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A bstract

W e study the e ciency of the Incom plete enum eration algorithm for linear and
branched polym ers. T here is a qualitative di erence In the e ciency in these two
cases. T he average tin e to generate an independent sam ple ofcon guration ofpoly—
m er w ith n m onom ers varis as n® for linear polym ers for large n, but asexp (n )
for branched (undirected and directed) polym ers, where 0 < < 1. On the binary
tree, our num erical studies for n of order 10* gives = 0:333 0:005. W e argue
that = 1=3 exactly In this case.

M onteCarlo™ C) simnulations are a very in portant tool for studying polym ers, as
exact resuls are hard to com e by, and are availabl only for the sim plest m odels. B roadly
speaking, M C algorithm s fall in two classes [l.]: the M etropolis type and the genetic type.
The M etropolis type algorithm s generate a tin e sequence ofcon  gurations ofthe polym er
using a M arkovian evolution. T he transition probabilities from one con guration to the
next are so chosen that the tim e average of properties of the system are equalto that from
the desired distrioution. These m ay use localm oves as in Rouse dynam ics B], bidocal
m oves as in the reptation algorithm 3] or nonlocalm oves as in the pivot 4] and cut-and-
paste §]algorithm s. T here is nevitably som e correlation between di erent con gurations
generated In an evolution. These algorithm s becom e ine cient if the correlation time
becom es very large, eg. when sim ulating polym ers in a random m ediim .

In the genetic algorithm s, one random ly generates a sn all random num ber of con g—
urations in each run. The probability that a given con guration is cbtained in a run is
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proportional to the desired distribution. O ne repeats the process for m any runs to get
a large ssmple. Examples of this type are the enrichm ent [§] and the pruned-enriched
R osenbluth m ethod PERM )-lke [1] algorithm s.

W hilke there have been m any studies of lnear polym ers using various M onte<C arlo
techniques lke pivot 4, €, 9], PERM []], BerretiSokal algorithm s [L(], branched poly—
m ers have been less studied. A Igorithm s used for sin ulating linear polym ers can often be
adapted for branched polym ers, but they are usually found tobe lesse cient. For exam —
ple, In the pivot algorithm , the acceptance probability ofthe transform ed con guration is
found to bem uch less orbranched polym ers than for linearpolym ers [I1]. T he algorithm
does not perform well for branched polym ers adsorbed on a surfaceflZ2]. The PERM al-
gorithm also seem s to work lesswell for branched polym ers than for linear polym ers {13].
Tnoom plete enum eration (IE ) is an algorithm belonging to the genetic class of algorithm s.
It hasbeen used for sim ulating linear polym ersfl4], and for branched polym ers {15, 16]1.

A Dbetter understanding of the e ciency of M onte Carlo algorithm s for generating
branched polym ers seam sdesirable. W e w ill study IE for lnear and branched polym ers in
this paper. W e choose the average com puter tim e T,, needed to generate one statistically
Independent sam ple ofdesired size n asa reasonablem easure ofe ciency ofthe algorithm .
The dependence of T,, on n is very di erent for I for lnear and branched polym ers.
W e nd for the linear polymers T, kn?, but for branched polm ers T, exp kn ),
0< < 1. Wealso discuss an In provaem ent of I which we call in proved incom plete
enum eration (IIE), in this paper. W e nd that the im provem ent does not change the
asym ptotic dependence of T,, on n In general. IIE works better than IE but thedi erence
isonly in the coe cient k.

The plan of the paper is as llows. W e describe the IE algorithm In Section 1. In
Section 2 we discuss the e ciency criterion forM C algorithm s in general, and for IE in
particular. In Section 3 we study the e ciency of IE analytically for som e sin ple cases
where the genealogical tree has a sin ple recursive structure. W e also study IE for self
avoiding waks(SAW ) in this section. In allcasesswe nd that T, n?. In Section 4 we
propose an in proved version of the IE algorithm , ITE . For sin ple random waks T, = n
orthe IIE algorithm ascompared to T, n? rIE.ForSAW s, IIE is signi cantly m ore
e cient and becom es better in higher dim ensions, but asym ptotic e ciency rem ains the
smeand T, agqn’? i alldin ensions, though the coe cient ag decreases w ith increasing
din ension. In Section 5 we study It forbranched polym ers or lJattice anin alson a binary
tree. W e give heuristic argum ents and num erical evidence to show that T, exp kn'™>)
for large n forbranched polym ers on a binary tree. W e also study IE and ITE num erically
forundirected and directed branched polym ers on a square lattioce In thissection. W e nd
that In both cases T, expkn ),0< < 1.W e summ arise our resuls in Section 6.

1 The Incom plete Enum eration A lgorithm

Selfavoidingwalk and lattice anin als(LA ) are sin pk latticem odels of Inear and branched
polym ers n dilute solutions. In order to study the them odynam ic properties of these
polym ers, one has to average over all allowed con gurations of the polym er of a given



num ber of m onom ers. The averages are de ned with allcon gurations considered to be
equally lkely. Since the total number of possble con gurations grow exponentially fast
w ith size ofthe polym er, brute-force exact calculation ispossible only for am allpolym ers.
M onte-€ arlo m ethods allow s us to study m uch larger sizes by obtaining a representative
sam ple of the set of con gurations and estim ate the ensam ble averages from the sam plk
average.

The IE algorithm isa sin plem odi cation ofexact enum eration algorithm for generat—
Ing polym ers. A good exact enum eration algorithm generates all possible con gurations
exactly once [17]. This is ensured by de ning a rule which, given an n-site con guration
ofa polym er, identi esuniquely one of these sites as the Yast added site’. R em oving this
site must result in an allowed polymer con guration of m 1) sites. The (0 1)-site
polym er is called the parent of the n—site con guration. W e start by in agining that we
have arranged allcon gurations in a genealogical tree, whose nodes are the di erent con—

gurations of the polym er, such that allpolym er con gurations ofn sites are at leveln
and are connected to their parent at level n 1). C kearly, the tree depends on the rule
used to de ne parenthood. For example, Fig.!l shows a genealogical tree for directed
lattice anin als on a square lattice forn 4, using one such choice (see Appendix for
details). In the actual In plam entation ofthe algorithm , the whole genealogical tree isnot
constructed  rst, and tree is constructed and the pruning is decided as we proceed In a
depth st search.

A s the number of con gurations of polym er of size n increases exponentially w ih n,
the tim e required to construct the genealogical tree up-to kveln in the exact enum eration
algorithm increases exponentially w th n. Thebasic idea ofthe IE algorithm isto decrease
this tin e by random Iy pruning the genealogical tree.

InIE wedoossastof(n 1) rralnumbersp; O< p; 1), Pori=lton 1).Any
bond In the genealogical tree connecting levelr to level (r+ 1) is ram oved w ith probability
(1 pr) hdependent ofthe otherbonds. Ifa con guration getsdisconnected from the root
node, autom atically all its descendants are also rem oved. W em ake a depth st search of
the pruned genealogical tree up-to depth n to determm Ine the di erent con gurations that
ram ain at leveln. W e run the algorithm several tin es to generate a large sample. The
probability of enum eration of a particular r site con guration In a given run is

=r 1
r= Pi @)
=1

This is sam e for all con gurations of size r. This ensures that the sam plk of con—

gurations cbtained is unbiased. Asa con guration can occur at m ost once In a single
M onteC arlo run, IE sam ples the population w ithout replacem ent.

The di erent runs are m utually uncorrelated. H owever, the number of con gurations
produced w thin one run varies from run to run, and di erent con gurations produced in
the sam e run are correlated. A Iso, the fraction of runs in which one generates at least one
con guration of size n goes down w ith Increasing n.

In case of SAW s which m odel Iinear polym ers, there is a natural lJabelling schem e In
which one jast labels the rstpoint ofwalk by 1, the second by 2 and so on. In case of



branched polym ers there are several di erent choices of Jabelling possible corresponding
to di erent possble rules of ram oving a site from a n-site cluster to generatea (b 1)-
site connected cluster. W e have used the M artin’s labelling schem e [17] for our cluster
counting algorithm s. A brief description of this can be found in the A ppendix.

2 E ciency

In general, n M onteC arlo m ethods, the tin e needed to estin ate an ensam bl average
= M0 i of som e cbservable O over all c]usl:et%)césnze n averaged over N independent
sam ples would give estin ate as = = N, where 2 is the varance of 0. If
correlations are present, the average tin e required to estimate within the fractional
error variesas (= )? ,where isam easure ofcorrelations in the data. ForM etropolis
evolution, is the autocorrelation tin e of the cbservable O . In the case of IE, the
e ciency depends on the average tin e taken by the M onte C arlo algorithm to generate a
single run and the degree of correlations present in the di erent sam ples produced in the

sam e rn.

Tt isdi cul to detem Ine the lJatter exactly for IE . It depends also on the quantity we
want to average. Consider a set of con gurations generated by N independent runs ofthe
IE algorithm . Let the probability that a single run produces at least one ssmpkbeP ),
and the average num berofcon gurationsproduced perrun bea. Then forlargeN ,wew ill
generate approxin ately N a con gurations, which w illbe m ade of approxin ately P (n)N
m utually uncorrelated groups. T hus the average size of a correlated group isa=P (). It
Seam s reasonable to m easure the e clency of the algorithm in tem s of the average CPU
tin e required to produce one independent group of con gurations. This overestin ates
correlations as this treats all sam ples produced w ithin one run as fully correlated -'_l: .

Other de nitions ofe ciency are possibl, and m ay be advantageous In speci ¢ con-—
texts. For exam ple, one m ay be Interested In som e asym ptotic properties of the polym er
problen , like the branching number , orthe criticalexponent . In thiscase, the value of
n isnot decided beforehand, and the desired estin ate is obtained by suiable extrapolation
ofdata fordi erentn.W e can study average num ber ofdescendants < X, > @ =n)
to estinate and . Analysis of errors n such quantities is m ore com plicated, and w ill
not be discussed here.

Let T, be the average CPU tim e required to obtain one run which generates at least
one con guration ofsize n. If ,, isthe average CPU tim e for one M onte-€ arlo run, then
we have

n

T, = 2
"= 5o @)

1For exam ple, the m ean is 27492 and the standard deviation is 13492 fr the radius of gyration of
anin als of size 50 for the ull population. T he average num ber of sam ples produced per successfiil run of
M C sinulation was 27:5. Ifwe calulate the average radius of gyration of 100 sam ples of 10* consecutive
runs, the standard deviation O, ofthem ean calculated is1442. Thiswould havebeen =100 ifthey were
uncorrelated. Sim ilarly, for SAW of size 50 on a square lattice the average num ber of sam ples produced
per successfilrun is 53 and = 6044, and ‘= 14 ©r100 sam ples of 10* consecutive runs.




The average CPU tin e required for one run is estin ated easily In tem s of the tine
taken to add or delete a con guration on the genealogicaltree. W e de ne this to be one
uni of CPU time.

The total CPU tine forone M C run is proportional to the number of nodes in the
pruned genealogical tree. Let Xy denote the random number of j site con gurations
geneEJ;ated In a single run. T he tin e to visit sites of the random ly pruned tree up-to depth
n is rj;lX 5. TheCPU time in a run is then proportional to the num ber ofnodes In the
pruned tree. The average CPU tine per mun ,, would be equal to the sum of average
values hX ;i, averaged over all runs.

o/ <Xy> @3)

For lnear and branched polym ers, the total number of con gurations A, of a given
size n is known to vary as

A, A "n 4)

for arge n. Here A is a constant, is called the growth constant and  is a crdtical
exponent. Since each con guration w ith n sites has a probabilty , Eqg. 1)) ofbeing
generated, and there are A, totalnumber of con gurations, X ,i= LA,, giving

n = Ay g ©)

Since hX i can be directly estin ated iIn IE, we get a way to estin ate the number of
con gurations hX, i by sinulations. This can be used to estin ate the and

A study of the e ciency of the algorithm is com plicated as P (n) depends on the
structure of the genealogical tree, and isdi cul to detem ine theoretically.

An upper bound on working of these algorithm is the tim e for exact enum eration of
all the sam ples, which is exponential In n. Consider the case n which p; = p foralli. So
Iongasp > 1, X ,iwillgrow exponentially with n. AsP @) 1, this inplies that T,
Increases exponentially with n ifp > 1. Also, ifp < 1,then P (n) variesas ( ) " to
leading order, but , reamains nite (, 1) iL8]. Thus again T, increases exponentially
w ith n. These two considerations together in ply that a good choice ofp is that it should
be approxin ately equalto 1= . However, nding the optin al choice of fpg for a given
problm isnon trivial. W e Investigate this in the next section for som e illustrative cases.

3 Optimn ising the IE algorithm

3.1 System swith Uniform genealogical tree

T he sin plest of enum eration problem s is the enum eration on a uniform genealogicaltree.
For exam pl, random walks which are m odels for linear polym ers w thout self exchision



corresoond to a uniform genealogical tree ofbranching number . The number of nodes
at eveln is * 1.

Consider a uniform genealogical tree with two descendants per node. In this case
number of nodes at level n would be 2° ! . For the choice of fp,g, the probability of
connection of root w ith Jevel r, denoted by P (r) follow s a sim ple recursion relation

P (r+ 1)= 2p,P (r) PP’ (6)
wih P (1) = 1. The average CPU tine per run , is given by

i
n= 1+ 2 i (7)
=2
First we try to nd out as to what choice of}ﬁsmjm'mjsesTn foranalln.
For an all sizes one can try system atic optin isation. Let us choose n = 2. Then on
thebiary tree, P 2) = 2p1 ©2 and , = 1+ 2p;. Thisgives
2p + 1
T, = ———— ®)
2pp P o
M inin jsihg w ith respect top;, we get them Ininum value ofT, tobe (3+ 5)=2 2618
forp;= (5 1)=2 0:618.
Sin ilarly, the tine (T3) of IE for reaching lkevel 3 from level 1, is given by

1+ 2p + 4o
Iz = > > > 7 )
P12 P3) pI@p: P3)

Tt is easy to check that T3 in this case takes itsm nmum value forp; = 0534 and
P, = 0:618. Simnilarly forn = 4, the m nimum occurs at p; = 0516, p, = 0534 and
p3 = 0#618. For lJarge n, the best choice of p; tends to 1=2. By optimn isihg tilln = 30,
we nd that the best choice of p is quite well described by the approxin ate form ula
pi 30+ 05=@ D).

Forlarger, ifp, ! p ,Eq. (§) can beapproxinatedby P (r+ 1)= 2p P (¥) p °P ().
For2p < 1,wegetP () ! @p )" decreases exponentially with r. For @p ) > 1, it Jleads
WP 1) Cp 1).

W e have already argued that p; should be close to 1= , else the algorithm is ine cient,
T, varies as exp (). Consider now the caseswherep; = 1 1+ =i"),where andm are
param etersthat we can vary to nd the optim alvalues. In thiscase, X,i= ;(@1+ =i"),
and P (n) is approxin ately given by

ep 1
R (10)
@n n™

Then , ifm > 1,weseethathX ,itendsto a constant for largen, and , isproportional
ton.Also, P () varies as 1=n, and we have T, n?®.

Ifm = 1,and 1< < 1,thenhX ,ivaresasn ,andhence , n *!.Also, Eq.
10) givesP ) A (@ )n ' . Interestingly, ;n the T,, these powers cancel and we get
T,= ,=P ) C n’.We ndthatC 1= ), hence thebest choice of is = 0.




Ifm < 1,then X ;ivariesasexp ! ™ ), and P () varesasn ™ , and hence T, varies
asexp '™ ) to leading order, thus in thiscasem < 1 Jeadsto a suboptin alperfom ance
of the algorithm .

On a binary tree or p; = %, we get T, = n?=4. From system atic optin isation we
saw that there exist a nontrivial optin al value for each p; which depends on the depth
of the genealogical tree to be reached. This valie for uniform binary tree was p;
S(+ 05=m 1)?).Buteven with this choice for largen we get T,  n®=4. This resuk
is generalised straight forwardly to k-node uniform tree. For the choice, p; = 1=k 8i, we

& 1)n?
get Tp = ~—5—.

32 System swith recursively de ned genealogical tree

Tt isnecessary to check how non-uniform ity oftrees can change the above conclusions. The
sin plest of non-unifom trees are the recursively de ned trees. The num ber of branches
from a given node still ©llow a de nite pattem which repeats and depends on the coor-
dination num ber of the parent node. W e consider som e exam ples

A node w ith k descendants w ill be called a k-node. Consider a tree speci ed by the
rule that the descendants ofa 2-node are a 2-node and a 3-node, and the descendants ofa
3-node are one 2-node and two 3-nodes. W e specify such a tree by the notation 23;233)
tree CFjgz:]:) . IfB, () and B3 (n) are regpectively the num ber ofnodes at eveln 1 which
have 2 and 3 descendants respectively, then

Bon)=B,n 1)+Bsm 1) 11)
Bs;m)=B 1)+ 2Bs@0 1) 12)

From these linear recursion equations it is easy to see that B, n), B3 () and SJEO the
totalnum ber ofnodesat depth n, A, allgrow as ()" forlargen,where = 3+ 5)=2).
W e now look at the e ciency of IE on this tree. Take allp; = p. We de ne B (v)
and P; (r) as the probabilities that a 2-node and a 3-node respectively are connected to

at Jeast one node r levels below . C learly they have the follow ing recursions

1 Pylc+1)= (0 pP@)Q pPs) a3)
1 Psc+1)= (1 pPy@)@Q pPs) 14)

wih P, (1) = P5(1) = 1.

For large r, near the xed point we get B (r) %P3 (r) . Substituting in the second
equation, we nd the linear temm vanishes forp= 1= and the di erence equation can be
approxin ated by @P,=@r P}, which inplies that P, (n) and P3 (n)pdecay as 1=n for

largen. W e get P, (n) (l+—2)n.ThetotalCPU tineatp= 1= JSLOS)H It gives the

1
upper bound on tin e per independent run to be %nz 0:382n2.
W e can sim ilarly analyse the other recursively de ned trees. Consider for exam ple,

the tree given by the rule (23;223). We nd that growth constant is 2:4142 and for



pi= 1= forIE thisgives T, 0:396n. On a (33;233) with growth constant 2.732 for
pi= 1= PrE thisgivesT, = %nz 0:35n?. It is easy to convince oneself that for
all recursively de ned treeswe get T, n?.

Tt is lnstructive to see the resuls of system atic optin isation over fpig In case of
non uniform trees. Sim ilar analysis for 23,233) tree Fig. i]:) between level 1 and 2
gives p; = 0:618. Sin ilarly optin isihg T; between level 1 and 3 gives p; = 0:562 and
P, = 0484. An optin isation between lkvel 1 and 4 gives the best values ofpgs to be
p1 = 0562, p, = 042 and p3; = 0467. W e see that the optim al value of p; in this case
depends on n. By optim ising tilln = 30, where n is the depth of the genealogical tree,
we nd that Por tree levels away from root and bottom , optin al value of p approaches
1= wih increasing i and the asym ptotic behaviour of algorithm rem ains the sam e as
longaswe choosep; 1= . The optin alp; values as a function of i are plotted In Fig .
T he optin isihg value of p; are a bit higher than 1= nearthetwo endsi= 1 and i= n.
T his extra optin isation does not change the T, K n? dependence, and infact does not
change the asym ptotic value of K either.

The incom plete enum eration algorithm generates a bond percolation process on the
genealogicaltree, w here each link ispresent independently w ith a probability p. W ede ne
the percolation threshold p. on the tree to be such that forallp > p., there is a non zero
probability that the starting nodebelongsto an in nite cluster. Forp < p the probability
of connection between root and leveln usually goes down exponentially m n. Atp. i is
expected to decrease asa power law In n and forp > p. i takesa nite value n the Iim it
ofn! 1 .Thep.on atree isbounded from below by 1= [L9]. Forthe genealogical trees
which we discussed, the p. was equalto 1= and the optin albehaviour of the algorithm
wasadhieved orp; 1= = pe..

3.3 Selfavoiding W alks

W e now consider I for SAW . For a SAW on a d din ensional Jattice, the number of
con gurations A, "n !,where isa lattice dependent constant and depends only
on thedin ension. Theexponent isknowntobel ford> 4,and = 43=32ford= 2 [R0].
The exact value of is known for the hexagonal lattice [R11], and fairly precise num erical
estin ate, which m atches well w ith root of a quartic equation w ith integer coe cients is
known on the square lattice P2].
T he genealogical tree for SAW is not uniform . For exam ple, for rooted SAW (one end
xed at origin) on a square lattice, the number of di erent allowed choices of the #
step forn > 1 vares from 0 to 3, depending on the wak. In this case i isdi cuk to
determ ine the probabilities of connection up-to keveln analytically but we have estin ated
P () num erically by sinulations. W e choosep; = ! (1+ 1=i)! , so that on the average
we get order one con gurations of size n per run for large n. W ith this choice of g our
num erical sin ulations show that the probability of reaching leveln goesdown as 1=n and
hence whenever leveln is reached, on an average n SAW sofsize n are generated. This
also in plies that p. is indeed 1= on the SAW genealogicaltree. W edid 10° M onte€ arlo
sim ulations and generated walks up-to size 10;000 on a square lattice. W e have plotted



T, nFig3.0urnumerical tsuggestsT, HrE tobe (042 0:01)n?.

In 3dinensions = 4:#%83%9and = 1:16 P0Jand nearly 90% nodeshave coordination
num ber 5. Hence the tree ism ore unifom than the 2d caseand weget T, 0#43n? Fi.
d).

T he genealogical tree becom esm ore and m ore uniform aswe go to higher din ensions.
In general on a d dim ensional hypercubic lattice the m aximum branching possbl is
2d landinthelmitd! 1 thegrowth constant hasan expansion R(]

1 3
=2dd 1 — — 335 (15)
2d  (2d)?

Hence thedom Inant branching is2d 1 and probability ofa node branching into 2d 1
branches increases w ith dim ension, and the lower branching num bers occur w ith m uch
an aller frequencies. T he probability of connection to leveln ishard to obtain analytically
for any d.

In Fig.3 wehave also shown aplot ofe ciency of IE in 3 and 4 din ensions for SAW .
In fow hours one can simulate 10° M onte<€ arlo runs forwalks of size 1000 on a Pentium —4
madchine. W e get T, n? r 2,3 and 4 din ensions. This kads us to conclude that the
an all non unifom ity of the genealogical tree is unin portant and T, vares as n? in all
din ensions for SAW .

W e note that for SAW s, other algorithm s lke pivot are known to be m ore e cient.
For pivot algorithm the correlation tin e for end to end length variesasn* wih x < 1 in
two din ensions [9]. However, if we want to study som e variabl lke correlations In the
directions of consecutive steps of the wal, the correlation tin e will have to satisfy the
nequality, T, n, asonewould need to update each step about O (1) tinesto a ect the
nearest neighbour correlations.

4 TIm proved Incom plete Enum eration (IIE)

Them ain Im iation of IE is attrition: the probability of generating n-site con gurations
In a given M onteC arlo run goes down wih n. One way to increase the probability of
survival is to redistrbute weight am ongst the descendants in such a way that whik the

probability that a particular node is selected rem ains sam e asbefore, the probability that

at—least one of the descendants is chosen is Increased. W e call this m proved Incom plete

Enum eration (ITE )’.

Suppose In the in plem entation of IE as outlined in Section 1, we come to a node
with degree j. Then ;n IE, each link is independently deleted with a probability (1
p), and the probability that all links are deleted is (I  p)7, which is non zero, even if
the expected number of descendants of this node ispj > 1. In IIE, the links are not
deleted Independently. T he probability that any given node is selected ram ain p, but the
probability that at least one node is selected increases. This is In plem ented as follow : If
there are j descendants of a node and each link downward is present w ith probabiliy p,
then we choose Int (pj) edges at random and give them weight one, and sslect one of the



edge out of the ram aining j at random and give it a weight one w ith probability frac (j)
and delete all the other edges.

Hencewe see that in TIE , though the average probability of selection ofan edge rem ains
p, but i enhances the probability of connection between two level of the genealogical tree
and hence the probability of success In a given M onte C arlo run. Forexam ple, asw illbe
discussed in the next section, on a regulartree w ith p = 1= , the probability of connection
up-to n kevelsbelow in IIE is exactly one whereas it goesas1l=n in IE.

4.1 System sw ith recursively de ned genealogical tree

In IIE one redistributes the sum of probabilities of connection from a node to the next
level. On a uniform binary treey; = 2 8iand wih p; = 1=2, yip; = 1 and hence for
pi = 1=2 wih IIE probability of reaching any leveln of the tree after n steps is exactly
1 and exactly one con guration of any given size is generated in the process and hence
T, = n.W ih p; = 1=k this resul holds for any k node uniform tree. Clearly p; = 1=k is
the best choice in this case, as an absolute lowerbound on tin e T,, ofthe algorithm isn.
Ifwe use the In proved algorithm fora (23,233) tree, X , 1 and hence the average CPU
tin e per run w ill ram ain the same. W e can also detem ine the connection probabilities
P, M) and P3(n). The coupled di erence equations for b, (r) and P (r) have no cubic
tem . The recursions are

P+ 1)=p@2 () + P3(r) 16)
3p 1

3 @R @)+ PZ(r)) a7)

Ps+ 1)=pP; @)+ 2P5 (r))

which atp= 1= = p.givesP, (n) varyingasl=n forlargen. T he tin e per ndependent
run com es out to be (33 ) % tin es that in inocom plete enum eration. That is, IIE is
nearly three tinesmore e cient than IE.

IIE certainly works better than IE . But, except for the unifom tree, the di erence
between IE and IIE isonly in the coe cient ofn?. W hile perform ance of IIE in proves as
the genealogical tree becom es m ore and m ore uniform , there is no qualitative di erence

In thee ciency of IE and IIE on a recursively de ned non uniform tree.

42 IIE for SAW

W e studied TIE on a d din ensional hypercubic lattice ford= 2 to 10.

IIE enhances the perform ance ofthe algorithm by increasing the probability of connec—
tion between root and Jleveln. For SAW on a square lattice, F ig. 4 show s the probability
of connection P (n) for IE and IIE both. P (n) is roughly 3:5 tim es bigger for ITE . Tn two
din ensions, T, is of order 0:12n? for IIE . Ih three din ensions the perfom ance is even
betterand T, 0:056n?, which is roughly a factor of 7:5 Jess than the tin e taken by IE .

In generalwe nd on a d din ensionalhypercube IIE hasa e cincy T, = agn? where
a4 is a decreasing finction of dim ension for generating SAW s. Figh show s the plot of TIE
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for dim ensions 2 to 10. The m em ory requirem ent of the algorithm -ust Increases linearly
w ith system size in alldin ensions and we could perform 10° M C runs rwalks up-to sizes
1000 .n few hours of com puter tin e on a Pentiuim 4 m achine. W e nd that g decreases
asd ? approxin ately, ie the algorithm perfom s better w th increasing din ension.

W e conclude that or IE and IIE for SAW , T, = agn®. The probability of connection
between root and leveln doesnot depend on . It depends only on the non-uniform iy of
the tree. T he genealogical tree ism ore uniform in higher din ensions and the constant ag4
depends on din ension. For IE, the change In a4 w ith dim ension isquite Insigni cant. But
agq can be decreased signi cantly by redistrbuting weights. This is a strong num erical
evidence that the perform ance is always O ?) independent of the din ension and for
linear polym ers.

A further enhancem ent can be achieved by choosing the pruning only after looking
desper, but we found that because of the Increase both in the m em ory requirem ent and
In the CPU tin e to generate one con guration, there is no net gain over IIE .

5 Lattice Anim als and B ranched Polym ers

In this section we w ill study the IE algorithm for branched polym ers. Since the e ciency

of IE is polynom ial In n for linear polym ers, it seem s plausble that i will be so also

for branched polym ers. There are two im portant ways In which the genealogical tree

for branched polym ers di er from that for linear polym ers. There are ssveral equally
reasonable, com putationally easy to im plem ent choices of rules to de ne parentage, and
In all of them the degree of a node is not bounded. T he num ber of possibble descendants

of a node is of the order of its perin eter sites and hence the m axinum of the degree of
nodes at level n Increases linearly with n. The average number of descendants  is of

0 (1), and the num ber of nodes w ith large branching num ber is exponentially sm all. But

thism akes an in portant di erence in the uctuationsofthe number ofanin alsofa given
size generated In a given run.

T he structure of genealogical tree for lattice anim als is m ore com plex than for self-
avoiding walks. W e studied the algorithm on genealogicaltree obtained by using M artin’s
labelling schem e [[7]. W e have tried two or three varations of the priority rules, and our
results are Insensitive to these changes.

5.1 Lattice anin als on a B inary tree

W e st discuss our resuls for the anim als on a binary tree. This sinplk case ismore
analytically tractable. The generating function of total num ber of lattice anin als on a
binary tree iswellknown [l9land £ isA (y)= ; A,y = @ P 1 4y)=2y,whereA, is
the totalnum ber of anin als w ith r sites. A, are the C atalan num bers, which com e up In
m any other contexts in combiatorics P3]. For large r thisgivesA, 4°r >.The grow th
constant in this case is 4.

T he num ber ofdescendants ofa node at level r in the genealogicaltree forthisproblem

liesbetween 2 to (r+ 1). In this case the genealogical tree is easily characterised: T he root
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site isa 2 node. A k-node has k descendants, and the degree of these descendants are
k+ 1;k;:::3;2 respectively. This is seen as follow s: the node corresoonds to a branched
polym er w ith k unblocked perim eter sites, which are ordered by som e priority rule. The
m ¥ descendant ofthisnode isa node ofdegree (k+ 2 m ) and correspondsto st m 1)
perin eter sites blocked, m ™ site occupied and k m ) allwed for fiirther occupation.
Since on a binary tree every site hastwo dow nw ard neighbours, hence we see that a k-node
will give rise to nodes with k + 1;k; :::2 descendants. For exam ple, in Fig. '§, the top
node corresponds to an anin alof one site, and has two growth sites. If st ofthese two
sites is occupied, then the corresponding anin alhas three grow th sites. If it isblocked it
has two grow th sites and so on.

The total number of nodes at a level r isequalto A,. Let B, (k) is the number of
k-nodesat kevel (r 1).W e can detem Ine the distrdbution of the branching number. W e

nd that B, k) satisfy the follow ing relation

5(2
Brk)= A, Bri(s) (18)
s=2
Asr ! 1 ,1=4 ofthe nodes at a level have 2 o sorings and 1=4 of the total nodes
have 3 0 springs. And kevel r has exactly one node w ith degree (r+ 1).Fork 4, it can
be shown that In theasymptoticlm it (r! 1 ), the fraction ofnodeshaving k o sorings
is k 1)=2* orr>> k.
To ndthee ciency factor T,, we have to determ ine the probability of connection of
root to a kevel. IfP (k;r) is the probability of a node with k o springs to be connected
to at—east one node r levels below i, then P (k;r) has a recursion

k1
Pkyr+ 1)=1 1 PP (s51),k=2tol 19)
s=2

w ith Initial conditions

P k;1)=18 k 2 (20)

and p is the probability w ith which we choose any edge of the tree. P (2;r) will give the
probability of connection of root to Jevelr on the genealogicaltree. Eq. (19) isa nonlinear
equation. This equation can also be w ritten as

1 Pkyry= @1 Pk L;n))@d pP &k+ L;r 1)) k> 2 (21)

This equation is also valid for k = 2 if we choose the convention that P (1;r) =
PP 2;r 1).
T hese equations have the ollow Ing properties:

l.Forp< 1=4,P k;r) tends to zero as r tends to In niy exponentially fast for any
xed k. In fact, ifwe consider r as a tin e ke variabl and k as space lke variablk,
then P (k;r) has a travelling front solution in thisregime P k;r)=F k vr)).
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2. Forp= 1=4, the velocity oftravelling front goesto zero. T he distance m oved by the
front ncreasesas r'™> and P k;r) F k r7).AsF (x) expx) orx ! 1,
this inpliesthat P 2;r) exp( ™) Hor large x.

3.Forp> 1=4,asrgoesto in niy, P k) tends to a non trivial xed point fiinction
P (k) greater than zero.

Thism ay be seen as ollows. The xed point equation In tem sof xed point variables
P k) is

1 P &K=00 P k 1)Q0 ppP k+1) 22)

Clearly, P (k)= 08k isa trivial xed point ofthisequation. Forp > 1=4, there isa
non trivial xed pointwith P (k) non zerom onotonic increasing, with? k) 1 (1 p)k
for large k. However, a closed form solution forany p > 1=4 isdi culk.

On num erically tteratingEq. (19) in r,we nd that the equation has a travelling front
solutions forp  1=4 and has nontrivial xed point forp> 1=4.

Eq @2) hastwo stationary solutions, ieP ()= 18k and P (k)= 08k.Forp 1=4,
P k) = 0 is the stabk solution whike P () = 1 is an unstable solution. Our initial
conditions given by Eq €0) are steep. Starting w ith these initial conditions, on num erical
fteration we nd thatasr increases, a front ssparating stable solution P = 0 and unstable
solution P = 1 moves In the forward direction. From the translational invariance of Eq.
19) one expects a running wave solution. W e nd that the front m oves w ith a constant
velocity and hence, P (k;r) for large k and v m ust tend to the asym ptotic fom

P &k;r) F k vr) @3)
W ede nek (r), the width of the front by the equation,

1
P k (¥);r)= 5 (24)

Fig. 1] show s a plot of num erically detemm fned P (k;r) with repect tok  k (r) Porp
near 1=4. Curves orp below , above and at p = 1=4 allocollapse on the sam e line. A ctually,
a travelling front orP (k;r) asde ned by Eq. '(21) exists orallk, 1 < k< 1 ,ifwe
take boundary condiions such thatP ( 1 ;r)= Oand P (1 ;r)= 1.

At p = 1=4, the velocity of the travellng front is zero. Iff we plot P k + 1;r) as a
function ofP (k;r),we nd thatasr Increasesthe graph approachesa lim iting form . Thus
for the asym ptotic wavefront, P k + 1;r) is a single valued nonlinear finction ofP (k;r).
W e have plotted these values for di erent r in Fig. 8 and they all are very close and
seam to lie on the sam e curve. Hence if we start from a point on this curve and iterate
the xed point equation Eq. (22) with p= 1=4, we generate a travelling front. W e have
not been able to deduce the functional form ofthis function, which correspondsto a st
order di erence equation for P (k) from the second order equation Eq. {2:2) Eqg. {2:2)
tums out to be a sti equation and one has to be carefulwhik iterating it in Increasing
k direction. W e iterated Eq. 2) starting with di erent sets of values of P (k + 1) and
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P (k) given by Fig. § and found the equation yilds a travelling front sam e as the one
shown i Fig. 7.

W e could not solve the fiillnon-linear di erence equation Eq. (19). K esping only the
temm s Inear in P w illgive an upperbound on P (k;r+ 1), ie

It 1
P k;r+ 1) p P (s;x) (25)
s=2
W e can represent this set of equations n m atrix form also. Hence if P, represents the
in nite colum n aray with ¥ entry being P (k;r) then

P, pM Py (26)

whereM isthe transition m atrix. If , isthe largest eigenvaluie ofM then forp< 1= ,
nthelmitofr! 1 ,P willbeO,ieP ()= 0 Prallk,and Prp< 1= .

The elem ents M ;;; of the transition m atrix M are such that, M ;;; = 1 for j @i+ 1)
and 0 otherw ise. Iffwe truncate M beyondn n M ,), then the determ nant D , ofM ,
com es out to be

n #
1 1
Dhp=A() F @ @7)
g q
wih x;;%, = = 1 4,andAa()=1= 1 £ isaooe cintwhih does not depend

2
onn. Then equatingD, = O0mnthen ! 1 lmigiwves , = 4. This mplies that for

p < 1=4, P (;r) will decay exponentially w ith increasing r and Eq £5) willwork well
Hence, by de nition percolation threshold p of this tree is 1=4.
T he Iinearised recursion can be solved explicitly, and we get,
k+ 2r 1]

P k;r)=p K+t 1] B+ 1] (28)

which for lJarge r gives

" |

In (4p)
@)

1
P k;r) Zp:exp n2 k+ r (29)
r

Ifwe assum e a travelling front solution ofkind P k;r) / exp( &k vr)) tobevalid in
the tail of the distrbution, then substituting in linearised recursion E€q.£5)), ora given
p we get a spectrum  of travelling wave lke solutions param etrised by w ith the velocity
v of the front given by

1 1
yo tpt el ) (30)
p

In thiscase, it isknow n that the front actually chooses a unique velocity given by m Inin um
of right hand side of Eq. (30) with respect to  [24]. The front velocity is given by
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y-22el ) 2 (31)

1 ep( )
w here is the solution of the transcendental equation

—1]nl exp ( )+ exp( ) - 32)

P 1 ep( )
Nearp = 1=4,we can takev  In (@dp)=h (2) and In2. Travelling front solutions
have been found in a large variety of problem s in physics P51.
T he linearisation of Eq (19) would be valid only orp  1=4 and k < k, (r). Beyond
that, linear solution will grow beyond one whereas the solution of the full nonlinear
equation will saturate to 1. Here k, (r) is the value of k at which P (k;r) given by Eq.

£9) becom es of O (1) and is equalto

rih @p) 1
ko (¥) = T ; for p< Zl (33)

At p= 1=4, the asym ptotic velocity of the front is zero and the front advances as a
sub linear power of r. This is the critical point of the percolation on this tree, and Eq.
©9) gives a algebraic decaying solution for su ciently smallk. This is only an upper
bound to the actual value. On num erically iteratihg Eq. (19) ©r r upto order 10*, we
found unexpectedly that it decays as a stretched exponential in r.

The xed point equation as given by Eq. '(22) is again a nonlinear equation. To

nd the dependence of probability of connection of root, P (2;r), on the width of the
front we solved the lnearised xed point equation. On solving, we nd that it goes
as2* © for large r, where k (r) is the width of the distrbution. Hence in general,
P 2;r) exp( ak (r).

W e further studied the width k (r) of the front as a function of r fordi erent values
ofp. Atp= 1=4 we found k (r) . Fig. 9 shows a plot of k (r) as a function of
r'=. Forp = 1=4, the plt is a straight line. This inpliesthat P 2;r) exp( cr'™) at
p= 1=4. Forp< 1=4,k (r) vares lhearly wih r and tends to a constant forp > 1=4.
W e can directly iterate Eq. {1:9). In FJgEl-g we have plotted log® (2;r)) as a function
of r'® which comes out to be a straight line. Fig 9 and Fig. i1( are strong num erical
evidence that the probability of connection goesasexp ( cr ) for branched polym ers on
binary tree. Ournum erical studiesgive = 0333 0005and c= 247 001.

52 H euristic argum ent for the stretched exponentialbehaviour
of P n) at p= 1=4

W e now present a heuristic argum ent to understand why k varies as r'™> at p.. Let us

consider a genealogical tree of lattice anin als on a binary tree, In which nodes w ith m ore

than k descendants are deketed. W e denote the probability that the m axin um degree of
a node connected to root down to evelr isk, , by H, k, ) and the probability that a k,
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node is connected to at kast one node r leveldown on the truncated genealogical tree by
Jx, @©).

Now on a truncated tree, transition m atrix M isno ongerin nite. kisnow ak ky
matrik with M ;5 = 1 for j  (i+ 1) and 0 otherwise. Here M ;5 represents the i row
and j® colimn entry ofM , and we nd the critical value of p which is just inverse of the
largest eigenvalue of M to be a function ofk, and isequalto

1
n)=— 1+ tan’ 34
P Ky ) p K+ 1 (34)
Forp< pcKp ), Jx, (r) decays exponentially with r. In Jarge r Iim it it is given by
ik, (€)  exp (rlog E=pc Kkn ))) (35)

Atp= 1=4,weget J,, (r) exp( br=kZ),whereb isa constant.
Tt iseasy togeta lowerbound on H, (k, ), asa orderk, nodeoccurs rsttime at level
k. and probability of connection of root to this node is p* . Hence

Hyky,) P& =4F%n (36)

Hence, sheep = 1=4 is essthan p. ky, ) Prany niek , J, (@) exp ( br=k§),
whereb= ?.ShceH,k,) exp( ayk,), orlamge rwe get
" g

br
P ;1) max exp apkn

2 @37

which gives

P R;r] exp( cr) (38)

where c= g (2ba§)% . Ifwe take H; k, ) to be as given by Eq. (36), we get an Iower
bound on P (2;r). Takihgb= ? and a, = logd weget c= 2 2 *log’4)'™ = 504. This
should be com pared w ith the num erical estin ate c= 247.

T hus our num erical sin ulations and qualitative argum ents show that probability of
connection goes down as a stretched exponential at p = 1=4, the p. of the genealogical
tree of lattice anin als on binary tree as opposed to r ! decay for linear polym ers. So if
we chosep; = 1=4 81, then X ,i r *? and hence the average com puter tin e to generate
one statistically independent sam ple of size r, T, would go as exp (cr'™>) to leading order.

C karly the algorithm is not working well and one would like to enhance tse ciency
ifpossble. W e tred to study the algorithm by choosing p; such that its asym ptotic value
is1=4.Wechosp; = % + i%) and studied T, as a function ofx andm .

A s argued earlier, takingm = 1, we can change , and P (r) by m ultiplicative factors
which arepowersofr. Thiswillnotm akemuch ofa di erence, as the kading dependence
rem ains exp (cr'™). Usingm < 1, seem s to be m ore Interesting.

Form < 1, the average CPU tin e perM onte< arlo run would vary asexp &r' ™ ). Th
case of linearpolym ers, we saw that tin e com plexiy ofthe algorithm form = 1 forany x is
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polynom ialin r. Hence,m < 1wasclkarly abad choice. But in the case of lattice anim als,
this Increase In num erator is exactly cancelled by a corresoonding Increase in P (r). For
2=3 m < 1, , hcreasesasexp®r' ™ ) and P (r) vares as exp( cr'™ + xr' ™ ) to
leading order for large r. These cancelto give T,  exp (cr'>) independent ofm . To
m onitor the behaviour of various prefactors, we study this num erically. Fig. 11 shows
pt of T, or r = 1000, form = 2=3;5=6 and 1 as a function ofx. Forl a 2=3,to
Jeading order T, goes as exp (cr'=>), but there exist a non trivial value of x at which T, is
mihmmum fora given m . Ifwe ook at T, at best value of x form = 2=3;5=6 and 1, we
nd that as r increases the di erence isnot signi cant.

Hence we conclude that to leading order, T,  exp (cr'™>), forthe best choice ofp. For
all2=3 m 1, there exist a range of x for which the tim e com plexiy of the algorithm
w ill rem ain qualitatively the sam e.

5.3 Lattice Anin alson a 2 dim ensional square lattice

W e also studied the e ciency for Jattice anim als on a square lattice. From exact series
enum eration the A, isknown to vary as * wih 406257 [6]. In this case also the
number of o springs a node at kevel r can have is O (r) and the genealogical tree in this
case though m ore com plicated, is qualitatively sin ilar. Num erically, we nd that the
probability distrdbution of number of descendants k (of a random ¥y chosen node) has a
maximum atk= 4,wih Prcbk = 4) 1=4.W e enum erated lattice anin als up-to sizes
1000 using IE with 10° M onte€ arlo runs. It took tin e of order one day on a Pentium -4
m achine. W ith IIE we generated sam ples of size 2000 with 2 10° M onte€ arlo runs in
23 days tim e. T hese sizes are of sam e order as those produced using the cut and paste
type algorithm s.

In thiscase, we nd thatP (r) has the stretched exponentialform P (n) exp( o),
w ith 04 forboth IE and IIE .Fig. 12!shows [ IogP (r)] varies approxin ately linearly
with r°*. W e also studied the directed lattice aninals DA ) on a square lattice. In this
casewe ndthat, = 032 002 Fig..13).

6 D iscussion

We ndthee cincy ofIE to bedi erent for linear and branched polym ers. T his is due
to the fact that genealogical tree for the Jatter ism uch m ore non unifomm .

For s=lfavoiding walks, In any din ension, the tin e to generate an independent sam ple
ofn steps T,  agn?, independent of din ension forboth IE and IIE . For IE there is no
signi cant change in g wih dinension. But or IIE a4 d?. In the lim iting case of
SAW on bhary tree T, = n or IIE .

Forbranched polymers T,, ncreasesasexp(n ) wih 0< < 1 In alldin ensions for
both IE and IIE . R edistrbuting weight does not change the value of . IIE works better
than IE, but the di erence is only in the coe cient c. The exponent depends weakly
on the din ension, is relation to the usually studied exponents of the branched polym er
problem eg. , isnot clear at present.
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A s discussed earlier, the genealogical tree for cluster enum eration is not unigque and
onem ight argue that M artin’s schem e is not the optim alchoice. W e tried to generate the
genealogical tree using som e varations of this rule, but we did not nd any signi cant
change in e ciency of the algorithm .

Forbranched polym ers, the degree of a node in the genealogical tree is not bounded,
and the m aximnum degree Increases w ith depth of the genealogical tree. However, the
fractional num ber of nodes w ith high degree is very sm all. For genealogical tree corre—
goonding to anin alson a binary treewe nd the fractional num ber of k-nodes goes dow n
exponentially w ith k for largek Eq. (1§)). Sin ilar, behaviour was cbserved for branched
polym ers and directed branched polym ers on a square lattioe num erically. It is surprising
that even an exponentially rare distribution ofnodesw ith large degree seam s to be enough
to change the behaviour ofe ciency ofthe algorithm on the tree.

In the case of branched polym ers, we found that the T, for IE variesasexp (cn ) wih
0< < 1.W hikthisisnotvery good, onecan nd problem s forwhich IE 's perfom ance
iseven worsewith = 1. A s an example, consider self avoiding walks on a disordered
lattice, cbtained by ram oving a fraction (I 1) ofbonds at random from a square lattice.
It isknown that the average num ber of self avoiding waks of ngth n variesas @ )" R7],
where isthe growth constant of the self avoiding walks on the same latticewith u = 1.
H ence the grow th constant of the corresponding genealogicaltree would also beu . Now
ifwe consider a square lattiocs, the 2:638 and the bond percolation threshold is 1=2.
Forl= < u < 1=2, all clusters would be nite with probability 1, and the probability
that cluster contains n sites would decrease exponentially with n. In this case, IE willbe
Ine cient and even for best choice, T, willvary as exp (cn).

One could argue that IE is a rather lne cient algorithm , which gives reasonable per-
form ance only fora an all selected set of problam s. W e do not think so. In fact, the causes
that m ake I Ine cient are also operative in the m uch larger class of genetic type algo-
rithm s. T he high degree of correlationsbetween di erent sam ples generated isa comm on
feature ofm any of these algorithm swhich em ploy pruning and enrichm ent. For exam ple,
one could expect a sin ilar behaviour to occur in the BerretiSokal algorithm {1Q], for
branched polym ers. T he correlations arise because In all such ¥®volutionary’ type algo-—
rithm s di erent sam ples generated often share a comm on ancestor In the past. W hether
our results can be generalised to a larger class of PERM type algorithm s seem s to be an
Interesting question for further study.
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7 Appendix

A s discussed In Secd, to enum erate all allowed con gurations on a com puter, one need
a good exact enum eration algorithm which would generate all possble con gurations
exactly once, w thout needing to refer to what has been generated previously. Hence,

one has to label the n-poInt con gurations such that for any n-point con guration the
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labelling is unigue and on rem oving the last added site we must get an allowed (0 1)—

point con guration. For the self avoiding walks this can be easily achieved by labellng
the rstpoint ofwalk asl, the second 2, and so on. But usually such natural choice of
labelling doesn’t exist form ost problam s. For Jattice trees and anin als, M artin discusses

this in detail [L7]. Here we descrbbe brie y his algorithm for labelling a n—cluster.

Choos a ruk for ordering the neighbours of any given site. For exam ple, or DA
on a square lattice Figl ), we chose the rul that the upward neighbour is Iabelled
before the right neighbour. For lattice aninm als on the binary tree we choose kft
neighbour before the right neighbour ig. 6).

W e labelthe root as 1 and itsneighbours are labelled 2;3; 4 :::: In the order according
to the prority rule.

W hen all points ad-pcent to point 1 have been Iabelled, label any still unlabelled
points ad-pcent to point 2 according to the priority rule and then of point 3 and
0 on. This Jabeling hence induces a tree structure on the cluster which is the
genealogical tree.

T he labelling described above is jist one way of labelling the con gurations. O ne can
Invent m any other labelling schem es, which would give rise to di erent genealogical tree.
Butwe nd that the nature of genealogical tree depends on the underlying problem and
not on the rules of labelling.
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Figure C aptions

Figurel An exam pl of a genealogicaltree. T he num bers labelling the sites indicate
the order .n which they are added (1 represents the root site). The tree shown is
for directed lattice site anin als on a square lattice.

Figure2 P ot of optinum values ofp on a (23;233) tree of depth 30

Figure3: T,=n? of IE as a flinction of sizen for SAW on a 2, 3 and 4 din ensional
hyper cubic lattice. The lowerm ost graph is for SAW on a square lattice and m iddle
onein 3 dandthetopmostisford d.

F igured P robability of getting a walk of size n on a square lattice for IE and IIE .

Figure5T,=n’? of IIE Vs size n for SAW on a 2;3;4;5;6;7;8 and 10 din ensional
hyper cubic lattice.

Figure6 ¥ irst few Jevels of the genealogical tree for lattice anin als on a binary tree.
Solid circles represent the occupied sites and crossed circles denote blocked sites on
the Bethe lattice. D otted lines sketch the underlying Bethe lattice, whereas solid
lines represent the bonds present.

Figure7P ot of P k;r) Vsscaledk k (r), orp= 025 andp= 025 00001 and
r= 100;300 and 600. A 11the nine curves collapse to the sam e front pro k.

Figure8 P ot of P (k+ 1) asa function ofP (k) atp= 1=4 forr= 25000;26000;28000
and 30000. A 1lthe curves are very close and approach a lim iting form w ith increasing
r. The dotted line is just the Inex = y.

Figure9T he width k (r) of the travelling front as a fiinction of r'=> for di erent
values ofp. The value ofp increases from Jeft to right. Curves of eft ofp= 1=4 are
forp < 1=4 and the oneson right are forp > 1=4. Forp = 1=4 the graph approaches
a straight Ineasr! 1 .
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F igurel0T hick line istheplot of log® (2;r)) asa function of =3, when p is taken
to be 1=4. The dotted lne is a straight line of slope 2:47.

Figurell P ot of IogT, form = 2=3;5=6 and 1 as a function ofx forn = 1000.

Figurel2P ot of logP ;1)) Vs £* for lattice anin als on a square lattice w ith
IE and TIE .

Figurel3P ot of log@® (r)) Vs #?? for directed anin alswith IIE .
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Figure 1: An exam pk of a genealogical tree. T he num bers labelling the sites Indicate the
order In which they are added (1 represents the root site). T he tree shown is for directed
lattice site anin als on a square Jattice.
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Figure 2: P ot of optinum values ofp; on a (23;233) tree of depth 30
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Figure 3: T,=n? of IE as a fiinction of size n ©r SAW on a 2,3 and 4 din ensional hyper
cubic lattice. The lower m ost graph is for SAW on a square httice and m iddke one In
3 dandthetopmostis for4 d.
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Figure 4: P robability of getting a walk of size n on a square lattice for IE and IIE .
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Figure 6: First few levels ofthe genealogicaltree for Iattice anim alson a binary tree. Solid
circles represent the occupied sites and crossed circles denote blocked sites on the Bethe
lattice. D otted lines sketch the underlying B ethe lattice, whereas solid lines represent the
bonds present.
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Figure 7: Pot of P k;r) Vsscaled k  k (), orp= 025 and p= 025 00001 and
r= 100;300 and 600. A 1l the nine cuxves collapse to the sam e front pro k.
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T he dotted lne is just the lIne x = y.
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Figure 10: Thick line istheplbt of log® (2;r)) asa function of r'=3, when p is taken to
be 1=4. The dotted line is a straight line of slope 247.
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