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A B ST R A C T

In com plex system swith m any degreesoffreedom such asspin glassand biom olecular

system s,conventionalsim ulationsin canonicalensem ble su�erfrom the quasi-ergodicity

problem . A sim ulation in generalized ensem ble perform s a random walk in potential

energy space and overcom es this di�culty. From only one sim ulation run,one can ob-

tain canonical-ensem ble averages ofphysicalquantities as functions oftem perature by

thesingle-histogram and/orm ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques.In thisarticlewe

review the generalized-ensem ble algorithm s. Three well-known m ethods,nam ely,m ulti-

canonicalalgorithm ,sim ulated tem pering,and replica-exchange m ethod,are described

�rst.Both M onteCarloand m oleculardynam icsversionsofthealgorithm saregiven.W e

then present�venew generalized-ensem ble algorithm swhich areextensionsoftheabove

m ethods.

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Since the pioneering work ofM etropolisand coworkers[1]halfa century ago,com puter

sim ulationshavebeen indispensablem eansofresearch in m any �eldsofphysicalsciences.

In the�eld ofm olecularscience,forinstance,anum berofpowerfulsim ulation algorithm s

havebeen developed (forreviewssee,e.g.,Refs.[2]{[4]).

Canonical�xed-tem peraturesim ulationsofcom plex system ssuch asspin glassesand

biopolym ersaregreatlyham peredbythem ultiple-m inim aproblem ,orthequasi-ergodicity

problem . Because sim ulations at low tem peratures tend to get trapped in one ofhuge

num beroflocal-m inim um -energy states,itisvery di�cultto obtain accurate canonical

distributionsatlow tem peraturesby conventionalM onteCarlo (M C)and m oleculardy-

nam ics(M D)m ethods.Oneway toovercom ethism ultiple-m inim a problem istoperform

a sim ulation in a generalized ensem blewhereeach stateisweighted by an arti�cial,non-

Boltzm ann probability weightfactorsothatarandom walk in potentialenergy spacem ay

be realized (forreviewssee,e.g.,Refs.[5]{[8]). The random walk allowsthe sim ulation

to escape from any energy barrierand to sam ple m uch widercon�gurationalspace than

by conventionalm ethods.M onitoring theenergy in a single sim ulation run,one can ob-
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tain notonly the global-m inim um -energy state butalso canonicalensem ble averagesas

functionsoftem perature by the single-histogram [9]and/orm ultiple-histogram [10,11]

reweighting techniques(an extension ofthem ultiple-histogram m ethod isalso referred to

asweighted histogram analysis m ethod (W HAM )[11]). Besidesgeneralized-ensem ble al-

gorithm s,which areusually based on localupdates,m ethodsbased on non-localupdates

such asclusteralgorithm sand theirgeneralizationshavealso been widely used [12]{[14].

In thisarticle,wefocusourdiscussion on generalized-ensem ble algorithm s.

One ofthe m ostwell-known generalized-ensem ble m ethodsisperhapsm ulticanonical

algorithm (M UCA)[15,16](fora review see,e.g.,Ref.[17]).(Them ethod isalso referred

to asentropic sam pling[18],adaptive um brella sam pling[19]ofthe potentialenergy [20],

random walk algorithm [21,22],and density ofstatesM onte Carlo [23].M UCA can also

beconsidered asa sophisticated,idealrealization ofa classofalgorithm scalled um brella

sam pling [24]. Also closely related m ethods are transition m atrix m ethods reviewed in

Refs.[25,8].) M UCA and itsgeneralizationshavebeen applied to spin system s(see,e.g.,

Refs.[26]{[32]).M UCA wasalso introduced to them olecularsim ulation �eld [33].Since

then M UCA and itsgeneralizationshave been extensively used in m any applicationsin

protein and related system s[34]{[74].M oleculardynam icsversion ofM UCA hasalsobeen

developed [43,46,20](seealso Refs.[75,43]forLangevin dynam icsversion).M UCA has

been extended so that
atdistributionsin otherparam etersinstead ofpotentialenergy

m aybeobtained [27,28,42,47,52,73].M oreover,m ultidim ensional(orm ulticom ponent)

extensionsofM UCA can befound in Refs.[42,47,48,74].

W hile a sim ulation in m ulticanonicalensem ble perform s a free 1D random walk in

potentialenergy space,that in sim ulated tem pering (ST) [76,77](the m ethod is also

referred to as the m ethod ofexpanded ensem ble [76]) perform s a free random walk in

tem peraturespace(fora review,see,e.g.,Ref.[78]).Thisrandom walk,in turn,induces

arandom walkin potentialenergyspaceand allowsthesim ulation toescapefrom statesof

energy localm inim a.ST hasalso been applied toprotein foldingproblem [79,44,45,80].

Thegeneralized-ensem blem ethod ispowerful,butin theabovetwom ethodstheprob-

ability weightfactorsarenota prioriknown and have to bedeterm ined by iterationsof

short trialsim ulations. This process can be non-trivialand very tedius for com plex

system s with m any degreees offreedom . Therefore, there have been attem pts to ac-

celerate the convergence ofthe iterative processforM UCA weightfactordeterm ination

[26,42,81,82,83,20](seealso Refs.[17,84]).

In the replica-exchange m ethod (REM )[85]{[87],thedi�culty ofweightfactordeter-

m ination isgreatly alleviated.(A closely related m ethod wasindependently developed in

Ref.[88].Sim ilarm ethodsin which thesam eequationsareused butem phasisislaid on

optim izationshave been developed [89,90]. REM isalso referred to asm ultiple M arkov

chain m ethod [91]and paralleltem pering [78]. Detailsofliterature aboutREM and re-

lated algorithm s can be found in recent reviews [92,6].) In this m ethod,a num ber of

non-interacting copies (or replicas) ofthe originalsystem at di�erent tem peratures are

sim ulated independently and sim ultaneously by theconventionalM C orM D m ethod.Ev-

ery few steps,pairsofreplicasareexchanged with a speci�ed transition probability.The

weightfactorisjusttheproductofBoltzm ann factors,and so itisessentially known.

REM hasalready been used in m any applicationsin protein system s[93,94,80][95]{

[106].Otherm olecularsim ulation �eldshavealso been studied by thism ethod in various

ensem bles[107]{[113].M oreover,REM wasapplied to clusterstudiesin quantum chem -

istry �eld [114]. The detailsofm oleculardynam icsalgorithm have been worked outfor



REM in Ref.[94](see also Refs.[93,110]). This led to a wide application ofreplica-

exchangem oleculardynam icsm ethod in theprotein folding problem [115]-[125].

However, REM also has a com putationaldi�culty: As the num ber of degrees of

freedom ofthe system increases,the required num ber ofreplicas also greatly increases,

whereasonlyasinglereplicaissim ulated in M UCA orST.Thisdem andsalotofcom puter

powerforcom plex system s.Oursolution tothisproblem is:UseREM fortheweightfac-

tordeterm inationsofM UCA orST,which ism uch sim plerthanpreviousiterativem ethods

ofweightdeterm inations,and then perform alongM UCA orST production run.The�rst

exam ple isthe replica-exchange m ulticanonicalalgorithm (REM UCA)[97,102]. In RE-

M UCA,a shortreplica-exchange sim ulation isperform ed,and them ulticanonicalweight

factorisdeterm ined by the m ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques[10,11].Another

exam ple ofsuch a com bination isthereplica-exchange sim ulated tem pering (REST)[98].

In REST,a shortreplica-exchangesim ulation isperform ed,and thesim ulated tem pering

weightfactorisdeterm ined by them ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques[10,11].

W ehaveintroduced twofurtherextensionsofREM ,which werefertoasm ulticanonical

replica-exchangem ethod (M UCAREM )[97,102](seealso Refs.[126,127])and sim ulated

tem pering replica-exchange m ethod (STREM )[128]. In M UCAREM ,a replica-exchange

sim ulation isperform ed with a sm allnum berofreplicaseach in m ulticanonicalensem ble

ofdi�erentenergyranges.In STREM ,on theotherhand,areplica-exchangesim ulation is

perform ed with asm allnum berofreplicasin \sim ulated tem pering"ensem bleofdi�erent

tem peratureranges.

Finally,one is naturally led to a m ultidim ensional(or,m ultivariable) extension of

REM ,which we referto asm ultidim ensionalreplica-exhcange m ethod (M REM )[96](see

alsoRefs.[129,108,130,124]).A specialrealizationofM REM isreplica-exchangeum brella

sam pling(REUS)[96]and itisparticularly usefulin freeenergy calculations.

In thisarticle,wedescribetheeightgeneralized-ensem blealgorithm sm entioned above.

Nam ely,we�rstreview threefam iliarm ethods:M UCA,ST,and REM .W ethen present

the �ve new algorithm s: REM UCA,REST,M UCAREM ,STREM ,and M REM (and

REUS).

2 G EN ER A LIZED -EN SEM B LE A LG O R IT H M S

2.1 M ulticanonicalA lgorithm and Sim ulated Tem pering

Letus consider a system ofN atom sofm assm k (k = 1;� � � ;N )with theircoordinate

vectors and m om entum vectors denoted by q � fq1;� � � ;qN g and p � fp1;� � � ;pN g,

respectively. The Ham iltonian H (q;p) ofthe system is the sum ofthe kinetic energy

K (p)and thepotentialenergy E (q):

H (q;p)= K (p)+ E (q); (1)

where

K (p)=

NX

k= 1

pk
2

2m k

: (2)

In thecanonicalensem bleattem peratureT each statex � (q;p)with theHam iltonian

H (q;p)isweighted by theBoltzm ann factor:

W B(x;T)= exp(� �H (q;p)) ; (3)



wheretheinversetem perature�isde�ned by �= 1=k BT (kB istheBoltzm ann constant).

Theaveragekineticenergy attem peratureT isthen given by

hK (p)i
T
=

*
NX

k= 1

pk
2

2m k

+

T

=
3

2
N kBT : (4)

Because the coordinatesq and m om enta p aredecoupled in Eq.(1),we can suppress

thekineticenergy partand can writetheBoltzm ann factoras

W B(x;T)= W B(E ;T)= exp(� �E ): (5)

The canonicalprobability distribution ofpotentialenergy PB(E ;T)isthen given by the

productofthedensity ofstatesn(E )and theBoltzm ann weightfactorW B(E ;T):

PB(E ;T)/ n(E )W B(E ;T): (6)

Since n(E ) is a rapidly increasing function and the Boltzm ann factor decreases expo-

nentially,thecanonicalensem bleyieldsa bell-shaped distribution which hasa m axim um

around the average energy attem perature T. The conventionalM C orM D sim ulations

atconstanttem peratureareexpected to yield PB(E ;T).A M C sim ulation based on the

M etropolis algorithm [1]is perform ed with the following transition probability from a

statex ofpotentialenergy E to a statex0ofpotentialenergy E 0:

w(x ! x
0)= m in

 

1;
W B(E

0;T)

W B(E ;T)

!

= m in(1;exp[� �(E0� E )]) : (7)

A M D sim ulation,on theotherhand,isbased on thefollowing Newton equation:

_pk = �
@E

@qk
= fk ; (8)

where fk is the force acting on the k-th atom (k = 1;� � � ;N ). This equation actually

yieldsthem icrocanonicalensem ble,and wehavetoadd atherm ostatsuch asNos�e-Hoover

algorithm [131,132]and theconstraintm ethod [133,134]in ordertoobtain thecanonical

ensem ble. However,in practice,it is very di�cult to obtain accurate canonicaldistri-

butionsofcom plex system satlow tem peraturesby conventionalM C orM D sim ulation

m ethods.Thisisbecause sim ulationsatlow tem peraturestend to gettrapped in oneor

a few oflocal-m inim um -energy states.

In them ulticanonicalensem ble [15,16],on theotherhand,each stateisweighted by

a non-Boltzm ann weightfactorW m u(E )(which we referto asthe m ulticanonicalweight

factor)so thata uniform potentialenergy distribution Pm u(E )isobtained:

Pm u(E )/ n(E )W m u(E )� constant: (9)

The
atdistribution im pliesthatafreerandom walk in thepotentialenergy spaceisreal-

ized inthisensem ble.Thisallowsthesim ulation toescapefrom anylocalm inim um -energy

statesand to sam ple the con�gurationalspace m uch m ore widely than the conventional

canonicalM C orM D m ethods.

The de�nition in Eq.(9) im plies that the m ulticanonicalweight factor is inversely

proportionalto thedensity ofstates,and wecan writeitasfollows:

W m u(E )� exp[� �0E m u(E ;T0)]=
1

n(E )
; (10)



where we have chosen an arbitrary reference tem perature,T0 = 1=kB�0,and the \m ulti-

canonicalpotentialenergy" isde�ned by

E m u(E ;T0)� kBT0lnn(E )= T0S(E ): (11)

Here,S(E )istheentropy in the m icrocanonicalensem ble.Since thedensity ofstatesof

the system is usually unknown,the m ulticanonicalweight factor has to be determ ined

num erically by iterationsofshortprelim inary runs[15,16].

A m ulticanonicalM onte Carlo sim ulation is perform ed,forinstance,with the usual

M etropoliscriterion [1]:Thetransition probability ofstatex with potentialenergy E to

statex0with potentialenergy E 0isgiven by

w(x ! x
0)= m in

 

1;
W m u(E

0)

W m u(E )

!

= m in

 

1;
n(E )

n(E 0)

!

= m in(1;exp(� �0�E m u)) ; (12)

where

�E m u = E m u(E
0;T0)� Em u(E ;T0): (13)

Them oleculardynam icsalgorithm in m ulticanonicalensem blealsonaturally followsfrom

Eq.(10),in which theregularconstanttem peraturem oleculardynam icssim ulation (with

T = T0)isperform ed by solving the following m odi�ed Newton equation instead ofEq.

(8):[43,46]

_pk = �
@E m u(E ;T0)

@qk
=

@E m u(E ;T0)

@E
fk : (14)

From Eq.(11)thisequation can berewritten as

_pk =
T0

T(E )
fk ; (15)

wherethefollowing therm odynam icrelation givesthede�nition ofthe\e�ectivetem per-

ature" T(E ):

@S(E )

@E

�
�
�
�
�
E = E a

=
1

T(E a)
; (16)

with

E a = < E > T(E a) : (17)

Ifthe exact m ulticanonicalweight factor W m u(E ) is known,one can calculate the

ensem bleaveragesofany physicalquantity A atany tem peratureT (= 1=kB�)asfollows:

< A > T=

X

E

A(E )PB(E ;T)

X

E

PB(E ;T)
=

X

E

A(E )n(E )exp(� �E )

X

E

n(E )exp(� �E )
; (18)

wherethedensity ofstatesisgiven by (seeEq.(10))

n(E )=
1

W m u(E )
: (19)

Thesum m ation instead ofintegration isused in Eq.(18),becauseweoften discretizethe

potentialenergy E with step size �(E = Ei;i= 1;2;� � � ).Here,the explicitform ofthe



physicalquantity A should be known asa function ofpotentialenergy E . Forinstance,

A(E )= E givestheaverage potentialenergy < E > T asa function oftem perature,and

A(E )= �2(E � < E >T)
2 givesspeci�c heat.

In general,them ulticanonicalweightfactorW m u(E ),orthedensity ofstatesn(E ),is

notaprioriknown,and oneneedsitsestim atorforanum ericalsim ulation.Thisestim ator

isusually obtained from iterationsofshorttrialm ulticanonicalsim ulations. The details

ofthisprocessaredescribed,forinstance,in Refs.[26,37].However,theiterativeprocess

can benon-trivialand very tediusforcom plex system s.

In practice,itisim possibletoobtain theidealm ulticanonicalweightfactorwith com -

pletely uniform potentialenergy distribution.Thequestion iswhen to stop theiteration

fortheweightfactordeterm ination.Ourcriterion fora satisfactory weightfactoristhat

aslongaswedogetarandom walk in potentialenergy space,theprobability distribution

Pm u(E )doesnothavetobecom pletely 
atwith atoleranceof,say,an orderofm agnitude

deviation. In such a case,we usually perform with this weight factora m ulticanonical

sim ulation with high statistics(production run)in ordertogeteven betterestim ateofthe

density ofstates. LetN m u(E )be the histogram ofpotentialenergy distribution Pm u(E )

obtained by thisproduction run.The bestestim ate ofthe density ofstatescan then be

given bythesingle-histogram reweightingtechniques[9]asfollows(seetheproportionality

relation in Eq.(9)):

n(E )=
N m u(E )

W m u(E )
: (20)

By substituting thisquantity into Eq.(18),onecan calculateensem bleaveragesofphys-

icalquantity A(E ) as a function oftem perature. M oreover,ensem ble averages ofany

physicalquantity A (including those thatcannotbe expressed asfunctionsofpotential

energy)atany tem perature T (= 1=kB�)can now beobtained aslong asonestoresthe

\trajectory" ofcon�gurations(and A)from theproduction run.Nam ely,wehave

< A > T=

n0X

k= 1

A(x(k))W � 1
m u(E (x(k)))exp[� �E (x(k))]

n0X

k= 1

W
� 1
m u(E (x(k)))exp[� �E (x(k))]

; (21)

wherex(k)isthecon�guration atthek-th M C (orM D)step and n0 isthetotalnum berof

con�gurationsstored.Notethatwhen A isa function ofE ,Eq.(21)reducesto Eq.(18)

wherethedensity ofstatesisgiven by Eq.(20).

Eqs. (18)and (21)orany otherequationswhich involve sum m ationsofexponential

functions often encounter with num ericaldi�culties such as over
ows. These can be

overcom e by using,forinstance,thefollowing equation [135,136]:ForC = A + B (with

A > 0 and B > 0)wehave

lnC = ln

"

m ax(A;B )

 

1+
m in(A;B )

m ax(A;B )

! #

= m ax(lnA;lnB )+ lnf1+ exp[m in(lnA;lnB )� m ax(lnA;lnB )]g :

(22)

W enow brie
y review theoriginalsim ulated tem pering(ST)m ethod [76,77].In this

m ethod tem peratureitselfbecom esa dynam icalvariable,and both thecon�guration and

thetem peratureareupdated during thesim ulation with a weight:

W ST(E ;T)= exp(� �E + a(T)) ; (23)



where the function a(T)ischosen so thatthe probability distribution oftem perature is


at:

PST(T)=

Z

dE n(E )W ST(E ;T)=

Z

dE n(E ) exp(� �E + a(T))= constant: (24)

Hence,in sim ulated tem peringthetem peratureissam pled uniform ly.A freerandom walk

in tem peraturespaceisrealized,which in turn inducesarandom walk in potentialenergy

spaceand allowsthesim ulation to escapefrom statesofenergy localm inim a.

In the num ericalwork we discretize the tem perature in M di�erentvalues,Tm (m =

1;� � � ;M ). W ithoutlossofgenerality we can orderthe tem perature so thatT1 < T2 <

� � � < TM . The lowest tem perature T1 should be su�ciently low so thatthe sim ulation

can explore the global-m inim um -energy region,and the highesttem perature TM should

be su�ciently high so that no trapping in an energy-local-m inim um state occurs. The

probability weightfactorin Eq.(23)isnow written as

W ST(E ;Tm )= exp(� �m E + am ); (25)

wheream = a(Tm )(m = 1;� � � ;M ).Notethatfrom Eqs.(24)and (25)wehave

exp(� am )/

Z

dE n(E ) exp(� �m E ): (26)

The param etersam are therefore \dim ensionless" Helm holtz free energy attem perature

Tm (i.e.,the inverse tem perature �m m ultiplied by the Helm holtz free energy). W e re-

m ark thatthe density ofstatesn(E )(and hence,the m ulticanonicalweightfactor)and

the sim ulated tem pering weightfactoram are related by a Laplace transform [44]. The

knowledgeofoneim pliesthatoftheother,although in num ericalworktheinverseLaplace

transform ofEq.(26)isnontrivial.

Once the param etersam are determ ined and the initialcon�guration and the initial

tem perature Tm are chosen,a sim ulated tem pering sim ulation isthen realized by alter-

nately perform ing thefollowing two steps[76,77]:

1.A canonicalM C orM D sim ulation atthe �xed tem perature Tm (based on Eq.(7)

orEq.(8))iscarried outfora certain steps.

2.Thetem peratureTm isupdated to theneighboring valuesTm � 1 with thecon�gura-

tion �xed.Thetransition probability ofthistem perature-updating processisgiven

by theM etropoliscriterion (seeEq.(25)):

w(Tm ! Tm � 1)= m in(1;exp(� �)) ; (27)

where

�= (� m � 1 � �m )E � (am � 1 � am ) : (28)

Notethatin Step 2weexchangeonly pairsofneighboringtem peraturesin ordertosecure

su�ciently largeacceptanceratio oftem peratureupdates.

As in m ulticanonicalalgorithm , the sim ulated tem pering param eters am = a(Tm )

(m = 1;� � � ;M ) are also determ ined by iterations ofshort trialsim ulations (see,e.g.,

Refs.[78,79,45]fordetails).Thisprocesscan benon-trivialand very tediusforcom plex

system s.



After the optim alsim ulated tem pering weight factor is determ ined,one perform s a

longsim ulated tem peringrun once.Thecanonicalexpectation valueofaphysicalquantity

A attem peratureTm (m = 1;� � � ;M )can becalculated by theusualarithm eticm ean as

follows:

< A > Tm =
1

nm

nmX

k= 1

A (xm (k)) ; (29)

where xm (k)(k = 1;� � � ;nm )arethe con�gurationsobtained attem perature Tm and nm
is the totalnum ber ofm easurem ents m ade at T = Tm . The expectation value at any

interm ediatetem peraturecan also beobtained from Eq.(18),wherethedensity ofstates

isgiven by them ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques[10,11]asfollows.LetN m (E )

and nm be respectively the potential-energy histogram and the totalnum berofsam ples

obtained attem peratureTm = 1=kB�m (m = 1;� � � ;M ).Thebestestim ateofthedensity

ofstatesisthen given by [10,11]

n(E )=

MX

m = 1

g
� 1
m N m (E )

MX

m = 1

g
� 1
m nm exp(fm � �m E )

; (30)

wherewehaveforeach m (= 1;� � � ;M )

exp(� fm )=
X

E

n(E ) exp(� �m E ): (31)

Here,gm = 1+ 2�m ,and �m isthe integrated autocorrelation tim e attem perature Tm .

Form any system sthe quantity gm can safely be setto be a constantin the reweighting

form ulae[11],and so weusually setgm = 1.

NotethatEqs.(30)and (31)aresolved self-consistently by iteration [10,11]toobtain

the density ofstatesn(E )and the dim ensionlessHelm holtz free energy fm . Nam ely,we

can setallthefm (m = 1;� � � ;M )to,e.g.,zero initially.W ethen useEq.(30)to obtain

n(E ),which issubstituted into Eq.(31)to obtain nextvaluesoffm ,and so on.

M oreover,ensem ble averagesofany physicalquantity A (including thosethatcannot

beexpressed asfunctionsofpotentialenergy)atany tem perature T (= 1=kB�)can now

be obtained from the \trajectory" ofcon�gurationsofthe production run. Nam ely,we

�rstobtain fm (m = 1;� � � ;M )by solving Eqs. (30)and (31)self-consistently,and then

wehave[102]

< A > T=

MX

m = 1

nmX

k= 1

A(xm (k))
g� 1m

MX

‘= 1

g
� 1

‘ n‘exp[f‘� �‘E (xm (k))]

exp[� �E (xm (k))]

MX

m = 1

nmX

k= 1

g� 1m
MX

‘= 1

g
� 1

‘ n‘exp[f‘� �‘E (xm (k))]

exp[� �E (xm (k))]

; (32)

wherexm (k)(k = 1;� � � ;nm )arethecon�gurationsobtained attem peratureTm .



2.2 R eplica-Exchange M ethod

Thereplica-exchangem ethod(REM )[85]{[87]wasdeveloped asan extension ofsim ulated

tem pering [85](thus itisalso referred to asparalleltem pering [78])(see,e.g.,Ref.[94]

for a detailed description ofthe algorithm ). The system for REM consists ofM non-

interacting copies (or,replicas) ofthe originalsystem in the canonicalensem ble at M

di�erenttem peraturesTm (m = 1;� � � ;M ).W earrangethereplicassothatthereisalways

exactly one replica ateach tem perature. Then there existsa one-to-one correspondence

between replicasand tem peratures;thelabeli(i= 1;� � � ;M )forreplicasisaperm utation

ofthelabelm (m = 1;� � � ;M )fortem peratures,and viceversa:

(

i = i(m ) � f(m );

m = m (i) � f� 1(i);
(33)

wheref(m )isa perm utation function ofm and f� 1(i)isitsinverse.

LetX =
n

x
[i(1)]

1 ;� � � ;x
[i(M )]

M

o

=
n

x
[1]

m (1)
;� � � ;x

[M ]

m (M )

o

stand fora \state" in thisgeneral-

ized ensem ble. Each \substate" x[i]m isspeci�ed by the coordinatesq[i] and m om enta p[i]

ofN atom sin replica iattem peratureTm :

x
[i]
m �

�

q
[i]
;p

[i]
�

m
: (34)

Because the replicas are non-interacting,the weight factor for the state X in this

generalized ensem bleisgiven by theproductofBoltzm ann factorsforeach replica (orat

each tem perature):

W R EM (X )= exp

(

�

MX

i= 1

�m (i)H
�

q
[i]
;p

[i]
�
)

= exp

(

�

MX

m = 1

�m H
�

q
[i(m )]

;p
[i(m )]

�
)

; (35)

wherei(m )and m (i)aretheperm utation functionsin Eq.(33).

W e now considerexchanging a pairofreplicasin the generalized ensem ble. Suppose

weexchangereplicasiand j which areattem peraturesTm and Tn,respectively:

X =
n

� � � ;x
[i]
m ;� � � ;x

[j]
n ;� � �

o

� ! X
0=

n

� � � ;x
[j]0
m ;� � � ;x

[i]0
n ;� � �

o

: (36)

Here,i,j,m ,and n arerelated bytheperm utation functionsin Eq.(33),and theexchange

ofreplicasintroducesa new perm utation function f0:
(

i = f(m )� ! j= f0(m );

j = f(n)� ! i= f0(n):
(37)

Theexchangeofreplicascan bewritten in m oredetailas
8
<

:

x[i]m �
�

q[i];p[i]
�

m
� ! x[j]0m �

�

q[j];p[j]0
�

m
;

x[j]n �
�

q[j];p[j]
�

n
� ! x[i]0n �

�

q[i];p[i]0
�

n
;

(38)

wherethede�nitionsforp[i]0and p[j]0willbegiven below.W erem ark thatthisprocessis

equivalentto exchanging a pairoftem peraturesTm and Tn forthecorresponding replicas

iand j asfollows:

8
<

:

x[i]m �
�

q[i];p[i]
�

m
� ! x[i]0n �

�

q[i];p[i]0
�

n
;

x[j]n �
�

q[j];p[j]
�

n
� ! x[j]0m �

�

q[j];p[j]0
�

m
:

(39)



In theoriginalim plem entation ofthereplica-exchangem ethod(REM )[85]{[87],M onte

Carlo algorithm wasused,and only thecoordinatesq (and thepotentialenergy function

E (q)) had to be taken into account. In m olecular dynam ics algorithm ,on the other

hand,we also have to dealwith the m om enta p. W e proposed the following m om entum

assignm entin Eq.(38)(and in Eq.(39))[94]:
8
>>>><

>>>>:

p[i]0 �

s

Tn

Tm
p
[i]
;

p[j]0 �

s

Tm

Tn
p
[j]
;

(40)

which we believe isthe sim plestand the m ostnatural. Thisassignm entm eansthatwe

justrescaleuniform ly thevelocitiesofalltheatom sin thereplicasby thesquarerootof

the ratio ofthe two tem peratures so thatthe tem perature condition in Eq.(4)m ay be

satis�ed.

In order for this exchange process to converge towards an equilibrium distribution,

it is su�cient to im pose the detailed balance condition on the transition probability

w(X ! X 0):

W R EM (X )

Z
w(X ! X

0)=
W R EM (X

0)

Z
w(X 0! X ); (41)

whereZ isthepartition function oftheentiresystem .From Eqs.(1),(2),(35),(40),and

(41),wehave

w(X ! X 0)

w(X 0! X )
= exp

n

� �m

h

K
�

p[j]0
�

+ E
�

q[j]
�i

� �n

h

K
�

p[i]0
�

+ E
�

q[i]
�i

+�m

h

K
�

p[i]
�

+ E
�

q[i]
�i

+ �n

h

K
�

p[j]
�

+ E
�

q[j]
�io

;

= exp

�

� �m
Tm

Tn
K

�

p
[j]
�

� �n
Tn

Tm
K

�

p
[i]
�

+ �m K
�

p
[i]
�

+ �nK
�

p
[j]
�

� �m

h

E
�

q[j]
�

� E
�

q[i]
�i

� �n

h

E
�

q[i]
�

� E
�

q[j]
�io

;

= exp(� �) ;

(42)

where

� = � m

�

E
�

q
[j]
�

� E
�

q
[i]
��

� �n

�

E
�

q
[j]
�

� E
�

q
[i]
��

; (43)

= (�m � �n)
�

E
�

q
[j]
�

� E
�

q
[i]
��

; (44)

andi,j,m ,andn arerelatedbytheperm utationfunctionsinEq.(33)beforetheexchange:
(

i = f(m );

j = f(n):
(45)

Thiscan besatis�ed,forinstance,by theusualM etropoliscriterion [1]:

w(X ! X
0)� w

�

x
[i]
m

�
�
� x

[j]
n

�

= m in(1;exp(� �)) ; (46)

where in the second expression (i.e.,w(x[i]m jx
[j]
n ))we explicitly wrote the pairofreplicas

(and tem peratures) to be exchanged. Note thatthis is exactly the sam e criterion that

wasoriginally derived forM onteCarlo algorithm [85]{[87].

W ithoutlossofgenerality wecan again assum eT1 < T2 < � � � < TM .A sim ulation of

the replica-exchange m ethod (REM )[85]{[87]is then realized by alternately perform ing

thefollowing two steps:



1.Eachreplicaincanonicalensem bleofthe�xedtem peratureissim ulatedsim ultaneously

and independently fora certain M C orM D steps.

2.A pair ofreplicas at neighboring tem peratures,say x[i]m and x
[j]

m + 1,are exchanged

with theprobability w
�

x[i]m

�
�
� x

[j]

m + 1

�

in Eq.(46).

Notethatin Step 2 weexchangeonly pairsofreplicascorresponding to neighboring tem -

peratures,because the acceptance ratio ofthe exchange processdecreasesexponentially

with the di�erence ofthe two �’s(see Eqs.(44)and (46)). Note also thatwhenever a

replicaexchangeisaccepted in Step 2,theperm utation functionsin Eq.(33)areupdated.

TheREM sim ulation isparticularly suitableforparallelcom puters.Becauseonecan

m inim ize the am ount ofinform ation exchanged am ong nodes,it is best to assign each

replica to each node(exchanging pairsoftem peraturevaluesam ong nodesism uch faster

than exchanging coordinatesand m om enta). Thism eansthatwe keep track ofthe per-

m utation function m (i;t)= f� 1(i;t)in Eq.(33)asa function ofM C orM D step tduring

thesim ulation.AfterparallelcanonicalM C orM D sim ulationsfora certain steps(Step

1),M =2 pairsofreplicascorresponding to neighboring tem peraturesaresim ulateneously

exchanged (Step 2),and the pairing isalternated between the two possible choices,i.e.,

(T1;T2),(T3;T4),� � � and (T2;T3),(T4;T5),� � � .

Them ajoradvantageofREM overothergeneralized-ensem ble m ethodssuch asm ul-

ticanonicalalgorithm [15,16]and sim ulated tem pering [76,77]liesin the factthatthe

weightfactorisa prioriknown (see Eq.(35)),while in the latteralgorithm sthe deter-

m ination ofthe weightfactorscan be very tediusand tim e-consum ing. A random walk

in \tem peraturespace" isrealized foreach replica,which in turn inducesa random walk

in potentialenergy space. This alleviates the problem ofgetting trapped in states of

energy localm inim a.In REM ,however,thenum berofrequired replicasincreasesasthe

system size N increases(according to
p
N )[85].Thisdem andsa lotofcom puterpower

forcom plex system s.

2.3 R eplica-Exchange M ulticanonical A lgorithm and R eplica-

Exchange Sim ulated Tem pering

Thereplica-exchange m ulticanonicalalgorithm (REM UCA)[97,102]overcom esboth the

di�cultiesofM UCA (them ulticanonicalweightfactordeterm ination isnon-trivial)and

REM (a lotofreplicas,orcom putation tim e,isrequired).In REM UCA we�rstperform

a shortREM sim ulation (with M replicas)to determ inethem ulticanonicalweightfactor

and then perform with thisweightfactora regularm ulticanonicalsim ulation with high

statistics.The�rststep isaccom plished bythem ultiple-histogram reweightingtechniques

[10,11].LetN m (E )and nm berespectively thepotential-energy histogram and thetotal

num berofsam plesobtained attem peratureTm (= 1=kB�m )oftheREM run.Thedensity

ofstatesn(E )isthen given by solving Eqs.(30)and (31)self-consistently by iteration.

Once the estim ate of the density of states is obtained, the m ulticanonicalweight

factorcan bedirectly determ ined from Eq.(10)(seealso Eq.(11)).Actually,thedensity

ofstatesn(E )and them ulticanonicalpotentialenergy,E m u(E ;T0),thusdeterm ined are

only reliablein thefollowing range:

E 1 � E � EM ; (47)



where (

E 1 = < E > T1 ;

E M = < E > TM ;
(48)

and T1 and TM arerespectively thelowestand thehighesttem peraturesused in theREM

run.Outsidethisrangeweextrapolatethem ulticanonicalpotentialenergy linearly:[97]

Ef0gm u (E )�

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

@E m u(E ;T0)

@E

�
�
�
�
�
E = E 1

(E � E1)+ E m u(E 1;T0); forE < E 1,

E m u(E ;T0); forE 1 � E � EM ,

@E m u(E ;T0)

@E

�
�
�
�
�
E = E M

(E � EM )+ E m u(E M ;T0); forE > E M .

(49)

Them ulticanonicalM C and M D runsarethen perform ed respectively with theM etropolis

criterion ofEq.(12)and with them odi�ed Newton equation in Eq.(14),in which Ef0g
m u (E )

in Eq.(49)issubstituted into E m u(E ;T0). W e expect to obtain a 
atpotentialenergy

distribution in the range ofEq.(47). Finally,the results are analyzed by the single-

histogram reweighting techniquesasdescribed in Eq.(20)(and Eq.(18)).

Som erem arksarenow in order.From Eqs.(11),(16),(17),and (48),Eq.(49)becom es

Ef0gm u (E )=

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

T0

T1
(E � E1)+ T0S(E 1)=

T0

T1
E + constant; forE < E 1 � < E >T1,

T0S(E ); forE 1 � E � EM ,
T0

TM
(E � EM )+ T0S(E M )=

T0

TM
E + constant; forE > E M � < E >TM .

(50)

TheNewton equation in Eq.(14)isthen written as(seeEqs.(15),(16),and (17))

_pk =

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

T0

T1
fk ; forE < E 1,

T0

T(E )
fk ; forE 1 � E � EM ,

T0

TM
fk ; forE > E M .

(51)

Because only theproductofinverse tem perature� and potentialenergy E entersin the

Boltzm ann factor(seeEq.(5)),arescalingofthepotentialenergy(orforce)byaconstant,

say �,can beconsidered astherescaling ofthetem peratureby 1=�[43,110].Hence,our

choice ofEf0gm u (E )in Eq.(49)resultsin a canonicalsim ulation atT = T1 forE < E 1,a

m ulticanonicalsim ulation forE 1 � E � EM ,and a canonicalsim ulation atT = TM for

E > E M .Notealso thattheaboveargum entsareindependentofthevalueofT0,and we

willgetthesam eresults,regardlessofitsvalue.

For M onte Carlo m ethod,the above statem ent follows directly from the following

equation.Nam ely,ourchoiceofthem ulticanonicalpotentialenergy in Eq.(49)gives(by

substituting Eq.(50)into Eq.(10))

W m u(E )= exp
h

� �0E
f0g
m u (E )

i

=

8
>>><

>>>:

exp(� �1E + constant); forE < E 1,
1

n(E )
; forE 1 � E � EM ,

exp(� �M E + constant); forE > E M .

(52)



W enow presentanothere�ectivem ethod ofthem ulticanonicalweightfactor[7],which

isclosely related toREM UCA.W e�rstperform ashortREM sim ulation asin REM UCA

and calculate < E > T as a function ofT by the m ultiple-histogram reweighting tech-

niques(see Eqs.(30)and (31)). Letusrecallthe Newton equation ofEq.(15)and the

therm odynam ic relation ofEqs.(16)and (17). The e�ective tem perature T(E ),orthe

derivative
@E m u(E ;T0)

@E
,can be num erically obtained as the inverse function ofEq.(17),

wheretheaverage< E > T(E ) hasbeen obtained from theresultsoftheREM sim ulation

by the m ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques. Given itsderivative,the m ulticanon-

icalpotentialenergy can then be obtained by num ericalintegration (see Eqs.(11)and

(16)):[7]

E m u(E ;T0)= T0

Z E

E 1

@S(E )

@E
dE = T0

Z E

E 1

dE

T(E )
: (53)

W erem ark thatthesam eequation wasused toobtain them ulticanonicalweightfactorin

Ref.[82],where < E > T wasestim ated by sim ulated annealing instead ofREM .Essen-

tiallythesam eform ulation wasalsorecently used in Ref.[72]toobtain them ulticanonical

potentialenergy,where< E > T wascalculated by conventionalcanonicalsim ulations.

W e�nally presentthenew m ethod which werefertoasthereplica-exchangesim ulated

tem pering (REST)[98]. In thism ethod,justasin REM UCA,we �rstperform a short

REM sim ulation (with M replicas)to determ ine the sim ulated tem pering weightfactor

and then perform with this weight factor a regular ST sim ulation with high statistics.

The�rststep isaccom plished by them ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques[10,11],

which givethedim ensionlessHelm holtzfreeenergy fm (seeEqs.(30)and (31)).

Once the estim ate ofthe dim ensionless Helm holtz free energy fm are obtained,the

sim ulated tem pering weightfactorcan bedirectly determ ined by using Eq.(25)wherewe

setam = fm (com pare Eq.(26)with Eq.(31)).A long sim ulated tem pering run isthen

perform ed with thisweightfactor.LetN m (E )andnm berespectivelythepotential-energy

histogram and thetotalnum berofsam plesobtained attem peratureTm (= 1=kB�m )from

thissim ulated tem peringrun.Them ultiple-histogram reweightingtechniquesofEqs.(30)

and (31)can beused again to obtain thebestestim ateofthedensity ofstatesn(E ).The

expectation value ofa physicalquantity A at any tem perature T (= 1=kB�) is then

calculated from Eq.(18).

The form ulations ofREM UCA and REST are sim ple and straightforward,but the

num ericalim provem entisgreat,becausetheweightfactordeterm ination forM UCA and

ST becom esvery di�cultby theusualiterativeprocessesforcom plex system s.

2.4 M ulticanonicalR eplica-ExchangeM ethod and Sim ulated Tem -

pering R eplica-Exchange M ethod

In theprevioussubsection wepresented REM UCA,which usesa shortREM run forthe

determ ination ofthe m ulticanonicalweight factor. Here,we present two m odi�cations

ofREM and refer the new m ethods as m ulticanonicalreplica-exchange m ethod (M U-

CAREM ) [97,102]and sim ulated tem pering replica-exchange m ethod (STREM ) [128].

In M UCAREM the production run isa REM sim ulation with a few replicasnotin the

canonicalensem ble but in the m ulticanonicalensem ble,i.e.,di�erent replicas perform

M UCA sim ulationswith di�erentenergy ranges.Likewisein STREM theproduction run

isaREM sim ulation with afew replicasthatperform sST sim ulationswith di�erenttem -



perature ranges. W hile M UCA and ST sim ulationsare usually based on localupdates,

a replica-exchange processcan be considered to be a globalupdate,and globalupdates

enhancethesam pling further.

W e�rstdescribeM UCAREM .LetM bethenum berofreplicas.Here,each replica is

in one-to-onecorrespondencenotwith tem peraturebutwith m ulticanonicalweightfactors

ofdi�erentenergy range.Notethatbecausem ulticanonicalsim ulationscoverm uch wider

energy rangesthan regularcanonicalsim ulations,thenum berofrequired replicasforthe

production run ofM UCAREM ism uch lessthan thatforthe regularREM (M � M ).

Theweightfactorforthisgeneralized ensem ble isnow given by (seeEq.(35))

W M U CA R EM (X )=

MY

i= 1

W
fm (i)g
m u

�

E
�

x
[i]

m (i)

��

=

MY

m = 1

W
fm g
m u

�

E
�

x
[i(m )]

m

��

; (54)

wherewepreparethem ulticanonicalweightfactor(and thedensity ofstates)separately

form regions(seeEq.(10)):

W
fm g
m u

�

E
�

x
[i]
m

��

= exp
h

� �m E
fm g
m u

�

E
�

x
[i]
m

��i

�
1

nfm g

�

E
�

x
[i]
m

�� : (55)

Here, we have introduced M arbitrary reference tem peratures Tm = 1=kB�m (m =

1;� � � ;M ), but the �nalresults willbe independent ofthe values of Tm , as one can

seefrom thesecond equality in Eq.(55)(thesearbitrary tem peraturesarenecessary only

forM D sim ulations).

Each m ulticanonical weight factor W fm g
m u (E ), or the density of states nfm g(E ), is

de�ned as follows. For each m (m = 1;� � � ;M ), we assign a pair of tem peratures

(T
fm g

L ;T
fm g

H ). Here, we assum e that T
fm g

L < T
fm g

H and arrange the tem peratures so

thatthe neighboring regionscovered by the pairshave su�cientoverlaps. W ithoutloss

ofgenerality we can assum e T
f1g

L < � � � < T
fM g

L and T
f1g

H < � � � < T
fM g

H . W e de�ne the

following quantities:

8
<

:

E
fm g

L = < E >
TL

fm g ;

E
fm g

H = < E >
TH

fm g ; (m = 1;� � � ;M ):
(56)

Suppose that the m ulticanonicalweight factor W m u(E ) (or equivalently,the m ulti-

canonicalpotentialenergy E m u(E ;T0)in Eq.(11))hasbeen obtained asin REM UCA or

by any otherm ethodsin theentireenergy rangeofinterest(E
f1g

L < E < E
fM g

H ).W ethen

haveforeach m (m = 1;� � � ;M )thefollowing m ulticanonicalpotentialenergies(seeEq.

(49)):[97]

Efm g
m u (E )=

8
>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>:

@E m u(E ;Tm )

@E

�
�
�
�
�
E = E

fm g

L

(E � E
fm g

L )+ E m u(E
fm g

L ;Tm ); forE < E
fm g

L ,

E m u(E ;Tm ); forE
fm g

L � E � E
fm g

H ,

@E m u(E ;Tm )

@E

�
�
�
�
�
E = E

fm g

H

(E � E
fm g

H )+ E m u(E
fm g

H ;Tm ); forE > E
fm g

H .

(57)

Finally,a M UCAREM sim ulation isrealized by alternately perform ing the following

two steps.



1.Each replica ofthe�xed m ulticanonicalensem bleissim ulated sim ultaneously and

independently fora certain M C orM D steps.

2.A pairofreplicas,say iand j,which are in neighboring m ulticanonicalensem bles,

saym -thand(m +1)-th,respectively,areexchanged:X =
n

� � � ;x[i]
m ;� � � ;x

[j]

m + 1;� � �
o

� !

X 0 =
n

� � � ;x[j]
m ;� � � ;x

[i]

m + 1;� � �
o

. The transition probability ofthisreplica exchange

isgiven by theM etropoliscriterion:

w(X ! X
0)= m in(1;exp(� �)) ; (58)

wherewenow have(seeEq.(43))[97]

�= � m

n

Efm g
m u

�

E
�

q
[j]
��

� Efm g
m u

�

E
�

q
[i]
��o

� �m + 1

n

Efm + 1g
m u

�

E
�

q
[j]
��

� Efm + 1g
m u

�

E
�

q
[i]
��o

:

(59)

Here E
�

q[i]
�

and E
�

q[j]
�

are the potentialenergy ofthe i-th replica and the j-th

replica,respectively.

Notethatin Eq.(59)weneed to newly evaluatethem ulticanonicalpotentialenergy,

Efm g
m u (E (q[j]))and Efm + 1g

m u (E (q[i])),becauseEfm g
m u (E )and Efngm u (E )are,in general,di�erent

functionsform 6= n.

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

sim ulation atT = T
fm g

L forE < E
fm g

L ,am ulticanonicalsim ulation forE
fm g

L � E � E
fm g

H ,

and acanonicalsim ulation atT = T
fm g

H forE > E
fm g

H ,whilethereplica-exchangeprocess

sam plesstatesofthewholeenergy range(E
f1g

L � E � E
fM g

H ).

For obtaining the canonicaldistributions at any interm ediate tem perature T, the

m ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques [10,11]are again used. Let N m (E ) and nm

berespectively thepotential-energy histogram and thetotalnum berofsam plesobtained

with them ulticanonicalweightfactorW fm g
m u (E )(m = 1;� � � ;M ).The expectation value

ofa physicalquantity A atany tem peratureT (= 1=kB�)isthen obtained from Eq.(18),

wherethebestestim ateofthedensity ofstatesisobtained by solving theW HAM equa-

tions,which now read [97]

n(E )=

MX

m = 1

g
� 1
m N m (E )

MX

m = 1

g
� 1
m nm exp(fm )W

fm g
m u (E )

=

MX

m = 1

g
� 1
m N m (E )

MX

m = 1

g
� 1
m nm exp

�

fm � �m E
fm g
m u (E )

�
; (60)

and foreach m (= 1;� � � ;M )

exp(� fm )=
X

E

n(E )W fm g
m u (E )=

X

E

n(E ) exp
�

� �m E
fm g
m u (E )

�

: (61)

NotethatW fm g
m u (E )isused instead oftheBoltzm ann factorexp(� �m E )in Eqs.(30)and

(31).

M oreover,ensem ble averagesofany physicalquantity A (including thosethatcannot

beexpressed asfunctionsofpotentialenergy)atany tem perature T (= 1=kB�)can now

be obtained from the \trajectory" ofcon�gurationsofthe production run. Nam ely,we



�rstobtain fm (m = 1;� � � ;M )by solving Eqs.(60)and (61)self-consistently,and then

wehave[102]

< A > T=

MX

m = 1

nmX

k= 1

A(xm (k))
g� 1m

MX

‘= 1

g
� 1

‘ n‘exp(f‘)W
fm g
m u (E (xm (k)))

exp[� �E (xm (k))]

MX

m = 1

nmX

k= 1

g� 1m
MX

‘= 1

g
� 1

‘ n‘exp(f‘)W
fm g
m u (E (xm (k)))

exp[� �E (xm (k))]

; (62)

wherethetrajectoriesxm (k)(k = 1;� � � ;nm )aretaken from each m ulticanonicalsim ula-

tion with them ulticanonicalweightfactorW fm g
m u (E )(m = 1;� � � ;M )separately.

As seen above,both REM UCA and M UCAREM can be used to obtain the m ulti-

canonicalweightfactor,orthe density ofstates,forthe entire potentialenergy range of

interest.Forcom plex system s,however,a singleREM UCA orM UCAREM sim ulation is

often insu�cient.In such caseswecan iterateM UCA (in REM UCA)and/orM UCAREM

sim ulationsin which the estim ate ofthe m ulticanonicalweightfactorisupdated by the

single-and/orm ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques,respectively.

To be m ore speci�c,this iterative process can be sum m arized as follows. The RE-

M UCA productionruncorrespondstoaM UCA sim ulationwiththeweightfactorW m u(E ).

Thenew estim ateofthedensityofstatescanbeobtainedbythesingle-histogram reweight-

ing techniques ofEq. (20). On the otherhand,from the M UCAREM production run,

the im proved density ofstates can be obtained by the m ultiple-histogram reweighting

techniquesofEqs.(60)and (61).

The im proved density ofstates thus obtained leads to a new m ulticanonicalweight

factor(see Eq. (10)). The nextiteration can be eithera M UCA production run (asin

REM UCA)orM UCAREM production run.Theresultsofthisproduction run m ay yield

an optim alm ulticanonicalweightfactorthatyieldsa su�ciently 
atenergy distribution

fortheentireenergyrangeofinterest.Ifnot,wecan repeattheaboveprocessbyobtaining

thethird estim ateofthem ulticanonicalweightfactoreitherby a M UCA production run

(asin REM UCA)orby a M UCAREM production run,and so on.

W e rem ark that as the estim ate ofthe m ulticanonicalweight factor becom es m ore

accurate,one isrequired to have a lessnum berofreplicasfora successfulM UCAREM

sim ulation,because each replica willhave a 
at energy distribution fora wider energy

range. Hence,for a large,com plex system ,it is often m ore e�cient to �rst try M U-

CAREM and iteratively reduce thenum berofreplicasso thateventually oneneedsonly

oneora few replicas(instead oftrying REM UCA directly from thebeginning and iterat-

ing M UCA sim ulations).

W e now describe the sim ulated tem pering replica-exchange m ethod (STREM )[128].

Supposethatthesim ulated tem pering weightfactorW ST(E ;Tn)(orequivalently,thedi-

m ensionlessHelm holtz free energy an in Eq. (25))hasbeen obtained asin REST orby

anyotherm ethodsin theentiretem peraturerangeofinterest(T1 � Tn � TM ).W edevide

the overlapping tem perature rangesinto M regions(M � M ). Suppose each tem pera-

turerangem hasN m tem peratures:T
fm g

k (k = 1;� � � ;Nm )form = 1;� � � ;M .W eassign



each tem perature range to a replica;each replica iisin one-to-one correspondence with

a di�erenttem peraturerangem ofST run,whereT
fm g

1 � T
fm g

k � T
fm g

N m
(k = 1;� � � ;Nm ).

W ethen introducethereplica-exchangeprocessbetween neighboringtem peratureranges.

Thisworkswhen weallow su�cientoverlapsbetween thetem peratureregions.

A STREM sim ulation is then realized by alternately perform ing the following two

steps.[128]

1.Eachreplicaperform saST sim ulationwithinthe�xedtem peraturerangesim ultaneously

and independently fora certain M C orM D steps.

2.A pairofreplicas,sayiand j,which areat,sayT = T
fm g

k and T = T
fm + 1g

‘ ,in neigh-

boring tem perature ranges,say m -th and (m + 1)-th,respectively,are exchanged:

X =
n

� � � ;x
[i]

k ;� � � ;x
[j]

‘ ;� � �
o

� ! X0=
n

� � � ;x
[j]

k ;� � � ;x
[i]

‘ ;� � �
o

. The transition prob-

ability ofthisreplica exchangeisgiven by theM etropoliscriterion:

w(X ! X
0)= m in(1;exp(� �)) ; (63)

where

��
�

�
fm g

k � �
fm + 1g

‘

� �

E
�

q
[j]
�

� E
�

q
[i]
��

: (64)

W hilein M UCAREM each replicaperform sarandom walkin m ulticanonicalensem ble

of�nite energy range,in STREM each replica perform s a random walk by sim ulated

tem pering of�nitetem peraturerange.These\local" random walksarem ade\global" to

covertheentireenergy rangeofinterestby thereplica-exchange process.

2.5 M ultidim ensionalR eplica-Exchange M ethod

W e now present ourm ultidim ensionalextension ofREM ,which we refer to as m ultidi-

m ensionalreplica-exchangem ethod(M REM )[96].Thecrucialobservation thatled tothe

new algorithm is:Aslong aswe have M non-interacting replicasofthe originalsystem ,

the Ham iltonian H (q;p)ofthe system doesnothave to be identicalam ong the replicas

and itcan depend on a param eterwith di�erentparam etervaluesfordi�erentreplicas.

Nam ely,wecan writetheHam iltonian forthei-th replica attem peratureTm as

H m (q
[i]
;p

[i])= K (p[i])+ E �m (q
[i]); (65)

wherethepotentialenergy E �m dependson a param eter�m and can bewritten as

E �m (q
[i])= E 0(q

[i])+ �m V (q
[i]): (66)

This expression for the potentialenergy is often used in sim ulations. For instance,in

um brellasam pling [24],E 0(q)and V (q)can berespectively taken astheoriginalpotential

energyand the\biasing"potentialenergywith thecouplingparam eter�m .In sim ulations

ofspin system s,on the other hand,E 0(q) and V (q) (here,q stands for spins) can be

respectively considered asthe zero-�eld term and the m agnetization term coupled with

theexternal�eld �m .

W hile replica iand tem perature Tm are in one-to-onecorrespondence in the original

REM ,replica iand \param eter set" �m � (Tm ;�m ) are in one-to-one correspondence

in the new algorithm . Hence,the presentalgorithm can be considered asa m ultidim en-

sionalextension oftheoriginalreplica-exchange m ethod where the\param eterspace" is



one-dim ensional(i.e.,�m = Tm ). Because the replicas are non-interacting,the weight

factorforthe state X in thisnew generalized ensem ble isagain given by the productof

Boltzm ann factorsforeach replica (seeEq.(35)):

W M R EM (X ) = exp

(

�

MX

i= 1

�m (i)H m (i)

�

q
[i]
;p

[i]
�
)

;

= exp

(

�

MX

m = 1

�m H m

�

q
[i(m )]

;p
[i(m )]

�
)

;

(67)

wherei(m )and m (i)aretheperm utation functionsin Eq.(33).Then thesam ederivation

thatled to the originalreplica-exchange criterion follows,and the transition probability

ofreplica exchange isgiven by Eq.(46),wherewenow have(seeEq.(43))[96]

�= � m

�

E �m

�

q
[j]
�

� E�m

�

q
[i]
��

� �n

�

E �n

�

q
[j]
�

� E�n

�

q
[i]
��

: (68)

Here,E �m and E �n arethe totalpotentialenergies(see Eq.(66)).Notethatwe need to

newly evaluate the potentialenergy for exchanged coordinates,E �m (q
[j]) and E �n(q

[i]),

becauseE �m and E �n arein generaldi�erentfunctions.

For obtaining the canonicaldistributions,the m ultiple-histogram reweighting tech-

niques [10,11]are particularly suitable. Suppose we have m ade a single run of the

presentreplica-exchange sim ulation with M replicasthatcorrespond to M di�erentpa-

ram etersets�m � (Tm ;�m )(m = 1;� � � ;M ).LetNm (E 0;V )and nm berespectively the

potential-energy histogram and the totalnum ber ofsam ples obtained forthe m -th pa-

ram eterset�m .TheW HAM equationsthatyield thecanonicalprobability distribution

PT;�(E 0;V )= n(E 0;V )exp(� �E�)with any potential-energy param etervalue � atany

tem peratureT = 1=kB� arethen given by [96]

n(E 0;V )=

MX

m = 1

g
� 1
m N m (E 0;V )

MX

m = 1

g
� 1
m nm exp(fm � �m E �m )

; (69)

and foreach m (= 1;� � � ;M )

exp(� fm )=
X

E 0;V

n(E 0;V )exp(� �m E �m ) : (70)

Here,n(E 0;V ) is the generalized density ofstates. Note that n(E 0;V ) is independent

ofthe param eter sets �m � (Tm ;�m ) (m = 1;� � � ;M ). The density ofstates n(E0;V )

and the \dim ensionless" Helm holtz free energy fm in Eqs.(69)and (70)are solved self-

consistently by iteration.

Incidentally,these form ulations ofM REM give m ultidim ensionalextensions ofRE-

M UCA [97,102]and REST [98]. In the form er,we obtain uniform distributions both

in E 0 and V ,whereasin the latter,the param etersets�m becom e dynam icalvariables

and a uniform distribution in those param eterswillbe obtained. Nam ely,aftera short

M REM sim ulation, we can use the m ultiple-histogram reweighting techniques ofEqs.

(69)and (70)to obtain n(E 0;V )and fm .Hence,wecan determ inethem ultidim ensional



m ulticanonicalweightfactorW m u(E 0;V )and the m ultidim ensionalsim ulated tem pering

weightfactorW ST(E 0;V ;�m ).Theform erisgiven by

W m u(E 0;V )=
1

n(E 0;V )
; (71)

and thelatterisgiven by (seeEq.(25))

W ST(E 0;V ;�m )= exp(� �m E �m + fm ) : (72)

W e can use M REM for free energy calculations. W e �rst describe the free-energy

perturbation case.Thepotentialenergy isgiven by

E �(q)= E I(q)+ �(E F (q)� EI(q)) ; (73)

where E I and E F are the potentialenergy fora \wild-type" m olecule and a \m utated"

m olecule,respectively.Notethatthisequation hasthesam eform asEq.(66).

Ourreplica-exchange sim ulation isperform ed forM replicaswith M di�erentvalues

ofthe param eters �m = (Tm ;�m ). Since E �= 0(q) = E I(q) and E �= 1(q) = E F (q),we

should choose enough �m values distributed in the range between 0 and 1 so that we

m ay have su�cientacceptance ofreplica exchange. From the sim ulation,M histogram s

N m (E I;E F � EI),orequivalently N m (E I;E F ),areobtained.TheHelm holtz freeenergy

di�erence of\m utation" attem perature T (= 1=kB�),�F � F �= 1 � F�= 0,can then be

calculated from

exp(� ��F)=
ZT;�= 1

ZT;�= 0

=

X

E I;E F

PT;�= 1(E I;E F )

X

E I;E F

PT;�= 0(E I;E F )
; (74)

where PT;�(E I;E F )= n(E I;E F )exp(� �E�)areobtained from the W HAM equationsof

Eqs.(69)and (70).

W enow describeanotherfreeenergycalculationsbased on M REM applied toum brella

sam pling [24], which we refer to as replica-exchange um brella sam pling (REUS).The

potentialenergy isa generalization ofEq.(66)and isgiven by

E�(q)= E 0(q)+

LX

‘= 1

�
(‘)
V‘(q); (75)

where E 0(q)isthe originalunbiased potential,V‘(q)(‘= 1;� � � ;L)are the biasing (um -

brella)potentials,and �(‘)arethecorrespondingcouplingconstants(� = (�(1);� � � ;�(L))).

Introducing a \reaction coordinate" �,theum brella potentialsareusually written ashar-

m onicrestraints:

V‘(q)= k‘(�(q)� d‘)
2
;(‘= 1;� � � ;L); (76)

where d‘ are the m idpoints and k‘ are the strengths ofthe restraining potentials. W e

prepare M replicaswith M di�erentvaluesofthe param eters� m = (Tm ;�m ),and the

replica-exchangesim ulation isperform ed.Sincetheum brella potentialsV‘(q)in Eq.(76)

are allfunctionsofthe reaction coordinate � only,we can take the histogram N m (E 0;�)



instead ofN m (E 0;V1;� � � ;VL).The W HAM equationsofEqs.(69)and (70)can then be

written as[96]

n(E 0;�)=

MX

m = 1

g
� 1
m N m (E 0;�)

MX

m = 1

g
� 1
m nm exp

�

fm � �m E�m

�
(77)

and foreach m (= 1;� � � ;M )

exp(� fm )=
X

E 0;�

n(E 0;�)exp
�

� �m E�m

�

: (78)

Theexpectation valueofaphysicalquantity A with any potential-energy param etervalue

� atany tem peratureT (= 1=kB�)isnow given by

< A >
T;� =

X

E 0;�

A(E 0;�)PT;�(E 0;�)

X

E 0;�

P
T;�(E 0;�)

; (79)

where P
T;�(E 0;�) = n(E 0;�)exp

�

� �E�

�

is obtained from the W HAM equations of

Eqs.(77)and (78).

Thepotentialofm ean force(PM F),orfreeenergy asa function ofthereaction coor-

dinate,oftheoriginal,unbiased system attem peratureT isgiven by

W
T;�= f0g

(�)= � kBT ln

2

4
X

E 0

P
T;�= f0g

(E 0;�)

3

5 ; (80)

wheref0g= (0;� � � ;0).

W enow presenttwoexam plesofrealization ofREUS.In the�rstexam ple,weuseonly

onetem perature,T,and L um brella potentials.W epreparereplicasso thatthepotential

energy foreach replica includesexactly one um brella potential(here,we have M = L).

Nam ely,in Eq.(75)for� = �m weset

�
(‘)
m = �‘;m ; (81)

where�k;l isKronecker’sdelta function,and wehave

E�m

(q[i])= E 0(q
[i])+ Vm (q

[i]): (82)

W eexchangereplicascorresponding to \neighboring" um brella potentials,Vm and Vm + 1.

The acceptance criterion forreplica exchange isgiven by Eq.(46),where Eq.(68)now

reads(with the�xed inverse tem perature�= 1=kBT)[96]

�= �
�

Vm

�

q
[j]
�

� Vm

�

q
[i]
�

� Vm + 1

�

q
[j]
�

+ Vm + 1

�

q
[i]
��

; (83)

where replica iand j respectively have um brella potentialsVm and Vm + 1 before the ex-

change.



In thesecond exam ple,weprepareN T tem peraturesand L um brella potentials,which

m akes the totalnum ber ofreplicas M = N T � L. W e can introduce the following re-

labeling fortheparam etersthatcharacterizethereplicas:

� m = (Tm ;�m ) � ! �I;J = (TI;�J):

(m = 1;� � � ;M ) (I = 1;� � � ;NT;J = 1;� � � ;L)
(84)

Thepotentialenergy isgiven by Eq.(82)with thereplacem ent:m ! J.W eperform the

following replica-exchangeprocessesalternately:

1.Exchangepairsofreplicascorresponding to neighboring tem peratures,TI and TI+ 1
(i.e.,exchangereplicasiand jthatrespectively correspond to param eters� I;J and

� I+ 1;J).(W ereferto thisprocessasT-exchange.)

2.Exchange pairsofreplicascorresponding to \neighboring" um brella potentials,VJ
and VJ+ 1 (i.e.,exchangereplicasiand jthatrespectively correspond toparam eters

� I;J and � I;J+ 1).(W ereferto thisprocessas�-exchange.)

Theacceptancecriterion forthesereplica exchangesisgiven by Eq.(46),whereEq.(68)

now reads[96]

�= (� I � �I+ 1)
�

E 0

�

q
[j]
�

+ VJ

�

q
[j]
�

� E0

�

q
[i]
�

� VJ

�

q
[i]
��

; (85)

forT-exchange,and

�= � I

�

VJ

�

q
[j]
�

� VJ

�

q
[i]
�

� VJ+ 1

�

q
[j]
�

+ VJ+ 1

�

q
[i]
��

; (86)

for�-exchange.By thisprocedure,the random walk in the reaction coordinate space as

wellasin thetem peraturespacecan berealized.

3 C O N C LU SIO N S

In thisarticle we have reviewed usesofgeneralized-ensem ble algorithm sforboth M onte

Carlo sim ulationsand m oleculardynam icssim ulations. A sim ulation in generalized en-

sem blerealizesa random walk in potentialenergy space,alleviating them ultiple-m inim a

problem thatisacom m on di�culty in sim ulationsofcom plex system swith m any degrees

offreedom .

Detailedform ulationsofthethreewell-known generalized-ensem blealgorithm s,nam ely,

m ulticaonicalalgorithm (M UCA),sim ulated tem pering(ST),andreplica-exchangem ethod

(REM ),weregiven.

W ethen introduced �venew generalized-ensem blealgorithm sthatcom binethem erits

oftheabovethreem ethods.W ereferto thesem ethodsasreplica-exchange m ulticanoni-

calalgorithm (REM UCA),replica-exchangesim ulated tem pering(REST),m ulticanonical

replica-exchange m ethod (M UCAREM ),sim ulated tem pering replica-exchange m ethod

(STREM ),and m ultidim ensionalreplica-exchange m ethod (M REM ),the last ofwhich

also led to replica-exchange um brella sam pling (REUS).

The question is then which m ethod is the m ost recom m ended. W e have recently

studied the e�ectiveness ofM UCA,REM ,REM UCA,and M UCAREM in the protein

foldingproblem [102].Ourcriterion forthee�ectivenesswashow m any tim estherandom



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

�xed num beroftotalM C (orM D)steps.W efound thatoncetheoptim alM UCA weight

factorisobtained,M UCA (and REM UCA)isthem oste�ective(i.e.,hasthem ostnum ber

ofrandom walk cycles),and REM istheleast[102].W ealso found thatoncetheoptim al

ST weightfactorisobtained,ST (and REST)hasm ore random walk cyclesthan REM

[98,128]. M oreover,we com pared the e�ciency ofBerg’s recursion [83],W ang-Landau

m ethod [21,22],and REM UCA/M UCAREM asm ethodsforthe m ulticanonicalweight

factordeterm ination in two-dim ensional10-state Pottsm odeland found thatthe three

m ethodsareaboutequalin e�ciency [137]{[139].

Hence,theanswerto theabovequestion willdepend on how m uch tim eoneiswilling

to (orforced to)spend in orderto determ ine the M UCA orST weightfactors. Given a

problem ,the�rstchoiceisREM becauseofitssim plicity (noweightfactordeterm ination

isrequired). IfREM turnsoutto be insu�cient ortoo m uch tim e-consum ing (like the

casewith �rst-orderphasetransitions),then otherm orepowerfulalgorithm ssuch asthose

presented in thepresentarticlearerecom m ended.
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