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W e propose a novel com binatorial algorithm for e cient generation of H am iltonian walks and
cycles on a cubic lattice, m odeling the conform ations of lattice toy proteins. Through extensive
tests on an all lattices (@llow Ing com plete enum eration of H am iltonian paths), we establish that
the new algorithm , a]rhqugh not perfect, is a signi cant im provem ent over the earlier approach by
R am akrishnan et. al @], as it generates the sam ple of confom ations w ith dram atically reduced
statisticalbias. U sing thism ethod, we exam ine the fractal properties of typical com pact conform a-
tions. In accordance w ith F lory theorem celbrated in polym er physics, chain pieces are found to
follow G aussian statistics on the scale am aller than the globule size. C rossover to this G aussian
regin e is found to happen at the scales which are num erically som ew hat larger than previously
believed. W e further used A lexander and V assiliev degrees 2 and 3 topological invariants to identify
the trivial knots am ong the Ham iltonian loops. W e found that the probability of being knotted
Increases w ith loop length much faster than it was previously thought, and that chain pieces are

consistently m ore com pact than G aussian if the global loop topology is that of a trivial knot.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he dom inantm ood am ong the protein ©lding experts
these days seem sto suggest that we are rapidly approach—
Ing the day when experim ents and theory - or, rather,
sim ulations — w ill be ready for direct quantiative com —
parison. New generation experim ents, lncliding single
m olecule ones ig, 3, :fi] provide the long aw aied insights
Into the folding paths. New proteins are discovered or
nhvented exclisively w ith the goalto see their ©olding on
the tin e scalem ore accessble to sin ulations. In the com —
plem entary drive, m odem com puter sin ulations i_E;, :§, :j],
particularly those em ploying so-called distributed com —
puting i_é], not only consider explicitly all atom s @
though no explicit water), but also rapidly im prove in
termm s of the ways to treat frees involved Ei, :_L-Q‘, :_l-_', :_lg:]
The in pressive episode of a theoretical prediction [_1j]
veri ed by the experinent {[4] is cekbrated [[5] as the
sign of approaching new levelof integration between the-
ory and experin ents.

In our opinion, all these shining achievem ents only
highlight once again how badly we need a better insight
Into the sin ple fundam entals of folding. Just as the de-
coding of genom es does not cancel, but strengthens the
pressing need of orders of m agniude higher throughput
reading system s, in the sam e way deeper understanding
of the underlying sim ple physical principles behind pro—
tein olding rem ains one of the m ost needed pieces of the
puzzle. W ith this point n m ind, In thiswork we try to
address deeper the properties of the sin plest caricature
proteins, nam ely, lattice ones.

O f course, In our work with sinmple toy models we
should keep an eye on the progress of m ore elaborate
studies. W hat do they teach us? In the opinion of
the present authors, what stands out as a comm on les—
son In all com putational studies of protein f©olding is the
central in portance of the interplay between two triv-—

ial facts - the st is that proteins are polym ers, and
the second is that they are com pact (globular) polym ers.
Very highly non—trivial geom etry com es w ith these facts
(L6, 117, 18,19, 20, 21]. This opinion was also explicitly
mulated in the recent New s and V iew s [15].

W hat do we know about com pact polym er conform a-
tions? Protein data bank contains large and rapidly
grow Ing collection of conform ations. Should there be
any generalprinciple behind these conform ations? M any
authors are looking for such principles, either biological
(selection-driven), orphysical, geom etrical, etc. N ot even
starting to discuss the existing theordes, their advantages
and disadvantages, we would like to point out that such
discussion rem ains prem ature as long as properties of
random com pact conform ations are not understood well.
Indeed, having no insight Into the m a prity of arbitrary
conformm ations, we cannot judge how non-random are the
conform ations in protein data bank. For instance, there
are relatively fow knots in native proteins P32, 23,24, 25J;
is it because unknotted confom ations are som ehow bio-
logically selected, or are they physically preferabl for,
eg. folding - or altematively, m aybe, what seem s to
be "few " orus is, In fact, statistically expected num ber
of knots In com pact conform ations of the given length?
Currently, we cannot answer this.

T he theory of random com pact conformm ations is well
developed on the mean eld kevel (see, eg., in the book
6] . This is the theory of hom opolym er globules, be-
cause they are entropically dom inated by the m ost typ—
ical confom ations. M apr conclusion of the mean eld
theory is that chain segm ents inside the globule follow
G aussian statistics, and do not exhibit any signs of or-
der. This conclusion is in sharp contradiction with the
statem ents i the literature P7, 28, 29] that com pact—
ness ofthe confom ation m ay favorelem ents of secondary
structures, such as -helicesand -pins.

C om putationally, the problem of com pact conform a—
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tions is closely related to that of Ham iltonian walks on

the graphs. W e rem ind the reader that the concept of a

H am iltonian walk was Introduced by H am ilton in connec—
tion with fam ous Euler problem of K onigsberg bridges:

the task was to nd the Sunday prom enade passing ev—
ery one of the seven bridges, never retuming to the al-
ready visited place. In general, Ham iltonian walk on an

arbitrary graph can be de ned asa wak which visits ev—
ery site on the graph once and only once. If our graph

is;say, Y m n piece of the cubic lattice in 3D , then
H am ilttonian walk on such graph isthe sam easm axin ally

com pact conform ation of the polymer 1lling ' m n
dom ain.

Enum eration of Ham ittonian walks on graphs is well
known problem in combinatorics. O f course, the best
possible statistics is achieved by exhaustive enum eration
ofallH am iltonian walks. T his ispossible for rather short
polym er chains only: for the chains wih 27 m onom ers

Iing 3 3 3 ofthe cubic lattice! 30], and also for 36—
and48—me1:s, Iing3 3 4and3 4
spectively B1]. O bviously, these chains are far too short
to address statistics and fractal structure of the typical
conform ation.

Short of exhaustive enum eration, other m ethods to
generate larger com pact conform ations have been sug-
gested. The most straightforward M onte Carlo chain
grow th m ethods K_B-g'] are totally ne cient for long com -
pact chains, because of catastrophic explosion of refected
looped conform ations. Transferm atrix approach put for-
ward by B3,134,135] is very e cient for the chains Iling
an elongated domain ' m n, where one ofthe dim en—
sions, say n, m ay be arbitrarily lJarge. Unfortunately, to
rem ain within com putational tractability, two other di-
m ensions, ‘and m , must be an all, not greater than 2 or
3. An altemative approach, suggested in rE:], is free of
this 1m itation. It em ploys combinatorial techniques of
twom atching and patching of bipartite graphs. Unfor-
tunately, we found that thism ethod generates conform a—
tions in a heavily biased way.

T he ob fctive of our work is threefold. First, we re—
port the in provem ents to the algorithm by R am akrish—
nan etal E}']. W emust m ention at once that even the in -
proved m ethod is not free ofbiases; how ever, i is signif-
icantly better in this respect than the original approach
'gj]. Second, we Investigate the properties of the gen—
erated com pact conform ations H am itonian walks) and
cyclksagainst the polym er length. T he largest walksgen—
erated have the size 22 22 22.Third, we exam ine the
topology of m axin ally com pact closed loops, ncluding
the loop length dependence of the trivial knot probabil-
iy, as well as the local fractal structure of the typical
conform ation forboth averaged loop and the loop which
is trivialas a knot.

T he article is organized as ollow s. T he proposed new
algorithm is form ulated In details in the next section IT.
T he results of the In plem entation of this algorithm are
presented In section -JIt The topolochalpropertJes ofthe
com pact knots are considered in the section -IV. At the

4 segm ents, re—

gnd, w e discuss the conclusions from our study in section
V.

II. METHODS
A . Construction of the lattice graph

W eperform ed our smulationson L L L cubic lat-
ticeswith L = 2;3;:::;22, but our algorithm applies for
any nie reqular bJpartJte graph. The graph is called
bipartite if two colors su ce to paint it in such a way
that every two neighboring vertexes have di erent col-
ors. Chessboard is a good exam ple of a bipartite graph;
three vertices connected as a triangle is an exam ple of
a graph which is not bipartite. W e call the graph, or
lattice, even or odd if the total num ber of vertexes, N ,
and, therefore, the length of H am ittonian walk, is even
or odd, respectively. O bviously, L L L cubic lattice
is the bipartite graph, with N = L3; it is even or odd or
even or odd L, respectively.

T he follow Ing very sin ple theorem can be established
regarding the H am iltonian walks on bipartite graphs. If
a bipartite graph is colored, say, using black and whie
colors, then the walks on this graph necessarily step from
black to white or vice versa. T herefore, every Ham iltto—
nian walk on an even lattice starts and ends on di er—
ent colors, whilk on the odd lattice its ends occupy the
vertices of the sam e color. M oreover, on the odd lat—
tice one of the colors can be called m apr, because there
are m ore sites of one color than the other (N + 1)=2
vs. 1)=2). W e shall call this sin ple statem ent the
chess board theorem . One of the conclusions of the
chess board theorem is that the Ham iltonian cycles are
Inpossble on the odd lattices, because every cycle on
the bipartite graph m ust contain equal num ber of sites
ofboth colors.

From the discussion above, i m ay seem that genera—
tion of H am iltonian walks on odd and even lattices, and
generation of Ham iltonian cycles on even lattices, are
three very di erent problem s which should be treated
separately. In fact, they can all be reduced to one an-—
other by the trick proposed In the article 'E.']. Let us
Introduce extended graph by adding som e outof-lattice
vertices using the follow ing rules:

In case of even lattice, we add two outoflattice
vertices of di erent colors (see F1ig. -'gia) . We con—
nect them to each other, and each ofthem —to all
the lattice vertices of the opposite color.

In case ofodd lattice, we add only one out-of-lattice
vertex, which is colored m inor color and connected
to allm a pr color "real" vertices F igure g:b) .

C onstructed this way, extended lattices are always even.
T herefore, allwe have to do is to generate H am iltonian
cycles on the even lattices. As soon as that problem
is addressed, we can generate H am iltonian cycle on the



FIG . 1l: The construction of the lattice graphs for generation
of a) Ham iltonian walk on even lattice; b) on odd lattice; c)
Ham iltonian cycle. The waks are drawn as solid lines and
the edges of the lattice graphs as dash lines.

extended lattice and obtain open Ham iltonian wak by
Just rem oving the out-ofattice vertices.

B. The algorithm

T he original com binatorial algorithm by Ram akrish—
nan etal E] consistsoftw o steps. F irst, it generates som e
con guration ofsub-cyclesand sub-chainsw ith dead ends
on the lattice by m eans of two-m atching procedure; sec—
ond, it transfom s these pieces into a single H am iltonian

walk using another procedure called patching. Them ain
novelty of our algorithm is that the form ation of sub—
cycles and sub-chains is forbidden, and we alw ays gener-
ate the single H am iltonian cycle on the extended lattice
graph. Thus, patching stage becom es unnecessary. W e
explain in the Appendix A, why the fom ation of snall
loops and sub-chains in the original m ethod E:] biases
sam pling of the H am iltonian walks.

The algorithm works by placing links on the lattice
graph. At the begihning, the lattice graph contains no
links. Then, algorithm starts placing links random ly,
connecting random 1y chosen neighboring vertices F igure
rQa) . Every tin e a new link is chosen, we check whether it
form s an unwanted sn all subtitle or a dead end F igure
:_2b), and the link is refcted if this happens. (The only
little exclusion from the general rule is required for an
even lattice, where the st link is alwaysdrawn between
the out-ofattice vertices, and this link is never rem oved
on the later steps ofthe algorithm .) T he algorithm stops
w hen all vertices of the graph are saturated by two links
each, and the links form a Ham iltonian cycl. T he cbvi-
ous di culty is that random Iy chosen vertex frequently
cannot be linked to is random ly chosen neighbors, be-
cause the Jatter is already saturated Figuredc). This is
the situation in which two-m atching is applied.

Two-m atching starts from picking up a vertex, P,
w hich is currently either not connected, or has only one
Incom ing link. T hen, its random neighborQ is chosen as
an opposite end of the new link. IfQ belongs to some
linear sub-chain, we peak up random ly one of the links
ncom ing to i and follow this direction along the sub-—
chain. W hen the sub-chain temn inus is found, it is In-
vestigated for the possbility to be connected w ith one
of its neighbors. For each vertex, all the non-saturated
neighbors ending the sub-chain are placed on the special
Iist. T he neighbors are not included in the list if linking
w ith them leads to the fom ation of sub-cycles or dead
ends F igure -'_id). Then, a random vertex from the list
(of course, ifthe list isnot em pty) is chosen, and the new
Iink is drawn @ igure :g:ge) . The growth of the sub-chain
is llowed by the sw itching of the links incident on Q .
The link such asQ S (see Fjgure:giﬁ the link opposite to
the one pointing to the end just elongated) is rem oved
and the new link P Q is drawn, sub fct to the follow ing
two conditions: i) the vertex P is still unsaturated after
the elongation ofthe sub-chain; i) linking the vertices P
and Q doesnot produce subtitle ordead end. D epending
on the success of two processes contrbuting to the two-
m atching, the num ber of Iinks on the graph increases by
one, ram ains the sam e, or decreases by one. In our sin —
ulations, the latter case was rare and did not slow the
process too much.

The new links are placed on the graph until nally a
sihgle cyclke passing once and only once through every
vertex of the graph (hcliding the out-ofattice ones) is
form ed.
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FIG . 2: Schem atic representation of the application of the
algorithm . For sin plicity, steps of the algorithm are shown in
two din ensions. See text for further explanations.

C . A lgorithm perform ance test

W e in plem ented the algorithm described jist above to
generate lnearpolym er chainsup to the size 12 12 12
on even lattices, up to 15 15 15 on odd lattices,

and the com pact cycles of the sizesup to 22 22  22.

O n the lattices larger than m entioned this algorithm be-
com es exponentially slow , however, for the investigated
lattices, we found the CPU tin e necessary to generate
one chain conform ation dem onstrates power law depen-—
dence on the length ofthe walk, N . The e ectiveness of
our algorithm executed on thePentiuim IIT11GHzPC is
dem onstrated in Fjgure-'_?.. T he run tin e scales approxi-
m ately asN ?* forboth Jinearpolym ersand cycles orthe
m oderate chain lengths. T his is slow er than perform ance
reported in {l] fr the originalalgorithm ( N'¥). This
is the price we m ust pay to ensure fair sam pling. Still,
our algorithm allow sto generate com pact polym er chains
w ithin the length range of several orders ofm agnitude.
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FIG .3: Perform ance ofthe algorithm forgeneration ofH am il
tonian walks and cycles on cubic lattices. T he resuls for even
walks are shown as triangls, for odd walks as diam onds, for
cycles as squares.

D . Topological aspects

There exists abundant literature on com putational
studies of the knot com position of non-com pact closed
chains, starting w ith the pioneering work of Vologodskii
et al 36, 37, 38, 139, 140, 41]. These studies are m ostly
m otivated by the intent to m odel closed circular DNA .
There arem uch fewer studiesm ade w ith com pact chains
142, 3], although the question of knots in proteins is
w idely considered a puzzle {_2-2_:, 2-1_’;, 2-1_1:, 2-5]

W e should particularly em phasize the work by M ans-

eld El:_’;], w here he addressed knots in H am iltonian cycles
on the cubic lJattice. W hat we add here to his analysis is
we pull it to signi cantly longer loops, which tums out
to be essential, and we also study the statistics of the
sub-chains in the loop whose overall global topology is
xed.

A s in allprevious works, we applied the theory ofknot
Invariants to determm ine the knottype of a given confor-
m ation. Knot Invariants are m athem atical ob fcts that
serve as a ‘signature’ of the knottype. A s a signature,
knot invariants are, unfortunately, not unigque to a given
knot. The use of the appropriate types and number of
knot invariantsyieldsonly a good likelhood that the knot
has been identi ed correctly. This lkelhood is high, in
certain casesunity, if the num ber of crossings in the knot
profction could be reduced to a su ciently sm all num —
ber. The di culy we have to face here is that com pact
conform ationshave typically very large num bers of cross—
ngs on the proction.

In this work, we calculated for a knot K three invari-
ants —the A lexander polynom ial ( (t) x ) evaluated at a
certain value oft, ( ( 1)k ), the Vassiliev invariant of
degreetwo (v2 K )), and the Vassiliev Invariant of degree
three (v3 K )) —as was also done In @]_;] A connection



ism ade between a conform ation and is knottype if the
Invariants calculated from the proction of the confor-
m ation coincide w ith the invariants associated w ith the
knottype.

In order to illustrate the necessity oftopological invari-
ants in identifying even the sin plest knots, including the
trivial knot (which is an unknot) we show Figured. Tn
fact, the Ioop shown in this gure is a trefoilknot, but it
is virtually in possible to realize this fact by eye.
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FIG .4: Progcted nodes and linksofa 6 6 6 conform ation.
The knot form ed is a trefoil.

Thus, after a com pact conform ation has been gener-
ated, the procedure for determ ining its knottype in-
volves the follow ng steps: (1) G enerate P lane P ro gc—
tion; (2) P reprocess P rofction; (3) Com pute Knot In—
variants from P rofction; (4) M atch Confom ation w ith
K nottype using Table :_i

1. P reprocessing P roection

The goal of preprocessing the profction is to sim —
plify the knot by reducing the num ber of intersections
or crossings of the profcted links. The intuitive local
m oves’ that can accom plish this sin pli cation are called
R eildem eister m oves (see, Or Instance, Elé_b‘]) . G iven the
very com plicated nature of typical com pact conform a-
tions, we resort to com binations of R eidem eister m oves,
com pounded, or 'm acro’, as discussed in @5]

For large conform ations, a further sim pli cation can
be achieved by 1rst 'In ating’ the conform ation before
taking the profction. A less dense conform ation leads
to a signi cant reduction of crossings. In fact, thiswas
done for14 14 14 confom ations before the Vassiliev
Invariants were evaluated.

TABLE I:Valuesofknot nvarants for a few knots.

KNOT |A kexander,|Vassiliev,|Vassiliev,|CHIRAL?
J( ki »K) i3 K )J
0, 1 0 0 NO
(Trivial)
31 3 1 1 YES
4, 5 -1 0 NO
51 5 3 5 YES
5, 7 2 3 YES

2. Computing K not Invariants

An algorithm for com puting the A lexanderpolynom ial

(t) « is presented clarly in [36] and will not be dis-
cussed any further here. Su ce it to say that the algo—
rithm requires the construction ofan ’A lexander’ m atrix
from the knot profction, with din ension equal to the
num ber of crossings. The determ nant is subsequently
calculated after setting tto 1 to obtain the single num —
ber ( L) .

T he geom etricalorigin ofthis invardant m ay be traced
to ’linking” numbers calculated from a set of closed
curves. T hese closed curves are associated w ith a ‘Seifert
surface’ w hose boundary is the knot t_4-ff].

The calculations for the Vassiliev Invariants
(2 K )3 K)) are presented as diagrammatic or-
mulas in {flé] These formulas operate on a Gauss

diagram , or equivalently on a Gauss code for a knot
K . The set of Vassiliev invariants m ay be considered as
a generalization of the G auss integral formula for the
Iinking num ber.

A s m entioned earlier, it is possbl for two distinct
knots to have the sam e set of knot Invariants. H ow ever,
w e expect that the false identi cation ofa knot would be
rare. For instance, the set of three knot invariants for the
trivial knot is distinct from those of (porin e) knots w ith
10m InInum crossingsor fewer (249 knots In all) in their

profction.

ITII. RESULTS:COMPACT CHAINS

A . Statistics for the sm all lattices

Asa rsttest ofouralgorithm , we com pare the statis—
tics of generated random sam ples w ith the results of ex—

haustive enum eration for 2 2 2 and 3 3 3 cubic
lattices.
Forthe2 2 2 lattice the task is easy, because the

com plete list consists of only 3 sym m etrically unrelated
Ham iltonian walks. These waks are shown in the F igure
[_'5. T he unbiased algorithm should generate each ofthese
3 confom ations w ith probabilities 1=3. W e generated



TABLE II:The average fractionsofdi erent2 2 2 confor-
m ations In generated sam ples cbtained w ith two algorithm s.
C onform ation
A gorithm 1 2 3
R am akrishnan et al E!:] 0278|0.358|0.364
0.3280.328|0.344

present

sam ples of 100000 walks using our algorithm and using
the original algorithm of Ram akrishnan et al ﬂ}']. The
average fractions ofdi erent waks in generated sam plks
obtained with both algorithm s are shown in Table .
C learly, the algorithm Eril_j] fails this test;_the reasons of its
failire are explained in the A ppendix :_A:.

S H5

FIG . 5: There are three sym m etrically unrelated conform a—
tionspossbleon 2 2 2 cubic lattice.

Forthe3 3 3 lhatticea littlem oreelaborate procedure
is necessary. Suppose, there are some M confom ations
(or instance, M = 103346 for 3 3 3 lattice :_[éO]),
and suppose we repeatedly apply one and the sam e al-
gorithm to generate a number K of Ham iltonian walks.
Apart from glitchesw ith the random num ber generators,
subsequent applications of the algorithm are statistically
Independent. Therefore, for every conform ation i there
is the occurrence probability p;. For the unbiased algo—
rithm ,p; = 1=M ;Inh general, ;= p; 1M measuresthe
bias. To exam ine this bias, we com pute the distribbution
m x —for every num ber of appearances k, m ¢ is the num —
ber of conform ations that appeared k tllg esn K trials.
Obviously, m x is nom alized such that i:omk =M.
Since appearances of every particular confom ation are
binom ially distrbbuted, we have

. K!
0 @)
KIK  k)!

my= pi@ p)f
w here the sum m ation runs over all confom ations. From
here, it isnot di cultto nd that, rstofall, th_e average
(overallconform ations) appearancenum berisk = K=M ,
i is independent of a bias. The inform ation about the
bias is contained in furtherm om ents of the distrdbution.
Speci cally, we consider the further cum ulants ofthe dis—
tribution of ;: variance

h%icum h’i=

2

—lk_kK- @)
K 2 M

skew ness
LRSI
1 — 3 — 2 K
= — k k 3k k +2— ; 3
K3 M
and kurtosis
h *icum h'i  3n%i# =
1 — 1 — 3
= — k 6k k +
K 4
2
— 2 — 2 K
+11k k 3k k 6M— ;@

where averaged (over all conform ations) powers of are
de ned according to

1%
h"i= —
M

i=1
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FIG .6: The com puted distributions of not sym m etrically re—
Jlated conform ations on 3 3 3 lattice by the frequency of
generation obtained by ourm ethod (colum ns) and m ethod of
article EL'] (grey line) com pared w ith the distribution expected
for the unbiased algorithm (olack line). Here, k is the num —
ber oftin es a confom ation appeared in K = 10000000 trials,
while m ¢, for every k, is the num ber of conform ations which
appeared k tin es. The num berofdi erent H am ittonian walks
on3 3 3 lattice isM = 103346.

W e generated two sampls of K = 10000000 H am it
tonian walks by m eans of our algorithm and the one of
the article 'E.'] and com pared the appearance of di erent
Ham iltonian waks in these sam ples. T he obtained dis—
tributions m  for both algorithm s are shown In Fig. :_é
The distrbution (l) frthe unbiased = 0 case (when it
is sin ply a G aussian wih themean K=M and variance
also K =M ) isalso presented In the sam e F igure. T he pa—
ram eters of the com puted distrbutions are sum m arized
in the Tablke Il



TABLE III: T he param eters of com puted distributions of con—
form ationson 3 3 3 lattice obtained w ith two algorithm s.

) ( Zicum )72 P ican )| 6 e )T
A Igorithm Tom = T
R am akrishnan
et al {i] 0:34 0:34 035
present 012 009 021

A s the data indicate, our algorithm produces the dis-
tribution, which is close to the expected unbiased resul.
T he distrbution shape is very closely G aussian, which
m eans the bias isweak. At the sam e tin e, the algorithm
of the article 'E.'] showed poor results and produced the
distrdbution, which is essentially skewed. This dem on—
strates strong biases of that m ethod.

A not so good new s about our algorithm is that the
w idth of the distrbution is still larger than expected for
unbiased sam pling. G iven the width of the distribution
wecan estin ate thebias from omula (), = 12 10°.
T his signals certain bias, about 10% , in the generation
of Ham iltonian walks. However, the bias is am all, and
certainly much an aller than for the previous algorithm .
In what follow s, we shall exam ine the statistics ofH am il
tonian walks generated by our algorithm and neglecting
is bias.

B . Statistics of segm ents and loops in generated
walks

By the statistics of segm ents we understand the fol-
low ing. Im agine a long polym er com pressed In a very
com pact state, and suppose a part of the chain, some
‘'monom ers long, is lhbeled. For instance, it may be
deuterated. Then, we can study the conform ation of the
labeled segm ent. Is i collapsed, w ith the overall size
scaling as Y37 Is it extended, w ith end-to-end distance
scaling as “? D oes it exhibit any signs of reqularity, such
as helical structure of som e sort? O r is i purely random ,
vielding G aussian statistics w ith the size scaling as ‘1727
T his is the question we want to address here.

To begin w ith, let us rem ind the m a pr conclusions of
themean eld theory (see, eg. review in the book 26])
T his theory suggests that labeled chain segm ent behaves
sim flarly to the labeled chain in a m acroscopic polym er
m elt or concentrated solution of di erent chains. T here-
ore, it obeys F ory theorem Elz:, :_4§', :flg] To appreciate
the highly non-trivial statem ent of the F lory theorem,
one has to realize rst of all that either labeled chain
In the concentrated melt, or labeled ‘-segm ent in the
globule, is sub fct to the volum e exclusion constraint:
trivially, other m onom ers cannot penetrate the volum e
occupied by any given monomer. As i is well known
In polym er physics, volum e exclision lads to polym er

swelling, w ith signi cant correlationsbetw een m onom ers,
and w ith chain size scaling 0:588 3=5. &t is
not di cuk to realize that the presence of surrounding
chains In them elt, or surrounding parts ofthe sam e chain
In the globule, leads to som e e ective attraction between
labeled m onom ers. F lory theoram says that this attrac—
tion exactly com pensates the exclided volum e e ect. In
other words, surrounding polym er m ediuim shields ex-—
cluded volum e e ect, leaving labeled chain w ith G aussian
statistics and the size proportionalto “=2. This screen—
ing is som etim es called Edw ards screening, it is sin ilar
to D ebye screening in plaan a.

W hat isthe range of * In which G aussian scaling
expected? O foourse, ‘must be larger than the e ective
Kuhn segm ent —which is equal to uniy for the lattice
m odel. A nother restriction, relevant for the globule and
not forthem elt, isthat labeled segm ent asa w hole should
be away from globul boundaries, or surfaces. A ssum ing
globule size about N =3 for the globule of density one
and the chain ofN m onom ers, we arrive at the condition
V=2 <« N173,0rl< ‘< N3,

A Ythough this is not very important for the present
study, we would like to digress to nform the reader that
even w thin them ean eld level, there are delicate correc—
tions to the sim ple picture as describbed above. To under—
stand this, one should think ofan auxiliary problem ofa
G aussian polym er w ithout excluded volum e con ned In
a cavity w ith in pem eable walls. U nder such conditions,
chain adopts a conform ation w ith density peaked at the
m iddle of the cavity and with densiy aln ost vanishing
at the cavity walls ﬁ26 T he contrast between this the-
oreticalm odel and the realglobule w th at distrbuted
Intemal density suggests that selfconsistent eld acting
nside the globule not only com presses the chain, acting
like a cavity, but also pulls the m onom ers from glob—
ule center to the periphery. This pull slightly perturbs
G aussian statistics of the sub-chains, particularly those
Jocated nearby the globul boundary. Com putationally,
we shall not look into this delicate e ect in our present
study.

Thus, we com pute the m ean square end-to-end dis—
tances of the segm ents of H am ittonian wals:

\12'

R 2 (Y3 L X ’ ©)
= @@ r. o A ;
1 K (I\] \) . it+ ﬁ

w here ' is the contour length ofthe segm ent of the walk

(In units of steps), K is the totalnum ber ofwalks in the
sam ple, N is the length of the walk, ri(j) is the position
vector of the vertex visited i-th in the j-th walk.

The results for the sam ples of H am iltonian walks of
di erent lengthsarepresented in ¥ jgure-'7' In good agree—
ment wih mean eld theory, on the scales sm aller than
N =3 the walks obey Flory theorem W7] and the aver-
age distance between the segm ent ends scales such that
R?2(Mi . W ewould like to note here that F lory theo—
rem does not tellus anything about the prefactor of this
scaling. Fitting on the statistics of the lattice polym er
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FIG.7: M ean square end-to-end distance of the segm ents of
Ham iltonian walks vs. the lengths of segm ents is shown for
the lattices of di erent sizes. T he curves for linear walks and
cycles on the lJattices 4 4 4,8 8 8and 12 12 12
coincide.
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cyclesofthe size 22 22 22 suggests the prefactor to be
equal 15> 1.Forthepolymerchan without exclided
volum e it is exactly equalto 1. T herefore, the excluded
volum e e ectively Increases the K uhn segm ent length.
On the scals ' N , the wak starts feeling the con—
nem ent by the lattice borders, and IR 2Milkvelso .
Another m easure of the agreem ent between statistics
of Ham ittonian walks and F lory theorem is the looping
probabilty. The Figure -'_éa show s how often the loops
of di erent contour lengths appear in the Ham iltonian
walks. Here, we say that the walk m akes a loop of the
length V, if after visiting site w ith the coordinates »; it
visits one of this site neighbors in exactly * steps. W hat
doesthem ean eld theory have to say about these loops?
A swe saw forthe statistics of end-to-end distances, on
the scales ' < N 273, the H am iltonian waksare G aussian.
Then, the probability distribbution of their epd-to-end
\ 3=2 R2=1 |

exp

Forthe Ioop,R = 1. T herefore, average num ber of loops
of the contour length * should decay as * 2 exp( 1=Y)
w ith grow ing ‘. That jswhylthe num ber of loops on the
vertical axis of the Figure 8a is weighted by the factor
ofexp( 1='). W e can express surprise that power law
* 32 comes so slow Iy and appears only at large N (see
the table on the inset to F ig. ga) .

W e can also check crossovervalue of * and how it de—
pends on N . Vertical lines on the Figure -'ga m ark the
characteristic segm ent lengths at which the crossover
takes place for the polym er chains of di erent length.
And Figure -r_éb show s the dependency of these threshold
values on the polym er length N . It is clearly seen that
scales asN 273,

On the larger scaks, > N 273, the probability to nd

vectors R m ust obey G aussian law
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FIG . 8: (a)The average num ber of loops of various contour
length in generated H am iltonian walks on the lattices of dif-
ferent size. Vertical lines display the crossover valies of * at
which Jooping probability saturates. H orizontaldash line cor—
responds to the predicted saturation level forthe 22 22 22
walks. () The dependence of the crossover value of * on the

polym er length.

the loop of length ' saturates and becom es practically
Independent of . To estim ate its constant value, we can
resort to the follow ing argum ent. T he random walk ofa
length greater than N 2= hits the borders of the lattice.
T he end of the Ionger walk m ay be found in any lattice
site with nearly equal probability 1=N . Since the loop
form ation condition is m et by hzi of sites neighboring
to the loop starting site, the loop probabiliy is about

hzi/N . Here, hzi is the m ean coordination num ber
of the lattice Wwhich takes Into account that the sites on
the surface have few er neighbors than those in the buk).
At the sam e tin e, there are N N2=3 N such Joops
possble, therefore, there m ust be about hzi loops ofeach
length found in every walk. Indeed, the horizontal dash
line on the F igure 'g:a corresoonding to hzi ofthe com pact



walk of the size 22 22 22 reasonably estin ates the
num ber of long loops in the globule of this size.

T he results presented in Fjgure:_g are in fillagreem ent
w ith the theory, both in tem s of the power law decay
(* ¥2) at m oderate “, the range of the crossover (*
N 2=3), and the constant kevels at large ‘ (hzi).

C . Correlation between ends in H am iltonian walks

Tt is an Interesting question In the theory of polym er
globules, whether the ends of the polym er chain are ef-
fectively Independent of each other in temm s of their po—
sitions Inside globules, or they repel (@ttract) due to the
conditions of the connectedness and com pactness of the
chain. Ifthe end ofthe chai is located in the buk ofthe
globule, there m ay be entropic cost associated w ith the
rearrangem ent of the parts of the chain surrounding it
due to necessity to keep the com pactness of the globule.
T his localrearrangem ent ofthe polym erchainm ay a ect
the probability of the other end to locate in the viciniy.
E ectively, thism ay lead either to the attraction, or to
the repulsion ofthe ends ofthe chain. T heoretically, this
issue ram ains currently unclear [_’5(_5]

To check on the existence of such e ective interaction
between chain ends, we calculate the end-end correla—
tion coe cient for the sam ples of generated H am ilttonian
walks. T his quantiy is de ned via the omula

hX1X2i

hx? i3 i

(7

where x; and x, are the x-coordinates of the two chain
ends, h:::d m eans averaging over all sam pled walks. For
sim plicity, we place coordinate system origin In the cen-
ter of the cube, such that hx;i= hx,i= 0. Due to the
sym m etry, correlations coe cients for y and z coordi-
nates are the sam e as Pr x, while all the non diagonal
elem ents (such ashx;y,1ietc.) vanish.

T he results obtained from the simulations on the lat—
tices of the size L = 2;3;:::;10 are presented in Figure
:_§ along w ith the data of the exhaustive enum eration for
the 2 2 2 and 3 3
suls for the disconnected endsm odel which, due to the
chess board theoram , is only m eaningfiil for odd lattices;
for even lattices, two ends must be on the opposiely
colored sites, and, therefore, are not correlated at all).
T he results for the an all lattices are very close to exact
(W hereas the original algorithm t_]:] produces signi cant
system atic errors). T his is another good suggestion that
our algorithm has weaker bias than that of the work @].

The fact that correlation coe cient is negative indi-
cates that there is som e e ective repulsion between the
chain ends. This e ect decreases and supposedly goes
to zero w ith increasing of lattice size. M oreover, correla—
tion betw een endsvery rapidly approaches correlation be—
tween disconnected points sub Ect only to excluded vol-
um e condition. T his observation suggests that even the

3 lattices and the exact re—
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FIG .9: M ean diagonalend-end correlation coe cients forthe
H am iltonian walks on the lattices of di erent sizes. T he data
ofexact calculation for2 2 2and 3 3 3 latticesare shown
as + . The data of exact calculation of correlation coe cients
for the random pairs of dots on the odd lattices obeying the
excluded volum e condition and the chess board theorem are
shown for the com parison as . The resuls obtajneqlﬁ:om
generation of the waks with algorithm of the work fi] are
shown as the dashed line.

an all repulsive correlation between chain ends ism ostly
due to the benign excluded volum e e ect ofthe term inal
m onom ers, and chain connectiviy providesonly aint, al-
though also repulsive, contribution (Erobably m ostly due
to excluided volum e of m onom ers next to the termm nal
ones) .

IV. RESULTS:COMPACT LOOPSAND THEIR
KNOTS

A . Average C rossing N um ber

Figure ;L-C_i displays the average num ber of crossings in
the plane pro ction ofa confom ation, togetherw ith the
reduced num ber and m athem atical prediction, for the
range of sizes L = 4 to L = 20. The crossing num bers
are plotted against the length (@umber of m onom ers)
N =L3.

T he prediction
1,3 1,3
C= —— 1 — 38
JAEY: 3 ®
for the average crossing number of an L L L con-—

form ation ollow s from the assum ption that every seg—
m ent upon progction n som e vertical’ direction pro—
duces crossings wih all segm ents above and below it
Inside the cylinder of the cross—section unity. In this
sense, the result for the average crossing num ber is triv—
ial. However, it is interesting to note that for large L,
the expression for the average crossing num ber scales as
C = L* = N7, which is rem iniscent of a ’furthirds



power law’ relating crossing number and ‘rope length’
for tight knots [51,54,153]. T his suggests that this four-
thirdspower law doesnot re ect on any intin ate proper—
ties of tight knots, except their overall space Iling char-
acter.

From the average crossing num ber, one could get an
idea of how the am ount of com putational resources in—
volved in the calculation ofa knot invariant, say A lexan—
der, scalesw ith conform ation size. T he A lexander invari-
ant entails com putation of the determ inant ofa C C
m atrix. Naively using G aussian elin ination, com puta—
tion tin e would roughly scalasC3 = N *.
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s 10000 ¢
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E [ |---a&--- predicted
= 1000 §
= 3
@
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FIG . 10: Average crossing num bers in the knot progction,
before and after preprocessing w ith R eidem eister m oves, to—
gether with m athem atical prediction. These were plotted
against the size (length N = L3) of the confom ation, from
L=4toL = 20.

B . Knot P robabilities

Figure ii‘ displays our resuls for the fraction of con-
form ations (ofa given sizeN = L°) which are unknotted.
Foreach L from 4 to 12, 10° conform ations were gener—
ated. The last data point for the largest conform ation
wewere able to analyze (14 14 14) represents4 trivial
knots out 0f 350000 confom ations.

Since the totalnum ber of conform ations of the length
N grow s exponentially with N , it is not a surprise that
the probability ofa trivialknot decaysexponentially w ith
N [;5-4, :_5-51 A cocordingly, com putational data on trivial
knot probability are custom ary tto exponential. Tn our
case, the exponential t to the (last three) data points
yielded an estim ate for the unknotting probability as a
function of N, exp( N=196),asshown in FJguJ:e 1-1

P reviously, there w ere som e worksm easuring knotting
probabﬂﬂ:es for lattice polygons in con ned geom etries
[42,.43 In particular,M ans ed {43 hasexam ined knots
of com pact Ham iltonian cycles on a lattice — the same
problem we consider here. However, these authors use
one invariant, the A lexander polynom ial, in their com —
putations (@lthough M ans eld {_ZII_i'] evaluated A lexander
polynom ial at 10 di erent values of t). This is under-
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standable, as th_e Vassiliev Invariants are a relatively re—
cent discovery Iﬁléj], in particular the invention of explicit
and com putationally in plem entable form ulas for their
evaluation . M oreover, wew ere able to analyze larger con—
form ations: the work i3] exam ned N 1000, whik we
consider N up to 143 = 2744, aln ost three tin es larger.
M ans eld’s t to his results (exp( N =270)) is shown
In the thinner, dotted line n F Jgure.liln Im portantly, our
results for N 1000 agree well with both the resuls
and the tby M ans eld EL-S_:] H ow ever, exam ination of
largerN leadsusto revise the estin ation ofcharacteristic
]engthNOJnexp( N=No) from No 270tON0 196.
M oreover, our result for Ny may tum out an overesti-
m ate, and realN ( m ay eventually be found even sm aller
than 200. Indeed, the lading source of inaccuracy in our
results is due to the ncom plete set of topological nvari-
ants. This can lead to errors of assigning the trivialknot
status to som e loops which are in fact not trivial knots.
Such errors contam inate our trivial knot sets w ith non-—
trivial knots, leading to the overestim ate of trivial knot
probability, and this e ect only increases w ith grow ing
N , because at snallN i ismuch less lkely to meet a
non-trivial knot confiised w ith trivial one by our set of
knot invariants. T hus, we conclude that the trivialknot
probability for com pact polym ers goes as
exp ( N=Np) ; Np< 19 : ()

I
W com pact; trivial

This result is essential for several reasons. W e have
shown in the section :_]:I_I_B: that the sub-chains inside the
su ciently big com pact globule behave som ewhat like
G aussian polym ers, w ith R? (%) proportionalto ‘ despite
the obviouspresence of volum e exclusion constraint. T his
fact, consistent w ith F lory theorem , leads to the tradi-
tional understanding that the chains in themel aswell
as sub-chains in the glbbul are G aussian. From this,
it would then be logical to assum e that the trivial knot
probability forthem should also be the sam e as for corre—
soonding G aussian polym ers, and not the sam e as for the
swollen selfavoiding polym ers. W e rem ind that the triv—
ial knot probability for G aussian polym ers, that is, for
polygons of N segm ents w ith no volum e exclision, also
follow s the exponential law exp( N =Nj), with Ny vary—
Ing from about 350 for G aussian random polygons (in
which all segm ents have G aussian distributed lengths)
[41:] to about 260 for reqular polygons fm ade of length
1 segm ents) B9 ',56] For the se]f—aVOJdJng polym ers, the
value of Ny is even larger MO ,57] Our result now in—
dicates that In regard to the knot form ing ability of the
polym er, chain com paction not only screens away the
exclided volum e, reducing N from is valie for "thick"
polym ers to that for "thin" ones, but produces the m uch
m ore dram atic e ect, decreasing N ( signi cantly below
is G aussian value. In brief, com pact polym ers, although
they satisfy F lory theorem , arenot G aussian for topolog—
icalpurposes, they arem uch (exponentially) m ore prone
to form ing knots.

The Figure :;L-g: displays the probabilities of som e non—
trivialknots in com pact loops as the function ofthe loop
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eld’s 3] t to his data points.

—e—trefoil 3-1)

0.2 4 —a— figure-eight (4-1)
---a--star (5-1)

0.15 )

fraction of knot

FIG . 12: P robabilities of occurrence of a few knots.

length. Sin ilar to the studies m ade w ith non-com pact
chain m odels (see, eg., I_ZI(_S, :_ZI]_;]), the probability to ob-—
tain any particular knot starts from 0 at smallN , then
reaches a maxinum at some nite value ofN , and then
decreases and asym ptotically approaches to 0 with fur-
ther growth of N . A s In other cases, the qualitative ex—
planation ofthis tendency isclear. W hen N is am all, the
Joop m ight be too short to form a given knot. In fact,
for the lattice m odel, it is clear that for every knot there
isa nite value of N below which this knot cannot be
form ed at all, so isprobability is exactly 0 (for instance,
the shortest loop capabl of form Ing a non-trivial knot
on the cubic lattice has N = 24 segm ents). However,
even for signi cantly larger N there m ight still be rela-
tively few confom ations to realize the given knot, and
that yields low probability. At the otherend, when N is
exceedingly large, there are great m any knots which can
be com fortably form ed, and their num ber keeps increas—
ngwih N , yielding a decaying probability to locate the
given knot. W e should em phasize that the results pre-
sented In Figure :_12_;, although qualitatively reasonable,
have som ewhat prelin lnary character, because our use
of the restricted set of topological invariants at the very
high crossing num bers m ay lad to inaccurate knot as—

signm ents.
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C . Statistics of segm ents and loops in trivialknots

In this section, we want to address the follow ing prob—
Jem . Considera sub-chain ofsom e length ‘which is large,
butmuch an aller (in a proper sense) than the entire glob—
ule. Suppose further that the chain as a whole is closed,
so it isa loop, and that this loop is a trivialknot. O n the
onehand, since N , it seem sthat the sub-chain hasno
way to "know " what are the globaltopologicalproperties
of the entire loop. O n the other hand, i is also cbvious
that the property ofbeing a trivialknot isnot a localbut
a globalproperty ofthe loop. In som e Ioose sense, we can
say that since the entire loop has no knots, there is no
way the sub-chain ofthe length ' N m ay have knots.
O foourse, to speak about knots In a sub-chain we should
som ehow decide how to close itsends; what we are saying
here is that the sub-chain ofan unknotted loop m ust not
have knotsunder them a prity of naturalw ays to connect
its ends. T his logic then seem s to suggest that the sub—
chain m ay tend to be swollen com pared to its random
walk size 12, based on the analogy w ith Joops in unre—
stricted space In which trivial knots are known to swell
@(_i, 5@, :_5-§‘] H owever attractive, this logic at least does
not exhaust the problem , because if sub-chain sizes were
to scalkeas ' wih 1=2, then these sub-chains would
strongly overlap in the overallcom pact globule, m aking it
di cukt to avoid m aking knots between the sub-chains.
A1l these nconclusive argum ents are presented here In
order to m otivate the problem : how does the sub-chain
size (say, end-to-end distance) scale w ith the sub-chain
length if the sub-chain is buried deeply Inside a collapse
trivialknot?
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FIG .13: R atio of sub-chain m ean-square end-to-end distance
in trivialknots and in all Joops versus num ber of links in the
sub-chain . Forthe chain ofthe lengthN = L°, IlingL L L
cube, results were plotted up to L2.

M easurem entsofm ean-square end-to-end distance (de-
ned sin iarly to Eq. ('6)) werem ade on sub-chains (seg—
m ents) ofcom pact chain confom ationsw ith trivialknots
and on sub-chainsofallconform ations regardless ofknot—
type. The results ( gure :_L-.E:) show that sub-chains of
trivial knots are an aller or m ore com pact com pared to
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L =12and L = 14 were not p]otted due to excessive moise’.

This result com plem ents gure :13|

sub-chainsofallknots. A sim ilar result wasalso obtained

for the gyration radiis, which is anotherm easure of size.
(The extrem a in the plots are, of course, e ects of the
nite size of the confom ations.)

M easurem ents of the number of sub- loogs formed In
each conform ation were also m ade CFJguJ:e.l4 A loop is
form ed when m onom ers not connected by a link are next
to each other in space). The result for the number of
sub—loops in confom ations w ith trivialknots, com pared
to the number of sub-loops In confom ations regardless
of knottype, is in com plete agreem ent w ith the previ-
ous resuls: since sub-chains are m ore com pact in overall
trivialknots, they are m ore likely to form sub-loops.

T hese results should be contrasted to the correspond-—
ng results for gyration radiis of (entire) non-com pact
rings, which indicate that trivialknots in such r:ings are,
on average, larger com pared to all other knots {40 ',56]
T his is understood @8] based on the argum ent that there
are very com pact confom ations available for non-trivial
knots are included in the average over all loops and
are excluded from the average over trivial knots only.
C karly, for this ensem ble of unrestricted loops, trivial
knots rem ain swollen com pared to the alldoopsaverage
not only on the lvel of entire polym er, but also on the
J¥evel of the sub-chains. In fact, this e ect is expected to
be scale-invariant at the length exceeding the characteris-
tic knotting Jength N, [58]. Based on this com parison, we
can conclude that it m ust be signi cantly m ore di cult
to con ne a trivial knot loop into a sn all volum e than
to realize a sin ilar con nem ent of a phantom polym er,
either a chain or a loop. Indeed, to com press a trivial
knot one has to reduce its entropy by forcing all the sub—
chains to shrink. This m eans, con nem ent entropy for
the trivialknot is a volum e e ect, it scalesasN in ther—
m odynam ic lin it. Ttm ust be com pared w ith con nem ent
entropy ofusualpolym erswhich only scalesasN 27 R6].
T his conclusion of the increased sti ness of trivial knots
com pared to other loops is consistent w ith the data of
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the work [56] on the probability distribbutions of the un—
restricted loop sizes: w ith decreasing overall loop size,
this probability decreasesm uch sharper for trivial knots
than for averaged loops.

A though short of a proof, our results are consistent
w ith the hypothesis ofa "crum p]ed glbule," which was
fom ulated m any years ago [59], and which rem ains i
the rank of hypothesis till today.

V. CONCLUSION

W e formulated the new combinatorial algorithm for
generation of Ham iltonian walks and cycles on the cu—
bic Jattices. This algorithm reduces biases com pared to
the previously know n m ethods. T he presented algorithm
perform s well on generation of the large com pact self-
avoiding walks.

W e employed the proposed generation algorithm to
verify Flory theorem in is applicability to the random
com pact chains. W e found that the statistics of the sub-
chains Inside the large globule approaches G aussian, as
predicted by Flory theorem , for su ciently long poly—
m ers. Unexpectedly, this happens at rather large values
of chain Jength N , about 10°. A though it is not entirely
clear what is the m ost reasonable num erical correspon-—
dence between N for the lattice toy m odel and the num —
ber of residues a the real protein, i is safe to question
the direct applicability ofG aussian statistics for the inte-
rior of even large protein globules. O n the other hand, it
should be understood that the deviations from G aussian
statistics found form odest N com pact chains are really
an all, and unless one is Interested in sophisticated scal-
Ing analysis, they provide very reasonable qualitative t
to the data.

U sing knot invariants, we were able to identify the triv—
ialknots and the rst few knots in a sam ple of loop con—
form ations. W e found that the probability oftrivialknot
In a com pact conform ation is signi cantly am aller than
was previously believed, and that it ism uch am aller than
for the corresponding G aussian polym er. T his suggests
that there should be an abundance ofknots in a random
sam ple of com pact conform ations. W e have also found
that global restriction that the loop asa whol isa trivial
knot has a dram atic statistical e ect on the conform a—
tions of all sub-chains, m aking them signi cantly m ore
com pact than for other loops.

O ur resuls suggest that low propensity ofknotsin real
proteins m ight in fact be a statistically signi cant fact
requiring an explanation, although it seem s too early to
speculate what this explanation m ight be, whether it is
related to the physics of folding, or to som e functional
properties of proteins, or to som e aspect of their evolu—
tion.
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APPENDIX A:ISTHE NEW COMBINATORIAL
ALGORITHM UNBIASED?

T he buiding of the Ham ittonian walk on the lattice
w ith the help of som e combinatorial algorithm can be
viewed as the process of labeling the edges of the lat-
tice according to som e rules (as two m atching, patching
or other procedures). One of the rules is that none of
the lattice nodes m ay have m ore then two labeled edges
ncident on it. There are di erent con gurations of the
labeled edges possible on the lattice. W e now would lke
to consider the space of all the possible such con gura-—
tions. Such space itself can be represented as a graph,
In which every con guration of labeled edges is a vertex,
and tw o vertices are connected if and only if the corre—
soonding con gurations di er only by the labels of one
lattice edge. Such space ncludes con guration in which
none of the edges is Jabeled. W e callsuch a con guration
root. The gpace can be divided into the follow ing sub—
Soaces:

i) con gurations of labeled edges at which som e of the
lattice nodes do not have incom ing labeled edges (dis—
connected nodes);

i) con gurationsocontainingm ultiple sub-cycles and sub—
chains, all the lattice nodes have two incident labeled
edges except the ends of the sub-chains. No new lattice
edge can be labeled. (Such con gurations the algorithm

fl] used to start patching procedure);

iii) H am iltonian cycles.

The con guration space is schem atically shown in the
Figure 9. A s an illustration we display di erent con gu-
rations possibl on the extended 2 2 2 lattice.

An arbitrary combinatorial algorithm buiding a
Ham iltonian walk starts from the root node ofthe con g-
uration space graph, then perfom s random walk along
som e path on the graph, and nishes its work at som e
node of subspace (iii) . For the algorithm to be unbiased,
the num ber of all possible paths leading to each node in
the subspace (iii) should be equal

Let us consider the procedures of labeling random
links, branching and patching of algorithm E:]. T he ran-
dom Ilabeling of Ilinks and branching of sub-chains m ay
Jead either directly to the form ation of the H am ilttonian
cycle from subspace (iii), orto the form ation of som e con—

guration from the subspace (ii). T he latter situation is
much m ore probable due to the size of the subspace (i)
ismuch larger than the size of (iil). Suppose the algo-
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FIG .15: The space of possible con gurations of links on the
cubic Jattice. D i erent subspaces and exam ple con gurations
of links are shown.

rithm generated som e con guration from (i). Now the
patching procedure has to transform it to the single cy—
cle. Even if one supposes that con gurations from (i)
and (i) are generated w ith equalprobability, it appears
that the number of paths leading from (i) to di erent
Ham iltonian cycles in (iii) is di erent. T his can be easily
seen from the enum eration of all possbl ways to label
the2 2 2 lattice. The con gurations 1 and 2 can be
transform ed to the H am iltonian cycles 4 and 5, but there
is no way to obtain the cycle 6 as a result of patching.
M oreover, the num ber of paths to cycles 4 and 5 is also
slightly di erent. In general, the probability to generate
som e H am ittonian walk is proportionalto the num ber of
possible con gurations of sub-cycles which can be trans—
form ed to thiswalk and to the num ber of ways to apply
patching proceduresto these con gurationsofsub-cycls.
And this is the patching procedure that leads to the bi-
ased sam pling of Ham iltonian wak. Figure :_i§ gives a
sim ple exam ple.

Also it can be shown that the form ation of the con—

guration wih dead ends (sin ilar to the con guration
3 in Fig. }15) produces biased sam pling of Ham iltonian
walkstoo. The dead end fom s if som e vertex of the lat—
tice which hasonly one lncom ing link hasno unsaturated
neighbors.

T he algorithm ﬂ:] can be corrected by avoiding, on all
stages, placing a new link if i leads to either the clos—
Ing of a sub—cycle, or the form ation of the dead ends. If
the form ation of the sub-cycles and the dead ends is for-
bidden, then paths starting from the root con guration
and ending in the subspace (ifi) do not pass through the
subspace (i), and the patching is not applied.

U ndoubtedly, placing the links on the lattice In random
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order does not produce any biases. A s for the branching sin ulationswe did not see any w orrisom e signs from this
of the sub—chains we are not so sure. However, in our procedure.

APPENDIX B:PSEUDOCODE

Input: A lattice graph LG (verticesV ,edgesE ).
Output: Case 1: Ham iltonian cycle W E on the extended lattice graph;
Case 2: (IfLG iseven)H am iltonian cycleW L on LG .

Begin;
Color vertices of LG altematively white and black;
(if Case 1): G enerate extended lattice graph E G ;
P erform R andom B ipartiteM atching();

End.

Subroutines:
P erform R andom B ipartiteM atching() :
Begin;
W hile (um ber of unsaturated vertices > 0)
Choose random unsaturated vertex P ;
Choose random neighborQ ;
if @ unsaturated):
T ryL inkV ertices P ;Q );
else if Q saturated):
Choose direction along sub-chain,Q S;
Find end of sub-chain, T ;
T ryG row Subchain (T );
Remove link QR ;
T ryL inkV ertices P ;Q );
End if;
End whilk;
End.

T ryL inkV ertices P ;Q ) :
Begin;
Draw Ink PQ ;
Find dead ends and cyclks;
ifdead ends found, or (length ofcycle < length of com plete H am iltonian walk):
Remove link P Q ;
End.
T ryG row Subchain (T );
Begin;
List unsaturated neighbors of T ;
W hile List isnot em pty:
Choose random vertex X from List;
T ryLinkV ertices X ;T );
iflink X T isdrawn:
End.
else:
Rem ove link X from List;
End while;
End.
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