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Abstract

Within the framework of equilibrium statistical mechanibg free energy of a phase gives a measure of its associatied-pr
bilistic weight. In order to determine phase boundariesmnst then determine the conditions under which the freeggner
difference (FED) between two phases is zero. The underlyamgplexity usually rules out any analytical approaches$ito t
problem, and one must therefore adopt a computational apprdhe focus of this thesis is on (Monte Carlo) method@sgi
for FEDs. In order to determine FEDs via Monte Carlo, the $ation must (in principle) be able to visit the regions of
configuration space associated whidvi phases in a single simulation. Generally however one finalstttese regions are
significantly dissimilar, and are separated by an interatediegion of configuration space of intrinsically low prblity, so
that a simulation initiated in either of the phases will teademain in that phase. This effect is generally referredstithe
overlap problem and is the most significant obstacle that one faces in theofasgtimating FEDs.

In chaptel® we start by formulating the FED problem usingRhase Mapping (PM) technique @ [1]. This technique
allows one to circumvent the intermediate regions of coméiian space altogether by mapping configurations of oneg@ha
directly onto those of the other. Despite the improvememitdme gets when formulating the problem via the PM, the agerl
problem persists, albeit to a lesser degree. In chlbter Zfimedprecisely what we mean by overlap and then discuss a rang
of methods that are available to us for calculating the FERkimvthe PM formalism. In the subsequent chapters we then
focus on the three generic strategies that arise in addgee overlap problem.

The first strategy that we focus on (chaflier 3) is that ofrtheesentation. This corresponds to the choice of coordinate
system with which one parameterises the degrees of freeflthra two phases. The PM works byrching these coordinates
in the two systems, and therefore its efficiency in genegatirerlap is dependent on the choice of representation. Aiee
a particular representation in which the PM matchegahger coordinates of the two phases in such a way so as to achieve
perfect overlap in the harmonic limit (for structurally eréd phases). Previous formulatidfs [1] have been limddide real-
space PM (RSM). By comparing the RSM to the fourier versid®Mly, we show that for a range of temperatures the overlap
associated with the FSM is considerably better than thditeoRSM, thus allowing one to determine the FED efficientlyamd
conditions in which the RSM would otherwise fail.

The second strategy that we study (in challer 4) is that okslimaror which one uses to determine the free energy
difference. The different estimatopgo! the data from the various regions of configurations spacdfierent ways, and
therefore have different (systematic and statistical)rsrassociated with them. As a consequence the severite aivigrlap
problem is dependent on the estimator that one employs. Wmiee conditions under which the different estimators ate a

to arrive at estimates which are free of systematic errors.



Generally however, the scope for refinement of the repratientand the estimator is limited. In chadiér 5 we deal with
the third and final strategy which appears in the FED probli®; refinement of theampling strategy. This involves the
construction of a sampling distribution which exploresoeg of configurations spaeatside those typical of the two phases,
and therebyngineers overlap. In particular we examine three strategies. Theifithe Multicanonical strategy, and involves
the introduction of corrections to the configurational g@yesppearing in the Metropolis acceptance probabilitiesasto
force the simulation outside the regions associated wélttiresponding phase. The second that we examine, and kdsch
been developed here for the first time, is the Multihamildonétrategy. This involves the independent simulation o s
systems, which overlap in the regions of configuration splaatthey explore, in a way which allows one to determine the
FED. The advantage of this method is that it is highly paliabdle in a way that is not possible for the other two methods
The third and final method that we study is the Fast Growth owgthnd involves performing non-equilibrium work on the
system so as to force it from the regions of configurationspasociated with one phase to those of the other. We deratmstr
that all three methods are effective in overcoming the ayeproblem.

The discussion until this point will be limited to the task addtermining phase boundaries within the purely classical
framework. At low temperatures, however, quantum effeetsifioto become increasingly important; this is especiallg for
particles with light masses. Generally there are two tygegiantum effects that arise. The first are quantum disetiis
effects, which arise when the typical energy is of the ordethe phonon excitation energies. The second effect is that o
guantum exchange, which arises when the de Broglie waviidregomes roughly of the order of the interatomic spacing.
In the final part of this thesis (chap#ilr 6) we address thetiatidi phenomena which arise from the quantum discretisati
effects by generalising the PM formalism so as to be appkcaiihin the path integral formulation of statistical meciics.
The path integral approach allows one to obtain thermodymarformation of a quantum system by modelling a classical
system in which the interacting particles are replaced gracting polymers. The simulation of such a system expends
considerably more computational effort than its classicainterpart, and as a result makes the calculation of thetgoe
FED considerably more difficult. We get around this problgnmubing the parallelizability of the Multihamiltonian meith
to divide the computation of the quantum FED amongst seyecalessors in a parallel cluster. This allows us to exanfiae t

importance of zero point motion on the quantum Lennard-Sphase diagram.
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List of Symbols

= : equality up to a normalisation constant which is not knowpriari.

< Q > : this denotes the expectation of a macrovariable Q witheetsjp the sampling distribution (see E¢lll0).
: this variable denotes the phase label. The two possibleesdbr are = A and = B.
= % where k is the Boltzmann constant

4 . w1 ;. This is the increment in the field parameter. For all the &timns employed in this thesis, the

1

increments were the same, so that, = 4 (see sectiolll.4 and sectilll.4.8).

4 T : this corresponds to the time (in the FG method) for whichsygtem is equilibrated, before work is subsequently

performed on it.

4 (r): variable which keeps track of the phase. It assumes the wality if r corresponds to a configuration generated
in phase and zero if not. In order for this function to be able to workeanust (in the most general case) keep track

of the phase label by appeal to the reference configuratiqiliil, Eqll6) about which the particles are displaced.

4 M ]: variable which assumes the value unityif M ] and zero otherwise. In the case whatel, and M L
do not overlap (i.e. when M is an order parameter for the tvaiesys), then this function may be used to identify the

phases.

: the field parameter used to morph the configurational engfrgype phase onto that of the other phase. Sclll.2.48

for a simple example of this.
4. See EqlN2.
¢ (r) : the Boltzmann sampling distribution, Elljill.26

¢ (r) : the Boltzmann sampling distribution when constrainediase (see EqJllll6). Since a phase essentially
corresponds to a local basin of attraction in the configonatienergy (r), this distribution may be realised by imple-
menting a simulation initiated in phase The local structure of the configuration space will enshes the simulation

will remain in that phase.

< ) : the canonical MH sampling distribution given by ENll.20ténms of the collective configuration of the

composite (multi-replica) system.

S = $s; ):thecanonical PS sampling distribution (HIljl.74) in teahthe effective configuratior of the

system, where the phase label is a stochastic variable.
™ () : the superscript m denotes a MUCA sampling distribution.

4 (fug) : the quantum sampling distribution of phasésee Eqlllll).
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: the effective temperature in the quantum systenilifili 6.16)
A(x) : the metropolis acceptance function, IIlJlL.29
D : global translation vector appearing in the PM formulatibigurdiiliB, Ecilill3.

D" : The De Boer parameter (Eljill 37) appears in quantum Lerlwarels systems and fixes the temperatures at which

the different quantum effects become important (see alperagixill).

E (r) : the configurational energy of the system.

E () : the configurational energy of phasen thev representation, E{jilk.8.

4 B¢, : the difference in energies between the reference configaraf phase B and that of phase A (see IlJl2.11).
&3 : the i'th component of the j'th eigenvector of the dynamicaltrixk  of phase .

E ) : difference between the actual energy of the system andrntbeyg of the reference configuration (Eljill2.9).
In the case of the reference configuration being the grouaté §as it is in the case of crystalline solids, where the
reference configurations correspond to the lattice sites)y) corresponds to the excitation energy of the system. We

will frequently refer to this simply as the 'configuratiorealergy’.
F (v) : the harmonic contribution to the excitation energy of ghagsee Eqlll7 and EJEl14).
E (v) : the anharmonic contribution to the excitation energy aiggh .

E : a configurational energy which is a function of the field paeger . One may use this function to construct a
chain of configurational energies (see IlJlR.44) which lthksconfigurational energy associated with phasg4) o

that associated with phase Bg(). The most straightforward parameterisation, one whichwilleemploy, is the linear

one of Ec/IIS.

E, : the configurational energy of the quantum system.
F : the absolute free energy of phaseEq. I

4% =Fs Fa

4 2, : the anharmonic contribution to the FED.

H Mga ;) : the histogram recording the number of times a data outpiliiso§imulation falls in bin 5 » ;; under an

experiment performed with the sampling distribution

H : In the MH method this corresponds to the configurationatgyn&@associated’ with the extended system (see Eq.

).

H : In the quantum case this is used to refer to the configuraltiemergy of the (classical) polymeric system repre-
senting phase (see Eqlll6).
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H : denotes the hamiltonian operator of the (quantum) system.
K : the dynamical matrix of phase(see Eqllli8).
¥ : the eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenvestor

M 1] : the set of macrostates consistent with phasiBlote, however, that when one performs a simulation coingtda

to phase (via ¢ (r)), the simulation will only visit asubset of M ] .
M. :the macrovariable in EQEERL5.
Mgpa;i: biniinM 54 space. (i=1,2,..,b where b = number of bins).

Mgy (1) @ the i'th output ofM 5 5 during the course of the simulation. (i=1,2,...,t), t bethg final output of the

simulation.
Mz a ;1) - the MUCA weights.

@ . ; ; : : ; ; :
51 - the weight associated with sub-ensemble i for the simdlegmpering method (see Elijill.58). Note that unlike

the multicanonical weights M  a ;;) these are not functions defined on configuration space.
N : number of particles

O': the overlap parameter, EJJlll 18. This variable assumesalbie unity if there is perfect overlap between the two

phase constrained distributions and O if there is no overlap

P : the number of replicas in the polymeric system modelliregguantum phase (see Il.25).

Lav]

: the permutation operator.
P (r) : absolute canonical probability of observing a configunati (Ec/lll).

P M ) : absolute canonical probability of observing a macrosva(&q llB).

Lav]

(rj ) : absolute canonical probability of observing a configunati conditional on being in phase (Ecilb).

o]

™ 5 ): absolute canonical probability of observing a macrodthtenditional on being in phase (Eqilb).
P ™ ; ): thejoint probability of observing a macrostate M and being in phaseciliR).

P Mga ;) : the distribution of1 5 » at timeslice i (when the configurational ene®yyhas been changed from,

1

toE _, andafter the system has been equilibrated for a tine).

B WgajC): theestimator (see Eq.lE) oP W 5, ) forthe ! ~ FG process. In terms of notation, this is

equivalentta® Wgaj 1 ~).

P°, _ (Evg) : this denotes the probability of obtaining a pathginthe ! ~ FG process, as described in section
]
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r: 3N dimensional column vector denoting the positions offadl particles.
Rs 2 : the ratio of the absolute partition functions, [l 1.8
Rs » . the ratio of the partition functions as given in (k.13

Rsa » . the ratio of the partition functions of the P replica polyioeystem representing the quantum phase (see Eq.

).

R : a reference configuration in phase For crystalline structures, an appropriate referencdigoration is the

underlying lattice structure, corresponding to the (atadsground state configuration.

S a - the linear transformation used to map the displacemermitphase A onto those of phase B, HIJllR.14. This

mapping ensures that the two phases share the sainerdinates.
S : the total action of the classical polymeric system modglthe quantum phase (Eljill.28).

% : the terms in the total actios, which contain information relating to the kinetic propestiof the quantum system

(Eq. D).

S : the terms in the total actiosy; which contain information relating to the configurationedjperties of the quantum

system (EqlllO).

T : temperature of the heat bath

T : effective temperature appearing in the Lennard-JondersyEq D).

T :the linear transformation which relates the displaceswent the effective configuration of phase , Eq. .
T : denotes the kinetic energy operator (lll5.12) of the (uajsystem.

u : the displacement of the particles about the referenceguanafiionr .

v : the effective configuration. These are generalised coatds which may be used to parameterise the configuration
space of the system. When the distinction between the canfign space as described by theoordinates and that
described by ther coordinates is necessary, we will refer to the space spabypdbe variablesr as the absolute

configuration space, and those spanned by the variatdsshe effective configuration space.
V : volume of the system.

w, W sa ): This measures the contribution of the macrostate, to thenumerator of the corresponding estimator.
For the general DP estimator this given by [llt.10, whem@athé EP estimator it is given by EIJlll 14, and for the
PS estimator it is given by ENEA8.

wy W 5 ): This measures the contribution of the macrostate, to thedenominaror of the corresponding estimator.
For the general DP estimator this given by [llt.11, whemathé EP estimator it is given by EIllll 15, and for the
PS estimator it is given by EJJII49. y
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Ws a ;1 - the (temperature scaled) work incurred in incrementimgabnfigurational energy from |, toE ,,, whilst

keeping the configuration; constant (see EQIINO3).

Ws a . the net (temperature scaled) work (which we will simplyerdb as work) appearing in the FG method, obtained
on changing the configurational enemyfromE, toEp through a series of steps in which at each stage one increment

and then equilibrates the system with the new configuratiemergy for a time T (see sectiolll.8 for details).

W, : the (reversible) work obtained in the limit of thermodyriaimtegration (see sectidiillilit.4, k.52, I5.29).
This is also the point at which the two phase constrainedlilligionsP @ s, j$) andP W, j $ ) intersect (see

figurcllR) sothalt , = hRg,.
I, : the n-th cumulant (see Eljll24) of the probability disttibne ™ . 5 ©).
, - : thisis used to denote the! ~ FG process, as described in sediliR.4.8.
Z : the absolute partition function, BllL.2
z : the absolute partition function of phaseEcq . JIIlF

7, : the partition function associated with the configuratimrergye | (see EqlllY).
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List of Acronyms

AR : acceptance ratio method denotes the estimator of theiREich one performs two independent simulations,
one in each phase, and estimates the expectations of thetacce probabilities (see ElJlll.31, or more generally Eq.

).
DP : dual phase. This refers to the most general canonictirpation formula (see Eljlli34).

EP : this refers to the exponential perturbation estimzZo/illB) ofR » in which the FED is estimated from data

extracted from a simulation constrained to a single phase.

FED : free energy difference, Bl 15, Bl .16, Ill2.106c&the problem of estimatirgys , is equivalent to that

of estimating the FED of the two phases, we will frequenttginhange the use of the termg , and FED.

FF : this refers to the fermi function estimator correspagdio EqllB. The optimal C is obtained by recursively

solving Ecq . and EQEB2.
FG : the fast growth method process (see sclllllZlS, 5.4).

FSM : the fourier space mapping is a particular realisatich®general phase mapping (lllR.14) in which the fourier

coordinates of one phase are mapped onto those of the othse fdbee EJEINLG).
HOA : higher order approximation.
LJ: Lennard Jones (refers to the pairwise interactomicriztegiven in ECEER).

MH : the multi-hamiltonian strategy is an extended sampéitigtegy which involves the construction of several inde-
pendent but overlapping distributions. These overlapgiaggibution then allow the construction of a path linkirnget

typical macrostates of the two phases (see sclln 5.3).

MS : the multistage strategy is similar in principle to the Mi¢thods (see sectilililiit .4).

MH-PS : the PS method, as implemented within the framewotk®MH extended sampling strategy (see selln5.3).
MUCA : multicanonical (see sectidillliViE 2N 5.2).

NVT : this refers to a system whose volume V and temperatuneTraintained at a constant value and in which the
number of particles within the system remains unchangeidgltine course of the simulation. Such a system is referred

to as a canonical system and has a distribution given by titerBann distribution (Ecill 1).
PA : primitive approximation

PM : 'phase mapping’ refers to the scheme whereby the corliguns of one phase are mapped onto those of the other
phase. The employment of a phase mapping allows one to mapdb&em of estimating the FED between the two

phases onto that of estimating the FED between two systethgifierent configurational energies (see IJiR.13).
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PS : the 'phase switch’ should not be confused with the PMs Thiresponding to a simulation in which attempts to
switch phases are actually made, and whose correspondintptes forRi , essentially amounts to measuring the

(unbiased) ratio of the times spent in the two phases (scllll). See chaptlll 4 for generalisations of this method.
Q-FSM : quantum fourier space mapping.

Q-RSM : quantum real space mapping.

REP : restricted exponential perturbation formula (se #ll).

RDP : restricted dual phase perturbation formulaliill).4.3).

RSM : the real space mapping is a particular realisation@Pthl (see Eqll4).

ST : simulated tempering (see secllllll.4.6).

WHAM : the weighted histogram analysis method (see sl
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Glossary

order parameter : macrovariable which assumes a diffeamigies of values in the different phases. These ranges are,

by definition, non-overlapping
A : this is the phase label denoting the fcc structure.
B : this is the phase label denoting the hcp structure.

configuration space : this term is used both to refer to theesppanned by and that spanned by. When the
distinction between the configuration space as describéleaycoordinates and that described by theoordinates is
necessary, we will refer to the space spanned by the vasiablethe absolute configuration space, and that spanned by

thev coordinates as effective configuration space.
canonical : in the context of sampling, this refers to samgpfrom a Boltzmann distribution (see [lJill.26).

conjugate phase : this corresponds to the phase which theaagion is currently not in and the phasero which the
configurations are being mapped. In the case of the phasehsmgtmethod this changes during the course of the

simulation. In the case of a phase constrained simulatisrréimains the same for the entire duration of the method.

dual phase : this refers to estimators of the form oflljil. &0tch explicitly involve the accumulation of data from

two simulations, one constrained to each phase.

extended sampling strategy : this refers to the proceduszetly the sampling distribution is made to encompasses a
wider (or extended) region of configuration space than icglly associated with the canonical distribution, whibk t

expectations are performed with respect to. The desiredataions are recovered from Bl .32.

macrostate : this corresponds to the collection of configpmawhich yield a particular value for a given macrovalgab

(See also Edl.3 for the probability of observing a givennostate).

parent phase : this refers to the phase which the simulaioarrently in angirom which the configurations are being
mapped onto the other phase. In the case of the phase swjitoleithod this changes during the course of the simulation.

In the case of a phase constrained simulation this remaénsaime for the entire duration of the method.
partial overlap : see nof® P]

path : this refers to a sequence of (closely spaced) matessieich are actually sampled during the course of a
simulation and which connect the regions of (effectivefigumration space associated with one phase to those agsibciat

with the other phase.

representation : this refers to the particular way in whioh expresses the degrees of freedeoirof the phase (see Eq.
). Since the PM matches thecoordinates of the two phases, the representation direffégts the overlap obtained

under the operation of the PM.
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system : We will frequently interchange this word with therd/phase”

thermodynamic limit : limit of the system size tending to mitly. ThatisN !

1.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Phases and their stability

The material world around us comprises of matter and itgacte®ns. Depending on the strengths and ranges of these
interactions matter, on the macroscopic scale, displaysiaty of collective properties. These collective projsrtesult in

the formation of different "phases” of matter such as gasiitl, and solid. For these phases there are two levels ofigésn,
which are the microscopic and macroscopic approaches. Tdresnopic picture describes matter in terms of its comstit
particles and their interactions, whereas the macrosdgscription coarse grains the configurational and kinefrmation

of the constituent particles into a small set of so callednmariables.

In the case of equilibriuntf3]]6] these macrovariablestiliate in time about a mean which remains constant in time, and
the corresponding theory that describes the interrelatidhe means of these variables is thermodynamics. The faadtal
parameters which enter into the theory are certain madaidas (such as the configurational energy E), certain patens
called intensive variables (such as the temperature anchieraical potential) which do not explicitly depend on thetsyn
and instead describe the coupling of the system with the@mwient, and the concept of entropy, which is a measure of the
amount of disorder present in the system.

Thermodynamics is useful in that it explains the interiefaamongst some of the most important macrovariables. How-
ever, the theory does not give one the power of being ableadigrhow these macrovariables (or more precisely the means
of these macrovariables) vary as one changes the intersigeneters. In order to do this one must resort to the micpisco
description of the phenomena. A full blown microscopic agmh would be (in the classical case) to solve Newton'’s éojust
for the particles and then average the relevant macrovasaver sufficiently long times, or (in the quantum casejdive
the multi-particle Schrodinger equation and evaluateithe averages of the expectation of the relevant macrovasaBuch
an approach is, however, analytically intractable and onstimstead resort to a more approximate microscopic approa

The relevant microscopic theory is that of statistical nzetbs, a theory in which all temporal effects have been aesta
out. The core ingredients of the theory are the set of spatiafigurations which the system may assume, the set of imtens

variables which describe the system-environment coupling the configurational energy of the system. Using thase, o

19



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 20

may then construct probabilities for finding the system iriveig configuration at any given instant of time. Since thetke
is independent of kinetics, a considerably reduced amdusftart is required in describing phenomena. For a moreaptt
development of the points mentioned above, the readerdsreef to some standard texts on statistical mechaflicf]4]-[

In order to describe phenomena directly via statistical madcs we must first explain more precisely what exactly we
mean by a phase. Within the framework of statistical medasaaiphase corresponds to the group of microscopic configura-
tions in which the constituent members of any given grouplikkome common property unique to that phase. For example,
in the case of a crystalline solid phase, the associate¢pgwould correspond to all configurations in which the pagschre
displaced by "small” amounts about some lattice structdit@s lattice structure, which is the common characteristiall
the configurations, is what identifies the group and diffetattice structures yield different groups or differenagks. By
grouping the configurations in this way one may also caleula¢ probability associated with a phase simply by summing
the probabilities of the constituent configurations. Thauteis proportional to a quantity called the partition ftion of the
phase, which plays a central role in statistical mechanics.

The properties of a phase can, within the framework of thelynamics, be predicted through a central quantity called th
free energy. On the other hand all such predictions willhimithe scheme of statistical mechanics, stem from the |mibtya
distribution of the configurations associated with thatgiphase. Not surprisingly it turns out that the free enefgyphase
is intimately related to the partition function of that peawith the intensive variables being the common paraméatetse
two theories. By finding the partition function of a phaseg @able to predict its behaviour quantitatively in the noacopic
limit.

Of all the predictions that statistical mechanics can makeeshall focus on one. Namely, given a set of candidate phases
which phase is the one that is actually going to be found innedfor a given set of constraints (of the environment on the
system)? Within the framework of statistical mechanics thanslates to the task of finding out which is the most prizbab
phase, or correspondingly finding out which phase has tlyges$apartition function. In the context of determining phas
boundaries, where one is trying to determine the more pilebalt of two candidate phases, one may reduce to number
of calculations by merely focusing on the ratio of the pemtitfunctions (which entails a single calculation) as omgubto
focusing ones efforts on the calculation of the individuattjtion functions (an approach which will require two seyia
calculations).

The analytic evaluation of the ratio of partition functidips equivalently the free energy difference) is, howeveisimple
task. Despite the fact that temporal effects have been gedraut in statistical mechanics so as to considerably gyrthe
theory, it turns out that, for most complex systems of irggrealculation of the desired properties via analytic réghes
remains intractable. One instead has to resort to computatiowever even within the framework of this approach, skt
of determining the ratio of the partition functions stillnains a difficult one. In the rest of this thesis we will priihabe
concerned with the investigation and development of coatmirtal methods of determining the FED (or equivalentlyrtite
of the partition functions) of two different phases.

In the next section we will introduce the necessary mackingrich will enable us to define exactly what we mean by the
partition function of a phase. We will express the partitianction of a phase as a multidimensional integral andtilaie

how the ratio of the partition functions can be thought offesratio of two multidimensional integrals in which the rags



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 21

which contribute the most come from two non-overlappingarg of the space over which the integrals are defined. We will
then briefly discuss the Metropolis algorithm, which is a @ljdused computational technique to model equilibrium phas
behaviour. This will be followed by a discussion of how thethmal may, in principle, be used to estimate the FED, and how

in practice it fails.

1.2 Statistical mechanics : The formulation of the problem

1.2.1 Key concepts and definitions

In this section we develop the necessary statistical méchidheory [[3]. Suppose that we have a system with a fixed mumb
of particles N, at a fixed volume V, and at a fixed temperatuBith a system is referred to as a canonical or NVT system. Let
r denote the 3N dimensional column vector containing thetjpos of all the particles. Within the framework of equililbm
statistical mechanics it follows that, when the dynamicthefsystem have been averaged out over sufficiently longgeri

of time, the canonical probability of finding the system asBg a configuratiorr is given by the Boltzmann distribution:

P (r) = Zie E® (1.2)

wherek (r) is the configurational energy of the system and Z is the absphrtition function:
7
Z = dre B0 (1.2)
and = 1=kT, where k is the Boltzmann constant. If we have a variable M (r) which is a function on configuration
space, which we call a macrovariable, it follows that theoracal probability oy assuming avalue (called a macrostate)

is then given by:

PM )= dr M @ M )P (r) (1.3)

A macrostate is essentially a collection of microscopicfinmationsfrg for which a macrovariable assumes a particular
value. The canonical probability of a macrostate (il 1c8pants for the fact that there may be a multiplicity of miwopic
configurations associated with a given macrostate.

Equipped with the armoury of the probabilities of microstatEq. llll) and of macrostates (Eljll 1.3), we may now
proceed to define a phase. We first note that in thermodyname&generally identifies a phase (which we labgthrough
a macrovariabler , also called an order parameter, which spans a set of valu¢s For an order parameter the set of
values (sayM ] and M 1.) associated with the two different phasesand ~) do not overlap, allowing it to be used as an
identifying variable for the phases in question. Carryimg tdea over into statistical mechanics, one may consé&ragterion
for deciding whether a configuratiarbelongs to a phase or not by virtue of the following function:

8

<1 :ifMm
4 ) Wl (1.4)
* 0 : otherwise
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If 4 [lis 1, then the configurationbelongs to phase, otherwise it does not. This function essentially uses topgrty of
M being an order parameter (that is assuming a unique setudval the different phases) in order to determine whether a
configuration belongs to a phase or not.

Using Eq. ll one may immediately write down the partitiondiion and the (canonical) conditional probabilities of

finding a configuratiorr and that of finding a macrostate , in phase :

P(rj)=zie FE g ) (1.5)
and
Z
PM j) = dr M () M )P (r])
Z
= Zi dr M (@) M )e ®*® 4 [ (1.6)

wherez denotes the partition function, or probabilistic weiglssaciated with phase:

Z
z dre E® 4 [ (1.7)

Having now defined the concept of a phase and its correspgmgiight (the partition function, EQill.7) we may now write

the ratio of the patrtition functions of the two different [glea as the ratio of two multidimensional integrals:

R
dre *© 45 ]

R Z_B = R
A g dre E® 4, []
_ <4 lkl> (1.8)
< 45 k]> '

where the angular brackets> denote an expectation with respect to the distributiogr) (defined more explicitly in Eq.
I below). Alternatively, by using the order parameterone may write the ratio of the partition functions as theorafi

two one dimensional integrals:

R
SMAs M P M)

R =
o M4, MP M)
4
_ <4sM]> (1.9)
<4, M 1>
where

8
<1 :ifMm

4 M ] M1 (1.10)
0 otherwise

The strategy of re-writin& s » as has been done in HlJliL.9 is a highly advantageous onetsiadades the multidimensional

problem in Eq. I8 to the one dimensional problem of [l 1t@rdcially depends on ones ability to find a suitable order
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parameter M, which may not be possible for smaller systemsuth situations one may instead have to be content with
a macrovariable M which spans an overlapping range of vglt'es and M 1.) in the two phases. In this case one must
distinguish the two phases on a microscopic level. For exanmpthe case of crystalline phases, one may do this by kgepi
track of the lattice vectors about which the particles ofdjistem are displaced. In this more general casdilly. 1.9 lg. 1
and Eq B will continue to hold provided is more broadly defined as:
8
<

if r frg

4 [l (1.11)

1

0 : otherwise
wherefrg denotes the set of configurations which one would typicadioaiate with phase. In the case wher¢1 3, and
M L partially overlap, the expression in BlJll1.9 fog » no longer holds, and must instead be expressed in terms jufitte

probability distribution ot and :

PM ;) = E(M )P ()
= dr ™ @) M Je *© 4 ] (1.12)

where4 [r]is now given by EqIlll1. It then follows that the ratio of thetjtion functions may now be expressed more

generally as:

R
M4 M P M;B)
RdM4AM]P(M;A)
aM P M ;B)

- rEES) (1.13)
dM P M ;A)

Rpa =

It is clear that in Eqlllll3 the macrovariabie is in fact a redundant variable. Its utility, however, liestihe estimation of
Eq. B via simulations, where the macrovariable M is useglitde the simulation to certain regions of configuratioacsp

. We will have more to say about this in sectill 2.4 (in patéiceection Sl 3 arllll.7).

1.2.2 The link to thermodynamics

In order to establish the connection between statisticalhaeics and thermodynamics we first note that, in statlstiea
chanics, questions as to the relative stability of phasegstra@ntirely addressed through the quargity, , (Eq. B, EqlllO,
and Eqll3, ). If this quantity is greater than unity, pHBse the more stable. Otherwise phase A is the more stablesof th
two. Thermodynamics, on the other hand, extracts the quoreing information through the free energy § of the phase.
The phase which has the lower free energy is the more stabhedivo. The identity which bridges the two theories is the

following:

F 'hz (1.14)
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It follows from Eq. Il that the ratio of the partition fuimnts is intimately related to the FED of the two phases:

Rpga = e 4F 5a (115)

whereFg  is the free energy difference:

FBA = FB FA (1.16)

From thermodynamics we know that the equilibrium phaset {(théne one which is found in nature, subject to the necessary
constraints) is the one with the minimum free energy. Thidissistent with the statistical mechanical formulatiorcsifrom
Eq.ll this merely corresponds to the phase with the mariprebabilistic weightz . Furthermore since the free energy,
and hence the free energy difference, is an extensive quéhtatis4 £z, / N ), it follows from Ec.Jllb that in the limit of

N ! 1 (called the thermodynamic limit) the difference in paditifunctions of the two phases will magnify so as to make
one of the phases overwhelmingly more probable than the.othés is in line with the thermodynamic observation of #her

being only one phase that is consistent with the constrairgesed on the systeri[9].

1.2.3 Summary

Summarising, if one has two candidate phases, and one vedirid but which will appear in nature, one can construct adinit
system and calculate the ratio of the partition functirps, via Eq.lB, Eqllll3, EQl.9. This allows one to determiee th
more stable (or more probable) of the two phases. It thenvialithat in the thermodynamic limit this phase then becomes
overwhelmingly more probable that the other and as a resllibbethe one found in natur€410].

For most interesting systems, even for a finite system thenlyidg complexity rules out any analytic approach. Onetmus
instead resort to computational techniques. The Monteo@aéthod is a computational approach which is particularites
for the simulation of equilibrium systems in which one is nohcerned with the dynamics but merely static, time avetage
guantities. In the next section we will briefly introduce atpaular type of Monte Carlo method, called the Metropolis
algorithm, and then discuss in sectilll.3.2 how this methay in principle, be used to tackle the problem of estinugtire

ratio of the patrtition functiong; 5 .

1.3 Simulation tools

1.3.1 The Metropolis algorithm
1.3.1.1 Constructing the method

There are two main simulations techniques which are emgldyesample configuration space distributed according to Eq.
B, 2], [#2]. The first is molecular dynamics, a method ethive do not employ in this thesis. For further information
refer to [23]. The second, and more natural (in the contexopfilibrium statistical mechanics) is the Metropolis altiom
[Z4], [Z2]. Unlike molecular dynamics, in which the dynamis purely deterministic, the Metropolis algorithm is aglyr

probabilistic method. We will now describe the method in saitetail.
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The Metropolis algorithm works by generating a sequenceofigurationstr (1) ; r (2); :::; x (t)g in which the probability
of generating a configuratiatit+ 1) is only dependent on the current configuratiar). This algorithm may be constructed
in such a way so as to ensure that in the infinite time limit ( 1 ), the relative probabilities of configurations appearimg i
the chain satisfy any arbitrary sampling distributiorr). To see how this is done consider the rate equation fay:

Z Z

) = drfrs ! 1r): @ @®: d’%Ps ! 9 (1.17)

@t

whereps (" ! r) denotes the transition (or sampling) probability of theoaithm from a configuration®to a configuration
r. If the transition probability of the algorithm is to yieldprocess with a stationary distribution (that is a distridat (r)

which does not change in time) one must have:

@ ()
Qt

=0 (1.18)

Clearly one way, but by no means the only way, in which llllina8 be satisfied is by assuming that:

Ps ! n @ =pPs! ) @ (1.19)

The constraintors ° ! r)in Eq. Il is called the condition of detailed balance angséed by the Metropolis algorithm
in order to produce a chain of configurations in which différeonfigurations appear with relative frequencies whiah ar
consistent with (r) [E].

In the Metropolis algorithm the procedure of sampling iddidd into two stages. The first stage involves generatingwa ne
configuration® given a current configuration The second stage is that of accepting or rejecting the gethmoves. Let
P; (r%¥) denote the probability of generatimfjgivenr, and lete, (v ! % denote the corresponding acceptance probability.

It follows that the sampling probability may be written as:

Ps ! )=P; ®pP.! Y (1.20)

Using Eq P anlllO0 it is easy to show that:

P,! 10 @)Pg X’

= 1.21
P,@®! 1) ©)Ps %) (1.21)
Using this one may easily verify that a suitable ! 9 is of the form [29], 5], 7]
P.x! %)= Minfl'Mg (1.22)
T " ©Ps %) '
Eq. IR is called the Metropolis acceptance criterion. keraative, which also satisfies Eljill.21, is given by:
0 1

P! r)y= ———— (1.23)

(r)Pg ()

1+ %Ps (39

In the simulation of statistical mechanical systems a paldi case of ECll? is generally adopted. Consider a atioal

performed via the Metropolis algorithm in which the geniemrabf a trial configuration involves perturbing a randompsen
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particle to a random position chosen to lie within a specifieldme 8] about the particle’s initial poirt{13]. For duan
algorithm, the probability of generating a new configunati®) given a current configuratian is symmetrical in the following

way:

Ps °¥) = Pg (cx") (1.24)

As a result Ecllll2 simplifies to:

0 . @)
P, (r ! r) = Mlnfl;Tg (125)
I

For the particular case where the sampling distributiohésBoltzmann distribution (Eql.1):

= Ze B0 (1.26)

where= denotes an equality up to a normalisation constant whicbti&kmown [27], Eqll> may be written as:

P! )=A(4E) (1.27)
where
4E=E () E @ (1.28)
and
A x) = Minfl;e*g (1.29)

is the Metropolis acceptance function. The procedure ofleyiqg ap¢ (%) with the property given in ECl4 and the
acceptance probability, ! % given in EqJli7 forms the cornerstone of the original Metis method, and will be the
one that is used in the canonical simulations (. 1.1) pexéd in this thesis.

Summarising, if one performs a simulation in which one ststically generates configurations and accepts via thgpacce
tance probabilities of EQEll22, one generates a chain digroations in which the frequencies of the appearance tdrifit
configurations are proportional to their probabilitieg). We will now show how this property may be used to estimate the

expectation of macrovariables.

1.3.1.2 Estimating the expectation of macrovariables

Suppose now that one wants to evaluate the expectation & &omation Q of a macrovariable M with respect to the sampling

distribution :

R
dr_ @0 M ()

< Q > JE——

(1.30)
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By using the Metropolis algorithm (that is the stochastgoaithm in which proposed moves are accepted vidlllll 1.22), o

may estimate the expectati@ng > via the following scheme:

P b .
eb: i:lQ QV-[ 1)H QV-[ iJ )
E b .
i:lH (LV-[ iJ )

1x
- L oM@ (1.31)
i=1

whereM (i) denotes the i-th output of the macroststeby the simulation and where ™ ;5 ) denotes the histogram count
for bin M ; under a sampling experiment performed via the samplingilligion . It is important to keep in mind that it
is the lack of knowledge of the normalising constant ofvhich necessitates the inclusion of the inteé{rair (r) in the
denominator of ECEllBETL9]. This will have important comsences for the task of estimating the FEDs (see sclllill)2.4.

A finite sample estimate given in EIlll31 will generally haveatistical error associated with it. This arises from the
fact that one is trying to reconstruct the relevant proligtdistribution from a finite number of samples, or equivslg from
a finite time simulationZ0]. In the case of FED calculatipmse has, in addition to thisystematic errors. These arise (in the
context of FED calculations) from not sampling the regiohsanfiguration space which contribute the most significatdl
the relevant estimator. Once again this arises from thetfiattone is running the simulation for a finite amount of tirhbe
differences in the two types of errors lie in the time scalesded to reduce the error to an acceptable level, and theiafo
some circumstances the distinction can become blurred.n@yegenerally think of statistical errors as those which oay
decreased to a desired level merely by running the simul&iosufficiently long times, where the lengths of time in gtien
are generally those for which one would be prepared to rumalation. In the case of systematic errors, the times netded
reduce them to an acceptable level are generally consigayedater (by at least several orders) than one would beapeep
to wait. The methods which are successful in estimating Eied=are those which overcome such systematic errors. We will
have more to say about the way in which they do this in ch@ipterd2chaptcll5.

Eq. I tells us how we may estimate the expectation of aswadable (with respect to a sampling distributionbased
on an experiment performed with themne sampling distribution . More generally one may need to estiinthe expectation
of Q with respect to a distribution (say) which isdifferent from the sampling distribution used to obtain the data. To do

this we simply re-write the expectatianQ > . as an expectation with respect to the sampling distribution

R
dr~p Q™M ()
dr~ (r)
R

dr @Q M ()-5

<Q>.

[a3 ~
a0

<oM @)= > 132
< N:g > '

where, as is the case in HlJill. 30, the need to evaluate thendeator of Eq Il essentially arises from the lack of krexigle
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of therelative normalisation constants ofand ~. Provided% is well defined Ecllll2 may be estimated by:

P . .

vy ()

<o eb: i:}‘Q ™M @) —rmy
~ Fv o~@a
=1 (r(d))

(1.33)

wherefr (1);r ); ::; r (t)g denotes the sequence of configurations generated by théationuand wherel () = M @ @).

In the special case whefé=- is a functionf M (r)) of M (), that is:

"0 e o) (1.34)
(x)
we may write Eqlll2 as:
<QM)fM)>
.= 1.35
<e> <fM)> (1.35)

and we may re-write the corresponding estimator [l 1.83) a

P
ep: L QM HEM DH M5 )
<Q>.= P .
i=1f(]_\/_[ 1)H (LV-[ iJ )
Eq. B and EJEEBG play a central role in the task of estimdtEDs via computational techniques. We will see in s@stio

(1.36)

. and more clearly in chapilllir 5, that at the heart of alhtle¢thods designed to tackle the problem of estimating FEDs is
the construction of a sampling distributionwhich differs from the distribution- with respect to which the expectations are
performed. We will refer to this as thatended sampling (ES) strategy [£<]. We will have more to say about these extended
sampling strategies in sectilll4.3 and chdliter 5. Befairgcthis we will describe three general techniques whicly by
used to estimate EQll .8 via simulation and will then prodeddcus on one of these, namely the phase mapping method.
In the next chapter we will then proceed to review the varimethods that are available for estimating FEDs within the

framework of this method.

1.3.2 Sampling strategies for estimating R »

Broadly speaking there are (for NVT systems) three gené&@ategjies which one may pursue in order to estinraie [22].
They are the reference state technique, the continuoug péetsnique, and the phase mapping (PM) technique. At th# hea
of all the techniques is the concept of a path, which we defireta series of overlapping macrostates (obtained duriang th
course of a simulation) connecting the regions of configomatpace associated with one phase to those associatetheith
other.

In the reference state technique, a path is constructedwduinnects each phase to a reference system for which the
partition function is known exactly. In this way one is ahteestimate the absolute partition function of each phas¢hdn
continuous path technique, a continuous path is constidicien one phase to the other, thereby allowing one to estirhet
ratio of the partition functions. In the phase mapping (P&thnique, a path linking the two phases is constructed ichvhi
one "leaps” directly from one phase to the other, omittingtta¢ regions of configuration space lying in between the two

phases. We will now review these methods in greater detail.
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1.3.2.1 Reference State Technique

In the reference state technique (also called thermodynenteigration) 723], 724],125], the basic idea is to constra path
which connects the desired phase to a reference system foh wie partition function is known exactly. This allows one
to compute the FED between the given phase and the refergats By performing two such simulations, connecting
each phase to an appropriate reference sysiim [26], onenfieaytie FEDs between the phases and their respective metere
systems. Since the partition functions of these referepstems are known a-priori, one may use these results tondieter
the absolute values of the partition functions of each pfiide One may then proceed to determine which is the mordestab
phase of the two. A schematic is shown in figlll 1.1.

Technically, the way in which one links the desired systerh&oreference phase is as follows. One constructs a config-
urational energ¥  (r) in which the field parameter assumes any value between 0 and 1. Furthermore suppost tthat a
extremities of = 0and = 1 this configurational energy assumes the form of the configural energies of the reference
and desired phases respectively (e, = E, andE _; = E , whereE, andE are the configurational energies of the

reference and desired phases respectively). Then therferttal relation upon which the method is based is:

=1

F =1 F =0 = @Ld

_o @

2 -1 g
= <—> d (1.37)

-0 @

where is given by:

w=e ¥ © (1.38)

Eq. Il must be estimated numerically by first dividing upititervalf ginto a discrete set
f 1= 0; ,;::5 » = 1g, and then proceeding to estimate [IlJllL.37 via:
% 1

F o F_p = < @E\:@ > l( i1 i) (139)

i=1

where< @E\=@¢ > _ denotes an estimate of the expectaioRe =@ >

Generally there will be two sources of error in the estimatoq. ll®. The first will be statistical errors in estimatin
< @E =@ >  andthe second will be systematic errors arising from therelissation of the intervat g [=5]. Whereas
the statistical errors are made smaller simply by incregsia duration of the simulations, the systematic errordogamade
smaller by reducing the size of the increments; ;. By ensuring that the increments, ; ; are sufficiently small,
one may ensure that the systematic errors are smaller teagothesponding statistical errors, though a-priori itas ciear
how small these increments have to be in order to ensurettisastindeed the case.

The presence of systematic errors is one point which malegsference state technique, as formulated here, a slightly
unattractive one. Furthermore the reference state techmaquires the estimate of two separate quantities, tttad {gartition
functions of the individual phases, when one is in fact ontgiiested in the single quantity corresponding torthé of these

guantities. Clearly a single calculation which directlyirestes this ratio would be preferabic{29].



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 30

phase A reference system B

reference system A
phase B

Figure 1.1: Reference State Technique
In the reference state technique one performs a separaiasion for each phase, in which the simulation connectgtiase
to a reference system for which the partition function iswnaxactly. Knowledge of the absolute value of the partition
function of the reference system and the ratio of the partifunctions of the phase and the reference system (which is
estimated from the simulations) allows one to estimate bsolate value of the partition function of each phase. Ome ca

then determine the more probable of the two phases by notimicjvof the two has the larger partition function (or smaller

free energy).
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1.3.2.2 Continuous Path Technique

In the continuous path techniqld€{30], one performs a sitimnavhich travels from one phase to the other via a contisuou
path. In order to estimate the ratio of the partition funetigor equivalently the FEDs) of the two phases vialll. 1.l
one performs a simulation in which one keeps track of therggdeametem . Using Eq.llll one may then estimatg ,

from Eq.Jl via the identity:

Pt .
<4BM]> ez'btni=14BM (l)]

P 1.40
<4rM 1> C.4aM @) (140

Rga =

where4 M ]is given by EqllllO.
In the case where the set of valups , and M k overlap (that is whem is no longer strictly an order parameter),
one must instead use Ellll.13. In this case the macrovarialiiecomes redundant, and one instead estinratesvia the
identity:
woi C.4s @]

R =
r N

(1.41)

where4 [ @) ]is given by EqIlll1. A schematic is shown in figllll 1.2

There are three problems with the method as it stands. Thésfilse fact that the estimators in Eljill.40 and [IJl1.41
will generally fail. The reason for this lies in the fact tHat straightforward Boltzmann sampling, in which one samspl
according Eq 6, one generates configurations whosadrmips of appearance are in accordance with their carlonica
probabilities. Since the two phases are separated by anrefiiconfiguration space characterised by macrostptel of
extremely low probability (see figuillll..2) the probabilifytbe simulation generating a sequence of configurationghvhi
traverses this region will be vanishingly small. As a resiudt simulation will remain stuck in one of the phases, making
impossible to estimate , from equatioflllo Jllll 1, since either the numerator odém®minator of these estimators will
be zero. This problem, which is called theeriap problem and is the origin of the systematic errors we were alludinig to
sectiorlllll1, may be overcome with the adoption of appatgextended sampling strategi# [30]. We will have morayo s
about this in sectiolll. #981].

The second problem, which is a problem afflicting the casstofi¢turally) ordered phases, arises from the fact thdten t
process of going from one phase to the other (Mial; in figurell®) the simulation will in general have to travetts®ugh
regions of configuration space which are characterised Bgadnphase or disordered configurations. That is the tiansit
from one phase to the other will involve the disassembling phase, followed by the organisational restructuringltiesu
in the assembling of the other phase. This will result in tirenfation of a defect-rich final structure in the case whereah
the phases is a crystalline solid. As a result one will noab& correct estimate fary o [2f]. Note that even though the
first problem, that is the problem of interphase traverse; beaovercome by the use of extended sampling (see for example
[E9]), this second problem will continue to persist in theeaf ordered phases33].

The third problem, though not as serious as the previousdviges from the fact that the regions of configurations space
M E which one needs to traverse in going from one phase to the dtheot actually contribute tez » . As a result, the

simulation will waste large amounts of times in regions afifiguration space which do not actually contribute to thelfina
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phase A

Region of configuration space
characterised by a set of macrostates
[M] of low probability,

which are consistent with neither

of the phases

Figure 1.2: Continuous Path Technique
In this method the simulation traverses between the twogshéa a continuous path which involves crossing througioreyy
of configuration space which are characterised by mixedgshasfigurations. These configurations do not contributbéo

relevaniR; , and are characterised by defect-rich structures.

estimate oR g .

1.3.2.3 Phase Mapping Technique

A method which overcomes the last two problems of the contisipath technique, namely that of sampling the regions of
configuration space1 I; characterised by mixed phase-configurations and that oplagnregions of configuration space
which do not contribute directly t&; 5, is the phase mapping technique (PI) [£7[31[37] (se® §22], [E2]). This
method avoids the intermediate regions (characterisedését of macrostatel 1; in figure ) altogether by using a
global configuration space shii®38] to map configuratiohsre phase onto those of the other phase. Suppose that ane is i
phase A, with a configuration The basic idea is to find a constant displacenmerstuch that~+ D denotes a characteristic

configuration of phase B (see figUlll1.3). The result is a nmappi the configurations of one phase onto those of the other
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via the operation:

r! r+D (1.42)

In order to make use of this mapping one re-writesiil}. 1.8 as:

R

dre ®*®*P)V 45 M (r+ D)]
Rpa = —R 1.43
aA dre ®® 4, M ()] (49

By writing this as:

R o e =@y M@y E (r)
R _ dr P EP(rb 4, M (r) e 4 A M (r)] (1 44)
8 dre 5 4, M ()] '
Eq. B may be written as:
Ry, = <e BEwoyew 42l &+D)I -
4, M 0] »
= <e BEWPIEOI4. M @+ D)]> ¢ (1.45)
where ¢ denotes that the expectation is performed with respectrifigurations constrained to phase®5140] :
€2 p () (1.46)
From Eq L it follows thak ; , may then be estimated via:
P t E @ +D) E (xr@)] :
N eb: 1@ e 45 M @@+ D)]
BA P
=11
1X* . .
= = e BEOWIEEDI 4 M @)+ D)] (1.47)
i=1

where the data is obtained from a simulation constrainedése A. Since EJIlll7 is essentially an estimator involeing
sampling distribution constrained to a given phase, wenefttr to Eqlll7 as phase-constrained estimator. For future use,

we will refer to the phase which the simulation is actuallamthe parent phase (phase A, in the case ol 1.47), and the
phaseonto which the configurations are being mapped as the conjugatsepfwhich in this case is phase B). [lJllL.47 is just
one example of a phase-constrained estimator. Lookingdiatywve note that these estimators may be most generalkgwmrit

of the form of Eq K.

The expression in ECl45 is essentially a way of estimalB)s by performing a simulation in a single phase. By
employing a global configuration space sluiff one is able to bypass the intermediate regions of configurapace region
characterised by the set of macrostates); in figurcll. The core idea behind the method is to find a globafiguration
displacemenb which will allow one to sample the configurations importamtzts as well as those important t@, in a

single simulation performed in phase A.
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The problem with the method as it stands is that it is not gefiicthat one finds @ such that the macrostatas 1

of the parent phase (A) are mapped onto thage} , of the conjugate phase (B). In order for ElJill .47 to servemas a
efficient estimator oR ; , , one must ensure that the configurationg@fbable macrostates irm 1, are mapped onto the
configurations oprobable macrostates irM k. Generally one will not be able find a suitalllewhich ensures that this is
the case. One will instead find that configurations of probaiscrostates belongingto 1, are mapped onto configurations
of improbable macrostates ¢ L . This is another form of the overlap problem and results,ag that will be explained

in much greater detail in secti@®.3, in the failure of ljljlto serve as an efficient estimator fog . . However since we
avoid the region of configuration space characterised bytherostateq1 1;, the magnitude of the overlap problem that we

face in dealing with ECIlll7 is considerably less than thastimatingr ; , via the continuous path technique ((lJlll.41).

1.4 Summary

In seeking to model the equilibrium behaviour of bulk makim terms of its constituent components a useful microgcop
theory is that of statistical mechanics. This theory workssociating a probability with each configuration thatshstem
may assume. Accordingly one may associate a probabilify aviphase simply by summing up all the probabilities of the
configurations consistent with that phase. The net respiogortional to a quantity called the partition functinn, given by
Eq. .

For a given set of external constraints, one finds that forymman-trivial (finite) systems several candidate structumay
be stable. Each of these structures, or phases, will havesatiated probability (proportional to their respectiagtipion
functionsz ). As the size of the system increases one of the phases beawe®vhelmingly more probable than the others,
resulting in that phase being the one that is found in nature.

In the case of finding phase boundaries, one is merely ineztés determining the more probable out of two candidate
structures®=1]. Therefore it suffices to concentrate orffeste on the determination ok 5 rather than the individual
partition functions themselves. By using the Metropolgoaithm one may, in principle, estimatke; 5 by taking the ratio of
the times spent in the two phases ({ll 1.8). In practice hexvavwletropolis algorithm which generates (via the sangplin
distribution ©, Eq. ) macrostates according to their canonical pritibes (Eq. llB) will remain trapped in the phase in
which it is initiated, resulting in the systematic errorlded to in sectiollll.1. Though this problem may be oveebyn
appealing to an appropriate extended sampling strategyahsition of the simulation through the intermediatéarg M 1;
results (in the case of transitions to an ordered phasekifottmation of defect-rich structures. One way around thisse
the reference state technique. An alternative is the PMhigale, in which one maps configurations of one phase direaily
those of the other phase (see figlllk 1.3). This in princijdavalone to estimatr 5 , from a simulation performed in a single
phase via ECEllll7. In practice however even this methagl(iaila way that will be described in greater detail in sedill)
due to a milder version of the original overlap problem, vishio the context of the PM method, translates to configunatio
of probable macrostates @¢f 1. being mapped onto configurations of improbable macrostdtés  under the operation
of the PM. As is the case with the continuous path technigiseotrerlap problem may be overcome with the aid of a suitably
refined extended sampling strategy (see se{lllll B 2. chaptdll5).
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phase A

Global translation in configuration

space which maps the typical configurations
of phase A onto the typical configurations
of phase B. In this way the intermediate
region characterised by macrostates [M]

is bypassed

[M(r +D)],
-M],

Figure 1.3: PM technique for a simulation initiated in phase A
By employing a global configuration space displacementorect one may map the configurations of phase A directly onto
those of phase B. The benefit of this is that it allows one tmdhe parent phase (A) and calculatg , simply by mapping
the configurations onto those of the conjugate phase (By Gpérationdoes not require one to traverse the intermediate
region of configuration space characterised by the madessta 1. However one finds that for most systems of interest, the
configurations of typical (or probable) macrostates of phasire mapped onto the configurations of a-typical macrestat
(macrostates of low probability) of phase B. This is agaiothar manifestation of the overlap problem (see se@lh 2

results in a poor estimate 8f; , via Eq. 1IN .
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The focus of this thesis will be on the development of methagies of tackling the problem of estimating FEDs via
the PM formalism, and will ultimately lead to their applicat to the calculation of quantum FEDs. In the next section we
will start off by mapping (by using the framework of the PM ined) the problem of determining the ratio of the partition
functions given in Eqll8 onto that of evaluating the rafithe partition functions associated with two systems wiffferent
configurational energies. This will allow us to present tiertap problem in a quantitative fashion. We will then revie
the array of methods that have been engineered over theOasta3s in order to address this sort of computational prople

before proceeding to discuss our own investigations on tiblel@em.



Chapter 2

Review

2.1 Introduction

In this section we will formulate the task of estimating theD-within the PM formalism, thus mapping the problem of
evaluating the ratio of two integrals involvings&ugle configurational energy (see ElJllL.8) onto that of deterrgittie ratio

of integrals involving twadifferent configurational energies. We will proceed to define what wamigy overlap and then
discuss the overlap problem in the context of the PM formali§ollowing this we will review an array of methods which
have been designed to tackle the problem of evaluating treeakintegrals involving two different configurational ergies.
Some of what is presented here is new (in particular the yingj formulation of the estimators in terms of the macriafale

M 5 and the process switching generalisation of the fast gromgthod, sectiollll.9). We include it here for the sake of

providing a coherent presentation.

2.2 Formulation of the problem

Suppose that denotes a reference configuration that is consistent widlsggh One may then express the position vector

rin terms of the displacementsaboutr :

r=R +u (2.1)

The degrees of freedom may now be parameterised througlati@bleu (instead ofr) so that Eclli8 may be written as:

e E R B+u)du
RBA =R (2.2)

e ER a+ulgy
where the Jacobian of the transformation from the varialteu is unity. By expressing the degrees of freedom inlll. 2.2 in
terms of the variables, we have effectively switched from therepresentation (see EilJllL.8) to theepresentation.

By comparing Eqilli2 to EqEll 3, we immediately see thatxpesssion foR i , in Eq. [l involves a PM in which the

configurationr, of phase A is mapped onto a configuratign of phase B via the global configuration space displacement

37
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[%] :

D =Rz Ra (2.3)

We will refer to this mapping, whereby configurations of olhage are mapped onto those of the other via the global configu-
ration space displacement of HlJll2.3 and in which the dispi@nts of the particles from their lattice sites are matéhdioe

two phases, as the real-space mapping (REM)Z], [1]-[8#.realised via the following operation:

R ;u! R.;u (2.4)

More generally, one may formulate the problem in an arhjtrapresentation. Consider writing the displacemeas a linear

transformation of some generalised coordinatéahich we will call the effective configuration of the system

u=T v (2.5)

so that:

r=R +T v (2.6)

We may now use the effective configuratioerio parameterise the degrees of freedom of the phase. SuinstiEq.lb into
Eq. I we find that:

Z = detT dve B ©) (2.7)

where

E W)=ER +T v) (2.8)

If we express the configurational energy about that of thereefce configuration:

E W)=ER )+ E ) (2.9)

then the free energy difference between the two phases mayitben as:

4 Fga = 4 E;A . ]ndetSBA . ]nRBA (210)

where

4EL, =ERs) E Ra) (2.12)

is the contribution of the reference state configurationthéd-ED, while

Spa = Te T, (2.12)

A
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with
Rd E W)
7 ve B
Rpa = —> = R—— (2.13)
T dve Ea )

By comparing Eqlll3 to E§IR.2, we see that the expressiangg in Eq. Il now involves a PM in which the effective
configurationv is preserved on the transition from one phase to the othethier words the PMnaiches the v coordinates
of the two phases. This mapping, in which the coordinatesf phase are mapped onto the coordinatesof phase-~ (such

that they share the same effective configuratipmay be realised in space via the operation:

R ;u! R.;S. u (2.14)

wheres.. is given by Eq.lllll2. The quanti/s , in Eq. Il is ubiquitous in a variety of fields. It is also tharsng
point for a string of literature concerned with the task dfreating the FEDsI1],588],5%3]%25] (for reviews sell [§1.2],

[2F], (€], [M9]-[™]). We note that whereas EJllL.8 is thda@f two integrals involving asingle configurational energy,
Eq. B is the ratio of two integrals wittifferent configurational energies. In both cases the regions whialriboite most
significantly to the two integrals come from different reggoof configuration space. However in the case of [ljll 2.13 the
disparity that exists between these two regions of (effeftionfiguration space may not be as great as it is for thedgions

of (absolute) configuration space within the originébrmulation (see EJIll.8). We illustrate this idea schecadlii in figure

[}

Despite this scope for improvement, the overlap problebgith milder version, generally persists. In figllll 2.1 (i t
corresponds to the fact that the most typical regions aatmtiwith phase A do not overlap with the most typical regions
associated with phase B. In the following section we willlexpexactly why this poses a problem for the task of estintati
the FED. In sectiollll4 we will then proceed to review the méththat have been developed in order to estimate quantities

of the form of Eq IIS.

2.3 The overlap problem

In order to discuss the overlap problem in a semi-quantéatiay, let us first define a quantity which measures the energy

cost in switching from a configuration in phaseo a configuration in phase via the mapping of EJqilll 4

M. (v)= fE.&) E )g (2.15)

Following the earlier definition of the conditional problilyiof a macrovariable (EJEll6), one may define the prolitof

observing a macrostake , , conditional on the sampling distribution of phase ©, as:

Z
PMpad®©) Mpa V) Myp,) ©(w)dv (2.16)

We will refer to this as the phase constrained distributibpltase .
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a) r representation b) v representation

phase A

phase B

phase B

Figure 2.1: Schematic of phases in different representations
In the originalr representation, the two phases correspond to two nonaprig regions of (absolute) configuration space.
Schematically this is shown in (a) by two widely separategioes of (absolute) configuration space with the intermtedia
regions denoted by I. In the representation (of the PM formulation) the degrees of foeedf the phases are parameterised
through the effective configuration (see Eq.llli6). If a good choice of representation (Re.andv) is made then the
distinction between the two phases becomes considerasyrighe 'effective’ configuration space (see (b)) than ihithe

original r representation (see (a)).
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In order to understand the behaviour of the phase-constialistributionp M 5 » j ©) let us analyse the behaviour of
the macrovariabl® . . This macrovariable is under certain circumstances arr gal@meter for the system. To see this let
us first consider a hard sphere system. For this type of syatarapping of the form of ECllL4 will map a configuration
of phase (for which the hard spheres do not overlap) onto a configumadf phase- in which the hard spheres typically
penetrate each other’s cores. As a consequencewill be positive and infinite. A similar thing will happen farsimulation
initiated in phase- in which the mapping of EqilL4 is performed in the oppoditedtion. In this caser . will be negative
and infinite. In this sense . acts as an order parameter for the system. This idea cameesnto systems with continuous
configurational energies. In this case for typical effectbonfigurations; of phase , the mapping in Ecll 4 induces a
configurationr. (given by Ec JllB) of phase of generally higher energy than the configuration In other words one will
find that on average . > 0 for typical configurations of phase. Likewise the opposite will be true (that is that. < 0)
for the typical configurations of phase The resulting distributions are shown in fig[lill 2.2.

We are now in a position to define (in a way which is free of arathjg what exactly we mean by overlap. Suppose that

H M paiJ ©) denotes the histogram count for bins » ;; for a simulation performed via©. The estimator fop M 4 j ©)

is given by:
A . c H (M ;ij c)
BMpan]®) = pp— (2.17)
e1H Mpa;iJ°)
We then define the concept of overlap as follows:
The region of overlap is defined to be the set M g ;1 gover whichH M ga ;i S)andH M a7 5) (or
equivalently BMgpa 4J 5 ) and B Mgpa 13 $) ) are simultaneously non-zero.
The overlap between (M 55 j ) andP M s J 5 ) may be quantifiediJ16] by introducing tlweeriap parameter O':
? 2p M j 2 )P M )
o Ba 2r)a prls (2.18)
PMpaJjz)+*P Msajg)
O may be estimated b§:
2 ? ZE;\(MBAjC)PAMBAjC)
O= dvg = B (2.19)

"B Mea )t P Maaig)
In the case where the estimatetsM s » J 5) andB M 5 a J S ) overlap considerably, botbr and§ will assume a value close
to unity. In the case wher® M g 5 5) andB M g a j £ ) do not overlap at alt" will assume a small (but non-zero) value,
whilst & = 0.

We now proceed to derive the overlap identi]1[62], whiclates the probabilities of obtaining a given valuevof » in

the two phases. From Eljllll 16 we see that:
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zZ
PMsais) = —  Mea®) Mgyle B2 Vv
Z“B 1Z
= Z22.- Mga /) Mgple 52 el Mgy
Zs Za
Z
= _AeMEAp(MBAjg) (2.20)

Rearranging this equation one obtains the overlap identity

eMeap Meajg)
PMzajg)

(2.21)

Rpa =

This identity may be used to estimatg , via:

n.eM BA;lPA .4 c
Rp e=b. _ ™ B.A,lj A) (222)
PMga;ilg)

whereM 3 4 ;; is any bin for which one has a non-zero count#or: simulations.

The overlap identity imposes several constraints on thitrarimess of the phase constrained distributiBn®l 5 5 j 5 )
andP M s j 5 ). One such constraint is the valuewf; » , which we label as1 ., , at which point these two distributions

intersect. Substituting ™ , 3 $)= P M j ¢ ) into Eq.Illl one obtains:

Rpa =elr (2.23)
or:
M m = ]rlRBA
= 4 FBA (2.24)

Therefore the FED of the phases manifests itself asanmerry of the point at which the two phase-constrained distrimgio
intersect{&3].

Eq.IIR is very important because it links the idea of thelapping ofe M 5 j $)andp M g4 j £ ) to ones ability to
estimater g , . It is immediately clear that in order for Eljill22 to servaeafficient estimator foR 5 » there must beome
regions ofM 5 , Space over whiclt Mz, j5)andp Mg j 5 ) overlap. If this is not the case (as is the situation in figure
) then either the numerator or the denominator oflll ®ik®e zero for any birM 5 5 4, yielding an incorrect estimate of
Rga . Itisin this way that the overlap problem prevents one froriving at an estimate ak; , which is free of systematic
errors. Furthermore as the system size increases the iien$ M . results in the means and variances associated with
the distribution® o 5 » j ©) scaling in such a way so as to reduce the overlap of the twaohiitibns (see figurlill.2 for an
explanation). As a consequence the overlap problem woesethge system size increases.

In order to tackle the overlap problem, one needs to undetstee factors which affectit. From our preceding discussio

it is clear that the overlap is dependent on two factors:
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P(MBAlﬂ:B) P(MBAlTCA)

Figure 2.2: Schematicfor? Mgaj$)andP Msajg)
This figure is a schematic for what one would typically exgecthe distributions o 5 5 for the two phases. For a simulation
in phase A, the effective configurationghat will be sampled will be typical of; and atypical of § . As a consequence one
will find that for most configurationsg (v) > Ep (v) (meaning thaM 5 » is positive), which will yield the right-hand side
peak shown in the figure above. For a simulation initiatechiage B the opposite will be true and this time the value gf,
will be, on average, negative, resulting in the left handkpéa this wayM y , acts, in some sense, like the order parameter
M described in sectiolllllR .3.
The overlap problem essentially amounts to the lack of eypesf the two peakB M 5 j 5)andP Mz j § ), and prevents
one from obtaining an estimate af; , (via Eq. ) which is free of systematic errors. Since thergy is an extensive
guantity (so as to make ; , extensive), the distance of the peaks from the origin walsevith N and the spread will scale

p— . . . .
as N . As aconsequence the overlap will decrease (i.e. the gvprtzblem will get worse) as the system size increases.
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The choice of the translation vectorwhich maps configurations of one phase onto those of the other

The choice of representation ], [].

The first point has been addressed bef@% [34] and is brieftydsed in sectidll®.3. The second point has not been st
before and in chapt@ 3, we will show how one may choose aseptation, based on the normal modes of the phase, which
does, for structurally ordered phases, cure the overlaggmoas the harmonic limit is approached. Before doing thasw¥

(in the next section) present an array of techniques that baen developed in order to estimate quantities of the féiyo

2.4 Review of methods

2.4.1 Introduction

Over the years a spectrum of methods have been developedentoraddress the evaluation of HIljl@.13. These methods
include thermodynamic integration metho [2871[25], taeonical perturbation methodS {437 447 40[53], gimulated
tempering method$89%52], the slow growth methd™ [[}, and the umbrella sampling and the multistage methods
[52], [€4], [C2]-[=1]. More recent developments includetfast growth method@ 5517 21 75], and the phase switghi
method of [fl]. We will now review a selection of the methodsiable for estimating FEDs, limiting ourselves to NVT
systemsfZ2]. Though these approaches do, at first sighgaapp be quite different, there are common themes that run
through all the methods; we shall try to make them clear. Tiberielations between the methods can be most easily seen
by observing the way in which the sampling distributiangM  » § ) are constructed and by expressing the estimators in
terms of the macrostatesy , . We point out that some of the insights offered in this chaptere also part of the work of
this thesis; in particular the 5 5 formulation of the simulated tempering (sectill.4.6¢,Mh; , formulation of the phase
switch method (sectidll.7), and the path sampling foatin of the fast growth method (sectilll4.9). Howevettlfier

sake of a coherent presentation of the ideas, we have putithiiis section.

2.4.2 Canonical Perturbation Methods

The perturbation methods are probably the simplest aniestirhethods developed to tackle the problem of determining
FEDs [=3]-115]. We will now describe the two most well knowxaenples.

The first method may be most simply derived by integratingdherlap identity (Eq.lllO) over all values ®f; 5,
yielding:

Z Z
7
1= P(MBAjg)dMBA=_A eMBAP(MBAjAC)dMBA (2.25)

Z's

or
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Rga = eMBAPMBAjAC)dMBA

<eEr> . (2.26)

Eq. I (see also EQEMA5) is what we refer to as the expiaheetturbation (EP) methodrs , may then be simply

estimated by:

Xb
b: A . .
Rea = P(MBA;ijzi)eM“'l (2.27)
i=1
or:
Py
b > H M _,'c)eMEA;i
Rpp g PRAJR (2.28)

=1H Measdy)
using the fact that o 5 » ;3 £) is given by Eqlll7.

Generally an attempt to estimate the FED via [IlJli2.28 will fahe reason for this ultimately stems from the fact that
the regions which contribute the most to the numerator of l# will be those regions over whigh™ 5 » j § ) is most
significant 5], which, in the general case illustrated gufecll, is not contained within the regions typically exptl in a
sampling experiment performed witlf . As a result systematic errors will be present in ones es§imiR 5 » .

The second method is based on the identity:

eMBA AMBA)

= — 2.29
A( Mga) ( )

where A is the Metropolis acceptance function (IlliL.29)nthis identity in Eqllll we get:
RBAA(MBA)PMBAjg)ZA(MBA)PMBAjg) (2-30)

Integrating and rearranging this equation we find that:

<AMpa)> ¢
Rga = = 2.31
ee <A(Mga)> ¢ ( )

Eq. Il is what is known as the acceptance ratio (AR) metllll [Sincea ™ . ) is the acceptance probability of a
Monte Carlo move in which one attempts to switch the confijomal energies front to E. whilst keeping the effective
configurationv constant (we will refer to such a Monte Carlo move as a phagels@PS), see sectidiillt.7), we see that the
AR method estimateR 5 by evaluating the expectations of the acceptance prohabifor the phase switches in the two
phases, without actually performing them as Monte Carloaso¥ follows from Eqlll1 thats , may then be estimated

via the identity:

P, . .
e_:b:“ i:lP (MBA;ijA)A(MBA;i)

A .
1P Meausig)A( Mpay)

(2.32)
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Since the AR method (E(li31) rests on the overlap iderifty ), it follows that its estimator (E§Elll32) impligit
assumes that some sort of overlap exists between the estsFaM 5 » J <) andB M 5 J S ). Itis not immediately clear
to what extent overlap is needed, and the insight into thadl ble provided later in chaptllik 4. For the moment we shalbiam
content with the fact that in the general case an attemptima®R ; » via Eq. IR will fail due to the absence of overlap
between the estimators of the phase-constrained distitsuof the two phases (see figllill2.2).

Eq. Il and EqB1 are particular cases of a much more aefoemula originally derived by Bennet®#46]. This
formula may be simply obtained by multiplying the left andhi sides of the overlap identity (EqElll21) by an arbitrary
functionG M 3 » ) and integrating over all values ®f; j :

Z Z
Rga GMpa)P Mpajg)dMpa = G(MBA)eM“P(MBAjAC)dMBA (2.33)

or:

<G Mpa)eMEr> .
Rga = M) (2.34)

For the choices of M 5 ) = 1 one obtains the EP formula (Eljlll.26) anddoM 5, ) = A ( M g ) one obtains the AR

formula (Eq. ). In general EQEIM34 will require two segpa simulations, one in each phase. For this reason it will b
referred to as the dual phase (DP) formula.

The perturbation methods described thus far [l 2.2, 2nd Eqlll4) rest on simulations in which configuration
are sampled according to their canonical probabilities &g.lll5). The spectrum of methods that we will now review go
beyond this and rest on the employment of sampling disidhstwhich are different from the distributions with resptc

which the expectations are performed (secllill 1.32).

2.4.3 Umbrella Sampling and Multicanonical Methods

The underlying idea behind the umbrella sampling methodofid and Valleau§=5]32] 5891 %1] is that of samplingtiv
a distribution 3 which is different from the sampling distributiorf with respect to which the expectations are evaluated.

That is by applying the identity of E@Illi32 to Hlll.26 theyaibthe following identity:

Rpa = <eMBA>§
c
<eMBA 2 >§
- _ i (2.35)
< 2>

Torrie and Valleau considerably simplify the problem of swacting an alternative sampling distribution by notgcthat the
multidimensional quantity in Ecll35 can in fact be solelpressed in terms of the statisticsiof; , , provided that the
ratio $= » can be expressed as a functionof , . By constructing an alternative sampling distributidh by appeal to a

A A

weight function , M g2 ):

PMBA]‘;“)::P(MBAJ'E)G aMea) (2.36)
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they use this idea to rewrite Eljill 35 as:

MgpaPMsajgy

PMpaj,
PMsajg)
PMeajy) A

>

Rpa =

< eMeaganMsa)s

- : (2.37)

< earMpa) >

]

Ry a May then be estimated via:

P
b M A : M i
i e PriE Mg, i T e Mon)

P $ L m A Mspaji)
1P Mea;Jy e ’

M saj am 2 MBa;i)
_ izée HMpa;J, e (2 38)
= - .
i:1H ([_V_[BA;ij;\ﬂ)eAMBA;l)

Eq. B also directly follows from E@ill27 by noticing tiattead of® M 5  ;;5 ©) being given by EqElll7, it is now given
by:

N . N
“ el L P MBA;i]rAn)eA(MEAil)
PMga;ij )= Py - o :

3=1F Mpa;3]p )er Bern

As we saw in sectiolll.2, the reason why the EP method il fails to serve as a useful estimator is essentially due

(2.39)

to the fact thaP (M 5 » j 5 ) does notontainP M 5 3 ) [¥]. The umbrella sampling method overcomes this problgm b
constructing a sampling distributiorf sothatt M 4 j 5 )containsbotlP Mg j5)andP Mpa jg).

The construction of § is however, just as difficult a task as that of finding the FECih&f two phased®¥8], and in
the original papers®&5]F82] 6917 1] no scheme was (ded for constructing the sampling distributiof} . Instead
they acknowledged that the task of finding an appropritevas "tedious” and suggested performing several indepgnden
umbrella sampling simulations, with the umbrella disttibns overlapping at the edges, in order to cover the desagidn
of (effective) configuration space.

Recently the work of Torrie and Valleau has come alive agathé works of Berg and NeuhalS97%7980] in which um-
brella sampling was reinvented under the name of the mabiceal (MUCA) algorithm[1]. This time, however, an eféait
prescription for constructing the umbrella sampling disttion was provided. Within the context of umbrella samglthe

MUCA algorithm may be thought of as the two fold process:

One constructs an estimate ®r¢Ms » j 5 ), which we will denote bye' ™ 5 2 J 5 ), over an arbitrary range of 5

space.

One then samples from the MUCA sampling distribution:

m )= 2 &)
A

=—*8 - (2.40)
PMgpa V)iz)

via the acceptance probability of Il 25.
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It follows that the probability of observing a macrosteitg , under the MUCA sampling distributiorf is given by:

Z
PMgaJa) Mpa @) Mpga) 5 )

Z

: N\

= MBA(V) MBA)%

PMBA(V)jg)

_ DHeadi) (2.41)

B My,d5)

In the case where the estimate is perfect (th&#t @ 5 » J S)=P Mpajs))P MgaJy)isconstantfor all the range of
M 5 » space. Therefore by obtaining a sufficiently accurate edérofp ™ 5 5 j 5 ) over the desired range of 5 , Space,
one may construct an umbrella (or MUCA) sampling distribnti ™ (via Eq. ll®) which iglar (in M 5 » space) over that
range.

There are several methods of generating these MUCA weigitsve will discuss the two simplest procedures. The
first method (which is called the visited states meth&d [[&g]) starts off with an initial estimate in which all the MUC
weights » M 3 a ;1) are set to be equal to each other. One then performs a sipwu(atiiteration) fors, ,; Monte Carlo steps
using the MUCA sampling distribution EIjilll40. The histogra M 5 » ;3 & ) that is subsequently obtained is then used to
improve the estimate of the MUCA weights through the idgrfud], [S2]-[E5]:

a1 MBa)= M 9Mpa)+ MH Meauadya )+ 1] (2.42)

wheref ;5 M 5 a;:)g denotes the weights of the current iteration, and ;. 1 0 5 a ;:)g denotes the weights of the next
iteration. Under this updating scheme macrostates whigh haen visited will have their weights increased, and asualtre
the probability (see EJIlB6) of visiting these macrostéeeduced for the next iteration. On the other hand the weights
of macrostates which are not visited at all are left unaffidcso as to increase their chance of being visited (reladitieose
macrostates which have been visited) in the next iteraBgriterating this procedure, one may eventually obtain aiueate
set of MUCA weightst , g over the desired range, which one may then use to construtt@sampling distribution (Eq.
) which is flat over an arbitrary spanmof; , space.

The second scheme for constructing the MUCA weightss a modification of the Wang-Landau meth&&[851[87] . In
this method the time for each iteration corresponds to desikigpnte Carlo step. That is one updates the weigfet each
Monte Carlo step (&, w1 = 1) via the update scheme:

8
M= < “a;3Mpas)+ mf : ifbin M.BA;iiS visited (2.43)
: ;M pa;) : Otherwise
The idea is to start of with an f greater than unity, and penfire update scheme of Ellill.43 until one obtains a flat histogr
[ET]. One then reduces f (but at the same time constrainitiybie greater than unity) and repeats the simulation, tims ti
starting off with the set of MUCA weights obtained at the efthe previous simulation. This procedure is carried outldint
has reduced to a value close to unity, at which stage one aik lobtained a sufficiently accurate set of MUCA weights so as

to ensure thab (M 5 j 5 ) is flat over the range of 5 » space containing both M 5. j 5)andpP M g4 j 5 ). Using this
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estimate one may perform a final simulation (in which the \Wwiig, are unmodified) and use Eljllll38 in order to estimate
Rz . In chaptellb we will illustrate in greater detail the use lodé tmbrella sampling strategy (constructing the MUCA

weights via the Wang-Landau method) in estimating the dd$HEDs.

2.4.4 Multistage Methods

The multistage (MS) method may be considered to be a gesatial of the DP (dual phase) methd&d [58}] [54]. The central
idea of this method" 5] is to break up the task of evaluatiregRED into a series ohdependent tasks of estimating the FEDs
between pairs of systems whose overlap is considerablyowegrwith respect to the original pair. The method is based on

the construction of a chain of configurational energies:

fE , = Ea;E ,;E ,;u5E | = Ezg (2.44)

in which the configurational energy , has the associated sampling distribution:

)= e B W (2.45)
By noticing that:
zZ zZ
Rgp = —>—>u—= (2.46)
Z 1 Z 2 Z n 1
where
Z
z . dve ® ) (2.47)

and by constructing a chain of configurational energies thsuway thatt MM g3 ,) andP Mzaj ., ,) sufficiently
overlap, one may estimate eaélzq”—l via any one of the techniques presented in this review.

The standard (and simplest) way of constructing is via the following linear interpolation scheme:

E () = Es @+ L )Ea W)

1

Ea V) + iMpa (2.48)

where 1 0< ,u:m< . 1[8%). As an example one may evaluate [lJlR.46 via the EP métm @llb) T20]:

vl
Rpa = <e F wa@E s (2.49)
i=1

which, for the case of EqIll#8, may be written as:

RBA = < e 4 Maa (v) > (250)
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where

4 i+ 1 i (2.51)

Eq. Il is interesting in its own right since it reduces ®wrell known method of thermodynamic integrati® [ 28 [#5]
the limit of sufficiently smallf4 ,g. To see this we note that for sufficiently small one may expand the exponential in

Eq. Il as a power seriesdn so that:

nfl
4Fg, = ' nRga = 'n( <1 4 Mgp+t0@ %> )
i=1 :
lxl
' ;@ <4 Mgpp> )
i=1
9(1
! <4 Mgy >
i=1
=1
a <&, (2.52)
—0 Q

where in expanding the exponential of Hill®.50 we have ntgglgmowers of orde¢ 2 and higher. This is valid provided
that there are a sufficient number of configurational ensrifiing E, to E; (see EqIll8), so as to ensure that4he,

are sufficiently small. We make a point to note that thoughapgearance of ECJIllI52 is identical to that of (lJlll1.37, it
has incorporated within (as do all the other methods thabeirgg reviewed in this section) it the PM formalism [£f [1].ih
allows it to be used tdirectly estimate the FED between the two phases, rather than havinggtit to evaluate the FED

between each system and some reference system, as is the tteseriginal formulation (see ENIl37).

2.4.5 Weighted Histogram Analysis Method

The weighted histogram analysis method (also called WHET]-[(1]) is a generalisation of the histogram re-weighting
techniques offZ5] and™96], and employs a minimum variarster&tor which uses the re-weighting of data from several
independent simulations in order to calculate the FEDs. drfggnal derivation is very involved and we follow the sirepl
derivation given infZ4].

Suppose that one constructs a chain of configurational Esg , glinking Ex to Eg (which we take to be the particular
case of Eqllll8), whose corresponding sampling distdhatare denoted by ,, Eq.llb. The WHAM method is based on
the observation that if one performs several independenpliag experiments with the sampling distributions, ,, ....,

.» inwhichN ; independent samples are obtained for the sampling expetripeeformed with _, then the probability of
observing a macrostate s 5 within the collection of data, as obtained fraiti the simulations, is given by:

1X“
PMsa)=—— NP Msaj ) (2.53)

Nt = N (2.54)
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The underlying idea of the WHAM method is simple. The strgtisgo construct a set of distributiolf® 1 s j ,)gwhich
overlap and connect the regions of (effective) configuresipace associated with one phase to those of the &&ler [98. W
this choice the resulting ¢ 5 » ) will containbothP M ga j5)andP M sa J5 ). To arrive at an expression which will
allow one to estimate the partition functiofis , g (up to a multiplicative constant which is the same for alléisémates) one

starts off by inverting the expression given in IR .53:

PMszpaj j)XnN‘P Mpad ;)

Nr . PMsaj ;)

PMgpa) =

: xn
PMszad ;) -Z]e(i M s a

(2.55)
or.

. NP Mpale 22
Z P Mpaj )= P

=1y
i

(2.56)

e iMsa

Summing over all bins in EQElllE6 and using .53 it is deatz’ . may be estimated by:

b
eb: X NTDP MBA;k)e sMe ik
=

j n N ;

e iMBax

g (2.57)

The set of equations given by Eljill.57 form the core of the WHAthod [¥8]. It is immediately clear from ENllll57 that
in order to estimate the rat®z » = Z =2, one must estimate the partition functions (up to a commorstean) ofall

the sampling distributions associated with the configareti energiest | g (see Eqllll4) linking, to E; . In order to
estimate the&z  gone must solve EqilTerarively. One starts off with a set of estimates far | g, which one then feeds
into Eq. Il to get a new set of estimates. One then feeds &stisnates back into EfJlll57 to get yet another set of even
more accurate estimates. One carries out this iteratiaghthatset of estimates have suitably converged. At this fpihia
estimate ofz _ =z , will yield an accurate estimate &fz » . The power of the method clearly lies in the enormous scope fo

parallelizability that exists in the construction of thelphlnking phase A to phase B.

2.4.6 Simulated Tempering

The simulated tempering methd[481]52], like the muétget method, involves the construction of a chain of configpmal
energies linkinge, to Ex (see Eq.Hlll4). The basic idea behind the method is to simfrain a sampling distribution

characterised by the following partition function:

Zsr = Z .,e st = dve B+ sx (2.58)
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wherez | is the partition function associated with the samplingriistion , (see Eq.Jlll5 and EqEENA47) angi} are
some weights. We will refer to eacti , as a sub-ensemble. The idea of the method is to constragtaso that the
corresponding sampling distribution explores (evenlythe regions of (effective) configuration space 'contaihthg two
phase-constrained distributiorsi 5 » j 5 ) andP M s j 5 ) and the regions in between them. One W& [46] of realising
Eq. B is to sample via the sampling distribution:

W)= e F ¥ s (2.59)

i=1

An alternative sampling distribution (the one used [f£]) is one which 'hops’ between the sub-ensembles and ialwh
two types of Monte Carlo moves are employed. The first type @farinvolves the usual particle displacement. Such moves
are accepted with the probability given by Bl .25, whereis used in place of if the simulation is in sub-ensemble i. The
second type of move attempts to switch sub-ensembles. Fti@simove keeps the effective configurationonstant whilst
trying to change the sampling distribution from, to , (generallym °is chosen to be an adjacent sub-ensemble of m).
In order to satisfy detailed balance (HlJll.19) and in orderigld a sampling distribution with a partition functiorvgn by

Eq. B, such a move must be accepted with probability:

. e m ST
Pa(m ! moj ST): Mlnfl;ﬁg (260)
e m ST
Accordingly we may write the sampling distribution as:
o1 (;D=e B0 o (2.61)

where i is a stochastic variable assuming any integer vadtseden (and inclusive of) 1 and n. Unless otherwise stated, w
will assume hereafter that, corresponds to the sampling distribution given in [IlJli2.61.
Suppose thak, denotes the probability of finding the simulation in subemnble m and suppose that denotes the
time spent in the sub-ensemble m:
Xt

Tn = 4 (vd) (2.62)
i=1
wherefv (1);v 2); ::;v (©)g denotes the sequence of effective configurations gendogitde simulation, and where:
8
< 1 : if v @) is a configuration generated in sub-ensemble m

40 V@) _ (2.63)
0 : otherwise

Under the sampling distributions ; , it follows from Eq. B that since the ratio of the probiigit of the simulation being

found in any two sub-ensembles is given by:

) (2.64)
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and since the ratio of the probabilities of finding the siniolain two sub-ensembles is estimated by the ratio of thedim

spent in the two sub-ensembles:

Za g0l Srep:In (2.65)
z Tx

then the ratio of the partition functions of _ andz , may be estimated via:
Z . ep:Inm (0 1 (2.66)
z Tx

It follows from Eq.lllb that the quantitys » may then be estimated from the ratio of the times spent inubeemsembles

1 andn:

ne T (n) (1)
Rga e=1°'T—“e st st (2.67)

1
In order to arrive at an estimator in terms of the macrovéeisib; , (as has been formulated in sectidiilli.4.3lll2.4.5 for

the umbrella and WHAM methods respectively) we first noté:tha

xn

PMgajsr) = PMgai iJstT)
=1
xn

PMgad )P (iJst) (2.68)

i=1
whereP M 52 ; 13 st ) denotes the joint distribution of observing the macrostate, and of being in sub-ensemble i under
the sampling distributions;, and wheree ( ;3 51 ) denotes the probability of being in sub-ensemble i undesémepling
distribution 5. From Ec/ lll8 and E@EG1 it follows that:

) e ;TZi
P(ijst)= P07 (2.69)
j:le STZJ

By noting that in the case where the configurational enertigésirly parameterised (ENll48):

PM™MgaJst) _ XHP(MBAji)P(j )
PMgaja) i:lPG-V-[BAj o) et
z x ;
= 0 e MBa 51 (2.70)

J
=1 T2

One may use EJQEEBY to arrive at an estimatorfgy, in terms of the macrovariable ; 5 :

Mgea PMeajg)

R _ < e PMspajst) ST
B2 < PMBAj§)>
PMpadst) ST
1
S PL wes 5n et 571
- < 1 N ( )
P i sT
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The estimator in ECIlF 1 is also valid if, instead @f; , one employs the sampling distribution given in [IJlR.59.

By hopping between the sub-ensembles the simulation istaleleplore a wider region of (effective) configuration space
than it would under a sampling experiment performed with ang of the individual sampling distributions _ . In order
to ensure that the simulation visits all sub-ensembles,must first ensure that a sufficient number of intermediate sub

ensembles have been constructed (sokh@t z , 7 ) overlaps withp M 5 )). Secondly one must also ensure that

i it 1

the correct weights sflT’ g have been chosen so as to guarantee that the simulatioreiscafifequently traverse between

the regions of (effective) configuration space typicallgasated with phase A and those typically associated widseHs.

One way to do this is to choose the weights so that equal timeesent in all the sub-ensembles. In this case one sets

(1)
ST

constructed in an iterative fashion (e.g. via the visitedest method or the Wang-Landau method) as is done in the Webre

= InZ , + constant. However since a-priori the partition functions are notwnoit follows that the weights must be

Sampling method (see sectilll4.3). Having obtained thghtseone may then proceed to estimate the ratio of the joartit
functionsky » by appeal to the estimator in Eljill.67 or IR.71.

2.4.7 Phase Switching Method

The Phase Switching (PS) method, along with the whole phaggpimg (PM) formalism, was originally developedfh [1] (see
[] for a review and seé®84[137] for generalisations). hder to motivate the method consider the case where one sampl
from a sampling distribution which is associated with thkofwing partition function (which we refer to as the cana@liPS

partition function):

Z Z

Eal) 4

Zps = dve dve ®r ) (2.72)

An example of a sampling distribution associated with suphrition function is:

e EA(V)_'_e E g (V)

)

e EA(V)[l+eM BA(V)] (273)

From the discussion of secti@iilll4.6 it is clear that Ilfll203% be equivalently realised by what we call the canonical PS

sampling distribution:

fs i e B W (2.74)

where is a stochastic variable, which assumes one of two values: A or = B. Eq.lllll is clearly a special case of
the ST sampling distributions; in which one has only two sub-ensembles corresponding tbatbgohases and in which
the weightst 51 g are the same for both the phases. The sampling distribufigrthen accepts a 'switch’ between the two

systems with the following probability:
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. 5s ;B)
Minfl; 25 ———g
ps (ViR)

= Minfl;eM 2 g

J
[V}
=
(os]
u
9
0
I

(2.75)

The PS sampling distributions ; (and also the alternative sampling distribution in [Ilfili2{fi@n yield the following distri-

bution:

ZaP j Zg P j &
P Mpaily)= A MBA];):ZB Meajg) (2.76)
A B

For the PS sampling distributiorf 4 the ratio of the partition functions is then given by:

RBA
s 2.77)

which may be estimated by the ratio of the times spent in tlepiwases (see ENll67):

P t 4 .
R eb: fl B (V (%)) (2.78)
i= 14 A (V (l))
where4 (v) is given by:
8
< if v (1) is a configuration is generated in phase

4 w@) (2.79)

1
0 : otherwise

More generally (see E@llli71) one may estinraie (for both Eq B and EQEI74) from the estimator corredpunto:

< fMpga)> ¢
R = ES 2.80
BA < f( Mga)> < ( )
wheref ) is the fermi function:
f(x)= (2.81)

1+ e
It is clear from Eq. 5 that a PS Monte Carlo move (in whick attempts to switch phases whilst keeping the effective

configurations constant) is only likely to be accepted within tives , 3 0 (1) regions. From sectidill.3 we saw that the vast
majority of equilibrium configurations of the parent phask e mapped (under the operation of the PM) onto configaresi

of the conjugate phase which are of higher excitation enefggrefore the probability of visiting configurations fohieh

the two phases are of roughly the same energy (under thetmpeodthe PM) is negligibly small (see also figUlli2.2). Even
if one considers the more general case of [lll2.58 where tnoglirtes two weights into EJlll72 so that:

Z Z
®)

Zsr = dve s+ dve B2 sr (2.82)
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the problem will not be solved since, in the absence of opetleese weights will at best allow the switching to take planly
in one direction. As we saw in secti{lill4.6 the simulatedoning method solves this problem by constructing a sefies o
intermediate systems so as to engineer overlap betweerteatlgy/stems. For such pairs of (sufficiently overlappipglems
the weights can be chosen so as to ensure that switchingpgkdaesfrequently in both directions.

The way the PS method overcomes the overlap problem is by asset of weights which are themselves a function
on (effective) configuration space. That is rather than ftmg via a sampling distribution characterised by thetipan
function in Eq Il one instead employs a MUCA samplingritistion associated with the partition function:

Z Z
ZPS = dve Ea (V) ps Mea (v)) + dve E g (v) ps Msa (V) (283)

The sampling distribution (which we call the MUCA-PS samgldistribution) is then given by :

gls w; ) = SS w; e ps Mea (v))
= e E (v) ps Msa (V) (284)
which has the associated; » distribution:
P(Mmjgs)=:e ps Manlp Mpadps) (2.85)
Eq. B may be equivalently realised via the samplingibistion:
(V):e E a (V) ™ BA)[1+eM EA(V)] (286)

It is immediately clear that the probability of a PS Monte I6anove, as dictated by E@illl84, is given by IR sifxe a

PS does not change the value of M g 5 :

ps ViB)
ps (WiRA)

= Minfl;eM =2 g

Minf1;

)
]
=
w
U
o
n
I

(2.87)
On the other hand the probability of accepting a move fromrdigarationv to a configuratiory®is now given by:
m 0.
Pow ! vTg) = Minfl;w
ps Vi)
. e B ) psMeav)
= Minfl; e E ) rsMoaw) I (2.88)

Therefore the role of the MUCA weight function s M 5, ) is not, as is the case in the ST method, to aid the simulation
(directly) in switching between phases, but insteagditi@le the simulation to regions of (effective) configuration sp&om

which the simulation can easily switch phases.
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In order to determin&y , one applies the reweighting formula (Elljlill.32) to 2. 57as to remove the bias of the
MUCA weights in EqII):

< 44 (v)ePS(MBA(V))

R =
BA <4, W)eersMea ()

s (2.89)

S

>
>

w3 |va

The corresponding estimator is then given by:

P . )
ob: i=1e+ ps Mea (vA))g 5 1)

Rea = B ; e esMen VN4, (v (1)) (2.90)
Similarly the more general estimator given in [llJlilR.80,d/&ir both Ecjll4 and EJES6, is now replaced by:
< f ers Msa) s .
RBA = M BA) = (291)

< f( Mpgplers™Mea)> ;S
FigurelllB (a) shows a schematic for 5 » j § ) and (b) shows a schematic ferM 55 3 &5 ). Itis clear from (a) that a
canonical PS sampling distributior . initiated in one of the two phases will remain stuck in thaagdy, since the probability
of visiting theM 5 » 0 regions is negligibly small. In order to obtain the estimaibthe canonical distribution shown
in (a), one would first have to perform a MUCA simulation aswghadn (b) and then reweight the data appropriately (see
[S7] for details). The essential feature of the MUCA distitibnP M 5 » j 5 ¢ ) is that it containgoth the phase constrained

distributionsP M g4 j $)andP M pa j ¢ ). Figurclllt shows a schematic of the PS procedure.

2.4.8 Fast Growth Method

The fast growth (FG) methol%55] rests on a result called thetkation Theorem. This theorem has been proved for atyarie
of non-equilibrium processeS 55172517471 0C 1j0T he particular formulation that we will draw on is set ont[Z3],
(2] ().

Central to the Fluctuation Theorem is a non-equilibriumcess that we will now describe. One starts of by constructing
a configurational energy which is a function of a field parameter(for example see EqElA8). The field parametéakes
any value between; and ,, and the sefE gforms a chain of configurational energies linking to E; (see Eqlll4).
Thea ! B non-equilibrium process, which takes us from phase A to @Basnvolves the switching of the field parameter

from an initial value of ; = 0to , = 1in a series of discrete steps at some predefined, but agbisetrof timesftg =

foikiait 19

The implementation procedure may be realised as follows.iffitial pointv (1) is sampled with respect to the canonical
distribution , = ¢. One then increments (at tinte) the field parameter from ; to »; in doing so one performs

a (temperature scaled) amount of work (which we will simpfer to as work for the rest of this thesisyiz, ;) =

fE , w (@) E , (v@))gon the system. The system is then equilibrated via the samgistribution , until a timet,

2
yielding the configuratiorr (2). At this point one incrementsfrom ,to 3 so as to yield the work incrementiz , ) =
fE , v(2)) E , (v (2))g. One continues this process until the value of the field patanhas reached its terminal value,
L, attimet, ;.

As a result one obtains the path:
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P(M BA) P(M BA)

States for which a switch of phases
fis likely to be accepted.

Al (]

A D A B&C D

(a) Mo (b)

Figure 2.3: Schematic of probability distribution of M g »
(a) The canonical distribution M 5 J 55)
(b) The multicanonical distributior M g3 j 5 )
In order for the simulation to be able to reach those regidrasacterised byt ., 0, one must employ MUCA weights
(through Eqllll4). See also figlll2.4.
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states from which a switch of
phases is likely to be accepted

equilibrium
regions of

) configuration space
Maost probable
macrostates of LMJA

W

D
Most pmbabh, —
aerostates uF[M]B_/

\ / stares rrom
A W 3 SWIen ™ ‘ ' s

of phases is
likely to be accepted

. | ) - Y

Y
Phase B, [M]

Phase A, [M]

Figure 2.4: Schematic of the PS algorithm in r space
The diagram shows a simulation starting at a typical ('ébriiim’) configuration of phase A . The employment of the Wiy
£ gin Eq.l means that the simulation performs a random vilk ¢ , space) to the region B. For these configurations
Mga 0 and therefore a PS (via ENlll87) has a chance of being adcefiteaccepted PS then takes the simulation to
region C, which just corresponds to a switching of referermefigurations (see EJIlR.6). Then under the influence of the
weights the algorithm performs a random walkvin, , space from region C to region D, which is the equilibrium cegof
(absolute) configuration space of phase B. The correspgmdiimts A, B, C, and D are also shown in figlll 2.3.
The utility of the macrovariabl® 5 , (as was mentioned in the discussion of [llJllL.13) is thatvesasis a guiding parameter
for the simulation. In the case of the PS method, it is useditdegthe simulation to regions of (absolute) configuratiosace

from which a switch of phases has a non-negligible chanceiofgsaccepted.
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t b tikinnt
v ! vQd);v@);uyvin 1) fvg
) ! 17 2535 o (2.92)

The net work for ther | B process is then given by:

Xt X 1
Wga (fvg) = Wea (i) = E.,v@®) E, wv@)] (2.93)

i=1 i=1

In the case where one employs the linear parameterisatiginesin Eq S, EJEP3 may be written as:

X 1
Wga = 4 Mpa (v(@) (2.94)
i=1
where:
4 1= i1 i (2.95)

A non-equilibrium process taking the simulation from phBge phase A may be similarly defined. For the sake of notationa
convenience it is instructive to think of the ! A processasan ! B process, which is performed backwards in time
(that is the sequence of events is rever§&d [F3], [74]), aitid tve simple modification that the initial configuratiorgm
correspondingte (v 1) attimet, , , is sampled from the distribution | = £ . Thatis the path is constructed as follows.
At time t, ; one decrements from its initial value of , to , 1, thus performing an amount of workw 55 (t, 1) =
E.,v@ 1) E_ @ 1)).O0nethen proceeds to equilibrate the system so as to ob&ionfigurationy
2) at the timet, ,, at which point is further decremented from, ; to , ,, thus incurringa work Was @, 2 ) =
E.,&@n 2) E_, &@ 2)). Thisprocedure is repeated iteratively until tirgeat which point is decremented
from ,to ;. Itis clear from this that the (temperature reduced) wodkeément performed at, when is changed from ;

to i 1,IS given by:

Wap @)= E, Vi) E ,, Vi)l (2.96)
The net work for the resulting path:
t D otk 2innth
v ! vin 1);vin 2);upv(@) fvg
© ! nion 1% o1 (2.97)

is given by:
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x 1
Wap (fvg) = Was &) (2.98)
=1
x 1
= E . vi) E .. W)l
=1
x 1
= E ., wVi) E, @)
i=1
= Wpa (Evg) (2.99)

Suppose now that @ 5, J 5 ) corresponds to the probability of obtainimgs » for thea ! B process and suppose that
P Wxajg) [E]is the corresponding quantity for tlee ! A process (hereafter whenever we mentiénin the context
of the FG method we will in fact be referring to the! ~ process, in which the initial distribution of the configuoais is

given by ©). The fluctuation theorem, which we have also proved in agixdll asserts thalf{# 21 4]:

ZeP Weajg)=Zae" **P Wgajy) (2.100)

or:

WBAP » C
Roa = © Weada) (2.101)
PWsajg)

In the special case of zero equilibration (whicledaivalent to changing directly from ; to , in a single step):

Wga = Wga @) = fE , v@) E  ~@Q)g
Eq. Il reduces to the overlap identity [lJl2.21. For tdason we will refer to all the methods based on the identity Eq

Il as the zero equilibration, or elementary, methodsceSkt. Il is simply a generalisation of HllR.21 we wilbals

refer to this formula as the overlap identity. It immedigtfllows that we may generalise Eljill. 26 to:

Rgp =< e ®* > . (2.103)

and Eq 1 to:

<AWsga)> ¢
Rpa = 2 2.104
o <A(Wga)> ¢ ( )

Eq. Il may be replaced by the more general 'dual-phase’f@mula ]

<GMgaale" r > o
Ron = g3 : (2.105)

Generallyp W23 $)andp @ a j ¢ ) will also face an overlap problem in the sense describedaticsdlllB. However

the FG method does have a way of getting around this; we walfgmne our discussion of this point until chajiller 5.
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2.4.9 Path Sampling Fast Growth Methods

All the simulations mentioned until now have been discusedatie context of the sampling of individual configurations
Let us now consider a simulation which, instead of jumpingveen configurations, jumps between pathsg (such as those
produced in the FG method, sectll 4.8). Such a simuladarbe though of as comprising of a two fold procedure. In the
first stage the simulation generates a path. In the second stage a decision is made whether to accegect tiee new path.
The idea behind the path sampling formulation of the FG n&{i] is to express it in terms of the notion of the sampling
of paths, in the way that has just been described.

Suppose thae <, _ (Evg) denotes the underlying distribution of the paths produndde ! ~ FG process as described
in sectiorlllll8. It was proved in appenilik A tHER [781[74]:

Py, 5 (fvg)  7Zp

= — w £ 2.106
PE! (Evg) Za expfW g2 (Evg)g ( )

We will now show that the FG method described in sedil4a8 be interpreted as a path sampling simulation in which
paths argenerated according t®©, _ (Evg)inthe ! ~ process, and subsequentbyepred with probability 1. To be more
specific, suppose that the current state of the simulatidessribed by the pathvg and suppose thatrg corresponds to the
path that has just been generated. Then it is clear that ifsoigeobtain a set of paths distributed accordin@fo, ; (Evg)
then the acceptance probability of moving from the pathto fvg (inthea !| B process) is given by (see HIllll.22):

. Ps (fvg] PS, £
P, (fvg ! fvgj <A3 ) = M'nfl; G ( Vg]fVQ) i B ( Vg)
Pe (EvgifvgPy, 5 (Evg)

wherep (Evgifvg) denotes the probability of the simulation generating a f@athgiven that the previous path wasg. In

(2.107)

the procedure described in sectil.4 .8 the pathis constructed from the initial configuratien(1), which itself is obtained
from v (1), the initial configuration ofvg, by equilibrating the system for a fixed amount of time via Using the notation

of appendifl it is clear that; (Fvgifvg) is given (forthea ! B process) by:

Ps (frgfvg) = Ps @) ! v(1)j;)Pa: s (Frvgi (1)) (2.108)

wherePs v (1) ! v (1)j 5 ) denotes the probability of making a transition from the agunfationv (1) to the configuration
v (1) when sampling from ¢ for a fixed amount of time and whera, , 5 (Evg¥ (1)) denotes the probability of obtaining a
pathfrgviathea ! B FG process of sectidiil.8, given an initial configuratibr @). Since from EqllB we know
that:

Pstv@)! v1)jz)
Pstw@)! v)ijz)

(2.109)

PalPa

it immediately follows that (for the. ! B process):
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Pg (fvg¥vg) Ps (v(1)! v(0)jz)Pa s (Ergy (1))
Pg (Evgifvq) Ps(w@) ! v)Jz)Pa: s (Evgi (1))
5 @) Pay s (frgy 1))
A V@) Pay s (Evgi (1))

_ Pzé!Bi(f"g) (2.110)
Pyrip (Ev9)
where we have use the fact that:
PS5 (Evg)= § v @L)Pa, s (Evgi (1)) (2.111)
Eq. W then becomes:
P, (fvg! fvgjz)=1 (2.112)

Therefore we infer that the FG method described in sellllZnay be thought of as a path sampling experiment in which
the paths are generated according to the mechanism desiribectiolll8 and in which moves between old and new paths
areaccepted with probability 1.

The benefit of the path sampling interpretation of the FG webtls that it allows us to generalise the PS method (Eq.
) so as to be applicable within the framework of the FGhmet To see this we recall that the canonical PS sampling
distribution ¢, (Eq. ) realises the 5 » distribution given in Ecqlll6. It is not hard to show that freth sampling

distribution:

Pgs (fvg; =7 P°, _ (fvg) (2.113)
in which is a stochastically sampled variable, realises the folowi  , distribution:
ZaP WeaJs)+ ZsP Weajg)

Za + T3
where we have use®l W 5 » j 5 ;) todenotee W 5 PS) in order bring out the links with the zero equilibration casgq.

P(WBAjEC>5)= (2.114)

IS is essentially the path sampling generalisation oflll}. The implementation of EJJlll 13 involves the empleym

of an additional Monte Carlo move which allows onestaiich between processes. That is suppose that, , 5 labels the

A ! B FG process ands ; , labelsthes ! A FG process, in which paths are generated according tdilfll2Then

in this notationP Wz j€) P @Wpsaj 1 ~). As with the original FG method, the FG phase-switch (FG-pr8redure
involves (for the , . process) generating paths in the manner described byl 21id subsequently accepting with
probability 1 (see ECEllllL2). On top of this one introdugeadditional Monte Carlo move in which one attempts to switch
betweenthe , . and ., processes whilst leaving the pathg unperturbed; the acceptance probability for such a move

is given by:
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Zy Pg, , (Evg)
ZaP5, g (Evg)
= Minfl;e" =2 g (2.115)

Pa(ar s gra) = Minfl;

where we have appealed to Hlll.10. In the case whele; » j §) andP @ s » j § ) partially overlap aboutth® 5 0
regions, the FG-PS method allows one to sampléhe paths that contribute non-negligibly to the estimafdhe FED. One

may then proceed to estimatg , via:

(2.116)

2.4.10 Looking Forward

We are now in a position to explain more fully the scope of tiuelg presented here. We have seen that the key obstacle to

the problem of determining FEDs is the overlap problem. Tal dath this problem one must:

1. Choose an appropriate global displacenten order to map configurations of one phase onto the other5gdlB,

figurclllB) and choose a representatioisee Eqlll5)
2. Choose an estimatd46].

3. Employ some form of extended sampling strat€gy [21].

In succeeding chapters we take up each of these points in ltuichaptelB we will deal with the first point and will show
how the overlap depends on the representation one choosgskan. Specifically by working in a representation in which
the effective configuratiom corresponds to the normal modes of a crystalline solid watcoct a transformation (called the
fourier space mapping, FSM) which, under certain conditiimmore efficient than the RSM (see Il 2.4).

In chaptell® we provide some insight into the second pointsmodv how in the case of partial overlap, which is when
there arei ; » macrostates over which both the estimatbrél 5 » j ) andB @ g a 3j S ) are non-zero, and when there are
other macrostates for which only one of the estimators iszen, then the estimator of EQElllLO5 cangberanteed to
work (in the sense that the estimateraf 5 is free of systematic errors) for amy ™ 5 » ) Simply by restricting the regions
of M 5 5 space from which thaon-negligible contributions to the expectations come. Furthermore wekalgb show that
there is a family of estimators of the form of HIJllllLO5 for @¥hino such restrictions are required sibeeonstruction these
estimators are guaranteed to be free of systematic ernargiged that there exists some overlap betwBew 5 , j $) and
F@Wrajs)

The third point is addressed in chadier 5. We start off byyipglthe basic theoretical techniques of umbrella sampling
[22], [EF], [F*9] to the problem of phase behaviour, and userticently developed Wang-Land&[85] technique to coaistru
the MUCA weight function needed in order to estimate the FE&e(sectiolilll.3). In addition to this we present a new
method of overcoming the overlap problem (called the Maltititonian (MH) method) which involves simulating several

independent sampling distributions simultaneously. lthe WHAM method, the benefit of this method is that it is highly
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parallelizable. We then proceed to make an investigatidh@fG method, and show how it is able to effectively overcome
the overlap problem.

Having formulated the FED problem in a strictly classicanfrework we proceed in chapfllr 6 to consider the quantum
formulation as provided by the path integral formalism. Guantum FED problem is even more computationally intensive
than its classical counterpart, and we show that the MH nikdleweloped in chaptllk 5 provides an efficient way of estimgati
the relevant quantities. In particular we illustrate itsyeo with a study of the role of zero-point motion in determupcrystal

stability.



Chapter 3

Tuning the Representations

3.1 Introduction

We saw in sectionllill.2 a/llB.2 that different phases ofengivaterial may be thought of as corresponding to different
basins of attraction of the configurational enemyyr). For finite-system-constructs of the relevant phasesetimay exist
several metastable basins of attractions (corresponditigetdifferent phases) and it is ones desire to find the mosigie
one. In the thermodynamic limit this basin of attractiondraes overwhelmingly more probable than the others, resyilti

the corresponding phase being the one that is found in natrhis thesis we will focus on the case where there are two
candidate phases, and our task will be limited to that ofrd@téng the more stable out of the tw&941].

Computationally the task of finding the more probable ouheftivo phases involves implementing a Metropolis simula-
tion in which one visits these two regions in a single simiatat One may then estimate the FED via ll 1.8 andill 1.15.
However the sequential or pathwise nature of the Metropoéithod and the presence of a region of (absolute) configurati
space, in between the two phases, of intrinsically low pbditg means that a simulation initiated in a given phasé reinain
trapped in that phase.

If instead of working in ther representation (in which one attempts to estimate the duant , in Eq.[llB) one chooses
to work in thev representation (in which one attempts to estimate the guant » in Eq. llllB), one greatly alleviates the
difficulty associated with the problem of estimating the F&the two phases by bypassing this intermediate regiogetler
(compare figur@l1 (a) and (b)). The residual difficulty tisdeft in the associated problem is captured in the amount by
which the two phases overlapinspace, and it is this difficulty which must be overcome in otdeestimater g .

In order to gauge the amount of overlap between these twomregone must (by virtue of the overlap identity HlP.21)
observe the amount of overlap that is present betweens » j 5 ) andP M s j 5 ). This overlap i 5 5 space is clearly

dependent upon two factors:

A The choice of the reference configuratians (see Eqlll6). Different choices Bf, andRr ; correspond to different
choices ob in Eq. B (see also Ellll43, Bl .45, figllk 1.3 ).

B The choice of representatian[il], [[¥], whichM 3 » (v) depends on (EJEEMLS).

66
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The ideal choices of the global translatibnand the representatianare ones for whiclr M s j5)andpP Mz j ) (see

figurcllR) collapse onto the distribution:

PM.3j)= ®™M. + IhR.) (3.2)

Departures from this ideal limit manifest in the bi-modalif P M . 5 ©), as shown in figurll2. The more efficient the
choice ofD and representation, the closer the distributiors M s j $) andP M s j ¢ ) will be to the ideal limit (Eq.
).

The general challenge to the problem of estimating the FEMa&s of tuning the PM so as to maximise the overlap
between the two regions of effective configuration space figeircllll (b)). In this chapter we will investigate thisuissn
the particular context of the two phases being crystallmias. We will primarily focus on the role of the represeidat
(issue B). Specifically we will see that a PM as formulated Foarier space (normal mode) representation provides some
strategic advantages over the real-space representé®Sivs, Eq ) utilised in previous studidi [I135938].

In order to set the context we will now introduce the modeterys(the Lennard Jones solid) which has been employed in
all the simulations carried out in this work. This will be lfmied by a section illustrating how the PM is implementeddor
model systems, followed by a brief discussion of the rolehefglobal translation vector (issue A) in the mappings betwe

the two phases.

3.2 The model system

For the work in this thesis our model system will be compriségarticles interacting via the pairwise Lennard-JoneB (L

interatomic potential:

@) =4 )" )°] (3.2)

rj_j ]’.‘lj
where (r;5) corresponds to the interaction energy between particled j separated by a distaneg = ¥; ;3 and where
r; andz; are the position vectors of particles i and j respectivehe dverall configurational energ@y (r) is then given by:

1R R

E (r) = (r-lj) (33)

i=1461i

Generally the use of the full configurational energy in llll iB.a simulation is prohibitively expensive, and one indtea
employs some form of approximation whereby the potentialiscated at some distance from the partiiif[109]. Theiagsu
phase diagram (a schematic of which is shown in figlle 3.ligishhsensitive to this truncation radius; the latter habéo
chosen carefully if one is to reproduce the true charatiesisf the phase under consideration. By analysing theusiitins

in the ground state energies and the harmonic free enerfgyalites as a function of the truncation radius, it was faond

[E2] (where identical systems were employed to those us#ds work) that a truncation radius given by:

r.= 15n, (3.4)
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Figure 3.1: Schematic of classical phase diagram for the LJ potential
The figure shows a (scaled temperature versus scaled presshematic for the classical phase diagram of the LJ pgatent
in Eq. IBR. In order to determine the hcp, fcc phase bounaerg, must determine the more probable of the two phases.
The methods utilised and developed in this thesis are atdedeoess this sort of problem. The methods can, without much
difficulty, be generalised to the case of the solid-liquidibdary. An initial line of investigation into this has beemade in
[E9], [S7]. (See alsa22)).

yielded sufficiently accurate results (whetg, is the nearest neighbour distance). A truncation radiusisfrnagnitude
essentially amounts to each particle interacting with btstHirst nearest neighbour shell (comprising of 12 parsiplend
its second nearest neighbour shell (comprising of 6 pag)dil]. This truncation radius was also employed forled! t
simulations used in this thesis, with the exception of thasehaptelB (in which a truncation radius af = 1:1n,, was
employed).

Unless otherwise stated, the system size that we have eathisy = 216, and the densities are * = 1:092. We will
also quote all results in terms of the reduced temperature:

= XL (3.5)

We also make a point here that it is our intention, in thisithemly to use the LJ system as a testbed for the various mgtho
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and not to give definitive results for the LJ phase diagramdlwvhas already been done EE1.10]).

3.3 The Phase Mapping for crystalline solids

Let us now focus out attention on the regions of the phaseaaliagiear the fcc-hcp boundary (see figillk 3.1), and let phase
label A refer to the fcc structure and phase label B to the hectire. In the case of crystalline solids, the reference
configuration R ) may most conveniently be chosen to be the ground state cwafign (i.e. the lattice sites themselves).
The full PM then involves a switch of lattice vectors, accamied by the mapping of the displacements (of the partictes f
their lattice sites) of one phase onto the (possibly modjfitsplacements of particles of the other phase. In the chgeeo
RSM, these displacements asenodified on the transition of the phases.

For the fcc and hcp structures, one may identify familieslahps which are common to the reference configurations of
both the structures. Whereas the fcc structure may be thatdigis being comprised of three families of close packedgdan
(see figur@l2 (a)), the hcp structure may be thought of aprsimg of two layers of close packed planes (see fijjille 3)2 (b
The geometry of the planes are such that they permit a simpfgpmg of the lattice structure of one phase onto that of the
other (see figurllll.3). In this case the operation of the R&#kta particularly simple form; one merely slips the plares a
shown in figurdlll3, whilst at the same time preserving thagike positions of the particles within a given plane. For@en
detailed illustration of these planes and their correspanstructures, we refer the readerfi[110] e {112]

The choice that we have made for mapping the lattice sitemefstructure onto those of the other does not exhaust the
possibilities forD . In fact for a given labelling scheme of the particles, ong l@oose to map the lattice vector of particle
i of structure onto that of particle j of structure, instead of mapping it onto the same particle of the cornedjpy phase
[E=]. This procedure may equivalently be thought of as ayation of the index labelling the particles under the atien
of the PM; there are of the order of N! such permutations. pbist was investigated to a limited extent for the RSM in the
case of hard spheres by Jackson et.®&ll [35]. In their workitheestigated cases where the planes were displaced acksta
greater than that shown in figUlll3.3, in transforming frora phase to the other. They also investigated the cases wieere t
planes of the fcc structure were randomly stacked when fogrifie hcp structure, and also the case where the displatemen
of a particle of the fcc structure were mapped onto those ahdamly chosen particle of the hcp structure. All the altiue
mappings resulted in greater number of hard spheres oypénigms compared to the mapping presented in fililife 3.3idn th
work we do not investigate this issue any furthiifj114].

In the case of the solid-liquid phase boundary, an apprtspreterence configuration for the liquid phase is simply any
typical configuration of the fluid phasC¥36]. Though we wititrhave anything more to say about this, we note that an
investigation along this direction has been made (for thrd Bphere case) ii{36] and more recently (for the soft paknt

case) ing7].
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(a) FCC Structure (b) HCP Structure

Plane Ay @] @] @] @] Plane Ay O O O (@)
Plane B, Plane B,
Plane C; o [ [ [ Plane A; @) O @) O
Plane Az O O O O Plane B
Plane B, PlaneA; O o © o
Plane C;, [ ] [ ] o o Plane B3

Figure 3.2: The fcc & hep structures
The fcc structure may be thought of as comprising of thredliesmof close packed planes, labelled as A, B, and C in figure
(a).
The hcp structure, on the other hand, can be representedris td the two families of close packed planes (stacked in the

ABAB... formation, see figure (b))
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FCC Structure HCP Structure
PlaneR PlaneS
Plane A, 5 o o o 5) C C o}
Plane B, © D ®
Plane C; «—o <« ® «——0 «——o °® ® ® °
>

Plane A, ) —0O +«—0O <«—O 5) C o o
Plane B, G—F G—>» S—» @ ®
Plane C, o> o6—>» o6—>» © [ ] [ ] ° °

Figure 3.3: The PM Transformation
The figure showing the fcc structure on the left (charaaterisy 3 different planes, stacked in a '"ABCABC... formafion
being transformed to the hcp structure (characterised Hgriep, stacked in the formation 'ABAB...". See also Fidll 3
The atoms of plane ; are made to lie beneath those of plang the atoms of plana , underneath those @&, the atoms
of B, under those of ;, and the atoms af , underneath those of plame . Note that periodic boundary conditions apply. A
consequence of these boundary conditions is that one daydnciple, slide the planes a greater distance than i&shso
as to transform one phase into the other. However we hawraéliied only one possibility, the one which is actually used

the simulations. Se@35] anii110] for more details on theopossibilities.




CHAPTER 3. TUNING THE REPRESENTATIONS 72

3.4 Formulation of the Fourier Space Mapping

In sectiorlllll. we mentioned that there are two issues at lagdirst being the choice of a suitable reference configumati

R and the second being the choice of an appropriate repréisenia Given that the lattice sites themselves serve as both
natural and convenient choices for the reference configunstwe will now concentrate our efforts on finding an optima
representatiorr [[E]. Specifically we will choose a representation in whiclzorresponds to the normal modes (whose
corresponding mapping EqElll14 we call the Fourier SpacepMgp FSM), and compare the overlap that one obtains in
this case to that of the RSM (EJlR.4). We will show that in thenhonic limit the FSM ensures that the two phases have
identical excitation energies, so as to ensure perfectawéin the sense of EQlB.1) between the two phases in thetigéfe
configuration space as parameterised by the coordirat@scontrast to this we will also show that for the RSM this d&p

will never be perfecti16].

3.4.1 Constructing the transformation

To motivate the transformation, consider the Taylor exjmmsf the (excitation) configurational energy (Hlll2.9) owers

of the displacements with respect to the reference configuration []:

E W=ER +u) ER )=E"@+E @) (3.6)

where the second tergf* denotes the harmonic contributions (containing powergobsd order in the displacemantand
E2 denotes the anharmonic contributions (of at least thireéoirl the displacement). The harmonic contributions may be

written as:

EP () = %uTK u (3.7)

wherek isthe3N 3N dynamical matrix. Ifk 3 denotes the entry in the i-th row and j-th column of the magrixthen:

@E @) @E ()

Qu; @Uj

KH= (3.8)

Sincek is a symmetric matrix (i.e. it is Hermitian) we may (via thea@r-Schmidt orthogonalisation procedure if necessary)
construct a set of orthonormal vectdks’ g which are the eigenvalue &f . In our case we will take? to be the 3N column

vector corresponding to the j-th eigenvectokof. If we setT (Eq. ) such that:

LooeH
THY = g— (3.9)
K3
or:
— 1 1, 1 2 eeee 1 3N
T = (q:e ;—¢€e ;i gd——¢ ) (310)

kl k2 k3N
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wheree® is the i-th component of the j-th eigenvectorrof and wherek? is the eigenvector of*, then from Eqlll5

X el
u = Vin ?ﬁ (311)

m

The summation in EClL1 is performed over the 3N compon@ats; (which we refer to as the fourier coordinates) of the

column vectors. Substituting Eqlll1 into E@lB.7 one finds that:

. X X X X y ety
= 1]
R o Pt P E

km
1 m n
X X P
= Vi Vn pﬁ mn
m n
X
= e (3.12)
m
where we have invoked the orthonormality of the eigenvactor
X . .
e™ e = ., (3.13)

In other words, by choosing an appropriate representatifmhich we call the fourier representation) in which the natm
modes (or fourier coordinates) of one crystalline solidraemped onto those of the other, one may g&sinto a form which

contains no phase labels:

h 1 T 1X
E'w)=viv=>- (3.14)
2 2 n
. i q A
Using the factthatr * 19 = kieltor
0 g _— 1
k]_ 1qT
5 =
E d K22
B ]
T 1t = B . (3.15)
B o
€ ¢ K
A
we may use EJIll 2 to write down the matrix elementsof :
5 X TR .
SBA = p—_meB ex (316)
m kB
This matrix has the associated determinant:
s
detT R
detSBA = c 5 = 2 (317)
detT a kg
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The expression in EQEIMLO for the FED may then be written as:

4Fpn = 4B, +4FP, +4F2, (3.18)
where
1 1X kD
4F2, = “IndetSga=— h(>) (3.19)
2 KD

m

is the harmonic contribution to the overall FED ({lJllB.18hc8 the harmonic contributions to the excitation energy. |l
) are equal if they share the same fourier coordinateseg that only the anharmonic contributions to the enertly wi

survive in the evaluation of 3  :

Mgpa v) = Epz (v) Ea (v)]
= Ei() E )] (3.20)
As a result the third term in EQEINLS:
4F2, = ! mRr2, (3.21)

reflects the purely anharmonic contributions to the FED.

One may realise the associated mapping, which we call thgefospace mapping (FSM), within the framework of the
u representation through the operation in (.14 wisereis given by Eq.llll6. Figuidlll.4 shows a schematic of the
conceptual procedure involved in the mapping.

For systems with periodic boundary conditions, additiammalsiderations must be taken into account in construckiag t
FSM. In appendilB we outline the necessary modificationlwhiust be incorporated into the transformatign, in order
to accommodate these constraints. Generally what one 8rttiat the use of periodic boundary conditions means thaéthr
of the eigenvectors of the dynamical matxix (Eq.lllB) will have zero eigenvalues. Suppose #iat?, ande® correspond
to these null eigenvectors. The findings of appelllix B aredha may simply omit these coordinates in the evaluatiohef t

relevant quantities. For example the displacemerdse now given by:

RN en
u= Vi ?ﬁ (322)
m=4

and the transformation matrsg » (Eq. ) is now replaced by:

s

. o
Spa = S e (3.23)
m=4 B

We will assume that all subsequent summations over thedocoiordinatesv;,, g will be of the form of that employed in Eq.
I and EqEER3, i.e. summations which exclude the nullesod
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Figure 3.4: Diagrammatic Representation of the FSM
In order to transform (within the harmonic transformatitim@ configuration:, (of phase A) onto a configuratiom; (of
phase B) so that both configurations are excited above thsjrective ground states by the same amount (sedilly. 3.7),
we first transform fromu, to va, which represents the configuration in what we call fourace. We do this using the
transformationfr , 1, given by Equatiollllll5. We then force phase B to share the satof fourier coordinates as phase
A by settingvy equal tov, . We do this via the identity transformation. This ensurgsappeal to Ecjil4) that (within the
harmonic approximation) the two phases have the same Bznitenergies above their respective ground states. Kinal

transform back to real space via the transformatiogn 1. The net transformation is given tsy, , [FE].
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3.4.2 Summary

Summarising, we have constructed a transformagion (Eq. llF) called the fourier space mapping (FSM) which neaps
configurationr of phase onto a configuratiorr. of phase~ so as to ensure that the two phases are of identical exditatio
energies in the harmonic limit, thus guaranteeing perfeetlap. As the harmonic contributions to the FED are alrdamabwn
exactly via Eqlllll9, the utility of this transformation libt lie in the overwhelmingly harmonic regime but will iestd lie
within the anharmonic regime. In particular, since the tagcan be arbitrarily improved simply by reducing the terapere
(0! 1asT ! 0), one might expect that the problem of estimating the anbafocontributions to the FED might become
controllably small in ther ! 0 limit. We will see that this is not quite the case.

Before discussing the limitations of the FSM we will first €mcon the efficiency with which it overcomes the overlap
problem, and we will use the RSM for comparison. In order tmpare the efficiency with which the FSM and RSM tackle
the overlap problem, we will, in the next section, invedigthe issue of the overlap between the two phase-condtraine
distributions ofM  , via analytic techniques. Specifically we will show how, iretharmonic limit, the overlap problem
vanishes for the FSM whereas it tends to a constant valuénéoREM (in the sense that ™ 5, j ©) assumes a stationary
form), thereby serving as the most extreme illustratiorhef dependence of the overlap problem on the representatien.

will also use these results to outline some of the basicéitioihs that the FSM faces in estimating the anharmonic FEDs

3.5 Analytic results

Since a probability distribution is completely characted by its cumulants, one way to obtain insights into the Wielnaof
the overlap problem is to focus on the cumulants aft 5 , 5 <). Of particular importance are the first two cumulants, since
it is these which correspond to the mean and variance of gtglition, and since it is these which will be most impottan
indicating the amount of overlap that will be presd@ 1 1/%j.define the cumulants let us expand (using Eqllll6) as the
exponential of a power seriesin. [[]:
® |
R. =< expf M. g> = expf ( l)n'n—n!g (3.24)

n=0

where! , is the n-th cumulant. The first three cumulants are then giyen

o< M. > . (3.25)

and

1, <M2>. <M. >Z% (3.26)

and:

I35 2<M. >3, 3<M. > c<M2? > +<M3 > . (3.27)
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The FED (EqllllO) may be cast into a simple form using thesautants:

1
4FBA:4ESA 1DndetSBA !1+ §!2+ :::] (328)

In the next two sections we will analyse the behaviour of ¢h@smulants for the RSM and the FSM in the harmonic limit

(T ! 0).

3.5.1 Fourier Space Mapping

Drawing on anharmonic perturbation theory one may expamdahfigurational energy () as a power series min which
the contributions of successive orders become increassmghller. As the harmonic limit is approached one may ddcar
all but the terms which scale, upon integration, with lonaster of T, thereby considerably simplifying the analydishe
cumulants. The results of the theory (apperlllix C) may be sansed as follows. Inthe limit ! 0(or ! 1), the

cumulantsofP ™ . j ©) scale in the following way with temperature:

< T . ifniseven
Iin !, . . (3.29)

2 : ifnisodd

From Eq B and E@EIlP9 one observes that in the fimit 0 one may write a cumulant approximation expression for the

anharmonic contributions to the FED as:
Im 4FZ, = [ 72] (3.30)

3.5.2 Real Space Mapping

The behaviour of the FSM in the low temperature regime is argleontrast to the RSM in which all the temperature-scaled
cumulants tend to a constant value, indicating that thelapeif the phase-constrained distributionsiof , assume a constant
value in this limit. To see this we once again appeal to anbaraperturbation theory and expand the configurationaigne

as a power series of in. The results have been worked out in appelllix D and may be avsed as follows:

1X
Iim !1 = = i (331)
[ 2 5
and:
1X
Iim !y= = : (3.32)
11 2 s
wheref gare the eigenvalues of the matrix with elements:
X ki (T (T
W onm = S — [Qi =" ]bi Em] mm 1 (333)

i km km
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More generally one may conclude that:

Im !y O() (3.34)

1
so thatall the cumulants contribute to the FED (HlJlB.28) at arbitydoilv T. The fact that the temperature-reduced cumulants
(Eq. ) tend to a constant value in the harmonic limitstates to the fact that the overlap betweemM s, j §) and

P M sa J$)tendsto aconstantamountin this linf5J.21].

3.6 Some numerical results

In section (in sectiolll.1) we will start by investigatifmymerically) the overlap of the phase-constrained distions for
both the FSM and the RSM in the low temperature and high teatper regimedi=22]. We will find that at sufficiently low
temperatures the overlap associated with the FSM is, actegdetter than the RSM. However for higher temperattiigs i
the RSM which has the better overlap. In seclllB.6.2 wethilh proceed to estimate the anharmonic FE [123] in the
low and high temperature regimes. We will find that for suffitly low temperatures, the FSM does not require any extende
sampling in order to arrive at an estimate of the FED whiclde Df systematic errors. This is in contrast to the RSM, tvhic
will, in the most general case, require extended sampling.th@ transition to higher temperatures we find that both the
RSM and the FSM require extended sampling in order to oveedt® overlap problem. We will then end this section with

discussion of the relative efficiencies of the two methods.

3.6.1 Overlap

To start off with, let us consider the behaviour of the oventeioblem for the FSM and the RSM in the low temperature
regime. In considering the issue of the overlap, we recak (sectioflll3) that the difference in the free energies of tw
phases manifests itself as an asymmetry (about the origitije position at which the two phase-constrained distidnst

P MasJjs)andP Mg Jg) intersect. For systems which have a small FED (as is the casthd systems employed
here), this asymmetry will be ever so slight. An illustratiof this for the RSM is shown in figullll®.5. In characterising t
overlap, the observed (approximate) symmetry allows ugdod our attention on the behaviour on a single phase-comstt
distribution. The amount of overlap (which can, in an apprate way, be measured by the peak to peak distance) may
then be gauged by measuring the distance of the peak of thieptonstrained distribution from the origin. The smahés
distance is, the greater will be the overlap between the fatoilolitions [FH].

Figurelll shows the scaling of the first two cumulants @fl .= j ) with temperature. In accordance with Hilill.29,
linear scaling is observed for the FSM. Moreover we see frour&lillb (b) that the corresponding cumulants for the RSM
tend to the limiting values as predicted by lJlB.31 andill.F-igurdlll7 investigates the overlap for a range of teatpes
by looking at the phase-constrained distributfom , 5 j S5 ). One immediately observes that as the temperature is rdduce
the overlap of the FSM becomes considerably better thanofhifie RSM. Whereas in the case of the R&®MY 5 J 5 )
tends to a limiting (stationary) form (see figullll 3.7 (a) @)Y ], in the case of FSM the corresponding distributiends
to the ideal limit of the delta function (EIJlB.1), which iridltase is centred on the origlllL26].
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Figure 3.5: P MapjS)andP M as 5 ) for the RSM
The phase-constrained probability distributian®1 ,5 j 5 ) andP ™ 5 j 5 ), as obtained for the RSM. An approximate
symmetry is exhibited: each distribution is a mirror refiestof the other about the origin. A similar symmetry is also
observed for the FSM.
T = 038 (see EqHIS).

To understand the low-temperature behaviour of the FSM we that the method only probes the anharmonic effects
(see EqO) since by construction the harmonic contdbatto the configurational energy cancel out in the two phase
Since these anharmonic contributions vanish as the hamtiamit is approached, the observed behaviour is in accarelan
with what is expected. The RSM, on the other hand, does nlat fot’ the harmonic contributions. For this representatio
Rsa Mustassume aconstantvaleg(, = detSg» ) in the harmonic limit. From the overlap identity (Ellll. 1¢ see that
for this to be the case the rafo® a5 j 5 )=P M a J 5 ) Must approach a stationary value in this limit. One way f@ th
be achievedis for both M .5 j 5)andP (M a5 Jj 5 ) to tend to stationary non-singular distributions. Thisriegisely what
is observed.

So far we have analysed the behaviour of the FSM in the fimit 0 limit. Let us now discuss the behaviour of the
transformation as the temperature is raised ( so as to makantiarmonic effects more prominent). From fidlllk 3.7 (c) and
(d) we see that, though at low temperatures the overlap of8ié is better than that of the RSM, at high temperatures the
situation is reversed; the overlap of the RSM is better tha of the FSM. This can be understood by first noting that the
FSM is a global transformation. That is, whereas for the RS3hgle particle perturbation in phasecorresponds to a single
particle perturbation in phase (Eq.lll), in the case of the FSM a single particle pertudnadif phase manifests itself as
a global perturbation in which all the particles-ofare perturbed (EqilliL4, ElJlll 16). Therefore the anhacwaniections
to the energy induced by the exploration of a particle of phagto the anharmonic regions of the configurational energy
E (v) will, under the operation of the FSM, propagate on a globatllen phase~. In contrast these anharmonic effects

only propagate on a local level under the operation of the R&&/a result one finds that in the highly anharmonic regimes
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Figure 3.6: Temperature-dependence of the cumulants for the FSM and the RSM
a) shows the cumulants, and! , for the FSM for low temperatures. These cumulants are giyeicollb and EJEIP6.
b) shows the scaled cumulaq’fels andf—j for the RSM, where ; and!, correspond to the values obtained from theory (Eq.
I and EqEEER?).
The temperatures employed in (a) were the highest tempesadii which the simulation results agreed with the preafisti

(Eq.Jl®) of leading order anharmonic perturbation theory
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Figure 3.7: Comparison of the FSM and RSM with varying temperature
The evolution ofe M 55 j 5 ) (for the RSM and FSM) with temperature. The temperaturesespond to (a) = 0:01,
(b)T = 04,(c)T = 05, (d)T = 15.
Note that in (a) and (b) the RSM essentially assumes its lawpézrature limiting forml5] (see also fig Uli3.6 (b)).
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M . will be considerably amplified for the FSM as compared to ti8VvR In addition to this one finds that for the RSM
which we have employed (see secill 3.3), intra-planaetations are preserve®34] on the transition from one ptate
other, a fact which is true even in the anharmonic regime. H3, on the other hand, will preserve little correlationgha
anharmonic limit, since the anharmonic effects effecyiw@ntaminate the transformation. The net result of thesedfffects
is that the RSM eventually becomes more efficient than the BBRhe transition to sufficiently high temperatures.

An important point to note is that the deviations seen in tistributions of the FSM from the ideal limit (ECEEB.1),
obtained on increasing the temperatures,medue to the increasing prominence of therinsic anharmonic effects but
are instead due to the inefficiency of the representalich [6&6 see this we note that in the harmonic limit the FSM maps
configurations of phase onto configurations of phase which are of the same effective temperature. On increasiag t
temperature the contamination of the FSM transformatioardyarmonic effects results in configurations of phadeeing
mapped onto configurations of which are effectively hotter than the typical configuradaf phase~. As a result the
anharmonic corrections to the total excitation energy malmplified, under the operation of the FSM, over those corrections
that are intrinsically present in phaseat that temperature, so that. is not truly representative of the intrinsic anharmonic
effects. Therefore, based on an observatian ¢f » s j ), one may naively conclude that the anharmonic effects arater
than they really are. This idea is supported by fidllk 3.7 (b¢re, despite the fact thatat = 01 P Map j ) has
assumed its low temperature (harmonic) limiting form fog RSM (see also figuilllB.6 (b)), the corresponding distdbuti
for the FSM exhibits a significant departure from the ideaiti(Eq. lll). In fact from figur@ll6 (a) we see that departure
(for the FSM) from the linear scaling predictions (HlllB.20)eading order anharmonic perturbation theory are oleskat
a temperature two orders of magnitudeer than that for which departures from thermonic predictions are observed for
the RSM. From figur[llll9 we see that the anharmonic contoibsitio the FED are smaller than what one would expect based

on the observationdf ™ 55 j §) in figurcllilif.

3.6.2 Estimating the FEDs

FigurellB shows the fuli . probability distributions for the FSM-PS method (see sedilll);no form of extended
sampling was employed here. It is clear that on the tramstbosufficiently low temperatures, the FSM-PS method is no
longer plagued with being constrained to the phase whichiftifiated in 7] signalling the absence of an overlapem
since theull (effective) configuration space associated with: the phases is visited. The overlap problem (for this estimat
at these temperatures) is effectively cured.

Figurclll shows the estimates of the anharmonic contoibsitio the temperature-scaled FED for the range of tempera-
tures shown in Figurlll.8. The significant feature is theemgent of the three estimators (the FSM-EP estimatoiillfi, 2.28
the FSM cumulant approximation Elill. 30, and the FSM-P$estir Eq.llli8) at low temperatures and the disagreement
between them at high temperatures. The FSM-PS estimaioaied that the anharmonic contributions are unresohshbll
throughout. This conclusion is consistent with what one l@xpect based on the extrapolation of FSM-PS measurements
higher temperatures (see figlll.10). Moreover since thé&FS method visits (for the range of temperatures invetgija
in figurell) the regions of the effective configuration ssaassociated withoth the phases (as is clear from figUlll 3.8)

we expect that it should be free of systematic errors. Adogigd we will use the results of the FSM-PS estimator as the
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Figure 3.8: The probability density function P ¢ »5 j S5 ) for the FSM as a function of temperature
a)T = 0:00009,b)T = 0:001,C)T = 0:06,d)T = 02
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Figure 3.9: 24 F2, versus T
The temperature-scaled anharmonic contributions to tHe, FE4 F 2, , estimated (without the use of extended sampling)
via the FSM-PS method (ElJll77), the cumulant approximdfi).lIlD), and the FSM-EP formula (Gljlili.26).
We have plotted #4 F2, instead of4 F2, since, from perturbation theory, we know this quantity dddae constant at
sufficiently low temperatures. From perturbation theoryaiso know that at higher temperatures contributions 02,
appear which scale as 3. For this reason we have use a linear extrapolation to cagrthar high temperature results of
figurclll to those obtained hellliL28].
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benchmark (albeit a rather uninteresting one) for the atethods.

Let us start by discussing the low temperature limit. Théitgtof the FSM in overcoming the overlap problem (on the
transition to sufficiently low temperatures) fail the estimators is clearly evident from figll3.9. Howevertary to initial
expectations this does not mean that the taskgflving the anharmonic contributions to FED becomes any easieredo s
this we note that forthe FSM; T and!, T (see EqIlll9), with all higher orders vanishing at a hight.rAs a result
the error in ones estimate of the mean)(of P ™ A j § ) is proportional toT %, since this quantity itself is proportional
to the standard deviatio?ﬂ._z of P Map jg). The fact that!; decays faster, with decreasing temperature, than does its
error is indicative of a signal to noise problem that is preége the transition to lower temperatures. That is, in thpore
where the overlap problem is overcome the (small) anharenzomitributions are entirely masked by the residual noighen
transformation in a way which is not cured by going to (stokver temperatures.

As the temperature is increased what is observed in fiijilliis 818 eventual departure of the estimates of both the curhula
approximation and the FSM-EP methods from the estimatelseoFEM-PS method. The first estimator to depart from the
benchmark line is the cumulant approximation (Ill3.3@)alling the increasing importance of the higher order damis
in the expansion of ECEElREN29]. Upon inclusion of all thenulants (which is simply done by estimatirg » via the
FSM-EP method, Eqil24) one does indeed estimate the guafdi F 2, correctly, since the results of the FSM-EP method
and the FSM-PS method coincide. On increasing the temperkitther, the estimates 8f; 5 via the FSM-EP method also
begin to depart from those of the FSM-PS method. The reasthraishow systematic errors are arising from the fact that
B MapjS)ands M ap <) do not completely overlap. This is clearly the case in figile(8). We note that unlike the
cumulant approximation, whicimderestimates the FED [[11D)], the FSM-EP methaeaerestimates the desired quantity when
systematic errors begin to set [11.30].

The decreasing amount of overlap betweef! » j 5 ) andP (M 5 j § ) obtained on increasing the temperature means
that eventually even the FSM-PS estimators will not be friegystematic errors without the use of some form of extended
sampling strategy (see sectilll2.4 and chdliter 5). For stersg investigated here, the maximum temperature at whéch t
FSM-PS method could successfully be implemented withaeiute of extended sampling was T=0.2 (fijllk 3.8). Beyond
this extended sampling was required. Figlli3.10 showsthpérature-scaled anharmonic FEDs obtained with the MUCA
[(2] sampling distribution and shows clear agreement beitvthe RSM and FSM methods. The results are consistent with
those of [&5]. In particulathe anharmonic contributions act so as to favour the hep (B) phase.

The MUCA extended sampling strategy (and indeed all therathiended sampling strategies, to be discussed in chapter
) allows one to tackle the overlap problémespective of the representation. The choice of representation therifesis
itself in the residual statistical errors in the estimatthefFED. In comparing these statistical errors for the FSMtha RSM,
we first note from figur{llll 7 that for all temperatures of up+®b, the FSM will require a narrower regionmof,  space to
be reweighted (as compared to the RSM) within the MUCA apghtd®™2]. This has two consequences for the simulation.
Firstly this will translate to a smaller statistical errarthe estimate oky 5 for a given number of Monte Carlo steps since
the system will fluctuate over a narrower regionvof z space. Secondly this will correspond to a reduced comutaiti
effort in the task of constructing the multicanonical wegyhHowever on top of this one must also give consideratichéo

differences in computational effort (i.e. the time for edbbnte Carlo step) between the FSM and RSM. In order to unaleadst
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Figure 3.10: 24 r2, as obtained from the MUCA FSM-PS and RSM-PS methods
Note that for the temperatures investigated, MUCA weiglais to be employed in order to ensure that the simulation was
able tovisitthem .5  Oregions.
The straight line denotes a linear extrapolation based @ngsults of the RSM-PS simulatiolfff[128].
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this latter issue more fully, we note that in a MUCA simulatithe macrovariabl& , z will have to be evaluated for each
Monte Carlo step. Suppose the simulation is in phased suppose that one employs a short ranged potential. T$iagla
particle perturbation will, for the RSM, requird@cal re-evaluation of the configurational energies of bothnd~ in order to
compute the new value of 5 ;. The number of computational steps needed for such a taskig) = 0 (1). For the FSM
the re-evaluation of will also be local in nature. However since the FSM (secllllllBinduces &lobal rearrangement of
the atoms of phase (so that the calculation af. is ano @ ) calculation) the number of computational steps neededfor t
reevaluation of1 , z for the FSM will beo @ ). This significant advantage that the RSM holds over the FShikixgs when

long ranged potentials are employed, in which dagsé methods will involveo (N 2) calculations.

3.7 Summary

In this section we have clearly illustrated both analyticahd numerically the dependence of the overlap on the septa-
tion. We have shown that adoptingaurier representation of the displacements allows one to curevtbdap problem at
sufficiently low temperatures. This is in sharp contrasti® RSM, for which the overlap of the two distributions tenalsit
limiting form. The main benefit of the FSM over the RSM is that §ufficiently low temperatures, extended sampling will
not be needed in order to arrive at an estimate of the FED whifthe of systematic errors.

However our expectations of being able to estimate the Flahe FSM with increasing ease are not fulfilled due to the
presence of a signal to noise problem which geigse as the temperature decreases, even though the overlapelnetinee
phase-constrained distributioingproves. Furthermore by being a transformation which is global itur@ one must expend
a considerably greater amount of computational effort mlidg with the FSM than is required for the RSM.

In tackling the problem of estimating FEDs in the most geheaiaes, one must not only give consideration to the choice
of representation but one must also give considerationacachoices of estimators and the choices of extended sampling
strategies. The importance of the choice of estimator hasdy been illustrated to a certain extent in fidll 3.9, &/hex
have seen that the PS estimator (llJli2.78) is better thaofttze EP method (EJEERS8). In chapllkr 4 we will address these
issues in greater depth. In chadier 5 we will then proceedsituds the use of extended sampling strategies in the task of

estimating FEDs.



Chapter 4

Estimators

4.1 Introduction

Imperative to the understanding of the FED problem is theegpation of the distinction that must be made betweenssizdi
and systematic errors (see secll.3.1). Whereas ig@tistrors may be reduced to a desired level simply by runttie
simulation for a sufficient duration of time, systematicoesrin general can not be controlled in this way. In the cantex
of FED calculations the origin of these systematic errothéspartial overlapij2] betweel M 5 5 $) and?P M ga 3 5)
(see sectiolll3). As we have discussed in chiibter 2 thesrmtic errors may be minimised through efficient choices of
PM (that is choices of the global configuration space diggtaantD and representation). In the case where it is possible
to construct an efficient PM so as to yield at least some opdrweere M g » J 5 ) and B Mpaj ), it is possible to
eliminate the systematic errors that arise in ones estiofatg , by constructing an appropriate estimator. In this chapter w
will investigate this issue in two stages. In the first partwitt show how one may restrict the regionswf; , space which
contribute to the relevant expectations (which appear énetftimators) so as to yield an estimatergf, which is free of
systematic errors. We will then show that an alternativatsgy to this is that of employing estimators which are umicted,

in the sense just described, and which are instlaitned to have their most significant contributions originatingrfrthose
regions of (effective) configuration space over which Bt 5 , § ) and® M 5 » j § ) overlap [B]. This latter idea has
been studied (and understood) in a different way®h [4Z7],[[E], [EE]-[F]. At the heart of our insight is the appriation
that only within the region of overlap does the estimatorinll yield an estimate which is free of systematic eri8iisce
ultimately all estimators may be derived directly from HlJlR.22, it follalat the successful estimators will be those which
pool together the estimates®f, , made by Eqllll®ithin the region of overlap.

Consider figur@1. In the most general case, there will lsetyyves of overlap that one encounters when one attempts
to estimates the FED. In the first case (see fifle 4.1 (a))thiens of (effective) configuration space of one of the phase
forms a subset of that of the other phase. This type of sttndgipically arises in the calculation of the chemical ptisifvia
the insertion method), where one attempts to determine Ei2 lfetween an N particle system (A) and an N+1 (B) particle

system (sed®83] for an excellent discussion). In this casas been argue®53] that the EP estimator [l 2.26, inhwhijc
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the N particle system, is the parent phase) will yield amestie of the FED which is free of systematic errors. The baga i
is that a sampling experiment performed in phase A will cepdill the regions of (effective) configuration space relevant to
phase B[118].

The latter type of overlap (see figUll4.1 (b)) appears wherattempts to determine the FED betwegferent phases of
asingle system (see secti@ii®.3). In regards to the estimator wedlmaady seen in sectidilB.6 (in particular figlll} 3.9) how
the estimator of the EP method (EllJll.28) fails in this case,td the fact that single phase-constrained distribution fails
to captureull the important regions of (effective) configuration spacéciitontribute to the FED. One must instead employ
estimators which involve the sampling of the regions ofdetfe) configuration space associated with: phases|%6].

These estimators, which involve the simulation of both pkasnay be broadly categorised into two groups: the phase-
constrained estimators and the phase-switching (PS) &stimm The phase-constrained estimators involve expactatvith
respect to sampling distributions confined to the phase iiclwthey are initiated, whereas the phase-switching estima
involves a sampling distribution which actually switchetveeen the phases. As we will now show, one must in general tak
explicit steps so as to ensure that the phase-constraitinthes's are free of systematic errors. We will also show, thoat a
particular subgroup of the phase-constrained estimatorsuch steps are needed since these estimators are, byuctost
free of systematic errors even in the case of partial ovettaghe case of the PS estimator, we show that for partiallaper
the method can be guaranteed to be free of systematic emapsysby appropriately weighting the two phases (in a way
as prescribed in the simulated tempering metf&H [B¥]-[52ttionllllic) so as to increase the probability with whih t
simulation visits the phase with the smaller partition fiiore (greater free energy). In order to keep the discusssayeaeral

as possible we will formulate our arguments within the crineé the FG method.

4.2 Phase-constrained estimators

4.2.1 Eliminating systematic errors via restricted expectations

Supposethat @ 5, 3 $)ands @ 5 j $ ) partially overlapi2] in the manner shown in figlll4.2. Usihg same arguments

employed in sectiolll.3, it follows that the point at whichytlintersect is given by:

Wm = ]nRBA = 4FBA (41)

We will now proceed to show how, in the case of partial overtap FED may be estimated from any estimator (see Eq.
) in a way which is free of systematic errors, merelydsgnicting the range af  , space from which the non-negligible
contributions originate. Let us first consider the overkgnitity (Eq.Illl1). Multiplying by an arbitrary non-zermttion

G W 5a ) and then integrating both sides over the restricted range wWgza W 2, we arrive at a formula which we

BA

call the restricted dual phase perturbation (RDP) formula:

Z y Z oy
Rpa G(WBA)P(WBAjg)dWBA: GMBA)QWBAPMBAjg)dWBA (4.2)

0 0
WBA WBA

W
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Figure 4.1: Schematic of the way in which the two phases can overlap in (effective) configuration space

a)Here the regions of (effective) configuration space sibiexplored by phase B aresabser of those typically explored by
phase A.

b)In the second type of overlap there are regions typicadplared by each phase that arer visited by the other phase.
When we refer to 'partial overlap’ we will have the case shamv(b) in mind.

In the whole of this thesis we will only concern ourselvedwitses where the overlap is of the type shown in (b).
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Figure 4.2: Schematicof P @ sa j5)andP @ s j S ) in the case of partial overlap
Using the same arguments as those employed in sdiillbn 2.2disiy to show that the point at which the two distributions

intersectis givenby , = hRga.
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or
<G Y eW B2 > .
Ry, = Wga)Y Wga) c .3)
<GWga)Y Wga)> ¢
where:
8
<1 w0 W Wl
Y Wga)= 2r TR BA (4.4)
* 0 : otherwise
Eq. B may then be used to estimate, via:
P R . _
R eb: ki;lP Wea;iJ5)G Wean)Y (WBA;i)eW BAE (4.5)
BA = P ~ - .
?=1P Wea;Jg)G Weau)¥ Weaji)
where:
A . e H (W ;ijc)
PWga;iJ )= P - (4.6)

1 H Weasdc)
w 2, andw 2, arein principle arbitrary. In practise, however, they aveifione is to arrive at an estimator which will yield
an estimate oRy 5 which is free of systematic errors. In order to obtain theassary insights it is instructive to derive Eq.
Il directly from theestimator for R 5 associated with the overlap identity (HIJlllL01) itself:

b: A B@Wpaujlle” srn
Rga = Rpa = =2 (4.7)

B @Wsa;jg)

whereRy , is an estimate forg, » . Rearranging EJll.7 and multiply both sides by

G Wpa;)Y Wga,) Oneobtains:

RpaG Wpa)Y Wea)B WeaudS)=0CWean)y Wean)P Wpa,jSlet onn (4.8)

Summing both sides over all the bins and rearranging leaBs| (k.

The necessary restrictions that are needed become appdremtone notices that, implicit in this derivation, is the as
sumption that the histogrants Wga;ij5) andH @Wga ;35 ) Of the binsw 5 5 ;; over which the summations are per-
formed aresimultaneously non-zero. This requirement stems from [l 4.7, which is$umes that both @ 5 47 &) and
B Wpaij < ) are non-zero. However the regions of (effective) configarespace over which the estimat@rsw 5 » ;1 J <)
and® @ s » ;3 $ ) of the phase-constrained distributions &se: non-zero is precisely what we defined (in seclllh 2.3) to be
the region of overlapln other words the widest choice of W 2, Wga W 2}, should correspond directly to the region over
which the estimators B W 5 a 5 )and E@Wgaj 5 ) of the phase-constrained distributions overlap (i.e. the shaded region in
figure ).

The key point is that within the overlapping region each kis,lassociated with it, an estimateraf, given by Eq 7.
One may then pool these estimates together in differentwhgsresult is the array of different estimators whose fosm i

most generally given by EJll.3. This idea is illustrated gufellB. As we will show in the next section the acceptance
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The different estimators, which are free
of systematic errors, then pool these
estimates together in different ways.
The most well known examples of such
estimators are the AR and FF estimators.

At each bin in the region of overlap

the value of R 5, may be estimated
from the overlap identity.

Region of overlap

W

BA

Figure 4.3: Schematic illustrating the principle workings of Eq. Il
This figure illustrates the fact that the phase-constragstidhators whose estimatesrof , are free of systematic errors are

those whoseon-negligible contributions solely come from the region of overlap.

ratio (AR) and fermi function (FF) are prime examples of mstiors which pool the estimates in this way and whichot
require any restrictions (see Hljll4.4) to be imposed. Thegbaitch (PS) method is another such method, which accounts
for all the regions of (effective) configuration space whidmtribute non-negligibly to the FED by actually switchiplgases

(in the case of zero equilibration, see secll®.4.7) oemgenerally switching between processes (in the case oflbiteaay
equilibration FG method, see sectilll 4.9). The PS metlibbdewiscussed later in sectifiilil.3.

Some flexibility does exist in setting the range’, Wgsa W 7 ,.Specificallytherang® 7, Waa W

aa Can

be widened so as to includes , macrostates originating from outside the region of ovepapvided that they contribute

negligibly to the relevant estimators. Since from the ayeitlentity (Eqlll1) we know that:

P(WBAl'E)/eW“P(WBAij) (4.9)

it follows that regions which are negligible to the estimatbthe numerator of EJill.5 are also negligible to the denatoir,
and vice-versa, which makes them easily identifiable. Fangte, in the case whee @ 5 2 ) = 1, these regions are those

over whichP @ 5 J § ) is negligible. This includes all the parts Bf W 5 » j 5 ) which do not overlap wittt W52 j 5 ),
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which means that in the task of estimatikg» from Eq.llll one may remove the upper restrictiop, (whenG @) =
1). The sole purpose of this is merely to simplify the evaluatf the relevant estimators (see secllh 4.4). The impbrta

point is that the regions whic#v contributenon-negligibly to these summations are limited to the regions of overlap.

4.2.2 Eliminating systematic errorsviaG W5, )

We have seen in the previous section how one may construstiame¢or based on a given®@ 5 » ) which is free of systematic
errors merely by restricting the expectation, so as to enthat thew ; , macrostates which contributen-negligibly to the
estimator come from within the overlapping region (see &R, figurdili3). Since the most significant contributianthe
numerator and the denominator of Hljll4.3 come fromstiwee regions of (effective) configuration space (by virtue of Eq.
) we see that an alternative strategy isdastruct aG @ 5 » ) SO as to ensure that the non-negligible contributions wai
from the regions ofi  » space over whiclF @ 5 » J <) and? @ 5 » J ¢ ) overlap. In this case the restrictions imposed on
the expectations in E@ill.3 may be lifted.

In order to facilitate our analysis let us define a set of wefghctions (not to be confused with MUCA weights) for the

estimator ofR; 5 . In the case of the DP estimators ({llll105) let us define ghtvtinctionw, W 5 » ) as:

Wn(wBA)ZG(WBA)eWBAE;\(WBAjg) (4-10)

and a weight functiotr 4 W 5 ) as:

WdMBA)ZGMBA)E;\(WBAjg) (4-11)

These weight functions essentially measure the contdbudf a macrostat® 5 5 in the numerators and the denominator of

the estimator of EJED5. Since from the overlap identiy. [llll) we know that:

WnWpea)=Rpawa@Wspa) (4.12)

we will only concentrate om ,, in the following analysis of the DP estimators.
In the case of the EP estimator, which is obtained by settir@ s ) = 1 in Eq. [llb, we will depart from the
definitions given in Eqilll0 and Elfll 11 and instead defiaevikights in accordance to the contributions of macrostates

the numerator and denominator of the corresponding estimat

..Pb H @W ‘jc)ewEA”
Ry, 25 g - BAA A . (4.13)
i=1H (WBA;ijg)
That is we define the weights as:
WopWga) = eW“PA(WBAjzi)

/ PA(WBAjE) (4.14)
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and:

WaWpa)=F @Wzajs) (4.15)
In this case one must separately anakyseandw 4 since they are no longer proportional, as is the case illl. 4.

Let us now mativate the construction of estimators in whiohrestrictions of the form of Eqill.4 are needed. From Eq.
Il it is clear that the choice @ 5, ) = 1in Eq. IIIIb results in the most significant contributionigioating from the
regions where @ 55 j S ) is most significant. On the other hand choosingi 5 » ) = € = (this merely corresponds to
performing the EP method in the other phase) results in th&ibating regions being those over whiehi 5 » j 5 ) is most
significant. For reasons mentioned in secill.2.1, batkelthoices can only be guaranteed to yield estimatgs; gf
which are free of systematic errors (in the case of partiarlayp) by imposing the restrictions mentioned in the presio
section. One may, then, naively expect that the constmictian interpolatiors W 5, ) = [L+ € =» 2, which leads to the
following formula:

< L+ eWe=a]>
fre °*) (4.16)

Rpa =

wa [®a

< L+ etWea]>
to lead to a more useful estimator Bf , . This is not in fact the case. To see this we first notice (fraom l0) that the

weight functionw , W 5 » ) is given by:

WwoWea)= D+e” ** F@Wsajs) (4.17)
so that:
8
W 0 ) < Ei(WBAj;i) : forwga >0 4.18)
* RgaP Wgajg) : forWwga <O

It is immediately apparent from ENllll18 and figllll 4.2 thatfgions ofi ; , space which contribute significantly are those
regions of 5 , space spanned lbprh B W 5 5 j ) andB W g J ), and is not simply limited to the regionswfs , Space
over which the two phase-constrained distributions oyeda one might originally expect. Therefore [lJllt.16 hagabthe
desired property that we are looking for, namely the prgpefthaving the non-negligible contributions coming solélym
the region of overlap.

Now let us examine the choice af @ 5, ) = A ( W 5, ), which leads to the acceptance ratio (AR) formula (Eljlll.104
As we will now see, the AR formula is a prime example of an estanwhich does not require restrictions to be imposed on
its corresponding estimator in order to guarantee thafiieis of systematic errors. In order to see this, let us dstatiie AR

formula in a slightly more general way. To do this we first rétathe overlap identity (EJEllllD1) as:

GWsga C)P(WBAjg)RBA:eCG(WBA Cle W =2 C]P(WBAjg) (4.19)

where C is an arbitrary constant. Integrating both sides wvg, and rearranging gives:
C<G(WBA C)e[wBAc]>C

R = 2 4.20
BA e <G Waa C)>§ ( )
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Following our earlier definitions (see Elijill.10 and [lll4vi4 Xefine the weight functions as:

Wn(WBA)zG(WBA C)e[wBA C]PA(WBAj;_\:) (421)

andwy W 5, ) as:

WagWga)=G Wga C)PA(WBAjg) (4.22)

The interrelation between the weights may now be writteneng@nerally as:

WnWga)= e RpawgWpa) (4.23)

Once again it suffices to focus ones attention on only oneesetweight function (which in the following analysis will be
Wq).

The constant C in EJEllRO0 is important in that it directlyeaff the statistical and systematic errors associatedthéth
corresponding estimator. We will return to the optimal clecdf C later. If one substitutes @ g2 )= A ( Wga C 1 into
Eq. Il one obtains a generalisation of the AR formula IR

<AWpa C)> ¢

_ C A
Rga = € <A |_WBA c])>g (424)

whose weight functiomw,, @ 5 » ) iS given by:

Wo@Wpa)=AWsa CEWzajs) (4.25)
It then follows that:
8
5 EReaP Wpajg)formea >C
WoWpa)=_ ERpaPWpajS)=B Wgajl)forwga==C (4.26)
% B@WgajS)forwgs < C

Referring to figurdill4 (a) and (b), it is clear from (. 28ttt C lies within the overlapping region, then the regiortsain
contribute most significantly to the estimators of the exgiens appearing in the numerator and denominator ofill @e
those over whiclf @ 5 » J ) andP @ 5 2 S ) overlap. In the case where the FEDs are small, it sufficesddhesoriginal
AR formula Eq 4, since , 0.

Therefore the AR method is only free of systematic errorscfamices of C lying within the overlapping regions. If the
value of C lies outside this region, it is not hard to see thatregions of (effective) configuration space which contgb
the most significantly to ECl24 will no longer be contaimsdirely within the region of overlap. As a result restiicts
will have to be imposed on the corresponding estimator Gasons mentioned in sectilll2.1) in order to guarantééhiha
associated estimate 8f; 5 is free of systematic errors. We will now discuss anothdamegbr which, like the AR method,
has its most significant contributions originating from tkegion of overlap and which is unique in that it is the estiondor

which the statistical variance is a minimum.
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b) w (W, )

n BA

W, C

Figure 4.4: The weight function w, @ 5 » ) for a given C.

97

Figure (a) shows the portions of the distributions whichtdbate to the estimate of the FED when C is displaced frog.

Figure (b) shows the resulting weight functien @ 5 » ) for the AR method (see EJlllI26).
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4.2.2.1 Minimising the statistical errors : Bennett’s fermi function estimator

The AR formula is but one of a family of estimators for whicle thegions which contribute most significantly correspond
to the overlapping regions. The question that one may nowga to ask is which, out of the family of these estimators, is
the one whose corresponding estimator4dafy , is of minimum statistical varianc@@139]. The task of findeginimum-
variance estimator has been tackled by Benli€ltt [46]. Wenill present his estimator within the more general contetttef

fast growth (FG) method. Consider the following choice for G

GWsa C)=f( Wsa C) (4.27)

where f is the fermi function. Substitution of Ellill.27 intq. D yieldsT%5],754], N0 2] I 3]:

<f@Wga C)> ¢
Rpn = eC : 4.28
BA TS TE( Waa CD> - (4.28)

B

where we have used the fact that:

f x) %
=e
f( x)

(4.29)

Bennett showed that the choice of G and of C which lead to amiini variance estimator df Fy , is that of Eq. IS in

which C is set to be:

C=Wn h-—> (4.30)

and wheren are the number of independent data samples obtained in phdse. Il has the following simple physical
interpretation. Whem, < ng, thenc > w, so that (with respect to the case= w ) increasing amounts of the tail
of B W s j §) are included in the contributions that come from the overtsgion, whilst a smaller proportion of the tail of
E@Wgaj ¢ )is included. The reason for this is that the statistics oft#ileof E@Wgaj <) will be a lot worse than that of
B W 5a 7§ ), and therefore it makes sense to take contributions fromgaiaroportion of its tail and a smaller proportion of
the tail of B @ 54 3 $). Whenn, > ng the opposite is true. That is since C is now less than, a larger proportion of the
tail of B W 5 a 7 5 ) is taken into account, whereas a smaller proportion of theft& W 5 » J <) contributes, thus balancing
the fluctuations contributed b @ 5 » $) andB W 5 a ) in the estimate of the FED. This is illustrated in figllll 4.5

In order to estimate the FED from E#jill 28 and [lJll4.30 Beisnattscription involves iteratively solving the set of

equations:
Py WeandS)f@Wpan C) n
Wy = hfp=L PR EAA g+ h—>+cC (4.31)
o H@Weaudg)E( Weayy CI D
and:

C=Wn h-—> (4.32)
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a)n,<ng P(W,,)

BA

b)n,>n,
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Figure 4.5: Schematic illustrating the idea behind Bennett’s prescription for C (Eq. I
According to Bennett®#6] the optimal estimator is given by. [l8, where C is given by EqElll30. This choice of C has
a physical interpretation. In short, when phase A is samf@ssl well than phase B, then the choice of C ensures that one
includes an increasing proportion of the distribution chAgd A in estimating the FED in order to compensate for theeaszd
statistical errors associated with the estima&aw 5 » j § ). This is illustrated schematically in figure (a). On the othand
when phase B is less well sampled, then the opposite is dorteasone includes a greater proportiorsofi z » j S ). This

is shown in figure (b).
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wherew ,, is the estimate fow ,, (see Eqlll1). That is one starts off with an arbitrary estnoéi’ ., , say unity. One then
uses Eqll82 to calculate a value of C, which one then sutestitnto Eqllll1. From this one obtains a new estinfate
which one then substitutes back into [lJlit.32 to get yet amathlue of C. This value of C is then fed back into IlJllt.31 and
one continues this procedure until convergence is obtaifbdt is the process is carried out in an iterative fashiaii tire
value ofif ,, obtained from Ecjil81 for a particular value of C also agvatsEq. . At this pointi , yields (in the case

of partial overlap betweeR ® 5 » J <) andB W 5 a J <)) a minimum variance unbiased estimate of the true value pf

eb:

W (4.33)

Il

W

Like the generalised AR formula (E@Illl24), no restrictians required (when C does not differ too greatly fraig ) in
order to ensure that the associated estimate is free ofsgtiteerrors (in the case of partial overlap). To see this séffiote

that the weight functiow , W 5 » ) is given by:

) .
PWgajys)
1+ &vsn €

) .

PWgajyz)

1 E@Weajs)
L+ €Rean F@Wraif)
A . N .
PWgajg)P Weajg)

PM®Wsajgy) £ .
e, tPWsajg)

Wy Wga) =

(4.34)

where in going from the first to the second line we have empldlge overlap identity (EJEED1).

From Eq. Il we see that (provided C does not differ too tyrdadm w ,, , so thate® Rg 5 1) the regions of
Wsa Space for which the weight functiom, W 5 ) is most significant are those regions over Whithw  » J 5 ) and
B @Wgajg) overlap (the shaded region of figulll4.2). Therefore likegaeeralised AR formula (Ecil24), the fermi
function (FF) formula (ECllR8) is free of systematic esr(provided C does not differ too greatly fram,, ).

Let us now analyse the case where C differs significantly fiiom If e Ry 5 is considerably different from unity then it

follows that the weights , @ 5 » ) may be approximated by:

B 3¢y : ifeRga >> 1
wa oy, oreada) s e Rea (4.35)
) P(WBAjE) : IfeCRBA<<1

8
<

Therefore if C is too large, then theg , macrostates contributing to the estimators of IlJll4.28espond to the regions
of W 5 » space for whicl® @ 5 5 j <) is significant. In this case the estimator of Hljilit.28 will yietd an estimate free of
systematic errors, since the contributing regions no longme from the regions of overlap, and the necessary stefisexl

in sectionlll will need to be taken. Likewise if C is too atdge, then the important regions will be those for which
B W gaJg)is significant, once again leading to systematic errorsimAtus analysis we also see that in the limit of the
number of independent samples obtained in the two phagesarfdns ) becoming very disparate, the Bennett prescription
for constructing the optimal C, given by Eljill.30, will leadstystematic errors for the reasons that we have just mesttion

In his paper[ 6] however, Bennett does advocate the use efjlaal number of independent samples in each phase, so that
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C = W, . This choice leads to the contributions coming from theaegiof overlap, resulting in the estimator of Hljil}.28
yielding estimates which are free of systematic errorstHeaminsight into Bennett's approach (HlJlill.28 andilll4ca0)be
obtained by noticing the links that exist between the metudi the task of estimating the overlap parametéEq. IIB).

We refer the interested reader to appelllix F for the reledianussion.

4.3 Phase switch estimator

In sectiorllll we saw how the PS method could be generalisas to be applicable within the framework of the (arbitrary
equilibration) FG method. In order for the method to warki  » 7 <) andB W 5 » <) should be non-zero for the s »

0 regions. Itis only in this case that a simulation initiataceither of the phases will be able to reachthg, 0 regions,
from which it will have a non-negligible chance of switchipgases. In the general case where the FED differs signiffcant
from 0, the estimators @ s » J ) andB W g4 j ¢) will lie to one side of the axis (see figull.2). In this case onight
find thatthew ;0 regions are not visited, thus preventing the simulatiomfewitching phases. As we will now show,
provided B O 5 3 7 5) and B Wgalj S ) overlap, one may make a slight modification to the method so as to altida
switch phases. The basic idea is to weight the two phasestedrasease the probability of the simulation visiting tHeape
with smaller partition function (or larger free energy). \Ake essentially performing the ST tempering for the casavof t
sub-ensembles, within the more general context of the FGadet

We recap that in its most general form the , distribution of the PS method may be written as:

PWgaldps)=P Weasarsdps) TP Weas;sialps) (4.36)

where:

PWga; 1 ~Jps)=PWead )P ( 1 ~;5g) (4.37)
In the particular version employed in Elfill.76, we have |, .; $.) = Z . In general, this quantity may be arbitrary. It

then follows that the acceptance probability for switchii@gises (strictly processes) is given by:

PWgaisrajps)
PWegaiareiss)

eWBAP(B!AjSS)

= Minfl;

g

Po(ars ! s1aJps)

Min£1;

(4.38)

Rga P (a: ngs)
SinceRy » is unknown a-priori, it is convenient to factor it out of thecaptance probability of ECllli38. Therefore we

conveniently writee ( , .j $)as:

w Z
P(,.j5q)= —m—— 4.39
Cr-Jes wZ o+ w.Z. ( )

wherew are some arbitrary weights, whiete known a-priori. Substituting EJQEllBY into Elllill. 38 we obtai

Palars ! Biajgs)=Minfl;e® 22" hivs=adg (4.40)
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or:
8
. < Minfl;je"s2*C¢g : if =A
Pa( v ! ~1 jps)z_ . i (441)
Minfl;e"=» ¢ g : if =B
where:
Cc = ]nw_B (4.42)
Wa

Running the argument in reverse it follows that if one addpesPS acceptance probability given in Eljilt.40, then the
absolute probability of finding the simulation in the! ~ process is given by EJIlli39. Therefore if one implements a
FG-PS simulation in which the phase (or process) switchiobabilities are given by EqElA1 then , may be estimated

via:

WAP(B!Ajgs)
WwgP (a1 8J5s)
< g >

= c > B 7 55
e’ o (4.43)

Rea =

S

where:
8
< if simulationin~ ! process

(4.44)

1
0 : otherwise
Eq. B merely expresses the fact that, may be estimated by the weighted ratio of the times spent&itvio processes.
An alternative expression f&s , may also be found which expresses [lJil4.43 as an expectatothe macrostatas i , .
By substituting Eqlll 7 into E@Il36 and by appealing tootverlap identity (Eqll1) one finds that:

8
PWgai !~j§s)=f el TEITR Mandzs) 1 A (4.45)

oL+ C 1P @Waafg) ¢ =B

Using Eq 7 and EQE5 we see that lJll4.43 may insteadithenas:

c EP Weaisrajtpg)Wea
PRMBA;A!BjSS)dWBA
¢ <4 L+ &er © 1P Wepajgs)dpa > ¢ (4.46)
< [L+eMsr*ClIP Waajpg)Wea > o .

Rga =

= e

or:

<f@Wga C)> ¢
Rpa = e°© i 4.47
PRT S TE(Waea C> oo, (4.47)

The close resemblance of this estimator with that of the Fthatk(Eq ) is striking. However the estimator of Il .4

is markedly different from that of ECJElll28 in one respect.sée this consider the weight function for the numerator and

denominator of the estimator of Eljill47:



CHAPTER 4. ESTIMATORS 103

WonWga) = f£Wpga C)PA(WBAjgs):PA(WBA;B!Ajgs)
/ PA(V\TBAjE) (4.48)
and:
WqgWga) = £( Wga C])PA(WBAjgs)=PA(WBA;A!ngs)
/ BWsajis) (4.49)

We notice that whereas in the case of the DP estimatorSljill2the weights:, andw 4 are directly proportional to each
other (see ECJllR3), in the case of the PS estimator theyoaré-ar the DP methods, the contributions to the estimatbrs o
the expectations appearing in the numerator and denomioaitee from the same region of (effective) configuration spac
though the sampling distributions actually employed aféedint. In the case of the PS method one employsstive:
sampling distribution for the two expectations; though ribw contributions to the two expectations come from diffiere
regions of (effective) configuration space. Whereas the @thatds can prevent the appearance of systematic errors by
ensuring that the non-negligible contributions come frtv@ tegion of overlap, the PS method avoids systematic elosors
actually switching phases and separately sampling eacepia with the DP methods the correct choice of C must be made
in order for the PS method to work.

In order to address the choice of C we note that if the weightandwy are the same for the two phases (so that C=0,
Eq. ), as is the case in the original PS formulation (segcll7 and sectidiill}.9), and if the region over witieh
two phase-constrained distributions overlap (see fijjilleig sufficiently displaced from the origin, then it is cle¢hat the PS
sampling distribution will not be able to successfully sibetween the phasésboth directions. The way to remedy this is

to choose a C which lies within the region of overlap (see &JlR). In particular if one chooses:

C=Wgy (4.50)

then from Eqlllli3 one finds that:
DI 4.51
ekl (451)

so that the simulation spends an equal time in the two ph&&gsetting C as prescribed in EJJlll50 what one does is to
effectively bias the phase with the larger free energy, so @ascrease the probability with which the simulation \8stt, as

compared to the case where C is set to unity.

4.4 Numerical results

We saw earlier in sectidill.1 how any estimator can, ircjpia, be modified by imposing appropriate 'restrictions’as to

guarantee that the resulting estimate of the FED is freesiésayatic errors when there is some overlap between theadstisn
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of the phase-constrained distributionsW 52 j ) andP @ 5 J ). In this section we illustrate the application of these
restrictions in the case of the EP estimator and compareethdting statistical errors to those of the PS, AR, FF, and EP
methods.

In order compare the estimators we used the same simulatap ss that used to obtain the data of fidllk [144].
This represents the rather uninteresting case of estignatin. when its assumes a value of approximately unity. However
it is useful for the reason that, since the value@f, hardly changes for the range of temperatures investigatezimay
effectively probe the behaviour of the statistical errausgly as a function of the overlap; the overlap being charsyegly
by varying the temperature.

We start by recalling (see sectiliillli2.1) that in the case @fz, ) = 1 the form of Eq. B may be simplified by
discarding the upper limig }, . Furthermore sinces » (and thereforer ,, ) varies negligibly over the range of conditions
investigated here (see the results of the FSM-PS methoduirelli), it is convenient to s&t 0, tow ., . The result is that
in the case of zero equilibration 4.3 reduces to:

<eWsrH Wgp Wgp)> ¢

Rpa = 2 4.52
BA <H Wga Wm)>§ ( )

where:

8

<1 : x>0
H x)= (4.53)
* 0 : otherwise

Using the fact thatv 0 for the conditions investigated here, we see that in the ofgero equilibration Ec B2
simplifies to:
Rap = o HMea)> (4.54)
2R <HMga)> ¢ '

We note that though ECll54 does omit some of the region tddfife) configuration space over which the two phase-

constrained distributions overlap, and therefore hastgrestatistical errors than it would if all the regions of dep were
included, its advantage lies in its simplicity and in thetthat Eq ll4 may be used for the spectrum of overlaps iigaget
without requiring one to modify the restrictions as the ¢meichanges. It is for this reason that we will use IIJli4.54un o
comparison of the estimators.

Figurclll shows the statistical errors (and the assoc@teds of the errors) in the estimatesrof , for the different
estimators as a function of the overlap parametein comparing the different estimators we once again us@gestimator
as the benchmark. The first observation that we make is tha@Bhand the FF estimators (the latter of which is not shown in
figurell since its results were identical to those of the Afhmd) yielded statistical errors of roughly the same sizihase
of the PS method for the whole range of overlapivestigated. The EP estimator, on the other hand, yieldedrkedly
different behaviour to that of the PS estimator.

For high values of overlap’ the EP estimator clearly yields roughly the same statistin@rs as those associated with
the PS estimator, whereas for low overlaps the errors of Bhedfimator are significantly greater. This may be qualihi

understood by noting that for high overlaps, the distrimgip M 5 j $) andP M 5 j 5 ) sufficiently overlap so as to
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ensure that the statistics of the regions which contributeth the numerator and denominator of (ll.28 are good under a
sampling experiment constrained to a single phase. In the @bthe PS method, the statistics of the macrostates ntleva
the numerator and the denominator {lll2.78) are good betiagsnethod (by switching phases) separately visits tHemsg

of (effective) configuration space associated with the thvages.

As O decreases, the two phase-constrained distributionsasiogly separate (see figUlli3.8) until the point is reached
where the main body of M 5. j S ) resides in the tail oP 1 5, j 5 ). Under these conditions even though systematic
errors will not be present for the EP estimator, the statisgrrors will be greater than those associated with thesii@ator
since now the macrostates which contribute to the numeoateq. Il will be visited with a small probability, even tigh
they contribute significantly to the estimate of the FED. @& ¢ther hand the PS method visits macrostates with pratyabil
in direct proportion to their contribution to the relevastimator (see ECllF6). As a result the statistical errbthePS
estimator in this case will be lower than that of the EP metheat overlaps even lower than this, the systematic errdts wi
begin to set in for the EP estimator, since the regions aamtiwithboth phases will not be visited (as is required) by a
simulation constrained to a single phase, even thoughregsieerrors will not be present for the PS method (see alsiiose
). For the experiments conducted here, it was found ysiematic errors begin to set in for the EP estimator for layper
belowo = 03.

In contrast to the EP estimator, the estimator of the REP titarfEc] ll}) does not suffer from any systematic errors for
the whole range of overlaps investigated, and its stadisticors were only marginally greater than those of the AR, ahd
FF estimators. The main reason for the increased statisticas is because the restriction, as imposed irflll 4% @es
some of the overlapping region. That is some of the 'usefotiitdbutions are unnecessarily discarded, resultingighdy
higher statistical errors. It is also for this reason thdtigh overlaps the error of the EP estimator fakgw that of the REP
estimator. We stress that this property of the REP estimatworerely an artifact of the particular version of the resioins
we employ in Eqllll4 and that, upon inclusion of all the ragiboverlap, the statistical errors should fall to roughipse
of the other methods.

We finally note that in between the high and low overlap regintieere is a range of overlaps for which the EP method
is free of systematic errors and yet for which the statisgceors are greater than those of the REP method, despifad¢he
that the particular version of the REP that we use discardsesnf the data originating from the overlap region. In figure
Il this roughly corresponds to the ran@ge < O < 0:8. To understand this we recall that as the overlap is inctkase
systematic errors will disappear for the EP method on thetosfsthe main body 0P M 5 » j 5 ) being contained in the tail
of P M sa J5 ). However in this regime the statistical errors in the estém@d R 5 will be large since the statistics of the
regions over whictp ™ 5 » j $) is significant will be poor, since this is contained in thé ¢dip ™ 5 » j § ), thus offsetting
any gains it has over the REP method. This drawback of the ERadevill reduce as the overlap increases, until eventually
the EP method becomes more efficient than the version of tiefBfula that we use.

From this numerical study it is clear that statistical cdesations lead one to the conclusion that in the case ofgbarti
overlap (see figurllill.1 (b) alll.2), estimators which irvvdhe accumulation of data from both the phases (e.g. the PS,
AR, FF, and REP estimators) are preferable to those thalvieastimators which use the data acquired from a singlegohas
(namely EP method). Out of these estimators, the PS, FF, Bwhéthod are preferable (to the REP method) since one does
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not need to expend the additional effort of restricting éhestimators (as is done in Eljll4.3). In comparing the AR, i, a
PS methods we note that the PS method requires a single sionuia estimate s » , whereas the FF and AR methods both
require two separate simulations. This latter property lmawiewed as an advantage for both groups of methods. On the
one hand it affords the FF and the AR method an avenue forlplisation which is not available to the PS method, since
the two phase-constrained simulations may be performespgndently. On the other hand the ability of the PS method to
estimater , from data extracted from a single simulation makes it, in s@@nse, tidier. Another important difference is
that the adjustment of C, so as to yield an estimate 0f which is free of systematic errors when there is partial kayer
have to be madeéefore the simulation is run in the case of the PS method. In the chfieed~F and AR methods, these
adjustments are madger the simulation is run, when one is trying to estimate, from the data already obtained; this may
be easily automated. Since a-priori we do not know wheredgmn of overlap is, it is clear that in this case the FF and AR
methods have an advantage over the PS method. This, howsewet,a significant advantage since one may run two short
simulations, one in each phase, in order to roughly detefia pointv , whereP M s, j 5 ) andP M g j 5 ) intersect,

thereby yielding an appropriate value of C (seelljJli4.50).

4.5 Conclusion

We saw in sectiolllll3 that central to ones ability to estintaéeFED is the concept of overlap between the estimators
B ®Wgajg)andP @ s, j$) of the phase-constrained distributions. For systems cteised by a (effective) configuration
space structure as shown in figlll 4.1 (b), successful gstislaased on the sampling of the phase-constrained distnits

will have their most significant contributions originatifrpm the region of overlagf 6] 53]/ 54] " 52]534]. Theay

that we have realised this idea is by appreciating that &lhesors are based on the overlap identity (Illl.101). Sihe
corresponding estimator of the overlap identity, lll 4 Ttsielf only valid within the region of overlap, we see thsiimators
which are free of systematic errors ceuty have their non-negligible contributions coming from thggiion. In a sense one
may think of these estimators asoling together the estimates Bf, , , as made by EJlll.7, from within the region of overlap
(see figurdill3).

An alternative, and equally suitable, strategy to the pltasestrained simulations is the PS stratelJy [1] in which one
actually switches between phases (or more generally batwwe¢ B andB ! A processes in the case of the arbitrary
equilibration FG method). In this case the method overcaimegroblem presented by partial overlap by actually swriigh
between the phases (or processes) thereby sampling eassh (phacess) separately.

Generally however, the scope for refinement of the estimatonited. In the absence of overlap one must resort to some
sort of extended sampling strate§57[21] in which engineers overlap by forcing the simulation to visit regions of (effiee)
configuration space which it would not otherwise sample éuige influence of the canonical sampling distribution L
This, after the choice of representation (chajliier 3) andhbéce of estimator (the present chapter), forms the findlgfahe

overall strategy of tackling the overlap problem. This topi discussion will form the core of the next chapter.
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Figure 4.6: Errorsin Ry, as a function of the overlap parameter o

The same amount of computational resources were allocat@tithe simulations. The range of the temperatures emgloye
here were the same as those in fidlllk 3.9, and the FSM was esdpldje tested 5 estimators: the AP, EP, FF, REP, and PS
estimators. C=0 for all the estimators. The results of theah® FF estimators were identical, and are denoted by a single
line. o is given by EqIIO.

All the simulations were zero-equilibration FG simulasqine. wherev ;5 = M 55 ).




Chapter 5
Sampling Strategies

5.1 Introduction

In the case where one is unable to construct a PM which ensoines overlap between the two phase-constrained distriisti
one muskngineer overlap by refining the sampling strate§y[21]. Studieslunttv have focused on methods which fall into

one of three broad categories:

1. They sample from some form of extended sampling disiobyZZ] and extract the FED via an appropriate reweighting
scheme (see EJlll32). The extended sampling strategy@siaiie employment of a non-canonical sampling distribu-
tion so as to allow the simulation to visit wider regions dféetive) configuration space than it normally would under
the canonical distributions. Such methods include Umarsdimpling[55], 552], 589]41], PS methol [1[5134.7.37],
Simulated Temperindi719[152], and the Weighted Histogramalysis Method{4],551]554].

2. The fine tuning of the Fast Growth (FG) Meth&3[SEF[72P],/]. By making the incremental perturbations to the
configurational energy (which constitute the work elemefitbe process, EJlP3) sufficiently small and by choosing
sufficiently long equilibration times between these workneénts, this method allows for the engineering of overlap

betweerp @ 5, j$)andp Wga j ) (see sectiolill4).

3. They split the calculation af; , (Eq. ) into many small and separate FED calculatiorts;ésn pairs of systems
whose phase-constrained distributions overlap conditiebetter than that exhibited by the original pair of syssem
These methods are generally referred to as the multista@@ ihethodsii5], S5 7] 58] 2] FNo T 1] 5], In the
limit of an infinite number of stages we arrive at the thermualyic integration method (ENEl5 5728 25].

In this chapter we will study these three strategies in tileviang manner. First we will deal with point 1 by showing
how the EP, AR, and PS methods can be made to work by appealing MUCA extended sampling strategy, as described in
sectiorlll3. The generalisation of this strategy to tise ofian arbitrary estimator (Eljill 34) is straightforwdinllowing
this we construct a new way of estimating the FED in which amgleys a series of parallel simulations (as is the case for

the WHAM method, sectiollll.5). In certain limiting casieis new method may be thought of as a realisation of both the

108
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FG method (point 2) and the MS method (point 3). In the finat parillustrate point 2 by applying the FG method to the
model systems under consideration here (see sdillbn 8@)how how it overcomes the overlap problem by means of the

fine-tuning of the relevant parameters (see seclill 241

5.2 The Multicanonical strategy

The MUCA strategy1116] is aerial strategy (used in the case of zero-equilibration FG sinanat W 5, =M 5, ) and
involves, as we saw in secti{iililii4.3 3l .4.7 (see fifilfetAs8)warping’ of the canonical distribution so as to proeltice
necessary bridging distributiof#47]. Suppose thaand ™ denote the canonical and the MUCA sampling distributions

respectively. By accepting moves Vil 1148]:

Ev?) ™ sa@?)

0. m _ H .
P.w! v3™)= Minfl; st ® s on 9 (5.2)
one realises:
P(MBAjm)::P(MBAjC)e ™ 5a) (5.2)
Inorderfore ™ 5 J ™ ) to beflar over the desired regions of (effective) configuration spatesets:
1
e M2l y - (5_3)
PMpaj®©)

In this section we will use the Wang-Land2®¥%[85] method tcagbthe weights (see sectililll4.3),and we will focus (our
discussion) on three estimators, the EP, AR, and PS estisa&eneralisation to the general estimator of [l 2. 34 dsgtt-

forward.

5.2.1 The Exponential Perturbation estimator

In sectiorllll we saw that it was the failure of a simulationstrained to a single phase to account for the typical gonfi
urations ofborh phases which ultimately led to the failure of the EP estimateen in the case of partial overlap. That is a
sampling experiment performed in phase A (vfg) only samples the macrostates for which the weighi®1 5 » ) (see Eq.
) are non-negligible, and fails to capture all the ragiof (effective) configuration space for whieh ™ 5 » ) (see Eqg.
) is non-negligible.

The way this problem is remedied (sf[62] and se @lll2ig8) constructing a MUCA distribution ™ 2 3 I ) which
contain®® M ga j5)andP M4 j g ), sothat the simulation visits the regions of (effectivepfoguration space associated

with both phases.

5.2.2 The Acceptance Ratio estimator

Consider the use of the AR formula (Eljlll.31) in the absenaeeflap (see figurlll.2). In this case the MUCA strategy

involves the construction of two separate MUCA distribnio} and 7. I has to sample all the macrostates »
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which contribute non-negligibly t&c A M 5,) > ¢ and § has to sample those which contribute non-negligiblyto
A( Mga)> c. Aswe saw in sectiolll.2 these correspond to the regionsesfap. However, unlike the case where
the estimator$ ™ g » J ) andB M g 2 S ) overlap, in the case where they do not overlap it is not cleaniari where
these regions are. To determine them one may plot a graple efefght functiorw,, ™M 5 5 ) Versus1 ; » , as one constructs
the MUCA weights. Once the MUCA distributionS M 5 » j ™) andB M 5 J » ) are wide enough so as to contain all the

regions over whickv, M 3 » ) is non-negligiblelZ9] one may then proceed to estinzate via:

Py ~ .
eb: i:]_AQV-[BA;i)P (MBA;iJX)
Rga = P N o
=1A( Mpa; )P Mea;ijg)

(5.4)

where:

~ ) HMgpa; ™ )e Mea)
PMpasu©)= g : (5.5)
1B Mpai™)e Men)

5.2.3 The Phase Switch estimator

We saw in sectiolll.7 that for the PS metlred, may be evaluated by appeal to [lJl.80. This identity comedpto a PS
simulation in which the probability of switching phases igem by Eq Jllb. In this case it is clear that a PS will have@no
negligible chance of being accepted only aroundMhe, 0 () regions, and therefore the MUCA sampling distribution
should ensure that these regions are visited by the simalath this case (see sectilll4.7) a suitable MUCA distiiobu
P M5aJpg)isonewhichis flat and which contains bathM 5 » 5 5 )andp M. j o) [E, [CF]-[F0. fH M sa;iJps)
denotes the number of data entries falling in #ig » ;; under the MUCA-PS sampling distributiorf . , then the estimator
for Rg 5 is given by [0

eb: ﬁP S fMea )P Meandss)

RBA=rb £( M -)PAG_VI S )
i=1 BA;i BA;ljpS

(5.6)

where:

“ e L HMBA;ing)ePS(MBA;l)
P(MBA;isz)_rb . m o R
'1=1H MBA;ijps)ePS BA

where s M g5 ) is the associated MUCA weight function. Like the EP methbd,éssential feature of the MUCA distri-

(5.7)

butionP M 5 J§¢)isthatitcontainsbotl ¢ za j5)andP M4 Jj g ) SO asto account far! the regions of (effective)

configuration space over which the weights ™ 5 » ) (see EqIlllI8) and, 0 : » ) (see Eqllll9) are significant.

5.2.4 Numerical results

Figurcll shows an illustration of the application of the ®AJstrategy to the EP and the PS methods. Figure (b) shows
the MUCA-PS distribution which allows switching betwee tlwo phases. Figure (a) shows an estimate of the canonical
distribution? M 54 j ) as obtained from Eqlll.7. Since the two peaks in fijlle 5.1 ¢a)at overlap, one may (by
virtue of Ec.JlllB) think of these peaks as effectively cgpmnding to (scaled versions of) the phase-constrainédhdisons
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PMpajs)andP Mg jg). From this figure it is clear that the (canonical) probapibf the simulation visiting the
Mgsa O (1) regions is negligible, and it is for this reason that one nsastple from the distribution shown in figUll5.1
(b) in order for the simulation to be able to switch phasegufélll (c) shows the MUCA distribution (for a simulation
initiated in phase B) that is required in order to ensure taEP estimator (EqEIP6) is free of systematic errorsurelfill
(d) shows the convergence of the FED per particle as the MERAdistributionP ™ 5 J § ) is extended so as to include
increasing proportions of the distribution associatedhwhase A . It is clear that convergence is obtained in the tifiihe
MUCA distributionP ¢ 5 j 5 ) containing the whole of M 54 J 5 ).

The underlying feature of the form of the two MUCA distribwris (Figurdiilll (b) and (c)) is that they both 'contain’ the
two canonical distributions M 5. j $)andP M ga j § ). The difference lies in theay in which they achieve this. In the
case of the EP method, one employs a single sampling distnibu? . In the case of the PS method, one employs either

™ (v;A)or ™ (v;B), depending on which phase the simulation is in. This difieeemanifests itself in theinge of M 5 5
space over which multicanonicalisation must be perfornvtlereas in the case of PS method one explicitly construets th
weights (via EqIlll3) over the regionmfg , space lyingbetween the maxima of the two peaks, in the case of the EP method
one performs enhancement on the whole region between themmeaxof the peak of the parent phase (left hand peak in
Figurelll (a)) and the tail (and not merely the peak) of thgumate distribution (right hand peak of Figllill5.1 (a)).

The reason for this can be understood as follows. When the &Boah ‘switches phases’, it switches the sampling
distributions to that which would naturally lead to the exaltion of the conjugate phase, even without the aid of MUCA
weights. As a consequence the role of multicanonicalinasionerely to ensure thatthes » O (1) regions are accessible
to simulations initiated ireither of the phases. This entails the peak-to-peak reweightimighwis evident in the MUCA
sampling distribution shown in figuilllh.1 (b). In the caseh®& EP method, the canonical sampling distribution (which
in our case is § and is associated with the s < 0 regions) is fixed and is ill-suited to sampling of the regiarfs
(effective) configuration space associated with the caatigghase (which in our case is phase A and corresponds to the
Mga > 0regions). As a consequence the MUCA weights must not only ta& simulationto th& ;0 (1) regions,
but must alsgorce the simulation to visit the entire region of (effective) figuration space relevant to the conjugate phase
(M s > Oregions), since the sampling distributiof will typically try to direct the simulation back in the diréon ofM 5 »
space associated with the parent phasg { < 0regions). It is for this reason that the EP method requiresatiditional
construction of multicanonical weights (E@ill5.3) over tegions spanning from the maximum of the distribution of the
conjugate phase to its tail (compare figlll 5.1 (b) with (c)).

This difference manifests itself in the MUCA weights. FigllllR shows a comparison of the MUCA weights for the two
methods. It is clear that for the ; , < 0 regions, the MUCA weights for the EP and PS methods are the ;s reason
for this is that the canonical distribution associated whi@se regions isS for both methods. This property holds until the
Mgy, Oregions. Forther  , > 0regions, the profiles of the two weight functions divergetha case of the EP method
the weights decrease Hs; », increases, whereas the weights of the PS method increase befelling off. The reason for
this is due to the switching of the phases that takes pladeciPS method. That is for theg , > 0 regions, the probability
of a switch of phases being accepted will be unity. On switglmhases the PS simulation will naturally explorexhg, > 0

regions, even without the aid of MUCA weights. The preserfagaights in them 5 » > 0 region is merely to guarantee that
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Figure 5.1: MUCA Strategies
a)The canonical probability distributian ™ 5 » j § 5 ) for the PS method
b)The MUCA probability distributior? M 5 j 5 ¢ ) for the PS method
¢)The full MUCA probability distribution for the EP methaditiazed in phase B (left hand peak in (a))li51]. The MUCA
distribution has been constructed in a way which ensurdstbanulation initiated in phase B is able to vigif the regions
of (effective) configuration space associated with phaseght peak in (a)).
d)The convergence of the FED per particle for a series of M$@dulations (initiated in phase B) as an increasing praport
of the conjugate distribution (right hand peak in (a)) isliied in the MUCA probability distribution. The horizontakis
measures, as a fraction of the distance from the maximumedéthhand peak in (a) to the tail of the right hand peak in (a),
the distance up to which the weights satisfy the relationgrillll®.
T = 10, RSM.
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Figure 5.2: Comparison of the EP and PS - MUCA weights
The MUCA weights as a function of 5 5 for both the MUCA-PS method and for a MUCA-EP simulationiatiéd in phase
B. The inset compares the actual MUCA weight function forBgemethodp s M g2 )With 5 Mg )+ Inl+ & =21 The
agreement between the two is in accordance witHill 5.11.

T = 1:0, RSM.

the simulation is, once it has jumped from phase B to phasél&,ta come back at a later time from the; , > 0 regions

totheMga O (1) regions, so as to allow the simulation to switch back to pl&sehich will then allow it to naturally
explore theM 5 < 0regions once again. On the other hand in the EP method thdatioruwill have to be forced to visit
theM 5 o > 0regions of (effective) configuration space; figllll 5.2 diedlustrates this.

On the transition to larger system sizes, the differences sethe MUCA distributions of the EP and PS methods become
less noticeable. The reason for this lies in the ways the maad the spreads of the peaks scale with the system sizee Sinc
for each peak the mean will scale as N, whereas the standagatide (which measures the spread) scale%ﬁs we see that
the additional amount af ; , space which will require reweighting in the case of the EPho@t over that of the PS method,
will become smaller as a fraction of the peak-to-peak digwhich scales as N), on the transition to larger systeassiz

For finite systems there will also be a difference betweerMb&CA-EP distributions associated with a simulation con-
strained to phase A as compared with one constrained to ghaisehe case of a MUCA-EP simulation constrained to phase

A, the MUCA reweighting will now need to be performed from theximum of the right hand peak in figulll.1 (a) (which
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is now the peak corresponding to the parent phase) taithef the left hand peak (which now corresponds to the conjugate
phase). This asymmetry that appears, due to the peak t@taighting, will disappears on the transitions to largestem
sizes, for the same reasons cited above.

The intrinsic similarity of the MUCA distributions indicas a connection between the MUCA weights of the different
methods. For example by appeal to the overlap identity Jill)2ve see that:

RBAP(MBAjg)eB(MBA)/eMBAPMBAjo)eA(MBA) (5-8)

Assuming that the two MUCA distributions are flat, one masgirthat for the regions over which the two distributions ¢eer

(]

B Mpa)= Mpa+t aMpa)+ constant (5.9)

Similarly the fact that the MUCA-EP and the MUCA-PS disttibns are approximately the same means that one may arrive
at a similar identity relating the MUCA weights of the two metls. To arrive at the result we substitute [lJli4.37 into Eq.
I (in which the weights have been set to be equal) so as to obtain the following oelati

Z 1

PMpaj )Z+Z~=l+eM~PMBA]ps) (5.10)

Using Eq R one obtains:

8
S AMpa)t M+ eM=r]+ 1,

ps Mpa)= (5.11)
s Mea)t hi+ ]+ L,

whereL; andL, are some constants. This identity also naturally follovesfiEq.lIlB. Since these constants do not affect
the simulation in any way (since it is only the relative vao# these constants that matter) we may, without loss ofrgéitye
set these two constants to zero. The inset in fijfille 5.2 sh@lst af ;s Mza)andaplotof g Mga)+ L+ 52,
where both ; s M 5, ) and 5 M g ) have been estimated via simulation. The clear agreemewebatthe two curves
verifies that the relation in E@lllL1 does indeed hold.

So far we have noted that the EP and PS method are differenimespects. Firstly they require different ranges of
M 5 a Space to be reweighted, and secondly the MUCA weights afierelift. However these differences mask the underlying
similarity of the two methods. The first difference, thatis tlifference in the range ®f s » space which requires reweighting,
vanishes on the transition to sufficiently large systemssiZée second difference merely arises from the fact thatzhenical
sampling distributions are different. However since theGAMistributions are the same, and since the weight of méaties
are proportional (compare ENlll 14 to (.48 andllll 4. s (@), we see that the methods are essentiédhyical.

This equivalence between the two methods may be most readilessed through the corresponding estimators:
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b .

'1=1f(MBA;i)H (MBA;i]{:nS)ePSMBA”)

b . ;

i=1f( MBA;i)H MBA;ijgs)ePSMBA;l)

b .

L fMpa;)H Mea;jpgler Meral e e oai]

b . ;
i=1f( MBA;i)H MBA;ijgs)eA (MBA”)D-"' eM BA;l]

Rea =

b . M , o
i:,_'LH (MBA;iJX)e BA,leAMBA,l)

Eop H M M )e s Meags)
i=1 BA;le

(5.12)

where we have used the fact that the MUCA distributibrid 5 , j 5 )andP M ga j 5 )arethesame,sothat™M g ;i3 5 ) /
H MeasJs). Eq. R establishes the equivalence between the PS &sti(Ea. l) to that of the EP estimator (Eq.
IE) in the MUCA limit.

In the absence of MUCA weights, the two estimators are nodoeguivalent. The reason for this is because now the
M g a distributions are no longer the same, even though the weightain proportional to each other. As a result the stedilsti

errors will be different for the two methods in a finite run siliation.

5.3 The Multihamiltonian strategy

5.3.1 Theory

In the previous section we have seen that the MUCA strategpighes an efficient framework (in the case of zero equilibrgt

for tackling of the overlap problem. The basic idea is to ¢atd a sampling distribution which contains the two phase-
constrained distributiors ¢ s j 5 )andP M g j 5 ) S0 as to allow for the construction of a path (in a piecewigesbtial
manner) from the region of (effective) configuration spassoaiated with phase A to that of phase B. This allows one to
determine the weight of the typical macrostates associatttdphase B relative to those of phase A. The important thing
to notice is that this path can also be constructed in a ghrathnner (that is piecewise and independent fashion). ihis
effectively what the MS and WHAM methods diiif153] and was ioiadly proposed by Geyell 5400 757]. The essential
ingredient of all these methods is that the independentlaiibns overlap in some region of the (effective) configuration
space that they explore. It is only when they overlap thatéita of a simulation obtained with, say, may be reweighted
with respect to-, which overlaps with , so as to yield a set of macrostates whose relative probebitire in agreement with

~ and which, at the same time, extend outside the range noregilored by~ (see Eqlll2). In this way one may use
the idea of reweighting to estimate the probabilities ofrégions of (effective) configuration space typically asated with
phase B in relation to those of phase A.

With this in mind let us proceed to construct a new way of eating the FED based on the idea of simulating several
independent systems. Consider the construction of a cli@ionfigurational energies, as has been done inllll 2.44,evhos
associated sampling distributions ({lJlR.45) overlap irmamer so as to yield a path connecting the two regions ofcfizfés
configuration space associated with the two phases. Theaohef writing the ratio of the partition functions as haste

done in Eq 6, one may instead choose to write it as:
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B dve ® ) dve T -0 “R dve B )
Rpa = & dve E L) 3 dve E Lo O [\dve E L W)
RQr} 1dv-e fE , (Vi)+E | (v2)+ uutE | (Vo 1)g
= RO oo oo (5.13)
;.;idee fE | (Vi)+E , (vo)+ +E ., Vi 1)9

or:

e H s (V)dv
=R @000
Rsa g (5.14)

wherev = fvy;v,;::5v, 1 gdenotes the collection of the configurations of the n-1 irdelent replicas, and where:

2B ) oA (5.15)
1B,y o if =B

By writing Ry » as has been done in ElJlll.14, a new strategy immediately lescapparent. That is rather than simulating
the actual systems with the configurational energjeande; (see Eqllll3) one may instead simulate the composite system
described by the extended configurational energigsandH i . If one now generalises the PM operation from the original

version:

AS$S B v! v (5.16)

to that of a PM between the composite systems in which thendgtéconfiguratiow is matched for the two systems:

AS$S B V!V (5.17)

then it is clear that the array of estimators and technigsed to estimate E§ll13 may also be used here. The key idwe is t
the independent sampling distributi@n ,; ,;:; _ gprovides the necessary extended sampling strategy thaeieql

in order to overcome the overlap problem. The greater thebeunmf configurational energies in the chain, the greatdrdas t

weight of the set of configurational energies , ;£ ., ; :5E , , gthatthe two hamiltonians , andH 5 share, and therefore

3

the greater is the overlap between the effective configurapace of the two composite systems.

In order to be able to quantify the overlap, it is useful to@again define a macrovariable:

Mpa V)= Hs V) Ha V)] (5.18)

M g essentially corresponds to the (temperature scaled) wdhrlcki, as before, we will subsequently refer to as work) in-
curred in switching (in an instantaneous fashion) betweerktended configurational energies andH 5 whilst preserving
the extended configuration. In the case of the linear parameterisation given inlljli Z4SB may be written as:

x 1

Mpa (V)= 4 Mpa (Vi) (5.19)

i=1
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In order to quantify the overlap in a meaningful way one mustable to relate the probabilities of a macrostatg ,

associated with one system relative to that of the otherp&sgpthat:

~ede B0 (5.20)

denotes the sampling distribution of the composite systehich may be realised by independently simulating the nAl-sa
pling distributionst ,g). The procedure of sampling via will be referred to as the multihamiltonian (MH) method.
Suppose that M s, 7¢) denotes the probability of obtaining tiveg , when sampling with~© . It immediately follows

from the form of Eqll4 (compare this to Ellll.13) that thebpbility of obtainingu ; , (as defined in EqlL.8) when
sampling with~¢ relative to that when sampling with respect®, is simply given by the overlap identity (EIjllll.01). To

see this more explicitly we observe that:

Z
. Y 1 P‘?lE Vi) '
PMpaJa) = — Mga V) Mgpa)e =1 dvy
izlzvl i=1
1 Z
Y P'.‘lE (Vi)
= — Mga V) Mgpa)e E
i=1 i
Pnl Pnl rYl
e U= B ogpq Vo) -1 B (i)l dvy
i=1
Z
A Foig i) M (v)lYl
= — Mpa V) Mgpa)e =17 Tiiet B R dvy
i=1 i i=1
r v Z P v 1
— Mpa n -1 B (Vi)
= e Mpga V) Mgale 1 dvy
ZVli:Zle i=1
Z
- eM B A Z_BP M BA j\'B ) (521)
A

which is the overlap identity given in EqEllllO1. Once aghmdistribution ofe M g, 3~°) will look something similar to
that shown in figur{ 2 with the point of intersection beingdted atM  , = M ,, . We note that this also follows from the
fact that the MH method can be viewed as a limiting case of tBarfethod (see appendili G).

The crucial point to realise is that as the number of confiemal energies in EJEllL5 increases, the ovettdpcreases
and tends to unity. We recall that heuristically this may hdearstood by noting that the greater the number of replibas,
greater is the weight of the set of configurational energies ;E . ;::E _ , gthat the two hamiltonians , andH 5 share
(see also figurllll.3 for an alternative explanation). In #eeof the n=2 this set has zero weight. A3 1 , the weight
of this set dominates over the configurational energiesandE _ which are at the edge of the chain of the configurational
energies in ECll4 and which describe the two phases whel3@FRe is trying to measure. It is these edge configurational
energies that give rise to the difference betwaegn andH ; (see EqJll5). In the limit of the number of configurational

energies in the chain tending to infinity, one may write:
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lxl
<MpgaV)>.. = <E ,,Wi) E, (i)> ¢
i=1
X' E., &) E, W]
= 4, < .
. 4 '
i=1
2= CE
d < @—> c (5.22)
Similarly, it follows that:
4= QE
<MBA(V)>~§ d<@—>c (5.23)

= 1

Therefore in the limit of the number of configurational eriesgn Ec| Jllb tending to infinity, we find thatM 55 v ) > .-

approaches the value obtained by thermodynamic integratio

Z _

n E
I < Mo, 0)> ! d<%>c= NRsa (5.24)

= 1

It follows that in this limitM 5 , must have the distribution corresponding to perfect ogerla

PMpaj®)= Mpa+ NRga) (5.25)

Comparing Eqlll4 to EJEI 3 it is immediately apparent tha array of estimators as parameterised by Il 2.34 are
available for the task of estimating FEDore generally one could also perform an arbitrary switching FG process in which

H is gradually switched into H .. so as to allow an estimate of the FED to be obtained either from the phase-constrained
methods Eq. IR Eq. Bl or from the PS formulae (Eq. HIll). For example in the case of zero-equilibration the MH
version of the PS sampling distribution is given by:

we 3 )

s Vi )= e (5.26)
wherew is the weight which biases phaseand is a stochastically sampled variable (see selllin4&3). may then be
estimated either via EQEIA3 or HIll.47 (Wherg, =M 5 5 ).

Inspection of the MH sampling distribution (Elll.20) magdeone to believe that the MH method is equivalent to the

MS method. This is generally true if one can write [IlJlilR.34 as:

<G( Eg Eale [EEEA]>~§
<G ( Es Eal >
Q
"l <G(fE E ,gle ™ w1 " 9>

= o : (5.27)
<G(fE ., E. 9>

Rpa =

c
B

i=1 N

which only holds if G(x) is of the exponential form:

G &) = & (5.28)
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where a is some constant. Therefore the only choicg @f 5 5 ) for which the MS and MH methods are equivalent is the EP
(Eq. ) method. In this case the only difference thaearfsr the two methods is that in the case of MH estimator one
only deals with a single estimate of the error, where are énctise of the MS method one must combine n-1 such errors in
determining the error of the final value for the FED betweenttto phases. For other estimators (including the PS estiinat
the two strategies are not equivalent.

We finally note that the potential for parallelising the sdingp of Eq. Il is a clear advantage of the MH method.
Furthermore, in comparison to the WHAM method, the storaggiirements are far less. If one records the value gf,
during the course of the simulation (as one would do if oneteio avoid the systematic errors introduced by employing
finite bin width histograms) then the use of the MH method widlld significant gains in regards to this issue, since f@ th
method one will need to record only a single temporal sequien ; » 's, as opposed to recording one such sequence for

each and every replica.

5.3.2 Numerical Results

In this section we illustrate the application of the MH metho the systems investigated in this thesis. Figile 5.3 shbe
distributions of the macrovariabie s 5 for the replicas of the chain of configurational energies [l}, Eqlll5) in which
n=7 and in which the configurational energies are linearhapeterised as prescribed in HlJlR.48. The crucial feafithé
figure is the way in which the distributions overlap, so asrovjile a continuous path (i 5 » space) from the region of
(effective) configuration space associated with phasegh{tiand most peak in figullllb.3) to that of phase B (left hanstmo
peak). Figurdill4 shows the corresponding MH-PS distdioutvhich employs these replicas in the sampling distrilsutio
Eq. I, and shows how the MH-PS method is able to effegtiveércome the overlap problem (notice that the overlap
between the phase A and phase B, the right and left hand malss pespectively, do not overlap at all). Figllill 5.5 shows th
probability distributions of 5 , for the MH-PS method (EJER6) for different n. It is evidémit, as the number of replicas
n increases, the overlap increases, with the distribiion 5 » 35 ¢ ) tending to the ideal limit of a delta function centred on
M p , which follows from Eqlll6 and EJE25.

5.4 The Fast Growth strategy

An alternative to the MUCA and the MH strategies is the FG méttsee sectiollllll#.8). Under this scheme, one performs
work on the system so as to morph the configurational enemy that of phase (E ) to that of phase- (E.). In the
process a path is constructed linking the set of macrostest®sciated with phase A to those associated with phase B. The
key parameters in the method are the increments ;g of the field parameter and the equilibration times4 t;g (where

44 = ti,1 ty). Forsimplicity, we will limit ourselves to the case whetkthe increments are equal , thatds ; = 4 , and
when all the equilibration times are equal, thatis; = 4 t It is only if the equilibration time<g tare sufficiently long and

the perturbations to the configurational energy { are sufficiently small that one is able to construct a pathoigerlapping
sequence of macrostates) connecting the two phases.

One may immediately identify two limiting cases. In the cadeere4 t= 0, one obtains the zero equilibration methods,
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Figure 5.3: Probability distribution functions? M za 3 ,)
The figure shows the probability distributiorsM™ 5 » j ;) (where ; = ., see Eq.lll5) for the replicas constituting

the chain of configurational energies (ElllR.44, 5. 1Kitig the two phases. In this figure we have chosen the linear
parameterisation (E§ll48) and set n=7. By constructirgiasof independent and overlapping distributions, so asitige

the regions of (effective) configuration space associatith tie two phases, one overcomes the overlap problem. More
specifically, since for some of these distributiong , > 0and for others1 5 , < 0, one obtains cancellations in the overall
summation given in ECIlllLY. As a consequence the distoibaiM 5 , v ), as given by EqIlll9, will reside between the
peaks associated with the two phases, resulting in improvedap betweek ¢ 5, 3~5)andP M s 35 ), as compared to
that betwee® Mgajg)andP Mpaj ).

See figurd@ill4 (a) for the PS distribution for the correspogdomposite system described by [Illb.15.

T = 10, RSM.
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Figure 5.4: P ™ 5a 3¢5 ) (MH-PS method) corresponding to figure Il
The figure shows the probability distributi@n® 5 » 35 ; ) as obtained via the MH-PS method in which the distributioins o
the composite replicas g is given in figurdil3.
n=7,4 = 1=6,T = 10, RSM.
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Figure 5.5: MH-PS Probability distribution functions of M 5 5 for different n

This graph shows the probability distributiBn 5 5 3-S5 5 ) for the MH-PS for n=4, 10 and 50. The corresponding probigbili
distribution for the original PS simulation (n=2) is showar tomparison. As the number of replicas n is decreased, the
probability distribution ofM 5 5 tends to that of the original (n=2) PS simulation. Howevethes number of replicas is
increased, the two peaks associated withand ~¢ increasingly overlap, thereby increasing the chances @fitels being
accepted (see EIJll87, and notice that 0 for the systems investigated here).

It is clear from the figure that the chance of a switch takiragplis negligible for the original PS method unless one eysplo
some form of extended sampling. The MH method offers anretére extended sampling strategy to that of the MUCA
method. The advantage that the method has is that it is hjgdnlgtllelizable. On the down side, it makes an increasing
demand on the memory requirements since one will have te stdrreplicas of the given system in the computer memory.
We note that it was found that the errors in the estimate of the FED obtained in a finite run were independent of the number of
replicas chosen.

T = 10,RSM
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irrespective o2 , as one does in the case where = 1 [38]. In the limitwhere4 ! 0,4 t> 0 (which we will refer to
as adiabatic equilibration since such a method takes aritinfime to switch from the configurational energy of phaseA t

that of phase B), one obtains the thermodynamic integratiethod (Eqlll2)725]:

Iim <elear > > (5.29)

4 1 0420 A

Both limits have undesirable features as they stand. Onrthdand the choice of zero equilibration induces systereatics
(as described in sectidilil.2) which must be overcome bgapp some form of extended sampling strate Jll([21], sectio
I, sectiodll3). On the other hand the choice of adiabgtidikration is time consuming. Furthermore it is not cléaw
one accounts for the systematic errors induced in makingpproaimate evaluation of the integral in Eljill.29. Gengrall
some intermediate strategy is preferable in whichlll. 403l is used to estimarg; 5 .

We will now focus our attention on such intermediate strig@gNamely we will investigate the way in which the FG
method overcomes the overlap problem for these intermediedtegies through control of the parametersand4 t [F2].
In particular we will examine three variations. In the firase we will keept  constant and vary t In the second we keep
4 tconstantand varg . In the third we investigate the case whemr=4 is held constant. Since the total time allocated to
obtaining each work termi 5 » isgivenby@ 1)4 t= 4 =4 , we see that the last case corresponds to the variation of the
parameterd and4 tso as to ensure that the amount of time allocated to perfgrmork on the system is held constant.
In all cases we will demonstrate the improvement in the eyedy demonstrating the convergence of the FED estimate as
obtained by the EP estimator (EljllL03) relative to thadiobt via the MUCA-PS method. Again we illustrate the overla
by examining only one of the phase constrained distribstigrhich in this case iB W 55 j 5 ), since its conjugate partner
P WsaJg) isroughly symmetrically positioned about the origin (wWhis wherew ,, , see figurdlli2, roughly lies). An
example of this approximate symmetry is illustrated in fejlll. The particular parameterisationfaf . g that we employ is

the linear parameterisation given by (lJllR.48.

5.4.1 Keeping 4 constant, varying 4 t

Figurcll¥ (a) shows the probability distributionwf; , as the incremert is kept fixed but the equilibration time tis
varied, and figur{l7 (b) shows the estimate&gf, (the normalised value af 5 with respect to the corresponding value
as obtained by the MUCA-PS simulation) as a functioa af

Figurclll¥ (a) clearly shows that as the equilibration timeis increased, the mean of the distributieriv 5 » j £ ) and
its associated variance both decrease. To understandeffissimote that each time a work increment;, 5 ;; is performed,
a lag develops in the ensemble of configurations immediatedpciated with the system , , after this operation. Namely,

when the switch from a configurational energy, v (1)) to E « (1)) is made, the configuration (i) will not be typical

i+ 1

of the set of configurations associated with, .. Furthermore this lag accumulates as one performs the FGgs0 A
consequence of this is that the distributions of the ensiffie,, , v (1))g associated with the system immediately after its

configurational energy has been incremented fomto £ , , will not be the same as the equilibration distribution which

i+

we denote byE ., v ())g_. Typically the values within the se€& , , (v (1))gwill be higher than those ofE .,  (@))g,.

Increasing the equilibration timé t decreases this lag, and this is precisely what is observeigjinrcllilf (a).
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Figure 5.6: Symmetry of P @ gajs)andP @Wsajs)
The probability distribution ofi 5, forthea ! B process (in b), in which is increased fromOto 1, and forea ! 2
process (in a), in which is decreased from 1 to 0.
The equilibration time is expressed as a multiple of latdeeeeps. In other words, a single lattice sweep, in which one
attempts to sequentially perturb all N particles, corresfsato an equilibration time of t= 1.
4t=1,T7 =1.0,n=11, RSM.
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Figure 5.7: Convergence of Ry 5 with increasing 4 t, 4 = constant

Figure (a) shows the distributian @ 5 » j 5 ) as the equilibration times tis increased whilst  is maintained at a constant
value.

Figure (b) shows the convergenceraf , as4 tis increased.

Rga = Rpa=R;,, WhereR;, is the value obtained by the MUCA-PS method and wiregg is estimated by the EP
estimator (EqllN3).

T = 1:0, RSM.
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Figure 5.8: Convergence of Ry 5 as the equilibration time 4 tis kept constant but as 4 is varied
FigurclllB (a) shows the variation®f@ 5 » j § ) as the equilibration time tis kept fixed, but as the increment is varied.
FigurclllB(b) shows the associated convergenesqf.

See figurdll7 for the definition &f; 5 .
T = 10, RSM.

Further insight into the workings of the FG method may be ioleby noticing thatthe component® g5 ;= 4 Mgpa
of the overall work termiiil4) can be both positive and niggatSuppose that one performs a FG simulation in which the
canonical distribution of the 'intermediate’ stages aneegiby those shown in figulllh.3. For zero equilibration tirhe={
0) Wgau= 4 Mpa (v(@)) foralli, whereM g (v 1)) is the starting value off 5 », namelyM 5 » (v (1)). Since this
corresponds to a value of ; » chosen frome M 5 j $) (the right hand peak dill.3) we see that s » ;; will be almost
always positive. Suppose thatM 5 » 1) denotes the probability distribution of 5 , at timet;, when the configurational

energy has been incremented fram , to E , andafier the system has been equilibrated with for a time4 + Then

1

as the equilibration time tincreases, the distributioms ™ 5 » i) will shift from the right hand peak in figulllh.3 towards

the left. In the limiting case ofi t ! 1 one will find thatP Mza %) ! P MzaJ .), SO as to yield the collection

of distributions in figurdli3389]. Therefore we see tha icrease of the equilibration timet will eventually lead to
significant cancellations between terms in [IlJlR2.94, rizgpih a decrease (on averageyof , from the value it assumes in
the case of zero equilibration. As a result one obtains ivgnl@verlap betweeR @ 5 » J <) andB W 5 » <), resulting in
the convergence afy , in the limit of large4 t, as can be seen from figUlls.7(b) (note that the convergsmoaditional

on4 being small enough).
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5.4.2 Keeping 4 tconstant, varying 4

FigurcllB (b) illustrates that as the equilibration time is kept constant, whilst  is decreasedis » converges as the
overlap betweer? Wz, j5) andP Wga jg ) increases. In order to understand this consider the faligveirgument.
As 4 decreases, less equilibration time is needed betweenssieeavork increments, until eventuallyt matches the
equilibration time 'needed’ in order for the lag to be abssmthatP MM 52 1) = P M sa J ,). Inthis case the distribution
of M 5, at each timeslice will be something reminiscent of what isvahin figurcllllB. Subsequent decreaset of will
just correspond to increasing the number of configuratienakgies in the chain of EJilll44, which will lead to 'better’
cancellations in ECl@4, thus takiBg® = » j § ) closer to the ideal limit in ECl5. Eventually the overtsgiween the
two phase-constrained distributions will be sufficienttgaf so as to ensure the convergenceof even when estimated via
the EP method (EJqEID3), as is clearly verified in fidillk 5.8.

Let us now analyse the behaviour of the statistical and syatie errors for the FG-EP estimator in the context of the
systems that we have studied. Insight into the interplayéen statistical and systematic errors may be obtained figure
Il (b). Itis clear from this figure that whereas for lagge systematic errors are present (simsg,  0), for small 4
they are absent (sin@; ,  1). In between these two limits, one finds that4as decreases, the systematic errors decrease.
The behaviour of the statistical errors, on the other haduite different. In this case the statistical errors aralkim both
the large4 and small4 limits, and in between these limits there is a transientmegivhere the statistical errors greatly
increase. This is merely an artifact of the EP estimator,raad be understood as follows.

In the case of negligible overlap the weights ¢ 5 » ) (see Eqllll4) of the macrostaiesually sampled are small in
value in comparison to the macrostates which contributet sigsificantly to the numerator of E§ll13. As a consequence
the variance of the estimate rf , (see Eqllll3) will be small, since the estimata gf, will itself be small. As the overlap
increases, one eventually enters a regime where the mayndf@i @  » 7 S ) resides within the tail oF Wga i 5). Inthis
case, the macrostates which contribute significantly toitheerator of Ecfill3 will originate from the tail Bf@ 5 5 $ ),
and as a consequence their statistics will be bad, resiiltilegge statistical errors in the FED estimate, despiteatisence
of systematic errors. As the overlap improves moré'af  » j £ ) gets contained in the main body Bf@ 5 » j ), and as

a result the statistical error in the estimate of the FED oups.

5.4.3 Keeping - constant

We also considered the convergencggf, as4 is varied, given the constraint that the total time speniolig each work
termw 5, @) is kept constant. Sincgl— corresponds to the number of times the configurational reergs 'perturbed’ the

constraint of keeping the time;( ) spent obtaining each work tenmg , (i) constant corresponds to:

4t
- ty (5.30)
It is clear that if4 s too large, then one will approach the limit of zero equdiiion, resulting in the appearance of the
systematic errors described in seclll.4.2. This is gxadtat is observed in figullill.9, since@as ! 1Rz, ! 0. As

4 is decreased these systematic errors vanish, resulting inconverging to unitylZ20].
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Figure 5.9: Convergence of Ry » as a function of 4 given %:oonstant
4 =4 corresponds to the time spent obtaining each work t¢rm . Therefore the parametedstand4 are varied so as
to keep the total time expended on obtaining each work tegm constant.

See figurdll7 for the definition &f; 5 .
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The behaviour exhibited in figuilll.9 may be understood dswisl After each work increment a lag develops. This
lag can be overcome by appropriately equilibrating theesystHowever the lag obtained from going from ; to , (as
measured by the deviations 6f |, v 1)gfromfE |, @ 1))g ) can only be removed by performing equili-
brationafter thew 5 , measurement has been made. Therefore thigdagsts in the value ofw 5 5 that one obtains. As a
consequence # istoo large i 5 » jwill become large, leading to less overlap and eventualfysiematic errors.

We finish off this section by noting that it was observed frdva humerical data that the errors seemed to be essentially
independentoft , provided4 was sufficiently small. In other words our numerical workrasdo indicate that the error
in ones estimate af; , (based on the estimator of the EP method IllJllR.103) esbedtipends on the total time allocated

to obtaining each estimate wf; , (provided4 is sufficiently small), and not oa

5.4.4 The choice of estimator

Our investigations into the way in which the FG method death ¥he overlap problem have primarily focused on the EP
estimator (Eq Ill3). As we have noted in challker 4 thisnestir will require a significantly greater amount of overlap
between the phase-constrained distributions than wilhbeaise of the dual-phase (DP) estimators [li. 4.3l. dr26¢

PS estimator (Eclt7) which only require partial overjpetween the two distributions. Since the applicationhefse
estimators is straightforward, we will only illustrate thee of the PS estimator, which has not been formulated befithin

the context of FG.

FigurcllD illustrates the application of the FG-PS edtimas described in sectiiill4.9, to the systems studied hre
this experiment the equilibration timethas been kept constant whilst = 1=n 1) has been gradually decreased. As we
saw earlier in sectiolll.1 that this leads to increasedapveetweer? @ g » j ) andB W g a j £ ). This is also clearly
evident in figurdlllO, since the two peaks begin to mergedntbass  decreases, and is reminiscent of what is observed in
figurclllb. Until now all FED calculations have been limitedie EP estimator and figUll 10 (in which the overlap proble

has been cured) shows the scope for improvement in using'imteligent’ estimators.

5.5 Conclusion

Given a choice of representation one obtains two phaseredmstl distribution® W, j5)andpP Wz j 5 ). Inafinite
run simulation their estimatoS @ 5 » j $) andP @ 5 » § $) may or may not overlap. If they overlap then one may choose
an estimator (Eqill 3, EqEIN20, or HIlll .47) which yieldsstimate of the FED which is free of systematic errors. In the

absence of overlap, one musigineer overlap via one of three possible strategies:

1. MUCA method: In this approach MUCA weights are employed to force the satiaih to visit the regions of (effective)
configuration space which it would not visit under the canahsampling distribution and which at the same time
contribute non-negligibly to the estimator of the FED. listlvay a path is constructed from one region of (effective)

configuration space to the other.



CHAPTER 5. SAMPLING STRATEGIES 130

XX n=21
o—e N=41
+—+ n=161

P(Wéa ft89)

10 20 30

Figure 5.10: The PS method as incorporated for the FG method
In this figure, we illustrate use of the PS method in conjunrctiith the FG method (sectidiillli .9, (llll113). The prdibabi
distributions were obtained by keepiag: constant and decreasiag . Itis clear ast  decreases, the overlap increases, so
as to result in the convergence of the two peaks.
T = 1:0, RSM.




CHAPTER 5. SAMPLING STRATEGIES 131

2. MH method: In this method one employs a seriesmlependent sSimulations which overlap in the regions of (effective)
configuration space that they explore, so as to provide alip&thg the two phases. Specifically, one engineers overlap
by increasing n, the number of configurational energies ctmimg the composite systems. The benefit of this approach

is that it is highly parallelizable, albeit at the expensadditional overheads in terms of memory requirements.

3. FG method: In this approach the path is constructed by performing rouiliérium work on the system so as to take it
from the regions of (effective) configuration space assediwith one phase to those of the other. One engineers pverla

by making the work increments  sufficiently small and by adequately equilibrating the sgstetween successive
work increments.

These extended sampling strategies may be combined inghgtoaward way. For exampléie MH method may be incorpo-
rated into the framework of the FG method simply by performing work on the hamiltonians H 5 and H 5 . Other combinations
(such as MUCA and MH) are also possible. In deciding what doatlons to use, it is important to bear in mind that both the
MUCA and FG areerial strategies, whereas the MH strategy ismaullel strategy. Since speedup offered by the MH strategy

comes at the expense of additional memory requirementdyioations of this method with either the MUCA or FG methods

may be an attractive option.



Chapter 6

Quantum Free Energy Differences

6.1 Introduction

Our focus until now has been limited to the classical regifite®phase diagram, and in this chapter we will concentrate o
attention on the task of estimating the FEDs within the quisnntegimes. Specifically we will use the Path Integral Forsnal
of statistical mechanicd[7][E5177170] to map the problento that of determining the ratio of two multidimensional
integrals of the form used in EJEll13 (see a/%¥ [N 1N]-[®]). This will make available to us the spectrum of
methods discussed in the previous chapters. For a moretigand in depth presentation of the following material, @fer
the reader tdiJ6] S0 5] 58], anfi 180].

6.2 Path integral formulation of statistical mechanics

6.2.1 Quantum statistical mechanics

We recap that in the canonical case, classical statistieahamicsii3]{5] begins with the construct of a system of Kipkes
and of volume V which isveakly coupled to anacroscopic reservoir. Suppose that denotes a state of the system (which we
call a microstate of the system) and thatdenotes a state (or microstate) of the reservoir. Also Isuppose for the moment
that the set of state® °; Tgis finite [[ffl]. The core assumption of classical stati$ticachanics is that if the collection of
the system and the reservoir is itself considered to be datézbsystem of total energy s* =, then this collective system is
equally likely to be in any one of the microstatds®; *) accessible to it (i.e. of energys* *) when the dynamics of this
collective system have been averaged out over sufficiently periods of time. A consequence of this so called ‘Equal A
Priori Probabilities’ assumption and the weak couplingiagstion is that one finds that the absolute probability ofsystem
being in microstate $ at any given instant of time is given by:

e BOD (6.1)

P(3)=

1

Nlp_\

132
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where the partition function Z is given by:

z= e ®0CD (6.2)

. . . p . . .
H is the hamiltonian of the system and, denotes a summation over all microstatéshat are available to the systelflif182].

The expectation of a general macrovariable (or 'observasédewill be more appropriate in the quantum case) is theamgiv

by:

1X .
<0>=— 0 (e HOD (6.3)
i

In the quantum mechanical case the construct follows aa&irpilocedure (se@[5]1[6]). At the heart of this procedure is
the realisation that because the system is coupleditacaoscopic heat bath, the system will be in one of the eigenstates of
the hamiltonian operator of the system, and not in a supéiposf states Jl#3]. Furthermore, in the derivation of [l
the exponential comes directly from the entropic propsmiEthe reservoir []4]56]). Since the reservoir is classieven in
the quantum formulation of statistical mechanics, we dedbat in the quantum mechanical case the probability ofrigndi
the system in a microstate’ is once again given by EQlb.1. What actually changes islyfiwhat one actually means by
a microstate and, secondly, the link that one makes betweseakservable O and the microstatg In classical statistical
mechanics the observable takes a precise value for eacbstats, since a microstate essentially corresponds tochdpaial
and momentum configuration of the system. In the quantum amécal case it will, in the most general case, no longer be
the case that the observable takes a definite value for eaxbstite, since now the microstatgcorresponds to a quantum
state (or wavefunction). At best one will only be able to sfyethe quantum mechanicakpectation of the observable with
respect to a given microstate. Therefore in the quantum aréchl case one replaces il 6.3 by:

1X 'S H( )
<O>=E <O0>g:e i (6.4)
i

where< & >, - denotes the quantum mechanical expectation of the opefatgih respect to the i-th quantum microstate,
or wavefunction, $. By comparison of EClll3 and Eljll5.4 it is clear that wheneataissical statistical mechanics one only
performs one type of averaging, in the quantum mechanica cae must perform two sorts of averaging. The first average
is the quantum mechanical expectation (with respect to aostiate) of the operata?, and the second is the averaging of this
expectation over the quantum microstates accessible sy#tem. This first averaging, the quantum mechanical eapent
is not something which one performs due to our ignoranceeftmstituent system, but it is something e to do because
of theinherent quantumness of systems.

To formally develop the theory let us begin by denoting theogeigenstates of the hamiltonian operafoof the system
(see 4]) byt ; > g. The hermiticity off’ will mean that eigenstates of different energy eigenvaiése orthogonal,
though states with the same energy eigenvalue are not reitgssthogonal. One may, however, employ the Gram-Schmid
orthogonalisation procedure (sé185]) to construct a setof states corresponding to the degenerate eigenvalich wh

are mutually orthogonal. Therefore there is no loss in gaitgrif we assumef§ ; > gto be a mutually orthonormal set
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(and therefore correspond to a basis set, | [184]). tvislfrom Eq. M that the statistical mechanical expeatatican
observable O may now be written as:
1 XL N
<O>=E e "{<HiPH;:> (6.5)
P

whereH ; denotes the energy eigenvalue associated with the eigenyeg >, , denotes a sum over eigenstates, and where
the partition function Z is once again given by Hlll62.H ;¥ H ; > denotes thguantum mechanical expectation of the
observable O for a given eigenstaifie; > and accounts for the quantum mechanical properties of ttersy As is the case
. . . P . . .
in the classical formula (EJill.3) the weighted summatiore " * essentially describes the coupling between the quantum
system and the classical reservoir.

Eq.ll may be written in a more general way as follows:

1X ~ %
<0 > = E <H-1:De :Hi> (66)
1 A
= =TrO") (6.7)
z
where #, the density matrix, is written as:
nee ¥ (6.8)

and where Tr denotes a trace over the matrix elements of #atmud ~. The partition function may then be written as:

7 = Tr(®) (6.9)

The tracing operation performed in EJll6.7 and Jll 6.9 hag beén implemented with respect to the orthonormal set
corresponding to the energy eigenstates. A-priori thegenstates, and their associated eigenvatugsare not known.
Progress is made by noting that the trace is independenédfakis in which it is carried oU84], and therefore onede f
to choosewny representation. A convenient representation is the posigpresentation, in which case the partition function
of Eq. Il for distinguishable (identical but localisedjtimdes simply becomes:
Z

Z= dr< rix> (6.10)
The position representation is useful for the simple redbaty as we will soon see, it allows one to map the problem of
determining Eq 2 onto that of determining an integralhaf form of Eq.Jl2. This mapping is known as the classical-

guantum isomorphism, and is what forms the basis of the p&tigial computational techniques.

6.2.2 The classical-quantum isomorphism & the path integral

The partition function, as formulated in EJjill.10, is nofyffljuantum mechanical in that it ignores exchange. Exchange

(seell5], 5], [008]) is a quantum mechanical property #rgses out of the indistinguishability of identical paktis [20H],



CHAPTER 6. QUANTUM FREE ENERGY DIFFERENCES 135

[M]. In order to incorporate this property into Hlll. 10eoewrites it as:

X z
Z = p dr< ri*Pr> (6.11)
P

whereP r denotes a permutation of the particlgsp denotes the sum over all such permutations, andenotes the sign of
the permutation. For bosons = 1 and for fermions, assumes the values 1 and -1 depending on the sign of the @eionut
([], (], [)).

The expression in EQEIML1 is still not suitable, as it stafaiguse in simulation. What remains to be done is to find a way
to project the density matrix operatoionto the position representatign> so as to ensure that one is left with an expression

involving only real numbers. To do this we first decomposefmmiltonian into the sum of a kinetic paft

242
f- 2P (6.12)
2m
and a configurational part:
E@=E @ (6.13)
so that:
H=7T+E @ (6.14)

wherep denotes the momentum operator corresponding to the ddssigablep, which represents the collective momenta
of all the particles, where denotes Planck’s constant, and where m is the mass of thielpafhen the main obstacle to
expressing EJIl 1 in terms of real numbers is the factitatdE (r) are non-commuting operators, which means that there
exists no basis in whicl ande aresimultaneously diagonal l#4]. Clearly in order to achieve our goal of reivasEq. L
as an expression involving only real numbers, we must findyaofiaeparating out the kinetic and the configurational terms
in ~ so that we can separately diagonalise each contributiomith respect to the position representation dnalith respect
to the momentum representation (a representation whishdieigonal in).

The fundamental identity which allows this to be doneEJ{E1)):

" N 2
e =g Te B0 L+0 (3] (6.15)

where:

S (6.16)
The Trotter theorem essentially states that in the limitno one may approximate the opera&)r‘f as the product of a
'kinetic’ operatore T and a ‘configurational’ operater .

We may now use this (EJIlllL5) to write the partition functémnan integral over real numbers. To do this we use the

R
identity1 = dri > < rijto re-write EqlllL as:
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X Z
7 = p dn<ne e Puiue HPno>

P
x 2 ) ) )

= P drldr2< rlje er2 >< rzje H:::E H1Pr1>
P
x Z .

= p dryndry < e T > nunn< e P>
P
x Z¥ .

= P <rn® o Fie1> (6.17)
P =1

wherery , ; = Pr; andr; represents the collective displacements of all the pastiof replica system i. Applying EGlll15

to Eq. I we see that:

. . K. S S
P]IIﬂl < e ¥i1> = < ne e i1 >

= e Bl ¢ rig TAjEiJrl > (618)

whereE (r;) denotes the total configurational energy of replica i. Taste ;¢ T 4.1 > we use the identityl184],

(]

1= dpp><pj (6.19)

wherel is the identity operator. Substituting Hllill. 19 into IllB/elds:

2282 2,2
<rnf ™Y1 > = do< mip><pPe m o gy >
z
~252
= dpe 7 <P >< pri1> (6.20)
which, using the identity{i84f rp > = 2_1~)3N =" becomes:
z
. T . 1 ,Pi(ry Tipq) 255
<ne Fi+1 > w dpe - e m
@ ~)
1 3N 5
= ) expf (re1 19 (6.21)
4 4 4 4
and where 4 is given by:
~2
a7 om (6.22)
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Eq.Il represents the kinetic component appearing ill. €ollating the results of EJllll17, Gllll. 18, and il 6.21

finally see that the quantum partition function in [lJls.1yrha written as the following limit:

Z = lin Zp (6.23)
P! 1
or [
2
Zp = 2[1+0 (;)] (6.24)
where:
1 e o X z
Zp = (4 )77 e E p dridr; udre expf  H (frg)g (6.25)
q P
and:
¥ p , 1
H (frg)= —— @1 )+ —E@ui)] (6.26)
1 % a P

E ° corresponds to the classical groundstatdenotes the total configurational energy minus the groatelshergy (r) =
E (r) E° andr .. = Pr; corresponds to a permutation of the particles in replicanlthé absence of exchange (where
particles are localised, so as to make them distinguish&iojdill may be simplified to:

Z
)" e B’ drdrmadr expf  H (Frg)g (6.27)

Eq. I represents the partition function of a classicstiesy which is isomorphic to the quantum system of interesis B
generally what is referred to as the classical-quantumaspism and forms the starting point, in one form or the otfoer

the majority of path integral based simulatiof193].

6.2.3 Heuristics of the polymeric system

The partition function of Eqlll5 and ElJlll.26 containsta eéquilibrium, time independent, information of the quamnt
system, and serves as the starting point for the Path Intetmate Carlo (PIMC) method<i 527 59 1040 195]. Its
usefulness lies in the fact that it maps the problem of dgaliith an expression involving operators (Eljll6.9) onto one
involving only real numbers. The classical system, represtby Eq Jlll5 and EQEl26, can be thought of as a system of
interacting polymers (see figUullb.1) with the followingiawt

St H

= Sg + Sy (6.28)
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wheresk is the kinetic action:

1 ¥
Sk = w1 1)’ (6.29)
e
andsy is the configurational action:
)3
Sy = E @+ 1) (6.30)
i=1

Two main parameters control the behaviour of this systentasfical polymers. The first is the effective inverse terapee
and the second is, (Eq. IIIR). It is the interplay between these two quantittégch determines the strengths of the
harmonic interactions in the kinetic actisp relative to those originating from the configurational aats., .

This system of interacting polymers is unique (as comparethssical polymers) in that beads of a given polymer ittera
only with beads of other polymers which are in the same raplic timeslice[[716] as we will also call it, labelled by the
index i, via the configurational energy appearing in the configurational actiag . In addition to this beads of a given
polymer interact, through the terqqt— (riv 1 13)? in the kinetic actionsgk , with the two adjacent beads (of the same
polymer) belonging to the two neighbouring replicas, riisglin a coupling between consecutive replicas (see fijjill 6
Sx essentially contains the forces which propagdte:g a given polymer and,, contains the forces which give rise to
interactiongerween polymers.

These polymers are also unigue in the sense that they havee&ldpoundary condition, namely that, ; = Pr;. For
the case of distinguishable quantum mechanical partiéles (1), the endpoints of the polymers connect to form loops.
Distinguishability of the particles then arises from thetfthat one may identify each particle with a given loop. le th
presence of exchange the endpoints of loops coalesce wititdhting points of other loops so as to form larger loopinta
it impossible to distinguish the exchanging particles sinow a single loop may represent more than one particleirtigs

way that indistinguishability is incorporated into the dinetical framework of the model.

6.2.4 Temperature regimes in quantum simulations

In the case of quantum systems one may identify three digéntperature regimes. In the high temperature limit, tfstesy
resides within the classical regime where quantum effeeg be safely ignored and where the particles are localised to
regions in the immediate vicinity of their lattice sites. s temperature is lowered, one first enters the weak quantum
regime where quantum discreteness effects begin to becmpertant. By quantum discreteness we mean those effects
arising from the quantisation of energies that accompahegonfinement of particles in their interatomic potentialls.

A characteristic of this regime is the increased amplitunfegibrations of the particles about their lattice siteddtige to

the classical predictions) . This is called the zero pointiomand arises from the Heisenberg uncertainty principlethis

point the quantum effects are not strong enough to give oigxthange, and the particles may, therefore, still consitito

be distinguishable. As the temperature is further reduceth@y enter the strong quantum regime, where exchange effects
can no longer be ignored and where one must explicitly tate aacount the indistinguishability of the particles. Hoe t

Lennard-Jones potential one may easily identity thesemesg)i
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Classical System Quantum System
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Figure 6.1: A schematic of the classical polymer corresponding to the quantum system

By using the path integral formalism of quantum statistib@lchanics one finds that an interacting quantum system may be
represented by a classical system of polymers, composaplicas of the given system (see HIlJlllb.25 andlll 6.26). The
chain linking thesame particle in the adjacent replicas may be thought of as thgnpet and a particle in a given timeslice is,

in places, referred to as a bed@1196].

Particles within a given replica interact with each othertiie classicat giving rise to the configurational actiay, (see Eq.
). The quantum effects are controlled by harmonic autgons between the replicas (giving rise to the kinetioacty ,
Eq.JlD), in which a bead of a given replica interacts withdseof the adjacent replicas sharing the same bead index.
Strictly the classical-quantum isomorphism mentionedsalmmly holds in the limit of an infinite number of replicas. \Wever

in a Path Integral Monte Carlo / Molecular Dynamics simualatione approximates the quantum system by a finite replijca (P
classical polymer. Increasing the number of replicas eggalanakes the approximation more accurate, but at the expens
of increasing the strength of the harmonic interactionsvben the replicas. For the simulations, this means an igetea
relaxation time for the polymer and as a result a greater atrmftime must be spent (over what one would expect merely by

accounting for the increase in the numbers of replicas)perihg the simulation in order to obtain the desired estanat
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Consider the Lennard-Jones potential given inlll]. 3.2. Enarpeter roughly measures the well depth, so that one is in

the classical regime when the temperature is of the order:

KT (6.31)

In this regime the classical effects mask the quantum effect
As the temperature is further reduced, one eventually gtiterweak quantum regime in which the typical particle eyperg

is less than that of the well depth and is instead of the orfifrentypical phonon excitation energy:

KTy h (6.32)

In this case the quantum zero-point motion effects will bpantant, but at the same time the exchange effects will nmt/sh

up in the system. To determine this temperature we note that:

r

Kot (6.33)
m
where m is the mass of the particle and; is the 'force constant’, given by:
Kese u (= ) — (6.34)
Substituting Eclli3 and Sl 34 into .32 one finds that
r
kTqw h — (6.35)
It then follows that the difference in the orders betwagpn andT. is given by
P —
T o0 T p (6.36)
Tc m 2
whereD’, the De Boer parameter, is given by:
2
D = — (6.37)

As the temperature is further reduced engy eventually enter a regime where the exchange effects maynget be ignored.

This will happen if the de Broglie wavelength becomes of tlaeoof the interparticle spacing a:

a (6.38)
where is given by:
_nh (6.39)
p

wherep is the momentum. Since there is@uimum non-zero value that the total energy of the system can assume it fellow

that there will be a minimum characteristic vatuethat the absolute value of the momentum can assume. Sinadérmonic
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oscillator the expectation of the kinetic energy is equéahtexpectation of the configurational energy, we see thgpth

may be crudely estimated by setting:

p° _ b
2m 2
hr
so that:
S T r—
h m
Substituting this in ECHIBS:
P
T (6.42)
()7
Rearranging this equation we get:
D1 (6.43)

Therefore ifD is sufficiently large (obtained, for example, by having atigle of small enough mass) then an additional
temperature scafe,s will appear at which point exchange between particles malpnger be neglected. These temperature
regimes are shown schematically in figllll 6.2.

In what follows we address the effects of quantum discresgbat not those of quantum exchange.

6.2.5 Estimating macrovariables

In order to extract useful information from PIMC simulat®mwne must find the estimators for the relevant observabthsw
the path integral framework. In the case of estimating tloelynamic quantities, one may derive the estimators merngly b
taking derivatives of the polymer partition function givienEq. lllf. For example the mean kinetic energy may be dirive

by using the following relations:

@Iz
<fT>p, = 'm ?

3PN ¥ pPm
= < [m+a rm]2>P

2 2 22
m=1
3PN
- == 1 <sg >p (6.44)

where the subscript P denotes the fact that the expectattakén with respect to the distribution associated with egHaa

polymer (see EJElR7). Similarly the mean total energy efithantum system may be obtained via the relation:
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a) weak classical
quantum (localised)
I | | 5
qu Tc
b)
strong weak classical
quantum quantum (localised)
I | | X
qu TqW TC

Figure 6.2: A schematic showing the different temperature scales that exist

In theweak quantum regime quantum discreteness is important. By quantumetiscess we mean those effects arising from

the quantisation of energies that accompanies confinenfipatiicles in their interactomic potential wells; a regimeavhich

zero point motion is important. In therong quantum regime 'exchange effects’ become important; particles majonger

be treated as indistinguishable. As an approximate guitkeneay say that ify is small (less than unity) then exchange will

not take placel 7], resulting in the temperature scalewslin (a). IfD" is large (greater than unity) then exchange will take

place and one will have three temperature scales, as shaoilvh in
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l @ZP
Zp @
= E% <T>p + <Eg>p (6.45)

where< E4 > is the configurational energy of the quantum system :

<Eq>= ' <Sy>p (6.46)

It must be noted that the estimator in Hllb.45 (known as thikeB&stimatorl8]) is not unique. An alternative is theali
estimator[J119]. Studies as to the relative efficienciehiese estimators have been mad@[2(80[203]. The genedahfjs
are that the more efficient of the two depends on the conditimer which they are used. For exampldi[201] it was found
that for low temperature systems or systems in which theignéslof the configurational energies are high (which is wihen
guantum effects are typically more significalli 204]) thekea estimator is preferable. On the other hand it was fohat t
the virial estimator is preferable at high temperatureoosfstems with low gradients of the configurational enevgyi¢h
is when the quantum effects tend to be less significantil][2ther findings were also made, one being that as the numbe
of replicas P were increased, the virial estimator evehtba&came more efficient than the Barker estimator. In trésithwe
chose to use the Barker estimator, mainly due to its sinplici

The estimators that we have discussed thus far have all lzsen lon finite replica approximations of the quantum partiti
function Eq L. As a result these estimates will have an@ated systematic error (see lJl5.24X 16 > denotes the
finite replica expectation of an operator 5 205] and io >; corresponds to the infinite replica estimate, then it fodow
[F] that:

2
<0>p=<0>1 +0 () (6.47)

Eq. Il provides a clear prescription with which one mayeeal to arrive at an estimate which is free of systematia.erro
In order to estimate the asymptotic limito >, what one does is to plot a graph-ofo >, versusi=p 2. Provided that P
is sufficiently large, so that the corrections in (lJil5.24 Eqdllll in which P is raised to a power higher than two may be
neglected, the corresponding plot should yield a straigbtgraph whose intercept gives an estimatefay > ; [[]. An
illustration of this will be given in sectiollill.4.

The partition function, withi (frg) given by Eq/ll6, corresponds to what is known as the prienépproximation (PA)
in the Quantum Monte Carlo literatul®= 1671 69]. The wdgeead prevalence of the use of the PA in current literatude e
to its underlying simplicity. By exploring more accuratecdenposition schemes (sectillll 2.6) to that used irflll, 6ri&
may derive what we will refer to as the higher order approxitedHOA). These HOA methods are more accurate than their
PA counterparts in that the error terms in equations of the fof Eq.llf decay faster tharp 2. However they come at the

expense of increased complexity and computational expmedin the next section we will briefly discuss the HOA metho
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6.2.6 Higher Order Approximants

The primitive approximation, leading to EqElll27 with given by Eq. ll6, is so called due to the fact that the Trotter
decomposition given in ECElllLS are the simplest such bsakiithe hamiltonian. Other breakups do exist, and may be
written in the form [E8]400],0707], and are called thegyhér order approximants. These higher order approximé#ots a
one to use a smaller number of replicas than the PA methodslar to achieve a desired level of accurai1]208], since the
systematic error associated with these methods decay fisiteincreasing P. However these gains have to be apptepyria
balanced against the increased complexity and increaseputational cost that accompanies their implementatiore €ich
approximant is based on a Wigner-Kirkwood like expanst [ 1 [F], F0]-01]). For this method the systematicoer

in a finite replica approximation scales @s. The method is based on the identll207]:

e B+B) _ o Yo %o ‘He %Fe T+0(9%) (6.48)

where
C = [B;ALA + 2B] (6.49)

and:
R;B]=AB BA (6.50)

Application of this identity 7] once again yields Hlill.2nd EqIllll7, where (frg) is now given by:

XP P 5 1 2 q
H (frg) = . [4 nE (Cw 1 )+ P_E (1) + E[riE @) F1] (6.51)
where:
E@m), X X @EES), €EE]), eE@ES)),
FnE@)f = (— ) ) (6.52)
Qo i @x; Qy; @z

By appropriately differentiating EQEIlRS5 (with given by Eqllll1) one may also obtain the estimator for tipeetation of

the kinetic, configurational, and total energies of theayst

. . @enz
<T>p = m a
m
snp ¥ p )
- 2 < oma)?>
2 : qa
i=1

(6.53)



CHAPTER 6. QUANTUM FREE ENERGY DIFFERENCES 145

A~ 1 Q@Zp
<H >P = Z_ @
P
_ N PXP<( )2>+iXP<E()>
- 2 4 B 2 Li+ 1 Y P i
i=1 i=1
2
+ 4P2q< EE@)f> +E° (6.54)
<Egq>p = <H> <T>, E°
1¥ 1% QE@
= = E@+ — (=)= (wﬁ (6.55)
P, 6P P _  CEn

It can be shownl159]5107] that within the HOA scheme, thédineplica estimate of the expectation of an observable O,
< 0 >p, will scale towards the asymptotic limi, 0 > ; in the following way:

4
<0 >p=<0 >, +O(§) (6.56)

Similarly it is not hard to show that (EJll24):

4

Zp = Z 1+ 0 (5] (6.57)

As before we note that a finite replica estimate will have desyatic error associated with it. The extrapolation teghai
described in sectiollll®.5 may then be used to estimate yinepastic value of the appropriate expectation. That is i€ on
plots a graph ok 0 >; againsti=p *, then the intercept of the graph on the vertical axis shqriayided P is large enough,

yield an estimate of 0 >; which is free of systematic errors.

6.2.7 The classical limit

In order to develop an intuition for the polymeric-like syist described by EQEIlRS it is instructive to observe the garare

of the classical limit out of ECEllRS5 by considering the iptay between the kinetic and the configurational actigpsand

Sy . To do this consider a simulation in which a sufficient numbfereplicas P have been employed so as to ensure that
the quantum effects are modelled to the desired accuraay.dsasider increasing the temperature, so as to redy].

The effect of this is to increase the strength of the sprirrgstantﬁ associated with the harmonic-like kinetic tegmp ,
resulting in increased rigidity of the polymers. This iresed rigidity has two effects. The first is to make permutesjo
other than the identity permutation, increasingly unlkerhe second is to make the spatial arrangements of theclearti

of the various replicas increasingly similat;( ri, 1, SO thatP li): . E@e) E (ry) where j denotes any replica). Itis
clear that what we are seeing is the emergence of classibal/leir, something we would expect on the transition to éigh
temperatures. That is in this limit EJjill 25 reduces to:

Zp = e drie EFYG (1) (6.58)
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where:
. z
G () = ( )*7"  dr,drs udry expf [ )+ @ m’+ m+ @ 1)’y
q q
1
I (6.59)
4 q
or
) z
Zp = ( )P e B° dre Bt (6.60)

Eq. I is simply the classical partition function.

6.3 Quantum FEDs via the Path Integral Formalism

By comparing EqIllll7 to EQEl.2, it is clear that the gensaiibn of the expression for the ratio of the partition fims
(see EqllI8 and E@EM13) so as to account for quantum effegtsivial one (secliB8] NS 1Y 17 8]). In this skt

we formulate the quantum version of the real space mappiAB$®!) and a quantum version of the fourier space mapping
(Q-FSM) for estimating FEDs of phases. Though the Q-RSM iteaimilar to its classical counterpart, the Q-FSM is quite
different, and takes into account the harmonic interastigmopagated by the intra-polymer (or inter-replica) iatdion term

Sk (Eq.IHED). In both formulations we will neglect exchangg] ave will formulate both methods within the scheme of the
PA. Generalisation to the case of HOA methods is straightiod, with the discretisation errors scalingia® ¢ instead of

1=P 2,

6.3.1 Quantum Real Space Mapping

Limiting ourselves to the case of distinguishable particiéis clear that if we have two phases A and B and we want to
measure the quantum mechanical FEDs then from [l 6.27 (sed@Z], [I], INL])-J8)) the ratio of the partition

functions is simply determined by:

Rga = e E s Eg]RBA (6.61)
Rga = PJ|iT11 Reap (6.62)

where [105]:

2
Rpap = Rpa L+ O (E)] (6.63)
and:
R e Qe P 1 2
dry i drp = 14 5 [rylexpf -1 [ﬁ (riv1 )+ E@ o

Regap = R 05 P (6.64)

il 1?2+ E@o)l
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Following the derivation of EJIllL3 one may map the problémetermining the ratio of the integrals in Hiljlill.64, in which
a single hamiltonian is employed, onto that of determining the rafiowo integrals in which the hamiltonians adéfferent.
To do this we express the position of the particles in ternth®flisplacements about some reference configuratiomhich

in the crystalline case is conveniently chosen to be thieéatites:

ri=R+u; (6.65)

where the subscript i denotes the replica. It then folloves ih theu representation the ratio in Eljill64 may be written as:

duj szdup e B or Eu9)
o 6.66
BA P duj :zidup e B oa (Fug) ( )
where:
X
SR D ui)’+ E (i1)] (6.67)
=1 @

This mapping (which we call the quantum RSM, or Q-RSM) is ane/hich onesimultaneously maps the displacements of

the particles of each and every replica of phasmto thecorresponding replica of phase :

R ;u; ! R.;u; forallreplicasi (6.68)

All the simulations performed in this chapter were impleteenvia the Q-RSM. The crucial feature of the Q-RSM is that

since:

1
2
(tiv1 1 = R R +uip1 uy)

(ui+ 1 ui)2 (669)

4 q
the kinetic part of the actiosx is the same in the two phases under the operation of this mgpgihis is a significant
advantage of this particular mapping since in the large R tim kinetic actionsy dominates over the configurational action
Sy (see appendil I).
Following the development of earlier chapters one may pdde define a macrovariable which measures the energy cost
of mapping the configuration of the polymeric system assediwith phase A onto that of the polymeric system associated

with phase B:

M g (fug) Hg (fug) Ha (fug)l

*
= 5 Es (i) Ea (i) (6.70)

i=1
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By comparing Eq.llli6 to EJER.2 it is immediately clear the bverlap identity (see EJElll21) will hold even for our

guantum system. If ¢ denotes the quantum sampling distribution of phase

@ d(fug)Ze ® U9 (6.71)
then it immediately follows that:
e P Mpaj,)

PMgajg)
From Eq. R it clear that all the discussions of the previchiapters (with the exception of chadier 3) also apply to the

(6.72)

Rpa =

problem of estimating the quantum mechanical FED's. Inipaldr the vast array of estimators derived from [l .21thed
various extended sampling strategies used to overcomedkap problem may also be used in the quantum case il 6.66
Later on we will use the PS estimator in conjunction with thel xtended sampling strategy to estimatg, for several
different values of P (see sectilllll4.7). However beforeglavéhis we will derive the quantum version of the FSM. Unlike

the Q-RSM, the quantum FSM (Q-FSM) is considerably differemppearance from its classical counterpart.

6.3.2 Quantum Fourier Space Mapping

It is a straightforward exercise to re-write the expressioiq. Il in terms of some effective configuratiofsee Eqlll5),

corresponding to a PM which matches the fourier coordinaftesich and every replica:

Rpa = e [Eg EX]RBA (673)
and
RBA = P]linl Eﬂ.etSBA ]P RBA;P (674)
or
R -1 R..n+o0) (6.75)
BA P detSna F BA P2 .
where this time:
Rdvl wndvp e B o (V9
Reaw = & dvyiudvp e B o2 EV9) (6.76)
with:
X
HO(vg)=  [—@ vir T vi)’+ E i1l (6.77)
=1 q

The relevant macrovariable which quantifies the cost of thppmg then generalises to:

Mpa (Evg)= Hp (ETgvg) Ha ETavg)] (6.78)
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Though perfectly valid, there are two problems with the PMamulated in Eqllll6. The first is that the kinetic action
gets modified under the corresponding mapping of configamati That is even though such a FSM matches the harmonic
contribution to the configurational energy of each and eveplica, the fact thatx gets modified means that on the transition
to a large number of replicas the cost of making a PM will bee@nergetically expensive, thereby reducing the overlap
between the two phases. In this case even if the quantunmspsteomes harmonic at very low temperatures, the guarahtee o
curing the overlap problem in the harmonic limit will no largexist. In fact since the harmonic inter-replica inteiats get
stronger for larger P and end up dominating the overall a¢see appendlk 1), and since larger values of P will be neated
lower temperatures, it follows that the cost of the PM, assuezd by Eqlll8, will become greater the lower the tempegat

An alternative formulation reveals itself when we noticattthe kinetic action in ECl8 is a quadratic function @& th
displacements.. Therefore if the system only explores the harmonic parthefconfigurational energy then the overall
actionst will itself be a quadratic function of the displacementdn this case it is possible to define a mapping with ensures
perfect overlap between the two systems. The construcfidmedaransformation follows a similar procedure to thatdise

derive the classical transformatien , (see chaptdll3). We start by expanding the action irll & 28pwer series in the
displacements to yield:

X 1 2 3
Sy = Qe u)’+ uKusalt o @)
=1 9
X 1 2 2
[4 (i, Ui  2ugiug)+ uﬂlKu-ﬂl] (6.79)
=1 4

wherek is the dynamical matrix (see ElJlB.8). We may then approxrtia total actiors; by:

Sy =u’ u (6.80)

where

= o
N [N

EEIIIHTHEEEEE ©

OO0

Up

andu, 1,ax)+: = @ )iwhere denotes the replica (assuming the values 1 through to P) daddtes the component
(taking the value 1 through to 3N). It is not hard to show from Il that:

1)
a 4 q

 veENH+a Deny+ = (Kt 2 Lot (+1] (6.81)

Following the procedure employed in deriving the classk®W (Eq.JllB), we may immediately write down the transforma
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tion matrix for the Q-FSM:

s

qiij _ X kg im _Jjm 6.82
Say = k_meA S ( . )
A

m

where nowe} ande} are the normalised 3NP component eigenvectors;ofand 5 respectivelyk™ are the associated
eigenvalues, and the summati]c;;nm is over the non-null eigenvalues of and where the indices i and j span the values
through from 1 to 3NP. In this formulation the 'global’ disgement vector of one phasg, say, is mapped onto that of the
other phase via the relation:

B

u® = s, u* (6.83)

such that the total actions of the two polymers are matchdds ffansformation may be conceptualised as the following

mapping:

A! BiRa! Rg u! si,u (6.84)
The partition function is now given by:

Rea=e B2 EilRg, (6.85)

where
RBA = P]!j[n1 EjetquA IRBA;P (686)

where

R . .
duf mudup expf (. w@f, ul)r+ EBwiid

Rga P iay P B 1 (6.87)

duf :ndul expf i e @b, ud)P+ E Wik
and wherefu® ;gandfu® gare related via EJlB3. The transformatidh, ensures that the quantity in Eilfill.80 is identical
for the two phases.

Unlike the classical FSM, this quantum version of the FSM malt necessarily guarantee an improvement in the overlap
as the temperature is reduced. The reason for this is thatésence of zero point motion means that the system mayrexplo
the anharmonic regions of the configurational energy evan-ato. However in cases where the quantum effects (zero point
motion) are not strong enough so as to force the particlesiotie strongly anharmonic regions, then the quantum F&M,

we have formulated here, might serve as a useful tool.
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6.4 Implementation details and simulation results

6.4.1 Motivation

An archetypal example of a solid in which quantum effectsmgortant is*H e [lll]. In low density solid helium, the atoms
have a large zero point motion due to the small atomic niii] [Rince the atomic interactomic configurational energy is
relatively weak as compared to the zero point motion, thetatexpands due to the outward pressure arising from the ze
point motion. The result of this is that the solid is destiabi at much lower densities than would be allowed cladgif].

In addition to this one finds that féH e the result of this zero point motion is that the particlesawarage, sit at the relative
maximum of a bimodal configurational ener{ T 218 72172 resulting in imaginary frequencies of the dynamicatnima
rendering the harmonic description inaccurate. As theitlerssincreased, the configurational energy eventually estio
dominate the zero point motion, and as a result the crystedldps a single well configurational energy which localites
particles to their lattice sites, resulting in the harmatescription becoming accuralfi213].

As noted before, in addition to zero point motion, a phenaangalled exchange arises in the case of indistinguishable
particles. In solidH ethis has little effect since the fact that the atoms have iotsdabel them means that there is no direct
conseguence of exchange (S 168)). In the case ofSolkithe fact that the atoms have non-zero spin means that exehang
plays an important role in determining the magnetic praps(seel 118]) of the solid.

The phase diagram éf1 eis shown in figurdli3*s e may, at the crudest level, be described by the Lennard-Jodgs
configurational energy, which provides a reasonable madehte rare gaseff 181 1119]. However in order to accuyatel
determine the phase diagram one needs to employ more azcordgtgurational energies (s€ii22007223]). In the reshisf
chapter we will concern ourselves with the fcc/hep reginmfabe phase diagram (as modelled by the LJ configurational en-
ergy). Our goal will not be to provide definitive statemeriisat the phase diagram but instead to investigate the melthaggl
developed in this chapter and to get a qualitative feel feraffiect of zero point motion on the relative stability of fice (A)

and hcp (B) crystalline structures. For detailed studigb@efjuantum LJ solid, we refer the readef@ 220 1226].

6.4.2 The Model System

As was the case in the classical simulations, the reducesitgen > was set to be 3 = 1:092. In addition to the parameters
T and 3, which enter into the classical simulations (see sedll), ®ne also encounters the additional parameten
the case of the quantum simulations. For our LJ systems thésfiwed through the De Boer paramellii)2 20 228¢iven
by Eq. Il . In appendllH we clarify the way in which the de Bogrameter enters into the calculations.

Initially simulations employing the same systems as thesedbed in sectiolll.2 were implemented in order to esimat
the expectation of thermodynamic variables such as thdi&ieaergy and the configurational energy, with good acgurac
being obtained with both the PA (Ellll 26) and the HOA {llfsshemes. However on attempting to estimate the FEDs, it
was found that these systems were too large for us to hantlighe available computational resources. This meant teat w
had to restrict our simulations to a system size of N=96, iwHiom the way the fcc and hcp unit cells were constructed (se
figurcllR), was the smallest system size that could be us@dnsequence of this system size was that in order to fulfil the

requirements imposed by the minimum image conven&&n [a8jigdes could only interact with their first nearest neighb
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Figure 6.3: A schematic of the phase diagram for *H e

This schematic was taken frol#17]. The units airenm 3 and the units of the temperature T are Kelvin.
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shell (comprising of 12 particles), so that= 1:r,, (see sectiolll 2).

6.4.3 Sampling the polymer

In principle the simulation of a system whose hamiltortiaris described by ECIlR6 or EJllll51 is a straightforward.task
One merely performs single particle perturbations, andmiogly accept these moves with the acceptance proliabidiiven
in Eq. I . In practice however this is not an efficient wagdmple this polymeric system. The origins of this lie in the
inter-replica coupling terrqlT (riv 1 13)%. Asthe temperature is lowered an increasing number ofaaplivill need to be
employed in order to keep the systematic errors controliestbae prescribed levelli29]. A consequence of this is that t
harmonic inter-replica coupling will get stiffer, resuigj in the decrease of the average size of an accepted movghigou
speaking we see that since the kinetic action is a gausk®telim with a prefactor which increases linearly with theniver
of replicas, the mean square displacement should roughlg asl=p P . This leads to a critical slowing dowll68] of the
simulation in this limit, and severely hampers the simolati

In order to alleviate this problem, one must introduce aritaithl move to the single particle moves already present in
the classical case. This move is a global polymer m| [168}hich one moves a whole polymer without changing its
conformation. Such a move leaves unaffected the kinetiomslk . As a consequence it is only the changesin which
enters into the acceptance probability of such moves. Batbemare important; on the one hand the global-polymer moves
allow faster exploration of the configurational energywhilst the single particle moves allow the different camfi@tions of
the polymer to be explored. For the simulations consideszd,lit was found that an implementation of the global polyme
move for every P single particle moves was optimal, in thesedghat the correlation of the underlying data was kept to a

minimum.

6.4.4 Testing the algorithm

In order to check that the algorithm was functioning collyettvo separate checks were made on the simulation. In teie fir
a harmonic configurational energy was constructed, andrthlytic results for the mean total energyf > were compared

to that obtained by the simulation. In the second a LJ corditipmal energy was employed, and the parameters were edjust
S0 as to get the simulation to explore a region of the phaggahain which the quantum effects were non-negligibig in
which only the harmonic regions of the configurational egevgre visited. In the latter cage; , was also estimated via a

MH-PS simulation and compared to the corresponding amaigsult.

6.4.4.1 Harmonic Potential

In order to test our algorithm, we considered a system intergvia the interatomic configurational energy:

E (r) = é Eij (688)
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where

1
Ejj= —K 1

K o (6.89)

wherenn (1) denotes the set of particles which interact with particléis well known 2] that for a solid interacting via a

harmonic configurational energy, the mean total energy neaghitained exactly from:

X

<H>=£8%+ i + %)~!i (6.90)
where:
n; = _ (6.91)
exp( ~!;) 1
q
where!; = - and where ; are the eigenvalues of the dynamical matrixat), given by:
8
e _ S K n@ KO gl 1 : ifknn@ (6.92)
@x; @x, ¢ 0 : otherwise

whereP ; denotes a summation over the modes, and whefedenotes the number of members in thersetd).

Figurclll shows a graph comparing the estimates of the &tfmacof the total energy as obtained by simulation with the
theoretic values as predicted by classical and quantuistgtat mechanics. The curve for the classical theory waainbkd
from the equipartition theorenfi[41[6] which states that &osystem of particles interacting via a harmonic configoneai
energy, the expectation of the total excitation energyisigby:

0

<H>=£%+ (3N )KT (6.93)

where N is the number of particles (3N represents the numbéegrees of freedom) and is the number of constraints.
For simulations with periodic boundary conditions= 3. The curve corresponding to the theoretical predictionsage by
quantum statistical mechanics was obtained fronilllll 6.90.

The first thing that one notices is that the results of the Eitian are in complete agreement with the curve as extracted
from Eq. . Comparing the quantum and classical curvesnatice from figurdiill4 that the quantum graph does, as
expected, converge onto the classical line on the tranditicufficiently high temperatures. However at lower terapees
the situation is different. Here the mean total excitatioergy levels off and assumes a constant value, corresppialin
the termP .2~ arising in Eq 0. This is the zero point energy of the systed arises from the inherent motion of the
particles, present even at 0 Kelvin. This is purely a quamithenomenon and arises from the Heisenberg uncertaintyiplen
In contrast the mean total excitation energy vanishes iclisical limit, and results in the departure of the quargystem

from the classical curve as seen in figllill 6.4.
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Figure 6.4: A plot of the analytic results versus those obtained by (HOA) simulation for the mean total excitation
energy < H > a EQ of the quantum system interacting via the harmonic configurational energy, Eq. Il

As the temperature is increased the system becomes inggasiassical and hence the relationship between the ¢atat
tation energy and the temperature becomes linear, as adiyg the equipartition theorem (Eljlill.93). As the tempeeeds
reduced to zero the quantum discretisation effects becooneasingly important and the excitation energy becomestaat,
due to the presence of zero point motion. It is for this redkahthe graph for the quantum system departs from the chdssi
line in the limit of low temperaturef30].
The range of temperatures were from kT=0.00001 to 0.0009.

¢= 05 10 °%,K=1.0.

As will all the harmonic calculations via EJlll89,H > is expressed in units of k.
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6.4.4.2 Lennard Jones System in harmonic regime

The test implemented in the previous section was also imgiéad on the LJ hep (B) and fcc system (phase A). The param-
etersT andD” were appropriately adjusted so as to ensure that only thadrac parts of the configurational energy were
visited. The eigenvalues; of the dynamical matrix, obtained via numerical methods,entben used to determine the ana-
lytic value for the mean total energy of the system, vialllll6This was then compared to the result obtained by sinoulati
and used to verify that the simulation was indeed visitinty eime harmonic regions of the LJ configurational energy.hia t
next stage a check was made in order to verify that the siiunlatas indeed estimating the FEDs correctly. The (quantum

mechanical) analytic values ferz , were obtained via the relatiof112]:

RBA = — = f 5 by B g (694)
Za .01l e T i

where ! ; denotes the frequency of the i-th mode of phaseThese results were then compared to those obtained by a
simulation employing the HOA scheme (sectilll.2.6) ushey MH-PS method (sectidill#.3). The classical value was
obtained from Ecilll 9. The results have been tabulatedvbelo

<H > s ... Eg Rea
analytic: classical harmoni¢ 285 0.810
analytic: quantum harmonic 2327.39 0.671
analytic: simulation 2328:7 02 0678 0006

Table 6.1: The values of Ry 5 for a harmonic LJ quantum system
D= 1816 10 °,T =0.005, P=20

The first column of tablill 1 verifies that the system of plasicinteracting via the LJ configurational energy, weresdl
exploring only the harmonic regions of the LJ configurati@mergy, since the simulation results agree with the acatues
as predicted by harmonic theory (IlllB.94). The analytivsemland the simulation results feg , (see column 2 in table
) clearly agree to within the errors, and differ signifitta from the classical value. It is clear the effect of therizased
amplitudes of vibration arising from the zero point motised figurdll5) act, in this regime of the phase diagram, faldy
towards the fcc (A) phase, making it more probable (relativiie hcp (B) phase) than it would be in the classical cases Th
is expected since in the classical caSe [35] the increasigditades of vibration obtained on increasing the tempeesalso

favours the fcc (A) phaseyithin the harmonic regimes.

6.4.5 Scaling of thermodynamic parameters with P

In practice a PIMC simulation necessarily involves a finitanier of replicas. Unlike in sectidiill}.4, where we had an
analytic check so as to allow us to determine whether a seffficiumber of quantum replicas had been employed, one will
not have an idea as to the magnitude of the systematic emisisgafrom the finite replica simulations in the generalecas

As mentioned before the only information available to uhiesway the associated systematic ersorde with the number of
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Figure 6.5: A plot of the distance of a particle from its lattice site, as averaged over all particles (harmonic quantum
Lennard-Jones solid)
u denotes the distance a particle from its lattice site, ayadaver all particles of the system. Though the means of the

distributions correspond to the mean displacement of acgaftom its lattice site, the associate spreads of thelaigment
of a particles from its lattice sites a}r)elT _P 96 10times wider than that shown in the figure above.

Itis clear that in the quantum case the zero point motion @si#ie particles out to regions further from the latticessitean
would be the case classically.

T = 0:005,D = 0:00001816.
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Figure 6.6: < H >,,«  EJ versus 35 (PA, harmonic)
The three values of P chosen were P=20, 30, 40.

The line of fit was givenbyx H >, «

B ;P A

Eg = 15514 22353(1=P 7).
The analytic value wasc H >= EJ + 1551:61. This agrees well with the intercept of 1551.4 (in units of k)

kT = 0:0001, 4= 05 10 °,K=1.0.

replicas. By plotting the desired expectation as an appatgppower of the inverse of the number of replicas one maghop
obtain the asymptotic value that the expectation assuntbeg ilimit of an infinite number of replicas.

Specifically we saw in sectiollli.5 Jlll.2.6 that the @afiens of an observable should have errors which scale as
1=p 2 (for the PA) andi=p * (for the HOA). In order to illustrate this scaling, simutatis of the harmonic system as described
by the configurational energy given in Hillill.88 and [llll6.8@weplemented via both the PA and the HOA methods. The
estimates of the asymptotic limits were then extractedhasappropriate graphical extrapolation techniques, aadebults
were then compared to the analytical value of the total gnefigurclll and figurlll.7 illustrates that the scaling ef th
expectation of the total energy does indeed follow that of ljlif and Eqlll6 for the PA and HOA methods respectively,
yielding the correct value (as obtained analytically) ia #symptotic limit.

Given that both methods accurately determine the asynepitatiie of the mean total energy, the question now remains as

to which yields a smaller error (for a given computationalnerce). In addressing this issue, we first note that the euntb
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B ;H OA

EJ versus z+ (HOA, harmonic)
The three replica values that were simulated corresporded10, P=15, and P=20.

The line of fit was given byx H >, L EQ = 155255 124630 (1=P *).

The graph shows a plot af £ > p; @

B ;HOA

E as afunction ofpl—4 for a system of particles (in phase B) interacting via the
harmonic configurational energy (Elfll.89). The analytlogavas< H >= E2 + 1551:6 (in units of k).

kT = 0:0001, 4= 05 10 °,K=1.0.
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replicas chosen in figullllh.6 and figlll 6.7 weresthemum needed in order to be in the appropriate scaling regimesvBel
this range the mean total energies no longer scalec-as and 1=p ¢ for the PA and HOA methods respectively. From the
graphs it is evident that half the number of replicas weraladen the case of the HOA method than were required for the
PA method. However it was also found that the HOA method tanlghly double the amount of time to perform a given
number of lattice sweeps, as compared to a PA simulationarimg the same number of replicas. In order to understaisd thi
we note that since the higher order hamiltonian of [llll6.%1tha additional terntr E () £ to the primitive one (EclR6),
and since this term has to be computed over the same numbeaxgst neighbours for each particle as one would have to do
when calculating: (r), the HOA method will require roughly double the time to siatel As a result we see that a 2P-replica
PA simulation will take the same time as a P replica HOA sirtioihg thus offsetting any gains initially offered by the HOA
method.

All that is left to compare between the two methods is theadation of the underlying data. FigUlll6.8 shows the ratio of
the error 4 o » Obtained in a P replica HO simulation to the errer, > obtained from a 2P replica PA simulation, run for
the same duration of tim@#31]. Clearly fig{ll6.8 showsithag¢gards to correlations, the HO method has a slight adgant
over the PA method, and for this reason we employed the HOA@dknh our attempts at estimating the FEDs. We also note
that the trend of the graph indicates that this advantagedses as the number of replicas increases (for the systedisds

here).

6.4.6 DependenceofP MM,z j;,,)onPandT

As we have seen before, the statistics of the macrovaniahle essentially contains all the information of the FED between
the two phases. Therefore it is instructive to examine thpeddence of these distributions on P and T. Fifile 6.9 shuavs t
guantum probability distributio® ™ 55 J gﬂ ) for different temperatures (and fixed replica number); &l shows
the classical distributions A j ¢ ) for different temperatures; and in figUlIl.22M » 5 J ‘B‘;PA ) is plotted (at a given
temperature) for different numbers of replicas.

The first thing that is clear is that for the quantum case thebieur of P M 55 j 5 ) is not monotonic with the
variation of the relevant parameters. In figllill 6.9 the pdakedistributions initially move in towards the origin Wwitan
accompanied decrease of variance. However beyond a cemaperaturel  0:1), the mean and variance of the associated
distributions start téncrease as the temperature is raised.

The reason for this observed behaviour is as follows. Ataefiitly low temperatures the zero point motion of the patic
force the system to wander further away from the latticesgisee figur{illl 1) than would be the case in the classical limi
resulting in the peak of the distribution being further avitapm the origin than would be expected in the classical cabés
is clearly the case with = 0:01 (compare the graphs in figurllili6.9 and figllll6.10). As thedemhyre increases, the
contribution to the energy of the zero point motion remainsszant, since the typical energy has not yet reached that of the
phonon excitation energies. From the definition given in Il it inmediately follows thayt ; mustdecrease. As the
temperature is increased even further the thermal exaitatbntributions to the energy begin to become importanthiis
case the rate at whiah , 5 decreases will itself reduce (since the decrease due toitisgod by T will be offset by the

. ., P . . . .
increase |n§— L 1 Bs W@i) Ea @), untileventuallyM 5 starts to increase. On further increase the system willineco
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Figure 6.8: Comparisons of the errors of a P replica HOA simulation to a 2P PA one
For the systems studied here it was found that roughly twsamany replicas were needed for the PA method as compared to
the HOA method in order to ensure that the simulation was énaibpropriate scaling regime, so as to allow one to arrive at
an estimate of observables, free of systematic errorsheigtaphical extrapolation technique described in seslll and
sectiondlllll6. However the HOA method took twice as longémspared to a PA simulation employing the same number
of replicas) to achieve a given number of sweeps, therelsetififig the advantages just mentioned (since a 2P-replica P
simulation will take just as long as a P-replica HOA simwaji This graph shows the ratios of the errors of a 2P-replica
simulation to those of a P-replica HOA simulation, and ilatiés that the HOA method has a marginal advantage over the PA
method. The trend seems to be such that this advantagesesraa P increases.

D'= 0:1816. T = 15.
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The probability distributiorP M 5 gﬁ, . ) Was obtained for a selection of temperatures ranging ffors 001t0T =

1:0 for the LJ configurational energy.
D’ = 0:001816, P=10.
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Figure 6.10: P M A5 j 5 ) for various T for the classical simulations

This figure shows the classical distributiang4 » 5 j ¢ ) corresponding to those of figUlills.9.
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Figure 6.11: Temperature dependence of the mean distance of a particle from the lattice site
a)T = 001b)T = 0:05¢C)T = 04d)T =02e)T =05f)T =10
See figurdll5 for an explanation of the way the mean displaneis calculated.
The graph shows the average displacement of the partidheiguantum and classical limits, corresponding to the sitiars
shown in figurellll9 and figulll10. It is clear that at low terafures, the effect of the zero point motion is importarnt an
results in a significantly greater mean displacement of érégbe from its lattice site than in the corresponding sieal case.
This results in the peak &f M 55 g;P . ) being positioned significantly further out from the origirah the corresponding
classical distribution (see figullllb.9 and figlllll5.10). Aes tdmperature increases, the zero point motion becomes less

important, resulting in the gradual convergence of the tistridutions.
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Figure 6.12: P M a5 gﬂ )y versus P, for a constant T simulation
The probability distributiore M 5 g;PA ) was obtained for a range of replicas ranging from P=10 to B=&&th the
temperature being kept fixedat = 0:4.

D" = 0:816.
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classical and the (classical) thermal effects will maskghantum zero point motion, at which point the differencenssn
the graphs in figurllll.9 and figUll. 10, arising from the efféthe zero point motion, will eventually be negligible.
Figurcll® shows the probability distributien » 5 J ;j;P » ) for different numbers of replicas. Initially as the number
of replicas increases the peak moves away from the origito(Bp  20). Further increase in the number of replicas leads to
the peak moving closer to the origin, converging by 130) to the stationary distributionyhich is ultimately positioned
further away from the origin than the corresponding classical distribution. The important thing to note from figuriills.9
andll@® is that as quantum effects become increasinglyriapto#®], the peak ob (M »5 j £ ) moves away from the
origin (relative to the classical distribution) and its widncreases. This means that in addition to the fact thatjtfaatum
simulation is inherently more time consuming, additionialet must also be spent refining the sampling strategy (whethe
it be increased amounts of multicanonicalisation in theadsMUCA simulations or increased numbers of replicas being

employed in the MH method) in order to estimate the FEDs.

6.4.7 FEDs

The primary motivation for developing the path integral maery in the preceding sections was to use it to estimatatqua
FEDs. In fact by formulating it in the way that was done in [lJl6 we made available to ourselves the vast array of tools
discussed in the previous chapters that are suitable féalirigcthis type of problem. In this final section we discuss ou
attempts at estimating the quantum mechanical FEDs. Ima#tig the FEDs, our aim was to investigate the role of the zer
point motion on the relative stability of the two phases iregime of the phase diagram in whighsz the quantum effects
and the anharmonic effects were significant. Fidill6.18wshhe estimates of the FEDs, obtained via the MH-PS method,
in such a regime.

It is clear from figurdilll3 that the quantum effects esskiytat so as to favour the hcp (B) phase (as compared to the
classical case). This can be understood in the context oltsezbtained in the classical simulations. 5#[35] the sieal LJ
system was studied and it was found that the increasing argdmacity (obtained on increasing the temperature) favibtine
hcp (B) phase. This conclusion was arrived at by compariagtimulation results to the harmonic calculations. The same
effect is likely to be the cause of the quantum effects fawvmuthe hcp (B) phase. That is the zero point motion pushes the
particles into regions further out from the minimum of thenfigurational energy than they would typically explore ir th
classical case, making the system more anharmonic. As isageein the classical systems, this anharmonicity acts iaya w
which favours the hcp (B) phase. This is in sharp contrasteadrmonic regions of the quantum phase diagram (see section
IR), where théicreased amplitudes of vibration acts so as to favour the fcc (A) pHasés also the case in the classical

regime, see’5]).

6.5 Discussion

The quantum Lennard-Jones phase diagram has not been hetgryet via computational techniques and the work here
represents a first step in developing the necessary magliorer move in that direction. The factors limiting our intigation

are the following:
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1. The slowing down associated with the simulation of a sysiéinteracting polymers over that of a system of interagtin

particles.

2. The increasing number (P) of replicas needed as the tetpelis reduced. One not only has an increase in computa-
tional costs due to the fact that one has to simulate mor&esplbut also a critical slowing down associated with the

increasing strength of the inter-replica forces.

3. The need to perform graphical extrapolation in order tmioba single estimate of the expectation of an observable.

In order to accurately determine the phase diagram (usengdme number of processors that we used) at the temperature w
chose, one would need to employta 12 12 system. Since the time, associated with keeping the erritreirestimate

of the FED at some prescribed level, scales roughly d5(for short ranged interactions) we see that the simulatfoa o

12 12 12 system would involve an increase in computational requémrof approximately[% P = 5832times. In
accordance with Moore’s Law, this sort of computational powill be available to us in about 13 years.

However a significant feature of the simulations the way thathave done it (i.e. via the MH route) is the enormous
scope for parallelisation. This parallelisability doesprrinciple, allow us to determine the phase diagram acelyraven
today, simply by distributing the replicas amongst an iasesl set of processoff233]. In our simulation we employ&d 2
processors. Therefore to perform the above calculatioesaauld require 1.5 million processors. With the rapid exgiam
of parallel clusters (e.g. EPCC hpcx) the MH method shoul#enthe task of determining the quantum phase diagram a

realistic project at a much earlier time than that predicieove.



Chapter 7

Conclusion

In order to determine the location of a phase boundary betwege phases one must determine at which point in the phase
diagram the FED of the two phases is zero. The simplest apprisao tackle the problem via computational techniques
(Monte Carlo) whereby one determines the weights of maatestof one phase relative to those of the other. From this one
may then infer the ratio of the partition functions of the tplases.

The problem with this approach is that generally a simutatigtiated in a given phase will not visit the regions of
(absolute) configuration space associated with the oth@setsince the two phase will in general be separated by @nregi
of configuration space of intrinsically low probability. Asconsequence one will not be able to determine the weights of
macrostates of one phag#darive to those of the other phase. This is generally referred th@sverlap problem.

One way to circumvent this problem is to use the PM formalilfinii which one directly maps the configurations of
one phasento those of the other phase. By choosing an ’intelligent’ PM oray generate considerable overlap between
the two phases. In constructing the PM there are two issuéshvame must give consideration to. The first is the choice
of a reference configuratior’s and the second is the choice of coordinate systemsdr representation as we call it,
with which one parameterises the displacements of thegtestirom the reference configuration. Since the PM matdies t
coordinates<z = v, ), it is clear that the overlap is dependent upon kthndv. The simplest and most straightforward
choice of the representation is that in which the coordimate expressed in terms of the displacemertfthe particles from
the reference configuratian . We call the associated mapping the RSM. Another possitd&ehs one in which the one
parameterises the degrees of freedom in terms of fouriedouates of the system. This we call the FSM. For the FSM one
finds that, in the case of structurally ordered phases, teday problem vanishes as the harmonic limit is approacbes (
chaptelB), provided that the reference configurationslamean to be the ground state configuration (i.e. the latiies)s

Generally however the scope for refinement of the representa limited, and one finds that the overlap problem p&ssis
The second strategy that one naturally encounters is titheeftimator which one uses to determine the FED. The choice
of the optimal estimator depends on the way in which the regaf (effective) configuration space associated with the tw
phases overlaps. In the case where they overlap in the msinmen in figurdilll (a) the EP estimator (lJl2.26), in whiof on
performs a single simulation in phase A, yields an estimdtielvis free of systematic errors. In the case where theylaper

as shown in figurllll 1 (b) then one must use estimators whiclvia simulations in both phases. In this situation one may

169
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either choose to use a phase constrained estimator in whe&charforms two simulations, one in each phase, and in whieh t
non-negligible contributions come from the region of oser(Eq.IlB or EGIlRO where G is appropriately chosen), er on
may employ the PS estimator (EHlJll.47) in which the samplisiidution actually switches phases. However the validft
the estimates arising from these estimators presupposesfeom of overlap in the regions of (effective) configurat8pace
that the two phases explore. In the most general case, hovtiegee will not be any form of overlap and therefore, like th
choice of representation, the scope for refinement of thmatir will be limit.

The final part of the FED problem is that of tkempling strategy. In this case one refines the sampling distribution in
order toengineer overlap. Broadly there are three generic sampling strasethiat one may pursue. The first is the MUCA
strategy, whereby one introduces corrections to the Baltemweights appearing in the acceptance probabilities g0 as
force the simulation to explore regions of (effective) cguofation space outside those it would normally explorengishe
canonical probability distribution). The second is the Mtategy, whereby one simulates several systems indepgyndéyn
simulating a series of systems in such a way that they ovarldye regions of (effective) configuration space that thgyl@re
and which, taken together, connect the regions of configumaispace associated with one phase to those regionsatssbci
with the other phase, one is able to determine the FED. Tharadge of this method is that it is highly parallelisableeTh
final strategy is the FG method, whereby one performs noiililequm work on the system so as to force it from the regions
of (effective) configuration space associated with one phaghose of the other. By ensuring that one performs work in
a gradual[74], as opposed to abrupt, fashion, one may gnarbitrary overlap between the two methods. The overall
sampling strategy may also involve combinations of thesthaus (see sectidililh.5).

The key components in tackling the FED problem have been sarised in figurdilll.
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Figure 7.1: Overview of the strategies involved in estimating the FED
The figure above summarises the key components involvedtktirig the FED problem. Broadly speaking there are three
generic strategies that appear in tackling the overlaplpnobthe choice ofepresentation, the choice okstimator, and the
choice ofsampling strategy. Generally the scope for refinement of the representatidreatimator is limited, and therefore
in order to fully overcome the overlap problem one must retfigesampling strategy.
The horizontal arrows indicate the direction in which oneyrganeralise. That is the elementary (or zero equilibrafiGn
Eq. IlB) formulation may be generalised into the MH one (llll}). Likewise the MH formulation itself (by defining a
non-equilibrium process (see sectll.4.8) on the haniiltesH , andH 5 ) may be generalised so as to be incorporated
within the FG formulation, ECED1.




Appendix A

Proof of the fluctuation theorem

In this section we set out to prove the fluctuation theoremizencgpby Eq. 1. The original proof was given Wf[73]; we
rederive it for the sake of mathematical clarity. The prdwittis given here is the particular case of that giveliih [@3yhich
changes discontinuously from to , attimet;, ,to 3 attimet, etc forthea ! B process (and the reverse in the

B ! A process).

A.1 Proof of the fluctuation theorem

We start by deriving a result which is central to the wholegedure. Consider a simulation employing the Metropolis
algorithm in which the sequence of configuratiang; ,; s;::gis generated. Under the scheme of the metropolis algorithm
the probability of the system going fromto i, isgivenbyPs ( s ! i 1) (see EqIlllO), whem; ( ; ! 4, 1) satisfies

the condition of detailed balance (Eljlll.19):

Ps (w1 ! 4) (1)
where ( ;) is the underlying sampling distribution. Efll\.1 may be Basktended to the case of two non-consecutive

| s i
PS(:L- 1+1)_ (1+1) (Al)

configurations:
Z g1 g1
Ps(1! 4q) = [ Ps(s! 01 dyl
=1 =2
Z
g1 g1
( 5+
= [ Ps(s1! 3) )y d 4]
=1 (1) 5= 2
_ (a)
= Ps(a! 1) (A.2)
(1)
or:
Ps(1! o) _  (a) (A.3)
Ps(a! 1) (1) '
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We may now proceed to prove the fluctuation theorem. Supfpadet, z (Evgis (1)) denotes the probability of obtaining
a pathfvg given an initial configuration of (1) inthea ! B process. Then since the initial configuratioKi) is sampled

from the distribution ¢, it follows that the distribution of the paths is given by:

PS, 5 (Evg)= § @W@L)Pa, s (Evgi (1)) (A.4)
where:
Parg (Evgyv @) = Pstw@! v@)J ,) Psw@)! v@3)J ,)u
Pstvin 2)! v 13 . ,) (A.5)

whereps v (1) ! v @+ 1) ., ,) denotes the probability of the system making a transitiomfthe configuratior (i) to

v @+ 1), between times; andt., 1, under the sampling distribution _, ,. Similarly the pathtvgfortheB ! A processis

+

sampled from the distributiong , , where:

Pg, vy = g @ 1)Ps:a fvgiv 1)) (A.6)
and where:
Pgirafvgym 1) = Pstvn 1! vh 2)j ,,) Pstwh 2)! vin 3)j ,,)u
Psw@) ! v)i ,) (A7)
Since from EqlB:
PS (V(l) ! V(l+ l)j i+1) _ e E l+1(V(i+l1)) (A8)
Pstw@+ 1! v@®j ..) e B @)
it follows that:
PS, » Evg) Sway Yie B oaa@E)
Py, A (EvQg) 5 @ l))i=1 e B @)
7y e B 0@ X 2 _ _
= Zm@{pf E .,,v@@+1) E ., @
=1
Zs e B 00D
= Zmexpf E,,vo 1) E¢I)kb
xx2
+ E,.v@) E vk
i=2
75 X1
= Z—expf E .,.v@) E, vi) (A.9)
A

i=1
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or:
P;r B (ng) ZB
——————— = — expfW fvqg) A.10
PS, . (Evg) Za PIW 5 a (EVg)g ( )
Defining:
Z
PWgaja) Wsa Wga (Evg)P;, 5 (Evg) (A.11)

and similarly fore @ 5 3 £ ). It follows from Eq. Il that:

Z
PWga Ja) = Wga Wga (Evg))Py, 5 (Evg)
Z
Z
- Z_B er 9 @y, Wga (EVQ)PS, 4 (Ev)
A
Z
= 22d"sr p @Wpa i) (A.12)
A
or:
Z
P(WBAjAC):Z—BeWBAP Wesajg) (A.13)
A

It is important to note that in this derivation we relied on [lll. As a consequence it is essential that the equilibmatine
used to evolver @) tov 1+ 1)intheaA ! B process is the same as that used to equilibrate- 1)tov (i) inthe ! A
process. This is consistent with the interpretation ofghe A process as being a time-reversal of the B process, in

which the initial configurations are sampled from the disition S instead of .



Appendix B

Fourier Space Mapping with periodic

boundary conditions

This section primarily deals with the modification that mbostmade to the FSM (EQIlll14) in the case where systems with
periodic boundary conditions are employed, and is reletatite discussion of sectidilit.1.

Generally the employment of periodic boundary conditiongénjunction with a pairwise configurational energy) mean
that there will be three eigenvectors of the dynamical matriwhich will be of zero eigenvalue. These eigenvectors corre-
spond to translations of the system. Clearly the fact theyt ire of zero eigenvalue means that they cannot be incdegbra
into the framework of Elll9 and ElJlll 11. Supposehae?, ande® correspond to the null eigenvectors. In this case we

may express the displacements in terms of the fourier coatels most generally as follows:

X3 )’éN e
u= Vi at e + Vi p—_m (Bl)
m=1 m =4 k

whereat, a?, anda® are some arbitrary constants, which are associated witinahsformation (see EfjilR.5):

1 1

T = @'et;a?e?;a’e’;g—e;uyg—=0e>) (B.2)
k3 k3N

The ratio of the partition functions may then be written as:
Q 3N 1 RQ 3N o
S que Eow FoaPipof  Ludve Tl (B.3)
Rpa = — = C. —9=5 — RO B.
due Ea2 @ £ i:4pi__igf N, dvie Ea g

whereC .. arises from the centre of mass contributions. Since thesédhot contribute to the ratio of the partition functions

Rpa We set:

c. =1 (B.4)
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The redundancy of the translational degrees of freedom siah one may omit their consideration altogether in magppin
the configurations of one phase onto those the other. Thaeigansformatiorr (Eq. ) may be replaced by a 3N by

3N-3 column vector which is given by:

B ei;j+3
TH = q—.+3 (B.5)
k]
or
1 4.1 5 1 3N
T = (g=—e";9=—¢;u59——¢"") (B.6)
k4 kS k3N

The transformatiom now acts on the (3N-3) column vectewhere the componert is given byv, 3. The displacements

u are then given by:

u="T v (B.7)
or
u= Vi ?ﬁ (B8)
m =4

Likewise the inverse transformatian * [(3N-3 by 3N) transformation] may be written as:

q
[Iv 1 ]ij — ej;i+ 3 . ki+ 3 (Bg)
or
0 g__ 1
k4 4 T
B q _b ] C
B C
E k5 ES ]T
SRR % (B.10)
B
B .
¢ : A

It then follows that the transformaticsy , (Eq. Ill}), which maps the configurations of one phase omtsetif the other,

may be written as:

BA

9]
&
It
'g
w
<)
>
.
E

- Koo o (B.11)
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From Eq B we see that the FED may then be written adil} 3hk8amnow:

N
wo_ 11X
4Fga 2— (k—m)
m=14 A
and
4F2, = ! mRrg,
where
R
dve E3 &)
REAZ
dve Ea ®)

177

(B.12)

(B.13)

(B.14)

Eq. IR is simply obtained from E@lllB.3 by noting that in tleerhonic limite, ) = Ez ), So that the configurational

integrals in the numerator and denominator exactly cangahahis limit.

The transformatiorsy » in Eq. I, through the mapping in Efjill. 14, ensures thaeffeetive configurationr are

preserved in mapping the displacementsf one phase onto those of the otH235].



Appendix C

Perturbation theory for the Fourier Space

Mapping

A probability distribution may be completely characteddgy its cumulants (eqlll4). Therefore an alternative vaay t
investigate the dependence of the overlap on some genedmpter (like the temperature T) is to find the dependence of
the cumulants on this parameter. In this appendix we wiltBpally focus on the FSM, and we will find relations which
determine the way the various cumulant®of1 5 » j ¢) scale with temperature. The primary conclusions of thiticeaevill

be that in the limit ofr ! 0all the cumulants vanish. The discussion of this appendiglevant to sectiollll. 1.

C.1 Preliminary Mathematical Properties of Gaussian Integrals

Let us define the harmonic average of a macrovarigblg ):

R
davM (v)e 7
R

<M >4 (Cl)

dve z

where the limits of integration are implicitly assumed toftan 1 to 1 . Two results which we will frequently use in this

appendix and appendll D are the following:

R

vhe 7V g Yl
R T 12 i+ 05) (C.2)
e 7V dv 2
and
8
< 0 : ifanyoftheqg are odd
< Vv avd >p= . Y & (C.3)
e o2 otherwise

P .
whereq=  _ o and where c is some constant.
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For the sake of notational simplicity, we will, in the follawg section, denot& . () byM ¢ s whenv corresponds to fourier
coordinates of the system (defined by the relation in lll hént is given by Eq.JllR) anth . «) by M x5 when
working with the RSM ¢ = u).

C.2 Temperature scaling properties of !

In the case of crystalline solids a physical motivation &sxier the separation of the harmonic contributions to thatation
energy from the anharmonic ones. Let us start by first corgigléhe Taylor expansion of the excitation eneryy(Eq. )

in terms of the fourier coordinates

1 X X
E ) = EVT v+ M 13k ViV3 Vk + NijleiVijVl+ B
ijk ijkl
= Hoy+H,;+H,+ = (C.49)

whereH | denotes the summation of all the terms of order n and whefex corresponds to the harmonic contributions to
the excitation energy (see HiJll.14). The expectation of@awariable M with respect to the sampling distributiohmay

then be written as:

1
<M > = — QM ()e ®2tHstH ) (C.5)
zZ

where the partition functior® may be expanded in the following way:

z
zZ = dve ®
z
_ dve H 2+H +H, + 2]
Z 2
= dve "2 H, H4+7[H3]2+ 0 @)+ 0@")]
2
= Znll <H >n+ < HyF>n+0 ()] (C.6)

In Eq. ll® we have used the fact (see Il C.3) that the integfahtegrands whose overall order of the fourier coordinat

fvgis odd vanishes. The ( 2) terms in Ecqlll6 is what is left over on integrating the> @°) and 0 (°) terms. It then

follows that:
1—1[1+[<H> 2<(H)2>]+0(2)] (C.7)
7 Zn 4 h 2 3 h .
Since[ < H, >y 72 < H3)? >4 1 and since we are only interested in the leading order terniwitemperature

inEq. M as ! 1 ,we see that one may replatez appearing in the expectations of HIJlIC.5 witkz.,, in this limit.
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One may then rewrite EJl.5 as:

1
<M > . N dvM ()G w)e T2 (C.8)

h

where

2

—H,F H,+ 0@+ 0@" (C.9)

G =1 H. +
w) 3+ -

In order to analyse the cumulants®fiM 5 » j ) let us consider the particular case when= M g, , which we denote by

M ¢ 5. From Eqll we see that one may write:

Mps= [Hy+ H,+ ] (C.10)

where

The expectation of an arbitrary power of the overlap paranmatay then be written as:

<MPg> c <G) "(Hs+ Hzi+ )" >y (C.11)

In evaluating the expectation in EJlll11 one will obtain Heseof terms scaling in different ways with respect to the
temperature. Since we are examining the harmonic limit ( 0), we are only interested in the terms which are lowest order
in T (i.e. highest order in). These originate from the integrals with the lowest oudealen) order of v. This means that both

H; and H, need to be considered in evaluating the expectation olll, Gince, depending on whether n is even or not,
it might be either H5 or H, which couple to the lowest order terms®ftv) so as to yield the most slowly vanishing term.

Writing Eq. Il in full and retaining only the lowest orderms, one finds that:

<MPg>c¢ "< [HsP+ [HsP' Hg+ Hy(H3)"+ [HsP' Hy Hy >y (C.12)

so that:
<MPi> e "< [HsP> . Zifnis even (C.13)
<MZP.> . "< [HsP! Hy> o+ "< H,(Hs)> .  “Fifnisodd (C.14)

From these relations we see that the mean and the variante oférlap parameter scale in the following way:

]liq <Mpg> o/ ! (C.15)
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and

Im <MZ> ¢ <Mgpg>2/ * (C.16)
t1

It is clear from Ec i3 arllllL4 that will scale as< M 2, > -, since all other terms in the cumulants will either scale
with the same or higher power of T. Therefore we concludefiivathe FSM the cumulants & M ¢ 5 § ©) will scale in the

following way:
Iim !, 7 ifnis even (C.17)

m+1]

Im !, = ifnis odd (C.18)




Appendix D

Perturbation theory for the Real Space

Mapping

As in appendifllC, we examine the temperature dependence oférlap, as engineered by the RSM, through an investigatio
of the cumulants (EJqElllP4). We will derive exact expressfonthe mean and variancesrofM . j ©), followed by a general
argument to show thalt, tends to a constant non-zero value in the limittof 0. The material in this appendix is relevant

to the discussion of sectidilililb.2.

D.1 Low temperature limit of !

Letu collectively denote the displacements of the particleshzEge from the reference configuratian (which for the
systems employed here correspond to the lattice sites afyisealline solid, see secti@iilB.2), and suppose that denotes

the i-th component of the fourier coordinatesof phase . The RSM ensures that:

u.=u (D.1)

Using Eq b we see that this constraint imposes the foligwélation betweerr andv.:
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Il
=1
ln—'
)
2
=

V-1

(D.2)

I
W‘W
=11
o
2 -
—
m':'i
g
5

so that :

X X X ki (T i1
V.w. = s—a=—Fk =1kl €IV LV h (D.3)
i m m k" k™

From this we see that in the harmonic limit (where the exicita¢nergy is given by EJqElML4) . , which we write a1 s

to signify the fact that we as using the RSM, may be written as:

Mgs (v ) E.w.) E )]

= EVT W v (D.4)
where the matrix elements @f are given by:

X ki T
Wnom = p—_GI:ESf

P TS =Ll B | (D.5)

We will discard the subscript on the variabler since we will assume (for the rest of this section) that v .

Becausev is symmetric (i.e. Hermitian), we may diagonalise it. Tygdidiagonalization routines yield eigenvectors,
which, in the case of degenerate eigenvalues, may not begmtfal. In this case one may employ the Gram Schmidt or-
thogonalisation procedure to construct an orthonormahs®ingst these degenerate eigenvectors. Suppose thats the
eigenvalueg ;g and suppose that we write= N v whereN Tw N is diagonal. Sincel is an orthogonal transformation,

we see thatletN = 1andb® b = a' a. Then:

T NTH N)b)

b%) (D.6)

W' W w)

I
—_

and therefore
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<M RS >h = < VT W v >h
R, P T
T S
1X
- = . (D.7)
1
2 i
Alternatively, by directly appealing to EJil®.3 and lllilOt4s not hard to see that:
1X X kj 5T 1
<MRs>=§.<l§Ee~e]2 1) (D.8)
J

where we have used the factthaty L, ¥ r >1= om Tl (see Eqll2). From EQE.S8 it immediately follows the first

cumulant for the RSM may then be written as:
1 k; T
h=3 =35 ( gE =7 1) (D.9)

D.2 Low temperature limit of !,

In a similar manner, the low temperature limit of the variaoéM s may be calculated. Using the fact that:

' w)? = "NT#W N)b)
X
= (B (b.10)
i
we see that:
< (MRS)2>h = 2; wT W :v)2>h
1 P 2 LT
- 2_1 ( ;b )’e 7P Pdb
11 ez P'Pgp
X
= < $7)2 >y
X X
= 7 < Ipien+ 2 < i o>y
i i;3;16 3
B 1 X ) X
= S0 3i# i3] (D.11)
i i;3746 3
Therefore we conclude that:
<MZi>n <Mgs>2 = < @' # w)?P>, < @ #H w)>7
1X
= = : (D.12)
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Accordingly the second cumulant for the RSM may be written as

1

D.3 Temperature scaling of !

Even though in the preceding section we were able to cakethatexact limiting form of ; and!, asT ! 0, extending this
to the case of , becomes tedious. Instead we will follow the presentaticseictiorlll in order to derive the scaling relation
of !, for the general case. In calculating the temperature sgplioperties oft , we first note that for the RSM the harmonic

termsH , are not identical in the two phases. Therefore the pertimbapansion of1 ; s becomes (as compared with Eq.

)
Mgs [H, + Hy+ ] (D.14)
so that:
<MRgg >n "< GW)(Hy+ Ha+ um)" >4
2
- Rl H3+?E-I3]2 H,+ =) ( Hy+ Hy+ )’ >y (D.15)

It is immediately clear from ECElL5 that the temperaturaing properties of s will be governed by the leading order
term in eq 4, H,, so that:

<Mgg> - 0Q) (D.16)

From this we may infer that the cumulants will, for sufficigribw temperatures, be independent of the temperature:

Im !, 0@ (D.17)

Therefore in the harmonic limit the distribution mf . , for the RSM, assumes a stationary form which is not that ef th

limiting form associated with perfect overlap (HIllll3.1).



Appendix E

Determining Statistical Errors

In this section we discuss the blocking method, which is a teagietermine the error associated with an estimate of the
expectation of an arbitrary macrovariable Q (secllll 1.BMined from correlated data. We also illustrate the waylictv
this blocking method may be used to estimate the error in B2 Estimate. For more detailed information on the blocking

method we refer the reader (87137 23¢ 1 237].

E.1 Errors of averages

Suppose that we make a series of measurengen(is-1,...,t), sampled from a probability distribution of ave and variance
2. Suppose that it is also our desire to obtain an unbiasedastifor . This can be most simply obtained from the mean of

the data sefQ ;g:

A —

1X*
- Q3 (E.1)

i=1

In the case where successive measuremgn@re independent, one findi 1 277 238] that the distributid ~ tends to a
Normal Distribution with mean and variance ?=t. Thatisp (*) N ( ; 2=t). This is simply a consequence of the
central limit theorem. Therefore in the particular case rglthe measurements are independent, the “error” assdeidtte
the estimate of EJlll.1 is simply given bytp t, where~? is an unbiased estimator of the varianceofand is given by:

1 X

=— @i " (E-2)
£l

A2

In the case where the measurementsre correlated, EQll.1 still yields an unbiased estimatthfomean of the underlying
distribution of Q. However the associated error is now ngtrgiven byA=p +. One method for finding the associated error
is the so called blocking method. In this method, the set ¢di da ;g is sectioned into M blocks each containing m data

entries. That is block i corresponds to the 88t, ; 1)+1 iQn @ 1)+2 7:5%Qm @ 1)+ 9 Then for each block an estimate
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~» @ for the mean of the distribution of Q is made, and is given by:

1 X
"m D= —  Qmna1+s (E.3)
m

=1

From this we obtain a set of block estimates for the mean odligteibution:

Since:

“m (@) (E.4)

=1

it follows that the block estimates®,, (1)gwillthemselves be distributed with a mean given bgnd a variance given by? ,
say. The key observation is that for sufficiently large bkizks successive, (i) will independent. In this case the error of
the average of the block estimates is simply givempy . Since the estimator is precisely this average (see HIlIE .4) it
follows that, for the (sufficiently large m) regimes wheresessive block estimates are independent, the error irstmaate

~is given by~ ( ), where:

5 A2
VT v
mAIZn
= — (E.5)
and where®? is obtained from:
2. 17 " @ M? (E.6)
"oMo1 " '

In order to find the regime of blocksizes where successivek#gtimates become independent, a simple graphical puoeed
may be used to estimate the errorsiirSincem 2 is constant in the regime where thg (i) are independent (a result which
must hold true since? ( ) is independent of the blocksize), we see that we may deterthim blocksizes m for which the
~n (1) are independent simply by plotting a graphrof 2 versus m. As m increases the graph will eventually plategu of
indicating that the block estimates are indeed uncorreldieom Ec/llb we see that one may then use the value of treaplat

(P) to determine the error in the estimate~of

>
|Bt\>

errorin »

3
ERN)

3

(E.7)

a9 =

For a more mathematically rigorous treatment of the blogkirocedure we refer the reader5236].
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E.2 Errors in the free energy difference

Though one may estimate the FED by taking an appropriatectatien (Ec Jli6), the general expression for the FED wiill
involve the ratio of expectations (see for example Il 13, B, and EqIlD5) . In this case the average of the block
estimates ok 5 is not the same as the estimatergf, obtained from the whole data set. In this section we showtH&at
blocking method can also be used to estimate the errgin. As a specific example we use the PS estimator, in which the
ratio of the partition functions is estimated by determinihe (unbiased) ratio of the times spent in the two phasesKge
). For simplicity we consider the case where no weigteseployed.
Suppose that we make a series of measuremelitsl,....,t) of the “phase label” which can take on either of two values,
A or B say, during the course of PS simulation. Then the estinfar the probability of being in phase A is given by:
1xt
P =2) -  a (E.8)

i=1

and the estimator for the probability of being in phase B v&giby:

p( =B)=1 p( =Aa) (E.9)

It is clear from EqlllO thah Ry , (which is proportional to the FED) may then be estimated by:

~ ) Time in B
D = "
Timein A
=B
- pRL=B)
1 p( =B)
(E.10)
If p( = B)is deviated from its true valug( = B )by asmallamounty ( g =p( = B) << 1), thenitis easy to show,
using the approximatiom (1 + x)  x valid for small x, that the errord @ in " @ is given by:
0o pPC=B) 2 (E.11)

1 p( =B) p(=B)L p( =B))
Now let us consider dividing the data of t observations intdligicks, each containing m data points. We may then make a
block estimate ofnRg 3 :

Bn i =B)

Bn @ I , ) E.12
Y T ew = (E12)

where:

1 X
o G =B)= — e (E.13)

j=m 1 1)+ 1
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The question that we now want to ask is how the block estintatesi) in Eq. [l may be used to determine the error in the
estimate given in EJElllLO. We note that strictly the blogkinocedure will only yield the error of the arithmetic avgeaf

the block quantities. That is the blocking procedure witiraate the error for the quantity ?’, which is estimated by:

11X
4 Dn® (E.14)

i
whereD @ also represents an estimatorioR ; » , though it is not an unbiased estimator. We will now show galtavhich
is expected) that in the large t limit, the distinction beswg @) andD @ vanishes, so that we may estimate the error in Eq.
I simply by using EJill.6 and Ell=.7 in which () = D, @) and in which~ is replaced byS . To see this suppose

thaty, G; = B)fluctuates aboutthe true valgg = B ) by an amountg (i;m ):

Pn & =B)=p( =B)+ 5 (Lim) (E.15)

It is clear from Eqlll8 that for sufficiently large blocksize z (1;m ) will be normally distributed with mean 0 and variance

2m)say, s Gbm) N (©O; 2 (m)). Thenitfollows that:

5@ - o, = g (Lym)
, P =B)Q0 p(=B)
“ 1 X
= p®4 5 (Lm) (E.16)

Mp( =B)Q1 p( =B))

i

Using the fact that:

j s @Gm)j M g @) (E.17)

and using the fact that for sufficiently large blocksizes m:

1
Zm) — (E.18)
m
we see that:
Pa ) 1
$@ A = = E.19
P ? Mp(=B)L m(=B) 't (E.19)

so that the distinction between the two estimators vanifdresufficiently large t.



Appendix F

The overlap parameter and the Fermi

function estimator

In this appendix we bring out a relation that exists betwéerférmi function (FF) method and the overlap parametéEq.

). \We start off by noting that in the case of arbitrarytehing FG the overlap parameter may be generalised to:

Z . .
2P W. J)PW. 3S)
o = daw . , ,
PW.Jje)+PW. J%)
Z .
B 2P @ . 3°)
- P@W. j°)
It sw 39
? 2P @ . §°)
= aw . ——— =~ F1
1+ R. &~ (F1)
or
2
O”—<m>c (F.2)
so that:
1
<fWga Wm)>§:§Ov (F3)
and
1
<E( Wsn Wald> =20 (F.4)

It is immediately apparent (from EIJlF.2) that knowledgehef bverlapy translates to direct knowledge rf, , [IM]. The
point is that a-priori knowledge afy , (orw ) is not at hand so as to allow an estimatioroofia Eq. . Consider the

case where an equal number of independent samples areasbiai@ach phase, so that = ng . What the FF method does
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is to start off with an estimate &5 » , sayRs s = < (wherec is the estimate of EJEllBO), and use this to obtain separate

estimates of the overlap from simulations performed in one of the two phases:

GA = 2< f(WBA C)>;
1
= 2<—= 5. (F.5)
l+RBAeWBA A
and
Os = 2<f( Wsa C)> ¢
1
= 2< —— > ¢ F.6
1+ ﬁl el sa ® ()

Only if Ry a is an unbiased estimator far; » will the two estimates o, andO’g converge to the same value. Therefore
what Bennett's recursive prescription (Elijil.31 and llllAd®es is to vary ones estimate®f » (throughc) until the
estimates of the overlap, andoy have converged to the same value. At this point one can betlsatréhe estimat&y, »

reflects the true value &5 , since:

¢ <EWgpa &) >
<f( Wsa D>

»a

wao
Q
w

= Rga (F.7)



Appendix G

Multihamiltonian method as a limiting

form of the Fast Growth method

The MH method can be viewed as a limiting form of the FG metfidtk key insight is the observation that as the equilibration

time 4 tincreases:

4t!' 1 PMaF)! PMsaj ;) (G.1)

where we recall that ™ 5 » }:) denotes the probability distribution ®f ; , at timet;, when the configurational energy has
been incremented from , , toE , andafter the system has been equilibrated with for a time4 t. This stems from the
fact that if one perturbs the configurational energy flom, v @ 1))toE , v @ 1)), andthen equilibrates the system for
an infinite amount of time, to a configuratiend), then the ensemble of configuratiofis i)g will be Boltzmann distributed
with distribution © . In other words one finds that in the case of adiabatic eqatitnp$, , ¥ 1);v @);=v @ 1)]

assumes the simple form:

Py g W@i;vR);uvi 1)1/ e B @ (G.2)
i=1

This is exactly the sampling distribution of the MH methodg<£q.llll5). Therefore the MH method can be viewed (for
a given4 ) as a limiting case of the FG method in which the equilibmatime is infinite (i.e. adiabatic equilibration).
Figurelll. shows how the distributien@ . 3 ¢ ) (of the FG method) tends to the limiting form of the distribut of the
MH method as the equilibration time () is increased, and clearly illustrates further the corinadietween the MH and FG
methods that we have just described.

In regards to systematic errors, it follows that if one usesEP estimator, then the systematic errors associatedheith
MH method will be less than or equal to those of the FG methoeksadiabatic equilibration translates to minimum systema
errors. However in the case of the PS method this statemdonger holds if both methods have sufficient overlap so as to

ensure that the phase switches can take place. In this csenlethods have zero systematic errors since Hagy visit all
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— At=1.0
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Figure G.1: P @ 5 j 5) for the MH and the FG methods
For the MH methodi 5 , = M 5, . The figure compares the distributions obtained via the F&aouk as the equilibration
time 4 tis increased, with that of the MH method. We see that as isargaquilibration £ 1) is allowed between successive
work increments W 5 ,; (for the FG method, EJEllP3), the peaks and widths of theglitiby distribution reduce, tending
asymptotically to the form assumed by the MH method. The remobreplicas (n) was 10.
T = 1:0, RSM.

the important regions of (effective) configuration spacéchitontribute to the estimate af; 5 .

Apart from the issue of systematic errors, another diffeesnf the two methods is the way in which they are realised. In
the FG method one performs work on a single system as deddrilzectiorlllS. In the MH method, one makes use of the
form of Eq. IR, which allows one to realise the , distribution by performing independent simulationginallel. This is
a significant difference in that it allows considerable shgeof the task of evaluating the FED since one may paradi¢tie

process. This will become especially apparent in chdbtené&wwe apply the method to the study of quantum FEDs.



Appendix H

Details of the quantum simulations for the

Lennard-Jones potential

In this section we clarify the way the different parametéet £nter into the calculations of the hamiltonian of theypwric
systems for the PA (EJIl26) and the HOA (HlJll5.51). For diritplwe will work in the r representation. We recap that
for the case of distinguishable quantum particles the Pllt@kation involves the simulation of a system with a paotiti

function given by:

M 3N
Z = drpmdn, "% epf  H (Erg)g (H.1)
where:
2 My g
B (frg)= ol + o EO (H.2)
i=1 i=1

In the case of the Lennard-Jones configurational energyitiiendes are measured as units of Suppose that the super-
script~over a variable denotes the fact that it is expressed in wifits, so thatr = r= . Then we may conveniently

express all quantities in terms of these scaled variablapp&e thak ™’ denotes the k-th coordinate of a patrticle, so that

®®;x@;x®) = &;yv;2). If:

q
siy = & X3P+ (i y9)Pt (@ 25)? (H.3)

and ifE (si3) denotes the contribution to the overall configurationargynef the interaction between particle i and j, then it

follows that:

E (si) 4 [—)** )
Sij Sj_j
- 4w s
= G(S_Lj) (H4)
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whereG (si;) is a dimensionless number. If we denote bythe quantity = —, then it follows that in the case of the PA,
Eq. IR may be written as:

M

H (frg) = iy mf+ — G (H.5)

.2 D Mo
where:
1% @
GEil= 5 Glsg) (H.6)
kl
and wheres', denotes the distance between particles k and | in replica i.
Furthermore:

k) k)
E (si4 Xy X.
EEp - p e 2y
@x; Sij 515 Siy
= (—)’H (815 (H.7)

whereH (=-) is also a dimensionless function. Therefore if the HOA istuben it follows that:

oy by 3 &
H (frg) = 27 i1 =P+ M_HG Beil+ s H b)) (H.8)
whereH [e;]is given by:
X 1)
Hpil=  H(g D (H.9)

k1
In using these quantities in the simulation, one must appatgly modify these equations so as to take into accounfettte
that particles only interact with only the first nearest iéigur shell.



Appendix |

Interplay between kinetic and

configurational actions

It is well known in the Path Integral Monte Carlo literatuf3] that on the transition to a large number of replicas, the
kinetic actionsx dominates over the configurational actispn. Note however this doest mean that the configurational
action may be neglected on the transition to large numberplioas, sinces,, essentially determineghere in configuration
space the polymer resides in, wheresascontrols the magnitude of fluctuations between adjacetitespwithin this region

of configuration space.

In this appendix we provide a simple numerical illustratafrthis for the LJ systems employed in chaflier 6. Fidille 1.1
shows the dependenceofsy > <, and< sy > ¢, on the number of replicas P for a simulation at a fixed tempegat
For small number of replicas sx > s, Starts off assuming a lower value thans, > S As the number of replicas
increase botk s¢ > T, and< Sy > <, increase, until eventually; comes to dominate ovey, . Within this regime
Sk scales linearly with Rc sy, > @, on the other hand, had a positive gradient which decreadesnaseases, but never
quite reaches zero. As a results, > ¢, appearsto plateau off, though the plateau is only reachtgbim ! 1 limit.

The figure clearly illustrates the dominancesgf oversy in the large P limit.
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Figure I.1: Variation of < sy > « and < sy > «  fora (PA) simulation in which the temperature is fixed and
the number of replicas is varied

The temperature was fixed at = 0:4 and the number of replicas employed was varied between thes/af P=10 and
P=130.
D = 0:1816, 3= 1:092, Q-RSM.
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