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Analytical study of tunneling times in flat histogram Monte Carlo
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Abstract. — We present a model for the dynamics in energy space of rantiitical simulation methods
that lends itself to a rather complete analytic characition. The dynamics is completely determined by
the density of states. In theJ 2D spin glass the transitions between the ground state dekthe first
excited one control the long time dynamics. We are able toutatle the distribution of tunneling times
and relate it to the equilibration time of a starting proftigbdistribution. In this model, and possibly in
any model in which entering and exiting regions with low dgnsf states are the slowest processes in the
simulations, tunneling time can be much larger (by a facfop av )) than the equilibration time of the
probability distribution. We find that these features alstdtor the energy projection of single spin flip
dynamics.

The simulation of models with complicated energy landssapech as spin glasses or models of
protein folding, has always proved impractical for convemal canonical Monte Carlo methods [1].

In a Monte Carlo simulation of a system wf degree%of freedom, at fixed temperatoreenergy
fluctuations about a mean energyT ) are of orderky T c,- As a result, only states in a range
of energiest i E <E < HEi+ E with E kT N g, are accessible in the simulation.
In systems with complex energy landscapes, phase spacis inatiow energy range breaks up into
many regions, connected only by states requiring energyufitions E E; tunneling times
between these regions become too long to retain any hopémvareg the asymptotic distribution in
a reasonable simulation time.

To overcome this problem, one would like to broaden the gneagge of the states sampled in
a simulation, forsaking the canonical ensemble at a fixegp#zaiure. A variety of methods have
been proposed to implement this idea, such as entropic gagl], multicanonical Monte Carlo
[3, 4], simulated and parallel tempering [5-7], Wang-Lamndampling [8—10], broad histogram and
transition matrix methods [11-14]. In some cases, like itauttonical Monte Carlo and Wang-Landau
sampling, the aim is to sample all energy levels of the spattwith equal probability, producing
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flat histograms in energy space. While this allows overcgniange energy barriers in systems with
rugged energy landscapes, critical slowing down can remaioblem [14, 15].

Given the practical impossibility of measuring equiliboat time of an initial distribution, the
performance of these methods is generally assessed by nimegtbie so called tunneling time [15-17],
the time required to cross the entire energy spectrum, fn@urgl states, to states with the energy of
maximum density of states, and back, or from ground statatiegaound states, states of maximum
energy.

In this letter we focus on the dynamics of this random walkriergy space. We propose a modi-
fication of the directed network of non-zero transition @bitities which underlies the Markov chain
of a Monte Carlo simulation, which, while retaining the loimge behaviour of the energy projection
of conventional simulations, lends itself to a very complahalytic description. Our three most im-
portant results concern the J 2D spin glass: (a) the transitions between ground staté dekfirst
excited one completely control the long time dynamics ofidations in this model; (b) the equilibra-
tion time of a simulation can be considerably shorter thaiméling time; (c) these conclusions also
hold for the case of conventional single spin flip (SSF) dyieam

To calculate thermodynamic averages in any system, we nelgdspecify the set of points of
phase space and the corresponding probabilities. To dubk/prioblem using Monte Carlo, we impose
on this structure a directed network of non-zero transitaies which defines the Markov chain used
to generate the asymptotic distribution. The traditiondaFSonnects each point of phase space to
N first neighbours. The SSF algorithm is, usually, local inrggei.e., energy differences between
connected phase space points bein@af), independent of system size. It has been claimed that
differences in the scaling behaviour of theJ 2D spin glass model and a fully frustrated model, both
with extensive ground-state entropy, reside in the regiris imposed by the network defined by SSF
dynamics. Still, the scaling laws of relevant time scalebsystem size found with our dynamics [16]
are also similar to those obtained with SSF dynamics [15].

The simplest choice that circumvents the problem of localima is to construct a Markov chain
that connects each point of phase space to all the remaimiimgspthat have the same or adjacent
energies. In this way, we preserve the locality in energgsd the standard SSF network and avoid
the need for long paths to connect states that are adjacenengy.

The procedure in best explained in reference to a specifiehié the J 2D Ising spin glass.
The corresponding energy levels;, and degeneracies, E ;), can be calculated exactly using the
program of Saul and Kardar [18]. Non-zero transition ratamect states with energy; to all states
with energyE ; orE; ;. The simplest choice of transition rates is to propose thad §itate uniformly
from the set of allowed states, and accept the proposedvaithta probability which ensures that the
asymptotic probability of each state equatsl € ). Whereas in a SSF simulation most transition
probabilities to states of the same or nearby energy are irecnir model they are all non zero, with
values adjusted to ensure the same equilibrium distribufitnis procedure is akin to an averaging of
transition rates. While this could lead to significant chesip the dynamics, we nevertheless find that
the most relevant features of the long time SSF dynamicsenggrspace still hold in our model. The
advantage of the current model is that the projection of thiticanonical Markov chain in energy
space remains a Markov process, allowing us the use of a ae@dftic tools to study the dynamics.

We denote by (t) the probability of being in a state N ; is the degeneracy of energy lew]
andM ; N; ;+ N;+ N3 1isthe number of states accessible in a direct transitiom faay
state of energ¥ ; (the choice of tentative final states excludes the currate)st In equilibrium, the
flat energy histogram condition requires, for a statd energye ;,
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For reasons of efficiency, we exclude the negative temperadgion: for energies greater thag ,
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the energy at the maximum of density of states, we replage) by N €, ) in eq.ll. The transition
rate from a state to an accessible state! |, satisfies detailed balance, with the equilibrium distri-
bution given in edlll; as usual, it is written as a product ofappsal probability, which we take to be
uniform among all possible final states, and an acceptartice deetermined by the detailed balance
condition:

! o R ENED @
M E ) M E N E)
In the master equation, the transition probabilities do not change if we vary (or ) within the

same energy level. Th'@ makes it possible to write the fahogumaster equation for the probability of
having energy. ;, P; = P & &,

Pi+ 1) = Pu1®+ 1 1Pi 1 (D)
+ >((1 i i 1)Pi@® (3
= 3P4 © 4)
J
with

N; ) N ;. i-
i= m n l;ﬁ . (5)
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This equation defines the projection of the original Marktnaia onto to the energy variable; the
random walk in energy space remains a Markov chain with iiansprobabilities defined by the
density of states of the original spin model. This is,of @ayran important simplification afforded
by our choice of transition rates. With the exception of sglemodels, like the infinite range Ising
model [19], the projection of conventional dynamics in gyespace is non-markovian and memory
effects can have a significant impact on the dynamics [14 N&Jertheless, in the model under study,
we find below that important aspects of the long-term SSF ahjosare preserved.
Assume the system starts from an energy lexaitimet = 0:

Pi(O) = ir

and letQ ; () now refer to the probability of having energy at timet, given that the system has never
visited energy levek (s > r). Q; &) satisfies the master equation in . 3 for s, with the same
initial condition asp; (t), namelyQ ; (0) = .., and an additional conditiop s (t) = 0 replacing eqli3
for i= s. The probability of first passage inbecomes

Her ()= s 1Q¢ l(): (6)

The master equation can be solved using a normal mode eppansit) = 7 a £f; . Thedi-
mension of the transition matrix in energy spacescales linearly with system size, not exponentially
as in the case of the transition matrix of the Markov procegshase space. The diagonalization of

, becomes a manageable problem allowing the cglculatiolrreoéigenvalues, , the left and right
eigenvectorsg, andf, , and the coefficients = g.= g, f, . Itis also possible, of course, to di-
agonalize the transition matrix for the actual probabiiitstributionp ; t) using the same formalism,
and access the decay time of the various eigenmodes of themagsation. The largest finite one (the
equilibrium distributionp ., does not decay) is the equilibration timeraf(t), .

The distribution of tunneling time measured in our simwas can be written in the form

X
H ()= Hon ( NHmo (9 (7)
=0
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Figure 1 — Comparison between exact result given by mastetieq approach and the Monte Carlo results for
two spin glass samples with= 6 andL = 12.

wherek , is the energy level corresponding to the maximunNofe ). In Fig.ll we superpose a
distribution measured in a Monte Carlo simulation with thtes given by edll 2 with a calculated one
for two spin glass samples of linear dimensibr= 6; 12; the simulation reproduces the calculated
distribution very accurately.

The distribution of tunneling time between any two energiels decays exponentially with a
time constant given by, .x = 1=log(n ax), Where ., < 1is the largest eigenvalue of the
corresponding (eq®). For a given spin glass sample, we denote,l@nd 4 the longest decay time
fortunnelinge, ! E, ande, ! E,respectivelyd ( ) (eq.l) will decay exponentially with the
largest of , and 4 for the given sample. The power law decay seen in [15] appedyswhen we
aggregate tunneling times from different realizationdeftandom interactions J. If the distribution
of the largest decay time, in the ensemble of spin glass ssyiphs a power law tail, ( 1 ax)
for nax ! 1 ,weobtaing () dx &)e * £ ast! 1.

This asymptotic behaviour is directly related to featurethe density of states of the J spin
glass. The inverse transition rate from the ground state tevthe first excited level is given by (eq.

m ax

1

N1+ N,
0= 0 =1 _

Ny

It was noted in [15] thatt ;=N , has a Fréchet probability distribution function, in an enbke of
spin glass samples; a similar result occurs fo(Fig.Hl). This fact completely controls the long time
dynamics of the Monte Carlo simulations.

In Fig.l we plot .., the equilibration time, and, and 4, the decay time constants for tunneling
fromE,toE, andfromE, tOE,, against . In the samples with largeg, we observe the following
relations:

eq 0 (8)
u 0°: 9)

Note that 4 can be two orders of magnitude larger thantunneling frome , to E , is much slower
than fromg, to E,, :In fact, as can be seen in the inset of Hlj. 3 (b), the followiglgtion holds
asymptotically:

a Npu (10)
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Figure 2 — Comparison between the histogram ofrom 10000 uniformly generated samples off 2D spin
glass withL, = 10 and the maximum likelihood fit to a Frechet distribution ftioo obtained from the original

data.

whereNn, O () is the number of energy levels betweenandk , (recall that in our simulation
the energy histogram is limited to this energy range). Theselts are quite simple consequences of
the existence of a bottleneck in the dynamics due to tramsitbetweem , andk ; (large o).

The equation fop is (for long time we replace; (c+ 1) P; ) by dP;=dt)

dPo® _
dt

We denote the tunneling time scale betw@enandk, by ; ; for samples with very large,, we
assume ;. Fort 1, we will have fori6 0

0o Po® PL@): (11)

1 Py Np
P; = Pey @ P
(t) N. 1 N, 1 g ( o (©)

wherep., = 1=\, is the equilibrium distribution. Replacing in €l 11 we abta time constant for
the decay ob, (t)  B.q given by

Ny 1.
eq — 0 .

N, 1 0

To calculate the distribution of tunneling time fram toE, , H ( ), we use the initial condition
P;(®) = 1. DefiningP;t) = Qi) + Ri(), whereQ ; (t)_is the probability of having enerdgy ;

at timet given that the system has net reactied, Q ) = Tjo ' Q; () is the probability that the
tunneling time is greater thano ) = tl d H (). Fort 1 we have

Po (® Qo (©)

P; @ R; () fori€ 0

This expresses the fact that the system either has emeyggnd has not tunneled, or has left the
ground state and has almost certainly tunnelegi o Therefore

o ® do. dP
dt dt dt
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Figure 3 — (a) Correlation between equilibration timg and , for lattice sizeL. = 6 to 20. The dashed line
shows the asymptotic behaviour whetg = . (b) Correlation between both, and , with . The dashed
line shows the asymptotic behaviour where= . (c) Correlation between,=N,, and ,. The dashed line
shows the asymptotic behaviour whegeN , = .

Figure 4 — Correlation between=N, and , obtained from Monte Carlo simulations of thes 2D spin glass

with SSF dynamics. The dashed line shows the asymptotio/lmhavhere =N, = .

The decay time o ) (andH @©)is 0-
The asymmetry of 3 and shoup by now be obvious. For tunneling fray to £, the initial

conditionisP; 0) = i andQ )= ., Q). Fortimes much larger than we expect, now,
Q®
s (E : foris o
Qi N, 1 i
SincedQ ()=dt= 0Q1 @© (Q @ only changes due to transitions betweenandk ), we obtain
dQ () 0
ot N. 1Q 1 (®)
ie.

a= Ny 1)y  Npy:

In simple language, these results can be understood asvéolldunneling frome, to E,, is
controlled by the process of exiting the ground state lei:system cannot have tunneled if it is still
in a ground state. On the other hand, a system can only emtgrdiund state level if it is in energy
level E ,; therefore the tunneling rate from, to E, has an extra fact@., = 1=N corresponding
to the probability of having energy; .

These results provide a very clear explanation of the caticel between tunneling time and
N ;=N found in [15]. The controlling time scale;, = 1+ ®N; + N,)=N, is clearly related to
the ratioN ;=N . This difference in time scaleg and 4 should be present in other models; namely,
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those in which the slowest processes in the simulationdvevgetting across steep entropy changes.
The 2D J spin glass is an extreme case of this behavior, the dynaraing lbontrolled by the tran-
sition between the two lowest energy levels. One could at$kgfresult is an artifact of our simplified
dynamics. In fact, we verified the same behavior with SSF dyos Figlll shows the same type of
plot as in FigB with averaged tunneling time (averagesrtatithin a sample) in SSF dynamics: for
long times the relation of edlLO is still verified. Noticettitize equilibration time scale of a proba-
bility distribution, .4, may be much smaller than tunneling time scale, which, asllysmeasured, is
dominated by 4. This can lead to a very pessimistic estimate of the timeiredto reach equilibrium.

In summary, modelling the dynamics of a multicanonical datian in a sort of mean-field way,
by averaging transition rates to states of the same or nesudrygies, we were able to define a Markov
process in the energy variable, reducing the dimensioneoMhrkov matrix to a manageable size.
Nevertheless, this procedure preserves the main featfitkes mng time dynamics of a conventional
simulation. A very complete and physically transparencdption of the more salient features of
the dynamics of multicanonical simulations becomes ptessib particular, we clarified the relation
between equilibration and tunneling time, and the diffeesibetween tunnelingvay from regions of
low density of states from tunnelingto such regions.
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