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Abstract

We propose in this work a second-order Langevin sampler for the isothermal-isobaric
ensemble (the NPT ensemble), preserving a positive volume for the simulation box.
We first derive the suitable equations of motion for particles to be coupled with the
overdamped Langevin equation of volume by sending the artificial mass of the periodic
box to zero in the work of Liang et. al. [J. Chem. Phys. 157(14)]. We prove the
well-posedness of the new system of equations and show that its invariant measure is
the desired ensemble. The new continuous time equations not only justify the previous
cell-rescaling methods, but also allow us to choose a suitable friction coefficient so that
one has additive noise after a change of variable by taking logarithm of the volume.
This observation allows us to propose a second order weak scheme that guarantees
the positivity of the volume. Various numerical experiments have been performed to
demonstrate the efficacy of our method.

1 Introduction

Molecular dynamics (MD) simulation has made a great contribution to the study of the
thermodynamic properties of complex multi-particle systems across various disciplines, in-
cluding physics, chemistry, biology and pharmaceuticals [1, 7, 17, 21, 38]. Given the large or
infinite number of particles in these macro-scale systems, periodic boxes are typically utilized
to approximate the entire system, dividing the whole space into infinitely many adjacent
simulation boxes, with one being the original simulation box and others being copies called
images. Periodic boundary conditions enable particles leaving one side of the simulation box
to re-enter from the opposite side with the same momenta, ensuring that all the particles
within the box experience a similar environment. The application of periodic boxes facili-
tates the study of larger systems with fewer particles, reducing computational costs while
still providing accurate insights into the behavior of the system as a whole [14]. In practice,
these systems are often subjected to constant temperature and/or constant pressure condi-
tions. This work focuses on the isothermal–isobaric ensemble, where the monatomic particle
system interacts with an external bath that maintains constant temperature and pressure
throughout the simulation. This ensemble, commonly known as the NPT ensemble because
the number of particles, pressure and temperature are all kept constant, reflects laboratory
conditions typical in simulations of solvated proteins, membranes and viruses [37].

Various thermostats and barostats have been developed to modeled constant temperature
and pressure in the external baths. The first barostat for maintaining pressure during the
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MD simulation was proposed in the pioneering work of Andersen [2], where the volume of
the simulation box fluctuates based on the difference between external and internal pressure.
The thermostat for preserving temperature works through stochastic collisions modeled by
momenta resampling. Subsequently, Parrinello and Rahman extended Andersen’s barostat
to accommodate periodic boxes of arbitrary symmetry in the isoenthalpic-isobaric ensemble
[34, 35]. Later, Andersen’s technique was extended to deal with rigid molecule systems,
where the intermolecular potential is based on atom–atom interactions [36] and the periodic
box could be trigonal [31, 32]. However, Andersen’s method lacks effectiveness in preserving
the dynamical properties of the systems.

An alternative approach to controlling temperature and pressure was proposed by Berend-
sen et al., where the momenta of the particles and the volume of the simulation box fluctuate
according to the difference between the instantaneous value of temperature and pressure and
their desired counterparts [4]. Although efficient in equilibrating the system, Berendsen’s
barostat inaccurately samples the target ensemble and is typically employed as a burn-in
technique [6]. Motivated by the stochastic version of the Berendsen thermostat [8, 10], a
carefully chosen stochastic term was incorporated into the Berendsen barostat, leading to the
development of the stochastic cell rescaling method [5]. However, concerns remain regarding
its algorithmic specifics and fidelity to the invariant measure under typical discretizations
such as the commonly used Euler-Maruyama scheme.

The Nosé–Hoover thermostat [18, 29, 30, 33] replaces the stochastic collisions in An-
dersen’s thermostat with an auxiliary variable to simulate the effects of the bath, ensuring
smooth, deterministic and time-reversible trajectories and performing better in preserving
the dynamical properties of the system. However, it is inefficient in equilibrating the system
due to the lack of ergodicity [14]. The Nosé–Hoover chain method was then proposed to
solve this problem by introducing additional parameters [26]. Later, the Martyna-Tobias-
Klein (MTK) algorithm, combining Nosé-Hoover thermostats with suitable barostats, and
its subsequent extensions have found widespread use in NPT ensemble simulations [27, 28].

Another widely adopted thermostat is the Langevin dynamics [14], which employs dissi-
pative forces and noise satisfying the fluctuation-dissipation relation. A significant advantage
of the Langevin dynamics is the ergodicity. The Langevin piston algorithm and its exten-
sions [9, 12, 13, 15, 16, 22] combine the Langevin thermostat with suitable barostats to
maintain constant temperature and pressure.

In this work, we consider a system of N particles with masses {mi}Ni=1, positions {ri}Ni=1

and momenta {pi}Ni=1, contained within a cubic periodic box of length L and volume V =
L3. The particles interact with each other through some certain potential under constant
pressure P0 and temperature T0. For compactness, we fix N , set d = 3N and define

r = (r1, · · · , rN ) ∈ Td
L,

p = (p1, · · · ,pN ) ∈ Rd,

m = diag(m1I3, · · · ,mNI3),

(1.1)

where Td
L represents a d-dimensional torus with side length L. The potential energy of the

system is denoted by U(r;V ), indicating the dependence on the volume of the simulation
box, and the stationary distribution of the NPT ensemble is given by

π(dr, dp, dV ) ∝ exp

ï
−β
Å
U(r;V ) +

1

2
pTm−1p+ P0V

ãò
drdpdV, (1.2)

where β = (kBT0)
−1 with kB denoting the Boltzmann constant and T0 the temperature.

An important statistics to evaluate the performance of our algorithm is the instantaneous
pressure of the system, given by

P =
1

3V
pTm−1p− 1

3V
rT∇rU(r;V )− ∂

∂V
U(r;V ). (1.3)

There are two important pressure virial theorems associated with the NPT ensemble and
both of them are invariant properties of the NPT ensemble.

⟨P ⟩ = P0,

⟨PV ⟩ = P0⟨V ⟩ − β−1,
(1.4)
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where ⟨·⟩ denotes the NPT ensemble average. The first theorem relates the internal and
external pressure, ensuring that the constant pressure condition is satisfied. The second
theorem relates the internal and external work, which is critical for verifying the equilibrium
and correctness of molecular dynamics simulations in NPT conditions. Interested readers
can refer to [27, Appendix B] for the verification of these two theorems and further details.

By introducing an artificial mass M and a momentum variable pV for the cell, the
following equations of motion has been derived in [25, Eq. (3.13)], which can give the target
NPT ensemble:

ṙ = m−1p+
V̇

3V
r, ṗ = −∇rU −

V̇

3V
p− γp+

√
2β−1γmẆ ,

V̇ =
pV

M
, ṗV = −∂H

∂V
− γ̃(V )pV +

»
2β−1γ̃(V )M ẆV ,

(1.5)

where γ = diag(γ1I3, · · · , γNI3) and γ̃(V ) are the friction coefficients of p and pV , respec-
tively, each component of W ∈ Rd and WV ∈ R are independent standard Wiener processes.
The Hamiltonian (see [25]) is given by

H(s,ps, V, pV ) = U(V 1/3s;V ) + P0V +
1

2
V −2/3ps,Tm−1ps +

(pV )2

2M
, (1.6)

where s = V −1/3r is the reduced variable and ps = V 1/3p is the conjugate variable of s.
With this Hamiltonian, the Langevin system (1.5) can be written as

ds =
∂H

∂ps
dt, dps = −∂H

∂s
dt− V 2/3γm

∂H

∂ps
dt+ V 1/3

√
2β−1γm dW ,

dV =
∂H

∂pV
dt, dpV = −∂H

∂V
dt−Mγ̃(V )

∂H

∂pV
dt+

»
2β−1γ̃(V )M dWV .

(1.7)

We remark that the instantaneous pressure (1.3) satisfies ∂H
∂V = P0 − P .

Note that the artificial mass M of the volume has no actual physical meaning, and thus
we are concerned with the zero-mass limit M → 0, which makes more sense and is more
convenient for simulations. It has been verified in [25] that the limit equation for V coincides
with the stochastic cell rescaling method [5], which is an overdamped Langevin equation for
V without introducing an artificial mass M . However, the complete limit equations of
motion are unclear, particularly for r and p. In fact, the limits for the compressibility term
V̇ /(3V )dt = dV/(3V ) in the equations for r and p are unclear. In the M > 0 case, V is
absolutely continuous and the quadratic variation of V vanishes. However, the quadratic
variation of V is nontrivial in the zero-mass limit, which could possibly bring nontrivial
contribution for the limit of dV/(3V ). In fact, one can verify directly that if one use the
same equations of r and p with the limit equation of V , the NPT ensemble is not the
invariant measure.

In this paper, we first identify the limit of the equations for r and p so that the correct
target NPT ensemble can be kept. As we shall see, this limit equation is helpful for the
justification of some numerical methods used in [5]. Furthermore, considering that the
volume V should always be positive, we will design the friction coefficients suitably so that
this can be guaranteed. For the purpose of discretization for simulations, we employ a
change of variable, which together with the suitably chosen friction coefficient would give an
additive noise in the equation. Based on this, we design a second order weak scheme using
the operator splitting technique.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we derive the zero-mass limit
of Eq. (1.5), which preserves the target NPT ensemble. Section 3 introduces two simple
first-order numerical schemes and Section 4 introduces a second-order Langevin sampler that
preserves the positive volume of the simulation box. Finally, we perform some numerical
experiments to validate the effectiveness and applicability of our Langevin sampler across
different scenarios in Section 5.
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2 Equations of motion

In this section, we first derive the zero-mass limit of Eq. (1.5), and in particular, the
equations for r and p. Then, we verify that under a specially designed friction coefficient
γ(V ), our equations of motion are well-defined and preserve the correct NPT ensemble.

As mentioned in the introduction, the issue is that the limit of rdV/(3V ) and pdV/(3V )
are unclear. Our key observation is that we may go back to the original system of equations
(1.7). This system of equations is not used in simulations eventually but it reflects the
structure of the system. Note that the Jacobian of this change of variable for (s,ps)↔ (r,p)
is 1. One may find that the equations of motion are then given by:

ds = V −2/3m−1psdt,

dps = −V 1/3∇rUdt− γpsdt+ V 1/3
√

2β−1γm dW ,

dV =
pV

M
dt, dpV = −∂H

∂V
dt− γ̃(V )pV dt+

»
2β−1γ̃(V )M dWV .

(2.1)

Using the new variables, it is clear that the equations for s and ps are much more straightfor-
ward and there are no trouble terms similar to rdV/(3V ) or pdV/(3V ). This gives possibility
to derive the correct limit equations of motion for the NPT ensemble.

Consider the rescaled friction

γ(V ) = Mγ̃(V ), (2.2)

which we shall fix in the zero mass limit M → 0. According to the Smoluchowski–Kramers
approximation result in [19, Theorem 1], if the functions involved are sufficiently nice, the
V -component of the solution of Eq. (2.1), denoted by V M

t to indicate the dependence on
M , converges to the solution of

dV = − 1

γ(V )

Å
∂H
∂V

+
1

βγ(V )

dγ(V )

dV

ã
dt+

 
2

βγ(V )
dWV , (2.3)

where

H(s,ps, V ) = U(V 1/3s;V ) +
1

2
V −2/3(ps)Tm−1ps + P0V. (2.4)

Here, ∂H/∂V is taken by fixing s so that H also satisfies

∂H
∂V
|s = P0 − P, (2.5)

where P is the instantaneous pressure introduced in (1.3). Note that

U(V 1/3s;V ) +
1

2
V −2/3(ps)Tm−1ps = U(r;V ) +

1

2
pTm−1p,

so the physical meaning of H is actually the enthalpy of the system. Denoting the solution of
Eq. (2.3) by Vt, the Smoluchowski–Kramers approximation result in [19, Theorem 1] states
that, under certain assumptions (the function H is sufficiently nice) and the same initial
condition V M

0 = V0, it holds that

lim
M→0

E

[Ç
sup

0≤t≤T

∣∣V M
t − Vt

∣∣å2
]
= 0. (2.6)

We remark that our system of equations look more complicated as there is coupling with
the equations of r and p so the rigorous justification for our system is still unavailable.
Nevertheless, we will assume (2.6) to investigate the limit of the equations for the first two
variables.

By (2.6), there is a sequence that converges almost surely under the uniform norm.
We will then fix this sequence of V M

t without relabelling. Below, we consider a simplified
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problem to derive the limit equations. That is, we fix a sequence of convergent V M
t under

the uniform convergence norm, and consider the limit. In other words, the sequence of V M
t

is thus given, and we aim to show that the (s,ps)-component of the solution of Eq. (2.1),

denoted by (sMt ,ps,M
t ), converges in L2, with respect to the topology on CR6N ([0, T ]), to

the (s,ps)-component of the solution of the following equations

ds =
∂H
∂ps

dt = V −2/3m−1psdt,

dps = −∂H
∂s

dt− V 2/3γm
∂H

∂ps
dt+ V 1/3

√
2β−1γm dW

= −V 1/3∇rUdt− γpsdt+ V 1/3
√
2β−1γm dW ,

dV = − 1

γ(V )

Å
∂H
∂V

+
1

βγ(V )

dγ(V )

dV

ã
dt+

 
2

βγ(V )
dWV ,

(2.7)

if they share the same initial conditions.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that the potential U is twice continuously differentiable and Eq.
(2.1) and Eq. (2.7) share the same initial conditions. Let the probability space for WV be
(Ω1,F1,P1) and the probability space for W be (Ω2,F2,P2). We assume also that for P1-
almost every ω1 ∈ Ω1, the V -component of the solution of Eq. (2.7) has positive upper and
lower bounds (the bounds could depend on ω1), and the convergence of V M

t with respect to
ω2 ∈ Ω2 is uniform. Then, it holds that

lim
k→∞

E
ñ

sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣sMt − st
∣∣2 + sup

0≤t≤T

∣∣ps,M
t − ps

t

∣∣2∣∣∣F1

ô
= 0, (2.8)

where (st,p
s
t ) is the (s,ps)-component of the solution of Eq. (2.7).

Proof of Proposition 2.1. For the conditioning expectation, it is enough to fix ω1 ∈ Ω1 such
that V M

t converges to Vt (since such ω1 has probability 1). By the assumption, we can find
V ′
u > V ′

l > 0 such that V ′
l ≤ Vt ≤ V ′

u for this fixed ω1. Moreover, by the assumption on the
convergence of V M

t , we find that forM small enough, one has Vl := V ′
l /2 ≤ V M

t ≤ 2V ′
u =: Vu.

Below in the proof here, we will use E(·) to indicate the expectation on Ω2 by fixing such
ω1 ∈ Ω1, for the ease of notations.

Note that U is twice continuously differentiable and thus there exists C0 > 0 such that

|∇rU |, |∇r∂V U |, |∇2
rU | ≤ C0, ∀V ∈ [Vl, Vu],∀s ∈ Td

1.

where all these functions are evaluated at (V 1/3s;V ). With this, it is straightforward to
find that

E sup
0≤t′≤t

|ps
t′ |2 ≤ C + CE

∫ t

0

sup
0≤s′≤s

|ps
s′ |2ds+ C(T )E sup

0≤t′≤t

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t′

0

V 1/3
s dW s

∣∣∣∣∣
2

Applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy (BDG) inequality [3, 11], the last term is bounded.
Hence, E sup0≤t′≤t |ps

t′ |2 ≤ C(T ) by Grönwall’s inequality.
Due to the boundedness of these quantities, it is straightforward to find

|sMt − st| ≤ C

∫ t

0

|ps,M
s − ps

s |ds+ |V M
s − Vs||ps

s | ds,

|ps,M
t − ps

t | ≤ C

∫ t

0

|V M
s − Vs| ds+ C

∫ 1

0

|sMs − ss|+ |ps,M
s − ps

s | ds

+

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

î
(V M

s )1/3 − V
1/3
t

ó√
2β−1γm dW s

∣∣∣∣∣ .
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Taking the square on both sides, taking the supremum over t ∈ [0, T ], one has

E sup
0≤t′≤t

|sMt′ − st′ |2 ≤ C(T )

∫ t

0

E sup
0≤s′≤s

|ps,M
s′ − ps

s′ |2ds

+ C(T )

∫ T

0

∥∥∥ sup
0≤t1≤T

|V M
t1 − Vt1 |

∥∥∥2
∞
E sup

0≤s′≤s
|ps

s′ |2 ds,

E sup
0≤t′≤t

|ps,M
t′ − ps

t′ |2 ≤ C(T )
∥∥∥ sup

0≤t1≤T
|V M

t1 − Vt1 |
∥∥∥2
∞

+ C(T )

∫ t

0

E sup
0≤s′≤s

|sMs′ − ss′ |2 ds

+ C(T )

∫ t

0

E sup
0≤s′≤s

|ps,M
s′ − ps

s′ |2 ds+R1(t),

where

R1(t) = C(T )E sup
0≤t′≤t

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t′

0

î
(V M

s )1/3 − V 1/3
s

ó√
2β−1γm dW s

∣∣∣∣∣
2

.

Applying the BDG inequality again, one finds that

R1(t) ≤ C(T )E sup
0≤t′≤t

∫ t′

0

|(V M
s )1/3 − V 1/3

s |2 ds ≤ C(T )
∥∥∥ sup

0≤t1≤T
|V M

t1 − Vt1 |
∥∥∥2
∞
.

According to the Grönwall’s inequality, it holds that

E
ñ

sup
0≤t′≤t

∥∥sMt′ − st′
∥∥2 + sup

0≤t′≤t

∥∥ps,M
t′ − ps

t′

∥∥2ô ≤ C(T )
∥∥∥ sup

0≤t1≤T
|V M

t1 − Vt1 |
∥∥∥2
∞
.

Hence, the claim holds.

Note that the assumptions on the convergence of V M
t in Proposition 2.1 seems a little bit

strong. However, since the Smoluchowski–Kramers approximation result in [19, Theorem 1]
is about the randomness brought by WV , while the randomness in W only affects V through
H. As we have assumed that H is nice, we can expect that the assumption is reasonable.
One may investigate the convergence here rigorously in the future (the problem for the case
without W is also interesting). Though this justification cannot be used as a rigorous proof,
we regard it as a convincing derivation. Besides, we will start with the limit equations Eq.
(2.7) directly to show that it has the desired properties and it can preserve the correct NPT
ensemble.

From Eq. (2.7), one can change back to the variables r = V 1/3s and p = V −1/3ps by
applying Itô’s formula. Then, one can find that the equations for r and p are given by the
following.

dr = m−1p dt+
dV

3V
r − 2

9βV 2γ(V )
r dt,

dp = −∇rU dt− dV

3V
p+

4

9βV 2γ(V )
p dt− γp dt+

√
2β−1mγ dW .

(2.9)

Clearly, some extra drift terms − 2
9βV 2γ(V )r dt and

4
9βV 2γ(V )p dt originate from the quadratic

variation of V . Expressed in terms of the side length L = V 1/3 of the cubic periodic box,
the equations look more concise under the following identities:

dL

L
=

dV

3V
− 2

9βV 2γ(V )
and

dL−1

L−1
= −dV

3V
+

4

9βV 2γ(V )
.

To ensure that the volume is always positive during the evolution, we apply another change
of variable ϵ = log V similar as in [5]. Then, the equations of motion in our work are given

6



by the following system of equations

dr = m−1p dt+ r
dL

L
,

dp = −∇rU dt+ p
dL−1

L−1
− γp dt+

√
2β−1mγdW,

L = V 1/3, V = eϵ,

dϵ = − 1

V γ(V )

Å
∂H
∂V

+
1

βγ(V )

dγ(V )

dV
+

1

βV

ã
dt+

 
2

βV 2γ(V )
dWV .

(2.10)

We remark that taking γ(V ) = τp/(βTV ) in Eq. (2.10), one can recover the recently proposed
stochastic cell rescaling method [5], where the evolution of ϵ is described by the following
overdamped Langevin equation:

dϵ = −βT

τp

∂H
∂V

dt+

 
2βT

βτpV
dWV . (2.11)

Besides the equation for V , our equations of motion in (2.10) give the full complete dynamics.
In this work, we aim to propose an equation that guarantees the positivity of V (that is,

the equation for dϵ is well-defined), and moreover an equation that is easy for discretization
if we desire a second order scheme. To this end, we choose the friction coefficient to be

γ(V ) = 1/(λV 2), (2.12)

with λ > 0 such that the equation for ϵ = log V exhibits a constant diffusion coefficient (i.e.,
additive noise).

dϵ = −λ
Å
V
∂H
∂V
− β−1

ã
dt+

√
2λβ−1dWV . (2.13)

With the additive noise, some relatively simple second-order numerical schemes can be
employed for discretization, which will be discussed in Section 4. Moreover, with additive
noise, the positivity of V can be shown by assuming that U is sufficiently smooth.

In the following, we verify that (2.10) with the choice (2.12) is well-defined and our
the system of equations preserves the target NPT ensemble. We start with the following
assumption.

Assumption 2.1. For any δ > 0, there exist Vδ > 0 and Cδ > 0, such that for any V ≥ Vδ,
it holds that

V 2

∣∣∣∣∂2H
∂V 2

∣∣∣
s

∣∣∣∣ ≤ δV 2

Å
∂H
∂V

∣∣∣
s

ã2
+ Cδ(H+ 1). (2.14)

Here, the symbol ∂
∂V

∣∣∣
s
means the partial derivative is taken by holding s = V −1/3r fixed.

The Assumption 2.1 holds in our setting if U is nice enough. In fact, for the periodic
case, the potential U is given by

U(r;V ) =
∑
i<j

∑
n

Φ(rij + V 1/3n), (2.15)

where rij = ri − rj and n ∈ Z3 ranges over the three-dimensional integer column vectors.
If the Φ decays fast enough, we can establish the following result.

Lemma 2.1. Consider the potential function in (2.15). Suppose that Φ : R3 → R is a twice
continuously differentiable radially symmetric potential with the derivatives |DαΦ(r)| decay
fast enough as |r| → ∞ for |α| ≤ 2. Then, Assumption 2.1 holds.

7



Proof. A direct computation shows that

V
∂H
∂V

= P0V +
1

3

∑
i<j

∑
n

∇Φ(rij + V 1/3n)T (rij + V 1/3n)− 4

3
K (2.16)

and

V 2 ∂
2H

∂V 2
=

1

9

∑
i<j

∑
n

(rij + V 1/3n)T∇2Φ(rij + V 1/3n)(rij + V 1/3n)

− 2

9

∑
i<j

∑
n

∇Φ(rij + V 1/3n)T (rij + V 1/3n) +
20

9
K,

where K = 1
2p

Tm−1p is the kinetic energy of the system.

With the assumptions, both the series
∑

i<j

∑
n∇Φ(rij + V 1/3n)T (rij + V 1/3n) and∑

i<j

∑
n(rij + V 1/3n)T∇2Φ(rij + V 1/3n)(rij + V 1/3n) would be bounded uniformly with

respect to V ≥ Vc for some fixed Vc > 0.
Thus, for any large V , the term K would be bounded by H while the other terms would

be dominated by P0V .

Theorem 2.1. Set the friction coefficient γ(V ) = 1/(λV 2) and consider a given initial
value (r0,p0, ϵ0) so that V0 = eϵ0 > 0. Suppose that the potential U is twice continuously
differentiable and Assumption 2.1 holds. Then, Eq. (2.10) is well-defined and preserves a
positive V throughout the evolution. Furthermore, Eq. (2.10) has the distribution (1.2) as
an invariant measure (in terms of the variables (r,p, V )).

Proof. Step 1. Well-posedness and positivity of V
For any positive integers m and n, we define the stopping times

τun = inf{t > 0 : Vt ≥ n and ∥ps
t ∥2 ≥ n}

and
τ lm = inf{t > 0 : Vt ≤ 1/m}.

Then τm,n := τ lm ∧ τun is also a stopping time.
We first fix m and verify that with probability one Vt cannot diverge to +∞ before the

time T . Under γ(V ) = 1/(λV 2), Eq. (2.3) writes

dV = −λV 2 ∂H
∂V

dt+ 2λβ−1V dt+
√

2λβ−1V dWV . (2.17)

Here, we will use the variables (st,p
s
t , Vt) as they are more suited to the underlying

dissipation structure. Applying Itô’s formula to H(st,ps
t , Vt), one has∫ τm,n∧t

0

dHs =

∫ τm,n∧t

0

b(ss,p
s
s , Vs) ds+

∫ τm,n∧t

0

V
1
3
s

Å
∂H
∂ps

ã
s

·
√

2β−1γmdW s

+

∫ τm,n∧t

0

√
2λβ−1Vs

Å
∂H
∂V

ã
s

dWV,s,

(2.18)

where

b(s,ps, V ) = −λV 2

ñÅ
∂H
∂V

ã2
− β−1 ∂

2H
∂V 2

ô
+ 2λβ−1V

∂H
∂V

− V
2
3
∂H
∂ps
· γm ∂H

∂ps
+

3

β

N∑
i=1

γi, (2.19)

where 3
β

∑N
i=1 γi is β

−1V 2/3 ∂2H
(∂ps)2 : γm.

8



Fix the δ in Assumption 2.1 to be δ = β/3. Since Vs ≥ 1/m for s ≤ τm,n ∧ t, then b is
bounded when V ≤ Vδ. When V ≥ Vδ, one finds that

b ≤ −2

3
λV 2

Å
∂H
∂V

ã2
+ 2λβ−1V

∂H
∂V

+ C(H+ 1)− V
2
3
∂H
∂ps
· γm ∂H

∂ps
+

3

β

N∑
i=1

γi

≤ −1

3
λV 2

Å
∂H
∂V

ã2
+ C ′(H+ 1)− V

2
3
∂H
∂ps
· γm ∂H

∂ps
,

where the constant C ′ is independent of n (may depend on m).
Consequently, one has

EHτm,n∧t + E
∫ τm,n∧t

0

λ

3
V 2
s

Å
∂H
∂V

ã2
s

+ V 2/3 ∂H
∂ps
· γm ∂H

∂ps
ds

≤ C(m,T ) + C(m,T )

∫ t

0

EHτm,n∧s ds.

Applying the Grönwall’s inequality, one can conclude EHτm,n∧t ≤ C(m,T ) for t ≤ T ,
independent of n, and consequently

E
∫ τn∧T

0

λ

3
V 2
t

Å
∂H
∂V

ã2
t

+ V 2/3 ∂H
∂ps
· γm ∂H

∂ps
dt ≤ C(m,T ), (2.20)

with the bound independent of n.
Applying the BDG inequality and Eq. (2.20), there exist C ′′ > 0, independent of n, such

that

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ τm,n∧t

0

V
− 1

3
s ps,T

s

√
γm−1dW s

∣∣∣∣∣+ E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ τm,n∧t

0

Vs

Å
∂H
∂V

ã
s

dWV,s

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C ′′.

(2.21)

Taking the supremum with respect to t ∈ [0, T ] on both sides of Eq. (2.18), one then has

E sup
0≤t≤T

Hτm,n∧t ≤ C(m,T ) + C(m,T )

∫ T

0

E sup
0≤s≤t

Hτm,n∧s dt. (2.22)

This means that E sup0≤t≤T Hτm,n∧t ≤ C(m,T ) independent of n by Grönwall’s inequality.
Since the potential is bounded, one thus concludes by Markov’s inequality that

lim
n→∞

P(τun ≤ T ∧ τ lm) = 0. (2.23)

The event {τun ≤ T ∧ τ lm} is decreasing as n→∞, so V and |ps| will not go to +∞ in finite
time with probability one.

For the stopping time τ lm, we need to verify that with probability one, Vt cannot tend
to 0 in the time interval [0, T ]. For this purpose, we consider Eq. (2.13), or

dϵ =
λ

3

ï
V − 2

3ps,Tm−1ps − V
1
3 sT∇rU − 3V

Å
∂U

∂V

∣∣∣
s
+ P0

ãò
dt

+ λβ−1dt+
√
2λβ−1dWV . (2.24)

When ϵ < 0 or V < 1,

λ

3

ï
V − 2

3ps,Tm−1ps − V
1
3 sT∇rU − 3V

Å
∂U

∂V

∣∣∣
s
+ P0

ãò
≥ −C1,

which means that the drift is bounded below. Since the noise
√
2λβ−1dWV is additive, it

is easy to show that
lim

m→∞
P
[
τ lm ≤ T

]
= 0.
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The event {τ lm ≤ T} is decreasing as m → ∞, and thus Vt = eϵt cannot tend to 0 in finite
time with probability one.

Since the system of equations is well-posed for (s,ps, ϵ), V = eϵ is thus positive for any
fixed time interval.
Step 2. Invariant measure

We now prove the preservation of the distribution (1.2) under Eq. (2.10). Here, we will
verify the claim using variables (s,ps, ϵ). The probability distribution for NPT ensemble
under the new variables (s,ps, ϵ) is rewritten as

dµ ∝ exp
Ä
−βH(eϵ/3s, e−ϵ/3ps, eϵ)

ä
eϵdsdpsdϵ,

where the extra eϵ = dV
dϵ originates from the change of variable V → eϵ. The Fokker-Planck

equation for the variables (s,ps, ϵ) (the first two equations in (2.7) and (2.13)) is given by

∂tρ = −∇s ·
Ä
e−

2ϵ
3 m−1psρ

ä
−∇ps ·

((
−e ϵ

3∇rU − γps
)
ρ
)

− ∂ϵ

ï
−λ
Å
V
∂H
∂V
− β−1

ã
ρ

ò
+ β−1∇2

ps : (mγρ) + λβ−1∂2
ϵ ρ. (2.25)

One can easily compute that

−∇s ·
Ä
e−

2ϵ
3 m−1pse−βHeϵ

ä
−∇ps ·

((
−e ϵ

3∇rU − γps
)
e−βHeϵ

)
=e−βHeϵ

(
3
∑
i

γi − βe−
2ϵ
3 ps,Tγm−1ps

)
,

β−1∇2
ps :

(
mγe−βHeϵ

)
= e−βHeϵ

(
−3
∑
i

γi + βe−
2ϵ
3 ps,Tγm−1ps

)

Hence,

−∇s·
Ä
e−

2ϵ
3 m−1pse−βHeϵ

ä
−∇ps ·

((
−e ϵ

3∇rU − γps
)
e−βHeϵ

)
+β−1∇2

ps :
(
mγe−βHeϵ

)
= 0.

Moreover

λβ−1∂ϵ
(
e−βHeϵ

)
= −λ

Å
eϵ
∂H
∂V
− β−1

ã
e−βHeϵ.

Hence,

−∂ϵ
ï
−λ
Å
V
∂H
∂V
− β−1

ã
e−βHeϵ

ò
+ λβ−1∂2

ϵ (e
−βHeϵ) = 0.

Therefore, these terms add to zero so that e−βHeϵ is indeed a stationary solution of the
Fokker-Planck equation, which indicates that (1.2) is the invariant measure of Eq. (2.10).

Note that the equations for r and p do not appear in [5], and the schemes for r and p
follow from a simple cell rescaling. In this sense, our system of equations of motion (2.10)
concurrently substantiates the validity of the cell rescaling method. This method, though
works OK in practice, cannot guarantee that the volume is positive.

3 Some first-order schemes for the NPT ensemble

In this section, we consider some naive discretization of Eq. (2.10), which would be some
first-order schemes. These schemes, though cannot guarantee the positivity of the volume,
might be used in practice due to their simplicity.

Firstly, we recall the weak order in numerical SDE.
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Definition 3.1. A method with the one-step propagator S∗ is said to have weak order p ≥ 1
if for any smooth test function φ ∈ C∞

p and initial density ρ0 that has all orders of moments,
one has

|⟨φ,S∗ρ0 − e∆tL∗
ρ0⟩| = |⟨(S − e∆tL)φ, ρ0⟩| ≤ Cφ∆tp+1.

The method is said to converge with weak order p if for all smooth test function φ ∈ C∞
p

and initial density ρ0, one has

sup
n:n∆t≤T

|⟨φ, (S∗)nρ0 − en∆tL∗
ρ0⟩| = sup

n:n∆t≤T
|⟨(Sn − en∆tL)φ, ρ0⟩| ≤ Cφ∆tp.

First order scheme I

Applying the Euler-Maruyama scheme to the equation for V and approximating dL/L and
dL−1/L−1 by (Ln+1 − Ln)/Ln and (L−1

n+1 − L−1
n )/L−1

n , respectively, Eq. (2.10) is then
discretized as

Vn+1 =Vn −
∆t

γ(Vn)

ïÅ
∂H
∂V

ã
n

+
1

βγ(Vn)

dγ(Vn)

dV

ò
+

 
2∆t

βγ(Vn)
zVn ,

rn+1 =m−1pn∆t+ rn
Ln+1

Ln
, Ln+1 = V

1/3
n+1,

pn+1 =− (∇rU)n ∆t+ pn
Ln

Ln+1
− γpn∆t+

»
2/β∆tγmzn,

(3.1)

where
(
∂H
∂V

)
n
:= ∂H

∂V (rn,pn;Vn) and (∇rU)n := ∇rU(rn;Vn) .
The Scheme (3.1), although discretized naively using the Euler-Maruyama scheme, coin-

cides with the stochastic cell rescaling method [5] in the sense that the effects of the terms

rn
Ln+1

Ln
and pn

Ln

Ln+1
in Scheme (3.1) correspond to the position-scaling and velocity-scaling

steps in the stochastic cell rescaling method. Note that the equations for r and p do not
appear in [5], and the schemes for r and p follow from a simple cell rescaling. In this sense,
our system of equations of motion, Eq. (2.10), concurrently substantiates the validity of the
cell rescaling method. By applying the idea of operator splitting to the equations for r and
p, one can recover the Trotter integrator discussed in [5], which is also a first-order scheme.flpn+ 1

2
= e−

∆t
2 γpn +

»
(1− e−∆tγ)β−1mz(1)

n ,

pn+ 1
2
= flpn+ 1

2
− ∆t

2
∇rU(rn),

Vn+1 = Vn −
∆t

γ(Vn)

ïÅ
∂H
∂V

ã
n

+
1

βγ(Vn)

dγ(Vn)

dV

ò
+

 
2∆t

βγ(Vn)
zVn ,

rn+ 1
2
= rn +

∆t

2
m−1pn+ 1

2
,

p⋆
n+ 1

2
= pn+ 1

2

Ln

Ln+1
, r⋆n+ 1

2
= rn+ 1

2

Ln+1

Ln
, Ln+1 = V

1/3
n+1,

rn+1 = r⋆n+ 1
2
+

∆t

2
m−1p⋆

n+ 1
2
,flpn+1 = p⋆

n+ 1
2
−∇rU(rn+1)

∆t

2
,

pn+1 = e−
∆t
2 γflpn+1 +

»
(1− e−∆tγ)β−1mz(2)

n .

(3.2)

Viewing the dynamics of (r,p, V ) as a single SDE, one can readily conclude the weak
first-order convergence of Scheme (3.1) and the Trotter integrator.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that U is a twice continuously differentiable function. The weak
order of both Scheme (3.1) and the Trotter integrator (Scheme (3.2)) is 1.
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This is because the equation for V is directly discretized using the Euler-Maruyama
scheme, even though the Trotter integrator evolves the thermostat part of Eq. (2.10) exactly
and discretizes the Hamiltonian system part using the second-order velocity Verlet algorithm.
We skip the details of the verification.

First order scheme II

As we have seen in (2.9), in the limit equations for r and p, there are extra drifts arising
from the dV/(3V ) term. However, it is possible to choose a suitable time point in V such
that the scheme looks like the original equation (1.5). In particular, we aim to seek V ⋆

r

and V ⋆
p such that the following numerical scheme is a consistent scheme to the equations of

motion.

rn+1 = rn +m−1pn∆t+ rn
Vn+1 − Vn

3V ⋆
r

,

pn+1 = pn −∇rU∆t− pn

Vn+1 − Vn

3V ⋆
p

− γpn∆t+
»
2/βmγ∆t zn,

Vn+1 = Vn −
∆t

γ(Vn)

ïÅ
∂H
∂V

ã
n

+
1

βγ(Vn)

dγ(Vn)

dV

ò
+

 
2∆t

βγ(Vn)
zVn .

(3.3)

In particular, we choose V ⋆
r = V (sr,n) with sr,n = (1−ur)tn+urtn+1 for some ur ∈ (0, 1].

By Eq. (2.9),

V (sr,n) ≈ Vn −
ur∆t

γ(Vn)

ïÅ
∂H
∂V

ã
n

+
1

βγ(Vn)

dγ(Vn)

dV
− β−1

ò
+

 
2

βγ(Vn)

(
Wsr,n

−Wtn

)
,

Comparing Scheme (3.3) with Eq. (2.9), we desire to leading order the following holds

Vn+1 − Vn

3V ⋆
r

≈ Vn+1 − Vn

3Vn
− 2

9βV 2
n γ(Vn)

∆t. (3.4)

Substituting V ⋆
r into the above equation, one thus requires the following

3V 2
n

Å
−∆t

ïÅ
∂H
∂V

ã
n

+
1

βγ(Vn)

dγ(Vn)

dV

ò
+
»
2/βγ(Vn)

(
Wtn+1

−Wtn

)ã
≈
Ç
Vn −

ur∆t

γ(Vn)

ïÅ
∂H
∂V

ã
n

+
1

βγ(Vn)

dγ(Vn)

dV
− β−1

ò
+

 
2

βγ(Vn)

(
Wsr,n

−Wtn

)å
×
ñ
3Vn

Ç
−∆t

ïÅ
∂H
∂V

ã
n

+
1

βγ(Vn)

dγ(Vn)

dV

ò
+

 
2

βγ(Vn)

(
Wtn+1

−Wtn

)å
− 2∆t

βγ(Vn)

ô
.

Since
(
Wsr,n

−Wtn

) (
Wtn+1

−Wtn

)
→ ur∆t, on thus finds

ur = 1/3. (3.5)

Therefore, we choose V ⋆
r = Vn+1/3. Similarly, one can choose V ⋆

p = Vn+2/3 for the second
equation to be consistent.

The scheme (3.3) is interesting in the sense that it is consistent for both M > 0 and
M → 0. In this sense, the discretization in r and p can preserve the asymptotics.

These two schemes here are interesting in their own sense. The disadvantages are that
they are only first order and there is no theoretic guarantee of the positivity of the volume.
In the next section, we will choose a suitable friction function γ(V ) and propose our scheme
based on the equations of motion.

4 A second-order Langevin sampler for NPT ensemble
preserving positive volume

In this section, we propose a second-order Langevin sampler for the NPT ensemble based
on the result in Theorem 2.1, which ensures that the volume of the periodic box is always
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positive throughout the simulation. In particular, the equations of motion would be (2.10)
with the equation for ϵ specifically given by (2.13). As mentioned, the key observation is that
the noise in (2.13) is additive, and our approach will be based on the operator splitting [23,
24]. In fact, with multiplicative noise, the Taylor expansion of the conditional expectation of
test functions would involve derivative terms of the diffusion coefficient, making it challenging
to design a second-order scheme.

Note that Eq. (2.10) has the following three main parts, which represent different physics
in the equations:

(1) Hamiltonian dynamics

(H)

®
dr = m−1p dt,

dp = −∇rU dt.
(4.1)

(2) Thermostat

(T) dp = −γp dt+
√
2mγβ−1 dW . (4.2)

(3) Barostat and stochastic rescaling

(B)

®
dϵ = −λ

(
V ∂H

∂V − β−1
)
dt+

√
2λβ−1dWV ,

dr = r dL
L , dp = pdL−1

L−1 , with L = eϵ/3.
(4.3)

The Barostat and stochastic rescaling part (i.e. (B) ) looks complicated at the first
glance but it in fact has a simple dynamics due to the following observation.

Lemma 4.1. The reduced coordinates s = L−1r and the corresponding momenta ps = Lp
are invariant under the third part, Eq. (4.3), which means

ds = 0, dps = 0. (4.4)

Proof. The conclusion can be verified by applying the Itô’s formula. In fact,

ds = rdL−1 + L−1dr + d[L−1, r] = r
(
−L−2dL+ L−3d[L]

)
+ L−1r

dL

L
− L−3d[L]r = 0.

where [X] denotes the quadratic variation of X, and [X,Y ] = [ 12 (X + Y )] − [ 12 (X − Y )] is
the quadratic covariation of X and Y . Verification of dps = 0 is similar.

Hence, the evolution (4.3) reduces to the dynamics of the barostat with s and ps fixed.
This dynamics has no exact solution. However, since it is a single SDE with an additive noise,
there are many convenient second order schemes to solve it. In particular, we implement
the following prediction-correction scheme, which is a second-order Runge-Kutta scheme.{

ϵEM
n+1 = ϵn − λ

Ä
Vn

∂H
∂V

∣∣
Vn

− β−1
ä
∆t+

√
2∆tλβ−1 zVn ,

ϵn+1 = ϵn − λ
(
Vn

∂H
∂V

∣∣
Vn

+ V EM
n+1

∂H
∂V

∣∣
V EM
n+1

− 2β−1
)

∆t
2

+
√

2λ∆tβ−1 zVn .
(4.5)

Here, ∂H
∂V

∣∣
V EM
n+1

indicates that H is viewed as the function of (s,ps, V ) and V is updated to

V EM
n+1. In particular, the following update shall be used in the implementation if H is given

as a function of (r,p, V )

rEM
n+1 ←

LEM
n+1

Ln
rn, pEM

n+1 ←
Ln

LEM
n+1

pn.

After ϵn+1 is obtained, the stochastic rescaling for r and p is then solved as follows:

rn+1 ←
Ln+1

Ln
rn, pn+1 ←

Ln

Ln+1
pn. (4.6)
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We remark that, since the noise in Eq. (4.3) is additive, Scheme (4.5) achieves second-order
weak convergence without the need to evaluate derivatives of the diffusion coefficient, and
only one standard normal variable is sampled at each time step.

The other two parts are relatively standard in literature. For example, the thermostat
(4.2), which evolves p over time ∆t under the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process dp = −γp dt +√
2β−1mγ dW , can be explicitly integrated as follows:

p(t+∆t) = e−∆tγp(t) +
»
(1− e−2∆tγ)β−1mz,

where z is a d-dimensional vector with each component drawn from a normal distribution
with zero mean and unit variance.

For the Hamiltonian dynamics (4.1), we again split it into

(D) ṙ = m−1p, (4.7)

and

(F) ṗ = −∇rU. (4.8)

Here the labels ”D” and ”F” are short for ”displacement” and ”force”. The benefit of this
splitting is that the simple Euler’s method is exact for both dynamics. For example, the
symplectic Euler’s method can be viewed as the solver associated with this splitting.

The law of X := [rT ,pT , ϵ]T , denoted by µt := µ(r,p, ϵ; t), satisfies the following Fokker-
Planck equation

∂tµt = L∗µt, (4.9)

where L represents the generator of the process and L∗ is the adjoint operator of L. The
solution to Eq. (4.9) can be formally written as µt = etL

⋆

µ0. Let the generators for (D),
(F ), (T ) and (B) be LT , LF , LT and LB respectively. The law of the process under these
systems of equations would evolve according to the semigroups etL

∗
i where i = D,F, T,B.

With these notations, we propose the following splitting method with propagator

e
∆t
2 L∗

T e
∆t
2 L∗

F e
∆t
2 L∗

De∆tL∗
Be

∆t
2 L∗

De
∆t
2 L∗

F e
∆t
2 L∗

T := e∆tL∗
s . (4.10)

The corresponding algorithm is displayed in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 (Second order Langevin sampler)

1: Conduct the thermostat for half a step:flpn+ 1
2
= e−

∆t
2 γpn +

»
(1− e−∆tγ)β−1mz(1)

n . (4.11)

2: Evolve the Hamiltonian dynamics by updating p followed by r for half-a-step:

pn+ 1
2
= flpn+ 1

2
− ∆t

2
∇rU(rn), rn+ 1

2
= rn +

∆t

2
m−1pn+ 1

2
. (4.12)

3: Conduct the barostat for a full step using (4.5) and (4.6):{
Vn+1 = eϵn+1 , Ln+1 = V

1
3
n+1,

r⋆
n+ 1

2

= Ln+1

Ln
rn+ 1

2
, p⋆

n+ 1
2

= Ln

Ln+1
pn+ 1

2
.

(4.13)

4: Evolve the Hamiltonian dynamics by updating r followed by p for half-a-step:

rn+1 = r⋆n+ 1
2
+m−1p⋆

n+ 1
2

∆t

2
, flpn+1 = p⋆

n+ 1
2
−∇rU(rn+1)

∆t

2
. (4.14)

5: Conduct the thermostat for half a step:

pn+1 = e−
∆t
2 γflpn+1 +

»
(1− e−∆tγ)β−1mz(2)

n . (4.15)
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Since the numerical solutions are all constructed explicitly, we easily conclude the fol-
lowing.

Proposition 4.1. The numerical solution (rn,pn, ϵn) is well-defined for all n ≥ 0 and thus
Vn = eϵn is positive for all n ≥ 0.

Next, we investigate the order of the accuracy for the splitting method in (4.10). In
fact, the order of the propagators e∆tL∗

i is symmetric, and only the barostat part is solved
with a second order weak scheme while others are solved exactly. Let P∗

B be the operator
that approximates e∆tL∗

B in the numerical scheme for the evolution of the law. Then, the
evolution of the law after one-step of the numerical method is given by

S∗ = e
∆t
2 L∗

T e
∆t
2 L∗

F e
∆t
2 L∗

DP∗
Be

∆t
2 L∗

De
∆t
2 L∗

F e
∆t
2 L∗

T . (4.16)

We then conclude that the method has the second order weak accuracy.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that the potential function U is a smooth function. The splitting
method proposed in Algorithm 1 is a second order weak scheme for solving the corresponding
SDE (2.10) with the particular choice of friction (2.12).

We first note a well-known fact in for splitting, stating that a symmetry propagator
splitting has second-order accuracy.

e
∆t
2 L1 · · · e∆t

2 Ln−1e∆tLne
∆t
2 Ln−1 · · · e∆t

2 L1 = e∆t
∑n

i=1 Li +O(∆t3), (4.17)

where we assume that esLi is a strongly continuous semigroup. In fact, for the case n = 2,
applying the BCH formula yields

e
∆t
2 L1e∆tL2e

∆t
2 L1

=exp

ß
∆t

2
L1 +∆tL2 +

1

2
[
∆t

2
L1,∆tL2] +O(∆t3)

™
e

∆t
2 L1

=exp

ß
∆t

2
L1 +∆tL2 +

∆t2

4
[L1,L2] +

∆t

2
L1 +

∆t2

2
[
1

2
L1 + L2,

1

2
L1] +O(∆t3)

™
=e∆t(L1+L2) +O(∆t3),

(4.18)

where [X,Y ] = XY − Y X is the Lie bracket. The second-order terms of ∆t offset due to
the symmetry. For the case n > 2, Eq. (4.17) can be established by recursion on n. With
this fact, we actually have the following claim.

Lemma 4.2. Consider the generators Li in (4.10). For distribution ρ0 that has all orders
of moments of (r,p, V ), and any test function φ ∈ C∞

p , for ∆t small enough, the following
hold

|⟨e∆tLsφ− e∆tLφ, ρ0⟩| ≤ Cφ∆t3. (4.19)

where the constant Cφ depends on φ and ρ0 but independent of ∆t.

Proof. First note that the coefficients of the generators are smooth (see (2.16) for the formula
of V ∂H/∂V ). The proof is actually very straightforward by the BCH formula, by noting
that all the operators (including those in the remainder O(∆t3)) acting on φ ∈ C∞

p gives a
function that is integrable against ρ0.

With the observation, Proposition 4.2 then follows directly since the only difference is
that e∆tLB is approximated by PB with one-step third order weak error. Then, fixing any
ρ0 that has finite moments of any order, one then has (note that S is the dual of (4.16))

|⟨Sφ− e∆tLsφ, ρ0⟩| ≤ Cφ∆t3.

To prove that the method converges on finite interval [0, T ] with weak order 2, one needs
to control the tails of the numerical density or the density for the time continuous equations.
Moreover, what we care about is the error of the invariant measure. This needs the ergodicity
of the Markov chain generated by the numerical propagator. Together with some mixing
properties of the numerical propagator, the weak convergence order of the invariant measure
can be shown to be 2 as well. We find the rigorous study of these theoretic properties needs
significant extra effort and we would like to leave them for future study.
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5 Numerical Examples

In this section, a free gas model, an artificial interacting particle system and the Lennard-
Jones fluid are used as test cases to validate the effectiveness and applicability of our
second-order Langevin sampler across different scenarios. First, the free gas model facil-
itates straightforward testing under ideal conditions, serving as a baseline for evaluating
algorithm performance. Second, an interacting particle system with artificial interaction
further demonstrates the second-order convergence of our algorithm. Finally, the Lennard-
Jones fluid, a standard model in molecular simulations characterized by its interacting po-
tential, tests the robustness of our algorithm in more complex, realistic scenarios and higher
dimensional spaces.

Taking all the periodic boxes into account, the potential U is given by (2.15). In this
setting, it is not convenient to use the viral formula (1.3) to compute the pressure. Instead,
we compute the partial derivative of the energy with respect to V by fixing s and ps directly.

P =− ∂

∂V

Å
U(V 1/3s;V )− 1

2
V −2/3ps,Tm−1ps

ã
=

1

3V
pTm−1p− 1

3V

∑
1≤i<j≤N

∑
n

Ä
rij + V 1/3n

äT
∇Φ
Ä
rij + V 1/3n

ä
.

(5.1)

5.1 Free gas

In this example, we consider the simplest model: the free gas with Φ = 0. In this setting,
the N particles move independently within the simulation box, with neither interactions
between particles nor external forces acting upon them. The dynamics is then governed by
the thermostat and the barostat. The marginal distribution of the stationary distribution
with respect to V is given by

ρV (V ) =
(βP0)

N+1

N !
V Ne−βP0V . (5.2)
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Figure 1: Marginal distribution of the stationary distribution concerning V . Left panel: the
numerical results of the experiment with N = 1 particle. Right panel: the numerical results
of the experiment with N = 100 particles. In both panels. the red circles are the empirical
density obtained by 107 iterations with a time step of ∆t = 10−3 while the blue curve is the
exact density (5.2). The empirical density is perfectly overlapping with the exact one.

In the simulations, we set P0 = 1.0 and β = 1.0. We perform 107 iterations with a time
step of ∆t = 10−3 to sample from the target ensemble, using particle numbers N = 1 and
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N = 100, respectively. Samples are collected at every iteration, with no samples discarded
at the beginning of the iteration. Figure 1 illustrates the numerical solution of the marginal
distribution with respect to V , demonstrating that the empirical distribution (red circles)
is indistinguishable from the exact distribution (blue curve).
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Figure 2: Relative error verse time step with the left panel for Scheme (3.1) and the right
panel for Algorithm 1. The numerical results obtained by taking the time step ∆tref = 2−14

serve as the reference solution. The solid curves of various colors present the relative errors
in different test functions, as shown in the legend. The magenta dotted curve indicates the
second-order convergence rate.

In the following, we numerically verify that our proposed scheme has second-order ac-
curacy. We set the number of particles to N = 400 and fix the total evolution time to
TE = 1.0. The numerical result obtained with a time step of ∆tref = 2−14 is used as the
reference solution. Letting φ denote the test function used to measure the weak order of
convergence, the relative error is calculated as:∣∣∣∣∣ 1K

K∑
k=1

φ
(ℓ)
TE,k
− 1

K

K∑
k=1

φ
(0)
TE,k

∣∣∣∣∣
/

1

K

K∑
k=1

φ
(0)
TE,k

(5.3)

where φ
(ℓ)
TE,k denotes the k-th sample of the numerical approximation of φ at time TE,

computed by taking the time step ∆t = 2−ℓ with ℓ = 9, . . . , 13. There are K = 106 samples

in total, and the test functions chosen are φ = V, V 2 and e−V 1/2

. Figure 2 presents the
relative errors in these test functions, with the left panel corresponding to Scheme (3.1) and
the right panel corresponding to Algorithm 1. One can see from Figure 2 that Scheme (3.1)
converges in first order while Algorithm 1 converges second order.

5.2 An artificial interacting particle system

In the second toy example, we consider interaction between particles in the form of:

Φ(rij) =
1

1 + |rij |4
, (5.4)

where rij = ri − rj is the three-dimensional displacement from locations rj to ri. Taking
the images in the periodic boxes into account, each particle i interacts with not only all
the other particles j ̸= i in the current box but also their periodic images. Therefore, the
potential of the whole system is

U(r;V ) =
∑

1≤i<j≤N

wiwj

∑
n

Φ(rij + V 1/3n), (5.5)
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where wi denotes the weight of particle i, and n ∈ Z3 ranges over the three-dimensional
integer column vectors.

Remark 5.1. We remark that for the Coulomb potential,
∑

n Φ(rij + V 1/3n) is divergent
and one must use the charge neutral conditions to rearrange the summation to compute the
total energy.

We consider indistinguishable particles such that wi = w for i = 1, . . . , N . Noting
that the interaction potential gradually vanishes for as |r| increases, we only consider the
images in the surrounding boxes sharing faces with the original boxes. Therefore, the force
is approximated by

F i ≈ w2
∑
j ̸=i

∑
n∈N

4
∣∣rij + V 1/3n

∣∣2 (rij + V 1/3n
)Ä

1 +
∣∣rij + V 1/3n

∣∣4ä2 , (5.6)

where N = {0} ∪ {n ∈ Z3 : ∥n∥ = 1}, and the pressure is approximated by

P ≈ pTm−1p

3V
+

w2

3V

∑
1≤i<j≤N

∑
n∈N

4
∣∣rij + V 1/3n

∣∣4Ä
1 +

∣∣rij + V 1/3n
∣∣4ä2 . (5.7)

Setting the number of particles to N = 10, the pressure to P0 = 1.0 and the temperature
to kBT0 = 2.0, we are going to verify the second-order weak convergence rate again. Similar
to the above example, we fix the total evolution time to TE = 1.0 and use the numerical
result obtained with a time step of ∆tref = 2−12 as the reference solution. Here, we use

V , P , ρ = N/V and
√
V e−

√
V as the test functions and we collect K = 106 samples. The

relative errors (defined in Eq. (5.3)) in the numerical solutions computed by taking the
time step of ∆t = 2−ℓ, ℓ = 7, . . . , 11 are presented in Figure 3, which again exhibits the
second-order convergence rate. For comparison, we also give the relative errors of Scheme
(3.1), where the reference solution is given by the numerical solution of taking the time step
∆tref = 2−14, since Scheme (3.1) cannot tolerate relatively large time step such as 2−8.

10 3

t

10 4

10 3

10 2

re
la

tiv
e 

er
ro

r

k=1
k=2
V

V2

Ve V

10 3

t

10 4

10 3

10 2

re
la

tiv
e 

er
ro

r

k=1
k=2
V

P
Ve V

Figure 3: Relative error verse time step. Left panel: results obtained by Scheme (3.1).
The reference solution is given by the numerical result of taking time step∆tref = 2−14.
The right panel: results obtained by Algorithm 1. The reference solution is given by the
numerical result of taking time step∆tref = 2−12. For both panels, the solid curves of various
colors present the relative errors in different test functions, as shown in the legend. The
magenta dotted curve indicates the second-order convergence rate while the black dotted
curve indicates the first-order convergence rate.
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(a) N = 5

P0 0.25 0.5 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 8.0

E1 0.0009 1.8E-5 0.0004 2.3E-5 0.0003 0.0005 0.0003 0.0003 0.0002 0.0001
E2 0.0103 0.0107 0.0109 0.0112 0.0112 0.0112 0.0113 0.0114 0.0114 0.0114

(b) N = 10

P0 0.25 0.5 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 8.0

E1 0.0004 0.0004 0.0011 0.0008 0.0007 0.0004 0.0004 0.0004 0.0004 0.0003
E2 0.0160 0.0156 0.0154 0.0152 0.0152 0.0151 0.0151 0.0150 0.0150 0.0150

(c) N = 100

P0 0.25 0.5 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 8.0

E1 3.1E-4 4.1E-4 2.7E-4 1.7E-4 1.3E-4 9.6E-5 7.9E-5 5.8E-5 4.6E-5 4.0E-5
E2 0.0313 0.0308 0.030 0.029 0.027 0.0260 0.0245 0.0228 0.0210 0.0195

Table 1: Relative errors in the statistics of pressure virial theorems under different pressure
P0, where E1 and E2 is given by Eq. (5.10). Here, all the experiments are conducted under
time step size ∆t = 10−5 with 108 iterations.

5.3 Lennard-Jones fluid

We now test our scheme on the simulation of a Lennard-Jones fluid in the NPT ensemble. In
this scenario, the interaction between particles is modelled by the Lennard-Jones potential

ULJ(rij) = 4

ñÅ
1

rij

ã12
−
Å

1

rij

ã6ô
, (5.8)

where rij = |ri−rj | denotes the distance between two particles located at ri and rj . Noting
that the Lennard-Jones potential diminishes significantly as the distance between particles
increases, we employ a cutoff distance rc = max{L/2, 2.5} with L = V 1/3 and ignore the
interactions between particles at distances greater than rc, which coincides with the setting
in [5, Section III.A]. Therefore, the force and the pressure is approximated by

F i ≈ 24
∑
j ̸=i

Å
2
∣∣∣rij + V 1/3n⋆

ij

∣∣∣−14
−
∣∣∣rij + V 1/3n⋆

ij

∣∣∣−8
ãÄ

rij + V 1/3n⋆
ij

ä
,

P ≈ pTm−1p

3V
+

8

V

∑
1≤i<j≤N

Å
2
∣∣∣rij + V 1/3n⋆

ij

∣∣∣−12
−
∣∣∣rij + V 1/3n⋆

ij

∣∣∣−6
ã (5.9)

where n⋆
ij = argminn

∣∣rij + V 1/3n
∣∣ indicates the periodic box containing the image of j

such that the distance between i and j is minimized.
In our experiment, simulations of system with different number of particlesN = 5, 10, 100

are performed under fixed temperature kBT0 = 2.0 and various pressure P0. All the particles
initially located at a uniform lattice within the simulation box. 108 iterations are performed
with a time step of ∆t = 10−5 in all the simulations. Relative errors in ⟨P ⟩ and ⟨PV ⟩−P0⟨V ⟩
are denoted by

E1 =
|⟨P ⟩ − P0|

P0
and E2 = β

∣∣⟨PV ⟩ − P0⟨V ⟩+ β−1
∣∣ , (5.10)

respectively. One can see from Table 1 and Figure 4 (ensemble averages of the simulation
with N = 100 particles) that all the simulations capture the NPT ensemble well under
different pressure P0, which verifies the pressure virial theorems Eq. (1.4) and therefore
comfirms the validity of the NPT ensemble. Figure 5 shows the ensemble average of pressure,
⟨P ⟩, under various ensemble average of density, ⟨ρ⟩ := N/⟨V ⟩, from which one can see that
the numerical results of N = 100 and N = 200 particles (green diamonds and red stars,
respectively) capture the reference solution (black curve) given by the fitting curve provided
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Figure 4: Left panel: Ensemble average ⟨P ⟩ under different pressure P0. Right panel:
Ensemble average ⟨PV ⟩ under different pressure P0. For both panels, the numerical results
are from simulations of the system with N = 10 particles. The ensembles averages (red
squares) are finely overlapped with the theoretical values (blue dotted line), which are P0

for ⟨P ⟩ and P0⟨V ⟩ − β−1 for ⟨PV ⟩, respectively, according to the pressure virial theorems
Eq. (1.4).
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Figure 5: The ensemble average of pressure ⟨P ⟩ verse the ensemble average of density
⟨ρ⟩ = ⟨N/V ⟩. The blue triangles, orange circles, green diamonds and red stars represent the
numerical results of the systems with N = 5, 10, 100 and 200 particles, respectively. The
results of N = 100 and N = 200 particles are closely aligned with the reference solution
given by the fitting curve in [20] (blue curve), indicating that the relation between ⟨P ⟩ and
⟨ρ⟩ converges as N →∞.
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in [20] well, indicating that the relationship between ⟨P ⟩ and ⟨ρ⟩ converges to the reference
solution as N →∞. Taking the system with N = 10 particles as an example, we perform 51
simulations at constant volume, with volume equally spaced in the range [10, 60], to obtain
the reference solution of the marginal distribution concerning V :

ρV,ref(V ) ∝ e−βF̂ (V ), (5.11)

where the free energy is computed by thermodynamic integration as [5]

F̂ (V +∆V ) = F̂ (V )− P̂ (V ) + P̂ (V +∆V )− P0(V )− P0(V +∆V )

2
∆V (5.12)

with ∆V = 1. The left panel of Figure 6 presents the marginal distribution concerning V ,
from which one can see that the empirical density obtained by 108 iterations with time step
∆t = 10−5 (red circles) is closely aligned with the reference one (blue curve).

For comparison, taking the experiment of N = 100 and P0 = 9.0 as an example, we
fix the time step at ∆t = 10−5 and perform 107 iterations to obtain numerical marginal
distribution with respect to V using both the Trotter method provided in [5, Appendix
V.C] and Algorithm 1. The reference solution is provided by the Trotter method, which
is obtained using 108 iterations with a time step of ∆t = 10−6. As shown in the right
panel of Figure 6, the numerical solution obtained with Algorithm 1 (blue squares) closely
approximates the reference solution (black curve), whereas the solution obtained with the
Trotter method (red triangles) deviates significantly, indicating that Algorithm 1 converges
faster than the Trotter method when using the same time step and evolution time.
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Figure 6: Marginal distribution with respect to V . Left panel: The system contains N = 10
particles, with fixed pressure P0 = 1.0. The empirical density (red circles) is obtained after
108 iterations with a time step of ∆t = 10−5, and the reference density (blue curve) is given
by Eq. (5.11). The empirical density closely matches the reference density. Right panel:
Comparison between the Trotter method and Algorithm 1. There are 100 particles in the
system, and the pressure is fixed at P0 = 9.0. For both methods, the time step is fixed
at ∆t = 10−5 with 107 iterations. The numerical density obtained by Algorithm 1 (blue
squares) approximates the reference solution (black curve) more closely than the numerical
density obtained by the Trotter method (red triangles).
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