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B road histogram relation for the bond num ber and its applications
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W e discuss M onte Carlo m ethods based on the cluster (graph) representation for spin m odels.

W e derive a rigorous broad histogram relation (BHR) for the bond num ber; a counterpart for

the energy was derived by O liveira previously. A M onte Carlo dynam ics based on the num ber of

potentialm ovesforthe bond num berisproposed.W e show thee� ciency oftheBHR forthe bond

num berin calculating the density ofstatesand otherphysicalquantities.

PACS num bers:02.70.Tt,05.10.Ln,05.50.+ q,75.10.H k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The developm ent of new algorithm s for the M onte

Carlosim ulation isim portanttoovercom etheproblem of

slow dynam ics.W e m ay classify such attem ptsinto two

categories. The � rst category is the extended ensem ble

m ethod; one uses an ensem ble di� erent from the ordi-

nary canonicalensem ble with a � xed tem perature. The

m ulticanonicalm ethod [1,2],the sim ulated tem pering

[3],theexchangeM onteCarlo m ethod [4],thebroad his-

togram m ethod [5],the athistogram m ethod [6,7],and

theW ang-Landau algorithm [8]areexam plesofthe� rst

category.The second category includesthe clusteralgo-

rithm ;one  ips a large num ber ofspins in a correlated

clusterata tim einstead ofa single-spin  ip,which helps

therelaxation tim edecreasedrastically.Exam plesofthe

second category aretheSwendsen-W ang(SW )algorithm

[9]and the W ol� algorithm [10]. Recently Tom ita and

O kabe[11]proposed an e� ectiveclusteralgorithm ,which

is called the probability-changing cluster algorithm ,of

tuning the criticalpointautom atically.

The com bination of approaches of two categories is

a challenging problem to explore an e� cient algorithm .

Janke and K appler [12] proposed a trial to com bine

the m ulticanonical m ethod and the cluster algorithm ;

theirm ethod iscalled them ultibondicensem blem ethod.

Q uiterecently,Yam aguchiand K awashim a[13]haveim -

proved them ultibondicensem blem ethod;they havealso

shown that the com bination ofthe W ang-Landau algo-

rithm and the im proved m ultibondic ensem ble m ethod

yields m uch better statistics com pared to the original

m ultibondicensem blem ethod byJankeand K appler[12].

O ne calculates the energy density of states (DO S)

g(E )in the m ulticanonicalm ethod [1,2]and theW ang-

Landau m ethod [8]; the energy histogram H (E ) is

checked during the M onte Carlo process. In contrast,

theDO S forbond num bernb,
 (nb),iscalculated in the

m ultibondicensem blem ethod [12]ortheim provedm ulti-

bondic ensem blem ethod by Yam aguchiand K awashim a

[13];the histogram forbond num ber,H (nb),is checked

in the M onteCarlo process.

In proposing the broad histogram m ethod,O liveira et

al.[5]paid attention tothenum berofpotentialm oves,or

thenum berofthepossibleenergychange,N (S;E ! E 0),

fora given stateS.The totalnum berofm ovesis

X

�E

N (S;E ! E + � E )= N

fora single-spin  ip process,where N is the num berof

spins. The energy DO S isrelated to the num berofpo-

tentialm ovesas

g(E )hN (S;E ! E
0)i

E
= g(E 0)hN (S0;E 0

! E )i
E 0 ;

(1)

where h� � � i
E
denotes the m icrocanonicalaverage with

� xed E . This relation is shown to be valid on general

grounds[14],and hereafterwe callEq.(1)asthe broad

histogram relation (BHR) forthe energy. O ne m ay use

the num ber ofpotentialm oves N (S;E ! E 0) for the

probabilityofupdatingstates.W hiletheoriginaldynam -

ics[5]wascriticized tobenotentirelycorrect[6,15],are-

� ned dynam icsisem ployed in the athistogram m ethod

[7].Alternatively,onem ay em ploy otherdynam icswhich

has no relation to N (S;E ! E 0),but Eq.(1) is used

when calculatingtheenergyDO S [16,17].Itwasstressed

[16,17]that N (S;E ! E 0) is a m acroscopic quantity,

which isthe advantageofusing the num berofpotential

m oves. W e do nothave to care aboutthe relative num -

ber ofvisits for di� erent energy levelE . It is contrary

to the case ofthe m ulticanonicalm ethod [1,2]or the

W ang-Landau m ethod [8]. The only crucialpointisthe

uniform ity ofvisitswithin the sam eenergy level[16].

Itisquiteinteresting to ask whetherthereisa relation

sim ilar to the BHR,Eq.(1),for the bond num ber. In

this paper,using the cluster (graph)representation,we

derive the BHR for the bond num ber. W e propose a

dynam icsbased on thenum berofpotentialm ovesforthe

bond num ber.Using theDO S forthebond num berthus

obtained,we calculate the speci� c heat for m odelspin

system s. W e also em ploy other dynam ics,that is,the

m ultibondic ensem ble m ethod [12]and itsim provem ent

[13],and calculate the bond-num berDO S based on the

BHR for the bond num ber. Com paring the e� ciency

ofseveralm ethods,we show thatthe calculation ofthe

bond-num berDO S through the BHR givesm uch better

statisticscom pared to thedirectcalculation oftheDO S.

The restofthe paperisorganized asfollows. In Sec.

II,webrie yreview thecluster(graph)representationfor

theQ -statePottsm odel.In Sec.III,wederivetheBHR

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0205578v1
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forthe bond num ber.A dynam icsbased on the num ber

ofpotentialm oves for the bond num ber is discussed in

Sec. IV.In Sec. V,calculating the accuracy ofthe spe-

ci� c heatfor the two-dim ensional(2D) Ising m odel,we

com parethee� ciency ofseveralm ethods.Thesum m ary

and discussionsaregiven in Sec.VI.

II. C LU ST ER FO R M A LISM

W ebrie y review thecluster(graph)form alism forthe

Q -statePottsm odel.W eareconcerned with the Ham il-

tonian

H = � J
X

hi;ji

��i;�j; �i = f1;� � � ;Q g

whereJ istheexchangecoupling constantand thesum -

m ation is taken over the nearest-neighbor pairs hi;ji.

From now on,werepresenttheenergy in unitsofJ,and

the Boltzm ann constantissetto be one.

The partition function for a given tem perature T is

expressed as

Z(T)�
X

S

W 0(S)=
X

E

g(E )W 0(E (S);T)

with theBoltzm ann weightofstateS having the energy

E ,

W 0(S)= W 0(E (S);T)= e
� E (S)=T

;

and the energy DO S,

g(E )�
X

fSjE (S)= E g

1:

W ith thefram ework ofthedualalgorithm [18,19],the

partition function is also expressed in the double sum -

m ation overstate S and graph G as

Z(T)=
X

S;G

V0(G )� (S;G );

where� (S;G )isafunction thattakesthevalueonewhen

S iscom patibleto G and takesthevaluezero otherwise.

A graph consistsofa setofbonds.Theweightforgraph

G ,V0(G ),isde� ned as

V0(G )= V0(nb(G );T)= (e1=T � 1)nb(G )

for the Q -state Potts m odel,where nb(G ) is the num -

ber of \active" bonds in G . This is nothing but the

Fortuin-K asteleyn representation [20] for the Q -state

Pottsm odel. W e say a pair(i;j)issatis� ed if�i = �j,

and unsatis� ed otherwise. Satis� ed pairsbecom e active

with a probability p = 1� e� 1=T forgiven T.

By taking the sum m ation over S and G with � xing

thenum berofbondsnb,the expression forthepartition

function becom es

Z(T)=

N BX

nb= 0


 (nb)V0(nb;T);

where N B isthe totalnum berofnearest-neighborpairs

in thewholesystem .Here,
 (nb)istheDO S forthebond

num berde� ned asthenum berofconsistentcom binations

ofgraphsand states such that the graph consists ofnb
bonds;


 (nb)�
X

fG jnb(G )= nbg

X

S

� (S;G ):

Then,the canonicalaverage ofa quantity A iscalcu-

lated by

hAi
T
=

P

nb
hAi

nb

 (nb)V0(nb;T)

Z(T)
; (2)

wherehAi
nb

isthem icrocanonicalaveragewith the� xed

bond num bernb forthe quantity A de� ned as

hAi
nb
�

P

fG jnb(G )= nbg

P

S
A(S;G )� (S;G )


 (nb)
: (3)

Thus,ifwe obtain 
 (nb)and h� � � i
nb

during the sim ula-

tion process,we can calculate the canonicalaverage of

any quantity.

W e should note thatforthe calculation ofthe energy

E ,itisconvenientto use therelation

hE i
T
= T

2
d

dT
logZ(T)= �

e1=T

e1=T � 1
hnbiT : (4)

Sim ilarly,the speci� c heatperonesite C isgiven by

C N T
2 = �

e1=T

(e1=T � 1)2
hnbiT

+

�

e1=T

e1=T � 1

� 2

(



n
2

b

�

T
� hnbi

2

T
): (5)

The above equations(4)and (5)were derived by Janke

and K appler[12].

III. B H R FO R T H E B O N D N U M B ER

Therelation between theenergy DO S and thenum ber

ofpotentialm oves for energy,the BHR for the energy,

was rigorously derived by O liveira [14]. Here we follow

a m ethod sim ilarto thatused by O liveira to derive the

BHR forthebond num ber.Instead ofusing therelation

between states,weconsidertherelation between graphs.

The num ber of potential m oves from the graph

with the bond num ber nb to the graph with nb + 1,

N (S;G ;nb ! nb + 1),for� xed S isequalto thatofthe

num ber ofpotentialm oves from the graph with nb + 1

to that with nb,N (S;G 0;nb + 1 ! nb). That is, the

following relation issatis� ed:
X

fG jnb(G )= nbg

N (S;G ;nb ! nb + 1)=

X

fG 0jnb(G
0)= nb+ 1g

N (S;G 0
;nb + 1 ! nb):

(6)
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Taking a sum m ation overstatesS and using the de� ni-

tion ofthe m icrocanonicalaverage with the � xed bond

num bernb,Eq.(3),werewriteEq.(6)as


 (nb)hN (G ;nb ! nb + 1)i
nb

= 
 (nb + 1)hN (G 0
;nb + 1 ! nb)inb+ 1

: (7)

ThisistheBHR forthebond num ber.Itshould benoted

thatN (G ;nb ! nb+ 1)isa possiblenum berofbondsto

add,and related to the num berofsatis� ed pairsforthe

given stateS,

np(S)=
X

hi;ji

��i(S);�j(S);

by

N (G ;nb ! nb + 1)= np(S)� nb:

W ith use ofthe m icrocanonicalaveragewith � xed bond

num berfornp,we havethe relation

hN (G ;nb ! nb + 1)i
nb
= hnpinb

� nb: (8)

O n the other hand, the possible num ber of bonds to

delete,N (G 0;nb + 1 ! nb),is sim ply given by nb + 1,

thatis,

hN (G 0
;nb + 1 ! nb)inb+ 1

= nb + 1: (9)

From the BHR forthe bond num ber,Eq.(7),wehave


 (nb)


 (0)
=

nb� 1Y

l= 0


 (l+ 1)


 (l)
=

nb� 1Y

l= 0

hN (G ;l! l+ 1)i
nb= l

hN (G ;l+ 1 ! l)i
nb= l+ 1

(10)

Then, substituting Eqs.(8) and (9) into Eq.(10), we

obtain the bond-num berDO S,
 (nb),as

ln
 (nb)= ln
 (0)+

nb� 1X

l= 0

ln

�
hnpinb= l

� l

l+ 1

�

: (11)

W hen calculating the bond-num berDO S from the BHR

for the bond num ber,we only need the inform ation on

hnpinb
,the m icrocanonicalaverage with � xed nb ofthe

num berofsatis� ed pairsnp.Itism uch sim plerthan the

caseofthe BHR form ulation forthe energy DO S.

M oreover,in the com putation ofnp, we can use an

im proved estim ator.Ifa pairofsites(i;j)belong to the

di� erentcluster,this pairissatis� ed with a probability

of1=Q . If a pair ofsites belong to the sam e cluster,

this pair is always satis� ed. Then,we can em ploy an

im proved estim ator~np as

~np(G )=

�

1�
1

Q

�
X

hi;ji

�ci(G );cj(G )+
N B

Q
; (12)

where ci(G )representa clusterthata site ibelongsto.

O nly the inform ation on graph isneeded.By de� nition,

h~npinb
= hnpinb

. W e em ploy the im proved estim ator

in the whole calculation below. Inserting Eq.(12) into

Eq.(11),wehave


 (nb)

Q N
=

1

nb!

nb� 1Y

l= 0

�

(1�
1

Q
)



�ci(G );cj(G )
�

nb= l
+
N B

Q
� l

�

:

(13)

Herewehaveused the relation


 (0)= Z(T ! 1 )= Q
N
:

Itisinteresting to check Eq.(13)fora specialcase.The

Q ! 1 lim itoftheQ -statePottsm odelisthe bond per-

colation problem . Ifwe substitute Q = 1 into Eq.(13),

weobtain


 (nb)=

�

N B

nb

�

;

which is the expected relation for the bond percolation

problem .

IV . FLA T H IST O G R A M M ET H O D FO R T H E

B O N D N U M B ER

Let us consider the update process for the M onte

Carlo sim ulation. In the m ultibondic ensem ble m ethod,

a graph is updated by adding or deleting a bond for a

satis� ed pairofsites[12].Thehistogram H (nb)becom es

 atifweusethefollowingrule.Ifthereisabond already

on the chosen pair,wedelete itwith a probability

P (nb ! nb � 1)=

 (nb)


 (nb� 1)+ 
 (nb)
; (14)

O n the otherhand,ifthere isno bond and ifthe pairis

satis� ed,weadd a bond with a probability

P (nb ! nb + 1)=

 (nb)


 (nb+ 1)+ 
 (nb)
: (15)

Since the exactform ofthe bond-num berDO S 
 (nb)is

not known a priori, we renew 
 (nb) iteratively in the

M onteCarlo processby severalways[12,13].

W em ay usethenum berofpotentialm oveforthebond

num ber,hN (G ;� � � )i
nb
,fortheprobability ofupdate.In-

serting Eqs.(7),(8),and (9)into Eqs.(14)and (15),we

getthe probability to delete a bond,

P (nb ! nb � 1)=
hnpinb� 1

+ 1� nb

hnpinb� 1
+ 1

; (16)

and the probability to add a bond,

P (nb ! nb + 1)=
nb + 1

hnpinb
+ 1

; (17)

respectively.
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The actualM onte Carlo procedure is as follows. W e

startfrom som e state (spin con� guration)S,and an ar-

bitrary graph G consistentwith it. W e add ordelete a

bond ofsatis� ed pairswith the probability (16)or(17).

After m aking such a processasm any asthe num berof

totalpairs,N B ,we ip every clusterwith theprobability

1/2. And we repeatthe process. Since we do notknow

theexactform ofhnpinb
,weusetheaccum ulated average

forhnpinb
.Thedynam icsproposed herecan beregarded

asthe athistogram m ethod forthebond num ber,which

we callthe cluster- ip  athistogram m ethod. The con-

ventional athistogram m ethod fortheenergy [7]willbe

referred to asthe single-spin- ip  athistogram m ethod

hereafter. As hnpinb
converges to the exact value,the

histogram H (nb) becom es  at. W e calculate the bond-

num berDO S by using Eq.(13),and then calculatevari-

ousquantitiesby Eq.(2),orEqs.(4)and (5).

Here,wehavedescribed theprocedureforthem ultiple

clusterupdateoftheSwendsen-W angtype[9],butwecan

also em ploy the single cluster update ofthe W ol� type

[10].

V . R ESU LT S

First,wesim ulatetheL � L Ising m odelon thesquare

lattice with the periodic boundary conditions by us-

ing the cluster- ip  at histogram m ethod. W e show

hnpinb
=N B as a function ofnb for L = 32 by the solid

line in Fig.1(a);wegivenb=N B by the dotted line.The

num ber ofM onte Carlo sweeps (M CS) is 5� 107. The

di� erence between the solid and dotted lines represents

the num ber of potentialm oves hN (nb ! nb + 1)i=N B ,

whereas the di� erence between the dotted line and the

horizontal axis represents hN (nb ! nb � 1)i=N B . W e

should notethathnpinb= 0
=N B = 1=2,which isexpected

from Eq.(12).Thelogarithm ofthebond-num berDO S,

ln
 (nb),obtained by hnpinb
is shown in Fig.1(b) as a

function ofnb.The tem perature dependence ofthe spe-

ci� cheatcalculated using Eq.(5)isshown in Fig.2;the

deviation from theexactresultobtained by Beale[21]is

notvisiblein thisscale.

Letuscom paretheperform anceofthecluster- ip  at

histogram m ethod proposed in this paper with that of

thesingle-spin- ip  athistogram m ethod [7].To do this,

wecheck thenum berofM CS to satisfy the  atnesscon-

dition for the histogram H (nb) or H (E );we state that

the  atnesscondition isful� lled ifthe histogram H (nb)

orH (E )forallpossiblenb orE isequaltoorlargerthan

80% ofthe averagehistogram H .In Fig.3,weshow the

sizedependenceofthenum berofM CS tosatisfy the at-

nesscondition,which wecallthe  atnesstim e tat here-

after,forboth thecluster- ip  athistogram m ethod and

the single-spin- ip  athistogram m ethod in logarithm ic

scale. The linearsystem sizesL are 4,8,12,16,20,24,

and 32. The average is taken overm any sam ples. The

num berofsam plesrangesfrom 20 forthelargestsystem

to 1000 forthesm allest.W e seefrom Fig.3 thatforthe

0

0.5

1

<
n

p
>

n
b
 /
 N

B

0 1000 2000

0

1000

2000

3000

nb

Ω
(n

b
)

ln

(a)

(b)

FIG .1: (a)hnpin b
=N B and (b)ln
 (nb)ofthe32� 32 Ising

m odelobtained bythecluster- ip  athistogram m ethod.The

dotted line in (a)denotesnb=N B .

0 2 4

0

1

2

T

C

FIG .2: Speci� c heat per a site ofthe 2D Ising m odelfor L

= 32 obtained by the cluster- ip  athistogram m ethod.

single-spin- ip  at histogram m ethod the  atness tim e

increasesm orerapidly asthe system size increases.The

least-squares� tting ofthe data gives

lntat � 4:04(2)+ 1:75(1)� lnN

forthe cluster athistogram m ethod,and

lntat � 1:28(7)+ 2:46(1)� lnN

forthe single-spin- ip  athistogram m ethod.

Asanotherexam ple,wesim ulatethe2D 10-statePotts

m odelon the square lattice. A strong � rst-orderphase
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FIG .3:Size dependenceofthe atnesstim e forthe 2D Ising

m odel.Thelinearsystem sizesL are 4,8,12,16,20,24,and

32;N = L
2. The cluster- ip  athistogram m ethod and the

single-spin- ip  athistogram m ethod are com pared.

transition occursin thism odel.W eshow hnpinb
=N B for

the 32� 32 lattice by the solid line in Fig.4(a);we give

nb by the dotted line. The num ber ofM CS is 5� 107.

The num ber ofpotentialm oves hN (nb ! nb + 1)i=N B

and hN (nb ! nb � 1)i=N B are given in the sam e m an-

nerasthecaseofthe Ising m odel.Itisto benoted that

hnpinb= 0
=N B = 1=10 forthe 10-state Pottsm odel. The

logarithm ofthe bond-num ber DO S,ln
 (nb),obtained

by hnpinb
is shown in Fig.4(b). The tem perature de-

pendence ofthe energy obtained by Eq.(4) is given in

Fig.5. The latentheat� Q isshown in the � gure. The

com parison ofthe atnesstim eforthe2D 10-statePotts

m odelisshown in Fig.6.Thelinearsystem sizesL are4,

8,12,16,20,and 24.Thenum berofsam plesto takethe

averagerangesfrom 5 forthe largestsystem to 1000 for

thesm allest.The atnesstim eofthesingle-spin- ip  at

histogram m ethod increasesm orerapidly with sizethan

that ofthe cluster- ip  athistogram m ethod,although

it is not clear whether the size dependence is linear or

notin logarithm ic scale. Itagain showsthe superiority

ofthe cluster- ip  athistogram m ethod overthe single-

spin- ip  athistogram m ethod.

In the calculationspresented above,we have used the

num berofpotentialm ovesboth forthedynam icsand the

estim atorof
 (nb)orhnpinb
.However,ourprocedureto

calculate the bond-num ber DO S 
 (nb) using the num -

berofpotentialm oves,orm ore explicitly,using hnpinb
,

Eq.(11) or (13),is independent ofthe dynam ics. W e

m ay usethem ultibondicensem blem ethod [12]oritsim -

provem ent [13],and m onitor hnpinb
to com pute 
 (nb),

although 
 (nb)isdirectly used fortheprobability to up-

dateand renewed with thehelp ofthehistogram H (nb),

such as 
old(nb)H (nb) ! 
new (nb). W e com pare the

accuracy ofthecalculation forseveraldynam icsand the

proceduretocalculate
 (nb).Forthatpurpose,westudy

theerrorsofthespeci� cheatforthe2D Isingm odel.The

energy DO S is exactly calculated by Beale [21]. As al-

ready shown in Fig.2,the errorsofour calculation are

0

0.5

1

<
n

p
>

n
b
 /
 N

B

0 1000 2000

0

1000

2000

3000

nb

Ω
(n

b
)

ln

(a)

(b)

FIG .4: (a) hnpin b
=N B and (b)ln
 (nb)ofthe 32� 32 10-

state Pottsm odelobtained by the cluster- ip  athistogram

m ethod.The dotted line in (a)denotesnb=N B .

0 1 2

−2

−1

0

T

<E>T

Latent heat ∆Q

FIG .5: Energy ofthe 2D 10-state Potts m odelfor L = 32

obtained by the cluster- ip  athistogram m ethod.

very sm all;we treatthe relative error,which is de� ned

as

�(T)�

�
�
�
�

Csim ulation(T)� Cexact(T)

Cexact(T)

�
�
�
�
;

for the speci� c heat C . The relative errors �(T) ofthe

32 � 32 Ising m odelin the case ofthe cluster- ip  at

histogram m ethod are shown in Fig.7(a). The num ber

ofM CS is20000� N B .Theaveragevalueof�(T)in the

range of1:0 � T � 4:0,which willbe denoted by �(T),

isassm allas0.0002.

In the case ofthe m ultibondic ensem ble m ethod,we

can calculate
 (nb)eitherthrough thenum berofpoten-
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2
. The cluster- ip  athistogram m ethod

and the single-spin- ip  athistogram m ethod are com pared.
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FIG .7: Relative errors ofthe speci� c heat for the 32 � 32

Isingm odel;(a)thecluster- ip  athistogram m ethod,(b)the

m ultibondic ensem ble m ethod,and (c) the im proved m ulti-

bondicensem blem ethod.Thenum berofM CS is20000� N B .

The solid line denotes the data obtained by the calculation

using thenum berofpotentialm oves,and dotted linedenotes

those obtained by the directcalculation with H (nb).

TABLE I:Average relative errorofthe speci� c heat�(T)for

the2D 32� 32 Ising m odel.W ecom parethedata forseveral

M onte Carlo m ethodsand the procedure to calculate 
 (nb),

thecalculation usingthenum berofpotentialm oves(potential

m ove)and the directcalculation with H (nb)(direct).

�(T) potentialm ove direct

cluster- ip  athistogram 0.0002 � � � � � �

m ultibondic 0.0002 0.043

im prove m ultibondic 0.0002 0.0087

tialm ovesor by the direct calculation with the help of

the histogram H (nb). The errors �(T) ofthe 32 � 32

Ising m odel in the case of the m ultibondic ensem ble

m ethod are plotted in Fig.7(b). The num ber ofM CS

is 20000 � N B ; we renew 
 (nb) for the probability of

graph update by every 100 � N B M CS.The solid line

denotesthedata forthecalculation using thenum berof

potentialm oves,and dotted lines denotes those for the

direct calculation using H (nb). W e see that the calcu-

lation of
 (nb) through the num ber ofpotentialm oves

gives m uch sm aller errors. The average value �(T) is

0.0002 forthe calculation using the num berofpotential

m oves,whereasthatforthedirectcalculation with H (nb)

is0.043.W ealso show theresultsoftheim proved m ulti-

bondicm ethod in Fig.7(c).Theconditionsarethesam e

asthoseforthe m ultibondic m ethod.The averagevalue

�(T) for the calculation using the num ber ofpotential

m ovesis 0.0002,whereasthat forthe directcalculation

with H (nb)is0.0087.The calculation of
 (nb)through

the num berofpotentialm ovesagain givesm uch sm aller

errorscom pared to thedirectcalculation with H (nb).It

is interesting to notice that �(T) take alm ost the sam e

value for severalm ethods ifwe follow the procedure to

calculate
 (nb)through hnpinb
.Thedataof�(T)forsev-

eralm ethodsaretabulated in Table Iforconvenience.

V I. SU M M A R Y A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

To sum m arize,we have derived the rigorousBHR for

the bond num ber,investigating the cluster(graph)rep-

resentation of the spin m odels. W e have shown that

thebond-num berDO S 
 (nb)can be calculated in term s

ofhnpinb
. W e have proposed a M onte Carlo dynam ics

based on the num ber ofpotentialm oves for the bond

num ber,which isregarded asthe  athistogram m ethod

for the bond num ber. W e have shown the e� ciency of

the BHR forthe bond num berin calculating the bond-

num berDO S and otherphysicalquantities.

For the dynam ics, the com bination of the W ang-

Landau idea [8]and the cluster algorithm s is usefulin

accelerating the di� usion ofthe random walker,as was

pointed out before [13]. However,here we have m ade

m ore em phasison the use ofthe BHR forthe estim ator

of
 (nb). The advantage ofusing the BHR m ay be at-
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tributed to the factthatthe num berofpotentialm oves

isa m acroscopicquantity,which isthesam esituation as

theBHR fortheenergy [16,17].M oreover,theuseofthe

im proved estim atorforcalculating thenum berofpoten-

tialm oves,Eq.(13),givesm uch betterstatisticsforthe

calculation.

The num ber of potential m oves for the energy,

N (S;E ! E � � E ),hasseveralpossibilitiesfor� E .O n

thecontrary,in thecaseofthenum berofpotentialm oves

forthe bond num ber,N (G ;nb ! nb � 1),the change of

thebond num berislim ited to one,which m akesthecal-

culation ofthe bond-num ber DO S through the num ber

ofpotentialm ovesm uch sim plerthan thatoftheenergy

DO S.

Recently,a clusterM onteCarlo algorithm to sim ulate

the Q -state Potts m odelfor any realQ (> 0) was pro-

posed by G liozzi[22].Itisinteresting to apply theBHR

to thatm ethod. Since only the inform ation on graph is

used in that M onte Carlo algorithm ,Eq.(12) is useful

forcalculating hnpinb
.

In thispaper,wearguedtheBHR forthebond num ber.

W ecan extend thepresentidea to therelation including

two variables, for exam ple, the bond num ber and the

cluster num ber. The extension to m ore generalcases,

such asthe loop algorithm ofthe quantum M onte Carlo

sim ulation,m ay attract m uch attention,which willbe

studied in nearfuture.
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