Θ0,Ω0, s0, ps0) = 0.

Equation (32) describes a restoring force with respect
to the “instantaneous” temperature of the system. It im-
plies a non-standard microscopic definition of tempera-
ture to be discussed in the next section where we also
derive the ensemble averages of other thermodynamic
properties of AH systems, namely the pressure and the
specific heat.

IV. THERMODYNAMIC PROPERTIES

In this section, we discuss the thermodynamics of sys-
tems that are described by the Hamilton function H, as
defined by Eq. (4). We show how one can express tem-
perature T , pressure P , and specific heat C as canonical
averages of an observable. For our system with Hamilton
function H the canonical average of an observable A is
defined by

⟨A⟩ = N
Z

∫
dP
∫

dR
∫

dΘ

∫
dΩ A exp (−βH) (34)

with N a normalization constant that is irrelevant for the
following. The partition function Z is

Z = N
∫

dP
∫

dR
∫

dΘ

∫
dΩ exp (−βH) . (35)

We shall see below that due to the coupling of velocities
to vector potentials, non-standard formulae for thermo-
dynamic properties are obtained.
Temperature. The kinetic energy, T , that enters

the Hamilton function (4) is given by T =
∑

i(p⃗i −
A⃗i)

2/(2m) +
∑

i ω
2
i /(2I). For a standard Hamiltonian

system, the average kinetic energy is related to the ther-
mal energy by

⟨T ⟩ = Nf

2
kBT . (36)

In our system, due to the coupling of vector poten-
tial and velocity, Eq. (36) no longer holds. Of course,
the average rotational energy still follows the standard
formula, ⟨

∑
i ω

2
i /I⟩ = NkBT . From our analysis of the

Nosé-Poincaré thermostat, we can infer the following re-
lation from Eq. (32):

2NkBT =

〈
N∑
i=1

(
p⃗ 2
i

m
− p⃗i · A⃗i

m

)〉
. (37)

This formula is – as it should be – consistent with the
equipartition theorem [23],〈

xα ∂H
∂xβ

〉
= δαβkBT , (38)

where xα is the α’th component of a phase space variable
x⃗ (e.g. x⃗ = p⃗i). Thus, for our system the temperature T
can be written as

T =
1

3NkB

〈
N∑
i=1

(
p⃗ 2
i

m
− p⃗i · A⃗i

m
+

ω2
i

I

)〉
. (39)

This formula clearly shows that the temperature T is
not proportional to the average kinetic energy. Instead

of terms 1
m (p⃗i − A⃗i)

2 for a particle i, the corresponding

terms in Eq. (39) are given by 1
m p⃗i · (p⃗i − A⃗i). Below,

we rationalize Eq. (39) using MD simulations where the
system is coupled to a Nosé-Poincaré thermostat.
Pressure. Also the pressure is affected by the cou-

pling of velocities and vector potentials in a non-standard
manner. For a two-dimensional system, the pressure can
be defined by the derivative of the Helmholtz free energy
F (N,V2d, T ) with respect to the area V2d,

P = − ∂F

∂V2d

∣∣∣∣
N,T

= kBT
∂ lnZ
∂V2d

=
kBT

Z
∂Z
∂V2d

(40)

Consider a system in a square of area V2d = L2. We

define scaled coordinates ϕ⃗i as ϕ⃗i =
r⃗i
L such that

dR ≡ dr⃗1dr⃗2 . . . dr⃗N = V N
2ddϕ⃗1dϕ⃗2 . . . dϕ⃗N (41)

Similarly, u({r⃗i}) = u({ϕ⃗i}, V2d), g({r⃗i}) = g({ϕ⃗i}, V2d)

and A⃗i({r⃗i}) = A⃗i({ϕ⃗i}, V2d). Now all the phase space
coordinates can be collected in a single 6N -dimensional
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vector as µ⃗ = (P,Φ,Ω,Θ)T with Φ = (ϕ⃗1, . . . , ϕ⃗N ). Then
the generalised form of pressure is given by

P = kBT

∫
dµ⃗
(
NV N−1

2d − V N
2dβ

∂H
∂V2d

)
e−βH

V N
2d

∫
dµ⃗ e−βH

= kBT
N

V2d
+ Pact + Ppair , (42)

where Pact and Ppair are respectively defined by

Pact =

〈
N∑
i=1

(pxi −Ax
i )

∂Ax
i

∂V2d
+

N∑
i=1

(pyi −Ay
i )

∂Ay
i

∂V2d

〉
(43)

and

Ppair =
−1

4V2d

〈∑
i,j
i ̸=j

[
∂u(rij)

∂rij
− J

∂g(rij)

∂rij
cos(θij)

]
rij

〉
.

(44)
In the framework of Hamiltonian dynamics, we define an
active pressure via Eqs. (42)-(44). Here, Ppair represents
the usual contribution from the pair potential in the virial
term. Additionally, Pact is the extra contribution arising
from the coupling between velocity and vector potential.
The exact contribution of this term is determined by the

form of A⃗i. In the results section, we present the simu-
lation results for the pressure.

Specific Heat. To establish that the proposed Nosé-
Poincaré thermostat generates a correct canonical distri-
bution, one may compare the specific heat (C) of the
system in both canonical and microcanonical ensembles.
In the canonical ensemble, CNV T is directly related to
the fluctuation in the total energy of the system, and the
specific heat per particle can be written as

CNV T =
β2

N

〈
(δH)2

〉
(45)

On the other hand,
〈
(δH)2

〉
= −∂⟨H⟩

∂β , and thus one can

determine the specific heat by computing the slope of the
average total energy as a function of temperature,

CNV T
slope = − ∂⟨E⟩

∂T

∣∣∣∣
V,N

(46)

where ⟨E⟩ is the average total energy of the system. Sim-
ilarly, in a microcanonical ensemble with fixed energy E,
the mean-square fluctuations of the potential energy Epot

are given by
〈
(δEpot)

2
〉
= 3N

2β2

(
1− 3

2C

)
[24]. Hence, the

specific heat per particle is

CNV E =
3

2
(
1− 2β2

3
⟨(δEpot)2⟩

N

) (47)

In the results section, we show that the specific heat
computed in the canonical ensemble using the proposed
Nosé-Poincaré thermostat correctly reproduces the re-
sults obtained in the microcanonical ensemble, thereby
reconfirming the correctness of the proposed symplectic
integration scheme.

V. THE SYMPLECTIC ALGORITHM

The idea of numerically solving Hamilton’s equations
of motion is to sequentially propagate the Hamiltonian
system over small time steps δt. One can show that
the propagation of the system over a sufficiently small
δt can be interpreted as a canonical transformation (or
a symplectic map) of the phase space coordinates, thus
preserving the symplectic structure of the Hamiltonian
system. In a symplectic algorithm, one propagates the
system over a short time δt via a time evolution operator
that approximates the exact time evolution operator up
to some power of δt (typically it is δt2). Since the exact
time evolution operator of a Hamiltonian system is given
by the operator etL, with L the Liouville operator, one
refers to methods for deriving symplectic algorithms as
Liouville operator formalism.
Now we consider the Nosé-Poincaré equations of mo-

tion and put all the phase space variables of this system in

a (6N+2) dimensional vector, µ⃗ = (R,P ′,Θ,Ω ′, s, ps)
T
.

Then, the exact time evolution of these coordinates to a
state µ(δt), starting from an intial state µ(0), can be
formally expressed as

µ⃗(δt) = eδtLµ⃗(0) (48)

with the Liouville operator L, defined by

L =

N∑
i=1

(
∂H̃
∂p⃗ ′

i

· ∂

∂r⃗i
+

∂H̃
∂ω ′

i

· ∂

∂θi
+

∂H̃
∂ps

· ∂

∂s

− ∂H̃
∂r⃗i

· ∂

∂p⃗ ′
i

− ∂H̃
∂θi

· ∂

∂ω ′
i

− ∂H̃
∂s

· ∂

∂ps

)
(49)

= Lr + Lθ + Ls + Lp ′ + Lω ′ + Lps .

The exact time evolution according to Eq. (48) can in
general not be evaluated, even for the case of an infinites-
imal time step δt. However, for small δt an approximate
form of the time evolution operator in terms of a prod-
uct of exponential subpropagators can be found for which
the problem can be solved. The latter approximation is
based on the following formula for non-commuting oper-
ators A and B [25, 26]:

eδt(A+B) =

k∏
i=1

eaiδtAebiδtB +O((δt)n+1) , (50)

where the coefficients ai and bi can be derived in a sys-
tematic manner, as shown by Suzuki [27]. For n = 2 and
k = 2, one finds [25] a1 = a2 = 1

2 , b1 = 1, and b2 = 0 and
thus

eδt(A+B) = e
1
2 δtAeδtBe

1
2 δtA +O((δt)3) . (51)

In the following, we use Eq. (51) as a basis for the deriva-
tion of a second-order symplectic algorithm.
Before we perform the splitting of the time evolution

operator, we first evaluate the action of operators eδtLr ,
eδtLp , etc. on phase-space coordinates.



8

The operator eδtLr only affects the particle’s coordi-
nates R. Thus, by representing the exponential by its
series expansion and using Eq. (26), one obtains

eδtLrδtR(0)

=

∞∑
n=0

N∑
i=1

δtn

n!

(
p⃗ ′
i (0)− s(0)A⃗i(0)

ms(0)
· ∂

∂r⃗i

)n

R(0).(52)

For the case A⃗i = 0, Eq. (52) implies a simple trans-
lation of the coordinates, e.g. for particle i one gets

r⃗i(δt) = r⃗i(0) +
p⃗ ′
i (0)

ms(0)δt. However, if one introduces vec-

tor potentials that depend on the particle’s coordinates
one obtains in general a non-linear time evolution from
t = 0 to t = δt. Similar conclusions hold for the opera-
tors eδtLθ , eδtLp′ , and eδtLω′ . Below, we will discuss these

operators for a specific choice of the A⃗i’s.
As we shall see now, the time evolution that results

from the operators eδtLs and eδtLps has a non-linear form.
Using Eq. (31), we can write

eδtLss(0) ≡ s(δt)

=

∞∑
n=0

N∑
i=1

δtn

n!

(
s(0)

ps(0)

Q

∂

∂s

)n

s(0)

= s(0) exp

(
ps(0)

Q
δt

)
. (53)

Thus, the time-scaling variable s has an exponential time
update.

The next step is to consider eδtLps . For convenience, we
write Eqs. (32) and (34) for ṗs as ṗs (R,P ′,Θ,Ω ′, s, ps) =

M (R,P ′,Θ,Ω ′, s)− p2
s

2Q . Then, the time evolution of ps
can be written as

eδtLpsps(0) ≡ ps(δt)

=

∞∑
n=0

N∑
i=1

δtn

n!

((
M0 −

p2s(0)

2Q

)
∂

∂ps

)n

ps(0)

= ps(0) + δt

(
M− p2s

2Q

)
− δt2

2!

ps
Q

(
M− p2s

2Q

)
+

δt3

3!Q

(
M− p2s

2Q

)(
p2s
Q

−
(
M− p2s

2Q

))
+ . . . .(54)

where M0 corresponds to M at time t = 0. From
Eq. (54), it is not obvious whether there is a closed form
for ps(δt). To circumvent this problem, we split the op-

erator Lps
as Lps

= L(1)
ps +L(2)

ps with L(1)
ps = M ∂

∂ps
(note

that M does not depend on ps!) and L(2)
ps = − p2

s

2Q . Then,

we apply the time-evolution operators eδtL
(1
ps

) and eδtL
(2)
ps

separately on ps.

With respect to L(1)
ps , we obtain

eδtL
(1)
ps ps(0) =

∞∑
n=0

N∑
i=1

δtn

n!

(
M ∂

∂ps

)n

ps(0)

= ps(0) + δtM, (55)

and with respect to L(2)
ps

eδtL
(2)
ps ps(0) =

∞∑
n=0

N∑
i=1

δtn

n!

(
−p2s(0)

2Q

∂

∂ps

)n

ps(0)

= ps(0)

N∑
i=1

(
− δt

2Q
ps(0)

)n

= ps(0)

[
1

1 + δt
2Q ps(0)

]
. (56)

Thus, the operator eδtL
(2)
ps is associated with a nonlinear

time evolution of ps.
Using a second-order scheme according to Eq. (51),

we propose the following splitting scheme of the time
evolution operator eδtL:

eδtL ≈ e
1
2 δtLω′ e

1
2 δtLp′ e

1
2 δtL

(1)
ps e

1
2 δtL

(2)
ps

e
1
2 δtLse

1
2 δtLθeδtLre

1
2 δtLθe

1
2 δtLs

e
1
2 δtL

(2)
ps e

1
2 δtL

(1)
ps e

1
2 δtLp′ e

1
2 δtLω′ . (57)

Here, the order of the application of operators is opti-
mized such that the resulting scheme is computationally
most efficient with respect to the number of force calcu-
lations.
To obtain the time evolution from an initial state µ(0)

at t = 0 to a state µ(δt) at t = δt, the product of sub-
propagators, Eq. (57), is sequentially applied to µ(0). Of
course, the details of the updates of the phase space vari-

ables depend on the choice of the vector potential A⃗i for
each particle i. We set

A⃗i = KS⃗i , (58)

as proposed by Casiulis et al. [6, 7]. However, in what
follows, we also discuss how one can perform the updates

for a general choice of the vector potentials A⃗i, depending
in some manner on the coordinates of the particles and
their spins. The algorithm that we obtain according to
Eq. (57) is as follows:

I. First, we have to apply e
1
2 δtLω′ on Ω ′(0) and thus

for particle i we get

ω ′
i

(
δt

2

)
= ω′

i(0) +
δt

2
ω̇′
i(0) , (59)

where ω̇′
i(0) is given by Eq. (28). Since ω̇′

i(0) does
not depend on ω ′

i , one can independently update
the ω ′

i ’s for each particle i according to Eq. (59) to
obtain Ω ′(δt/2).

II. Next, the operator e
1
2 δtLp′ acts on P ′(0). For

A⃗i = KS⃗i the derivatives of A⃗i with respect to the
coordinates in Eqs. (29) and (30) vanish and thus
ṗ ′x
i and ṗ ′y

i do not depend on p ′x
i or p ′y

i . Therefore,
the update of the momentum p⃗ ′

i for particle i is

p⃗ ′
i

(
δt

2

)
= p⃗ ′

i (0) +
δt

2
˙⃗p ′
i (0) . (60)
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Applying this equation independently to each par-
ticle i, we obtain P ′ ( δt

2

)
.

III. We have defined the operator e
1
2 δtL

(1)
ps via Eq. (55).

It leads to the following intermediate update of the
s momentum, that we denote by p̃s,

p̃s

(
δt

2

)
= ps(0) +

δt

2
×

×M
(
R(0),P ′

(
δt

2

)
,Θ(0),Ω ′

(
δt

2

)
, s(0)

)
.(61)

IV. The application of e
1
2 δtL

(2)
ps on p̃s(δt/2) using

Eq. (56) completes the update of ps at δt/2,

ps

(
δt

2

)
= p̃s

(
δt

2

)[
1

1 + δt
4Q p̃s

(
δt
2

)] . (62)

V. The application of e
δt
2 Ls on s(0) updates the scaling

variable s at half time step,

s

(
δt

2

)
= s(0) exp

(
δt

2Q
ps

(
δt

2

))
, (63)

see Eq. (53).

VI. Since ω̇′
i does not depend on ωi, the half-time up-

date of θi applying e
δt
2 Lθ is straightforward,

θi

(
δt

2

)
= θi(0) +

δt

2Is(δt/2)
ω′
i

(
δt

2

)
. (64)

VII. Now the update of the coordinates, R, at the full
time step δt can be performed via the operator
eδtLr . For particle i, one obtains

r⃗i (δt) = r⃗i(0) +
δt

m

[
p⃗ ′
i

(
δt
2

)
s
(
δt
2

) −KS⃗i

(
δt

2

)]
. (65)

The new coordinates R have to be used below to
obtain ps, p⃗

′
i , and ω′

i at time δt.

VIII. Next, for each particle i we compute θi(δt) analo-
gously to Eq. (64),

θi (δt) = θi

(
δt

2

)
+

δt

2Is(δt/2)
ω′
i

(
δt

2

)
, (66)

to obtain Θ(δt).

IX. The update of the scaling variable s at full time
step is similar to Eq. (63),

s (δt) = s

(
δt

2

)
exp

(
δt

2Q
ps

(
δt

2

))
. (67)

X. Similar to Eq. (62),

p̃s (δt) = ps

(
δt

2

)[
1

1 + δt
4Q ps

(
δt
2

)] , (68)

XI. And similar to Eq. (61), we obtain

ps (δt) = p̃s (δt) +
δt

2
×

×M
(
R (δt) ,P ′

(
δt

2

)
,Θ(δt),Ω ′

(
δt

2

)
, s(δt)

)
.(69)

XII. Then, the update of the momentum for a particle
i is given by

p⃗ ′
i (δt) = p⃗ ′

i

(
δt

2

)
+

δt

2
˙⃗p ′
i (δt) , (70)

where we use R(δt), Θ(δt), and s(δt) to compute
˙⃗p ′
i (δt) according to Eqs. (29) and (30). The update

for all the particles gives P ′(δt).

XIII. Finally, the step

ω ′
i (δt) = ω′

i

(
δt

2

)
+

δt

2
ω̇′
i (δt) , (71)

for all particles i yields Ω ′(δt) and completes the
update of all the phase space variables.

Steps I. to XIII. describe a symplectic algorithm for the

case that the vector potentials A⃗i (i = 1, . . . , N) do not
depend on the coordinates R and depend on the spin

variables such that A⃗i = KS⃗i. For the general case that

the A⃗i’s are a function of R and a general function of Θ

(such that A⃗i also depends on spins S⃗j with j ̸= i), in
particular steps I., II,, XII., and XIII. are more compli-

cated because then one has [p′αi , p′βj ] ̸= 0 and [ω ′
i , ω

′
j ] ̸= 0

for i ̸= j and α, β = x, y, i.e. the translational and ro-
tational momenta do not commute with each other. For
this more general case, symplectic algorithms are pre-
sented elsewhere.

VI. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

Now we present the results of numerical simulations
based on the Hamiltonian (17), using the algorithm pre-
sented in the previous section. As we shall see, at a given
number density ρ, the system shows a change of behav-
ior from low to high temperatures. This change occurs
around a critical temperature Tc. While at low temper-
ature particle clusters with a coherent flock-like motion
form, at high temperature the particles are in a gas phase.
In the following, we analyze how the energy is distributed
among the different degrees of freedom and we ratioanl-
ize the definition of temperature, as given by Eq. (39), is
correct. Furthermore, the distributions of particle veloci-
ties, Vα with α = x, y, are investigated. We find that the
average particle velocity, ⟨vα⟩, exhibits a bifurcation at
low temperature, where, towards low temperature, ⟨vα⟩
changes from zero to a finite value.
Details of the simulation. We consider two-

dimensional systems of N particles where N ranges from
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200 to 2000. Periodic boundary conditions are applied in
the two spatial directions. For the pair potential u(rij),
we use a Weeks-Chandler-Andersen (WCA) potential,
given by

u(rij) = 4ε

[(
σ

rij

)12

−
(

σ

rij

)6
]
+ ε (72)

for rij < 21/6σ and u(rij) = 0 otherwise. The energy
parameter and the “diameter” are respectively set to ε =
1 and σ = 1 in all simulations. For the function g(rij in
Eq. (17), we choose

g(rij) =
(rij − rc)

4

h+ (rij − rc)4
(73)

for rij < rc = 1.5σ and g(rij) = 0 otherwise. In Eq. (73),
we set h = 0.00001 to make g(rij) almost a step function
of radial distance. For the vector potential, we consider

A⃗ = KS⃗i with K = 1.0. The masses are set to Q = 1.0
and m = 1.0. Time is measured in units of τ =

√
mσ2/ε.

The Nosé-Poincaré equations of motion, described in de-
tail in the previous section, are integrated with a time
step δt varying from 0.0005 to 0.005.
The symplectic algorithm, presented in Sec. V, is a

second-order scheme. Thus, the discretization error of
the total energy, ENP, should scale with the time step
squared, δt2. That this indeed the case, is demonstrated
in Fig. 1. This figure shows time series of the total energy
per particle, ENP/N , for a system of N = 128 particles
at the density ρ = 0.2. Starting with the same initial
configuration, the two time series in Fig. 1 correspond to
the time steps δt1 = 0.5×10−3 (red curve) and δ2 = 1.0×
10−3 (black curve). For short times, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.0, we can
infer from Fig. 1a) that the amplitude of the oscillations
for δt2 are a factor of 4 higher than those for δt1, as
required for δt2/δt1 = 2. Moreover, for both time steps
the oscillations are in phase. This is no longer the case for
long times, but, as indicated by Fig. 1b for t ≤ 104, the
energy is also conserved on long time scales, maintaining
a stable amplitude of the descretization error.

Canonical Sampling. To further demonstrate that
our symplectic algorithm leads to a correct canonical
sampling, we show in Fig. 2 time series of energies and
various contributions to temperature, performing a long
run over 2×104 τ where we switch off the thermostat after
104 τ . The total energy per particle, E/N , is displayed
in Fig. 2a (here, in the case of the thermostatted system,
E corresponds to the energy without the kinetic and po-
tential energy associated with ps and s, respectively).
We see that after switching off the thermostat, the en-
ergy E/N is constant, as required for the microcanonical
ensemble. Figures 2b and 2c show the the correspond-
ing time series of translational and rotational energy per
particle that are respectively defined as

E
(tra)
kin

N
=
∑
i

((p⃗i − A⃗i)
2

2m
,

E
(rot)
kin

N
=
∑
i

ω2
i

2I
. (74)
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FIG. 1. Test of the energy conservation: Time series of total
energy of a Nosé-Poincaré system with N = 128 particles
starting from the same equilibrated initial conditions with the
different time steps δt1 = 0.5×10−3 (red) and δt2 = 1.0×10−3

(black). Here, we consider T = 0.15 and ρ = 0.2. a) Energy
time series for short times, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.0 and b) for long times,
0 ≤ t ≤ 104.

These quantities do not seem to show any difference when
the thermostat is switched off at t = 104 τ . This is
also true for the potential energy per particle, Epot/N
(Fig. 2c). The instantaneous temperature, Tin, can be

splitted into three terms as Tin = T
(1)
in + T

(2)
in + T

(3)
in ,

where the three terms are defined by

T
(1)
in =

1

3NkB

∑
i

p⃗ 2
i

m
(75)

T
(2)
in = − 1

3NkB

∑
i

p⃗i · A⃗i

m
(76)

T
(3)
in =

1

3NkB

∑
i

ω2
i

I
, (77)

cf. Eq. (39). Figure 2d displays the time series of the ra-

tios Tin/Tres, (T
(1)
in +T

(2)
in )/Tres, and T

(3)
in /Tres, where Tres

denotes the temperature of the reservoir (for our exam-
ple, Tres = 0.1). We find that the averages of these ratios

are given by ⟨Tin/Tres⟩ = 1.0, ⟨(T (1)
in + T

(2)
in )/Tres⟩ = 2/3,

and ⟨T (3)
in /Tres⟩ = 1/3, as required (cf. the horizontal lines
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FIG. 2. Time series of energies and various contributions to temperature for a fluid with N = 128, T = 0.1, K = 1.0, ρ = 0.2,
Q = 1.0. The time step for the integration of the equations of motion is δt = 0.001. a) Total energy per particle, E/N , b)

translational and rotational kinetic energy, E
(tra)
kin /N and E

(rot)
kin /N , respectively, c) potential energy per particle, Epot/N , and

d) various “temperature” ratios (see text).
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FIG. 3. Ratios ⟨Tin⟩/Tred and Mkin/Tres as a function of tem-
perature.

in the figure). The inset shows that the ratios T
(1)
in /Tres

and T
(2)
in /Tres are respectively positive and negative num-

bers with the same order of magnitude. This indicates
that, with respect to these terms, the definition of tem-
perature as an average of the kinetic energy cannot be
correct. To quantify the error that one introduces by an
incorrect definition of temperature in terms of the aver-
age kinetic energy,

Mkin =
〈(

E
(tra)
kin + E

(rot)
kin

)〉
, (78)

we now consider the ratio Mkin/Tres as a function of tem-
perature. This is shown in Fig. 3 in comparison to the
ratio ⟨Tin⟩/Tres which is of course equal to one for all
temperatures. While at high temperature Mkin provides
a good estimate of the temperature, towards low temper-
ature the ratio Mkin/Tres deviates more and more from
one and reaches almost a value of 3 at the temperature
T = 0.01.
The fluid-to-cluster transition. As we shall see

now, towards low temperatures the system undergoes a
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FIG. 4. a) Mean total energy per particle, ⟨E⟩/N , as a func-
tion of temperature T for K = 0.1 and K = 1.0, both for
systems with N = 200 and N = 2000 particles. b) The same
for the temperature dependence of the pressure P . Both in
a) and b), the “critical temperature” Tc = 0.4 is marked by
dashed vertical lines.

finite-size transition to an ordered cluster phase around
a critical temperature Tc. However, this transition is dif-
ferent from that recently studied for an XY spin fluid
model by Bissinger and Fuchs [28]. In their model, the
total interaction potential u(r)−Jg(r) cos(θ) is always re-
pulsive and therefore, as demonstrated by Bissinger and
Fuchs, undergoes Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT)
transitions [29–31]. This implies that for an infinitely
large system that as a consequence of the Mermin-
Wagner theorem the average magnetization always van-
ishes. This is different from our case where the poten-
tial u(r) − Jg(r) cos(θ) can be attractive and thus for
K = 0 we see a non-vanishing magnetization at low tem-
peratures also for the limit N → ∞, in full agreement
with an earlier finding of Casiulis et al. [32] for a similar
model. Here, our focus is anyway not on the analysis of

the BKT scenario, but we investigate the consequences of
the velocity-spin coupling for the behavior of the finite-
size clusters with a finite magnetization that are observed
at low temperature. We shall see that cluster phases with
a finite magnetization are associated with a bimodal dis-
tribution of the center-of-mass velocity of the particles
forming a cluster.

Figures 4a and 4b show respectively the mean total en-
ergy per particle, ⟨E⟩/N , and the pressure P as a func-
tion of temperature for the two different coupling con-
stants K = 0.1 and K = 1.0, in each case for systems of
N = 200 and N = 2000 particles. In both plots, a “crit-
ical temperature” Tc = 0.4 is marked by dashed vertical
lines. Around this temperature, there is the finite-size
transition from homogeneous fluid states at high temper-
ature to the low-temperature states where ordered clus-
ters with a finite magnetization form. This transition is
reflected in the behavior of the energy per particle that
around Tc shows a rapid step-like decrease towards low
temperature that becomes slightly sharper with increas-
ing system size, also resulting in a slightly lower energy
in the low temperature range for the large system with
N = 2000 particles. At the same time the energy is al-
most independent of the coupling constant K. The pres-
sure exhibits a similar behavior as the energy. Towards
low temperature, there is a stress drop around Tc which
is slightly sharper for the larger system while the pressure
is almost independent on K.

Figure 5 shows snapshots at different temperatures for
systems with N = 1000 particles and the two values of
the coupling constant K = 0.1 (Fig. 5a to 5c) and K =
1.0 (Fig. 5d to 5f). In these snapshots, the colour on each
particle corresponds to its value of the spin direction,
projected on the x axis. At T = 1.0, the system is in a
gas phase. Here, the probability of forming even small
clusters is very small and there is essentially a random
orientation of the spins. This changes around Tc at T =
0.4. As can be inferred from the corresponding snapshots,
at this temperature, there is the formation of small and
larger clusters in which the spin orientation is strongly
correlated. Eventually, at a temperature below Tc, i.e. at
T = 0.3 in Figs. 5c and 5f, one observes one big cluster
that coexists with a gas phase with a very low density.
Here, it is interesting that the cluster for the system with
K = 0.1 exhibits a coherent spin configuration with all
spins pointing towards the negative x direction, while
the cluster for the system with K = 1.0 can be split into
two parts of opposite spin direction, with an interfacial
region between both parts where the spins tend to point
to a perpendicular direction, i.e. in y direction. As a
result, the cluster for K = 0.1 has a larger mean absolute
value of the magnetization per particle, ⟨|m⃗|⟩ with m⃗ =
1
N

∑
i S⃗i, than the one for K = 1.0. Below we discuss

the dependence of ⟨|m⃗|⟩ on K as well as on system size.
We shall see that a finite modulus of the magnetization
is associated with a finite center-of-mass velocity of the
cluster which is reminiscent of flocking.

The finite-size fluid-to-cluster transition around the



13

a) b) c)

d) e) f)

1

0

1

co
s(

i)

FIG. 5. Snapshots of systems with N = 1000 particles and number density ρ = 0.2 at a) T = 1.0, K = 0.1, b) T = 0.4, K = 0.1,
c) T = 0.3, K = 0.1, d) T = 1.0, K = 1.0, e) T = 0.4, K = 1.0, and f) T = 0.3, K = 1.0. Periodic boundary conditions are
applied in x and y direction. The colour map shows the projection of the spin direction of each particle to the x axis, cos(θi).
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FIG. 6. Specific heat CNV T
slope , as obtained from Eq. (46), as a

function of temperature for K = 0.1 and K = 1.0, both for
systems with N = 200 and N = 2000 particles. The inset
shows the specific heat for N = 200 and K = 1.0 from the
main plot in comparison to the corresponding specific heat
in the microcanonical ensemble, CNV E , and the specific heat
in the canonical ensemble, CNV T , as determined from the
energy fluctuations.

temperature Tc is also reflected in the behavior of the
specific heat C. The main plot of Fig. 6 displays the
temperature dependence of the specific heat CNV T

slope , as
obtained for the canonical ensemble from the slope of
E(T ), see Eq. (46). As for the total energy per particle
(Fig. 4a), this quantity is shown for K = 0.1 and K = 1.0
and for each K value for systems with N = 200 and
N = 2000 particles. The specific heat has a peak around
Tc. With increasing system size, the height of this peak
grows and it slightly shifts to higher temperature. At
the same time, there is no significant dependence on the
parameter K (note that this is consistent with the be-
havior of E/N , discussed above). These findings do not
depend on the way the specific heat is computed as well
as on the choice of the ensemble (at least similar results
are obtained in the microcanonical ensemble). This is
demonstrated in the inset of Fig. 6 for the example of
systems with N = 200 particles and K = 1.0. Here we
see that the canonical specific CNV T , as determined via
the energy fluctuations via Eq. (45), as well as the micro-
canonical specific heat CNV E , as computed via Eq. (47),
are in very good agreement with the results for CNV T

slope .

The occurrence of moving clusters. Even for tem-
peratures T < Tc, properties such as energy, pressure,
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FIG. 7. a) Distribution of particle velocity in x-direction,
P (vx), for high temperatures 5.0 ≥ T ≥ 1.0 at the fixed
number density ρ = 0.2 for systems with N = 2000 particles.
The black straight lines are Gaussian functions, as given by
Eq. (79) . b) Distribution P (vx) for different densities ρ at
the fixed temperature T = 4.0, again using systems with N =
2000 particles.

and specific heat do not seem to depend on the choice
of the parameter K (cf. Figs. 4 and 6). However, as can
be inferred from the snapshots in Fig. 5 for T < Tc, the
average magnetization ⟨|m⃗|⟩ is strongly affected by the
choice of K. For a given system size, as we shall see
in the following, this quantity decreases with increasing
K. Furthermore, we will see that in the cluster phase
a finite average magnetization is associated with a finite
center-of-mass velocity (or group velocity) of the cluster
and one observes a motion of the cluster that is reminis-
cent of collective motion in typical active systems (cf. for
example, with a grain of salt, to flocks of birds).

Figure 7 shows distributions of the particle velocities
vx = 1

m (px−Ax) in x direction, P (vx), for the high tem-
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FIG. 8. a) Distribution of the center-of-mass velocity vCM
x

in x direction at the temperatures T = 0.01, T = 0.2, T =
0.4, and T = 0.5 for systems with N = 2000 particles. b)
Average center-of-mass velocities ⟨vCM

x ⟩, as obtained from the
distributions P (vCM

x ) (see text) for systems with N = 200 and
N = 2000 particles.

perature regime where the system is in a gas phase. Of
course, in a statistical sense, the same distributions are
obtained for the velocities in y direction. To obtain the
distributions, we have performed 20 to 400 simulations
for 2 × 105 τ . As indicated by the black solid lines in
Fig. 7, the distributions P (vx) (here, at the fixed den-
sity ρ = 0.2) can be very well described by the Gaussian
function,

P (vx) =

√
m

2πkBT
exp

(
− mv2x
2kBT

)
, (79)

corresponding to a zero mean and standard deviation√
kBT . For a fixed temperature in the high-temperature

regime, T = 0.4, identical distributions P (vx) are ob-
tained over a broad range of densities, 0.1 ≤ ρ ≤ 0.5 (see
Fig. 7b). Note that for all the latter densities the system
remains in a gas phase.
The velocity distributions completely change for tem-

peratures T < Tc when the system forms a cluster. Now
we compute the distribution of the center-of-mass veloc-
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FIG. 9. a) Average magnetization per particle ⟨|m⃗|⟩ as a function of temperature for systems with N = 200, 2000, 4000, and
10000 particles at the density ρ = 0.2 and K = 0.1. The inset shows ⟨|m⃗|⟩ as a function of N at the fixed temperature T = 0.01.
The snapshots correspond to T = 0.01, ρ = 0.2, and K = 0.1 for b) N = 200, c) N = 2000, d) N = 4000 and e) N = 10000
particles.

ity vCM
x of the system in x direction, P (vCM

x ). This distri-
bution is displayed in Fig. 8a at different temperatures
for systems with N = 2000 particles. Note that again
identical results are obtained for the corresponding ve-
locity distribution in y direction. At T = 0.5, i.e. above
Tc, we find a unimodal Gaussian distribution, similar to
those shown in Fig. 7. Around Tc, however, at a tem-
perature of T = 0.4 the distribution becomes bimodal
which means that there is the occurrence of a net mo-
tion of the center of mass either in positive or negative
directions along both axes. This center-of-mass net mo-
tion can be interpreted as a flocking motion of the clus-
ter. With decreasing temperature, the two peaks of the
bimodal distribution move to higher absolute values of
vCM
x . To quantify the average velocity in positive and
negative direction, we compute first moments of P (vCM

x )
in the following manner:

V CM
+ = 2

∫ ∞

0

vCM
x P (vCM

x ) dvCM
x (80)

V CM
− = 2

∫ 0

−∞
vCM
x P (vCM

x ) dvCM
x , (81)

where V CM
+ and V CM

− are the first moments of P (vCM
x )

with respect to positive and negative values of vCM
x ,

respectively. Thus, the average center-of-mass velocity
⟨V CM

x ⟩ as a function of temperature has a positive and a
negative branch that is given by V CM

+ (T ) and V CM
− (T ),

respectively. The results for the temperature dependence
of ⟨V CM

x ⟩ are shown in Fig. 8b for systems with N = 200
and N = 2000 particles. This figure indicates that there

is a bifurcation around Tc where towards low temper-
atures the average centre-of-mass velocity splits into a
positive and a negative branch. With increasing system
size, the magnitude of the velocity tends to decrease.

The average center-of-mass velocity is intimately re-
lated to the finite average magnetization ⟨|m⃗|⟩. Since
the total canonical momentum of the AH system is con-
served, the center-of-mass velocity is given by v⃗ CM =
−Km⃗. This implies that v⃗ CM exhibits the same behav-
ior as m⃗, scaled by a factor of −K.

Figure 9a shows the average magnetization ⟨|m⃗|⟩ as a
function of temperature for four systems with N = 200,
2000, 4000, and 10000 particles at the density ρ = 0.2 and
K = 0.1. For all the considered system sizes, the mag-
netization rapidly decreases towards a low N -dependent
value around Tc. For low temperature T < Tc, it has
a weak dependence on temperature for the two smaller
systems while it is almost a constant for the larger sys-
tems. With increasing N this constant decreases and
tends to vanish in the limit N → ∞. This can be also
inferred from the inset of Fig. 9a that shows the N de-
pendence of ⟨|m⃗|⟩ at a fixed temperature T = 0.01 and
coupling constant K = 0.1. Snapshots for the different
system sizes at T = 0.01 and K = 0.1 are shown in
Figs. 9b-9e. These snapshots indicate that for small sys-
tem sizes the magnetization of clusters is homogeneous
while for sufficiently large systems spin patterns emerge
that tend to reduce the total magnetization of the clus-
ter. As discussed by Casiulis et al. [7], these spin pat-
terns can be interpreted as spin-wave excitations associ-
ated with topological defects that emerge because of the
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FIG. 10. a) Double-logarithmic plot of the average magnetization per particle ⟨|m⃗|⟩ as a function of KN1/2. The data points
correspond to different system sizes, as indicated, at the density ρ = 0.2 and the temperature T = 0.01. The black dashed line
shows the fit function f(x) = 20.9677× x−1.782973 with x = KN1/2 (see text). The inset shows the same data in a linear plot
as a function of K. The snapshots correspond to T = 0.01, ρ = 0.2, and N = 2000 particles for b) K = 0.01, c) K = 0.1, d)
K = 0.3 and e) K = 1.0.

high cost of kinetic energy ∼ NK2. The polar states with
homogeneous magnetization are only observed for small
system sizes where collective spin wave excitations with a
sufficiently large wave-length and thus a sufficiently low
energy are not compatible with the size of the cluster.
Thus, there is a competition between the cost of kinetic
energy ∼ NK2 and the cost of for the spin-wave excita-
tion with the longest wave-length or lowest energy that
fits into circular cluster. The crossover from polar to
spin-wave states has to depend both on K and N .

To elucidate the dependence of the megnetization on
the latter parameters, we first consider its dependence on
K for different system sizes at constant density ρ = 0.2
and the low temprature T = 0.01 (inset of Fig. 10a).
Here, for the smallest system size, N = 200, we can nicely
infer the crossover from the polar state for small K with
a constant magnetization close to one to the spin-wave
state where ⟨|m⃗|⟩ decreases with increasing K. With in-
creasing particle number N , the K regime of polar states
shifts to lower values of K, as expected. Note that in
the limit K → 0 a magnetization close to one is ob-
tained for all system sizes which indicates the absence of
a BKT transition in our system (see also the discussion
above). The snapshots, Figs. 10b to 10e, nicely illus-
trate the crossover from polar to spin-wave states with
increasing K for the example of systems with N = 2000
particles at ρ = 0.2 and T = 0.01.

When plotting the data as a function of KN1/2 (main
plot in Fig. 10a), we see that all the data very nicely fall
on a single master curve. The crossover from polar to

spin-wave states occurs around a value of xc ≈ 4.25 (with
x = KN1/2). This is in nice agreement with an estimate
of this crossover point, as proposed by Casiulis et al. [7].
According to their prediction, adapted to our system, the

crossover occurs at xc = KcN
1/2
c ≈ 1

2πr̄
√

zJ̄πρcl with
ρcl the density of particles in the circular cluster, r̄ the
average distance between neighboring particle pairs, z
the coordination number around the particle, and J̄ the
average value of the interaction strength of interacting
spin pairs. If we set r̄ ≈ 1, J̄ ≈ 1, z = 6, and ρcl ≈
0.8, we obtain xc ≈ 6 which gives the correct order of
magnitude of xc. The decay of ⟨|m⃗|⟩ for x > xc can
be well described by a power law, ⟨|m⃗|⟩ ∝ x−1.8 (black
dashed line in Fig. 10a). We do not have an explanation
for the exponent -1.8.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this study, we have revealed fundamental issues of
two-dimensional AH systems, defined as XY spin fluids
with a spin-velocity coupling via a vector potential. Al-
though these systems have non-standard thermodynamic
properties, they exhibit most of the symmetry properties
of normal Hamiltonian systems in equilibrium. Thus, en-
ergy and total canonical momentum is conserved. More-
over, the equipartition theorem in its generalized form
[23] holds, providing a definition of thermal energy and
temperature with respect to the kinetic degrees of free-
dom. Here, temperature cannot be expressed in terms of
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an average of the kinetic energy as in standard Hamilto-
nian systems, see Eq. (39). Also the pressure, of course,
contains additional terms due to the coupling of spins and
velocities and is thus not just given by the standard mi-
croscopic formula. The simplest version of an AH model
is probably the CTCD model that we have simulated in
the framework of the present study. At low temperature
this model may show states of moving clusters that can
be interpreted as active Hamiltonian states, in the sense
that such states show typical dynamic patterns of active
systems that usually do not occur under equilibrium con-
ditions.

We have derived a symplectic integration scheme for
AH models that includes the possible thermostatting in
terms of a Nosé-Poincaré thermostat to perform MD sim-
ulations in the canonical ensemble. The latter thermostat
draws from Nosé’s extended Hamiltonian formalism and
integrates a Poincaré time transformation to evolve the
Nosé-Poincaré equations of motion within a microcanoni-
cal ensemble framework. We have validated our symplec-
tic integration scheme by performing MD simulations of
the CTCD model in the microcanonical and canonical
ensemble. Our method preserves the total energy, linear,
and angular momenta of the (extended) Hamiltonian and
enables accurate and stable MD simulations over long
timescales both in the microcanonical and canonical en-
semble. In particular, we have demonstrated that the
proposed scheme correctly generates the canonical en-
semble for the system’s Hamiltonian, as evidenced by
quantitative agreement between the specific heat calcu-
lated in the canonical and microcanonical ensembles.

In this work, we have investigated “active phenomena”
in the framework of the CTCD model. At low tempera-
ture, this model shows a transition to a dynamical cluster
phase where a cluster moves with a finite center-of-mass
velocity. As pointed out by Cavagna et al. [19], this clus-
ter phase is not a good model for flocks of birds. How-
ever, it demonstrates that the spin-velocity coupling may
lead to phases with a collective motion of particles. We
have shown that the average modulus of the magnetiza-
tion and thus the cluster’s center-of-mass velocity follows
a perfect scaling with the variable KN1/2 (cf. Fig. 10a).
This indicates that the CTCD model supports the center-
of-mass motion of finite clusters that do not move in the

limit KN1/2 → ∞ (note that in this limit the magne-
tization is zero and one obtains, as shown by Casiulis
et al. [7], a solitonic spin pattern). In a forthcoming
work, we present an AH model that also includes other
spin-velocity couplings, leading to a rotational collective
motion in addition to the translational one of the CTCD
model. In fact, this model shows collective dynamical
clusters that are more reminiscent to flocks of birds than
those of the CTCD model.

One may argue that the idea of an active Hamiltonian
system is somewhat misleading since in principle active
systems are non-equilibrium systems. However, AH mod-
els share features with real active systems such as the
collective motion of particle clusters. In this sense, with
respect to phenomena and probably also the dynamical
phase behavior, AH systems are the equilibrium coun-
terpart of active systems. Unlike non-equilibrium active
systems, the thermodynamics of AH systems is well de-
fined, albeit yet unexplored. Thus, by elucidating the
thermodynamics of AH models, one may also shed light
on the validity of the phenomenological approaches to-
wards a thermodynamics of active matter [33–37].
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