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Abstract

W epresenta practicalnum ericalm ethod forevaluating theLagrangem ulti-

pliersnecessary form aintaining a constrained lineargeom etry ofparticlesin

dynam icalsim ulations. The m ethod involves no iterations,and islim ited in

accuracy only by the num ericalm ethods for solving sm allsystem s oflinear

equations.Asa resultofthenon-iterative and exact(within num ericalaccu-

racy)natureoftheprocedurethereisnodriftin theconstrained geom etry,and

them ethod isthereforereadily applied to m oleculardynam icssim ulationsof,

e.g.,rigid linearm oleculesorm aterialsofnon-sphericalgrains.W e illustrate

the approach through im plem entation in the com m only used second-order

velocity explicitVerletm ethod.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Com putationalstudies ofthe dynam ics and statistics oflarge particle ensem bles have

been successfully conducted for severaldecades [1,2],and m any di�erent types ofinter-

particle force �elds have been developed for speci�c physicalapplications. The particles

ofinterest in M olecular Dynam ics (M D) or Discrete Elem ent M ethods (DEM s) are often

represented by spatialpointcoordinatesand theassociated m om enta.Forexam ple,atom ic-

scale m odeling ofm aterialsconsiderseach atom asa pointparticle,and the nature ofthe

m aterialisde�ned by theinteratom ic potential.Likewise,thedynam icsofinhom ogeneous

atom ic ensem bles,such asm olecularchainsin solution,can be m odeled by pointparticles

with di�erent interaction potentials de�ning the nature ofthe chem istry between two or

m oreatom s.Given a com plex ensem ble ofinteractions,the involved tim e scalesofthedy-

nam icsm ay span m any ordersofm agnitude,thereby lim iting thee�ciency ofa sim ulation

approach since a usefulnum ericaltim e step for a sim ulation is inversely proportionalto

the highest frequency in the system . Thus,ifparticles interact such that high-frequency,

sm all-am plitude oscillations result,it m ay be advantageous to disregard the dynam ics of

the interaction and constrain the relative degree offreedom between the two objects to

the m ean distance. In m olecularsystem s atroom tem perature conditions,constraintsare

further justi�ed by the fact that m any relevant chem icalbond vibrations are im probable

to be found in an excited quantum m echanicalenergy state. Otherexam plesofthe appli-

cation ofholonom ic constraintscan be found in studiesofgranularm aterialscom posed of

non-sphericalparticles. M any such studies relate to particles ofcom plex geom etry or to

particlesthatareconnected through actualphysicalconstraints.M odeling thesesystem sby

sphericalparticlesinteracting through vibrationalpotentialsisobviously notdesirableasit

m ay introducespuriousdeform ationsand internaloscillations.

Asa resultofthe interestin constraints,m uch work hasbeen devoted in the literature

to develop practical,accurate,and e�cient m ethods for introducing constraints into the

num ericalm ethodstostudy thedynam icsofnon-sphericalparticles.M uch ofthepioneering

workculm inated intheSHAKE [3]andRATTLE [4]algorithm s.Thesem ethodsconsiderthe

constraintsin a (point)particleensem bleasa collection oflinearly independentconstraints

on distances between pairs ofparticles. Forany given tim e step ofa num ericaltem poral

integratoroftheequationsofm otion foreach particle,the constraintsare enforced forthe

resulting positionsthrough the self-consistentsolution ofa setofnonlinearequations(one

foreach constraint).Thissolution isusually obtained through an iterativeapproach where

com putationale�ciency hasto bebalanced with thedesireforaccuracy.Theseapproaches

have been very successfuland are stillthe core in m any applications. Som e m odi�cations

havebeenintroduced forspeci�csystem sandgeom etries.Forexam ple,SETTLE [5]provides

a directanalyticalcalculation ofthethreeconstraintsnecessary forrigid triangularobjects

(developed for three-point classicalwater m odels),and "Fast SHAKE" [6]optim izes the

iterative m ethod for �nding the constraints necessary for m odeling sm allrigid m olecules.

Other suggestions include the EEM approach [7,8],which evaluates the constraints non-

iteratively atthebeginning ofa tim estep whereallpositionsareknown.Asa consequence

ofiterativem ethodsand algorithm icapproxim ations,theupdated positionsdo notexactly

ful�llthe holonom ic constraints,and corrective m easuresm ustbe applied ifand when the

cum ulative discrepancy becom esunacceptable.
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M ostm ethodsforevaluating constraintshave been developed forensem bles oflinearly

independent constraints. Severalpublications,including [3],consider the linear geom etry

as a separate case due to occurring singularities in the m ethods for linearly independent

constraints.A few directm ethodsforlineargeom etry havebeen outlined (see,e.g.,[9]),but

they are possible only because ofperfectthree-body sym m etry. W e dem onstrate a sim ple

m ethod forevaluating the necessary Lagrange m ultipliers for constraining any num ber of

di�erentparticles onto a linear geom etry. W e show thatthe resulting m ethod ise�cient,

non-iterative,exact,and self-correcting.

II.EQ U AT IO N S O F M O T IO N W IT H C O N ST R A IN T S

W e considerthe dynam icsofN particlesconstrained on a straightline (see Figure 1).

Theequationsofm otion forthecoordinate, �R j,ofthejth particleisgiven by:

m j
��R j + �j

_�R j = �F j =

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

�f1 + �1N �R 1N � l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

��k1 ; j= 1

�fj + l1N (
��j1 +

��jN ) ;1< j< N

�fN � �1N �R 1N � l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

��kN ; j= N

; (1)

where m j is the m ass, friction is represented by �j, and
�fj is an extra-m olecular force

on the jth particle. Throughout the paper,overbar "�" and overdot "_" denote a vector

and a tem poralderivative,respectively. The two particles,j = 1 and j = N ,de�ne the

direction and length oftheobjectthrough thescalarLagrangem ultiplier�1N and thevector
�R 1N = �R N � �R 1.Thelength ljiisde�ned by lji= j�R i� �R jj.Allotherparticles,1< j< N ,

areconstrained totheirrelativepositionsthrough thevectorm ultipliers��jifori= 1;N ,that

connecteach ofthoseparticlesexclusively to thede�ning particlesofj= 1;N .Noticethat

allthe forcesofthe constraintscancelforthe ensem ble. Atany given tim e the constraints

areenforced by thegeom etricconditions:

�
�
��R 1N

�
�
� = l1N (2)

�R j =
ljN �R 1 + lj1 �R N

l1N
; (3)

whereallparticles1< j< N liebetween particles1 and N ,such thatlj1 + ljN = l1N .The

num ber ofgeom etricalconditions given in (2)and (3)is3(N � 2)+ 1 (three-dim ensional

space),whereasthenum berofLagrangem ultipliersto bedeterm ined forthesolution of(1)

is6(N � 2)+ 1. Since the constraints should notcontribute nettorque to the object,we

furtherhavetheconditionsfor1< j< N :

�R 1N �
�
lj1
��j1 � ljN

��jN

�
= 0: (4)

By writing

��ji=
��
k

ji+
��
?

ji; (5)
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with ��?ji�
�R 1N = 0 and ��

k

ji= �
k

ji
�R 1N =j�R 1N j,wecan express(4)in theform

lj1
��
?

j1 = ljN
��
?

jN ; (6)

i.e.,theconstraintforces,responsible form aintaining particlej atitsdesired relative posi-

tion,are balanced in theircom ponentsorthogonalto the direction ofthe objectsuch that

no nettorqueiscontributed.

However,itisim portantto realize thatthisbalance doesnotnecessarily apply to the

longitudinalcom ponents,�
k

j1 and �
k

jN . Since the objectisrigid,we m ay therefore choose

any num ber,
j (1< j< N ),such that


j
��
k

j1 =
��
k

jN (7)

withoutanyphysicalconsequence.Thisam biguity re
ectsthephysicalfactthatarigid stick

respondsidentically regardlessofhow longitudinalforcesare distributed along the object.

Inserting (6)and (7)into (1),wecan thereby obtain thefollowing system ofequations

m j
��R j + �j

_�R j =

8
>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>:

�f1 + �1N �R 1N � l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

�
��
?

k1 +
��
k

k1

�
; j= 1

�fj + l1N
l1N
lj1

��?j1 + l1N (1+ 
j)
��
k

j1 ;1< j< N

�fN � �1N �R 1N � l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

 
lkN

lk1

��
?

k1 + 
k
��
k

k1

!

; j= N

; (8)

with3(N � 2)+1Lagrangem ultipliers,determ ined bythegeom etryof(2)and(3)(noticethat

thevector��k1 =
��?k1 +

��
k

k1 represents3 scalarm ultipliers,oneforthelongitudinaldirection

��
k

k1 and two for orthogonaldirections ��?k1). These equations can now be introduced into

a variety ofnum ericalintegrators,determ ining the Lagrange m ultipliers for enforcing the

constraints,and exploiting thefreeGaugeparam eters,
j,forcom putationaloptim ization.

III.U SIN G T H E V ELO C IT Y EX P LIC IT V ER LET M ET H O D

In the following we illustrate the approach through the com m only used [2,4]velocity

Explicit Verlet algorithm (shown here including linear dam ping) which approxim ates the

solution to(1)usinganon-zerotim estep ofdtconnecting tim etn = ndttotn+ 1 = (n+ 1)dt,

�R
n+ 1
j = �R

n
j +

 

1�
�jdt

2

!

dt�V
n
j +

dt2

2m j

�F
n
j (9)

�V
n+ 1
j =

1�
�jdt

2

1+
�jdt

2

�V
n
j +

1

1+
�jdt

2

dt

2m j

�
�F
n
j +

�F
n+ 1
j

�
; (10)

where we use the notation, �X n
j = �X j(tn)= �X j(n � dt),to describe the integern tim e step,

and where �Vj =
_�R j.
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A .D eterm ining the Lagrange M ultipliers ��ji

Inserting (8)into (9)yieldstheconstrained discrete-tim e equations

�R
n+ 1
j = ~R

n+ 1
j + A j �

8
>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>:

�1N �R n
1N � l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

�
��
?

k1 +
��
k

k1

�
; j= 1

l1N
l1N
lj1

��?j1 + l1N (1+ 
j)
��
k

j1 ;1< j< N

��1N �R n
1N � l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

 
lkN

lk1

��
?

k1 + 
k
��
k

k1

!

; j= N

; (11)

with A j =
dt2

2m j
and,following the notation of[2,4], ~R

n+ 1
j isthe updated (vector)position

ofparticle j,had there been no constraints. The longitudinaland orthogonalcom ponents

of��ji arehererelativeto �R n
1N .TheLagrangem ultipliersarenow determ ined such thatthe

constraintsaresatis�ed attim etn+ 1;i.e.,undertheconditions

�
�
��R n+ 1

1N

�
�
�
2

= l
2

1N (12)

1< j< N : �R
n+ 1
j =

ljN
�R
n+ 1
1

+ lj1
�R
n+ 1
N

l1N
: (13)

Inserting (11)into (12)providesuswith oneequation forthedeterm ination of�1N ,

l
2

1N =
�
�
�

��
z }| {

~R
n+ 1
1N + l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

 

A 1 � A 2

lk1

lk2

!

��
?

k1+ l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

(A 1 � A N 
k)
��
k

k1

| {z }
= 0 for 
k= A 1=A N

�(A 1 + A N )�R
n
1N �1N

�
�
�
2

;

(14)

whereasinserting (11)into (13)providesuswith 3(N � 2)equationsforthedeterm ination

of��j1,

� A j

l2
1N

ljN

��
?

j1 �

N � 1X

k= 2

 

ljN A 1 + lj1
lk1

lkN
A N

!

��
?

k1 = � ~R
?

j (15)

�A jl1N (1+ 
j)
��
k

j1 �

N � 1X

k= 2

(l1N A 1 � lj1(A 1 � 
kA N )
| {z }
= 0 for 
k= A 1=A N

)��
k

k1 = � ~R
k

j �
�R n
1N

l1N
(A 1ljN � A N lj1)�1N ;

(16)

where

� ~R j = � ~R
?

j + � ~R
k

j

�R n
1N�

�
��R n

1N

�
�
�
= ~R

n+ 1
j �

ljN ~R
n+ 1
1

+ lj1 ~R
n+ 1
N

l1N
: (17)

Solving equations(14)-(16)willprovide the Lagrange m ultipliers. However,since (14)isa

nonlinearequation,and since(14)-(16)arecoupled,thedirectsolution to theequationswill

require an iterative approach to the solution ofthe 3(N � 2)+ 1 equations. A signi�cant
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com putationalconsequenceofseparatingtheorthogonaland longitudinalcom ponentsofthe

Lagrangem ultiplier ��j1 isthatthe "free" param eters
j (for1 < j< N )introduced in (7)

can now bechosen tooptim izee�ciency.Speci�cally,choosing
 j = A 1=A N = m N =m 1 leads

to the following e� cient,non-iterative,exact,and self-correcting procedure forevaluating

thenecessary m ultipliers:

Step 1: Solvethetwo independentsetsofN � 2 linearequations(15)to obtain ��?j1.

Step 2: Solve(14).W ith ��?j1 evaluated,then �� isknown.Given 
j = A 1=A N ,thisequation

becom esa sim plesecond-orderpolynom ialin �1N wheretherootcloserto zero isthe

relevantone.

Step 3: W ith the com pletion ofsteps 1 and 2,�
k

j1 can be found from (16) (with 
j =

A 1=A N )asthesolution to thesetofN � 2 linearequations.

Thefactsthatthem ethod outlined aboveisnon-iterativeand exactareself-evident.Given

thatthe involved m atricesare rathersm all((N � 2)� (N � 2)),the m ethod isalso com -

putationally e�cient. Finally,itcan be seen thatregardlessofdeviationsfrom the desired

constrained geom etry attim e n � dt,the geom etric conditionsforevaluating the Lagrange

m ultipliersare enforced attim e (n + 1)� dt(see (12)and (13)). Thus,the m ethod isself-

correcting when m aking theim portantdistinction between,e.g.,a desired length lj1 and an

actuallength j�R n
j1j,which m ay notbeequalto lj1 dueto com putationalprecision errors.

The m atricescorresponding to the N � 2 equationsin (15)and (16)are generally very

wellconditioned and are not subject to num ericalinstabilities. Speci�cally,for a system

ofN equalm asses the m atrix described in (16) has condition num ber [10]k
k

2
= 1

2
N (for

N > 3).Them atrix (15)describing theorthogonalcom ponentsoftheLagrangem ultipliers

islesstransparent.However,fora system ofevenly spaced equalm asses,weshow in Figure

2 how thecondition num berk?
2
dependson N .Itisclearfrom thesedata thatthem atrices

are easily handled num erically for any reasonable num ber ofconstrained particles. It is

im portant to realize that the m atrix (15) m ay becom e less wellconditioned ifA N =ljN is

extrem ely large forany 0 < j < N . However,(11)and (15)have been expressed in term s

of��j1,through the relationships(6)and (7). Thus,we could equally wellhave chosen the

soughtafterLagrangem ultipliersto be ��jN ,in which caseequationsequivalentto (15)-(17)

can be produced to avoid a possible illconditioned m atrix for large A N =ljN . It is also

im portantto realizethatthesem atricesarenotchanging during thecourseofa sim ulation,

and that,e.g.,the sam e LU factorization can be e�ectively used for alltim e steps. The

solution to (14) is lim ited m ainly by ��,as it can be seen that the polynom ialm ay have

only com plex solutionswhen �� isnearorthogonalto �R n
1N .Forreasonabletim esteps,when

particlepositionsonly changeby a fraction ofparticlesize,�� isalwaysnearparallelto �R n
1N ,

and (14)doesthereforenotposeany unpredictablenum ericalproblem s.

The com pletion ofthe tim e step in (11)can then be accom plished forallparticipating

particlesin an ensem ble.W ith thesenew coordinatesattim etn+ 1,theresulting forces
�f
n+ 1
j

can beevaluated.

6



B .U pdating the Velocities

Aspointed outin [4],straightforward application of(10)willnotin generalsatisfy the

necessary constraintson thevelocity com plem entsto (12)and (13):

�V
n+ 1
1N ��R

n+ 1
1N = 0 (18)

1< j< N : �V
n+ 1
j =

ljN �V
n+ 1
1

+ lj1�V
n+ 1
N

l1N
: (19)

Thenecessary correctionscan beintroduced by thefollowing m odi�cation,

�F
n+ 1
j = �f

n+ 1
j + Bj �

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

�1N �R
n+ 1
1N � l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

��k1 ; j= 1

l1N (��j1 + ��jN ) ;1< j< N

��1N �R
n+ 1
1N � l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

��k1 ; j= N

; (20)

where Bj = dt=(2m j + �jdt). As for the Lagrange m ultipliers ��ji the introduction of��ji

should conserve angularm om entum ,i.e.,

lj1��
?

j1 = ljN ��
?

jN (21)

�j��
k

j1 = ��
k

jN ; (22)

where��ji= ��?ji+ ��
k

jiwith ��
?

ji�
�R
n+ 1
1N = 0and ��

k

jik
�R
n+ 1
1N .Analogoustothephysically arbitrary

coe�cient
 j,here wehave coe�cients� j thatcan bechosen to beany num ber.W ith this

observation,(20)becom esthevelocity com plem entto (11):

�V
n+ 1
j = ~V

n+ 1
j + Bj �

8
>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>:

�1N �R
n+ 1
1N � l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

�
��
?

k1 + ��
k

k1

�
; j= 1

l1N
l1N
lj1
��?j1 + l1N (1+ �j)��

k

j1 ;1< j< N

��1N �R
n+ 1
1N � l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

 
lkN

lk1
��
?

k1 + �k��
k

k1

!

; j= N

: (23)

The(vector)velocitieswithoutthecorrectivem ultipliers�� aredenoted ~V
n+ 1
j .Thevelocity

equationsarenow determ ined by inserting (23)into(18)and (19),yielding thefollowing set

of3(N � 2)+ 1 linearequations,

� ~V
?

j = �Bj

l2
1N

ljN
��
?

j1 �

N � 1X

k= 2

 

ljN B1 + lj1
lk1

lkN
BN

!

��
?

k1 (24)

�1N =

�R
n+ 1
1N �~V

n+ 1
1N +

= 0 for �k= B1=BN
z }| {

l1N

N � 1X

k= 2

(B1 � �kBN )��k1

�
�
��R n+ 1

1N

�
�
�
2

(B1 + BN )

(25)

� ~V
k

j �
�R
n+ 1
1N

l1N
(B1ljN � BN lj1)�1N = �Bjl1N (1+ �j)��

k

j1 �

N � 1X

k= 2

(l1N B1 � lj1(B1 � �kBN )
| {z }
= 0 for �k= B1=BN

)��
k

k1 ;

(26)

7



where

� ~Vj = � ~V
?

j + � ~V
k

j

�R
n+ 1
1N�

�
��R n+ 1

1N

�
�
�
= � ~V

n+ 1
j �

ljN � ~V
n+ 1
1

+ lj1� ~V
n+ 1
N

l1N
: (27)

Thesolution tothesetoflinearequations(24)-(26)can besigni�cantlyassisted bychoos-

ing �k = B1=BN .Thischoicewillallow (25)to becom eindependentoftheotherequations,

and allcorrective m ultipliers � can be obtained by solving three setsofN � 2 (plusone)

linearequationsin thelisted order.W ith thissolution,thevelocities �V
n+ 1
j can becom pleted

through (23),and thetim estep isthen accom plished.Beforeinitiatinganothertim estep,it

isim portanttoincludethecorrectivem ultipliersintotheevaluated force,i.e., �f
n+ 1
j = �F

n+ 1
j ,

beforeevaluating ~R
n+ 2
j .

Noticethatforsm alldt,them atricesgiven by (24)and (26)arenearly identicalto the

onesdescribed by (15)and (16),respectively. Thus,we can assum e that(24)and (26)are

subjectto very sim ilarconditioning asdiscussed in the previoussection,when solving the

system snum erically.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

W e have presented an e�cient algorithm forconducting dynam icalsim ulationsofpar-

ticlesconstrained in a lineargeom etry. Following otherpresentations on geom etricalcon-

straintsin particlesim ulations,weintroduceLagrangem ultiplierstotheequationsofm otion

foreach particle,and determ ine the m ultipliersby the desired constraintsaswellasbasic

conditionsofconservation ofm om entum and angularm om entum . The resulting equations

fordeterm iningtheLagrangem ultipliersare,in general,asetofcoupled equationswith som e

nonlinearcom ponent,necessitatingan iterativeapproach toobtain an approxim atesolution.

By taking advantage ofthe physicalam biguity leftin the distribution ofthe constraining

forcesin the longitudinaldirection ofthe ensem ble,we are able to determ ine a particular

distribution thatdecouplesthenonlinearity ofthedeterm iningequationsintoasecond-order

polynom ialofa singlevariable,nam ely,oneoftheLagrangem ultipliersin thelongitudinal

direction.The restofthe equationsare linearand can besolved asthree independentsets

ofN � 2 equationswith N � 2 unknowns,where N isthenum berofm utually constrained

particles.Thus,thealgorithm isexact(within theaccuracy of
oating-pointarithm etic),ef-

�cient,and non-iterative.W ehaveillustrated theapproach through an im plem entation with

the widely used velocity explicitVerletalgorithm fortem poralintegration ofsecond-order

di�erentialequations. The presented form ulation ofthe approach hasthe added bene�tof

being self-correcting,i.e.,any spuriousdeviationsin theconstrained geom etry arising from ,

e.g.,com putationalprecision error,isself-corrected,and thealgorithm doesnotaccum ulate

orpropagate errorin the constraints. Itis straightforward to apply the m ethod to other

num ericalm ethodsforordinary di�erentialequations.Forexam ple,a recentcom prehensive

study on self-assem bled m onolayers[11]applied theabove-outlined techniquetom odelrigid

and linearalkanethiolm oleculesasoverdam ped stochastically driven objects.
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FIG .1. Sketch ofthe system under consideration. N particles are constrained to the line,

de�ned by �R N � �R 1,through the Lagrange m ultipliers ��ji =
��?ji+

��
k

ji,where 1 < j < N and

i= 1;N .
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FIG .2. Condition num bers,k?
2
and k

k

2
,for the m atrices described by equation (15) (� ) and

equation (16) (� ) for 
k = A 1=A N as a function ofthe m atrix size (N � 2)� (N � 2),ifthe N

particleshave equalm assand are evenly spaced along �R 1N .The condition num bersare k
k

2
= 1

2
N

and k?
2
� (N � 2)1:4.
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