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Linear scaling com putation ofthe Fock m atrix. IX .
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W e present parallelization ofa quantum -chem icaltree-code [J.Chem . Phys. 106,5526 (1997)]

forlinearscaling com putation ofthe Coulom b m atrix.Equaltim e partition [J.Chem .Phys.118,

9128 (2003)]isused to load balance com putation ofthe Coulom b m atrix.Equaltim e partition isa

m easurem entbased algorithm fordom ain decom position thatexploitssm allvariation ofthedensity

between self-consistent-�eld cyclesto achieve load balance.E�ciency ofthe equaltim e partition is

illustrated by severaltests involving both �nite and periodic system s. Itis found thatequaltim e

partition is able to deliver 91 { 98 % e�ciency with 128 processors in the m ost tim e consum ing

part ofthe Coulom b m atrix calculation. The currentparallelquantum chem icaltree code is able

to deliver63 { 81% overalle�ciency on 128 processorswith �ne grained parallelism (lessthan two

heavy atom sperprocessor).

K eyw ords:Self-consistent-�eld theory,linearscaling m ethods,N -body problem ,G aussian-orbital,

hierarchicalm ethods,load balance,parallelcom putation,equaltim e partition.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Self-consistent-� eld (SCF) theories such as Density

Functional Theory and hybrid Hartree-Fock/Density

FunctionalTheory areaccurateand com putationally ef-

� cient.TraditionalG aussian-orbitalquantum chem istry

codes that use conventionalm ethods[1]are usually re-

stricted to sm allsystem ssincethesem ethodshavesteep

scaling ofO (N 2� 3)with respectto system size,N . Re-

cently, signi� cant progress has been m ade in the de-

velopm ent ofO (N ) m ethods that overcom e these bot-

tlenecks. These m ethods include com putation of the

Hartree{Fock exchange m atrix [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7], the

Coulom b m atrix [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15], the

exchange-correlation m atrix [15,16,17,18,19],and it-

erative alternatives to eigensolution of the SCF equa-

tions[20,21,22,23,24,25,26].

W ith theadventofparallelm ulti-processorcom puters,

especially those based on com m odity processors,there

has been a great e� ort in the com m unity to parallelize

quantum chem istry codes[27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,

35,36,37,38,39]. Successfulparallelization ofO (N )

m ethodshold prom iseforlargescalecom putationsgiven

the factthatwith parallellinearscaling m ethods,an n-

fold increase in processors should lead to an n-fold in-

creasein sim ulation capability.However,thisholdsonly

forscalablealgorithm s.

Two ofthe m ostcom putationally dem anding partsin

a density functional application are calculation of the

exchange-correlation and Coulom b m atrices.The O (N )

exchange-correlation m atrix calculation has been e� -
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ciently parallelized through the concept of equal tim e

(ET) partition[40]. In this work, the ET partition is

extended to load balancing calculation ofthe Coulom b

m atrix.

Linear scaling com putation of the Coulom b m atrix

has been achieved via the quantum -chem icaltree-code

(Q CTC)[10, 11, 14] and the continuous Fast M ulti-

pole M ethod (CFM M )[8,9,12]. Both the tree-code[41]

and the Fast M ultipole M ethod[42,43]were originally

proposed to handle the astrophysical N -body prob-

lem . Parallelization of these N -body algorithm s has

been an active area ofresearch in the com puter science

com m unity[44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52]. Even

though both theN -body problem and theCoulom b m a-

trixcalculationsharem anysim ilarities,especiallyin han-

dling the far-� eld m ultipole contribution,little work has

been done on the parallelCoulom b m atrix calculation

beyond the sim ple m aster-slave approach[32,34,35]. It

should bepointed outthatparallelO (N )com putation of

theCoulom b m atrix ishighly irregularrelativeto paral-

lelO (N 4)com putation ofthetwo-electron Coulom b inte-

grals,wherethejobsaresigni� cantly coarsegrained,en-

abling them aster-slaveapproach to work well.Itiswell-

known that the m aster-slave approach faces potential

contention and load im balanceproblem sfor� negrained

parallelism [53](a sm allratio ofwork load to num berof

processors). These problem shave indeed been observed

in quantum chem icalcalculations[30,40],so alternatives

are needed.O ne m ay use the idea ofcounting the num -

berofinteractionsin parallelN -body codesto load bal-

ance com putation as in the orthogonalrecursive bisec-

tion (O RB)[44]orCostzonesm ethods[47,48]. However,

due to costirregularitiesassociated with di� erentG aus-

sianextents,angularsym m etries,andnon-uniform access

patterns,sim ple counting isnotan optim alapproach to

load balancecom putation ofthe Coulom b m atrix.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406094v1
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In this work, our m ain em phasis is on load balanc-

ing the m ost tim e consum ing part ofQ CTC,which is

traversalofthe density tree for evaluation ofCoulom b

m atrix elem ents. To load balance this highly irregular

tree traversal,we use the equaltim e (ET)partition[40],

which wasoriginally proposed to parallelizecom putation

ofthe exchange-correlation m atrix.

Equal tim e partition works by m easuring the tim e

spent in com putationalsub-dom ains (e.g. a line,area,

or volum e) during one SCF cycle. At the end of the

calculation,the tim e spent in each sub-dom ain is used

to predict a new overalldom ain decom position for the

nextSCF cycle,where each new sub-dom ain ideally in-

curs the sam e am ount ofwork in the next SCF cycle.

The predicted dom ain decom position willdeliveran im -

proved load balance in the next SCF cycle when there

isa sm ooth variation oftheworkload between successive

SCF cycles (e.g. due to sm allchanges in the electron

density). In this way,tem porallocality[54]ofthe prob-

lem isexploited to achievea continuously im proved load

balance.

In serial,thetim eto build thedensity treeconstitutes

about2% orlessofthe totaltim e spentin Q CTC.Un-

fortunately,Am dahl’slaw dictatesthattheperform ance

ofa m assively parallelprogram isultim ately determ ined

by its serialparts. Therefore we also need to consider

parallelconstruction ofthe density tree. Again,ideas

from parallelN -bodycodesm aybeuseful.Theconstruc-

tion oflocally essentialtrees,which arejustsu� cientfor

tree traversalon each processor,[44]avoidsthe problem

ofreplicating the totaldensity tree on each processor.

Hashed oct-trees[46,55]also solve the replication prob-

lem ,wherehash tablesareused to allow the program to

accessdatain an e� cientm anneracrossm ultipleproces-

sors. However,due to factthatthese approachesentail

signi� cant code restructuring,for the present case,we

havechosen a parallelreplicated density treeapproach.

Therem ainderofthispaperisorganized asfollows:In

Section IIwediscussourstrategytoe� ciently parallelize

com putation ofthe Coulom b m atrix J. In Section III

we describe a com putationalim plem entation ofparallel

Q CTC.In Section IV wediscussresultsofspeedup tests

perform ed on afew representative� niteand periodicsys-

tem s. In Section V we sum m arize the m ain conclusions

ofthe paper.

II. PA R A LLELIZA T IO N O F Q C T C

The quantum -chem icaltree-code (Q CTC) for O (N )

calculation of the Coulom b m atrix has been fully de-

scribed in Refs.[14]and [15]. Here we only highlight

essentialaspects ofthe algorithm so thatdiscussionsof

parallelization ofQ CTC m ay be m ade.

The Coulom b m atrix elem ent in a � nite (gas phase)

caseisgiven by

Jab =

Z

drdr
0�ab(r)�tot(r

0)

jr� r0j
; (1)

where the charge distribution[56] (or sim ply the dis-

tribution) �ab(r), is a product ofthe (G aussian) basis

functions �a(r) and �b(r). The total density of the

system ,which includes both the electronic and nuclear

parts,is denoted by �tot(r). In Q CTC,a hierarchical

m ultipole representation ofthe electron density, called

a density tree,is stored in an advanced k-d tree data

structure[57,58,59]. A com pact representation ofthe

density in term s ofHerm ite-G aussian (HG )[14,19,60]

basishasbeen used. W ith the help ofthe density tree,

Q CTC re-expresses the m atrix elem ent in Eq.(1) as a

sum ofnear-� eld (NF)and far-� eld (FF)term s[15]

Jab =
X

Q 2FF

X

‘

(� 1)‘
X

m

O
‘
m [�ab]

X

‘0

X

m 0

M
‘+ ‘

0

m + m 0O
‘
0

m 0[�Q ]

+
X

q2N F

Z

dr

Z

dr
0
�ab(r)jr� r

0
j
� 1

�q(r) (2)

whereM ‘
m istheirregularsolid harm onicinteraction ten-

sor, O ‘
m [f] =

R

drO ‘
m (r)f(r) is a m om ent of the reg-

ular solid harm onics,Q runs over the allnodes in the

density tree as determ ined by penetration adm issibil-

ity criterion (PAC)and m ultipole adm issibility criterion

(M AC)[14,15]and qrunson theleftovernear-� eld prim -

itivedistributionsin thedensity.Fortheperiodiccase,a

periodic far-� eld term and a tin-foilboundary condition

term [15,61]areadded to the RHS ofEq.(2).

Essentialto Q CTC is construction ofthe totalden-

sity tree. O nce the density tree is built,calculation of

the Coulom b m atrix elem ents proceeds by transversing

the tree and checking the PAC and M AC.W hen both

PAC and M AC arem et,the far-� eld contribution iscal-

culated via the m ultipole approxim ation.The near-� eld

contribution,however,iscalculated analytically.

From Eq.(2),itiseasy to seethatO (N )com putation

oftheCoulom b m atrix ishighly irregular;near-and far-

� eld contributionsare determ ined on the  y via a PAC

and M AC thatdependson both thedistributionsand the

density.Thisposesachallengeto e� ciently load balance

paralleltreetraversalin Q CTC.

A . Load balancing tree traversals

SinceET partition involvesm easuring workload using

a tim er (e.g. the MPI WTime function in the m essage-

passing libary M PI[62]),it is im portantto decide what

work load inform ation to tim e so that the tim ing pro-

cessitselfdoesnotincurtoo m uch overhead. Thism ay

be achieved by recording the tim e to traverse the tree

for each distribution (i.e. �ab(r) in Eq.(1)). The tim e

and position ofeach distribution are stored in an array

on each processor to facilitate partitioning of the 3-D

bounding box (the rootbounding box)thatenclosesall

distributions. Equaltim e partition[40]is perform ed on

the root bounding box to achieve equaltim e or cost in

allsub-boxes (also called ET sub-boxes). ET partition

creates ET sub-boxes by recursively partitioning a box
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into 2 sub-boxessuch thateach sub-box carriesapprox-

im ately the sam e am ount of tim e. At the end of the

procedureweobtain 2n ET sub-boxes,wheren isan in-

teger greater than zero. Assum ing that the num ber of

processors is 2n,each processor willhandle one ofthe

2n ET sub-boxes in the next SCF cycle. The restric-

tion ofa poweroftwo forthe num berofprocessorsm ay

be rem oved by using a generalET partitioning schem e

detailed in the Appendix ofRef.[40]. W e have used a

robustbisection m ethod[63]to � nd the plane which ap-

proxim ately dividesthe workload into half. W e em pha-

size again the m ain di� erence between our ET schem e

and other parallelN -body codes[44,47]is that we use

an exact load tim ing inform ation rather than counting

thenum berofinteractionsasin theorthogonalrecursive

bisection (O RB)[44]and Costzonesm ethods[47].

For the periodic case,the tim e associated with each

distribution includesthe tim e to handle the periodic far

� eld[15,61]contribution.In thisway,ET partition nat-

urally uses com bined tim ing inform ation to load bal-

ance com putation,extending the powerofET partition

to situationswhere di� erenttim ing inform ation m ay be

grouped together.

A working hypothesis ofthe ET partition applied to

Q CTC isthatthesum ofdistribution tim esforeach ET

sub-box isconstantirrespective ofthe sectioning. How-

ever,forvery � negrained parallelism ,shiftingabisecting

plane m ay induce a relatively large change in the total

predicted distribution tim e in a sub-box. This is due

to the fact that the totalworkload m ay not be equally

divided am ong the sub-boxes because the distribution

tim esare discrete (a distribution iseithertotally ornot

in a sub-box).Also,forvery � negrained parallelism ,the

totalwork in a sub-box ism ore sensitive to a change in

density thatm ay also increasetheload im balance,an ef-

fectwhich we have experienced in parallelization ofthe

exchange-correlation m atrix[40].

In the� rstcycle,thereisno previoustim ing on which

tobasetheET.In such acase,weuseareasonableheuris-

ticwhereeach processorhandlesan approxim ately equal

num ber ofdistributions (the totalnum ber ofdistribu-

tionsm ay notbeexactly divisibleby thenum berofpro-

cessors).

B . Paralleldensity tree build

In principle,an e� cient parallelization ofthe density

treebuild should m akeuseofthefactthateach processor

ishandling only partofthe totaldistributionsin an ET

sub-box.Depending on thecollection ofdistributionson

each processor,alocallyessentialtree[40,44]m aybecon-

structed which isjustsu� cientforthe tree traversalsof

allthedistributionson aprocessor,thusavoidingreplica-

tion oftheentiredensity treeand enablinge� cientuseof

the m em ory space. However,withoutan extensive pro-

gram m ingtask,itm ay bedi� culttopredeterm inewhich

partofthe entiredensity tree isneeded forconstruction

ofthe locally essentialtree. Asa � rstattem pt,we have

chosen asim pleapproach to parallelizetheentiredensity

treebuild.

Forsim plicity ofprogram m ing weassum ethenum ber

ofprocessorsto be2k,wherek isan integergreaterthan

zero. O bserving that there are 2k subtrees at the kth

tierin theentiredensitytree,ourcurrentim plem entation

adoptsa sim ple schem ewhereeach processorbuildsone

ofthe kth-tiersubtreesin the totaldensity tree. W hen

allprocessorshave builta kth-tiersubtree,an all-to-all

exchangeiscarried outwhere allprocessorsgetthe rest

ofthe kth-tier subtrees so that a � nal\m erging" up of

thesubtrees[14,15]can beperform ed toobtain theentire

density tree.

Ine� ciency ofthecurrentim plem entation oftheparal-

leldensitytreebuild in thelim itofalargenum berofpro-

cessorsis expected. The all-to-allexchange ofdata be-

tween processorsisexpensiveand doesnotscalewith the

num berofprocessors.Also,aftercollecting the subtrees

from allother processors, a processor has to \m erge"

m oresubtreesupward asthenum berofprocessorsisin-

creased. This willinevitably introduce m ore overhead

as we use m ore processors. Even ifone can overcom e

theall-to-allexchangeproblem ,onestillfacesa problem

where itm ay be wastefulin the use ofm em ory to store

theentiredensity treeon each processor.However,while

thepresentparalleldensity treebuild m ay bereplaced by

m oresophisticated schem es,wherelocally essentialtrees

arebuilt[44]orhashed treesareused[46,55],thecurrent

im plem entation delivers very good speedups up to the

128-processorlevel.

Asa sidenote,our� rstim plem entation ofan ET par-

allelQ CTC tried to avoid the problem m entioned above

by partitioning theentiredensity into disjointlocalden-

sities. Each processor then built a localtree based on

the localdensity. However,since a distribution on one

processordoesnot\see" otherlocaldensity trees,every

processorhad to loop through alldistributions and the

resulting partialCoulom b m atriceshad to be resum m ed

using an all-to-allcom m unication atthe end ofthe cal-

culation.Thisturned outto be practicalonly below the

64-processor level. The speedup did not increase with

m oreprocessorsbecause the totalintrinsic cost(i.e.the

am ountofusefulwork)ofQ CTC increasesratherrapidly

with thenum berofprocessors.Therapid increaseofin-

trinsiccosthasatitsroota break down ofthehierarchi-

calm ultipole approxim ation,asphysically close charges

can no longerbe grouped when they reside on di� erent

processors.Asym ptotically,asthe num berofprocessors

approach the num ber ofcharges,one revertsto the ex-

pensive O (N 2) algorithm . For periodic system s,where

onehasto visitthedensity treem any m oretim es(loop-

ing through periodic im ages)relative to the � nite case,

the speedup stagnatesonce wepassa certain num berof

processors.Sincethisversion oftheparallelQ CTC does

notscale with the num berofprocessors,we do notcon-

sideritfurtherin thiswork.
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III. IM P LEM EN TA T IO N

W e have im plem ented a parallelQ CTC algorithm in

M ondoSC F [64],a suite ofprogram sfor linearscaling

electronic structure theory and ab initio m olecular dy-

nam ics.M ondoSC F hasbeen written in Fortran 90/95

with the m essage-passing library M PI[62]. Tim ingsare

perform ed using the MPI WTIME function.

IV . R ESU LT S

W ehaveperform ed scaling testson both � niteand pe-

riodic system s. For the � nite system s,we have chosen

taxol(C47H 51NO 14) and 2 water clusters as test cases.

Fortheperiodicsystem s,wehavechosen pentaerythritol

tetranitrate (PETN)[65]and the �-phase ofoctahydro-

1,3,5,7-tetranitro-1,3,5,7-tetrazocine(�-HM X)[66]asrep-

resentativetestcases.Thesesystem sarechosen because

they are highly inhom ogeneous,three-dim ensional(and

two are periodic)system sposing a challenge to parallel

Q CTC.Allruns were perform ed on a cluster of256 4

CPU HP/Com paq AlphaserverES45swith theQ uadrics

Q sNetHigh Speed Interconnect.

For the purpose of perform ing the scaling tests, we

startthecalculation with theSTO -3G basissetand alow

accuracy,and switch to the � nalbasissetand accuracy

using a m ixed integralapproach,and run forthree SCF

cycles.Thedensity m atrix P issaved to disk and scaling

tests ofparallelQ CTC are perform ed. This procedure

m ay not be necessary. However,we are con� dent that

the tim ingsarerepresentativesofa routine calculation.

The resultofthe taxolscaling testisshown in Fig.1.

The calculations are perform ed with the 6-31G and 6-

31G **basissets,and aGOODaccuracy[15].Theresultsof

two di� erentspeedupsarepresented.The � rstspeedup,

called the ET speedup, m easures the e� ciency of the

ET partition fortheCoulom b m atrix elem entcalculation

by traversing the density tree (see Section IIA) and is

de� ned by

SE T =
2t

(2)

T T

t
(n)

T T

(3)

wheret
(n)

T T
isthetim eto evaluatethem atrix elem entsby

traversingthedensity treewith n processors.Noticethat

the speedups are relative to a 2-processor calculation.

The second speedup, called the Q CTC speedup, m ea-

surestheoveralle� ciency ofparallelQ CTC.From Fig.1

itisobserved thatthe ET speedup isexcellentup to 64

processors. E� ciency at the 64-processor level(where

the num berofheavy atom sperprocessorislessthan 1)

is at least 94% . The overallparallelQ CTC speedup is

verygood up to32processorsbutdegradesslightlyatthe

64-processorlevel.TheoverallparallelQ CTC e� ciencies

at64 processorsare77.6% and 83.0% forthe 6-31G and

6-31G ** basissets,respectively.
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FIG .1: Scaling ofparallelQ CTC on taxol(C 47H 51NO 14)

RBLYP/6-31G and RBLYP/6-31G **. Speedupsare relative

toa2-processorcalculation.ThelabelsET and Q CTC denote

equaltim eand overallparallelQ CTC speedups,respectively.

Thelossofe� ciencyisduetothefactthatthetim efor

paralleldensity treebuild doesnotdecreaseatthe sam e

rate(i.e.divided bythenum berofprocessors)asthetree

traversalpart.In Fig.2 wepresentthetT B =tT T ratio as

a function ofthe num ber ofprocessors for calculations

on taxol(along with other system s for com parisons to

be m ade later). W e note that ifthe tim e for parallel

tree build tT B were to decrease at the sam e rate (i.e.

divided by thenum berofprocessors)asthetim efortree

traversaltT T as we increase the num ber ofprocessors,

then the tT B =tT T ratio would rem ain nearly constant.

However,Fig.2 showsthatthe tT B =tT T ratio increases

steadily as the num ber ofprocessors is increased in all

cases,afactthathasbeen anticipatedfrom thediscussion

in Section IIB. Since the slope for the 6-31G ** case is

sm aller than that for the 6-31G case,this explains the

slightincreasein theoverallparallelQ CTC perform ance

ofthe 6-31G ** case over the 6-31G case,as shown in

Fig.1.

W e note thatourresultsofa parallelQ CTC speedup

of7.80 (with the 6-31G and 6-31G ** basissets)with 8

processorscom paresfavorablywith thespeedup ofabout

6.0 ofSosa etal.[35],which is foran entire single-point

energy calculation with RHF/3-21G .

Sim ilar scaling tests have been perform ed on a

110-m olecule and 200-m olecule water clusters with

RBLYP/6-31G ** at a GOOD accuracy level. The result

ofthe scaling tests is shown in Fig.3. It is found that

the ET speedups are rather good for both cases. The

overallparallelQ CTC speedups are 80.3 and 85.5 for

the128-processorcalculationsfor110-m oleculeand 200-

m olecule water clusters, respectively. The decrease in

parallelQ CTC e� ciencyisagainduetothehigh tT B =tT T
ratio atthe 128-processorlevel. These ratiosare 28.8%

and 26.6% forthe 110-m olecule and 200-m olecule water

clusters,respectively (see Fig.2).
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FIG .2: Theratio ofthetim eto build thedensity tree(tT B )

to the tim e to traverse the density tree (tT T ),as a function

ofthe num berofprocessors.
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FIG . 3: Scaling of parallel Q CTC on 2 cluster of water

m olecules with RBLYP/6-31G **. Speedups are relative to

a 2-processorcalculation.

To investigate the perform ance ofparallelQ CTC at

a higher accuracy level,we have perform ed the scaling

tests on a 110-m olecule water cluster but with TIGHT

accuracy[15].Theresultsforboth GOOD and TIGHT accu-

raciesare presented in Fig.4 forcom parison. Itisseen

thattheET speedup isbetterfortheTIGHT casethan for

the GOOD case,which is anticipated since increasing the

accuracy levelincreases the e� ective granularity,which

leadsto a betterperform ancein ET partition[40].O ver-

allparallelQ CTC increases its e� ciency from GOOD to

TIGHT,which isduem ainly to a decreasein thetT B =tT T
ratio,asshown in Fig.5.

Finally, for the periodic system s Fig. 6 shows that

theoverallparallelQ CTC with RPBE/6-31G **on GOOD

accuracy is excellent. At the 128-processor level, the

1� 1� 1 �-HM X (168 atom spersim ulation cell)delivers
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FIG .4: Scaling of parallel Q CTC on 110-m olecule water

clusterwith RBLYP/6-31G ** on GOOD and TIGHT accuracies.

Speedupsare relative to a 2-processorcalculation.
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FIG .5: Theratio ofthetim eto build thedensity tree(tT B )

tothethetim etotraversethedensity tree(tT T ),asafunction

ofthe num ber ofprocessors,for 110-m olecule water cluster

(RBLYP/6-31G **) calculations on GOOD and TIGHT accura-

cies.

104.0fold speedup,whilethe2� 1� 2PETN (232 atom s

per sim ulation cell) delivers 100.0 fold speedup. These

perform ances are better com pared to the 110-m olecule

(a speedup of80.3)or200-m olecule (a speedup of85.5)

water cluster calculations. This is due to the sm aller

tT B =tT T ratio (see Fig.2) for the periodic cases com -

pared to the � nite cases,which m ainly resultsfrom the

increasein thetim e spentin the treetraversalpart(e.g.

87.7and 64.0secsforthe2� 1� 2PETN and200-m olecule

watercluster,respectively).
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FIG .6: Scaling of parallelQ CTC on �-HM X and PETN

with RPBE/6-31G **. Speedupsare relative to a 2-processor

calculation.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have proposed an e� cientm ethod ofparallelizing

calculation oftheCoulom b m atrix.Theconceptofequal

tim e(ET)hasproven fruitfulforload balancingthem ost

tim e consum ing partofQ CTC,which istraversalofthe

density tree for the m atrix elem ent calculation. Equal

tim e exploits the tem porallocality between SCF itera-

tions to overcom e strong spatialirregularities. It is ex-

pected thatET should retain thisproperty between ge-

om etry steps in an optim ization orm olecular dynam ics

run. The e� ciency ofthe ET partition ranges from 91

{ 98 % for alltest cases presented in this work at the

128-processor level. The overallQ CTC speedup,how-

ever, ranges from 63 { 81 % overalle� ciency at the

128-processor levelwith � ne grained parallelism . The

decrease in e� ciency is m ainly due to the paralleltree

build process.W hile the currentsim ple im plem entation

oftheparalleltreebuild should eventually bereplaced by

am oresophisticated version,thecurrentim plem entation

has enabled us to run routine calculations to address a

widerangeofinteresting problem s[65,67].
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