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Jarzynski’s identity for the free energy di erence between two equilbrium states can be viewed
as a special case of a m ore general procedure based on phase space m appings. Solving a system ’s
equation of m otion by approxin ate m eans generates a m apping that is perfectly valid for this pur-
pose, regardless of how closely the solution m in ics true tin e evolution. W e exploit this fact, using
crudely dynam ical tra ctories to com pute free energy di erences that are in principle exact. Nu—
m erical sin ulations show that N ew ton’s equation can be discretized to low order over very large tim e
steps (Iim ited only by the com puter’s ability to represent resulting valies of dynam ical variables)
w ithout sacri cing them odynam ic accuracy. For com puting the reversible work required tom ove a
particle through a dense liquid, these calculations arem ore e cient than conventional fast sw itching
sin ulations by m ore than an order ofm agniude. W e also explore consequences of the phase space
m apping perspective for system s at equilbrium , deriving an exact expression for the statistics of

energy

I. NTRODUCTION

Them axin um work theorem , a consequence ofthe sec—
ond law of themm odynam ics, states that the am ount of
work perform ed by a them odynam ic system during a
transform ation from a speci c initial state A to a spe—
ci ¢ nalstate B is lss than energy di erence between
the two states i_]:]. Thework W ismaxinum and equal
to the free energy di erence, or reversbl work, if the
transform ation is carried out reversbly. Equivalently,
the average work perform ed on a system during such a
transform ation isbounded from below by the free energy
di erence F,

Hi i F: @

T he notation h
eral irreversble transform ations initiated In an equilib—
rium state. (For m acroscopic system s every individual
transform ation w ill require the sam e am ount ofw ork but
for sm all system swork uctuations occur.) Rem arkably,
the inequality (:1.') can be tumed into an equality by con—
sidering exponential averages [_2],

exp ( F)=lexp( W )i @)
where = 1=kyT is the inverse tem perature and kg is
Bolzm ann’sconstant. T his iddentity, proven by Jarzynski
'Q] and laterby C rooks B] under very generalconditions,
relates the statistics of irreversible work to equilbrium
free energy di erences.

The Jarzynski identity can be used to calculate free
energy di erences in com puter sin ulations of m olecular
System s E_4,'§,Ld,-'j,§]. Tn statisticalm echanicaltem sthe
free energy di erence F = Fy  Fp between a system
at tem perature T w ith Ham iltonian Hy ) and another
one at the sam e tem perature w ith Ham itonian H 5 (x) is

1 in plies an average overm any in gen—

uctuations in sim ulated conservative system s.

given by

R
ke T nrEEPE He K9 ke T JnQ—B;
dxexpf Ha ®)g Qa

3)
w here the integration extends over the entire phase space
and x = fqg;pg includes the positions g and m om enta p of
allparticles. In the above equation, Qa and Qg are the
canonical partitions finctions of system s A and B . To
calculate F using Jarzynski’s iddentity we Introduce a
param eter dependent Ham ittonian H (x; ) de ned such
thatH ) and Hjy areobtained forparticularvalies ofthe
control parameter, H (x; o) = Ha &%) and H x; ) =
Hp x). By switching the control param eter from ,
to p we can conthhuously transform H, (X) mtoHp (X).
If this is done over a tine , whik the system evolves
from particular niial conditions xq, the work perform ed
on the system is

F =

W = dd — — @)

Tts value depends on the initial conditions xy and on
the particularway the controlparam eter (t) is sw itched
from its initdalto its nalvalue. According to Jarzyn-—
ski’s identity, the free energy di erence can be evaluated
by averaging the work exponentiale " overm any such
transform ations. Speci cally, this average is perform ed
over a canonical distrdbbution of nitial conditions in the
Initial equilbbrium state,
Z
exp ( F)= dxg

®o)expf W Xo)g; (O)

where (%)= expf Ha ®)g=Qa .

In fast switching sim ulations based on the Jarzynski
dentity, non-equilbrium tra fctories are generated by
approxin ately integrating the equation of m otion, typ—
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ically through a truncated Taylor expansion of the tim e—
evolving phase space point x (t). The delity of tra fcto—
ries obtained In thisway to true m icroscopic dynam ics is
determm ined by the tim e Interval over which a low -order
Taylor expansion is assum ed to be accurate. Usually,
the tin e step is chosen to be amn all, so that the total
energy is nearly conserved when control param eters are
held constant (in an isolated system ) {,10]. Tn thispaper
we show that fast switching tra fctories integrated w ith
large tin e steps, while perhaps poor sin ulations of dy—
nam ics, su ce to com pute exact free energy di erences.
This new approach, which can increase the e ciency of
fast sw tching sim ulations by up to two orders ofm agni-
tude, is based on a generalization of Jarzynskls dentity
for general phase space m appmgsﬁll :12 Jarzynskis
original expression corresponds to the particular phase
space m apping provided by the dynam ical propagator.
H is result isvalid, how ever, for any invertible phase space
mapping. One could jist as well use a concatenation
ofhighly approxim ate m olecular dynam ics steps, the re—
sult of integrating equations ofm otion to low order over
large tin e intervals, to m ap points in phase space. A -
though such large tin e step tra fgctories are not accurate
dynam ical pathways, expressions for the free energy re—
m ain exact. D ue to the reduced cost of large tin e step
tra fctordes, a considerabl e ciency increase ispossble.

The rem ainder of the paper is organized as follow s.
T he form alisn and the jasti catjon ofthe large tim e step
approach are presented In section .]:[ The e c:ency of
the resu]tmg algorithm is dJscussed in section -JIt n
section -N. we dem onstrate the validity of this algorithm
by ca]cu]at:ng the reversible work to transform a sinple
one-din ensional energy landscape, and that to drag a
particle through a Lennard-Jones uid. Conclusions are
given in section W I

II. FORM A LISM
A . Jarzynski’s identity for phase space m appings

T he determm inistic tin e evolution of a classicalm any—
particle system can be viewed as m apping every point
In phase space to another: a system initially at xg will
be Iocated at x¢ =  (Xg) after a time t. The function

¢ is called the propagator of the system . Since the sys—
tem evolves determm inistically the point x¢ is com pletely
determm ined by the initial conditions xg. The tine re—
versbility of equations of m otion further ensures that
such a m apping is nvertible, ie., that from x: the corre—
sponding starting point xy can be uniguely determm ined,
Xo = £ (Xe) .

Consider now a general nvertble and di erentiable
m apping

= ®): (6)

that m aps phase space point x into phase space point x°.
Here, them apping (x) takesthe place ofthe propagator

). For such m appings Jarzynskihas derived an ex—
pression akin to the non-equilbrium work theorem f_lzj]
To Introduce the necessary notation we rederive this re—
sult. For this purpose we consider the de nition of the

free energy di erence,
R
F)= Q_B _ dx’expf H &% s )g. )
Qa Qa ’

M ultiplying and dividing the integrand in the above
equation with expf H ( ' ®%; a)gwe cbtan

exp (

f H 1 &9;
em(  F)=  axS® ( &% a)g
Qa
expf H &% ) H( '&); a)lg:
A change of integration variables from x°tox = ! (%%
yields
Z
@ x) f H®;a)
exp ( F) = dx exp A9
@x Qa
expf H( ®); 5) H &; a)lo: )
where 0 (x)=@x7Jj is the Jacobian detem inant of the
mapping &). The above equation suggests generaliz—
Ing the de nition ofwork
@ &)
W =H(X®;s) HEK a) kBTJnK (10)

This \work" includes the energy change caused by
sw itching the controlparam eter from , to y . In addi-
tion W Inclides a tem involving the Jacobian of (x),
which can be viewed as the work necessary to com press
or expand the phase space volum e when applying the
mappihg ). This entropic contrbution can be inter—
preted as \heat" absorbed during the m apping. In fact,
if we choose the m apping to be the system ’s propaga-—
tor, this tem is exactly the heat. In this interpretation,
Equ. Cl() ) is nothing other than an expression ofthe rst
law of themm odynam ics. _

U sing thework de nition :_(_b) we can rew rite Equ. :_('9)
as

f H &®; a)
exp ( F)= dxexp £ gexpf W X)g
Qa
1)
or, as an average over the initialequilbbrium distribution,
exp ( F)=hexpf W &)gi: 12)

This equation can be viewed as a generalization of
Jarzynski’s identity. If the m apping is chosen to be the
propagator  (x) of Newtonian dynam ics, the work W
equals the physicalwork W carried out on the system as
it evolves from xg to X¢,

W =H ®e; 8) H ®oj a): 13)

and Equ. d_l-Z_i) reduces to Jarzynskis identity. In deriv—
ng this result we have exploited the fact that N ew tonian
dynam ics conserves phase space volum e { even when a
control param eter changes w ith tin e, the Jacobian ap-
pearing in the de nition of W [Equ. ClO) ] isunity.



B . Long tim e step tra jectories

Instead ofthe propagator ,we can choose a sequence
of m olecular dynam ics steps as our m apping. Each of
these steps, which are designed to approxin ate the tim e
evolution of the system over a am all tine Interval ¢,
m aps a phase point x; Into a phase point x;+ 1. Equa-
tion C_l-Z_;) can be applied to a map de ned by n such
steps, together taking the mitial point Xy into a nal
point x, = 4 (Xg). The expression for the work W is
particularly sin ple for integrators such as the Verlkt al-
gorithm , which both conserve phase space volim e and
are tme—reveISJbJeg :10 In this case the Jacobian of
the m apping is unity, and, according to Equ. dl(]

W o) (14)

®ni B) H &Xoi a);

so that

e T =texpf H &;s) H®K;a)lgiz @5
This relation is exact regardless of the size of the tine
step  tused in applying these Integrators.

E quation dlﬂ ) suggests the ©llow ing algorithm . (1) A
canonical distrbution (xg) of Initial conditions is sam —
pld wih a M onte Carlo procedure or w ith an appro—
priately themm ostatted m olecular dynam ics sin ulation.
(N ote that in the lattercasea su clently an alltin e step
m ust be used in order to preserve the correct equilbriuim
distrdbbution.) (2) These initial conditions are then used
as starting points for fast sw itching tra fctories obtained
by repeated application ofthe Verlet algorithm . (3) D ur-
ing the Integration the controlparam eter is changed from

a to . Shce Equ. CLS) is exact for any size of the
tine step t, the chosen integration tim e step can be
arbirarily large, provided that the variables specifying
the state of the system (for instance, positions and m o—
m enta of all particles) retain values that do not exceed
the range a com puter can represent. W e call this lim it
the stability lim it. For each tra gctory the energy dif-
ference W = H Xp; 8) H Xg; a) is detem ined and
used to calculate the exponential average appearing in
Equ. 615 Since large tim e step tra pctories are com pu—
tationally less expensive, this algorithm holdsprom ise to
Increase the e ciency of fast—sw itching free energy calcu—
lations. W hetherthis isactually the case dependson how
the work distrdbution ism odi ed by the increase in tin e
step length. In Sec. ITI we describbe how to analyze the
e clency of fast swiching sin ulations wih large tine
steps.

C . Stochastic dynam ics

O ften the dynam ics ofm odelm olecular system s evolve
by stochastic equations of m otjpp . Common exam ples
include the Langevin equation [13],

g = pm

@H
= — pt+ ©; 16)
eq
where is a friction coe cient and () isa uctuat-

Ing random force; and determ inistic dynam ics coupled to
stochastic themm ostats, such as the A ndersen them ostat
Il4] It has been shown that the Jarzinsky relation re—
m ains valid also in these cases [Z_‘:’, :_1-5] In this section
we discuss the question whether the large tin e step ap—
proach discussed in the previous section can be applied
to stochastic dynam ics as well

W e describe the stochastic com ponent ofthese dynam —
icsthrough a \noisehistory" (t). In the case of Langevin
dynam ics the noise history is, as the notation suggests,
the tra fctory of the random force. For a given realiza—
tion of (t), the tin e evolution ofa stochastic system can
be regarded as determ inistic, and we m ay w rite

Ko; ©F a7)

Xy =

w here the second argum ent in the determ inistic m ap in—

dicates its dependence on the noise history (). SJnoe
this m apping is nvertble and di erentiable, Equ. (12)
applies for any particular noise history,
Z
exp ( F)= & K)expf W Kk; ©li; 18)

w here we have averaged over canonically distributed ini-
tial conditions and

W k; ©I=

H(ki ©s) HEK a)

Ko T T @ Kk; ©]
@x

:(19)

This result above is valid for any noise-dependent m ap

Ko; ()1, sowe are free to choose a m apping com prised
of repeated application of B rownian dynam ics steps i_é]
w ith arbitrary step size. Because the result of averaging
expf W [K; (t)]g over initial conditions is com pletely
Independent of (t), the ram aining average over noise his-
tordes is trivial, yielding

spl B)=
D ® d&xP[ O] Klexpf W Kk; ©:0)
R

Here, the notation D (t) Indicates summ ation over all
noise histories and P [ (t)] is the probability distribbution
for observing a particular realization.

Interestjng]y, the above derivation in plies that Equ.
CZO can be applied to m appings wih a com pletely ar-
bitrary stochastic com ponent. In particular, it is not
necessary that the m agnitude of stochastic uctuations
be related in any way to the rate of dissipation. In order
to preserve a canonical distrdution, the Langevin equa—
tion must be supplem ented with such a constraint on
the statisticsof (t) (henceforth assum ed to be G aussian
white noise) :

h® ©i=2ksT ¢ O: 1)



This uctuation-dissipation relation, ensuring detailed
balance, is a necessary condition for the applicability of
Jarzynski’s original identity conceming the exponential
average ofwork de ned in the conventionalway. O btain—
Ing that resul from Equ. :_2-(_?; is not nearly as straightfor—
ward aswas the analogous task for determ inistic dynam —

ics. For stochastic m appings the Jacobian determ inant

does not directly corregoond to heat, even in the 1im it of
an alltin e step size. Instead, for a tra pctory of length

@ ki ©] o
— =e

Iim

tl o @x 7 @2)

where n¢ is the number of m om entum degrees of free—
dom . The volum e of a phase space elem ent evolring

under Langevin dynam ics thus decays steadily as tine

evolves and hasno contribution from the uctuating ran-—
dom force. M athem atically, this phase space com pres—
sion arises from the system atic dam pJng of kinetic en—
ergy through the friction term in Equ. -16 P hysically,

its cancellation of contributions from heat Q in the ex—
ponential average of Equ. 2-(_]I is a subtle consequence of
detailed balance. Crooks has shown that, for tragcto—
ries generated by any balanced dynam icalrules, e 9 is

equivalent to the ratio of probability densities of forward

and tin e-reversed pathw ays. T his ratio is closely related

to a m apping’s Jaccbian, as willbe shown in Sec. V}.

T he practical utility of our large tin e step result for
free energy di erences is com prom ised in the speci ccase
of Langevin dynam ics by at least two issues. First, the
rapid decay of ® [k; (¢)F@xjoould damp all but the
largest uctuations, m aking convergence of the average
n Equ. :_59' problem atic. Second, an exact calculation
ofthe Jacobian for large tim e steps is cum bersom e when
m any degrees of freedom interact. T he insensitivity Equ.
£0) to the orm of stochastic noise m ight be exploited to
o set these problem s, but it is not cbvious how to do so.

ITII. EFFICIENCY ANALY SIS

In a straightforward application of the fast sw itching
procedure, the free energy di erence F is estin ated
from a nie sample of N tragctories origihating from
canonically distribbuted initial conditions. Here we as—
sum e that these initial conditions are statistically uncor-
related sam ples. De ning

X exp( W ); 23)

we can w rite the free energy di erence for niteN as

Fy ks T Xy : ©24)

where X  is the average of X over N independent tra-

“ectories:
R

Xy x @ .

i=1

: @5)
N

Here, X @ isthe value of X obtained from the i+th tra—
fctory. W e now repeat this entire procedure M tim es
(generating a totalofM N tra fctories) and average over
allM resulting free energy estin ates Eéj) . The Iin iting
result of this protocol is

X

— )

h Fyi Iim Fy : (26)

1
M1 M
=1
Due to the non-lnearity of the logarithm relating the
averageXN to the free energy estimate Fy  (see Equ.
£4)),h Fy idi ersfrom the true free energy di erence
F even in the lin it of in nitely m any repetitions. For
su JentJy large N this deviation, or bias, is given by

tL3, 6, ]

— ks T h( X Fi

h Fyi F = g
= N ON X i2

@)

where the uctuation X X X i is the deviation
of X from its average value. This equation is obtained

by expanding the logarithm in Equ. {_2-4) n powers of
relative uctuations of§N and truncating the expansion

after the quadratic term .

In addition to the system atic bias, we m ust account

=
for random error in each free energy estim ate F Y As

sum Ing the statistical errors of di erent sam ples to be
uncorrelated, and denoting their variance as
2 h[ Fy h Fyifi; ©8)
w e obtain the totalm ean squared deviation from the true
free energy di erence,
2 h[ Fy FFri=K + Z: 9)
N ote that the bias decays w ith sam ple size asly / 1=N
for hrge N ,pw_hjle the scale of random error decays only
as y / 1= N . Thus, orsu cintly large N only the
statistical errors in the free energy estin ate are relevant,
and we can safely approxin ate
2m2 :
2 _ 2 _ KT h(X)21: 0)
N hX i?
From Equ. C_3-(_)') one can determ ine the num ber of tra—
Ectories N necessary to obtain a certain level of error
k2T?h( X Fi

- 31)

T he com putationalcost ofeach tra fctory is roughly pro-
portionalto the num ber ofrequired force calculationsand
hence proportionalto the numberofstepsn = = tnec—
essary to generate a tra pctory of length . Neglecting
the cost ofthe generation of initial condiionswe can thus
de ne a nom alized com putational cost

(X Fi
X 2

h( X )Zi.

T o2

Ccpy N



T his com putationalcost Ccpy isthe CP U -tin e required
to obtain an accuracy in the free energy of = kT
m easured in unis ofthe CP U -tin e required to carry out
one singlem oleculardynam icstim e step. N ote that while
hX iis independent from the stepsize t, them ean square

uctuations h( X 3i depend on i. To determ e an op-
tin al tin e step size for a fast-sw tching free energy cal-
culation, wem ust m inim ize the entire quantity Ccpy . In
the follow Ing section we w ill present calculations of this
nom alized CP U -tin e as a function ofthe stepsize t for
two di erentm odels.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS
A . One-dim ensional system

W e rststudy thee ectof large tin e step Integration
for a sin ple m odel ntroduced by Sun ﬁ In this one—
din ensionalm odela point particle ofunitm assm oves in
a potential that depends on a controlparam eter . The
Ham iltonian for the system as a function of the position
g and the m om entum p of the m oving particle is

H @p; )= %p2+ 4 160 (33)
Here, all quantities are scaled to be unitless. For =
0 the pptential has two symm etric m nin a located at
q = 8 separated by a barrier of height E = 64
Iocated at g = 0. For = 1 the potential energy
function reduces to a single quartic well. For a given
vafie of the control param eter  the partition finction
is dodpexpf H (@;p; )g. The free energy di erence
between the two states corresponding to = 1 and

=0, J:espectjyely, can be calculated analytically to be
62:9407ks T [L11].

For this m odel we carried out fast sw tching sim ula—
tions using di erent time steps t ranging from t =
0002 to t= 0:d. The equations of m otion were inte-
grated w ith the velocity Verlkt algorithm {4, 1101, yield—
ing positions ¢ and m om enta p: as a function of time
t. For this m odel the Verkt algorithm becom es unsta—
ble for tin e steps larger than t= 0:d. In all cases the
total tra ctory length was = 10, corresponding to a
transform ation su ciently gradualto allow accurate cal-
culation of the free energy di erence and of the mean
square uctuations h( X Ji. For each tin e step size we
integrated 10° tra-pctories from initial conditions sam —
pld from a canonicaldistrdbution wWih = 0) usihg a
M onte C arlo procedure. A long the tra fctories the con-—
trolparam eterwasvaried from itsiniialto its nalvalue.
M ore precisely, after each velocity Verkt step, carried
out at constant , the control param eter was increased
by 1=n wheren = = t is the number of tim e steps in
the tra pctory. At the end of each trafctory the work
W =H @g;;p ;1) H (@;p0;0) wascalculated and added
to the exponential average. (N ote that, when advancing
tin e in large steps, it is in portant to use this generalized

de nition of work rather than sum m ing estin ates of the
physicalwork perform ed during each stepw ise change of
the controlparam eter.)

(o2}

5

FIG .1: W ork distribbutionsP W ) obtained for the Sun m odel
for a traectory length = 10 and step sizes t= 01 (solid
line) and 0.01 (dashed line). W ork distributions for all tin e
steps an aller than t= 0:01 are indistinguishable from the
distrbution for t= 0201 on the scale ofthe gure.

W ork distrbbutions P W ) obtained for di erent step
sizes t (@nd hence for di erent num bers of steps per
tra pctory) are shown In Fig. &i. P W ) deviates visbly
from is sn all tin e step lmﬂ:on]y for the largest step
size, t = 01 These di erences origihate in the mac-
curacy of the integration algorithm for large step sizes.
Even though the work distrbution varies with the size
of integration steps, the resulting free energies show no
step size dependence (see Fig. :_2), provided the stability
Iim it of the Integration algorithm is not exceeded.
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FIG .2: Free energy di erences (circles) obtained for the Sun
m odel from fast switching tra fctories of length = 10 w ith
di erent step sizes t. The dotted line denotes the exact
free energy di erence. A Iso shown is the average work Hi i
(squares) .

To quantify the staUsl:calen:or n the free energy es—
tin ates shown In Fig. Q we have calculated the relative
uctuations h( X 3i=hX i, which according to Equ. 136)
detem ine the mean squared ermror 2 . These relative



uctuations are plotted in Figua3. The irregular shape
ofthis curve re ects changes in the features (such as the
peak near W = 62) of the work distrlbbutions shown In

Fig.'l.
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FIG .3: Relative uctuationsh( X fi=hX i® orthe Sun m odel
as a function of the step size t.

T he com putationalcost Ccpy follow s from the relative

uctuations and is shown as a function of the step size
n Fig. IfI O ver the range of tin e steps depicted In the

gure the com putational cost decreases from about 16
to about 10*. Thus, the fast switching sinulation can
be accelerated by two orders of m agniude if the conser-
vative step size of t= 0001 is replaced by a step size

t = 0: near the stability 1m it. A Ifhough in the lat-
ter case the equations ofm otion are not aithfully solved
(see Sec. Iy;, Fig. I_l(_)'), the expression for the free energy
rem ains exact.
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FIG .4: Nom alized CPU tine Ccpy for the Sun modelas a
function of the step size t forksT = 1. For all step sizes
the total tractory length was = 1. This result indicates
that for this m odel the com putational cost of a free energy
calculation with a given error decreases for increasing step
size until the stability 1im it is reached.

B . D ragged particle in Lennard-Jones uid

O ur second exam ple involves a system w ith m any de—
grees of freedom and is therefore likely to be m ore rele—
vant for typicalm olecular system s of interest. Spepci -
cally, we tested the large-tin estep version of the Jarzyn—
ski identity for a particle dragged through a Lennard-
Jones uid. In these simulations, a tagged particlke is
coupled to a ham onic trap whose m ininum is shifted
from one position to another whilke the system evolres in
tin e. If this process is carried out at a nite rate, work
is perform ed on the system by the m oving trap. N ever—
theless, the free energy di erence between the two states
corresponding to the nitialand nalposition ofthe trap
vanishes due to sym m etry.

The tin edependent Ham iltonian for our M -particle
system is

X p2 X
= + T4 + —(r
7ms v (riy) 2(1

H igit) = R ©)%: (34)

i= i< j

wherep; isthem om entum ofparticle i, r; isthe position
ofparticle i, ry; is the distance between particles i and j
and the second sum on the right hand side extends over
allparticle pairs. T he particles Interact via the Lennard—
Jones potential

12 6

v(r) = 4" (35)

r r
Here, "and areparam etersdescribing the depth ofthe
potential well and the interaction range of the strongly
repulsive core, respectively. The last term in Equ. {_éﬁI)
describes the potential energy of one particular parti-
cle (we arbitrarily pick particke 1) In a ham onic trap
w ith force constant k. In Equ. ('_39') R (t) denotes the
tin e-dependent position ofthe trap’sm inim um , which is
moved from the origin In the x-direction with constant
speed

R &) =¢e t; (36)

w here e, is the unit vector in x-direction. D uring a to—
taltine the trap is displaced by an amount L =

W hile the trap’sm Inimum roughly determ ines the posi-
tion ofparticle 1, this particle does uctuate aboutR (f).
Thework W performm ed on the system along a particular
trapctory from £op;pog to £q ;p g is given by

W =H@/i/p; ) H@ipo;0): (37)

Since the free energy of the systam does not depend on
the trap’s location, F = 0, the exponential work av—
erage carried out over m any realizations of this process
is

(38)

hexp( W )i= exp( F)=1:

Here, angular brackets indicate a canonical average for a
xed position of the trap.



W e have carried out a fast switching procedure for
M = 108 particles of unit m ass In a three-din ensional,
cubic sin ulation box w ith periodic boundary conditions.
The wuid’s density, = 08 3, is roughly that at
the triple point, and is iniial tem perature places it in
the liquid phase. Canonically distrbbuted nitial condi-
tions were generated by a m olcular dynam ics sinula—
tion, em p]oyjng‘an A ndersen them ostat at tem perature
kg T="= 10 [14], with the trap xed at the origih. For
the generation of initial conditions, the equations ofm o—
tions were ntegrated w ith the velociy Verlet algorithm
and a tin e step ofdt = 0:001 ("=m )'~?. T he state ofthe
system was recorded every 50 stepsalong this equilbbrium
tra pctory, providing an ensem ble of intial conditions for
the fast sw itching procedure.

From these initial conditionswe generated fast sw itch—
ing trafctories of total length = 12 ("=m }~? with
di erent tine steps ranghg from t= 0:001 ("=m }~2
to t= 002 ("=m)2. The corresponding pathways
ranged in number of steps from n = 1200 to n = 60,
respectively. In each case the total displacem ent of the
trap from its initial to its nalposition wasL = 05
corresponding to a velocity of = 5=12m =")'"2. The
velocity Verlet algorithm w ithout therm ostat was used
to Integrate N ew ton’s equations ofm otion. A long these
tra ctordes the particle trap was displaced stepw ise by a
an all distance L=n after each m olecular dynam ics step.
W ork distribbutions obtained in thism anner are shown in
Fig. :_5 for three di erent step sizes. Free energy di er—
ences F and the average work W calculated in these
sim ulations are depicted in Fig. -'_6
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FIG. 5: W ork distrbutions P W ) for a particle dragged
through a Lennard-dJones uid for step size t =
0:001 ("=m )*? (solid Iine), step size t= 0015 ("=m )2
(dashed Iine) and step size t= 0:02 ("=m )'™? (dotted line).

W e used the relative uctuations h( X 3i=hX i (see
Fiy. 1]) to caloulate the nom alized CPU tine Ccpy,
which is plotted In Fig. -'_é The com putational ef-
fort required to obtain a speci ¢ accuracy decreases
w ih increasing step size until the largest value, t =
002 ("=m )'*2. Just as in the schem atic one-din ensional
exam ple, them ost e cient fast-sw itching calculation for
dragging a particle through a dense uid is obtained for
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FIG .6: Freeenergy di erences (circles) for a particle dragged
through a Lennard-Jones uid as a function of step size t.
The trafctory ength was = 12 ("=m )'~? forall step sizes.
A 1so shown is the average work HV i (squares).

step sizes close to the stability 1m it.
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FIG.7: Relative uctuations h( X fi=hx i* for the particle
dragged through a Lennard-Jones uid as a function of the
step size t.

V. DISCUSSION

M olecular dynam ics sin ulations carried out w ith lJarge
tin e steps do not Aithfilly reproduce the dynam ics of
any system with con guration-dependent forces. If such
large tim e steps are used In the generation of fast sw itch—
Ing tra ctories to calculate free energy di erenceson the
basis of Jarzynski’s identity, integration errors lead to
work distributions di ering from those obtained in the
an all t'm_e step lin i. Nevertheless, as we have shown
n Sec. -r_T_‘[, the Jarzynski identity rem ains exactly valid
In principle for tin e steps of arbirary size. As a prac—
ticalm atter the stability lim it provides an upper bound
to the step size. Since the com putational cost of m olec—
ular dynam ics tra fctordes is proportionalto the num ber
of integration steps, large tin e steps can be bene cial
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FIG .8: Nom alized CPU tine Ccpy fOor the particle dragged

through a Lennard-Jones uid ofM = 108 particles at a den—
sty = 038 ? asa finction ofthestep size tatkgT="= 1.

T he particle is dragged through the uid by a parabolic po—
tentialw ith froe constant k = 10° "= 2Ym oving at constant

speed = 5=12@m =")'"?. For all step sizes the total tra pc-

tory length was = 12 ("=m )'~?. Also for this m odel the

cost ofa free energy calculation decreases up to step sizes jist

short of the stability lim it.

W hether an increase of com putational e cieny can re—
ally be achieved depends on how the relative squared
uctuations h( X 3i=tX i* scale w ith the size ofthe inte—
gration tin e step. Ifthese uctuations increasewih t
sublinearly, using large tin e steps is advantageous.
In both ofthe num ericalexam plespresented in Sec.:_I\[:,
Increasing the size ofthe tin e step wellbeyond the range
approprate orequilbriim sin ulationsproved favorable.
Resulting e ciency increases reached up to two orders
of magnitude. Here we ask more generally, and wih
com plex m olecular system s in m ind, w hat circum stances
should allow large tin e step integration to In prove upon
fast sw tching sin ulations. To answer that question it is
convenient to w rite the work W perform ed on the system
during the transform ation as sum of two parts. This
separation isparticularly naturalifthe controlparam eter
is changed stepw ise, ie., if each step is perform ed at
constant and is Pllowed by an increase in the control
param eter by an increm ent = 1=n.
W ede nethe rstcontrbution to the generalized work
W asthe change in energy due to the changes in control
param eter for xed phase points,

xn
W H ki;i ]
=1

Hky;@E 1) It (39)

Here, x; is the phase space point reached after i integra—
tion steps starting from phase space point xg . In C rooks'’s
considerations of system s out of equilbrium , W is pre-
cisely the physicalw ork exerted by the change of control
param eter B].

In a system that evolves according to N ew ton’s equa—
tionsw ih a tin e-independent potential energy fuinction,
the totalenergy is a constant of the m otion. But when

these equations are integrated approxin ately over nite
tin e steps, the energy of the system is not perfectly con—
served. Summ ing the energy changes due to integration

error In the Intervals between stepw ise increasesof ,we

obtain the other contribution to W

¢ 1
W H K151 1]

i=0

H ki;i0 I (40)

To summ arize our decom position of W , the work
W involves changes In controlparam eter at xed phase
space points, while the less physical contrbution W in—
volves changes in the phase space point at constant con—
trol param eter. The total work perform ed during the
transform ation is the sum ofthese two quantities,

W =W +W 41)

In the lim it ofvery am alltin e steps, the energy ofthe sys—
tem isconserved whenever isconstant. In this case, the
\error" work W vanishesand the entirew ork is caused by
changes in the controlparameter, W = W . Ifa system
is driven away from equilbrium by a stepw ise Increase
of the control param eter, the error work serves as a sin —
pl measure for the accuracy of approxin ate num erical
Integration.

N eglecting correlations between W and W for the
m om ent, we can w rite

hexp ( W )i=hexp( W )ilexp( W )i: 42)
A ccordingly, the free energy change is the sum of two

term s orighhating from W and W ,

F = F + F

= ksThhe " i kgThhe " i: @3)
This sgparation of the free energy di erence into two
tem srelatedtoW and W , respectively, is only strictly
valid if uctuations in

and X W) 44)

X exp( W ) exp (

are statistically independent. This supposiion cannot
be assum ed a priorito be the case. For the two m odels
treated num erically In this study we have calculated the
correlation

hX X i
C P ; 45)
h( X )2ih( X )2%i
where X X X iand X X X i. This

coe clent quanti es correlations between the two vari-
ablkes X and X . W hile In the absence of correlations

C = 0, perfect correlation (anticorrelation) leads to

C =1 = 1).Correlationscom puted num erically

for the Sun m odelare depicted in F ig. :_§ as a function of
thetine step t.Foralltine step sizesX and X are

only weakly (anti)correlated. T he assum ption of statis—
tical independence is justi ed in these cases.
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FIG .9: CorrelationsC  Dbetween controlparam eterw ork and
Integration error work as a function of the step size for the
Sun m odelL

Under the sam e assum ption the statistical error of a
fast switching free energy calculation with large tine
stepscan alsobew ritten asthe sum oftw o distinct contri-

bl_,ujons. Absent correlationsbetween W and W , Equ.
C_3(_]‘) becom es
k2T? h( X )*1 h(X )i
2k ( .) N ( .) . 46)
N hX 12 hX 42

Thus, the total mean squared error is the sum of the
m ean squared errors of the free energies related to the
control param eter work and the integration error work,
respectively. O ne potentially substantial di erence be-
tween these two error contrbutions is their dependence
on system size. O ften, the controlparam eter actsonly
on a am all subset of the systam ’s degrees of freedom . In
calculating the cheam ical potential of an electrically neu-—
tral species by particle insertion, for nstance, the solute
Interactsonly w ith a sm allnum ber ofother particlesnear
the insertion point. Sin ilarly, the transform ation of a
residue of a proteln into anotheronem ainly a ectsonly
a localgroup of interactions. In such cases, the work W
resulting directly from changes in the controlparam eter
quickly saturates wih grow ing system size. The work
W , origihating In the inaccuracy of the integration algo—
rithm , has a di erent system size dependence. Since all
degrees of freedom contribute to the ntegration error, W
is expected to grow linearly with the system size. Thus,
forsu ciently large system sthe second term on the right
hand side of Equ. (46) m Ight becom e dom inating for
long tin e steps, thus lim iting the m axin ally possble ef-
clency gain. (It is for sin ilar reasons that hybrid M onte
Carlo-m olecular dynam ics sin ulations decline e clency
for lJarge system s LLEj].) But as long as the integration er—
ror is an all com pared to w ork done by changes in control
param eter, using large tin e steps should rem ain advan—
tageous.

In ourdiscussion ofthe e ciency ofthe large tim e step
fast sw tching approach we have so far neglected the com —
putational cost associated w ith generating initial condi-
tions. O ften, starting points for the fast sw itching tra—

“ectories are generated w ith an appropriately them ostat—
ted m olecular dynam ics sin ulation. It is in portant that
these sim ulations are carried out w ith a tin e step of con—
ventionally sm all size. O therw ise the distrbbution of ini-
tial conditions can di er from the necessary canonical
one. Thus, the large tin e step approach can reduce only
the com putational cost associated w ith generating the
non-equilbrium trajctories. This latter contrbution is
dom inant by far in m ost cases.

The issues discussed In this paper have som e inter—
esting in plications for m olecular dynam ics sin ulations
carried out at equilbrium aswell If the controlparam —
eter is not changed as the system evolves in tim e, no
work W is done on the system . In this case the firee
energy di erence F also vanishes, since niialand nal
H am iltonians are identical. N evertheless, due to the in —
perfection ofa nite tim e step integration algorithm , the
energy is not strictly conserved, and som e \error" work
W is perform ed. A ccording to Equ. {;L§‘) the statistics
of such energy errors obeys

hexp( W )i= 1:

This resul inplies that the distrdbution of integration
errors cannot be symm etric about W = 0. Rather, pos—
irive errors are In loose temm sm ore likely than negative
ones. Fora G aussian error distribution, Equ. Cfl]') relates
the average error to the w idth of the error distrlbution,

@7)

. 1
W i= —
2

2 2, 48)
For m ore com plicated error distributions, this sam e re—
sul is obtained from a cum ulant expansion ofEqu. €47)
truncated afterthe second temm . T hus, foran errordistri-
bution that is G aussian and/or su ciently narrow, the
average error is positive. This dem onstration that the
average energy of a sim ulated canonical ensem ble drifts
upward with tin e m akes no reference to the details of
m olecular Interactions.

W e have veri ed Equ. j{47) both r the Sun m odel
and for the Lennard-Jones uid. In both cases we have
detem ined the distrbbution P W ) of the Integration er—
rorW fora large integration step t and constant
T he averagesw ere carried out in the respective canonical
ensem bles corresponding to = 0. Two typicaldistribu-
tionsare shown in Fig. :lO Forthe Sun m odel (solid line)
P W ) is strongly non-G aussian and asym m etric about
W = 0, wih positive errors m ore lkely than negative
ones. W hilke the average error of W i = 0:041 is clearly
positive, the exponential average hexp ( W )i is unity
w ith high accuracy. For the Lennard-Jones uid wih
one particle n a xed trap the distrdbution of integra—
tion errors is approxin ately G aussian, w ith an average
of W i= 0064. Also in this case the exponential work
average is uniy.

Fom ulating changes in control param eter as a se—
quence ofdiscrete steps is also convenient fordem onstrat—
ing the equivalence between our dentity for stochastic
m appings, Equ. CZ() and Jarzynski’s original identity.



FIG . 10: D istrlbbutions P W ) of the integration error W

at constant control param eter. Solid lne: Sun m odel for
= 0, = 10, and t = 4=30; dashed line: Lennard-

Jones uid with one particle n xed trap, = 12 (=m Y72,
t= 0015 (=m)'™2.

D uring periodswhen is xed, stochastic evolution sub—
Bct to a suitable uctuation-dissipation relation, such as
Equ. C_2-]_:), satis es detailed balance in the anall tine
step lim it. Speci cally,

pk ! x)= &P’ x) 49)
where ;) / exp[ H (x;i )] isthe canonical distri-
bution corresponding to the Ham iltonian H (x;i ) at
step i, and p; x ! x%) is the noiseaveraged probability
for a phase space point x at the beginning ofa constant-
intervalto evolve into phase space point x° at the end of
the Interval. The caret In Equ. @9‘) indicates tim e rever—
sal, so that p&° ! x) is the probability ©r x° to evolve
Into x under dynam ics running backward in tine. For
Langevin dynam ics, tin e reversal can be achieved sin —
ply by nnverting the signs of all m om enta contained in
phase space points x and x°. For a gizen noise history,
such transition probabilities are speci ed by the deter-
ministicmap [K; (). We can thus rewrite Equ. [49)
as

'h € ki ©Di=

B O 5

where angled brackets with a subscript  denote an av—
erage over realizations of the noise history.
From the condition ofdetailed balance, we now obtain

a generalidentity for averages involving the Jacobian de-
term inant. W e begin by multiplying Equ. {56) by an ar-
bitrary fiinction f (x;x° of two phase space points, and
then integrate over x°, yielding

hf &; [K;

©Ni = hf ®; K; ©

y @ K ©]
@x

H( KkK; ©FLi ) H xiA

e 1)
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This result holds for any period during which the con—
trol param eter is held constant, ie. whilke no physical
work is done on a system . Sihce we have assum ed here
that equations ofm otion are integrated w ith an in nites—
mally small tine step, the \error" work vanishes as
well. The energy change H ( k; ©5i ) H &;1 )]
N Equ. {51) isthus dentically the heat Q ; absorbed from
the bath during the ith time interval. Equation C_5]_;)
states that the Jacobian detemm inant and e 9 negate
one another in averages over noise history.

This proof is complted by decom posing the total
change In energy along a trapctory into contributions
from physicalwork W (accum ulated overm any discrete
steps In control param eter at xed phase space point)
and heat (accum ulated overm any intervals during w hich
the phase space point evolvesat xed ):

H(Kk, ©F &)
lxl
H K151 1]

H&; a)=W +20Q (52)

H kiji ] (53)

i=0

W e have retained the de nition of physical work from
Equ. {40). Note that heat in the case of stochastic dy—
nam ics is de ned in precisely the sam e way as \error"
work wasde ned fordeterm inistic dynam ics propagated
In an approxin ate way. Recallinhg the generalized de -
nition of work W and applying the identity (1) with

fx;x) = expf HEEK%L 1 HEK%GE 1) g br
each constant- interval, we nally have
e W - o W o & kK O
@x
= e " : (54)

This equivalence, together with Equ. (.‘_2-(_)'), com pletes
an alemative route to Jarzynskis dentiy for system s
evolving stochastically under the constraint of detailed
balance.

T he consequence of detailed balance expressed In this
w ay has interesting in plications forenergy uctuationsof
stochastic system s at equilbriim (ie. with xed control
param eter). W ith the choice f (x;x°) = 1, we have for
the speci c case of Langevin dynam ics (see Equ. KZ_‘Q))

e 2 =g (55)

along tra gctories of length This dentiy stands in
stark constrast to the corresponding exponential average
ofenergy uctuations under nom -conserving detem in—
istic m appings, Equ. {_4]') . The long-tin e divergence in
Equ. 0_5-5) would be expected for a system which asym p—
totically losesallm em ory ofits initial conditions. In that
case, the exponential average factorizes in the long-tin e
Iim it:
D ED E

Q H (x0)

e e (56)

The rst factor on the right hand side of Equ. :_(-5_‘6) av—
erages a quantity that negates the e ect of Boltzm ann



weighting, and is proportional to the entire phase space
volum e. Since the range ofpossiblem om enta is unbound
even In a system with nie volum e, a divergent resul is
Inevitable once correlationshave decayed com pletely. W e
anticipate sin ilarly unbounded grow th of exponentially
averaged energy uctuations form any classes of stochas—
tic dynam ics, such as M onte Carlo sam pling. That the
analogousaverage is xed atunity fordeterm nistic prop—
agation rules w ith unit Jacobian such as the Verlet algo—
rithm indicates that errors arising from  nite tin e step
size do not disrupt substantial correlations w ith initial
conditions.

VI. CONCLUSION

By considering general nvertble phase space m ap—
pihgs we have dem onstrated that the Jarzynski rela-
tion rem ains exactly valid for non-equilbirum tracto—
ries generated w ith large tin e steps, provided the work
perform ed on the system isde ned appropriately. For in—
tegration algorithm s that conserve phase space volum e,
such as the Verlkt algorithm , this de nition is partic-
ularly sinple. Here, the work just equals the energy
di erence between the naland the Initial state of the
tra ctory. Sinulating dynam ics w ith a larger tim e step
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requires few er integration steps to generate a tra pctory
of given length, and therefore lower com putational cost.
Num erical sin ulations indicate that optinum e ciency
isachieved for tim e steps just short ofthe stability lim it.
C om pared to sim ulationsw ith tim e steps of conventional
size, the long tin e step approach can yield in provem ents
In e ciency ofone orm ore orders ofm agniude.

Recently, Sun has shown how work-biased path sam —
pling can be used to in prove the e ciency of fast sw itch—
ing sin ulations f_'/:]. H ow ever, i seem sthat thispath sam —
pling approach does not outperform conventionalm eth—
ods for calculating free energy di erences. It w illbe in—
teresting to see if the fast sw itching approach can be in -
proved, by com bining the long tim e step approach ofthis
paperw ith biased path sam ping m ethodologies U, :_d, i]_;],
to the point that it is com putationally com petitive w ith
other free energy calculation techniques, such asum brella
sam pling, them odynam ic integration, or at histogram
sam pling.
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