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W e investigate to what extend the replica-exchange M onte Carlo m ethod is able to equilibrate

a sim ple liquid in its supercooled state. W e �nd that this m ethod does indeed allow to generate

accurately the canonicaldistribution function even at low tem peratures and that its e�ciency is

about10-100 tim eshigherthan the usualcanonicalm oleculardynam icssim ulation.

PACS num bers:02.70.Lq,02.70.Ns,65.20.+ w,61.43.Fs

Ifa liquid iscooled to a tem perature closeto itsglass

transition tem perature,itsdynam icalpropertiesshow a

drasticslowing-down.Atthesam etim e,acrossoverfrom

highlyunharm onicliquid-likebehaviortoharm onicsolid-

like behavior is expected in its static (therm odynam ic)

propertiesata certain tem perature TK ,the K auzm ann

tem perature [1]. Very recently the value ofTK ofsim -

ple m odelliquids have been determ ined analytically [2]

and num erically [3,4]and som e possibilities ofa ther-

m odynam ic glasstransition atTK have been discussed.

Although the values ofTK obtained with the di� erent

m ethodsareconsistentwith each other,itwasnecessary

forthe num ericalcalculationsofTK to extrapolate high

tem peraturedata(T & 0:45)oftheliquid and disordered

solid branchesofthecon� gurationalentropy S(T)down

to signi� cantly lowertem peratures (TK ’ 0:3). W ith a

guideofan analyticprediction forliquids,S(T)� T � 0:4

[5],and forharm onic solids,S(T)� logT,a crossing of

the two branches has been found and used to calculate

TK .However,to m akethose observationsm ore reliable,

very accuratecalculationsoftherm odynam icsproperties

arenecessary in the deeply supercooled regim e,which is

di� culatsincethetypicalrelaxation tim esofthesystem

arelarge.

In recentyears,severale� cientsim ulation algorithm s

have been developed to generate canonicaldistributions

also for com plex system s. Exam ples are the m ulti-

canonical[6,7],the sim ulated tem pering [8,9],and the

replica-exchange (RX)[10,11]m ethods. Although these

m ethodswereoriginallydevelopedforIsing-typespinsys-

tem s,their applications to any o� -lattice m odelby use

ofM onte Carlo or m olecular dynam ics sim ulations are

rather straightforward [12{15]. However, it has been

found that the application ofsom e ofthese algorithm s

to supercooled liquidsorstructuralglassesisofonly lim -

ited use [16].The m ain m otivation ofthe presentpaper

isto testthe e� ciency ofthe RX m ethod,which seem s

to be in m any casesthe m oste� cientalgorithm ,to the

caseofhighly supercooled liquids[17].

The system we study is a two-com ponent (AB )

Lennard-Jones m ixture, which is a well characerized

m odelsystem for supercooled sim ple liquids. The to-

talnum ber of particles is N = 1000, and they inter-

actvia the (truncated and shifted)potential��� (rij)=

4���[(��� =rij)
12 � (��� =rij)

6],where rij isthe distance

between particles iand j,and the interaction param e-

ters are �;� 2 A;B ,�A A = 1,�A B = 1:5,�B B = 0:5,

�A A = 1,�A B = 0:8,and �B B = 0:88.O thersim ulation

param etersand units are identicalasin [18]. The tim e

step � tfornum ericalintegration is0:018.

The algorithm ofour replica-exchange m olecular dy-

nam ics (RXM D) sim ulation is essentially equivalent to

that ofRef.[15],and therefore we sum m arize our sim -

ulation procedure only brie
 y. (i) W e construct a sys-

tem consisting of M noninteracting subsystem s (repli-

cas),each com posed ofN particles,with a set ofarbi-

trary particlecon� gurationsfq
1
;� � � ;qM g and m om enta

fp
1
;� � � ;pM g. The Ham iltonian ofthe m -th subsystem

isgiven by

H m (pm ;qm )= K (pm )+ �m E (qm ); (1)

whereK isthe kineticenergy,E isthepotentialenergy,

and �m 2 f�1;� � � ;�M g isa param eterto scale the po-

tential. (ii) A M D sim ulation is done for the totalsys-

tem , whose Ham iltonian is given by H =
P M

m = 1
H m ,

at a constant tem perature T = �
� 1

0
using the con-

straint m ethod [19]. Step (ii) generates a canonical

distribution P (q
1
;� � � ;qM ;�0) = � M

m = 1
P (qm ;�m �0) /

exp[� �0
P M

m = 1
�m E (qm )] in con� guration space [20].

(iii)Ateach tim einterval� tR X ,theexchangeofthepo-

tentialscalingparam eterofthem -th and n-th subsystem

areconsidered,whilefq
1
;� � � ;qM g and fp

1
;� � � ;pM g are

unchanged.Theacceptanceoftheexchangeisdecided in

such a way thatittakescareofthecondition ofdetailed

balance. Here we use the M etropolis schem e,and thus

the acceptanceratio isgiven by

wm ;n =

�

1; � m ;n � 0

exp(� � m ;n); � m ;n > 0;
(2)

where � m ;n = �0(�n � �m )(E (qm )� E (qn)). (iv)Re-

peat steps (ii) and (iii) for a su� cient long tim e. This

schem eleadstocanonicaldistribution functionsP (E ;�i)
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at a set ofinverse tem peratures �i = �i�0. To m ake a

m easurem entatan inversetem perature�lonehasto av-

erageoverallthose subsystem s(i2 1;� � � ;M )forwhich

wehave(tem porarily)�l= �i�0.Usualcanonicalm olec-

ulardynam ics(CM D)sim ulationsarerealized ifweskip

step (iii).

In the present sim ulation, we take M = 16, �0 =

0:45� 1,�i = 1� 0:0367(i� 1)and thuscovera tem pera-

ture range0:45� T � 1.Exchangeeventsareexam ined

only between subsystem s that have scaling param eters

�i and �i+ 1 thatare nearestneighbors;the eventswith

i= 1;3;5;� � � ori= 2;4;6;� � � are repeated alternatively

every � tR X intervals. W e � nd thatthe highestaverage

acceptanceratio forthistypeofm oveis0:186fortheex-

changeof�1 and �2,and the lowestis0:027 for�15 and

�16.Although thesevaluescan bem adem oresim ilarby

optim izing the di� erentgapsbetween �i and �i+ 1 fora

� xed choiceof�1 and �M ,only sm allim provem entswere

obtained by such a sim ple optim ization in ourcase.W e

also notethatthechoiceof� tR X strongly a� ectstheef-

� ciency ofthe RX m ethod;� tR X should be neithertoo

sm allortoo large [21]. W e used � tR X = 103� t,a tim e

which isa bitlargerthan theoneneeded fora particleto

do one oscillation in itscage,and data are accum ulated

for0 � t� 5� 106� tafterhaving equilibrated the sys-

tem for the sam e am ount oftim e. At the beginning of

the production run,the subsystem swere renum bered so

thatatt= 0 wehad forallm �m = �m .

In Fig.1(a),weshow thetim eevolution ofthesubsys-

tem sin tem peraturespace.O necan seethatthesubsys-

tem s starting from the lowest(m = 1) and the highest

(m = 16)tem perature explore both the whole tem pera-

turespacefrom i= 1 to 16.Fig.1(b)presentsthem ean

squared displacem ents(M SD)

� R
2
(t)= jqm (t)� qm (0)j

2
=N (3)

fortheRXM D (with m = 1)and fortheCM D perform ed

atT = (�1�0)
� 1 = 0:45. From this � gure we recognize

that, due to the tem perature variation in the RXM D

m ethod,the system m ovesvery e� ciently in con� gura-

tion space,whilein theCM D thesystem istrapped in a

single m etastable con� guration for a very long tim e. If

oneusestheM SD to calculatean e� ectivedi� usion con-

stant,one � nds that this quantity is around 100 tim es

largerin the case ofthe RXM D than in the CM D case,

thusdem onstrating the e� ciency ofthe form erm ethod.

Fig.2 showsthecanonicaldistribution function ofthe

totalpotentialenergy atthe di� erenttem peratures,

Pi(E )� P (E ;�i�0); (4)

obtained by a single RXM D sim ulation. For adjacent

tem peratures the corresponding distribution functions

should have enough overlap to obtain a reasonable ex-

change probabilitiesand hence can be used to optim ize

the e� ciency ofthe algorithm .Furtheruse ofthese dis-

tribution functionscan be m ade by using them to check

whether or notone has indeed equilibrated the system .

Using the reweighting procedure [22],it is in principle

possibleto calculatethecanonicaldistribution functions

Pi(E ;�j�0)=
Pi(E )exp[(�i� �j)�0E ]

R

dE 0 Pi(E
0)exp[(�i� �j)�0E

0]
(5)

at a new tem perature Tj = (�j�0)
� 1 from any Pi(E ).

Note that in equilibrium the left hand side should be

independentofito within the accuracy ofthe data.

In Fig.3 we plotdi� erentPi(E ;�4�0),using asinput

thedistributionsP (E ;�i�0)for1� i� 8,obtained from

RXM D (a)and CM D (b)sim ulations.(Both sim ulations

extended over8:7� 104 tim e units.) W e see thatin the

caseoftheRXM D thedi� erentdistributionsPifallnicely

on top ofeach otherin thewholeenergy range,thusgiv-

ing evidencethatthesystem isindeed in equilibrium .In

contrastto this,the di� erentdistributionsofthe CM D,

Fig 3b,do notsuperim pose atlow energies(= low tem -

peratures),thusdem onstrating the lack ofequilibration.

Thiscan beseen m oreclealy by com paring Fig.3(c)and

(d),wherePi(E ;�1�0)isplotted.

Fig.4 shows the tem perature dependence ofthe po-

tentialenergy E (T) obtained from RXM D sim ulations

via

E (Tj)=

Z

dE
0
P (E

0
;�j�0)E

0
: (6)

For the sake of com parison we have also included in

this plot data from CM D with the sam e length ofthe

production run as wellas data from CM D sim ulations

which weresigni� cantly longer(aboutoneorderofm ag-

nitude)[3]. The solid line isa � tto the RXM D results

with thefunction E (T)= E 0 + AT 0:6,a functionalform

suggested by analyticalcalculations[5].O necan seethat

RXM D and CM D results coincide at higher tem pera-

tures,butdeviationsbecom esigni� cantatlow tem pera-

tures (see Inset). Furtherm ore,we see that the present

RXM D resultsagree wellwith CM D data ofthe longer

sim ulations.

As a � nalcheck to see whether the RXM D is indeed

able to equilibrate the system also atlow tem peratures,

we have calculated the tem perature dependence ofthe

(constantvolum e)heatcapacityCv(T)viathetworoutes

Cv(T)= @E (T)=@T (7)

= (hE 2i� hE 2i)=T 2
; (8)

and plotthe resultsin Fig.5. Again we see thatwithin

the accuracy ofour data the two expressions give the

sam eanswer,thusgiving evidencethatthesystem isin-

deed in equilibrium .

Sum m ary: W e have done replica-exchange m olecular

dynam icsand canonicalm oleculardynam icssim ulations

for a binary Lennard-Jones m ixture in order to check
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thee� ciency ofthereplica-exchangem ethod fora struc-

turalglassform erin thestronglysupercooled regim e.W e

� nd thatatlow tem peraturesthe RXM D is indeed sig-

ni� cantly m ore e� cient than the CM D,in that the ef-

fective di� usion constant ofthe particles is around 100

tim es larger in the RXM D.However,accurate sim ula-

tions are stilldi� cult for T < 0:45 even with RXM D.

Findingan optim alchoiceofM ,f�1;� � � ;�M g,and � tR X
m ay be im portantin orderto allow sim ulationsalso for

T < 0:45 within reasonablecom putation tim es.Further-

m ore itm ightbe thatthe e� ciency ofRXM D im proves

even m ore ifone uses it below the criticaltem perature

ofm ode-couplingtheory [23],sincethereisevidencethat

below this tem perature the nature ofthe energy land-

scapeisnotchanging anym ore[24].
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FIG .1. (a)Typicalwalksofthesubsystem sin tem perature space.(b)Tim e dependenceofthem ean squared displacem ent.

The solid line shows �R 2(t) from RXM D for a subsystem which at t= 0 was at T = 0:45 (i= 1),and the dashed line is

�R
2
(t)from CM D atT = 0:45.The two curveshave been calculated by starting from the sam e initialcon�guration.
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FIG .2. The canonicaldistribution function Pi(E ) at various tem peratures Ti (1 � i � 16) obtained by a single RXM D

sim ulation.Here,T1 = 0:45 and T16 = 1:0.
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FIG .3. Thecanonicaldistribution function atT = (�4�0)
� 1 = 0:506 by reweighting Pi(E )for1 � i� 8 obtained by RXM D

(a) and standard CM D (b) sim ulations. Num bers in the parentheses present tem peratures at which sim ulations were done.

The sam e function atT = (�1�0)
� 1

= 0:45 obtained by RXM D (c)and CM D (d).Notethatin both sim ulationsthelength of

the runsisthe sam e (8:7� 104 tim e units).
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FIG .4. Tem perature dependence ofthe potentialenergy E (T)obtained via RXM D (� )and CM D (+ )ofrunswith the sam e

length. � presents values from m uch longer CM D runs. The solid line is the best �t to the RXM D data with a �t function

E = E 0 + AT
0:6
,where E 0 = � 8:656 and A = 2:639 are �tparam eters.

5



1 1.5 2 2.5

1.5

2

2.5

T
  –1

C
v(

T
) 

/ N
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2
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A asin Fig.4.
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