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ABSTRACT

In com plex systam sw ith m any degrees of freedom such as soin glass and biom olecular
system s, conventional sin ulations in canonicalensamble su er from the quasiergodicity
problem . A sinulation In generalized ensamble perform s a random walk in potential
energy space and overcom es this di culty. From only one simulation run, one can ob-—
tain canonicalensam ble averages of physical quantities as finctions of tem perature by
the single-histogram and/orm ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques. In this articke we
review the generalized-ensam ble algorithm s. T hree wellknown m ethods, nam ely, m ulti-
canonical algorithm , sinulated tem pering, and replica-exchange m ethod, are described

rst. Both M onte C arlo and m olecular dynam ics versions ofthe algorithm sare given. W e
then present ve new generalized-ensem ble algorithm s which are extensions of the above
m ethods.

1 INTRODUCTION

Since the pioneering work of M etropolis and coworkers [l] half a century ago, com puter
sim ulations have been indigpensable m eans of rescarch n m any elds ofphysical sciences.
In the eld ofm olcular science, for instance, a num ber of pow erfiil sin ulation algorithm s
have been developed (for review s see, eg., Refs. Bl 4)).

Canonical xed-tem perature sim ulations of com plex system s such as spin glasses and
biopolym ers are greatly ham pered by them ultiple-m Inin a problem , orthe quasiergodicity
problem . Because sinulations at low tem peratures tend to get trapped in one of huge
num ber of locakm Inin um -energy states, it is very di cult to obtain accurate canonical
distrdoutions at low tem peratures by conventionalM onte Carlo M C) and m olecular dy—
nam ics M D ) m ethods. O ne way to overcom e thism ultiple-m inin a problam is to perfom
a sin ulation in a generalized ensem bk where each state is weighted by an arti cial, non—
Boltzm ann probability weight factor so that a random walk in potentialenergy space m ay
be realized (for reviews see, eg., Refs. B1{ B]). The random wak allow s the sim ulation
to escape from any energy barrier and to sam ple much wider con gurational space than
by conventionalm ethods. M onitoring the energy in a single simulation run, one can ob—
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tain not only the globalm nin um -energy state but also canonical ensamble averages as
functions of tem perature by the shgle-histogram [] and/or m ultiple-histogram [1Q, 17]
rew eighting technigques (an extension ofthe m ultiple-histogram m ethod is also referred to
as weighted histogram analysis method W HAM ) [11]). Besides generalized-ensemblk al-
gorithm s, which are usually based on localupdates, m ethods based on non—-local updates
such as cluster algorithm s and their generalizations have also been w idely used [121{ fl4].
In this article, we focus our discussion on generalized-ensem ble algorithm s.

O ne of the m ost welkknown generalized-ensem ble m ethods is perhaps m ultcanonical
algorithm M UCA) [13,14] (fora review see, eg., Ref. [17]). (Them ethod is also referred
to as entropic sam pling {1§], adaptive um brella sam pling [L9] of the potentialenergy R0,
random wak aljorithm 1, 22], and density of states M onte Carb R3]. MUCA can also
be considered as a sophisticated, ideal realization of a class of algorithm s called um brella
sam pling R4]. Also closely related m ethods are transition m atrix m ethods reviewed in
Refs. 5,'8]) MUCA and its generalizations have been applied to soin system s (see, eg.,
Refs. RG1{32]). M UCA was also introduced to the m olecular simulation eld B3]. Since
then M UCA and is generalizations have been extensively used In m any applications in
protein and related system s B41{ [/4]. M olecular dynam ics version ofM UCA hasalso been
developed B3, 46,20] (see also Refs. [73, 43] or Langevin dynam ics version) . M UCA has
been extended so that at distrdoutions in other param eters instead of potential energy
m ay be obtained 7,28,142,47,52,773]. M oreover, m ulidin ensional (orm ulticom ponent)
extensions ofM UCA can be found in Refs. @3,147,14§, 74].

W hile a smulation in multicanonical ensemble perform s a free 1D random walk In
potential energy space, that in simulted tem pering (ST) /6, 74] (the m ethod is also
referred to as the m ethod of expanded ensemble [/§]) perform s a free random walk in
tem perature space (for a review , see, eg., Ref. {/§]). This random walk, in tum, induces
a random walk in potentialenergy space and allow s the sim ulation to escape from statesof
energy localm inin a. ST has also been applied to protein folding problm [79, 44, 43, 87].

T he generalized-ensem ble m ethod ispowerfii], but in the above two m ethods the prob—
ability weight factors are not a priori known and have to be detemm ined by iterations of
short trial simnulations. This process can be non-trivial and very tedius for com plex
system s with m any degreees of freedom . T herefore, there have been attem pts to ac-
celkerate the convergence of the iterative process for M UCA weight factor determm ination
P&, 42, 81,62, 83,20] (see aloo Refs. I, B4).

In the replica-exchange m ethod REM ) BJI{ B17], the di culty of weight factor deter-
m Ination is greatly alleviated. @A closely related m ethod was independently developed in
Ref. [88]. Sin flarm ethods in which the sam e equations are used but en phasis is laid on
optim izations have been developed 89,190]. REM is also referred to as m uldpke M arkov
chain method P1] and paralkel tem pering {/§]. D etails of literature about REM and re-
lated algorithm s can be found in recent reviews P2, 4]) In this method, a number of
non-interacting copies (or replicas) of the original system at di erent tem peratures are
sim ulated independently and sin ultaneously by the conventionalM C orM D m ethod. Ev—
ery few steps, pairs of replicas are exchanged w ith a speci ed transition probability. T he
weight factor is jast the product of Bolzm ann factors, and so it is essentially known.

REM has already been used in m any applications in protein system s [93, 94, 801{951{
[L04]. O therm okcular sinulation elds have also been studied by thism ethod in various
ensembles [107]{ [13]. M oreover, REM was applied to cluster studies .n quantum chem —
istry el {114]. The details of m okecular dynam ics algorithm have been worked out for



REM in Ref. P4] (see also Refs. P3,110)). This kd to a wide application of replica—
exchange m olecular dynam ics m ethod in the protein folding problem [13H125].

However, REM also has a com putational di culty: A s the number of degrees of
freedom of the system increases, the required num ber of replicas also greatly Increases,
whereasonly a sihgle replica issinulated MM UCA orST . T hisdem andsa lot of com puter
pow er for com plex system s. O ur solution to thisproblem is: Uss REM for the weight fac-
tordeterm nationsofM UCA orST ,which ism uch sin plerthan previous iterative m ethods
ofweight determ Inations, and then perform a longM UCA orST production run. The rst
exam ple is the replica-exchange m ulicanonical algorithm ®REM UCA) [1,102]. Th RE—
M UCA, a short replica-exchange sin ulation is perform ed, and the m ulticanonical weight
factor is determ ined by the m ultiple-histogram rew eighting techniques f1{, 11]. Another
exam ple of such a combination is the replica-exchange sim ulated tem pering REST) Pg1.
In REST, a short replica-exchange sin ulation is perform ed, and the sin ulated tem pering
weight factor is determ ined by the m ultiple-histogram rew eighting techniques {10, 11].

W ehave Introduced tw o furtherextensions ofREM , w hich we referto asm uldcanonical
tem pering replica-exchange m ethod (STREM ) [[28]. h M UCAREM , a replica-exchange
sim ulation is perfom ed w ith a an all num ber of replicas each In m ulticanonical ensem ble
ofdi erent energy ranges. In STREM , on the otherhand, a replica-exchange sim ulation is
perform ed w ith a sm allnum ber of replicas in \sin ulated tem pering” ensemble ofdi erent
tam perature ranges.

Finally, one is naturally led to a mulidin ensional (or, m ulivariable) extension of
REM , which we refer to as m ultidim ensional replica-exhcange m ethod M REM ) [Pé] (see

sampling REUS) [P4] and i is particularly usefil in free energy calculations.

In this article, we describe the eight generalized-ensam ble algorithm sm entioned above.
Namely, we st review three fam iliarm ethods: M UCA, ST, and REM .W e then present
the ve new algorithms: REMUCA, REST, MUCAREM , STREM , and MREM (and
REUS).

2 GENERALIZED -ENSEM BLE ALGORITHM S

2.1 M ulicanonical A lgorithm and Sim ulated Tem pering

Let us consider a system of N atomsofmassmy Kk = 1; ;N ) wih their coordnate
vectors and m om entum  vectors denoted by g el y grand p fo; e
respectively. The Ham iltonian H (g;p) of the systam is the sum of the kinetic energy

K (p) and the potentialenergy E () :

H@p)=K @E+E @ :; @
where
A sz
K ()= : @)
k=1 2m

In the canonicalensam bl at tam perature T each state x (@;p) w ith the H am iltonian
H (g;p) is weighted by the Bolzm ann factor:

Wg ;T)=exp ( H @p)) ; Q)



w here the Inverse tem perature isde nedby = 1=k zT (kg istheBoltzm ann constant).
T he average kinetic energy at tem perature T is then given by
* +
hK (o) i ¥ P kT @)
i = o T oNXsl ¢
k=12mk T 2
Because the coordinates g and m om enta p are decoupled In Eqg. {];), we can suppress
the kinetic energy part and can w rite the B oltzm ann factor as

Wg;T)=Wp E;T)=exp( E): )

T he canonical probability distribution of potential energy Py & ;T) is then given by the
product of the density of statesn (E ) and the Bolzm ann weight factorW s & ;T):

Py E;T)/ nE)Wg E;T) : ©)

Sihce n (E) is a rmpidly Increasing function and the Bolzm ann factor decreases expo—
nentially, the canonical ensam bl yields a bellshaped distribution which has a m axin um
around the average energy at tem perature T . The conventionalM C orM D sim ulations
at constant tem perature are expected to yield Py € ;T). A M C sinulation based on the
M etropolis algorithm [I}] is perform ed w ith the fllow ing transition probability from a
state x of potentialenergy E to a state x° of potential energy E °:
|
Ws E%T)

| 0y — : B : . 0 .
wx! x)=mi l'WBCE;T) mh QG;ep[ E E)) : (7)

A M D simulation, on the other hand, isbassd on the follow ing N ew ton equation :

QE
@ay
where £, is the force acting on the k-th atom &k = 1; ;N ). This equation actually

yieldsthem icrocanonicalensam ble, and we have to add a them ostat such asN oseH oover
enssmble. However, In practice, i is very di cult to obtain accurate canonical distri-
butions of com plex systam s at low tem peratures by conventionalM C or M D sim ulation
m ethods. This is because sim ulations at low tem peratures tend to get trapped In one or
a few of Jocalm inin um -energy states.

In the multicanonical ensamble {15, 14§], on the other hand, each state is weighted by
a non-Bolzm ann weight factorW ,, € ) Which we refer to as the m ulticanonical weight
factor) so that a uniform potential energy distrdbution P, E ) is cbtained:

PhnuE®)/ nE)W,,E) constant : 9)

The atdistrbution in pliesthat a free random walk In the potential energy space is real-
ized in thisensemble. T hisallow sthe sim ulation to escape from any localm Inin um -energy
states and to sam ple the con gurational space much m ore w idely than the conventional
canonicalM C orM D m ethods.

The de nition n Eq. ) inplies that the multicanonical weight factor is nversely
proportional to the density of states, and we can w rite it as follow s:

1
Wmu(E) exp [ OEmu(E ;TO)]: — 7 10)
nE)



where we have chosen an arbitrary reference tem perature, Tg = 1=k o, and the \m uli-
canonical potential energy" is de ned by

EnuwE€;To) kTohnE)=TSE): 11)

Here, S | ) is the entropy In the m icrocanonical ensam ble. Since the density of states of
the system is usually unknown, the mulicanonical weight factor has to be detemm ined
num erically by iterations of short prelin inary runs {3, 16].

A multicanonical M onte Carlo sin ulation is perfomm ed, for instance, w ith the usual
M etropolis criterion l]: T he transition probability of state x w ith potential energy E to
state x° w ith potential energy E ° is given by

W, EY nE)
P x)=mi L;"——— =mi 1 = min (; Ena)) i (2
w (X x)=min leuCE) m TEY m l;exp (o ) 12)
w here
Enu=EnuE€%To) EuyE;Tp) : 13)

Them olecular dynam ics algorithm in m ulticanonicalensemble also naturally ollow s from
Eq. (10), in which the regular constant tem perature m olecular dynam ics sin ulation @ ith
T = Ty) is perfom ed by solving the follow ing m odi ed Newton equation instead ofEq.
@) : 63,48

@E,u E ;To) @E vy E ;To) £

Be 7 eq, eE

From Eqg. {11) this equation can be rew ritten as

L (14)

To

; 15
T<E>fk 4>

By =

w here the ollow ing them odynam ic relation gives the de nition of the \e ective tem per—
ature" T E):

S 1
@s €E) _ . 16)
@E E-E, TE,)
w ith
E, = <E>r@, : @7)

If the exact multicanonical weight factor W ,, E ) is known, one can calculate the
ensam ble averages of any physicalquantity A at any tem perature T & 1=kz ) as follow s:
X X
AE)Ps E;T) AENME)exp( E)
<A>.= =% = Ex ; (18)
Pg E;T) nE)exp( E)

E E

where the density of states is given by (see Eq. {10))

1
ng)= —: 19
Wy @)
The summ ation instead of ntegration isused n Eq. {1§), because we often discretize the
potentialenergy E with step size & = Ey;i= 1;2; ). Here, the explicit form of the



physical quantiy A should be known as a function of potential energy E . For nstance,
A E )= E gives the average potentialenergy < E >: as a function of tem perature, and
AE)= ?E < E >)? gives speci c heat.

In general, the m ulticanonical weight factorW ,, € ), or the density of statesn € ), is
not a prioriknown, and oneneeds itsestin ator fora num erical sin ulation. T hisestim ator
is usually obtained from iterations of short trialm ulticanonical sim ulations. T he details
of this process are describbed, for instance, in Refs. £6,37]. However, the iterative process
can be non-trivial and very tediuis for com plex system s.

In practice, it is in possible to obtain the idealm ulticanonical weight factor w ith com —
plktely uniform potential energy distrioution. T he question is when to stop the iteration
for the weight factor detem nation. O ur criterion for a satisfactory weight factor is that
as long aswe do get a random walk In potentialenergy space, the probability distribbution
P.u E ) doesnot have tobe com plktely atw ih a tolerance of, say, an order ofm agniude
deviation. In such a case, we usually perform with this weight factor a multicanonical
sim ulation w ith high statistics (production run) in order to get even better estin ate ofthe
density of states. Let N, E ) be the histogram of potential energy distribution P, , E )
obtained by this production run. T he best estin ate of the density of states can then be
given by the single-histogram rew eighting techniques [§]as follow s (see the proportionaliyy
relation in Eq. @):

Npy E)

_ - 20
nE) W ®) 20)

By substituting this quantity into Eq. 18), one can caloulate ensem ble averages of phys—
ical quantity A E ) as a function of tem perature. M oreover, ensam ble averages of any
physical quantity A (hcluding those that cannot be expressed as functions of potential
energy) at any temperature T (= 1=ky ) can now be obtained as long as one stores the
\tra ®ctory" of con gurations @nd A ) from the production run. N am ely, we have

o
AKIW, IE xk))exp[ E xK))]
<A>a= g ; @1)
W IE ®K)exp[ E ®K))]
k=1

where x (k) isthe con guration atthek-th M C (orM D) step and n, is the totalnum ber of
con gurations stored. Note that when A is a function ofE , Eq. 1) reduces to Eq. (@8)
w here the density of states is given by Eq. £0).

Egs. @8) and £1) or any other equations which involve sum m ations of exponential
functions offen encounter w ith num erical di culties such as over ows. These can be

A > 0and B > 0) we have

min@;B)
max@;B) 22)
=max(MA;nhB)+ hfl+ exp mih(nA;InB) max(MmA;nB)lg :

nC ==nh max@;B) 1+

W e now brie y review the original sim ulated tem pering (ST ) m ethod 7§, 77]. In this
m ethod tem perature itselfbecom es a dynam ical variable, and both the con guration and
the tam perature are updated during the sim ulation w ith a weight:

Wsr E;T)=exp ( E+a()) ; 23)



w here the function a (T') is chosen so that the probability distribution of tem perature is
at:
Z Z

Ps:(T)= JdE nE)Wsr E;T)= dE nE) exp( E + a(l))= constant : (24)

Hence, In sim ulated tem pering the tem perature is sam pled unifom k. A free random walk
In tem perature soace is realized, which In tum induces a random walk in potentialenergy
soace and allow s the sin ulation to escape from states of energy localm inim a.

In the num erical work we discretize the tem perature n M di erent values, T, Mm =
1; ;M ). W ithout loss of generality we can order the tem perature so that T, <

u<. The lowest tem perature T; should be su ciently low so that the simulation

can explore the globalm inin um -energy region, and the highest tem perature Ty should
be su ciently high so that no trapping in an energy-localm ininum state occurs. The
probability weight factor in Eq. @3) is now written as

Wsr €;Tn) = exp( nE +an); 25)
wherea, = a(l,) m = 1; ;M ). Note that from Egs. (24) and (25) we have
Z
exp( &)/ JdENE) exp( LE): (26)

The param eters a, are therefore \din ensionless" Heln holtz free energy at tem perature
T, (@{e. the nverse tem perature , muliplied by the Helm holtz free energy). W e r=
m ark that the density of statesn (E ) (and hence, the m ulticanonical weight factor) and
the sinulated tem pering weight factor a, are related by a Laplace transform  @4]. The
know ledge ofone in plies that ofthe other, although In num ericalwork the inverse Laplace
transform ofEq. @) is nontrivial

O nce the param eters a, are detem Ined and the iniial con guration and the Initial
tem perature T,, are chosen, a sim ulated tem pering sin ulation is then realized by alter-
nately perform ing the ollow ing two steps [/§, 771:

1.A canonicalM C orM D sinulation at the xed temperature T, (ased on Eq. 1)
orEq. @)) is carred out fora certain steps.

2. The tem perature T, isupdated to the neighboring values T, ; wih the con gura—
tion xed. The transition probability of this tem peratureupdating process is given
by the M etropolis criterion (sse Eq. £3)):

W(Tn ! Tn 1)=mih Qjexp (1)) ; @7)

where
=(n 1 n)E @& 1 &) : (28)

N ote that in Step 2 we exchange only pairs of neighboring tem peratures In order to secure
su ciently lJarge acceptance ratio of tem perature updates.
A s in multicanonical algorithm , the sinulated tem pering param eters a, = a ()

m = 1; ;M ) are also detem lned by ierations of short trial sin ulations (see, eg.,

Refs. [7§,179,45] or details) . T his process can be non-trivial and very tedius for com plex

system s.



A fter the optim al sin ulated tem pering weight factor is determm ined, one performm s a
Jong sim ulated tem pering run once. T he canonicalexpectation value ofa physicalquantity

A attampermture T, Mm = 1; ;M ) can be calculated by the usual arithm etic m ean as
follow s:
1 e
<A>p = — A &y k) ; @9)
m k=1
where x, k) k= 1; n ) Are the con gurations ocbtained at tem perature T,, and n,

is the total number of measurements made at T = T, . The expectation value at any
interm ediate tem perature can also be cbtained from Eq. {1§), where the density of states

is given by the m ultiple-histogram reweighting technigques {10, I1] as ollows. Let N, E)

and n, be resgpectively the potentialenergy histogram and the total num ber of sam ples
cbtained at tam perature T,, = 1=kg , M = 1; ;M ). The best estin ate of the density
of states is then given by [1{, 11}]

% 1
9, N, &)
_ m=1 .

nE)= % 1 ; (30)

9, Nn exp (f, nE)
m=1
where we have foreachm = 1; M)

X

exp( f)= nk) exp( L E): (31)

E

Here, g, = 1+ 2 ., and , isthe integrated autocorrelation tim e at tem perature T, .
Form any system s the quantity g, can safely be st to be a constant in the reweighting
formulae [11], and so we usually st g, = 1.

Note that Egs. 30) and B1)) are solved selfconsistently by iteration [L{, {1] to cbtain
the density of statesn E ) and the din ensionless Heln holtz free energy £, . Nam ely, we
can set allthe f, m = 1; ;M ) to, eg., zero nitially. W e then use Eg. (30) to obtain
n € ), which is substituted into Eq. (1) to obtain next values of £, , and so on.

M oreover, ensam ble averages of any physical quantity A (including those that cannot
be expressed as functions of potential energy) at any tem perature T = 1=kg ) can now
be obtained from the \trafctory" of con gurations of the production run. Namely, we

rst obtain £, @ = 1; ;M ) by solving Egs. (30) gnid (31) selfconsistently, and then
we have [107]

M Zn giTl1

A(Xm(k))% exp [ E (& Kk))]
noie g'nep . E G K)]
- =1 .
<A >r= TR %l ’ (32)
g exp [ E & k))]
m=1k=1

gnepf. E & k)]

=1

where x, k) k= 1; o ) Are the con gurations ocbtained at tem perature T, .



2.2 Replica-Exchange M ethod

T he replica-exchange m ethod REM ) B5]{ B7]was developed as an extension of sim ulated

tem pering B3] (thus it is also referred to as paralkl tem pering {7§]) (see, eg., Ref. P4]

for a detailed description of the algorithm ). The system for REM oonsists of M non-
Interacting copies (or, replicas) of the origmhal system In the canonical enssmble at M

di erent tem peraturesT, m = 1; ;M ). W earrange the replicas so that there isalways
exactly one replica at each tem perature. Then there exists a one-to-one correspondence
between replicas and tem peratures; the Iabeli i= 1; ;M ) for replicas is a perm utation
ofthe labelm m = 1; ;M ) for tem peratures, and vice versa:

(
i = ifm) fm);

mo= @ £l0); )

where £ (m ) %'ﬁsa pem utation gmcgon ofm and £ 1o(j) is its inverse.

LetX = xl[l(m; 1\EIlCM;E]( = xm[l](l); mM(b],l;;c stand for a \state" in this general-
ized ensmble. Each \substate" x is speci ed by the coordinates g* and m om enta p™
ofN atom s In replica i at tem perature T, :

xg gt (34)

Because the replicas are non-interacting, the weight factor for the state X in this
generalized ensam bl is given by the product of Bolzm ann factors for each replica (or at
each tem perature):

( H ) ( ” )

Wrem K )= exp noH alip? = exp nH o gLl @35
=1 m=1
where in ) and m (i) are the pem utation functions in Eq. G3).
W e now consider exchanging a pair of replicas In the generalized enssmble. Suppose
we exchange replicas iand j which are at tem peratures T,, and T,,, respectively:

n
X = n[ll];;x r[lj];;x 1 x%= r[ﬂj]o;;x r[ll]o;;x : (36)
Here, i, j,m , and n are related by the perm utation functions n Eq. 33), and the exchange
of replicas introduces a new perm utation fiinction £°:
(

i=fm) ! j=~fm);
j =f@) ! i= @) : G7)
T he exchange of replicas can be w ritten In m ore detail as
8
< xog¥pt P gt .
xU qb;pt! ) P qtil; p il ) (38)

where the de nitions orp™° and pP° willbe given below . W e rem ark that this process is
equivalent to exchanging a pair of tem peratures T,, and T, for the corresponding replicas
iand j as follow s:

xB gf;pH i 10 gl pEl i 50
j 1,50 10 1,500 .
x0 gblp0) o el qil;pt! )



In the original in plem entation of the replica-exchangem ethod REM ) BN §711, M onte
Carlo algorithm was used, and only the coordinates g (and the potential energy flinction
E (@) had to be taken into account. In m olecular dynam ics algorithm , on the other
hand, we also have to dealw ith the m om enta p. W e proposed the follow ing m om entum
assignm ent n Eq. §) (and ;n Eq. §9)) B41:

8 s
) T .

§ ptP T—“ p" ;

% s T_m (40)
510 In .

: p . P

which we believe is the sim plest and the m ost natural. This assignm ent m eans that we
Just rescale uniform Iy the velocities of all the atom s In the replicas by the square root of
the ratio of the two tem peratures so that the tem perature condition in Eq. (4) m ay be
satis ed.

In order for this exchange process to converge towards an equilbrium distriution,
it is su cient to Inpose the detailed balance condition on the transition probability
wX ! X9:

7WRE;“(X)w(x1 x°)=7WRE;(XO)w(x°! X) ; (1)
where 7 is the partition fiinction ofthe entire system . From Egs. (1'), {2), 3:5'.), 4(), and
A1), we have

| 0 n h i h i
w P XD exp LK piP +E go LK pi 4+ E g
W X) ho i h | o
+ . K p[l] + F q[l] + , K p[]] + E qb] ;
T . T . : .
=ep K p” =K pY+ kK pY + Kk pY
En Tni h . _ io
. E q[]] E q[l] . E q[l] E qb] ;
=exp( ) ;
(42)
where
= o« E g EJ” « E ¢ Eq (43)
= (x W E g EgY (44)

and i, j,m ,and n are related by the perm utation functions in Eq. {33) before the exchange:
(
i =1fm);

. 45
J =f@): @)
This can be satis ed, for instance, by the usualM etropolis criterion [Li]:

wiX ! X9 wxP ¥ =mn QGep( ) ; (46)

where in the second expression (ie., w &xH%D!)) we explicitly w rote the pair of replicas
(and tem peratures) to be exchanged. Note that this is exactly the sam e criterion that
was originally derived forM onte C arlo algorithm BFI{ B7].

W ithout loss of generality we can again assume T, < T; < v< A simulation of
the replica-exchange method REM ) B51{ B7] is then realized by altemately perform ing
the follow ng two steps:



1. Each replica in canonicalensam ble ofthe xed tem perature is sin ulated sim ultaneously

and independently fora certain M C orM D steps.

2. A pair of replicas at neighboring tem peratures, say xn[li] and xn[fl 1, are exchanged
with the probability w x¥ ', nEq. @8).

N ote that In Step 2 we exchange only pairs of replicas corresponding to neighboring tem —
peratures, because the acceptance ratio of the exchange process decreases exponentially
with the di erence of the two ’s (see Egs. (@4) and (46)). Note also that whenever a

replica exchange is acoepted in Step 2, the perm utation functions in Eq. B3) are updated.

The REM sinulation is particularly suitable for parallel com puters. Because one can
m Inin ize the am ount of nfom ation exchanged am ong nodes, it is best to assign each
replica to each node (exchanging pairs of tem perature values am ong nodes ism uch faster
than exchanging coordinates and m om enta). T hism eans that we kesp tradck of the per-
mutation fanctionm ;) = £ ! 4;t) n Eq. B3) asa finction ofM C orM D step t during
the sim ulation. A fter parallel canonicalM C orM D simulations for a certain steps (Step
1), M =2 pairs of replicas corresponding to neighboring tem peratures are sim ulateneously
exchanged (Step 2), and the pairing is alternated between the two possibl choices, ie.,
(T15T2), (T3:T4), anglTey, (T4;Ts),

Them apr advantage of REM over other generalized-ensam ble m ethods such asmul-
ticanonical algorithm {15, 14] and sin ulated tem pering {76, 77] lies in the fact that the
welght factor is a priori known (sse Eq. 33)), while in the Jatter algorithm s the deter-
m Ination of the weight factors can be very tedius and tin e-consum Ing. A random walk
n \tem perature space" is realized for each replica, which in tum induces a random walk
in potential energy space. This alleviates the problem of getting trapped in states of
energy localm lnina. In REM , howevey, the num ber of required replicas ncreases as the
system size N increases (according to N ) [8]. This dem ands a Iot of com puter power
for com plex system s.

2.3 Replica-Exchange M ulticanonical A Igorithm and R eplica-—
E xchange SIn ulated Tem pering

T he replica-exchange m ulticanonical algorithm ®REM UCA) [P7,102] overcom es both the
di culties of M UCA (the m ulticanonical weight factor determm ination is non-trivial) and
REM (a ot of replicas, or com putation tin e, is required). In REM UCA we rst perfom
a short REM smmulation Wih M replicas) to determ ine the m ulticanonical weight factor
and then perform with this weight factor a regular m ulticanonical sin ulation w ith high
statistics. The st step isacoom plished by them ultijple-histogram rew eighting techniques
g, 11]. Let N, E) and n, be respectively the potentialenergy histogram and the total
num ber of sam ples obtained at tem perature T, & 1=kg ) ofthe REM run. T he density
of statesn £ ) is then given by solving Egs. 60) and 1) selfconsistently by iteration.

Once the estim ate of the density of states is obtained, the multicanonical weight
factor can be directly determ ined from Eq. (1) (e alo Eq. {11)). A ctually, the density
of statesn E ) and the m ulticanonical potential energy, E € ;Tg), thus detem ned are
only reliable in the follow ing range:

E, E E ; 47)



where (
E]_ = <E>T1 ;

48)
EM = < E >TM H

and T; and Ty are respectively the lowest and the highest tem peratures used In the REM
run. O utside this range we extrapolate the m ulticanonical potential energy linearly: ©07]

@Emu(E TO)
% E Ei)+ Enu E1;T9) forE < Eq,
< E=E
YE) mucE,To>, PrE; E &, 49)
EnuE&;T
%w (E EM)-I'Emu(EM;TO); :brE>EM-
CE E=Ey

ThemulicanonicalM C andM D runsare then perform ed respectively w ith the M etropolis
criterion of Eq. @2) and w ith them odi ed N ew ton equation n Eq. @4), n which EX% € )
n Eq. @9) is substituted nto E,, € ;To). W e expect to cbtain a at potential energy
distrbution in the range of Eq. (7). Finally, the results are analyzed by the single—
histogram reweighting techniques as descrbed In Eq. €0) @nd Eg. (18)).

Som e rem arksarenow in order. From Egs. {11), {6), @7),and @8),Eq. ¢9) becom es

T T
%-003 E;) + TOS(EI)=T—:E+oonstant; forE < E; < E >,
IE)=_ TeSE) ; BrE, E &,
T To
E—OCE EM)+ToscEm)—T—E+oonstant, orE > Ey <E >, .
M M
(50)
The Newton equation 1 Eq. (14) is then w ritten as (see Egs. (15), (4), and {17))
8 T,
%—fk; HrE < Eq,
1
To
&Zgrﬂ)fk; orE; E &, (51)
To
: — £, forE > Ey .

Because only the product of inverse tem perature and potential energy E enters in the
Bolzm ann factor (seeEq. (5‘)), a rescaling ofthe potentialenergy (or force) by a constant,
say , can be considered as the rescaling of the tem perature by 1= 43, 110]. Hence, our
choice of Ef% € ) in Eq. @9) results in a canonical sinultion at T = T; ©rE < E, a
m ulicanonical sim ulation forE E k , and a canonical simulation at T = Ty for
E > Ey . Note also that the above argum ents are independent of the value of Ty, and we
w ill get the sam e results, regardless of is value.

For M onte Carlo m ethod, the above statem ent follow s directly from the follow ng
equation. N am ely, our choice of the m ulticanonical potential energy in Eq. {49) gives (oy
substituting Eq. §0) into Eq. (0))

8
. . gexp( 1E + oconstant) ; forE < E.,
1 1

WonuE)=exp  (ELZE) =

orE;, E K, (62

™\

§n

"exp ( u E + constant) ; orE > Ey .



W enow present anothere ectivem ethod ofthem ulticanonicalw eight factor f7], which
isclosely related to REM UCA .W e rstperform a short REM sinulation asin REM UCA
and caloulate < E >. as a function of T by the multiple-histogram reweighting tech-
niques (see Egs. 0) and (31)). Let us recall the Newton equation of Eq. (15) and the
therm odynam ic relation of Egs. f1§) and {17). The e ective temperature T € ), or the
derivative W, can be num erically cbtained as the inverse fiunction of Eq. @7),
where the average < E > 1 g) hasbeen ocbtained from the results ofthe REM simulation
by the muliple-histogram reweighting techniques. G iven its derivative, the m ulticanon—
ical potential energy can then be obtained by num erical integration (see Egs. (1) and
aa): 0 Z )

Enu € ;To) = To dE = Ty P 53)
E; GE . T E)
W e ram ark that the sam e equation wasused to obtain the m ulticanonical weight factor in
Ref. B2], where < E > was estin ated by sinulated annealing instead of REM . E ssen—
tially the sam e orm ulation was also recently used in Ref. [74]to obtain them ulticanonical
potential energy, where < E >: was calculated by conventional canonical sim ulations.

W e nally present the new m ethod which we refer to as the replica-exchange sim ulated
tem pering REST) P8]. In this method, jist as in REMUCA, we rst perform a short
REM smulation wWih M replicas) to detem ine the sin ulated tem pering weight factor
and then perform wih this weight factor a regqular ST simulation w ith high statistics.
The rst step is accom plished by the m ultiple-histogram rew eighting techniques [0, 11},
which give the din ensionless Heln holtz free energy £, (sse Egs. 30) and @1)).

O nce the estin ate of the din ensionless Heln holz firee energy £, are obtained, the
sim ulated tem pering weight factor can be directly determ ined by using Eq. £3) wherewe
st a, = £, (compareEq. £6§) with Eq. 81)). A Iong sinulated tem pering run is then
perform ed w ith thisweight factor. Let N, € ) and n, be respectively the potentialenergy
histogram and the totalnum ber of sam ples obtained at tem perature T, & 1=k , ) from
this sin ulated tem pering run. T hem ultiple-histogram rew eighting technigues ofEgs. (30)
and (_31') can be used again to obtain the best estin ate of the density of statesn ). The
expectation value of a physical quantity A at any temperature T = 1=kz ) is then
caloulated from Eq. ((8).

The formulations of REM UCA and REST are sinple and straightforward, but the
num erical In provem ent is great, because the weight factor determ ination forM UCA and
ST beocom es very di cul by the usual iterative processes for com plex system s.

24 M ulicanonicalR eplica-ExchangeM ethod and Sim ulated Tem -
pering R eplica-E xchange M ethod

In the previous subsection we presented REM UCA , which uses a short REM run for the
determm ination of the multicanonical weight factor. Here, we present two m odi cations
of REM and refer the new m ethods as multicanonical replica-exchange m ethod M U -
CAREM ) P7,102] and sinulated tem pering replica-exchange m ethod (STREM ) [128].
In MUCAREM the production run isa REM simulation wih a few replicas not in the
canonical ensam bl but in the mulicanonical ensamble, ie. di erent replicas performm

M UCA smmulationsw ith di erent energy ranges. Likew ise In STREM the production run

isaREM simulation with a few replicas that perform s ST sim ulationsw ith di erent tem —



perature ranges. W hile M UCA and ST sinulations are usually based on local updates,
a replica-exchange process can be considered to be a global update, and global updates
enhance the sam pling fuirther.

We rstdescribe M UCAREM .LetM be the number of replicas. Here, each replica is
In one-to-one correspondence not w ith tem perature but w ith m ulticanonicalweight factors
ofdi erent energy range. N ote that because m ulticanonical sin ulations coverm uch w ider
energy ranges than regular canonical sin ulations, the num ber of required replicas for the
production run of M UCAREM ismuch Jss than that for the reqular REM M M ).
T he weight factor for this generalized ensemble isnow given by (see Eq. (33))

¥ . ¥

) i )

Wyucaren X )= Wrﬁl W9 g Xml(i) = Wf&g E Xn[i(m)] ’ (54)
i=1 m=1

w here we prepare the m ulticanonical weight factor (and the density of states) ssparately
form regions (see Eq. (10)):
h i 1

errgg E XIE_] = exp mErfﬂg E }<IE_] i) : (53)
nfm9 B xg

Here, we have introduced M arbitrary reference temperatures T, = 1=kz , @ =
1; ;M ), but the nal results will be independent of the values,of &s one can
see from the second equality in Eq. (B3) (these arbitrary tem peratures are necessary only
forM D smulations).
Each multicanonical weight factor W ™9 € ), or the density of states n™9 € ), is

de ned as follows. Foreach m m = 1; ;M ), we assign a pair of tem peratures
(Ifmg;T;mg). Here, we assume that TLfmg < THfmg and arrange the tem peratures so
that the neighboring regions covered by the pairs have su cient overlaps. W ithout loss
of generality we can assume T, © < % %Tand T, < 29T W e de ne the
follow Ing quantities:

8

< Elfmg = < E > e

f
E, ° <E>;me ; =1 ;M)

(56)

Suppose that the mulicanonical weight factor W ,, E ) (or equivalently, the multi-

canonicalpotentialenergy E,, € ;To) n Eq. (I1)) hasbeen obtained asin REM UCA or

by any otherm ethods in the entire energy range of interest CEflg< E < EIfM 9). W ethen

have foreachm m = 1; ;M ) the follow Ing m ulticanonical potential energies (see Eqg.
@) pil
8
@E u .T m m m
%M € E )+EnuE; %iT,); HrE <E; 7,
@E _ o fmg
Z E—EL
Eni’ €)= | Enu®;Tn) ore™? £ E"Y,
QE,, E ;T
% CEns E iTn) € E"N+E,EL%T.); PrE > B0,
© @E E:Efmg

©7)
Fially, aM UCAREM sinulation is realized by altemately perform ing the follow ing
tw O steps.



1. Each replica ofthe xed multicanonicalensamble is sin ulated sim ultaneously and
independently fora certain M C orM D steps.

2. A pair of replicas, say iand j, which are in neighboring g ulticanonical ensem bdes,
W

saym -th and @ + 1)-th, regoectively, areexchanged: X = IE_];;X m+iX !
n i o
X 0= Bx W ix . The transition probability of this replica exchange

is given by the M etropolis criterdion :
wX ! X9)=mi Qjexp () ; (58)

where we now have (sse Eq. (@3)) P7]
n o n
- LB E o B E @ L ERUE o) g g
59)
HereE g¥ andE g"% are the potential energy of the i-th replica and the j-th
replica, respectively.

O

Note that in Eq. 9) we need to new Iy evaluate the m ulticanonical potential energy,
EM9E @) andE™ "9 E V), because EMY € ) and EY € ) are, ;n general, di erent
functions form 6 n.

In this algorithm , the m -th m ulicanonical ensam ble actually results in a canonical

sinulation at T = TLfmg orE < Efmg,amultjcanonicalsjmu]atjon brEfmg E ];fmg,

and a canonicalsimulation at T = THfm HrE > E ;m 9, while the replica-exchange process
sam ples states of the wholke energy range ®&;° E B 9).

For ocbtaining the canonical distrbutions at any intermm ediate tem perature T, the
multplhistogram reweighting techniques [0, 11] are again used. Let N, € ) and n,
be respectively the potentialenergy histogram and the total num ber of sam ples cbtained
w ith the m ulticanonical weight factorW ™9 € ) m = 1; ;M ). The expectation valie
ofa physical quantity A at any tem perature T (= 1=ky ) isthen cbtained from Eq. (18),
w here the best estin ate of the density of states is cbtained by solving the W HAM equa-
tions, which now read P7]

%
g, N, €) g N, &)
_ m=1 — m=1 .
nE)= " 1 j ” 1 j ; (60)
g, Np exp (E )W 17 E) g, Npn exp fy n B E)
m=1 m=1
and breachm & 1; M)
X fi X fi
exp( £)= nE)WwW T7E)= nE) exp nE 0 E) e (61)
E E

NotethatW ™9 € ) isused stead ofthe Boltzm ann factorexp( ,E) in Egs. @0) and
B

M oreover, ensam ble averages of any physical quantity A (including those that cannot
be expressed as functions of potential energy) at any tem perature T = 1=ky ) can now
be obtained from the \trafctory" of con gurations of the production run. Namely, we



rst obtain £, m = 1; ;M ) by solving Egs. (60) and (61) selfconsistently, and then
we have [102]

¥ fn G
A & (k))% exp[ E (% (k))]
m=1k=1 g. ln‘exp(f‘)wmfIEgCE (Xm k)))
— =1 .
S - i (©62)
exp [ E 6 k))]
m=lk=l%

g 'niexp (EOW TIE &, k)))

w1

w here the tra pctories x, k) k= 1; n ) Are taken from each m ulticanonical sin ula—
tion w ith the m ulticanonical weight factor w Ifr&g E) m=1; ;M ) separately.

A s seen above, both REMUCA and MUCAREM can be used to obtain the muli-
canonical weight factor, or the density of states, for the entire potential energy range of
Interest. For com plex system s, however, a sihge REM UCA orM UCAREM simulation is
offen lnsu cient. In such caseswe can iterate M UCA (in REM UCA) and/orM UCAREM
sim ulations in which the estim ate of the m ulticanonical weight factor is updated by the
single-and/or m ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques, regpectively.

To be more soeci ¢, this iterative process can be summ arized as follows. The RE-
M UCA production run correspondstoaM UCA sim ulation w ith theweight factorW ,, & ).
Thenew estin ate ofthe density of states can be obtained by the single-histogram rew eight—
ing techniques of Eq. @€0). On the other hand, from the M UCAREM production run,
the In proved density of states can be obtained by the multiple-histogram reweighting
techniques of Egs. {6() and 61).

The i proved density of states thus obtained lads to a new multicanonical weight
factor (see Eq. €10)). The next iteration can be either a M UCA production run (as in
REMUCA) orMUCAREM production run. T he results of this production run m ay yield
an optin alm ulticanonical weight factor that yields a su ciently at energy distribbution
forthe entire energy range of interest. Ifnot, we can repeat the above processby obtaining
the third estin ate of the m ulticanonical weight factor eitherby aM UCA production run
@sh REMUCA) orby aMUCAREM production run, and so on.

W e ram ark that as the estin ate of the m ulticanonical weight factor becom es m ore
accurate, one is required to have a less number of replicas for a successfulM UCAREM
sim ulation, because each replica will have a at energy distrbution for a wider energy
range. Hence, for a large, complex system, it is offen more e cient to st try MU~
CAREM and iteratively reduce the num ber of replicas so that eventually one needs only
one ora few replicas (instead oftrying REM UCA directly from the begihning and ierat-
nhgM UCA sinultions).

W e now describe the sinulated tem pering replica-exchange m ethod (STREM ) [124].
Suppose that the sim ulated tem pering weight factorW g+ € ;T,) (or equivalently, the di-
m ensionless Helm holtz free energy a, n Eq. £5)) has been obtained as in REST or by
any otherm ethods in the entire tem perature range of interest (T, T, T ). W edevide
the overlapping tam perature ranges nto M  regions M M ). Suppose each tem pera-—
ture rangem hasN, tem peratures: kamg k= 1; o ¥orm = 1; ;M . W e assign



each tem perature range to a replica; each replica i is In oneto-one correspondence w ith
a di erent tem perature rangem of ST run,whereTlfmg "I_fmg "I_;f:g k=1; o N
W e then introduce the replica-exchange process betw een neighboring tem perature ranges.
Thisworkswhen we allow su cient overlaps between the tem perature regions.

A STREM sinulation is then realized by altemately perform ng the follow ing two
steps. [128]

1. Each replica perform sa ST sin ulation w ithin the xed tem perature range sim ultaneously

and independently fora certain M C orM D steps.

2. A pairofreplicas, say iand j,which areat,say T = T]fmg and T = T‘fm”g,jn neigh—

boring tem perature ranges, say m -th and m + 1)-th, respectively, are exchanged:
X = E;;x 0. .x 1 X%= E];;x M..%x . The transition prob-

ability of this replica exchange is given by the M etropolis criterion :
wX ! X)=mi Qjexp () ; (63)

w here
fm g fm + 1g

. E q[j] E q[i] . (64)

W hile nM UCAREM each replica perform sa random walk In mulicanonicalensemble
of nie energy range, in STREM each replica perform s a random walk by sinulated
tem pering of nite tem perature range. These \local' random walks arem ade \glkbal' to
cover the entire energy range of interest by the replica-exchange process.

2.5 M ulidim ensional R eplica-E xchange M ethod

W e now present our m ultidin ensional extension of REM , which we refer to as m ultidi-
m ensional replica-exchange m ethod M REM ) [9§]. T he crucial observation that kd to the
new algorithm is: A s long aswe have M non-interacting replicas of the original system ,
the Ham iltonian H (g;p) of the systam does not have to be identical am ong the replicas
and it can depend on a param eter w ith di erent param eter values for di erent replicas.
N am ely, we can w rite the H am iltonian for the i-th replica at tem perature T, as

Ho @) =K ")+ E , @) ; (65)
where the potentialenergy E | depends on a param eter , and can be written as
E,@)=Ec@+ v@): (66)

This expression for the potential energy is often used In simulations. For instance, In
um brella sam pling P41, E, (@) and V () can be respectively taken as the original potential
energy and the \biasihg" potentialenergy w ith the coupling param eter , . In simulations
of spin systam s, on the other hand, E (@) and V (@) (here, g stands for soins) can be
respectively considered as the zero— eld tem and the m agnetization tem ooupled w ith
the extemal ed .

W hile replica i and tem perature T, are In one-to-one corregpondence in the origial
REM , replica i and \param eter st" (L ; ») are In oneto-one corresoondence
in the new algorithm . Hence, the present algorithm can be considered as a m ultidin en—
sional extension of the original replica-exchange m ethod w here the \param eter space" is



onedin ensional (ie. , = Tn). Because the replicas are non-interacting, the weight
factor for the state X in this new generalized enssmble is again given by the product of
Bolzm ann factors for each replica (sse Eq. 39)):

b . .
Wyrem ) = exp noHo o ap" ;
=1
( S A )] A )] ) (67)
= exp nHn g He ;
m=1

whereifn ) andm (i) are the pem utation finctions in Eq. 33). T hen the sam e derivation
that led to the original replica-exchange criterion follow s, and the transition probability
of replica exchange is given by Eq. (44), where we now have (sese Eq. ¥3)) [96]

= . E_ Y E g% L E g% E_ o . 68)
Here, E = and E _ are the totalpotential energies (see Eq. (64)). Note that we need to
new Iy evaluate the potentizal energy for exchanged coordinates, E _ @Y) and E _ (@),
becauseE | and E | are In generaldi erent functions.

For cbtaining the canonical distributions, the m ultipl-histogram reweighting tech—
niques 10, 11}] are particularly suitabl. Suppose we have made a single run of the
present replica-exchange sinulation with M replicas that corresoond to M di erent pa-
ram eter sets T n) m=1; M ). Let®\h;V ) and n, be respectively the
potentiatenergy histogram and the total number of sam ples obtained for the m -th pa-
rameter sst , . TheW HAM equations that yield the canonical probability distribution
Pr;, Eo;V)=nEy;V)exp( E ) wih any potentialenergy param eter value at any
tem perature T = 1=ky; are then given by 6]

% 1
gm Nm CEO;V)
nEoiV)= 5 n=l ; (69)
g, ' tn exp & nE L)
m=1
and breachm & 1; M)
X
exp( £)= nEeyV)exp( nE ) : (70)
Eo,V

Here, n Ey;V) is the generalized density of states. Note that n (E4;V ) is lndependent
of the param eter sets Tw; o) m = 1; ;M ). The density of states fMB
and the \din ensionless" Helm holtz free energy £, 1 Egs. 69) and (/) are solved self-
consistently by iteration.

Incidentally, these form ulations of M REM give m ultidin ensional extensions of RE -
MUCA P7, d02] and REST [P§]. In the fomer, we cbtain uniform distrbutions both
In Eg and V, whereas In the latter, the param eter sets [, becom e dynam ical variables
and a unifom distrdbution In those param eters w ill be obtained. Nam ely, after a short
M REM sinulation, we can use the muliple-histogram reweighting techniques of Egs.
69) and (70) to obtain n £,;V ) and f, . Hence, we can determ ine the m ultidin ensional



m ulticanonical weight factorW ,, E(;V ) and the m ultidim ensional sin ulated tem pering
weight factorW gt Eq;V; ). The fom er is given by

Wmu ;V = 7 71
EoiV) NEoV) (71)
and the latter is given by (see Eq. ©5))

Wsr EoiVi n)=exp( nE  + ) : (72)

W e can use M REM for firee energy calculations. W e rst descrbe the freeenergy
perturoation case. T he potential energy is given by

E @=E:@+ Er@ E@):; (73)

where E; and Ey are the potential energy for a \w ild-type" m olcule and a \m utated"
m olecule, respectively. N ote that this equation has the same form asEq. (68§).

O ur replica-exchange sim ulation is perform ed forM replicaswih M di erent valies
of the parameters , = (Tn; n). SNEE (@ = E;(@ and E -, @ = Er @, we
should choose enough , values distrbuted in the range between 0 and 1 so that we
m ay have su cient accsptance of replica exchange. From the simulation, M histogram s
N, E;Er Er), orequivalently N, € :;Er ), are obtained. The Helm holz free energy
di erence of \mutation" at teamperature T & 1=k ), F F _; F_y, can then be
calculated from X

Pr,-1 E1;Er)
exp( F)= L= I ; (74)
Zr;=0 Pr; -0 Er;Er)

EriEr

wherePr, E1;Er)=nE;Er)exp ( E ) are cbtalned from the W HAM equations of
Egs. (69) and (70).

W enow describe another free energy calculationsbased on M REM  applied to um brella
sam pling P34], which we refer to as replica-exchange umbrella sampling REUS). The
potential energy is a generalization of Eq. (66) and is given by

L

X \
E @=Eo@+ Vi@ ; (75)
=1
where E (4 (@) is the original unbiased potential, V. (@) (‘= 1; ;L) are the biasing (um —
brella) potentials, and " are the corresponding coupling constants ( = ( 4; ©y).

Introducing a \reaction coordiate" ,the umbrella potentials are usually w ritten ashar—

m onic restraints:

Vi@ =k (@ d)

where d. are the m idpoints and k. are the strengths of the restraining potentials. W e
prepare M replicaswith M di erent values of the parameters , = (Tn; n ), and the
replica-exchange sin ulation is perform ed. Since the um brella potentials V. (@) i Eq. {74)
are all functions of the reaction coordinate only, we can take the histogram N, Egq; )

7 O=1; ;L) (76)



instead of N, E¢;Vi; 1)+TheW HAM equations of Egs. (69) and (/() can then be
w ritten as P4]

% 1
gm Nm (E0; )
nEoi )= o L (77)
gmlnm exp f, o B .
m=1
and breachm & 1; M)
X
exp( L)= nEy; )exp n B : (78)

m

Eo;

T he expectation value ofa physical quantity A w ith any potentialenergy param eter value
at any temperature T (= 1=kz ) isnow given by

X
AEo; P, Eoi)
<A>_ = 2ol x ; (79)
' P Eoi)
Eo;
where PT; Eqg; ) = nEy; )exp E is obtained from the W HAM equations of

Egs. (/1) and {8).
The potential ofm ean force PM F'), or free energy as a function of the reaction coor-
dinate, of the original, unbiased system at tem perature T is given by
2 3
X
W ()= kT4 P € )d; (80)

Eo

where f0g= (0; ;0).

W enow present two exam ples of realization of REU S.In the rstexample, weuseonly
one tam perature, T, and L um brella potentials. W e prepare replicas so that the potential
energy for each replica ncludes exactly one um brella potential here, we have M = L).
Namely, n Eq. (/3) or = , weset

n = m (81)

where y; isK ronecker’s delta function, and we have
E @)=Eo@)+ Ve @ : 82)
W e exchange replicas corresponding to \neighboring" um brella potentials, V,, and Vi 41 .

The acceptance criterion for replica exchange is given by Eq. @6), where Eq. (68) now
reads (with the xed inverse tem perature = 1=kzT) P4]

= Vo @@ v d? e @+ Ve 83)

where replica i and j respectively have um brella potentials V,, and V,, ;1 before the ex—
change.



In the second exam ple, we prepare N ¢ tam peratures and L um brella potentials, which
m akes the total number of replicas M = N L. W e can Introduce the follow ing re—
labeling for the param eters that characterize the replicas:

m m;m) ! I;J:(TI; J):

m =1, M) T=1; ;3= ;L) ®4)

T he potentialenergy is given by Eq. 82) w ith the replacament: m ! J.W eperform the
follow ing replica-exchange processes altemately:

1. Exchange pairs of replicas corresponding to neighboring tem peratures, Ty and Try4 1
(le., exchange replicas iand j that respectively correspond to param eters  1;; and
1+1;5) - W e refer to this process as T -exchange.)

2. Exchange pairs of replicas corresponding to \neighboring" um brella potentials, V;
and Vs, 1 (le. exchange replicas i and j that respectively corresoond to param eters
1,7 and  1;741). W e refer to this process as -exchange.)

T he acoeptance criterion for these replica exchanges is given by Eq. {4§), where Eq. (68§)
now reads 4]

=(: w)Eogd?+v;d¥ E&H vy (85)

for T -exchange, and

= vo 7 v v, P+ (86)

for -exchange. By this procedure, the random walk In the reaction coordinate space as
well as In the tem perature space can be realized.

3 CONCLUSIONS

In this article we have reviewed uses of generalized-ensam ble algorithm s for both M onte
Carlo sin ulations and m olecular dynam ics sin ulations. A sinulation in generalized en—
sam ble realizes a random walk in potential energy space, alleviating the m ultiplem inin a
problam that isa comm on di culty In sim ulations of com plex system sw ith m any degrees
of freedom .

D etailed form ulationsofthe three w ellknow n generalized-ensem ble algorithm s, nam ely,
m ulticaonicalalgorithm (M UCA ), sin ulated tem pering (ST ), and replica-exchangem ethod

REM ), were given.

W e then introduced ve new generalized-ensem ble algorithm s that com bine them erits
of the above three m ethods. W e refer to these m ethods as replica-exchange m ulticanoni-
calalgorithm (REM UCA), replica-exchange sim ulated tem pering RE ST ), m ulticanonical
replica-exchange m ethod M UCAREM ), sinulated tem pering replica-exchange m ethod
(STREM ), and mulidin ensional replica-exchange m ethod M REM ), the last of which
also led to replica-exchange um brella sam pling REUS).

The question is then which method is the m ost recomm ended. W e have recently
studied the e ectiveness of MUCA, REM , REMUCA, and MUCAREM in the protein
©lding problem [102]. O ur criterion forthe e ectiveness washow m any tin es the random



walk cycles between the high-energy region and low-energy region are realized within a

xed num ber oftotalM C (orM D) steps. W e ound that once the optin alM UCA weight
factorisobtained, M UCA (@ndREM UCA) isthem oste ective (ie. hasthem ost number
of random walk cycls), and REM is the Jeast {102]. W e also found that once the optin al
ST welght factor is cbtained, ST (@nd REST ) hasm ore random walk cycles than REM
0§, 128]. M oreover, we com pared the e ciency of Berg’s recursion B3], W angL.andau
method P31, 22], and REMUCA /M UCAREM asmethods for the m ulticanonical weight
factor detem nation in two-din ensional 10-state Potts m odel and found that the three
m ethods are about equalin e clency [I37]{ 39].

Hence, the answer to the above question w ill depend on how much tim e one is w illing

to (or foroed to) soend In order to detem ine the M UCA or ST weight factors. G ven a
problam , the rst choice isREM because of its sin plicity (ho weight factor determ ination
is required). IfEREM tums out to be Insu cient or too much tim econsum ing (lke the
casew ith rst-orderphase transitions), then otherm ore pow erfiilalgorithm s such asthose
presented in the present article are recom m ended.
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