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1. Introduction

Sin ulations of charged system s face a big com putational challenge due to the long{

range nature of the electrostatic interaction. IfN is the number of charges, then the
com putational cost of the m ost naive approach to evaluate the interaction energy would
scale as N 2, sihce every charge interacts w ith every other charge. Very sophisticated

algorithm s have been developed to tackle thisproblem and to reduce the com putational
com plexity. Them ost prom fnent ones are the so{called P°M m ethod (\particle{particle
/ particle{m esh"), which isbased on Fast Fourier Transformm s and scales asN logN E],
and the Fast M ultipole m ethod P]which scales linearly with N .

A sim ilar problm arises in the sinulation of Brownian particles which interact
hydrodynam ically: Their stochastic digplacem ents are highly correlated, due to fast
di usive m om entum transport through the solvent. For su ciently slow particks, a
quasi{ static approxin ation works excellently, and In this case the correlation function
decays as 1=r (r nterparticle distance) 3], jast as in electrostatics. For these system s, it
hastumed out that it isboth much sim pler and alsom ore e cient to explicitly sinulate
the m om entum transfer through the surrounding solvent. This m akes the sin ulation
of several ten thousands of Brownian partickes feasble [, '8]. A though most of the
com putational e ort goes Into the ow eld (for two reasons | one needs reasonable
soatialresolution ofthe ow eld, and itm ovesm uch fasterthan the B row nian particles),
this approach ultin ately w ins, because it is inherently local, and therefore scales linearly
wih N .

T his cbservation raises the question if som ething sin ilar could be tried for C oulomb
Interactions. A fter all, electrostatics is just the quasi{ static lin it of fiullelectrodynam ics.
T he cbvious approach would be to couple a system of charges to an electrom agnetic eld
which propagates according to the M axwell equations M E), and then run M olcular
Dynamics M D).A suitable acronym for such a method might be MEMD (\M axwell
equations M olcular Dynam ics"). Just as In the hydrodynam ic case, this is an
Intrinsically local algorithm , and therefore scales lnearly. The instantaneous 1=r
Interaction is thus replaced by som e retarded interaction travelling w ith the speed of
light c. Using the actual physical value of ¢ will of course not work, since then the
separation of tin e scales between charges and elds w illbe prohibitive. H owever, there
is no need to take such a large c value. It is su cient to just m ake ¢ large enough
such that the quasi{static approxin ation still holds to su cient accuracy. This is the
Jesson we have leamed from C ar{Parrnello (CP) sin ulations [6], w here the electrons are
assigned an unphysically Jargem ass, precisely forthe sam e reason . T he analogy between
MEMD and CP actually goes much further, as we will see below . This should not be
too much of a surprise, sihce the universal applicability of the CP approach to a wide
variety ofproblem s in physics (e.g. classical eld theordes) has already been observed in
the original publication [§], and exploited in the context of classical density { fiinctional
theory [1].

The MEMD idea has been pursued recently by A . C .M aggs and collaborators
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B,9,10], and by us, In close contact w ith hin . He hasm ade a couple of very in portant
observations, which have despened our nnsight into the approach signi cantly, and
contributed to the answer of a num ber of very in portant questions:

(1) Is M axwell dynam ics the only possbl way to propagate the elds? The answer
is no; it is also possbl to propagate them in a di usive fashion. This has been
in plem ented by m eans ofa M onte C arlo algorithm {8, 9] fora Jattice gas of charges.

(i) If we restrict attention to Ham iltonian or quasi{H am iltonian dynam ics of the
systam , and want wave{lke propagation of the signal, is then M axwell{style
dynam ics the only choice? The answer is a cautious yes; one can show that the
M axwell equations arise In a very naturalway if one derives the m ethod along the
lines ofCP.

(iii) Isthere a contradiction between the Lorentz covariance ofthe M E, and the strictly
nonrelativistic sstup ofM D ? T he answer is no; the Lorentz covariance actually has
to do w ith the fact that the value of ¢ is the sam e In all reference fram es. This,
how ever, is not the case here: In our context, cm eans nothing but the propagation
velocity ofelectrom agnetic w aves relative to the discretization Jattice w hich provides
an absolite reference fram e (@n \ether").

(Iv) Is it necessary to use a large value of ¢ to avoid viclation of a quasi{static
behavior? The answer is no as long as just static properties of the system in
them alequilbriim are considered | the values of these properties tum out to be
com pletely independent of c.

(v) Is it necessary to apply a them ostat to the system ? Ref. [[(] clain s yes, In order
to avoid unwanted conserved quantities. O ur belief is no, based upon the fact that
the particle dynam ics provides lots of nonlinearities into the equations of m otion.
Form ore details, see below .

(vi) How isM EMD Inplemented? The previous papers have been rather brief on this
issue; we try to provide som ew hat m ore detail.

(vil) How doesM EM D perform , in particular in com parison w ith existing m ethods? In
this respect, there is also s0 far only little infom ation available. In the present
paper, we report som e bendm ark resulswhich give us som e feeling for the quality
ofthe approach | although these are quite prelin inary, and still far from providing
a clear and com prehensive picture.

In what follow s, we w ill essentially re{derive the M EM D algorithm put forward in Ref.
101, and discuss som e details of our in plem entation, which di ers slightly from that of
Ref. [[Q]. W ew illthen present som ebenchm ark results, com paringM EM D with P°M for
the sam e system . Forour chosen set ofparam eters, we nd rather sim ilar or even better
com putationale ciency. H owever, this com parison should not yet be considered as the
nalanswer: Firstly, M EM D can probably stillbe speeded up signi cantly by combining
it with a direct evaluation of Yukawa{lke forces on short length scals, roughly along
the lines as suggested in Ref. {[0]. Secondly, the dependence on the them odynam ic
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state pont (in particular, on density) has not yet been investigated. Physically, it is
clear that the e ciency of M EM D depends (i) on the number of operations required
to propagate the system for one tim e step, and (i) on the tin e needed to build up
electrostatic correlations on the rekvant length scale, which is, in essence, the D ebye
screening length. For this reason, one should expect that the e ciency depends rather
strongly on the spead of light, and also on the density, since the D ebye length decreases
as a function of density. In other words, one expects M EM D to work particularly well
for rather dense system s sinulated with a large c value | and this is preciely the
regin e where our prelin inary com parison has been done.

2. Continuum T heory

W e start out from M axwell’s equations In vacuum , using standard ST units:

1
¥ E == 1)
0
I~ E = LE @)
t B 0P @t
B =0 3)
eF

FoOH =73+ et
where , isthe vacuum dielectric constant, c the soeed of Iight, E' the electric eld, H
the magnetic eld, the charge density and ¥ the current density, which are coupled
via the continuity equation

@

et
E lectrostatics is obtained by setting the current and alltin e derivatives to zero, In plying
that the m agnetic eld vanishes:

1

¥ E = — (6)
0

E = 0: (7)

+F 9= 0: )

=R

N ote that this set of equations also results from taking the Iimit c! 1 . Thismeans
that the electric eld willbe just an electrostatic eld as long as the charges m ove at
much slower velocity than c. Furthem ore, the Lorentz force on a charge e,

1
Fp=e E+ —v H 8
L 2 @)

v denoting the charge’s velocity) w ill Just reduce to the electrostatic force e in the
sam e lim it. Thisisthe jasti cation ofthe factthatM D sim ulations ofcom m on m aterials
usually treat interactions of charges Just as electrostatics. ITn tum this m eans that one
w ill obtain electrostatic behavior w henever ¢ is Jarge com pared to all particlke velocities,
as already stated In Sec,.
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T he conventionalapproach triesto nd a solution to Egs. & and 7, fora given charge
distrdoution . Note that both equationsm ust be satis ed for strict electrostatics, sihoe
Eg.§ only xes the Jongitudinal com ponent of the electric eld, whilk the condition of
vanishing transversal com ponent is coded in Eq. ;. No calway of nding the solution
directly is known.

Asa rststep, we re{fom ulate the electrostatic problem in tem s ofa constrained
variationalproblem . Gauss’ aw (EJ. 56) isviewed as a constraint w hich selects a certain
surface out of the gpace of electric eld con gurations; we w ill call this the \constraint

surface" (CS).W e now ijninjze‘dﬁ.ee]eCUdc eld energy,

2 Per? )

Hgp =

under the constraint Eq. '§. This can be done as ollow s: Suppose E is some eld on
the CS, where a non{vanishing transversal com ponent is adm ited. Then all elds on
the CS can be written in the fom

E=E¢q+ & 7 10)

where ~ is allowed to pass through all eld con gurations w ithout any restriction. W e
thuswrite Hgr In termm softhe © eld,
z
n o 2

Hegr ~ =§° Er Eg+ &~ (11)

and the m ninum condition as
n o
_NH EF - =0 12)

or
0= ¢ Ee+ & 7 =% E; 3)

i.e. Eq. 7. The variational problm is thus seen to be equivalent to the original
electrostatic problem . W e can say that the system is on its B om {O ppenhein er surface
BO S) if, or given charge distrbution , the electric eldsare on the constraint surface,
and the eld energy ism inin al

A tematively, one m ay also look at the problem in Fourer space: Let the Fourer

transform ofE (¥) be de ned as
Z

E®=Q ) IrEwexp K = 14)

and ket k denote the unit vector in the direction ofK. T hen we can decom pose the electric
eld into a longiudinal com ponent EN’k and a transversal com ponentEN*? ’ E = ﬁk + E.N“?
withE, K= EyandE, k= 0.Then Egs.§and’] are transormed to ik E = ~=,

and & E = 0, orEyx = ~=(k o) and E; = 0. Furthem ore, the electric eld energy
can be w ritten as

Z L2 Z 5 Z 5
Hprp = — &R E =2 PrE, +— &Ik E,
2 2 2
Z . 2 Z
1 2
- &2y gk, 15)
2 kz 2
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Again, one sees that the longiudinal component is determ ned by the dharge
distrdoution, while the transversal com ponent is just m inin ized away.

In the spirit of CP simulations, we now w ish to replace the precise solution of the
m Inin ization problm by some (to a certain degree arti cial) dynam ics which keeps
the system precisely on the CS but allow s uctuations around the BO S.An interesting
observation by M aggs B] is that arbitrarily large deviations from the BO S are pem itted
as long as one does statistical m echanics in the canonical ensemble, and is interested
in static properties only. This is easily understood by looking at Eq. 15: There one
sees that the total H am iltonian deocom poses Into two additive contrioutions: The rst
term H , is Just the standard electrostatic C oulom b H am iltonian, w hile the second tem
H, isthe energy stored in the additional transversal degree of freedom , describing the
am ount of deviation from the BO S. Additivity, however, in plies that the Boltzm ann
factor factorizes,

ep( H)=ep H ep( H) (16)

( = 1=kgT), where T is the absolute tem perature and kg Bolzm ann’s constant),
whith In tum m eans that the (arti cial) transversal degree of freedom is statistically
Independent from the physical longitudinal one, and hence does not a ect statistical
averages of observables which only depend on the charge con guration. This will be
worked out In som e m ore detail at the end of this section.

Having relaxed the condition Eq. f}, we now tum our attention to Eq.'§. Suppose
that at tine t = 0 we have fund the full solution to Egs. § and 7 by some (slow)
procedure; we call this solution E'g (= 0). This is cbviously on the CS.The system will
then stay on the CS if the tin e derivative 0of G auss’ law vanishes:

1
¥ E —_=0: a7)

0
Now as the dynam ics proceeds, the continuity equation, Eq. &, w ill autom atically hold
as Jong as charges are m oved around In the sin ulation cellby a local updating schem e.
Thisallowsus to re{write Eq. 17 as
1
¥ E4+ —7 = 0: 18)
0
W e can therefore use the current density to straightforwardly construct an electric eld
which stayson the CS.One just hasto integrate E-= = ¢ In tin e; this isa m anifestly
localupdating scham e. W e thus obtain
Z
1
Eo) = Eot= 0) — Od“j( ): 19)
0
This solution obviously is on the CS, but unfortunately not the correct electric eld
(exam ple: For a constant ring current w ith vanishing charge density one would obtain
an elkectric eld which grows lnearly In tine). W e therefore generalize this, as before,
to

EQO=E, 0O+ ~© 20)
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wih "= 0) = 0. However, we now do not m inin ize H zr wih respect to 7, but
rather supply som e arti cial dynam ics to this eld. There is no unigue way of doing
this. One possbility is to postulate an overdam ped relaxational dynam ics govemed
by Hgr ; this has been explored in detail in Ref. ]. In the present paper, we rather
study, as in Ref. [LQ], a CP {style dynam ics, where the equation ofm otion for ~ is of
second order In tin e. W e thus need to supply an iniial condition for *; too; we choose

*tt= 0) = 0. Them ost straightforward way to generate a coupled dynam ics is to add
2

a kinetic energy tem  (1=2) ( (=¢%) * P~ tothe system Lagrangian; here the prefactor
is a m ass{lke param eter, to be firely chosen In analogy to the electron mass in CP.c
w il Jater on tum out to be the soead of light.

Since Ey depends on the charge distrdbbution in a not very straightforward way, it
ism ore convenient to rather w rite the Lagrangian in tem s of the total eld E', and to
take into account the integration ofEg = = ¢ by m eans ofa non {holonom ic constraint
which keeps the system on the CS:

oE"= oEj5+ of = I+ & F 1)

B+ o = 0: 22)

This is nothing but the fourth M axwell equation, Eq. 4, ifwe dentify B = ™ We
thus see that the contiuity equation Eq. §) aswell as the rst and fourth M axwell
equation Egs. 1 and 4) are built into the schem e regardless of the details of the ~
dynam ics.

D enoting the particke masss wih m;, their coordihates wih =, and the
Interparticle potential (of non{elctrom agnetic type) with U, we can thus wrte the
Lagrangian as

X m; 2
L= — U 23)
;2
Z 5 Z
0 3. A 0 3 2

+ — dr — drE

%cz 2
+  &FrR B+ =

here the eld A is a Lagrange multiplier; it will Jater on tum out to be the vector
potential. Such a constralned varational problm with Lagrange multipliers can
be treated by A mold’s so{called \vakonom ic" (\variational of the axiom atic kind")
form alisn {11]. T he recipe how to do variational calculus w ithin that form alism is very
sim ple: O ne just has to treat all occuring variabls, including the Lagrange m ultipliers,
as if they were Independent degrees of freedom . Tt is thus straightforward to obtain
the equations of m otion. Varation with respect to A jast yields the fourth M axwell
equation, Eq. 22. Varation w ith respect to E' yields

E= & 24)
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while from variation with respect to ™~ we cbtain
—"=r & (25)

T his is equivalent to the rem aining two M axwell equations, Egs. 2 and 3: nserting Eq.
24, plusH = ™ Into Eqg. 45, we obtain directly Eq. 2, Furthem ore, we can integrate
Eqg. 25 in tin e, which, togetherwih B = (7 and the initial condition (& and *both
vanish at tine t= 0) yields

B = &% £&: 26)

Taking the divergence of this equation, one directly obtains Eq. 3. The interpretation
of & as the vector potential is also cbvious from Egs. 24 and 2§, since these are the
standard relationsbetween the electrom agnetic elds and the vector potential. Tt should
be noted that our derivation has led us in a naturalway to the so{called tem poralgauge
fl2] where the scalar potential vanishes identically, and there is no restriction on X .

For deriving the equations ofm otion for the particles, we rst note that charge and
current densities are w ritten as

= e ® P @7)
Y= er @® P 28)

where g; is the charge of the ith particle. Hence the current tetm In the Lagrangian is
w ritten as

2 X

B Y= ek (1) = 29)
A fter a few lines of algebra one then nds the particlke equations ofm otion:

QU
m;r,= — + Fp; (30)
L

where the Lorentz oree F;, is given by Eq. §.

To summ arize: The requirem ent of local updates, combined with treating the
deviations from the BO S in the CP m anner, has led us In a natural way to standard
electrom agnetian , w here the tem poral gauge tums out to be the m ost appropriate one
for our purposes. It should be stressed that this is a consistent non { relativistic setting,
w here the equations ofm otion are valid in one particular chosen fram e of reference.

As it is common practice in electrom agnetism [[3], we can now sinplify the
Lagrangian treatm ent by considering A as the (only) eld degree of freedom , whik
E and H are derived quantities according to Egs. 24 and 26. The dynam ical system
of charges and electrom agnetic eld is then com pltely described by (i) the equation of
m otion for the particles, Eq. 30, and (ii) the fourth M axwell equation, Eq. 4, which is
the Inhom ogeneous wave equation for A :

@ 1

— R = éF D e P 31
oz r ¥ +0°j (31)
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To derive these two equations ofm otion, it is su cient to consider the Lagrangian

X m; 2
L= —®r U (32)
. 2
C2 7 5 7 2
= Er o B+ 2 Per
52 2
+  &rR 9

T his dynam ics has a couple of very desirable properties: F irstly, sinhce the dynam ics is
m anifestly Ham ittonian (it is derived from a Lagrangian), it conserves the phase{space
volum e and the energy, the Jatter being given by

X m; 2
BH= —&+U (33)
Yy 1 2
+ = &rE?+ — et
2 2 &
Furthem ore, one can show that the totalm om entum , given by
X 1%
P = miif-i+§ drE H; (34)

is conserved as well. For the proof one can emply the dynam ic equations for the
particles and elds, and m ake use of the identity
Z Z

Erx ¥ X = Jd&xrXx ¥ X ; (35)

w hich holds forany vector eld X' as long aspartial integration w ith vanishing boundary
tem s can be applied.

At thispoint, we m odify the equations ofm otion by discarding the m agnetic force
on the particls,

U
+ eF (@): (36)
¥

m¥; =

This sin pli es the algorithm signi cantly, while the m ost in portant features stillhold.
O f course, thism odi ed dynam ics is no longer H am iltonian. N evertheless, the energy,
as given by Eq. 33, is still conserved. Furthem ore, the (oroperly de ned) phase space
volum e is also conserved. In order to see this, we st w rite the equations ofm otion in
pseudo{H am iltonian style as

d 1 37)
wEH T B
dt m ip
a _ &u + eF () (38)
dtpl - @fi €i i
@
e = 39)
@t

1
Ce_¢r ¢ & —; (40)
@t 0

w here the p; are the kinem atic (and not the canonically conjugate!) particle m om enta,
and the eldsA and E (roughly) play the roles of coordinatesand m om enta, respectively.
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Now, phase space volum e conservation for some (high{din ensional) dynam ical
system , given by the equation

= f x); (41)

where % com prises the set of all phase{space varabls, holds if and only if & £ = 0
(In analogy to lncom pressble ow in hydrodynam ics). It is trivially checked that this
relation does hold for our system .

However, m om entum oconservation does not hold for our m odi ed dynam ics. The
mom entum carried away by the electrom agnetic waves is not com pletely balanced by

the particle m om enta. R ather, we have the relation

X
pi= const.+ O cC 2 . @42)

This is not a catastrophe, since m om entum conservation is usually only in portant in
studies of dynam ics. However, for such calculations one has to use a fairly large value
of c anyways, since otherw ise the electrom agnetic eld is not in its quasi{static lm it,
and the particle tra fctories get too m uch distorted. Furthem ore, one m ust expect that
m om entum conservation is also violated as a result of the lattice discretization, which
breaks the translational invariance of the system .

W e now assum e that the dynam ics is su ciently nonlinear to m ake the system
ergodic. This seam s reasonabl for the case of a m any{charge system , In particular if
the potential U has a strongly repulsive core to facilitate \collisions". W e therefore
assum e that the system has no further in portant conservation law except for the fact
that it stays on the CS, and that the energy H is conserved. T he additional conserved
quantities m entioned in Ref. [L(] probably apply only to the charge{ free case, n which
the system is ham onic and hence Integrable. W e can hence apply standard statistical
physics to the system and assum e that the dynam ics results in an equidistribution of
states In temm s of the variabls z;;pi;A and E (m icrocanonical ensembl). M aking use
of the fact that them odynam ic ensembles are equivalent in the large{system lim i, we
can Instead em ploy the canonical ensemble, which iseasier. W ith = 1=(kzT), where
kg is Boltzm ann’s constant and T the absolute tem perature, we m ay therefore w rite

the partition function as
Z z z Z

Z = de; dp; DA DEexp( H)
1
¥ E — (43)
0
where H is given by Eq. 33. It isnow straightforward to integrate out the m om enta,
the & eld, and the transversal com ponent of the E eld. The integration over
the longiudinal com ponent of E' cancels w ith the delta function, such that the only
rem aining degrees of freedom are the particle coordinates, for whose potential of m ean
force we hence nd

Z

Hope=U + EO PrE?; (44)
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here E' is nothing but the solution of the standard electrostatic probkm , Egs. § and i1,
i.e. the Coulomb eld. Inserting this el into Eq. 44, we nd the standard Coulomb
Ham ittonian,
z z

Hconf=U+} ! e d3roﬂz
24 ¥ £
T hisdem onstrates that the particlkesbehave statistically in the sam eway as ifthey would
directly interact C oulom bically. T his concludes the derivation. O n the lattice, however,
we have to take Into acoount that the above Ham iltonian includes unphysical selff
interactions, which we have to subtract (w ithout such a subtraction the self{ nteraction
would ulim ately, i. e. In the continuum lin i of vanishing lattice spacing, com pletely
dom inate the behavior), and that instead of the 1=r’ Coulomb eld we have to lnsert
the lattice{discretized solution of the lattice equations corresponding to Egs. ' and if.
This shallbe discussed in the next section.

(45)

3. D iscretization, Lattice G reen’s Function and Self{ Interaction

For in pJem entation on the com puter, the equations need to be discretized w ith respect
to both space and tin e. Forthem om ent, we w illonly consider the spatialdiscretization,
and consider tim e still as a continuous variable. The issue of tim e discretization is

W e use a spatial discretization scheme [, 14] where the charges are interpolated
linearly to the eight surrounding lattice sites of a sin ple{cubic lattice. The currents, as
wellasthe elds E and A are put onto the connecting links. T he curl of link varables
is put onto the lattice plaquettes, and the curl of plaquette variables onto the links (in
both casesone usesthe four eldswhich encircle the result) . Furthem ore the divergence
of Iink variables is put onto the sites, using the adpcent elds, whilke the gradient of a

Let usnow discuss how the Coulomb potential looks on the lattice. O bviouslky, we
have to solve Egs. '§ and 7} on the Jattice. A s in the continuum , we can take into acocount
the longitudinal character of the electric eld by the ansatz

E= ¢ ; (40)

where is the electrostatic potential on the sites, and £ is the lattice{discretized
gradient. W e thus obtain the P oisson equation on the lattice,

e = ; @7)

x 2 1

0

where the lattice version of the operator # 2 is clear from the previous de nitions of

gradient and divergence.

A system wih periodic boundary conditions is invariant wih respect to lattice

translations, and this allow s us to w rite
2
w-2"ce H O @8)

0 40
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where a is the lattice spacing, ¥ denotes the sites, and G is the lattioe G reen’s function,
obeying the equation

¥°G (r) = ®); 49)

a.2
where (r) isthe Kronecker symbol, i.e. @®) = 1 forr= 0,and )= 0 forallother
lattice sites.

For an Ly L, I, lattice wih periodic boundary conditions the solution
can be obtained straightforwardly via discrete Fourer transfomm ation. At the site
r= a(y;n,;n,) one nds

B 1 Puly
G ®) = exp 2 I

px=0 X

0
® Py y

exp 2 I

py=0 Yy

0
£ p.n,
exp 2 I

pZ=O z

——G xinyip.) i 50
L.L.T, ©xipyiP2) 50)

P
where ° indicates that oxipyiP.) = (0;0;0) is excluded (for reasons of overall charge
neutrality), and G is given by

G xipyiPz) '—6 20082 Ij&
*
2cos 2 2 (51)
LY
2cos 2 P
L,

A Iot is known about this finction, in particular .n the Imi L; ! 1 [5, 16, 171.
For our purposes, however, i is su cient to note that (1) G can be calculated at the
beginning of the sim ulation once and for all, ncluding the nite size e ect, and that (i)
GE=0)is nite,even nthelmitL;! 1 (ut, ofocours, kespinga xed).

W e thus nd for the potential of m ean force (cf. Eq. 45)

Hene=U+ -— G Darqg); (52)
r x0

where gr) = a° (¢) is the charge on site . Now, the charges on thegites are related
to the charges e; on the particles via the interpolation scheme, q) = ;eis;x) and
qe’) = : s &35 %%;), where s is the \an earing" function. Inserting this into Eq. 52,
we nd an e ective interaction between di erent particles 16 j, but also an unphysical
self{energy term for i= j. This is given by

11X X

Ugerfsi= ——— G Delswir)sE’r): (53)

208.f 0
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This depends explicitly on the particle coordinate #;. The physical interpretation is
sin ply that the Coulomb repulsion from the Interpolated charges on the cube comers
tries to drive the particle Into the center of the cube. For an all Jattice spacings, this
e ect dom inates over all Othe.% Interactions, and therefore m ust be taken care of. For
this reason, we add a tem 1 Useir;i to the interparticle potential U, and apply the
corresoonding force to the particles. This is feasrgb]e since G isknown explicitly, and the
am earing finction s is short{ranged, such that , runs over eight sites only.

4. Yukaw a Subtraction

Rottler and M aggs [L[(0] suggest another subtraction scheme which has the nice
property of introducing another optim ization param eter into them ethod. E ssentially,
interactions up to the length scale ! are done in real space, whik only the residual
ong{range part beyond ! is treated via the dynam ics. The disadvantage, however,
is that it does not treat the lattice e ects com plktely rigorously. W e hence believe that
probably the best m ethod consists ofa com bination between our lattice G reen’s fiinction
subtraction, and their \dynam ic Yukawa" approach.

In order to understand the latter, let us rst consider the functional
z 2

2

F = Er 7 + dx (54)

0
2
and study, or xed ,
F
= 0: (35)
Tt is straightforward to see that (i) this varationalproblem is equivalent to the P oisson
equation for the e]ectt%sta‘dc potential , and that (i) nsertion of the solution into
F yieldsF = + (1=2) d’r , i e. the correct electrostatic energy. However, this
finctional is useless for dynam ic sim ulations where one would try to sim ulate a coupled
dynam ics of and . The reason is that the ¥ tem has the wrong sign, such that
arbirarily lJarge variations of are favored and the simulation would be Inherently
unstable (the partition function for integrating out the eld would not exist).
A well{behaved theory, however, is obtained by jist tuming the sign of the ¥

tem :
7 Z

F=+EO Fr ¥ T+ Pro: (56)
This results n +%%2 = =,, and hsertion Into the finctional yields again F =
+ (1=2) &r .Sice however, isjuistthenegative ofthe real (physical) electrostatic
potential, one obtains a theory which describes attraction between lke charges and
repulsion between unlke charges. W e now introduce an additional eld degree of
freedom , and couplke this to the origihalm ethod (Lagrangian) via
z
0 3. 2
L! L+ — d=r-=° 57

Z Z
2

o dr
2
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Here ¢ isanother dynam icalparam eter of din ension velocity. Tt can be set identical to
¢, but need not. Thism odi ed m ethod would result in an additional potential ofm ean
force between the charges which would exactly cancel the original Coulomb potential
(ihcluding self{fterm s). This is apparently not usefiil. However, we can Introduce a
slightly m odi ed coupling ijth a screenng param eter > O:

L! L+% Pr 2 (58)
7

0 3. o 2 0 g 3, 2 2 ’ 3
2> d’z f 2> d’= d’=
T his introduces an additional potential of m ean force between the charges, which, in
the continuum I it, would read
1 eey
Uy (v) = exp( 1); (59)
4 4 r

such that unlke charges repel each other w ith a screened Coulomb Interaction. This
weakens the orighal Coulomb interactions on a local scale, and can be corrected by
adding U, to the standard Interparticlke potential. Here one can use the continuum
version of the potential; thisw illonly serve to decrease the In uence of lattice artifacts.

In principle, this also alleviates the selffenergy problem . However, the lattice
G reen’s functions of the unscreened and screened Coulomb case are slightly di erent
and only coincide In the lim it ' 0. In prelin hary tests we found that fairly
an all screening param eters are needed to overcom e the self{energy problem w ith high
accuracy. W e therefore believe that one should rather try to subtract the sslf{energy
for both the unscreened and the screened Interaction ssparately by the respective exact
lattice G reen’s function. In this case, the Yukawa subtraction would no longer serve
the purpose of overcom ing self{energies, but rather to resolve Interparticle Interactions
rather aithfiilly on a Jocalscale, such that hopefiilly) larger lattice spacings are feasble.
Further hvestigations are necessary on this issue.

5. Num ericalR esuls

A sa sin ple test system , wehave studied N charged particles in a cubicbox w ith periodic

boundary conditions. T hey Interact via a purely repulsive Lennard{Jones (LJ) potential
8 n

L e
UyLy = Y r r 4 : (60)

0 r 2°°
W e choose a unit system where the potential param eters and ,aswe]Jdasthepartjc]e
massm, are sst to unity. Tine is thusmeasured n unitsof (; = m %= . We
study system s at tem perature kg T = 1 and particke number density = 0:07. The

....... (no
Yukawa subtraction), ushgatimestep h = 001. T he firction constant for the Langevin
them ostat was sstto = 1.
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3

Figure 1. Pair correlation fiinction of like charges at density = 0:07 and B frrum
length 3 = 20, comparing data obtained wih P3M wih those from MEMD for
di erent lattice spacings.

Each particle is assigned a charge e. T he strength of the electrostatic interaction
isgiven in tem s ofthe B prmum length

eZ

k= 1 T % T : (61)
W e rst started out wih the value Iz = 20 (rather strong electrostatic coupling). W e
chose this system because it had been studied previously by P°M [18]. However, it has
tumed out that this is not the best state point for a benchm ark, since the coupling is
S0 strong that it actually induces phase ssparation (gas{liquid transition). This is In
accord w ith the phase diagram presented in Ref. {19]; the system studied there is not
too di erent from ours.

T he number of particles was set to N = 2000. Both the P?M and the MEMD
calculations were done w ithin the fram ework of the \ESPResSo" software package [[§]
ofthe Theory G roup at the M PI forPolym er Research, M ainz. In both caseswe used a
program version which was fully parallelized, based upon dom ain decom position. The
P3M param eterswere optin ized using an autom atized routine building upon the work of
Refs. £0,21], where a form ula for the relative error of the force perparticle, F=F ,was
derived. T he routine provides optin ized sim ulation param eters after an upperbound for

F=F hasbeen supplied. For our system , we required an accuracy of10 3, resulting in
the llow ing param eters: M esh size 32°; 5th order charge assignm ent; real{ space cuto
82; = 036 (thisparam eter controls the split{up of the com putational load between
real and Fourder space). For the M EM D caloulations, we used ¢ = 1 and varied the
lattice spacing a.
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Figure 2. Pair correlation function ofunlke chargesat density = 0:07 and B rrum
length I3 = 20, agai com paring P3M with MEMD .

T he pair correlation fiinctions of this system are shown in Figs. T, and 2. The runs
were long enough to equilbrate the system reasonably well on the local scalke. As a
control, we also ran a more accurate P°M  simulation and found no visbl di erence
from the original P3M resul. The MEMD results in tum con m that the static
correlations converge towards those of the real elctrostatic system when the lattice
spacing a decreases. W e ound a value of a = 053 acceptable, corresponding to a 58°
lattice orthe N = 2000 system . For such a ne lattice, there is practically never m ore
than one particle per cube.

W e did not study this system further, since benchm arks at this state point are
severely ham pered by the gas{liquid transition: On the one hand, the system needs
a long tin e to equilbrate (i. e. to condense m acroscopically), and on the other hand
the particle density is very inhom ogeneous In the relaxed state. This, in tum, is very
detrin ental to e cient geom etric parallelization, since som e processors have to treat
very m any particles, whilke others work on essentially none. In other words, such a
system w ill behave very poorly wih resgpect to load{balancing, and w ill give no good
hint on the parallelization e ciency under nom al (hom ogeneous) conditions.

W e hence abandoned this state point and instead system atically studied the weaker
coupling = 5, at st restricting the particke number to N = 500. Furthem ore, we
slightly increased the particle friction coe cient to = 1:5. A1 other param eters
(density, tem perature) were left unchanged. This is well In the hom ogeneous phass,
and the pair correlation fiinctions show much less structure, see Figs. 3 and 4. & also
tums out that here a Jarger M EM D lattice spacing a = 0:88 is su cient to reasonably
approxin ate the P°M resul.
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Figure 3. Pair correlation fiinction of like charges at density

4.5

= 0:07 and B Frrum

length k = 5, com paring data obtained w ith P3M w ith those from M EM D rdi erent

lattice spacings.
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Figure 4. Pair correlation fiinction ofunlike charges at density
length = 5, again comparingP3M with MEMD .
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Figure 5. Tntemal electrostatic energy ©r P3M, as a finction of the accuracy
param eter F=F .

Ournextain isto com parethee ciency ofP M andM EM D .In orderto do thisin a
m eaningflilway, it isnecessary tom ake sure that (i) both m ethodsuse param eterswhich
yvield roughly the sam e accuracy in the representation of the electrostatic interaction,
and that (i) both m ethods use param eters for which the resuls are obtained m ost
quickly, w thin the accuracy constraint. The (them ally averaged) electrostatic energy
U is a variabl which, on the one hand, is easy to evaluate, and, on the other hand,
reasonably sensitive to the long{range correlations between the particlkes. W e therefore
used this cbservable r calbrating the accuracy of the sinulations. For P°M , we
therefore calculated U as a function of the accuracy parameter F=F . The resuls
are shown in Fig. '§. The error bars were obtained as statistical error bars, using the
block average m ethod R2]. From these resuls, one sees that an accuracy param eter of

F=F = 37 10 2 isgood enough. This corresponds to the llow ing P°M param eters:
M esh size 16°, third {order charge assignm ent, real{space cuto 44, = 043.

At this point, it is necessary to comm ent on theReva]uatjon ofU m M Eblg D.The
electric and m agnetic eld energies aregiven by ( (=2) drE? and (1= (&)) IrH?,
resoectively. Both types of elds have one longiudinal and two transversal degrees of
freedom per lattice site. T he Iongiudinalm agnetic degrees of freedom are however not
excited, dueto ¥ H = 0. Furthem ore, the m agnetic part ofthe H am iltonian is strictly
quadratic, and the equipartition theoram can be applied. For this reason, the them ally
averaged m agnetic eld energy is justgiven by M kg T, whereM is the num ber of lattice
sites. W e have checked this relation, and found good agreem ent, except or a deviation
ofa few percent, which decreases w ith the tin e step, and m ust hence be attributed to
discretization errors | the exact Bolzm ann distribution is only generated in the lin it
of vanishing time step. This nding is a strong support of our belief that, except for
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Figure 6. Intemalelectrostatic energy forM EM D , as a function ofthe lattice spacing
a.

the obvious conservation law s for the longitudinal elds, there are no further hidden
conserved quantities in the system , and a them ostatting of the m agnetic eld is not
necessary. W e can also apply the equipartition theorem to the transversal part of the
ekectric eld energy, aIZ‘ld hence the them ally averaged C oulom b energy is given by
U= EO d3fDE2E MkT Higi; 62)
where Ugr is the self{fenergy, as discussed in Sec. 3. W e have measured U as a
function ofthe Jattice spacing a, using this recipe. W hik the results were in reasonable
agreem ent with the P°M results, we did not nd convergence ora ! 0. Rather, it
seem s that U diverges for an alla (@pparently lke 1=a, though the data are not precise
enough to be sure). Ik tums out that this divergence is reduced by reducing the tim e
step, i e. it is again an e ect of discretization errors. Our explanation is that the
cancellation of the selffenergy is not perfect, because the subtraction temm assum es
the exact Coulom b Jattice G reen’s function, while the sin ulation produces an e ective
lattice G reen’s function, which is slightly distorted by discretization errors. Thise ect
is crucial forthe energy calculation (@nd probably also forthe evaluation ofthe pressure,
and related quantities), but not for the particle con gurations, which are stabilized by
the repulsive LJ interactions. P robably that problm must be soled by combining
MEMD wih a M onte Carlb procedure, which can enforce strict detailed balance, and
thus produce the exact Bolzm ann distrloution. For the m om ent, we jist solved the
problem by taking the particle con gurations produced by M EM D, and using accurate
P3M for evaluating U . The results, which now do converge, and give good agreem ent
wih the P°M data, are shown i Fig. ::6 Again, we attrbute the an all ram aining
system atic deviation to discretization errors. Taking all these considerations together,
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Figure 7. Particle di usion constant as a function of the speed of light c.

we took the lattice constant a = 0:88 as a value which produces su ciently accurate
data, consistent w ith our ndings from the pair correlation function.

Having xed the param eters for accuracy, we now tum to optin izing the speed. In
P3M , thiswas already done by the autom atic routine (see above). mn M EM D, we still
have the speed of light c at our digposal. This param eter only in uences the dynam ics
of the system , but not the statics. W e actually checked that U does not system aticlly
vary wih c within our error bars | such a dependence could still be possbl as a
result of discretization errors. Furthem ore, the CPU tin e necessary for one update
step does not depend on c. Hence one would lke to take a value of ¢ for which the
con gurations decorrelate particularly quickly. In principle, each observabl and is
tin e autocorrelation fiinction would have to be considered separately P2]. This is of
course In practical, and hence we have taken the sin pler criterion that the di usion
constant D of the particlkes, obtained from their m ean square displacem ent, should
be m axin ized. The corregponding data are shown in Fig. 7]. One sees that D st
Increases as a function of ¢, but then saturates at a value which is In good agreem ent
with the P3M value, except for som e discretization errors. This nicely con m s the
expectation that the dynam ic properties should converge to electrostatic behavior for
c! 1 . W e thus have the very favorabl situation that com putational e ciency for
the statics and reasonable reproduction ofthe dynam ics are not m utually exclusive, but
rather congruent. H ow ever, this does not m ean that one should just sin ply take a huge
c value. Rather, c has to be an all enough such that the Courant stability criterion
R3], ¢ a=h, is still satis ed. For our param eters, a=h = 88, and hence ¢ should be
signi cantly smaller (n fact, our program crashed for ¢ = 55). Therefore, we use the
valie c= 20.
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Figure 8. Scalability factors s as a function of the num ber of processors, for both
NEMD and P>3M .For further details, see text.

For the calbrated and optin ized param eters, it m akes sense to look at the speed
In temm s of CPU time. W e ran the system on an AMD Athlon M P 2000+ processor
for 2000 M D tim e steps. Sihce the di usion constants for both m ethods are essentially
identical, we do not need to take into account di erent rates of decorrelation. ForP °M ,
the mun used 17 seconds of CPU tine, whilke for M EM D 16 ssconds were needed. This
showsthat M EM D fora system of this density is a com ptetitive altemative to P°M .

Furthem ore, we studied the scalability of our parallel program s at this state
point. To this end, we system atically Increased the particle num ber and the num ber
of processors such that each processor kesps N = 4000 particles on average. The
sim ulations were run on an IBM Regatta H server, where 10* tine steps were used for
equilbration, and another 10* steps orm easuring the CPU tine. TheP3M param eters
(lattice constant of the mesh, ral{space cuto , ) were keft unchanged throughout,
since (i) one should expect that these values are reasonably close to the optinum also
for larger system s, according to Refs. R0, 21], and (ii) the autom ated optin ization
routine does not work very well for a very large number of particks. For a singke
processor, the tin ings were 759 seconds for P°M and 398 seconds or M EM D . W e do
not know for sure why the relative e ciency is somuch di erent com pared to the AM D
processor, but speculate thism ight have to do w ith m ore e cient handling ofm em ory
for the Regatta architecture (ote that M EM D is quite m em ory{Intensive, due to all
the various el variabls). F gure § presents the scalabity factors as a function of the
num ber of processors, for both m ethods. T he scalability factor s isde ned as

s= L(N). 63)

NN )
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where N is the num ber of particles on a single processor, N, the num ber of processors,
and thetotalCPU tim e ora given num ber of steps. N ote that ©rP°M we can produce
reasonabl data only for a processor num ber which is a power of eight, due to the Fast
Fourier Transform in each spatial direction. For eight processors, we nd that the
scalability of M EM D is slightly better than for P3M . Furthem ore, ©HrM EMD we nd
reasonably acosptable (though not excellent) scalability behavior up to 32 prooessors.

6. Conclusions

M EMD is rather easy to in plem ent and to parallelize. T he num erical results, though
being far from oonclisive yet, seem to indicate that the algorithm is a com petitive
altemative to existing schem es for su ciently dense system s. However, In electrostatic
problem sone often goestom uch an allerdensities. Ifwewould apply thepresent M EM D
m ethod to such a dilute system , the num ber ofgrid pointsw ould becom e overw helm ingly
large. P°M does not have this problem ; due to the split{up of the work between real
soace and Fourder space it is possibl to kesp the number of grid points reasonably
an all. Tt is therefore clear that M EM D for such system s can only be com petitive if it
is also possibble to use a reasonably coarse grid. W e believe that thism ight be possible
by Introducing Yukaw a subtraction com bined w ith our G reen’s fiinction subtraction for
both the unscreened and the screened interaction. This further optim ization of the
m ethod is kft for future nvestigation. A nother problem which needs to be addressed
is the consistent handling of the discretization errors in calculating the energy, and
related quantities | as we have seen, these Interact in a very unfavorablk way w ih
the slf{energy problm s. W e believe that this can be solved by combining M EM D
wih M onte Carlo, such that the Boltzm ann distribution is reproduced exactly, and
the potential of m ean force is known exactly. M oreover, the dynam ic properties of the
algorithm have to be studied In m ore detail. In particular, it is necessary to investigate
the accuracy of m om entum conservation, and how this depends on the lattice spacing
and the speed of light. T his Jatter question is particularly im portant when considering
applications which ain at dynam ic properties, lke, e. g. the dynam ic behavior of
charged colloidal suspensions. M uch ram ains to be done, but the existing resuls are
reasonably encouraging.
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A ppendix A .D etails about D iscretization

A particularly usefiil spatial discretization schem e [B, 14] works as follow s: T he charges
are Interpolated onto the vertices ¥ of a sin ple{cubic lattice w ith lattice spacing a. If
the charge e; is located at position #; in continuous space, then som e nearby sites »
are ass:'gn%d som e partial cgqarges q (©) = es(;x) (s denoting a \an earing" function)
such that ,g@®) = e or ,s@;xr)= 1. The totalcharge on site ¥ is the sum of the
contributions from all particles, q) = F .G @), and the charge density is written as

®) = a 3q(r) . D i erent choices for s are possible; we have chosen linear interpolation
to the eight vertices which form the cube in which the particle resides:

1
seir)= 1 —-—XK %]
a
1
1 —¥ ¥J @ 1)
a
1

1 -2 23
a
here x, y and z denote the lattice coordinates of the vertices.

Now, thevector elds?™, A and E' are put on the linkswhich connect the vertices, In
such a way that they are aligned w ith the links. For Instance, a link oriented along the
x axiswould contaln a variabk E which is the electric eld at the position of the link,
and which ispositive IfE points nto the + x direction, while it is negative if it points in
the x direction. T he divergence of such elds is put onto the sites, such that one Jjust
takes the di erences ofthe eld values associated w ith those six linkswhich are directly
connected to the site. Conversely, the curl of such elds is put onto the plhquettes by
taking di erences from the four eld values which encircle the plaquette. The resul is
a vector perpendicular to the plaquette; positive (hegative) eld values are associated
with a vector pointing in the +x ( x) direction (for the case that the plaquette is
perpendicular to the x axis). Obviously, the elds ~ and H must be such plaquette
variables. The curl of plaquette elds is put onto the links, by taking di erences from
the four plquettes adpcent to that link. Finally, the divergence of a plaquette eld
is put Into the center of the cubes, by taking di erences from the six plaquettes which
enclose the cube. W ih these de nitions it is easy to see that the divergence of a
curl vanishes identically, as in the continuum , both for lnk and for plaquette elds.
Furthem ore, we can de ne the gradient of a scalar eld, the lJatter being on the sites.
The resul is put on the links and obtained by just taking the di erence between the

eld values on the adpcent sites. W ih this de nition, one sees that the curl of a
gradient vanishes, too. T hese identities are extrem ely in portant, since they allow usto
decom pose elds uniquely into longitudinal and transversal com ponents, and to apply
standard procedures of vectorial calculus also on the lattice.

T he particle m otion generates currents on the surrounding links. W e again use a
linear Interpolation schem e for?j, where the current is distrlouted onto the twelve links
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w hich surround the cube in which the partick is: Fora link 1loriented in the x direction
the current contribution from particlke i is

IO = a Yeyvy Wy D)+ wy Q) @ 2)

where vy, is the x com ponent of the partick’s velocity, while w; and w, are the charge
weight factors ofthe two sitesw hich are connected by the link. Forthe y and z direction,
the analogousprocedure is applied. It iseasy to see that the space{discretized continuity
equation holds exactly. Sin ilarly, the discretized version ofthe fourth M axwell equation
Eqg. '4) in plies that the discretized version of G auss’ law (Eq. ') holds exactly or all
tin es if it holds at tine t = 0. The discretization schem e is therefore suitable to kesp
the system on the constraint surface.

Apart from interpolating the charges and currents onto the Jattice, we also need to
Interpolate the electric eld onto the particles n order to calculate the electric force.
Here we use the sam e scheme as for the current Eqg. A 2), i. e. the ed i, e. g,
the x direction is cbtained by summ Ing the elds from the ur surrounding links in x
direction, weighted by the sum of the two charge weight factors of the sites connected
by that link.

U sing this schem e, the w hole theory ofSec. 2, is consistently discretized. T he system
is initialized by putting particles into the sin ulation cell (which has periodic boundary
conditions), assigning velocities and charges to them (of course, the overall system is
neutral), and calculating the electrostatic electric eld as follow s: F irst, we exploit the
fact that the solution of Eq. 1 is trivial n one dinension. This allws us to nd a
sin ple solution by just treating the spatial dim ensions recursively: First, the eld In z
direction is calculated by taking Into account the di erences between the m ean charges
of planes perpendicular to z. W ithin the planes, we then take Into account charge
di erences between lines (@fter subtracting the average plane charge) to cbtain the eld
In y direction. Finally the eld in x direction is obtained from the charge di erences on
the sites within a line. This solution of course vichtes # E = 0. In order to bring
the system onto the BO S, we iteratively relax the © eld on the plagquettes until the
electrostatic eld energy ism ininal (cf. Egs. 9 { 13). For a single plaquette, this can
be done In a single step. For the overall system , we use a checkerboard decom position
which allow s easy parallelization. The eld A is initialized as zero. Then Egs. 37{4(
are ntegrated In tim e.

A ppendix B . Integrator

Ideally, one would lke to un M EM D via an Integrator which leaves the phase{space
volum e invariant and is tim e{reversible, such as the Verkt algorithm in standard M D
4]. Since the equations of motion (even in the lattice{discretized case) have these
properties, i is Indeed possble to construct such a scheme. D isregarding Yukawa
subtraction for the tim e being, an analog to the Verkt algorithm for M EMD would
be the ollow ing integrator or Egs. 374{40, based upon a tin e step h:
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(i) Update the particle m om enta by halfa tin e step.
(i) Update the A eld by halfa tin e step.

(iil) Update the particlk positions by halfa tin e step.
(Iv) Update the ekectric eld by a full tin e step.

(v) Update the partick positions by halfa tin e step.
(vi Update the A eld by halfa tin e step.
(vil) Update the particle m om enta by halfa tim e step.

Here, \update" m eans the sinpl Eulr rule x({+ h) = x@) + x{©h. The tine
consum Ing part (update ofthe particlem om enta, update ofthe electric eld) isarranged
n such a way that only one \force calculation" per tin e step is necessary. This schem e
does conserve the phase{space volum e and is tin e{reversble, however, i su ers a
severe disadvantage: T he update of the electric eld (step 4) is based upon a particlke
con guration (n real space and velociy space) which has so far only progressed by half
a tin e step. A sa consequence, G auss’ law isnot satis ed w ithin m achine accuracy, but
rather only within the accuracy of the tim e discretization (to satisfy it exactly would
require to know the current at the end of the tim e step, too). This is very undesirabl,
and hence we have adopted the elegant solution which was found by R ottler and M aggs
[10] and allow s to conserve both tin e{ reversibility and phase{ space volum e conservation,
while keegping the system strictly on the CS:

(i) Update the particle m om enta by halfa tin e step.
(i) Update the A eld by halfa tin e step.
(ii}) Update the partick positions in x direction by halfa tin e step.
(Iv) Update the ekectric eld In x direction by halfa tin e step.
(v) Update the partick positions in y direction by halfa tin e step.
(vi) Update the electric eld In y direction by halfa tin e step.
(vil) Update the partick positions In z direction by halfa tin e step.
(viil) Update the electric eld in z direction by a filltin e step.
(ix) Update the particle positions In z direction by halfa tin e step.
(x) Update the electric eld in y direction by halfa tin e step.
(xi) Update the partick positions in y direction by halfa tin e step.
(xil) Update the electric eld in x direction by halfa tin e step.
(xiil) Update the partick positions in x direction by halfa tim e step.
(xi7) Update the & eld by halfa tin e step.
(xv) Update the particle m cm enta by halfa tin e step.

W e have added a Langevin them ostat to the particles:

d Q + eF (&) + £ ® 1)
b= et &) —B i7
dtp @fl‘.’j_ m j_p !
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where isthe particl friction constant, and f} isa random force satisfying the standard

uctuation {dissipation theorem :
D E
£ O5E©) =2 kT 5y € B B 2)

where and  denote Cartesian indices. This puts the system into the canonical
ensam ble. For large systam s, one can rely on the equivalence of ensam bles, and there is
no fiindam entalstatistical{m echanicalneed forsuch a them ostat | i is jast am atterof
technical convenience: U sually a Langevin them ostat tends to stabilize the sim ulation
due to is inherent feedbadk m echanian , such that lJarger tin e steps are feasble. Rottler
and M aggs [10] also add a Langevin them ostat to them agnetic eld; we have not done
this. It should be noted that such them ostatted dynam ics violates tim e reversibility
and phase{space volum e conservation anyw ays.

R eferences

[L1 Hockney R and Eastwood J 1994 C om puter sim ulation using particles (London: I0P Publishing
Ltd)

2] G reengard L. and Rokhlin V 1987 J. Com put. Phys. 73 325

Bl1DoiM and Edwards S F 1986 The Theory ofPolym er D ynam ics (O xford: C larendon P ress)

4] Ladd A JC 1996 Phys. Rev. Lett. 76 1392

B] AhlrichsP,EveraersR and Dunweg B 2001 Phys. Rev.E 64 040501 R)

CarR and Parrinello M 1985 Phys. Rev. Lett 55 2471

1
1
1
1
1
] Lowen H,Hansen JP and M adden P A 1993 J.Chem . Phys. 98 3275
]
]
]
]

o

7
Bl M aggsA C and Rossetto V 2002 Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 196402
Pl M aggsA C 2003 J.Chem .Phys. 117 1975
[L0] Rottler Jand M aggsA C Localm okcular dynam ics w ith coulom bic interaction ‘cond-m at/0312438

[ e -y a1

L1]AmodV I, KozlovV V and Neistadt A 11988 in D ynam ical system s ITI, edited by V I A mold
(Berlin: Springer)

Landau L D and Lifshitz E M 1979 C lassical Theory of Fields (O xford: P ergam on P ress)

Jackson J D 1999 C lassical ekctrodynam ics New York: W iey)

YeeK S 1966 IEEE Trans.Antenna P ropagat. 14 302

Katsura S,M orita T, nawashiro S, HoriguchiT and Abe Y 1971 J.M ath.Phys. 12 892

6] Katsura S, nawashiro S and Abe Y 1971 J.M ath. Phys. 12 895

2]
]
]
]
]

7] GlasserM L and Boersma J 2000 J.Phys. A 33 5017
]
]
]
]
]
]

3
4
5

PERRRE

_____________ pgde
9] Yan Q and de Pablo J J 2001 Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 2054

Ol DesemoM and Holm C 1998 J.Chem .Phys. 109 7678

l]DesemoM and Holm C 1998 J.Chem .Phys. 109 7694

R2] FlyvbergH and Petersen H G 1989 J.Chem . Phys. 91 461

R3] PressW H, Teukolsky S A, Vetterling W T and Flannery B P 1999 Num erical Recipes in C
(€ am bridge: C am bridge U niversiy P ress)

4] FrenkelD and Sm it B 2002 U nderstanding m olecular sim ulation (San D iego: A cadem ic P ress)

'Ki'ﬁﬁ'g
0n
B
=
&
(fo
g
B
=
=
0}
sl
b
8
=i


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0312438
http://www.espresso.mpg.de

