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Abstract

In Monte Carlo simulations, proposed configurations are accepted or rejected according to an acceptance ratio, which
depends on an underlying probability distribution and an a priori sampling probability. By carefully selecting the
probability distribution from which random variates are sampled, simulations can be made more efficient, by virtue
of an autocorrelation time reduction. In this paper, we illustrate how to directly sample random variates from a
two dimensional truncated exponential distribution. We show that our direct sampling approach converges faster to
the target distribution compared to rejection sampling. The direct sampling of one and two dimensional truncated
exponential distributions is then applied to a recent Path Integral Monte Carlo (PIMC) algorithm for the simulation
of Bose-Hubbard lattice models at zero temperature. The new sampling method results in improved acceptance ratios
and reduced autocorrelation times of estimators, providing an effective speed up of the simulation.
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1. Introduction

Sequential samples obtained in the random walk of a
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) simulation gen-
erally exhibit statistical correlations. The quality of a
statistical estimate is directly related to the number of
effectively uncorrelated samples obtained. A key chal-
lenge in the development of MCMC methods is there-
fore the reduction of computational time required to
generate well-decorrelated samples.

One of the most ubiquitous MCMC methods is the
Metropolis Algorithm [1, 2, 3, 4], where samples are ob-
tained from a probability distribution that is often non-
trivial to sample. In this algorithm, the principle of de-
tailed balance leads to a non-negative acceptance ratio,
R, for determining if randomly proposed configurations
are accepted or rejected. Proposed configurations are
only kept when this acceptance ratio is larger than a
random number drawn from the uniform distribution,
r ∼ U (0, 1), such that r < R, and rejected otherwise.

∗Corresponding author.
E-mail address: ecasiano@vols.utk.edu

In most applications it is common to encounter cases
in which the acceptance ratio is small, leading to an
inefficient Markov Chain as most proposed configura-
tions are rejected. By carefully choosing the underlying
probability distribution from which random variates in
a Monte Carlo update are sampled, the acceptance ratio
can be increased and even become unity so that every
new configuration is accepted, thus improving the dy-
namics of the random walk and decreasing the correla-
tion between subsequent samples.

In a recently developed Path Integral Monte Carlo
(PIMC) algorithm [5], the acceptance ratio of certain
updates depends on drawing random variates from a one
or two dimensional truncated exponential distribution –
an exponential distribution restricted to a finite domain.
In this paper, we describe how to directly sample two
random variates from a two dimensional truncated ex-
ponential distribution, and apply this sampling strategy
in PIMC. The resulting method leads to a reduction of
autocorrelation times and therefore faster convergence
of statistical averages to their exact values.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we
review how to sample variates from a one dimensional
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probability distribution by inverting the cumulative dis-
tribution function (CDF) of a probability density func-
tion (PDF). We will do this in the context of the one
dimensional truncated exponential distribution. In Sec-
tion 3, this method is then generalized to the non-trivial
case of directly sampling two random variates from a
two dimensional truncated exponential distribution. The
direct sampling of variates from both one and two di-
mensional truncated exponential distributions is then
applied to the QMC algorithm of Ref. [5] for the sim-
ulation of bosonic lattices at zero temperature and it is
shown that direct sampling results in decreased autocor-
relation times for the kinetic and potential ground state
energies at no performance cost.

2. Direct sampling of 1D truncated exponential dis-
tribution

The one dimensional (1D) truncated exponential dis-
tribution is defined as:

P1(x) =
1
Z

e−c(x−a) =
ce−c(x−a)

1 − e−c(b−a) , (1)

where a and b are the lower and upper bounds of the
finite domain, respectively, c is a scale parameter, and x
is a random variable in the truncation interval satisfying
a ≤ x ≤ b. The factorZ has been chosen to ensure that
the distribution is normalized:

∫ b
a dx P1(x) = 1. The

cumulative distribution function (CDF) of P1(x) is,

F1(x) ≡
∫ x

a
dx′ P1(x′) =

1 − e−c(x−a)

cZ
. (2)

The inverse transform sampling method inverts the
functional dependence y = F1(x) to obtain samples
from the target distribution x ∼ P1(x) of Eq. (1). The
first step is to sample a random variable y uniformly
between 0 and 1. We denote this random variable
y ∼ U(0, 1). Then x = F−1

1 (y) yields a random variable
with the desired target distribution, x ∼ P1(x). Inverting
the CDF in Eq. (2) we find:

x(y) = a −
ln (1 − cZy)

c
. (3)

When the CDF cannot be analytically inverted, a
common practical approach attributed to von Neumann
is rejection sampling [6, 7], which allows for the brute
force sampling of P1(x) on a finite domain with P1,max ≡

maxa≤x≤b P1(x) through the sequential comparison of
two independently sampled random numbers.

Rejection Sampling

1. Sample a random number from the uniform distri-
bution x ∼ U(a, b).

2. Sample independently another random number
from the uniform distribution χ ∼ U(0, P1,max).

3. If χ < P1(x) then accept x. Otherwise, reject the
proposal and return to step 1.

The value x returned by this procedure will be a good
sample from the distribution P1. Note, however, that if
P1 deviates strongly from U(a, b) then there are likely
to be many rejections before a good sample is returned.

While rejection sampling is not necessary here due
to the existence of the inverse, to setup our analysis of
the 2D case, we compare direct and rejection sampling
by generating a histogram of random samples x ∼ P1
using both methods. The results are shown in Fig. 1
for 8 × 105 samples. Both histograms agree with the
expected result in Eq. (1), but fluctuations are larger for
the rejection sampling case. This can be attributed to
the large number of good samples in the direct sampling
dataset, since random variates obtained from Eq. (1) are
always accepted. In contrast, a significant fraction of
iterations for the rejection sampling method did not lead
to a good sample.

For a one dimensional probability distribution, such
as P1(x), a Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test can be used
to quantify how well the random variate dataset follows
the target distribution. Fig. 2 shows the KS-distance or
KS-statistic, which measures the maximum difference
between empirical and theoretical CDFs, as a function
of the number of samples in the dataset. For the direct
sampling dataset, the KS-distance decays much faster
than for the rejection sampling dataset. This is expected,
because the rejection sampling dataset contains fewer
statistical samples from Eq. (1).

Having reviewed the standard methods of direct in-
version and rejection sampling for the 1D truncated ex-
ponential distribution, we now generalize to the 2D case
which is relevant for Path Integral quantum Monte Carlo
simulations.

3. Direct sampling of 2D truncated exponential dis-
tribution

The probability distribution Eq. (1) can be general-
ized to two random variables x1, x2 as:

P2(x1, x2) =
1
ZJ

e−c(x2−x1), (4)

2
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Figure 1: One dimensional truncated exponential distribution Eq. (1)
generated via rejection sampling (top) and direct sampling (bottom).
For the number of samples shown (800, 000), both methods success-
fully generate the desired one dimensional truncated exponential dis-
tribution of the random variate x. The direct sampling data is closer
to the exact distribution (solid curve) because it includes more good
samples.

where a ≤ x1 < x2 ≤ b and the distribution is normal-
ized by:

ZJ =
e−c(b−a) − ac + bc − 1

c2 . (5)

The random variables x1 and x2 can be sampled sequen-
tially by decomposing Eq. (4) into a product of marginal
and conditional probabilities

P2(x1, x2) = P2(x1)P2(x2|x1), (6)

where

P2(x1) =

∫ b

x1

dx2 P2(x1, x2) =
1 − e−c(b−x1)

cZJ
(7)

and P2(x2|x1) is a one dimensional truncated exponen-
tial distribution in the variable x2 ∈ [x1, b].

The CDF of the marginalized distribution is

F2(x1) =

∫ x1

a
dx′1P2(x′1)

=
1

c2ZJ

[
e−c(b−a) − e−c(b−x1) − c(a − x1)

]
. (8)
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Figure 2: Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test results. The KS-distance
is plotted as a function of number of samples for two sampling meth-
ods. The KS-distance is smaller for the direct sampling dataset, which
indicates that it better estimates the true one dimensional truncated ex-
ponential distribution, Eq. (1).

Denote y = F2(x1). To generate samples from the
marginalized distribution x1 ∼ P2(x1), one can sample
y ∼ U(0, 1) uniformly and then calculate x1 by inverting
F2:

x1 = F−1
2 (y). (9)

An analytic solution for x1 is possible in terms of the
Lambert (product log) functions [8], which are defined
to invert the functional dependence f (α) = αeα. Since
this map is not injective, its inverse

Wk(αeα) = α, (10)

has multiple solution branches k. When α is real there
are two solution branches; these are conventionally la-
beled k = 0 for α ≥ −1, and k = −1 for α ≤ −1.

Now we will perform a series of algebraic manipu-
lations on Eq. (9). Begin by defining B = −e−cb, and
transform the dependent variable y to a new one,

u = yc2ZJ + Beca + ca. (11)

Referring to Eq. (8), this yields the simplified constraint
equation,

u = Becx1 + cx1, (12)

or equivalently,

(u − cx1)e(u−cx1) = Beu. (13)

Next, apply Wk to both sides and use Eq. (10) with α =

u − cx1. The result is,

x1 =
1
c
[
u −Wk(Beu)

]
. (14)
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Figure 3: Two dimensional truncated exponential distributions,
Eq. (4), generated via rejection and direct sampling. The heatmaps
on the top row show the exact, rejection sampled, and directly sam-
pled distributions for parameters a = 0.1, b = 1.5 and c = 2.0, with
the relative error of each method compared to the exact shown in the
bottom row. 8 × 105 samples of x1 and x2 each were used.

Using Eq. (12), we may write α = − exp[−c(b − x1)].
Since b − x1 > 0, the condition α ≷ −1 coincides with
c ≷ 0. It follows that we should select:

k = 0 if c ≥ 0, or k = −1 if c ≤ 0. (15)

Substitution of Eq. (11) into the right of Eq. (14) then
gives our final closed form solution for x1(y). Note that
the limit c → 0 is a removable singularity, for which
x1 → b − (b − a)

√
1 − y.

Our final procedure for sampling both (x1, x2) from
the joint distribution P2(x1, x2) can now be summarized
as follows. Begin by generating a uniform random sam-
ple y ∼ U(0, 1). Next, use the analytical solution of
Eq. (14) with Eq. (11) to generate a sample x1 ∼ P2(x1),
where x2 has been marginalized out. Here, one may use
an existing numerical subroutine to efficiently evaluate
the Lambert function, W0 or W−1 [9]. With x1 fixed, the
second random variate, x2 ∼ P2(x2|x1), can be directly
sampled from the one dimensional truncated exponen-
tial distribution, Eq. (1), with the lower bound set to
a→ x1 and keeping the upper bound as b.

Fig. 3 shows results for samples drawn from the two
dimensional probability distribution P2(x1, x2), Eq. (4),
for a fixed set of parameters a, b, and c. The left-
most heatmap shows the exact probability distribution
P2(x1, x2) for comparison with the results obtained from
rejection and direct sampling sampling for 8 × 105 ran-
dom samples of x1 and x2 each. For a dataset of this
size, both methods sample the exact distribution well.
Looking at the relative error heatmaps corresponding to
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Figure 4: Cumulative average of 〈x1〉, 〈x2〉, and 〈x1 x2〉 as a function
of number of samples. The values of x1 and x2 have been sampled
from the two dimensional truncated exponential distribution, Eq. (4),
via rejection sampling and direct sampling. For all three averages,
the dataset obtained via direct sampling converges faster to the exact
result (horizontal line).

each sampling method, most regions are within 10% of
the exact distribution, with some areas in the top left
having larger error due to the low sampling probability
of this region.

Due to the similarity between the rejection and di-
rect sampling results in Fig. 3, it is not straightforward
to determine directly which method is more efficient
in reproducing the two dimensional truncated exponen-
tial distribution, Eq. (4). Kolmogorov-Smirnov tests
in higher dimensions have been proposed [10, 11], but
technical issues make them highly non-trivial to imple-
ment, so we opt to compute running averages for the
three quantities 〈x1〉, 〈x2〉, and 〈x1x2〉 as a function of
number of samples, with the results shown in Fig. 4.
For all three quantities, the running average of the sam-
ples obtained via direct sampling converges faster to the
exact values (obtained using Eq. (4), denoted by the hor-
izontal line), than the rejection sampling dataset.

In the next section, we show how sampling ran-
dom variates from truncated exponential distributions,
in both one and two dimensions, can improve the effi-
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ciency of some Quantum Monte Carlo simulations by
reducing autocorrelation times between the samples.

4. Application: Lattice Path Integral Quantum
Monte Carlo

Markov chain Monte Carlo applications based on the
Metropolis-Hastings algorithms create a Markov chain
from configurations drawn according to a probability
density function π(ν) = W(ν)/Z, where ν denotes a
configuration defined by the problem space. Stochastic
transition probabilities T (ν → ν′) from a configuration
ν to a new configuration ν′ should be independent of
the history of the random walk. This is achieved via an
ergodic set of Monte Carlo updates that satisfy the prin-
ciple of detailed balance: π(ν)T (ν→ ν′) = π(ν′)T (ν′ →
ν). Transition probabilities can be factored into a prod-
uct of a selection probability P(ν → ν′) and an accep-
tance probability A(ν → ν′). From the principle of de-
tailed balance, the acceptance ratio of a general Monte
Carlo update can be expressed as:

A(ν→ ν′)
A(ν′ → ν)

=
W(ν′)P(ν′ → ν)
W(ν)P(ν→ ν′)

≡ R. (16)

The M configurations generated via the MCMC process
can be utilized to approximate expectation values of ob-
servables:

〈O〉 =
∑
ν

O(ν)π(ν) '
1
M

M∑
i=1

Oi, (17)

where Oi = O(νi). In practice, random samples ν ∼ π(ν)
making up the finite Markov chain {ν1, . . . , νM}may not
be independent, leading to correlations in Oi and O j, i.e.
〈OiO j〉 , 〈Oi〉〈O j〉. This can be quantified for observ-
able O via the integrated autocorrelation time TO:

TO = 1 + 2
M∑
τ=1

CO(τ)
CO(0)

, (18)

where the autocorrelation function is defined to be

CO(τ) =
1

M − τ

M−τ∑
i=1

(Oi − 〈O〉)(Oi+τ − 〈O〉) . (19)

Thus, truly independent measurements can only be per-
formed for samples separated by TO MCMC steps, and
any algorithmic improvement leading to a reduction in
TO will improve the overall efficiency of a simulation.

In a recent work [5], a subset of the authors of this pa-
per introduced a path integral Monte Carlo algorithm for

Figure 5: Example of a worldline configuration in Path Integral Monte
Carlo for 2 particles on 4 lattice sites. The paths propagate in the
direction of imaginary time (vertical) and space (horizontal). Three
kinks are shown at imaginary times τ1, τ2, τ3 and occur due to a parti-
cle hopping between adjacent sites. More configurations can be sam-
pled by performing updates on the worm shown with tail at τ4 and
head at τ5. Some estimators, like the kinetic energy, involve averag-
ing a quantity, such as the number of kinks, over a window of user
defined width centered around τ = β/2.

the simulation of bosonic lattice models at zero temper-
ature (T = 0), inspired by the finite temperature PIMC
Worm Algorithm [12]. We direct the reader to Ref. [5]
for complete details of the algorithm which can be used
to evaluate ground state expectation values:

〈O〉 ≡
〈Ψ|O|Ψ〉
〈Ψ|Ψ〉

(20)

by projection of a trial state |ΨT 〉, with a large power
of the density operator: |Ψ〉 = limβ→∞ e−βH |ΨT 〉, where
H is the system Hamiltonian, and β is the projection
length.

Using the path integral formulation of quantum me-
chanics, the target configuration space can be repre-
sented as a set of paths, known as worldlines, that prop-
agate in imaginary time (characterized by β) and space.
Fig. 5 shows an example configuration of worldlines for
a Bose-Hubbard model in one dimension with N = 2
bosons on L = 4 sites. The vertical direction represents
imaginary time and the lattice sites span the horizontal
direction. In this diagram, line widths are proportional
to number of particles on a site, with dotted lines repre-
senting an empty site. The set of imaginary times {τi} la-
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beled on the left side of the figure correspond to times at
which the Fock state (|n1, n2, n3, n4〉) has changed (right
side), where n j counts the number of particles on site j.
Local changes in occupation can occur via either kinks
representing particle hops between adjacent sites, or via
the insertion or deletion of a special type of truncated
worldline known as a worm [13, 14, 15, 16]. Formally,
the worm tail and head represent bosonic creation and
annihilation operators, respectively. The entire configu-
ration space can be sampled by performing updates on
the worm.

The acceptance ratio for the insertion of a worm into
the worldline configuration has the form:

R = const ×
1

P(τh, τt)
× e−c(τh−τt) (a ≤ τt < τh ≤ b),

(21)
where τt and τh denote the imaginary times of the
worm tail and head, respectively, and are randomly sam-
pled from a joint probability distribution, P(τh, τt). By
choosing this distribution to be the two dimensional
truncated exponential distribution, Eq. (4), the exponen-
tial factor in Eq. (21) cancels, leaving just a constant
factor as the acceptance ratio:

R = const ×
1

e−c(τh−τt)
× e−c(τh−τt) = const, (22)

where the normalization constant of the two dimen-
sional truncated exponential from which τt, τh are
drawn has been absorbed into const. We expect that this
constant acceptance ratio can be further optimized by
implementing a pre-equilibration stage that tunes simu-
lation parameters via iterative methods, similarly to ap-
proaches for the tuning of the chemical potential, µ, to
set the average number of particles [17, 18]. The accep-
tance ratios of the rest of the updates, which are related
to either insertions and deletions of kinks or shifting
worm ends in the imaginary direction, can also be re-
duced to a constant by sampling imaginary times from
the one dimensional truncated exponential distribution,
Eq. (1). For updates that shift worm ends in the imagi-
nary time direction, sampling from this distribution ac-
tually leads to perfect direct sampling [12, 5] (R = 1).

In the discussion that follows, results for which imag-
inary times have been sampled from a truncated ex-
ponential distribution, such that the acceptance ratios
take the form of Eq. (22), will be referred to as di-
rect sampling. The conventional rejection scheme in-
stead involves sampling each of the imaginary times
from a rescaled uniform distribution, τ ∼ U(a, b), where
a, b are the lower and upper bounds of the interval.
Thus, the joint probability distribution for this case is

P(τh, τt) = 1/(b − a)2. However, both schemes still
involve a Metropolis sampling step in which updates
will be accepted by comparing if a random number,
r ∼ U(0, 1), satisfies r < R, and rejected otherwise. For-
mally, the sampled distribution is the same using both
schemes, up to a pre-factor.

We benchmark the proposed direct sampling ap-
proach on a ground state quantum Monte Carlo simu-
lation of the Bose-Hubbard model for itinerant bosons
on a lattice [19]:

H = −t
∑
〈i, j〉

b†i b j +
U
2

∑
i

ni(ni − 1) − µ
∑

i

ni , (23)

where t is the tunneling between neighboring lattice
sites 〈i, j〉, U > 0 is a repulsive interaction poten-
tial, µ is the chemical potential, and b†i (bi ) are bosonic
creation(annhilation) operators on site i, satisfying the
commutation relation: [bi , b

†

j ] = δi, j, with ni = b†i bi

the local number operator. Simulations were performed
in the canonical ensemble, in which µ is a simula-
tion parameter. This model exhibits a quantum phase
transition from a superfluid, at low interactions, to a
Mott insulator, at strong repulsive interactions, where
bosons become highly localized. The accurate deter-
mination of the quantum critical point has motivated
much research [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29,
30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35] and, below, we report on sim-
ulations at a fixed interaction strength of U/t = 3.3,
which is representative of the quantum critical regime
where both spatial and temporal correlation lengths di-
verge, causing the well known problem of critical slow-
ing down [36] where correlations between MCMC sam-
ples can be large.

The kinetic energy estimator is non-diagonal in the
Fock basis and is determined from the average number
of kinks in the measurement window of Fig. 5 [5]:

〈K〉 = −
〈Nkinks〉

∆β
(24)

where ∆β is the window width. The potential energy
estimator is diagonal in the Fock basis and is obtained
by measuring

〈V〉 =
U
2

∑
i

〈ni(ni − 1)〉 (25)

at imaginary time τ = β/2.
To understand the role of direct vs. rejection sam-

pling in our quantum Monte Carlo algorithm, we
performed simulations of the one dimensional Bose-
Hubbard model at unit-filling, L = N, with L the num-
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Figure 6: Integrated autocorrelation times for the ground state kinetic
(top) and potential (bottom) energy estimators of the one dimensional
Bose-Hubbard model obtained via path integral Monte Carlo as a
function of system size, L at unit filing: L = N. Lower is better.
The insets show the ratio of autocorrelation times obtained by sam-
pling using direct and rejection (uniform distribution) methods for the
one and two dimensional truncated exponential distributions.

ber of sites and N the number of particles, for differ-
ent values of L and computed the integrated autocorre-
lation time in Eq. (18) using both sampling methods at
U/t = 3.3, near the superfluid-insulating critical point.
The results are shown in Fig. 6 where the autocorrela-
tion times were computed using the emcee Python li-
brary [37], which is based on the methods described in
Refs. [38, 39]. For system sizes up to L = 26 = 64, the
autocorrelation time for both the kinetic and potential
energy was lower for the case in which imaginary times
were directly sampled from truncated exponential dis-
tributions when performing worm updates. The insets
show the ratio of autocorrelation times sampling from
truncated exponential distributions (direct) over auto-
correlation times sampling from uniform distributions
(rejection), T D/T R, as a function of system size. A ra-
tio less than unity indicates a decrease in correlations
amongst samples, and improvements of ∼ 15% are
observed for the largest system sizes studied.

Direct sampling has a larger effect on the autocorrela-
tion time of the kinetic energy estimator as the simula-
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Figure 7: Autocorrelation times for the ground state kinetic (top) and
potential (bottom) energy estimators of the one dimensional Bose-
Hubbard Model obtained via Path Integral Monte Carlo as a function
of projection length, β. Lower is better. The insets show the ratio
of autocorrelation times obtained by sampling using direct and rejec-
tion (uniform distribution) methods for the one and two dimensional
truncated exponential distributions.

tion dynamics of the average number of kinks is directly
related to improved worm dynamics in the simulation
(see Fig. 5). Error bars represent the standard error of
the mean autocorrelation time computed from 80 inde-
pendent simulations.

Since the lattice ground state PIMC algorithm de-
scribed in Ref. [5] is a projection algorithm, it is sub-
ject to a systematic error that decreases with increasing
projection length, β. Due to this, reliable estimates of
observables are obtained by performing simulations for
various values of β, and extrapolating the exact value,
within error bars, from an exponential fit in β plus an ad-
ditive constant: 〈O(β)〉 = C1e−βC2 + 〈O〉, where C1,C2,
and 〈O〉 are fitting parameters. Thus, to understand the
role of direct sampling on the β extrapolation, we plot
β dependent autocorrelation times for the kinetic and
potential energies for a fixed system size L = 12 and
U/t = 3.3 in Fig. 6. The autocorrelation times are once
again seen to improve by sampling imaginary times di-
rectly from truncated exponential distributions, with the
insets showing time reductions of approximately 20%
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rejection (R) and direct (D) sampling of the truncated exponential dis-
tribution. Results are shown for 10 independent runs for each method
starting from different random seeds and 106 samples of the kinetic
and potential energies were collected. The wall times did not change
significantly when using different sampling schemes, with an average
ratio of wall times tD/tR = 1.02 + / − 0.01.

for the largest β values.
The above results demonstrate that sampling directly

from truncated exponential distributions results in de-
creased autocorrelation times for estimators in the al-
gorithm presented in [5]. However, for our imple-
mentation of the algorithm, it was also seen that wall
clock times in the direct sampling of truncated exponen-
tial distributions were no slower than the original ver-
sion, where imaginary times where sampled from uni-
form distributions. In other words, the direct sampling
scheme can be implemented without impacting practi-
cal run times. For a system of L = N = 12 bosons at
U/t = 3.3 and β = 16, we performed 10 simulations,
each starting from different random seeds, and observe
that the fraction of wall clock times using both sampling
schemes was tD/tR = 1.02 + / − 0.01. The fraction of
wall times for each seed, for the direct over rejection
methods, tD/tR, are shown in Fig. 8. The new sam-
pling scheme has thus successfully reduced autocorre-
lation times without slower wall times, resulting in an
effective speedup of the quantum Monte Carlo applica-
tion discussed.

All code, scripts and data needed to confirm the re-
sults presented in this section are available in open
source repositories [40, 41, 42].

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we have shown how to directly obtain
random variates from two dimensional truncated expo-

nential distributions via a two step inverse sampling
method. The dataset of random variates obtained di-
rectly from truncated exponential distributions, in both
one and two dimensions, better reproduced the target
distribution for a finite number of samples. Direct sam-
pling of the truncated exponential distribution was then
applied to lattice path integral Monte Carlo, where this
distribution appears in the acceptance probability of
worm updates and enabled the efficient sampling of the
imaginary time worldline configuration space. The di-
rect sampling approach leads to reduced integrated auto-
correlation times for the kinetic and potential energy es-
timators, while keeping the simulation wall times prac-
tically the same between both sampling schemes. For
the system sizes considered, overall efficiency gains of
15% are identified.

Future avenues for research include implementing it-
erative methods to optimize non-physical algorithmic
parameters that appear in the now constant worm up-
date acceptance ratio to further improve dynamics and
approach the ideal sampling limit.
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