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A bstract

W e study the e� ciency ofthe incom plete enum eration algorithm forlinearand

branched polym ers. There is a qualitative di� erence in the e� ciency in these two

cases.Theaveragetim etogeneratean independentsam pleofcon� guration ofpoly-

m erwith n m onom ersvariesasn2 forlinearpolym ersforlarge n,butasexp(cn�)

forbranched (undirected and directed)polym ers,where 0 < � < 1.O n the binary

tree,our num ericalstudies for n oforder 104 gives � = 0:333 � 0:005. W e argue

that� = 1=3 exactly in thiscase.

M onte-Carlo(M C) sim ulations are a very im portant toolfor studying polym ers,as

exactresultsarehard tocom eby,and areavailableonly forthesim plestm odels.Broadly

speaking,M C algorithm sfallin two classes[1]:theM etropolistypeand thegenetictype.

TheM etropolistypealgorithm sgenerateatim esequenceofcon� gurationsofthepolym er

using a M arkovian evolution. The transition probabilitiesfrom one con� guration to the

nextaresochosen thatthetim eaverageofpropertiesofthesystem areequaltothatfrom

the desired distribution. These m ay use localm oves asin Rouse dynam ics [2],bi-local

m ovesasin thereptation algorithm [3]ornonlocalm ovesasin thepivot[4]and cut-and-

paste[5]algorithm s.Thereisinevitably som ecorrelation between di� erentcon� gurations

generated in an evolution. These algorithm s becom e ine� cient ifthe correlation tim e

becom esvery large,eg.when sim ulating polym ersin a random m edium .

In the geneticalgorithm s,onerandom ly generatesa sm allrandom num berofcon� g-

urationsin each run. The probability thata given con� guration isobtained in a run is
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proportionalto the desired distribution. One repeatsthe process form any runsto get

a large sam ple. Exam ples ofthis type are the enrichm ent [6]and the pruned-enriched

Rosenbluth m ethod(PERM )-like[7]algorithm s.

W hile there have been m any studies oflinear polym ers using various M onte-Carlo

techniques like pivot [4,8,9],PERM [7],Berreti-Sokalalgorithm s[10],branched poly-

m ershavebeen lessstudied.Algorithm sused forsim ulating linearpolym erscan often be

adapted forbranched polym ers,butthey areusually found to belesse� cient.Forexam -

ple,in thepivotalgorithm ,theacceptanceprobability ofthetransform ed con� guration is

found tobem uch lessforbranched polym ersthan forlinearpolym ers[11].Thealgorithm

doesnotperform wellforbranched polym ersadsorbed on a surface[12]. The PERM al-

gorithm also seem sto work lesswellforbranched polym ersthan forlinearpolym ers[13].

Incom pleteenum eration(IE)isan algorithm belonging to thegeneticclassofalgorithm s.

Ithasbeen used forsim ulating linearpolym ers[14],and forbranched polym ers[15,16].

A better understanding ofthe e� ciency ofM onte Carlo algorithm s for generating

branched polym ersseem sdesirable.W ewillstudy IE forlinearand branched polym ersin

thispaper.W echoosetheaveragecom putertim eTn needed to generateonestatistically

independentsam pleofdesired sizen asareasonablem easureofe� ciencyofthealgorithm .

The dependence ofTn on n is very di� erent for IE for linear and branched polym ers.

W e � nd for the linear polym ers Tn � kn2,but for branched polym ers Tn � exp(kn�),

0 < � < 1. W e also discuss an im provem ent ofIE which we callim proved incom plete

enum eration (IIE),in this paper. W e � nd that the im provem ent does not change the

asym ptoticdependenceofTn on n in general.IIE worksbetterthan IE butthedi� erence

isonly in thecoe� cientk.

The plan ofthe paperisas follows. W e describe the IE algorithm in Section 1. In

Section 2 we discussthe e� ciency criterion forM C algorithm sin general,and forIE in

particular. In Section 3 we study the e� ciency ofIE analytically forsom e sim ple cases

where the genealogicaltree has a sim ple recursive structure. W e also study IE forself

avoiding walks(SAW )in thissection. In allcaseswe � nd thatTn � n2.In Section 4 we

propose an im proved version ofthe IE algorithm ,IIE.Forsim ple random walksTn = n

fortheIIE algorithm ascom pared to Tn � n2 forIE.ForSAW s,IIE issigni� cantly m ore

e� cientand becom esbetterin higherdim ensions,butasym ptotic e� ciency rem ainsthe

sam eand Tn � adn
2 in alldim ensions,though thecoe� cientad decreaseswith increasing

dim ension.In Section 5westudy IE forbranched polym ersorlatticeanim alson abinary

tree.W e giveheuristic argum entsand num ericalevidence to show thatTn � exp(kn1=3)

forlargen forbranched polym erson a binary tree.W ealso study IE and IIE num erically

forundirected and directed branched polym erson asquarelatticein thissection.W e� nd

thatin both casesTn � exp(kn�),0< �< 1.W esum m arise ourresultsin Section 6.

1 T he Incom plete Enum eration A lgorithm

Self-avoidingwalkandlatticeanim als(LA)aresim plelatticem odelsoflinearandbranched

polym ers in dilute solutions. In order to study the therm odynam ic properties ofthese

polym ers,one has to average over allallowed con� gurations ofthe polym er ofa given
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num berofm onom ers. The averagesare de� ned with allcon� gurationsconsidered to be

equally likely. Since the totalnum berofpossible con� gurationsgrow exponentially fast

with sizeofthepolym er,brute-forceexactcalculation ispossibleonly forsm allpolym ers.

M onte-Carlo m ethodsallowsusto study m uch largersizesby obtaining a representative

sam ple ofthe setofcon� gurationsand estim ate the ensem ble averagesfrom the sam ple

average.

TheIE algorithm isasim plem odi� cation ofexactenum eration algorithm forgenerat-

ing polym ers. A good exactenum eration algorithm generatesallpossible con� gurations

exactly once [17].Thisisensured by de� ning a rulewhich,given an n-sitecon� guration

ofa polym er,identi� esuniquely oneofthesesitesasthe‘lastadded site’.Rem oving this

site m ust result in an allowed polym er con� guration of(n � 1) sites. The (n � 1)-site

polym eriscalled the parentofthe n-site con� guration. W e startby im agining thatwe

havearranged allcon� gurationsin a genealogicaltree,whosenodesarethedi� erentcon-

� gurationsofthe polym er,such thatallpolym ercon� gurationsofn sitesare atleveln

and areconnected to theirparentatlevel(n � 1).Clearly,the treedependson therule

used to de� ne parenthood. For exam ple,Fig. 1 shows a genealogicaltree for directed

lattice anim als on a square lattice for n � 4,using one such choice (see Appendix for

details).In theactualim plem entation ofthealgorithm ,thewholegenealogicaltreeisnot

constructed � rst,and tree isconstructed and the pruning isdecided aswe proceed in a

depth � rstsearch.

Asthe num berofcon� gurationsofpolym erofsize n increasesexponentially with n,

thetim erequired toconstructthegenealogicaltreeup-toleveln in theexactenum eration

algorithm increasesexponentially with n.ThebasicideaoftheIE algorithm istodecrease

thistim eby random ly pruning thegenealogicaltree.

In IE wechoosea setof(n� 1)realnum berspi(0< pi� 1),fori= 1 to(n� 1).Any

bond in thegenealogicaltreeconnectinglevelrtolevel(r+ 1)isrem oved with probability

(1� pr)independentoftheotherbonds.Ifacon� guration getsdisconnected from theroot

node,autom atically allitsdescendantsarealso rem oved.W em akeadepth � rstsearch of

thepruned genealogicaltreeup-to depth n to determ inethedi� erentcon� gurationsthat

rem ain atleveln. W e run the algorithm severaltim esto generate a large sam ple. The

probability ofenum eration ofa particularr sitecon� guration in a given run is

�r =

i= r�1Y

i= 1

pi (1)

This is sam e for allcon� gurations ofsize r. This ensures that the sam ple ofcon-

� gurationsobtained isunbiased. Asa con� guration can occuratm ostonce in a single

M onte-Carlo run,IE sam plesthepopulation withoutreplacem ent.

Thedi� erentrunsarem utually uncorrelated.However,thenum berofcon� gurations

produced within onerun variesfrom run to run,and di� erentcon� gurationsproduced in

thesam erun arecorrelated.Also,thefraction ofrunsin which onegeneratesatleastone

con� guration ofsizen goesdown with increasing n.

In case ofSAW swhich m odellinearpolym ers,there isa naturallabelling schem e in

which one justlabelsthe � rstpointofwalk by 1,the second by 2 and so on. In case of
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branched polym ersthere are severaldi� erentchoicesoflabelling possible corresponding

to di� erentpossible rulesofrem oving a site from a n-site clusterto generate a (n � 1)-

site connected cluster. W e have used the M artin’s labelling schem e [17]forourcluster

counting algorithm s.A briefdescription ofthiscan befound in theAppendix.

2 E� ciency

In general,in M onte-Carlo m ethods,the tim e needed to estim ate an ensem ble average

� = hO iofsom e observable O over allclusters ofsize n averaged over N independent

sam ples would give estim ate as �� = �� �=
p
N , where �2 is the variance ofO . If

correlations are present,the average tim e required to estim ate � within the fractional

error�variesas(�=��)2�,where� isam easureofcorrelationsin thedata.ForM etropolis

evolution, � is the auto-correlation tim e ofthe observable O . In the case ofIE,the

e� ciency dependson theaveragetim etaken by theM onteCarlo algorithm to generatea

singlerun and thedegreeofcorrelationspresentin thedi� erentsam plesproduced in the

sam erun.

Itisdi� culttodeterm inethelatterexactly forIE.Itdependsalso on thequantity we

wanttoaverage.Considerasetofcon� gurationsgenerated by N independentrunsofthe

IE algorithm .Lettheprobability thatasinglerun producesatleastonesam plebeP(n),

andtheaveragenum berofcon� gurationsproduced perrun bea.Then forlargeN ,wewill

generateapproxim ately N a con� gurations,which willbem adeofapproxim ately P(n)N

m utually uncorrelated groups.Thustheaverage size ofa correlated group isa=P(n).It

seem sreasonableto m easurethee� ciency ofthealgorithm in term softheaverageCPU

tim e required to produce one independent group ofcon� gurations. This overestim ates

correlationsasthistreatsallsam plesproduced within onerun asfully correlated 1.

Otherde� nitionsofe� ciency arepossible,and m ay be advantageousin speci� c con-

texts.Forexam ple,onem ay beinterested in som easym ptoticpropertiesofthepolym er

problem ,likethebranchingnum ber�,orthecriticalexponent�.In thiscase,thevalueof

n isnotdecided beforehand,and thedesired estim ateisobtained bysuitableextrapolation

ofdatafordi� erentn.W ecan study averagenum berofdescendants< Xn >� �(1� �=n)

to estim ate � and �. Analysisoferrorsin such quantitiesism ore com plicated,and will

notbediscussed here.

LetTn bethe average CPU tim erequired to obtain onerun which generatesatleast

onecon� guration ofsizen.If�n istheaverageCPU tim eforoneM onte-Carlo run,then

wehave

Tn =
�n

P(n)
(2)

1Forexam ple,them ean is2749:2 and thestandard deviation � is1349:2 fortheradiusofgyration of

anim alsofsize50 forthefullpopulation.Theaveragenum berofsam plesproduced persuccessfulrun of

M C sim ulation was27:5.Ifwecalculatetheaverageradiusofgyration of100 sam plesof104 consecutive

runs,thestandard deviation �
0

,ofthem ean calculated is144:2.Thiswould havebeen �=100ifthey were

uncorrelated.Sim ilarly,forSAW ofsize 50 on a squarelattice the averagenum berofsam plesproduced

persuccessfulrun is5:3 and � = 60:44,and �
0

= 1:4 for100 sam plesof104 consecutiveruns.
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The average CPU tim e required forone run isestim ated easily in term softhe tim e

taken to add ordeletea con� guration on thegenealogicaltree.W ede� ne thisto beone

unitofCPU tim e.

The totalCPU tim e forone M C run is proportionalto the num ber ofnodes in the

pruned genealogicaltree. Let X j denote the random num ber ofj site con� gurations

generated in asinglerun.Thetim etovisitsitesoftherandom ly pruned treeup-todepth

n is
P n

j= 1X j.TheCPU tim ein a run isthen proportionalto thenum berofnodesin the

pruned tree. The average CPU tim e perrun �n,would be equalto the sum ofaverage

valueshX ji,averaged overallruns.

�n /

nX

j= 1

< X j > (3)

Forlinearand branched polym ers,the totalnum berofcon� gurationsAn ofa given

sizen isknown to vary as

A n � A�
n
n
�� (4)

for large n. Here A is a constant,� is called the growth constant and � is a critical

exponent. Since each con� guration with n siteshasa probability �n (Eq. (1))ofbeing

generated,and thereareA n totalnum berofcon� gurations,hXni= �nA n,giving

�n =

nX

j= 1

A j�j (5)

Since hX nican be directly estim ated in IE,we geta way to estim ate the num berof

con� gurationshXniby sim ulations.Thiscan beused to estim atethe�and �.

A study ofthe e� ciency ofthe algorithm is com plicated as P(n) depends on the

structureofthegenealogicaltree,and isdi� cultto determ ine theoretically.

An upperbound on working ofthese algorithm isthe tim e forexactenum eration of

allthesam ples,which isexponentialin n.Considerthecasein which pi= p foralli.So

long asp�> 1,hX niwillgrow exponentially with n. AsP(n)� 1,thisim pliesthatTn
increasesexponentially with n ifp� > 1. Also,ifp� < 1,then P(n)variesas(p�) n to

leading order,but�n rem ains� nite(�n � �1)[18].Thusagain Tn increasesexponentially

with n.Thesetwo considerationstogetherim ply thata good choiceofp isthatitshould

be approxim ately equalto 1=�. However,� nding the optim alchoice offpig fora given

problem isnon trivial.W einvestigatethisin thenextsection forsom eillustrativecases.

3 O ptim ising the IE algorithm

3.1 System s w ith U niform genealogicaltree

Thesim plestofenum eration problem sistheenum eration on a uniform genealogicaltree.

Forexam ple,random walkswhich are m odelsforlinearpolym erswithoutselfexclusion
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correspond to a uniform genealogicaltree ofbranching num ber�.The num berofnodes

atleveln is�n�1 .

Consider a uniform genealogicaltree with two descendants per node. In this case

num ber ofnodes at leveln would be 2n�1 . For the choice offpig,the probability of

connection ofrootwith levelr,denoted by P(r)followsa sim plerecursion relation

P(r+ 1)= 2prP(r)� p
2

rP
2(r) (6)

with P(1)= 1.TheaverageCPU tim eperrun �n isgiven by

�n = 1+

nX

i= 2

2i�1 �i (7)

Firstwetry to � nd outasto whatchoiceofp0is m inim isesTn forsm alln.

Forsm allsizesone can try system atic optim isation. Letuschoose n = 2. Then on

thebinary tree,P(2)= 2p1 � p1
2 and �2 = 1+ 2p1.Thisgives

T2 =
2p1 + 1

2p1 � p1
2

(8)

M inim isingwithrespecttop1,wegetthem inim um valueofT2 tobe(3+
p
5)=2� 2:618

forp1 = (
p
5� 1)=2� 0:618.

Sim ilarly,thetim e(T3)ofIE forreaching level3 from level1,isgiven by

T3 =
1+ 2p1 + 4p1p2

2p1(2p2 � p22)� p21(2p2 � p22)
2

(9)

Itis easy to check thatT3 in this case takes its m inim um value forp1 = 0:534 and

p2 = 0:618. Sim ilarly for n = 4,the m inim um occurs at p1 = 0:516,p2 = 0:534 and

p3 = 0:618. Forlarge n,the bestchoice ofpi tends to 1=2. By optim ising tilln = 30,

we � nd that the best choice ofpi is quite welldescribed by the approxim ate form ula

pi�
1

2
(1+ 0:5=(n � i)2).

Forlarger,ifpr ! p�,Eq.(6)can beapproxim ated by P(r+ 1)= 2p�P(r)� p�2P(r)2.

For2p� < 1,wegetP(r)! (2p�)r decreasesexponentially with r.For(2p�)> 1,itleads

to P �(1 )� (2p� � 1).

W ehavealready argued thatpishould becloseto1=�,elsethealgorithm isine� cient,

Tn variesasexp(n).Considernow thecase where pi =
1

�
(1+ �=im ),where �and m are

param etersthatwecan varyto� nd theoptim alvalues.In thiscase,hXni=
Q

i(1+ �=i
m ),

and P(n)isapproxim ately given by

@P(n)

@n
=

�

nm
P(n)�

1

�2
P
2(n) (10)

Then ,ifm > 1,weseethathX nitendstoaconstantforlargen,and �n isproportional

to n.Also,P(n)variesas1=n,and wehaveTn � n2.

Ifm = 1,and �1 < �< 1,then hX nivariesasn
�,and hence �n � n�+ 1. Also,Eq.

(10)givesP(n)� A(1� �)n ��1 .Interestingly,in theTn,thesepowerscanceland weget

Tn = �n=P(n)� C�n
2.W e� nd thatC� � 1=(1� �),hencethebestchoiceof�is�= 0.
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Ifm < 1,then hX nivariesasexp(n
1�m ),and P(n)variesasn�m ,and henceTn varies

asexp(n1�m )to leading order,thusin thiscasem < 1 leadstoa suboptim alperform ance

ofthealgorithm .

On a binary tree for pi =
1

2
,we get Tn = n2=4. From system atic optim isation we

saw thatthere exist a nontrivialoptim alvalue foreach pi which depends on the depth

ofthe genealogicaltree to be reached. This value for uniform binary tree was pi �
1

2
(1+ 0:5=(n � i)2).Buteven with thischoice forlargen we getTn � n2=4.Thisresult

isgeneralised straightforwardly to k-nodeuniform tree.Forthe choice,pi = 1=k 8i,we

getTn =
(k�1)n 2

2k
.

3.2 System s w ith recursively de� ned genealogicaltree

Itisnecessarytocheckhow non-uniform ityoftreescan changetheaboveconclusions.The

sim plestofnon-uniform treesare the recursively de� ned trees. The num berofbranches

from a given node stillfollow a de� nite pattern which repeatsand dependson the coor-

dination num beroftheparentnode.W econsidersom eexam ples

A node with k descendantswillbe called a k-node. Considera tree speci� ed by the

rulethatthedescendantsofa2-nodearea2-nodeand a3-node,and thedescendantsofa

3-nodeareone2-nodeand two 3-nodes.W especify such a treeby thenotation (23;233)

tree(Fig.1).IfB 2(n)and B 3(n)arerespectively thenum berofnodesatleveln� 1which

have2 and 3 descendantsrespectively,then

B 2(n)= B 2(n � 1)+ B 3(n � 1) (11)

B 3(n)= B 2(n � 1)+ 2B 3(n � 1) (12)

From theselinearrecursion equationsitiseasy to seethatB 2(n),B 3(n)and also the

totalnum berofnodesatdepth n,A n,allgrow as(�)n forlargen,where�= (3+
p
5)=2).

W e now look atthe e� ciency ofIE on this tree. Take allpi = p. W e de� ne P2(r)

and P3(r)asthe probabilitiesthata 2-node and a 3-node respectively are connected to

atleastonenoder levels below.Clearly they havethefollowing recursions

1� P2(r+ 1)= (1� pP2(r))(1� pP3(r)) (13)

1� P3(r+ 1)= (1� pP2(r))(1� pP3(r))
2 (14)

with P2(1)= P3(1)= 1.

Forlarger,nearthe� xed pointwegetP2(r)�
p

1�p
P3(r).Substituting in thesecond

equation,we� nd thelinearterm vanishesforp= 1=�and thedi� erenceequation can be

approxim ated by @P2=@r � �P 2
2,which im plies thatP2(n)and P3(n)decay as1=n for

largen.W e getP2(n)�
�2

(1+ �)n
.The totalCPU tim e atp = 1=�is

(5+
p
5)n

10
.Itgivesthe

upperbound on tim eperindependentrun to be
(��2)(1+ �)

(3��2)
n2 � 0:382n2.

W e can sim ilarly analyse the other recursively de� ned trees. Consider forexam ple,

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

7



pi = 1=� forIE thisgivesT n � 0:396n2. On a (33;233)with growth constant2.732 for

pi = 1=�forIE thisgivesT n =
(�+ 4)

4(�+ 2)
n2 � 0:35n2.Itiseasy to convince oneselfthatfor

allrecursively de� ned treeswegetTn � n2.

It is instructive to see the results of system atic optim isation over fpig in case of

non uniform trees. Sim ilar analysis for (23,233) tree (Fig. 1) between level1 and 2

gives p1 = 0:618. Sim ilarly optim ising T3 between level1 and 3 gives p1 = 0:562 and

p2 = 0:484. An optim isation between level1 and 4 gives the best values ofp0is to be

p1 = 0:562,p2 = 0:42 and p3 = 0:467. W e see thatthe optim alvalue ofpi in thiscase

dependson n. By optim ising tilln = 30,where n isthe depth ofthe genealogicaltree,

we � nd thatfortree levels away from rootand bottom ,optim alvalue ofpi approaches

1=� with increasing iand the asym ptotic behaviour ofalgorithm rem ains the sam e as

long aswechoosepi� 1=�.Theoptim alpi valuesasa function ofiareplotted in Fig.2.

The optim ising value ofpi are a bithigherthan 1=�nearthe two endsi= 1 and i= n.

Thisextra optim isation doesnotchange the Tn � K n2 dependence,and infactdoesnot

changetheasym ptoticvalueofK either.

The incom plete enum eration algorithm generates a bond percolation process on the

genealogicaltree,whereeach linkispresentindependently with aprobability p.W ede� ne

thepercolation threshold pc on thetreeto besuch thatforallp> pc,thereisa non zero

probabilitythatthestartingnodebelongstoan in� nitecluster.Forp< pc theprobability

ofconnection between rootand leveln usually goesdown exponentially in n.Atpc itis

expected to decreaseasa powerlaw in n and forp> pc ittakesa � nitevaluein thelim it

ofn ! 1 .Thepc on atreeisbounded from below by 1=�[19].Forthegenealogicaltrees

which we discussed,thepc wasequalto 1=�and theoptim albehaviourofthealgorithm

wasachieved forpi� 1=�= pc.

3.3 Selfavoiding W alks

W e now consider IE for SAW .For a SAW on a d dim ensionallattice,the num ber of

con� gurationsAn � �nn�1,where�isa latticedependentconstantand  dependsonly

onthedim ension.Theexponentisknown tobe1ford > 4,and= 43=32ford = 2[20].

Theexactvalueof�isknown forthehexagonallattice[21],and fairly precisenum erical

estim ate,which m atcheswellwith rootofa quartic equation with integercoe� cientsis

known on thesquarelattice[22].

ThegenealogicaltreeforSAW isnotuniform .Forexam ple,forrooted SAW (oneend

� xed at origin) on a square lattice,the num ber ofdi� erent allowed choices ofthe nth

step forn > 1 variesfrom 0 to 3,depending on the walk. In thiscase itis di� cultto

determ inetheprobabilitiesofconnection up-toleveln analytically butwehaveestim ated

P(n)num erically by sim ulations.W echoosepi= ��1 (1+ 1=i)1� ,so thaton theaverage

we getorderone con� gurationsofsize n perrun forlarge n. W ith thischoice ofpi our

num ericalsim ulationsshow thattheprobability ofreaching leveln goesdown as1=n and

hencewheneverleveln isreached,on an average� n SAW sofsizen aregenerated.This

also im pliesthatpc isindeed 1=�on theSAW genealogicaltree.W edid 106 M onte-Carlo

sim ulationsand generated walksup-to size 10;000 on a square lattice. W e have plotted
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Tn in Fig 3.Ournum erical� tsuggestsTn forIE to be(0:42� 0:01)n2.

In 3dim ensions�= 4:6839and = 1:16[20]and nearly 90% nodeshavecoordination

num ber5.Hencethetreeism oreuniform than the2d caseand wegetTn � 0:43n2 (Fig.

3).

Thegenealogicaltreebecom esm oreand m oreuniform aswego to higherdim ensions.

In generalon a d dim ensionalhyper-cubic lattice the m axim um branching possible is

2d� 1 and in thelim itd ! 1 thegrowth constanthasan expansion [20]

�= 2d� 1�
1

2d
�

3

(2d)2
� ::::: (15)

Hencethedom inantbranchingis2d� 1and probabilityofanodebranchinginto2d� 1

branches increases with dim ension,and the lower branching num bers occur with m uch

sm allerfrequencies.Theprobability ofconnection toleveln ishard toobtain analytically

forany d.

In Fig.3 wehavealso shown a plotofe� ciency ofIE in 3 and 4 dim ensionsforSAW .

In few hoursonecan sim ulate105 M onte-Carlorunsforwalksofsize1000on aPentium -4

m achine. W e getTn � n2 for2,3 and 4 dim ensions. Thisleadsusto conclude thatthe

sm allnon uniform ity ofthe genealogicaltree is unim portant and Tn varies as n2 in all

dim ensionsforSAW .

W e note thatforSAW s,otheralgorithm slike pivotare known to be m ore e� cient.

Forpivotalgorithm thecorrelation tim eforend to end length variesasnx with x < 1 in

two dim ensions[9]. However,ifwe wantto study som e variable like correlationsin the

directionsofconsecutive steps ofthe walk,the correlation tim e willhave to satisfy the

inequality,Tn � n,asonewould need to updateeach step aboutO (1)tim esto a� ectthe

nearestneighbourcorrelations.

4 Im proved Incom plete Enum eration (IIE)

Them ain lim itation ofIE isattrition:theprobability ofgenerating n-sitecon� gurations

in a given M onte-Carlo run goes down with n. One way to increase the probability of

survivalisto redistribute weightam ongstthe descendantsin such a way thatwhile the

probability thata particularnodeisselected rem ainssam easbefore,theprobability that

at-leastoneofthedescendantsischosen isincreased.W ecallthis‘Im proved Incom plete

Enum eration(IIE)’.

Suppose in the im plem entation ofIE as outlined in Section 1,we com e to a node

with degree j. Then in IE,each link is independently deleted with a probability (1�

p),and the probability that alllinks are deleted is (1� p)j,which is non zero,even if

the expected num ber ofdescendants ofthis node is pj > 1. In IIE,the links are not

deleted independently.Theprobability thatany given nodeisselected rem ain p,butthe

probability thatatleastonenodeisselected increases.Thisisim plem ented asfollow:If

therearej descendantsofa nodeand each link downward ispresentwith probability p,

then wechooseInt(pj)edgesatrandom and givethem weightone,and selectoneofthe
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edgeoutoftherem aining j atrandom and giveita weightonewith probability frac(pj)

and deletealltheotheredges.

Henceweseethatin IIE,thoughtheaverageprobabilityofselection ofan edgerem ains

p,butitenhancestheprobability ofconnection between two levelofthegenealogicaltree

and hencetheprobability ofsuccessin a given M onteCarlo run.Forexam ple,aswillbe

discussed in thenextsection,on aregulartreewith p= 1=�,theprobability ofconnection

up-to n levelsbelow in IIE isexactly onewhereasitgoesas1=n in IE.

4.1 System s w ith recursively de� ned genealogicaltree

In IIE one redistributes the sum ofprobabilitiesofconnection from a node to the next

level. On a uniform binary tree yi = 2 8iand with pi = 1=2,yipi = 1 and hence for

pi = 1=2 with IIE probability ofreaching any leveln ofthe tree aftern stepsisexactly

1 and exactly one con� guration ofany given size isgenerated in the processand hence

Tn = n.W ith pi= 1=k thisresultholdsforany k nodeuniform tree.Clearly pi= 1=k is

thebestchoicein thiscase,asan absolutelowerbound on tim eTn ofthealgorithm isn.

Ifweusetheim proved algorithm fora(23,233)tree,hX niand hencetheaverageCPU

tim e perrun willrem ain the sam e. W e can also determ ine the connection probabilities

P2(n) and P3(n). The coupled di� erence equations for P2(r) and P3(r) have no cubic

term .Therecursionsare

P2(r+ 1)= p(P2(r)+ P3(r)) (16)

P3(r+ 1)= p(P2(r)+ 2P3(r))�
3p� 1

3
(2P2(r)P3(r)+ P

2

3(r)) (17)

whichatp= 1=�= pcgivesP2(n)varyingas1=n forlargen.Thetim eperindependent

run com es outto be
�(3��)

3
� 1

3
tim es thatin incom plete enum eration. That is,IIE is

nearly threetim esm oree� cientthan IE.

IIE certainly works better than IE.But,except forthe uniform tree,the di� erence

between IE and IIE isonly in thecoe� cientofn2.W hileperform anceofIIE im provesas

the genealogicaltree becom esm ore and m ore uniform ,there isno qualitative di� erence

in thee� ciency ofIE and IIE on a recursively de� ned non uniform tree.

4.2 IIE for SAW

W estudied IIE on a d dim ensionalhyper-cubic latticeford = 2 to 10.

IIE enhancestheperform anceofthealgorithm byincreasingtheprobabilityofconnec-

tion between rootand leveln.ForSAW on a squarelattice,Fig.4 showstheprobability

ofconnection P(n)forIE and IIE both.P(n)isroughly 3:5 tim esbiggerforIIE.In two

dim ensions,Tn is oforder 0:12n2 for IIE.In three dim ensions the perform ance is even

betterand Tn � 0:056n2,which isroughly a factorof7:5 lessthan thetim etaken by IE.

In generalwe� nd on a d dim ensionalhypercubeIIE hasa e� ciency Tn = adn
2 where

ad isa decreasing function ofdim ension forgenerating SAW s.Fig.5 showstheplotofIIE
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fordim ensions2 to 10.Them em ory requirem entofthealgorithm justincreaseslinearly

with system sizein alldim ensionsand wecould perform 105 M C runsforwalksup-tosizes

1000 in few hoursofcom putertim e on a Pentium -4 m achine.W e � nd thatad decreases

asd�2 approxim ately,i.ethealgorithm perform sbetterwith increasing dim ension.

W econclude thatforIE and IIE forSAW ,Tn = adn
2.The probability ofconnection

between rootand leveln doesnotdepend on .Itdependsonly on thenon-uniform ity of

thetree.Thegenealogicaltreeism oreuniform in higherdim ensionsand theconstantad
dependson dim ension.ForIE,thechangein ad with dim ension isquiteinsigni� cant.But

ad can be decreased signi� cantly by redistributing weights. This is a strong num erical

evidence thatthe perform ance isalwaysO (n2)independent ofthe dim ension and  for

linearpolym ers.

A further enhancem ent can be achieved by choosing the pruning only after looking

deeper,butwe found thatbecause ofthe increase both in the m em ory requirem entand

in theCPU tim eto generateonecon� guration,thereisno netgain overIIE.

5 Lattice A nim als and B ranched Polym ers

In thissection wewillstudy theIE algorithm forbranched polym ers.Sincethee� ciency

ofIE is polynom ialin n for linear polym ers,it seem s plausible that it willbe so also

for branched polym ers. There are two im portant ways in which the genealogicaltree

for branched polym ers di� er from that for linear polym ers. There are severalequally

reasonable,com putationally easy to im plem entchoicesofrulesto de� ne parentage,and

in allofthem thedegree ofa nodeisnotbounded.The num berofpossible descendants

ofa node isofthe orderofitsperim etersitesand hence the m axim um ofthe degree of

nodes at leveln increases linearly with n. The average num ber ofdescendants � is of

O (1),and thenum berofnodeswith largebranching num berisexponentially sm all.But

thism akesan im portantdi� erencein the uctuationsofthenum berofanim alsofagiven

sizegenerated in a given run.

The structure ofgenealogicaltree forlattice anim als is m ore com plex than forself-

avoidingwalks.W estudied thealgorithm on genealogicaltreeobtained by usingM artin’s

labelling schem e[17].W ehavetried two orthreevariationsofthepriority rules,and our

resultsareinsensitive to thesechanges.

5.1 Lattice anim als on a B inary tree

W e � rst discuss our results forthe anim als on a binary tree. This sim ple case is m ore

analytically tractable. The generating function oftotalnum ber oflattice anim als on a

binary treeiswellknown [19]and itisA(y)=
P 1

0
A ry

r = (1�
p
1� 4y)=2y,whereA r is

thetotalnum berofanim alswith r sites.A r aretheCatalan num bers,which com eup in

m any othercontextsin com binatorics[23].ForlargerthisgivesA r � 4rr�
3

2.Thegrowth

constant�in thiscaseis4.

Thenum berofdescendantsofanodeatlevelrin thegenealogicaltreeforthisproblem

liesbetween 2to(r+ 1).In thiscasethegenealogicaltreeiseasily characterised:Theroot
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site isa 2�node. A k-node hask descendants,and the degree ofthese descendants are

k+ 1;k;::::3;2 respectively. Thisisseen asfollows:the node correspondsto a branched

polym erwith k unblocked perim etersites,which areordered by som e priority rule.The

m th descendantofthisnodeisanodeofdegree(k+ 2� m )and correspondsto� rst(m � 1)

perim eter sites blocked,m th site occupied and (k � m ) allowed for further occupation.

Sinceon abinarytreeeverysitehastwodownward neighbours,henceweseethatak-node

willgive rise to nodeswith k + 1;k;:::::2 descendants. Forexam ple,in Fig. 6,the top

nodecorrespondsto an anim alofonesite,and hastwo growth sites.If� rstofthesetwo

sitesisoccupied,then thecorresponding anim alhasthreegrowth sites.Ifitisblocked it

hastwo growth sitesand so on.

The totalnum ber ofnodes at a levelr is equalto A r. Let B r(k) is the num ber of

k-nodesatlevel(r� 1).W ecan determ inethedistribution ofthebranching num ber.W e

� nd thatBr(k)satisfy thefollowing relation

B r(k)= A r�2 �

k�2X

s= 2

B r�1 (s) (18)

Asr ! 1 ,1=4 ofthe nodesata levelhave 2 o� springsand 1=4 ofthe totalnodes

have3 o� springs.And levelrhasexactly onenodewith degree(r+ 1).Fork � 4,itcan

beshown thatin theasym ptoticlim it(r! 1 ),thefraction ofnodeshaving k o� springs

is(k� 1)=2k forr>> k.

To � nd thee� ciency factorTn,wehaveto determ inetheprobability ofconnection of

rootto a level. IfP(k;r)isthe probability ofa node with k o� springsto be connected

to at-leastonenoder levelsbelow it,then P(k;r)hasa recursion

P(k;r+ 1)= 1�

k+ 1Y

s= 2

(1� pP(s;r)),k = 2 to 1 (19)

with initialconditions

P(k;1)= 18 k � 2 (20)

and p istheprobability with which we choose any edge ofthetree.P(2;r)willgive the

probabilityofconnection ofroottolevelron thegenealogicaltree.Eq.(19)isanonlinear

equation.Thisequation can also bewritten as

1� P(k;r)= (1� P(k� 1;r))(1� pP(k+ 1;r� 1)) k > 2 (21)

This equation is also valid for k = 2 ifwe choose the convention that P(1;r) =

pP(2;r� 1).

Theseequationshavethefollowing properties:

1.Forp < 1=4,P(k;r)tendsto zero asr tendsto in� nity exponentially fastforany

� xed k.In fact,ifweconsiderr asa tim elikevariableand k asspacelikevariable,

then P(k;r)hasa travelling frontsolution in thisregim e(P(k;r)�= F(k� vr)).
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2.Forp= 1=4,thevelocity oftravelling frontgoestozero.Thedistancem oved by the

frontincreasesasr1=3 and P(k;r)� F(k� r1=3).AsF(x)� exp(x)forx ! �1 ,

thisim pliesthatP(2;r)� exp(�cr1=3)forlargex.

3.Forp > 1=4,asr goesto in� nity,P(k)tendsto a non trivial� xed pointfunction

P �(k)greaterthan zero.

Thism ay beseen asfollows.The� xed pointequation in term sof� xed pointvariables

P �(k)is

1� P
�(k)= (1� P

�(k� 1))(1� pP
�(k+ 1)) (22)

Clearly,P �(k)= 0 8k isa trivial� xed pointofthisequation.Forp > 1=4,thereisa

non trivial� xed pointwith P�(k)non zerom onotonicincreasing,with P �(k)� 1� (1� p)k

forlargek.However,a closed form solution forany p> 1=4 isdi� cult.

On num erically iteratingEq.(19)in r,we� nd thattheequation hasatravelling front

solutionsforp� 1=4 and hasnontrivial� xed pointforp> 1=4.

Eq (22)hastwo stationary solutions,i.eP �(k)= 18k and P �(k)= 08k.Forp� 1=4,

P �(k) = 0 is the stable solution while P �(k) = 1 is an unstable solution. Our initial

conditionsgiven by Eq (20)aresteep.Startingwith theseinitialconditions,on num erical

iteration we� nd thatasrincreases,afrontseparatingstablesolution P = 0and unstable

solution P = 1 m ovesin the forward direction. From the translationalinvariance ofEq.

(19)oneexpectsa running wave solution.W e� nd thatthe frontm oveswith a constant

velocity and hence,P(k;r)forlargek and v m usttend to theasym ptoticform

P(k;r)� F(k� vr) (23)

W ede� nek�(r),thewidth ofthefrontby theequation,

P(k�(r);r)=
1

2
(24)

Fig.7 showsa plotofnum erically determ ined P(k;r)with respectto k� k�(r)forp

near1=4.Curvesforpbelow,aboveand atp= 1=4allcollapseon thesam eline.Actually,

a travelling frontforP(k;r)asde� ned by Eq.(21)existsforallk,�1 < k < 1 ,ifwe

takeboundary conditionssuch thatP(�1 ;r)= 0 and P(1 ;r)= 1.

At p = 1=4,the velocity ofthe travelling front is zero. Ifwe plot P(k + 1;r)as a

function ofP(k;r),we� nd thatasrincreasesthegraph approachesalim itingform .Thus

fortheasym ptoticwavefront,P(k+ 1;r)isa singlevalued nonlinearfunction ofP(k;r).

W e have plotted these values for di� erent r in Fig. 8 and they allare very close and

seem to lie on the sam e curve. Hence ifwe startfrom a pointon thiscurve and iterate

the� xed pointequation Eq.(22)with p = 1=4,we generate a travelling front.W e have

notbeen ableto deducethefunctionalform ofthisfunction,which correspondsto a � rst

orderdi� erence equation forP�(k)from the second orderequation Eq. (22). Eq. (22)

turnsoutto bea sti� equation and one hasto becarefulwhile iterating itin increasing

k direction. W e iterated Eq. (22)starting with di� erentsetsofvaluesofP�(k + 1)and
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P �(k)given by Fig. 8 and found the equation yieldsa travelling frontsam e asthe one

shown in Fig.7.

W ecould notsolvethefullnon-lineardi� erenceequation Eq.(19).Keeping only the

term slinearin P willgivean upper-bound on P(k;r+ 1),i.e

P(k;r+ 1)� p

k+ 1X

s= 2

P(s;r) (25)

W ecan representthissetofequationsin m atrix form also.HenceifPr representsthe

in� nitecolum n array with kth entry being P(k;r)then

Pr � p
r
M

rP0 (26)

whereM isthetransition m atrix.If�m isthelargesteigenvalueofM then forp< 1=�m ,

in thelim itofr! 1 ,P � willbe0,i.eP �(k)= 0 forallk,and forp< 1=�m .

The elem entsM i;j ofthetransition m atrix M are such that,M i;j = 1 forj� (i+ 1)

and 0 otherwise.Ifwe truncate M beyond n � n (M n),then thedeterm inantD n ofM n

com esoutto be

D n = A(�)

"
1

x
n+ 1
1

�
1

x
n+ 1
2

#

(27)

with x1;x2 =
�1

2
�

q

1� 4

�
,and A(�)= 1=

q

1� 4

�
isa coe� cientwhich doesnotdepend

on n. Then equating D n = 0 in the n ! 1 lim itgives �m = 4. Thisim plies thatfor

p < 1=4,P(k;r)willdecay exponentially with increasing r and Eq (25)willwork well.

Hence,by de� nition percolation threshold pc ofthistreeis1=4.

Thelinearised recursion can besolved explicitly,and weget,

P(k;r)= p
r

� [k+ 2r� 1]

� [k+ r� 1]� [r+ 1]
(28)

which forlarger gives

P(k;r)�
1

4
p
�r
exp

"

ln2

 

k+ r
ln(4p)

ln(2)

! #

(29)

Ifweassum ea travelling frontsolution ofkind P(k;r)/ exp(�(k� vr))to bevalid in

thetailofthedistribution,then substituting in linearised recursion (Eq.(25)),fora given

p wegeta spectrum oftravelling wavelikesolutionsparam etrised by �with thevelocity

v ofthefrontgiven by

v =
1

�
ln
1� exp(��)

p
� 1 (30)

Inthiscase,itisknown thatthefrontactuallychoosesauniquevelocitygiven bym inim um

ofrighthand sideofEq.(30)with respectto �[24].Thefrontvelocity isgiven by

14



v
� =

2exp(���)� 1

1� exp(���)
(31)

where�� isthesolution ofthetranscendentalequation

�1

��
ln
1� exp(���)

p
+

exp(���)

1� exp(���)
= 0 (32)

Nearp = 1=4,we can take v � ln(4p)=ln(2)and � � ln2. Travelling frontsolutions

havebeen found in a largevariety ofproblem sin physics[25].

The linearisation ofEq (19)would be valid only forp � 1=4 and k < ko(r). Beyond

that, linear solution willgrow beyond one whereas the solution of the fullnonlinear

equation willsaturate to 1. Here ko(r)is the value ofk atwhich P(k;r)given by Eq.

(29)becom esofO (1)and isequalto

ko(r)=
�rln(4p)

ln2
;for p<

1

4
(33)

Atp = 1=4,the asym ptotic velocity ofthe frontiszero and the frontadvancesasa

sub linearpowerofr. Thisisthe criticalpointofthe percolation on thistree,and Eq.

(29) gives a algebraic decaying solution for su� ciently sm allk. This is only an upper

bound to the actualvalue. On num erically iterating Eq. (19)forr upto order104,we

found unexpectedly thatitdecaysasa stretched exponentialin r.

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

� nd the dependence ofprobability ofconnection ofroot,P(2;r),on the width ofthe

front we solved the linearised � xed point equation. On solving, we � nd that it goes

as 2�k
�(r) for large r,where k�(r) is the width ofthe distribution. Hence in general,

P(2;r)� exp(�ak�(r)).

W efurtherstudied the width k�(r)ofthe frontasa function ofr fordi� erentvalues

ofp. At p = 1=4 we found k�(r) � r
1

3. Fig. 9 shows a plot ofk�(r) as a function of

r1=3.Forp = 1=4,the plotisa straightline. Thisim pliesthatP(2;r)� exp(�cr1=3)at

p = 1=4. Forp < 1=4,k�(r)varieslinearly with r and tendsto a constantforp > 1=4.

W e can directly iterate Eq. (19). In Fig 10 we have plotted �log(P(2;r))asa function

ofr1=3 which com es out to be a straight line. Fig 9 and Fig. 10 are strong num erical

evidence thattheprobability ofconnection goesasexp(�cr�)forbranched polym erson

binary tree.Ournum ericalstudiesgive�= 0:333� 0:005 and c= 2:47� 0:01.

5.2 H euristic argum entfor the stretched exponentialbehaviour

ofP(n)at p= 1=4

W e now presenta heuristic argum entto understand why k� variesasr1=3 atpc. Letus

considera genealogicaltreeoflatticeanim alson a binary tree,in which nodeswith m ore

than k descendantsaredeleted.W e denote theprobability thatthe m axim um degree of

a nodeconnected to rootdown to levelr iskm ,by H 2(km )and theprobability thata km
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nodeisconnected to atleastonenoderleveldown on thetruncated genealogicaltreeby

Jkm (r).

Now on atruncated tree,transition m atrix M isnolongerin� nite.Itisnow akm � km
m atrix with M i;j = 1 forj � (i+ 1)and 0 otherwise. Here M i;j represents the i

th row

and jth colum n entry ofM ,and we� nd thecriticalvalueofp which isjustinverseofthe

largesteigenvalueofM to bea function ofkm and isequalto

pc(km )=
1

4

�

1+ tan
2

�
�

km + 1

��

(34)

Forp< pc(km ),Jkm (r)decaysexponentially with r.In larger lim ititisgiven by

Jkm (r)� exp(rlog(p=pc(km ))) (35)

Atp= 1=4,wegetJkm (r)� exp(�br=k2m ),wherebisa constant.

Itiseasy togetalowerbound on H 2(km ),asaorderkm nodeoccurs� rsttim eatlevel

km and probability ofconnection ofrootto thisnodeispkm .Hence

H 2(km )� p
km = 4�k m (36)

Hence,since p = 1=4 is less than pc(km ) for any � nite km ,Jkm (r) � exp(�br=k2m ),

whereb= �2.SinceH 2(km )� exp(�apkm ),forlarger weget

P(2;r)� m ax
km

"

exp

 

�apkm �
br

k2m

! #

(37)

which gives

P[2;r]� exp(�cr1=3) (38)

where c= 3

2
(2ba2p)

1

3. Ifwe take H 2(km )to be asgiven by Eq. (36),we getan lower

bound on P(2;r). Taking b= �2 and ap = log4 we getc= 3

2
(2�2log24)1=3 = 5:04. This

should becom pared with thenum ericalestim atec�= 2:47.

Thus our num ericalsim ulations and qualitative argum ents show that probability of

connection goesdown asa stretched exponentialatp = 1=4,the pc ofthe genealogical

tree oflattice anim alson binary tree asopposed to r�1 decay forlinearpolym ers. So if

wechosepi= 1=48i,then hX ri� r�3=2 and hencetheaveragecom putertim etogenerate

onestatistically independentsam pleofsizer,Tr would go asexp(cr
1=3)to leading order.

Clearly thealgorithm isnotworking welland onewould liketo enhanceitse� ciency

ifpossible.W etried to study thealgorithm by choosing pisuch thatitsasym ptoticvalue

is1=4.W echosepi=
1

4
(1+ x

im
)and studied Tr asa function ofx and m .

Asargued earlier,taking m = 1,wecan change�r and P(r)by m ultiplicative factors

which arepowersofr.Thiswillnotm akem uch ofadi� erence,astheleadingdependence

rem ainsexp(cr1=3).Using m < 1,seem sto bem oreinteresting.

Form < 1,theaverageCPU tim eperM onte-Carlo run would vary asexp(xr1�m ).In

caseoflinearpolym ers,wesaw thattim ecom plexityofthealgorithm form = 1foranyxis
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polynom ialin r.Hence,m < 1wasclearlyabad choice.Butin thecaseoflatticeanim als,

thisincrease in num eratorisexactly cancelled by a corresponding increase in P(r). For

2=3 � m < 1,�r increases as exp(xr
1�m ) and P(r) varies as exp(�cr1=3 + xr1�m ) to

leading order for large r. These cancelto give Tr � exp(cr1=3) independent ofm . To

m onitorthe behaviour ofvarious prefactors,we study this num erically. Fig. 11 shows

plotofTr forr = 1000,form = 2=3;5=6 and 1 asa function ofx. For1 � a � 2=3,to

leading orderTr goesasexp(cr
1=3),butthereexista non trivialvalueofx atwhich Tr is

m inim um fora given m . Ifwe look atTr atbestvalue ofx form = 2=3;5=6 and 1,we

� nd thatasr increasesthedi� erence isnotsigni� cant.

Henceweconcludethatto leading order,Tr � exp(cr1=3),forthebestchoiceofp.For

all2=3� m � 1,thereexista rangeofx forwhich thetim ecom plexity ofthealgorithm

willrem ain qualitatively thesam e.

5.3 Lattice A nim als on a 2 dim ensionalsquare lattice

W e also studied the e� ciency forlattice anim alson a square lattice. From exactseries

enum eration the A r isknown to vary as�r with �� 4:06257 [26]. In thiscase also the

num berofo� springsa node atlevelr can have isO (r)and the genealogicaltree in this

case though m ore com plicated,is qualitatively sim ilar. Num erically,we � nd that the

probability distribution ofnum berofdescendants k (ofa random ly chosen node)hasa

m axim um atk = 4,with Prob(k = 4)� 1=4.W eenum erated latticeanim alsup-to sizes

1000 using IE with 106 M onte-Carlo runs.Ittook tim eoforderoneday on a Pentium -4

m achine.W ith IIE we generated sam plesofsize 2000 with 2� 106 M onte-Carlo runsin

2-3 daystim e. These sizesare ofsam e orderasthose produced using the cutand paste

typealgorithm s.

In thiscase,we� nd thatP(r)hasthestretched exponentialform P(n)� exp(�cn�),

with �� 0:4 forboth IE and IIE.Fig.12 shows[�logP(r)]variesapproxim ately linearly

with r0:4. W e also studied the directed lattice anim als(DA)on a square lattice. In this

casewe� nd that,�= 0:32� 0:02 (Fig.13).

6 D iscussion

W e� nd thee� ciency ofIE to bedi� erentforlinearand branched polym ers.Thisisdue

to thefactthatgenealogicaltreeforthelatterism uch m orenon uniform .

Forselfavoiding walks,in any dim ension,thetim etogeneratean independentsam ple

ofn stepsTn � adn
2,independentofdim ension forboth IE and IIE.ForIE there isno

signi� cant change in ad with dim ension. ButforIIE ad � d�2 . In the lim iting case of

SAW on binary treeTn = n forIIE.

Forbranched polym ersTn increasesasexp(cn
�)with 0< �< 1 in alldim ensionsfor

both IE and IIE.Redistributing weightdoesnotchangethevalueof�.IIE worksbetter

than IE,butthe di� erence isonly in the coe� cientc. The exponent� dependsweakly

on the dim ension,itsrelation to the usually studied exponentsofthe branched polym er

problem eg.�,� isnotclearatpresent.

17



Asdiscussed earlier,the genealogicaltree forcluster enum eration isnotunique and

onem ightarguethatM artin’sschem eisnottheoptim alchoice.W etried togeneratethe

genealogicaltree using som e variations ofthis rule,butwe did not � nd any signi� cant

changein e� ciency ofthealgorithm .

Forbranched polym ers,thedegreeofa nodein thegenealogicaltreeisnotbounded,

and the m axim um degree increases with depth ofthe genealogicaltree. However,the

fractionalnum ber ofnodes with high degree is very sm all. Forgenealogicaltree corre-

sponding to anim alson a binary treewe� nd thefractionalnum berofk-nodesgoesdown

exponentially with k forlargek(Eq.(18)).Sim ilar,behaviourwasobserved forbranched

polym ersand directed branched polym erson a squarelatticenum erically.Itissurprising

thateven an exponentially raredistribution ofnodeswith largedegreeseem stobeenough

to changethebehaviourofe� ciency ofthealgorithm on thetree.

In thecaseofbranched polym ers,wefound thattheTn forIE variesasexp(cn�)with

0< �< 1.W hilethisisnotvery good,onecan � nd problem sforwhich IE’sperform ance

iseven worse with � = 1. Asan exam ple,considerselfavoiding walkson a disordered

lattice,obtained by rem oving a fraction (1� u)ofbondsatrandom from asquarelattice.

Itisknown thattheaveragenum berofselfavoidingwalksoflength n variesas(u�)n [27],

where�isthegrowth constantoftheselfavoiding walkson thesam elatticewith u = 1.

Hencethegrowth constantofthecorresponding genealogicaltreewould also beu�.Now

ifwe considera square lattice,the �� 2:638 and the bond percolation threshold is1=2.

For1=� < u < 1=2,allclusters would be � nite with probability 1,and the probability

thatclustercontainsn siteswould decreaseexponentially with n.In thiscase,IE willbe

ine� cientand even forbestchoice,Tn willvary asexp(cn).

Onecould arguethatIE isa ratherine� cientalgorithm ,which givesreasonableper-

form anceonly forasm allselected setofproblem s.W edonotthink so.In fact,thecauses

thatm ake IE ine� cientare also operative in the m uch largerclassofgenetic type algo-

rithm s.Thehigh degreeofcorrelationsbetween di� erentsam plesgenerated isa com m on

featureofm any ofthesealgorithm swhich em ploy pruning and enrichm ent.Forexam ple,

one could expect a sim ilar behaviour to occur in the Berreti-Sokalalgorithm [10],for

branched polym ers. The correlationsarise because in allsuch ‘evolutionary’type algo-

rithm sdi� erentsam plesgenerated often share a com m on ancestorin thepast.W hether

ourresultscan begeneralised to a largerclassofPERM typealgorithm sseem sto bean

interesting question forfurtherstudy.
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7 A ppendix

Asdiscussed in Sec.1,to enum erate allallowed con� gurationson a com puter,one need

a good exact enum eration algorithm which would generate allpossible con� gurations

exactly once,without needing to refer to what has been generated previously. Hence,

one has to labelthe n-point con� gurations such that forany n-point con� guration the
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labelling isunique and on rem oving the lastadded site we m ustgetan allowed (n � 1)-

pointcon� guration. Forthe selfavoiding walksthiscan be easily achieved by labelling

the � rstpointofwalk as1,the second 2,and so on. Butusually such naturalchoice of

labelling doesn’texistform ostproblem s.Forlatticetreesand anim als,M artin discusses

thisin detail[17].Herewedescribebrie y hisalgorithm forlabelling a n-cluster.

� Choose a rule forordering the neighboursofany given site. Forexam ple,forDA

on a squarelattice(Fig.1 ),wechosetherulethattheupward neighbourislabelled

before the right neighbour. Forlattice anim als on the binary tree we choose left

neighbourbeforetherightneighbour(Fig.6).

� W elabeltherootas1and itsneighboursarelabelled 2;3;4::::in theorderaccording

to thepriority rule.

� W hen allpointsadjacent to point1 have been labelled,labelany stillunlabelled

points adjacent to point 2 according to the priority rule and then ofpoint3 and

so on. This labeling hence induces a tree structure on the cluster which is the

genealogicaltree.

Thelabelling described aboveisjustoneway oflabelling thecon� gurations.Onecan

inventm any otherlabelling schem es,which would giveriseto di� erentgenealogicaltree.

Butwe� nd thatthenatureofgenealogicaltreedependson theunderlying problem and

noton therulesoflabelling.
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Figure C aptions

� Figure1:An exam pleofa genealogicaltree.Thenum berslabelling thesitesindicate

the orderin which they are added (1 represents the rootsite). The tree shown is

fordirected latticesiteanim alson a squarelattice.

� Figure2:Plotofoptim um valuesofpi on a (23;233)treeofdepth 30

� Figure3:Tn=n
2 ofIE asa function ofsize n forSAW on a 2,3 and 4 dim ensional

hypercubiclattice.Thelowerm ostgraph isforSAW on asquarelatticeand m iddle

onein 3� d and thetopm ostisfor4� d.

� Figure4:Probability ofgetting a walk ofsizen on a squarelatticeforIE and IIE.

� Figure5:Tn=n
2 ofIIE Vs size n for SAW on a 2;3;4;5;6;7;8 and 10 dim ensional

hypercubiclattice.

� Figure6:Firstfew levelsofthegenealogicaltreeforlatticeanim alson a binary tree.

Solid circlesrepresenttheoccupied sitesand crossed circlesdenoteblocked siteson

the Bethe lattice. Dotted lines sketch the underlying Bethe lattice,whereas solid

linesrepresentthebondspresent.

� Figure7:PlotofP(k;r)Vsscaled k� k�(r),forp= 0:25 and p= 0:25� 0:0001 and

r= 100;300 and 600.Alltheninecurvescollapseto thesam efrontpro� le.

� Figure8:PlotofP(k+ 1)asafunction ofP(k)atp= 1=4forr= 25000;26000;28000

and30000.Allthecurvesareverycloseandapproachalim itingform withincreasing

r.Thedotted lineisjustthelinex = y.

� Figure9:The width k�(r) ofthe travelling front as a function ofr1=3 for di� erent

valuesofp.Thevalueofp increasesfrom leftto right.Curvesofleftofp= 1=4 are

forp< 1=4and theoneson rightareforp> 1=4.Forp= 1=4thegraph approaches

a straightlineasr! 1 .
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� Figure10:Thick lineistheplotof�log(P(2;r))asafunction ofr1=3,when pistaken

to be1=4.Thedotted lineisa straightlineofslope2:47.

� Figure11:PlotoflogTn form = 2=3;5=6 and 1 asa function ofx forn = 1000.

� Figure12:Plotof�log(P(2;r))Vsr0:4 forlattice anim als on a square lattice with

IE and IIE.

� Figure13:Plotof�log(P(r))Vsr0:32 fordirected anim alswith IIE.
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Figure1:An exam pleofa genealogicaltree.Thenum berslabelling thesitesindicatethe

orderin which they areadded (1 representstherootsite).Thetreeshown isfordirected

latticesiteanim alson a squarelattice.
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Figure2:Plotofoptim um valuesofpi on a (23;233)treeofdepth 30
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Figure4:Probability ofgetting a walk ofsizen on a squarelatticeforIE and IIE.
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2 ofIIE Vssize n forSAW on a 2;3;4;5;6;7;8 and 10 dim ensionalhyper

cubiclattice.

25



Figure6: Firstfew levelsofthegenealogicaltreeforlatticeanim alsonabinarytree.Solid

circlesrepresentthe occupied sitesand crossed circlesdenote blocked siteson theBethe

lattice.Dotted linessketch theunderlying Bethelattice,whereassolid linesrepresentthe

bondspresent.
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Figure 7: PlotofP(k;r)Vs scaled k � k�(r),forp = 0:25 and p = 0:25� 0:0001 and

r= 100;300 and 600.Alltheninecurvescollapseto thesam efrontpro� le.
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