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W e analyse the e�ciency of severalsim ulation m ethods which we have recently proposed for

calculating rate constantsforrare eventsin stochastic dynam icalsystem s,in oroutofequilibrium .

W e derive analyticalexpressions for the com putationalcost ofusing these m ethods,and for the

statisticalerror in the �nalestim ate ofthe rate constant,for a given com putationalcost. These

expressionscan beused todeterm inewhich m ethod touseforagiven problem ,tooptim izethechoice

ofparam eters,and to evaluate the signi�cance ofthe results obtained. W e apply the expressions

to the two-dim ensionalnon-equilibrium rare eventproblem proposed by M aierand Stein. Forthis

problem ,ouranalysisgivesaccuratequantitativepredictionsforthecom putationale�ciency ofthe

three m ethods.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Rareeventsareprocesseswhich happen rapidly,yetin-

frequently. Specialized techniques are required in order

to study these events using com puter sim ulation. This

is because, in \brute force" sim ulations, the vast m a-

jority ofthe com putationale�ort is used in sim ulating

theuninterestingwaitingperiodsbetween events,sothat

observing enough events for reliable statisticalanalysis

is generally im possible. The quantities ofinterest from

the sim ulation pointofview are generally the rate con-

stantfortheraretransitionsbetween theinitialand �nal

statesandthepropertiesoftheTransitionPathEnsem ble

(TPE)-the (correctly weighted)collection oftransition

trajectories.W hen com puting thesequantities,itisvery

im portantto know the statisticalerrorin the calculated

value,and thelikely costofthecom putation.In thispa-

per,we derive approxim ate expressions for these quan-

tities,forthree rareeventsim ulation m ethodswhich we

proposed in a recentpublication [1]. These expressions

turn outto be surprisingly accurateforsim ulationsofa

m odelrareeventproblem .O urresultsallow usto quan-

tify the com putationale�ciency ofthe threem ethods.

The three \FFS-type" sim ulation m ethods allow the

com putation ofboth therateconstantand thetransition

paths for rare events in equilibrium or non-equilibrium

steady-state system s with stochastic dynam ics. In all

threem ethods,a seriesofinterfacesarede�ned between

theinitialand �nalstates.Therateconstantisgiven by

the ux oftrajectories crossing the �rst interface,m ul-

tiplied by the probability that these trajectories subse-

quently reach B.The latter probability is com puted by

carryingoutaseriesof\trial"runsbetween successivein-

terfaces;this procedure also generates transition paths,

which are chainsofconnected successfultrialruns.The

m ethodsdi�erin theway thetrialrunsare�red and the

transition pathsaregenerated.In the\forward ux sam -

pling" (FFS)m ethod,a collection ofpointsisgenerated

�
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atthe�rstinterfaceand trialrunsareused to propagate

this collection ofpoints to subsequent interfaces -thus

generating m any transition pathssim ultaneously.In the

branched growth (BG ) m ethod,a single point is gener-

ated atthe�rstinterfaceand isused asthestartingpoint

for m ultiple trialruns to the next interface. Each suc-

cessfultrialgeneratesa starting pointform ultiple trials

to the following interface,so thata \branching tree" of

transition paths is generated. In the Rosenbluth (RB)

m ethod,a single starting pointischosen atthe �rstin-

terface,m ultiple trialrunsare carried out,butonly one

successfultrialisused to propagatethepath to thenext

interface -thus unbranched transition paths are gener-

ated. In this m ethod,a re-weighting step is needed to

ensurecorrectly weighted transition paths.

A range of sim ulation techniques for rare events in

soft condensed m atter system s are currently available.

In Bennett-Chandler-type m ethods,the rate constantis

obtained via a com putation ofa free energy barrier[2].

In Transition Path Sam pling (TPS) [3],transition tra-

jectories(paths)aregenerated by shooting forwardsand

backwardsin tim e from already existing paths,and are

then sam pled using a M onte Carlo procedure. The rate

constantisobtained via the com putation ofa tim e cor-

relation function. Bennett-Chandler-type m ethods and

TPS aresuitableforsystem swith stochasticordeterm in-

isticdynam ics,butthey requireknowledgeofthesteady

state phase space density,which m eansthatthe system

m ustbein equilibrium .W hiletheFFS-typem ethodsare

only suitableforsystem swith stochasticdynam ics,they

do notrequirethe phasespace density to be known and

can therefore be used for non-equilibrium steady states

not satisfying detailed balance. To our knowledge,the

onlyotherpath sam plingm ethod thatissuitablefornon-

equilibrium system sisthatproposed recently by Crooks

and Chandler[4],which adoptsa \TPS"-typem ethodol-

ogy,generating new stochastic paths from old pathsby

changing the random num berhistory.

The origin ofthe e�ciency ofthe FFS-type m ethods

isthatthey use a seriesofinterfacesin phase space be-

tween the initialand �nalstates to divide up the tran-

sition paths into a series ofconnected \partialpaths".

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0602269v1
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These partialpathsaregenerated in a ratchet-likem an-

ner -i.e. once a particular interface has been reached,

the system con�guration is stored and is used to initi-

ate trialruns to the next interface. M any other rare

event techniques also use a series ofinterfaces in phase

space. In Transition Interface Sam pling (TIS) [5]and

PartialPath Transition InterfaceSam pling (PPTIS)[6],

interfacesare used to facilitate the generation oftransi-

tion pathsby a TPS-like procedure. In M ilestoning [7],

trajectoriesaregenerated between interfacesassum ing a

steady-state distribution at each interface,while string

m ethods[8,9]usea seriesofplanesin phasespaceto al-

low a trajectory connecting theinitialand �nalstatesto

relax to the m inim um free energy path.The advantages

oftheFFS-type m ethodsoverothertransition path and

rate constant calculation m ethods are that no assum p-

tionsarem adeabout\lossofm em ory"duringthetransi-

tion,noa prioriknowledgeisrequired ofthesteady state

phasespacedensity,and therateconstantisobtained in

a sim ple and straightforward way.W e have recently be-

com e aware that the BG m ethod bears resem blance to

the RESTART m ethod,used forsim ulating telecom m u-

nications networks[10,11,12](this approach wasorig-

inally introduced by Bayes[13]). The e�ciency ofthat

m ethod hasalso been analysed [11]. A related m ethod,

known as W eighted Ensem ble Brownian Dynam ics,has

been applied to protein association reactions[14].

The key aim ofa rare event sim ulation technique is

to calculate the rate constant,or in som e cases,obtain

the TPE,with enhanced e�ciency,com pared to brute

force sim ulations.However,quantifying the e�ciency of

aparticularsim ulation m ethod isoften di�cult.O uraim

in thispaperisto derivesim plebutaccurateexpressions

forthecom putationalcostand statisticalaccuracy ofthe

three FFS-type m ethods. W e de�ne the \e�ciency" of

the m ethodsto be the inverseofthe productofthe cost

and the variancein the calculated rate constant;ourre-

sultsthen allow usto analysethee�ciency ofthem eth-

odsin a system aticway.From a practicalpointofview,

we expect the expressions derived here to be ofuse to

thosecarryingoutsim ulationsin twoways.Firstly,when

faced with a rareeventproblem ,oneoften hasa lim ited

am ountofcom putertim eavailable,and speci�crequire-

m ents as to the desired accuracy ofthe calculated rate

constant. Analyticalexpressionsforthe costand statis-

ticalaccuracy would allow oneto estim ate,beforebegin-

ningthecalculation,whetherthedesired accuracycan be

obtained within theavailabletim e,and thusto m akean

inform ed decision astowhich,ifany,m ethod touse.Sec-

ondly,after com pleting a rate constantcalculation,one

needsto obtain errorbarson theresulting value-thisis

especially im portantforrare events,where both experi-

m entaland sim ulation resultscan be highly inaccurate.

In general,error estim ation requires the calculation to

be repeated severaltim es,which iscom putationally ex-

pensive.However,ifanalyticalexpressionswereavailable

forthe statisticalaccuracy,in term sofquantitieswhich

were already m easured during the rate constant calcu-

lation,one could obtain the errorbarson the predicted

rateconstant,towithin reasonableaccuracy,withoutthe

need for lengthy additionalcalculations. In this paper,

wederivesuch analyticalexpressions.

Approxim ate expressions are derived for the cost,in

sim ulation steps,and for the variance in the calculated

rate constant,forthe three FFS-type m ethods. W e ini-

tially treatthesim plecasewherealltrials�red from one

interface have equalprobability ofsucceeding. W e then

m ove on to the m ore realistic case where the probabil-

ity ofreachingthenextinterfacedependson theidentity

of the starting point. To this end, we include in our

calculations the \landscape variance" -the variance in

theprobability ofreaching thenextinterface,dueto the

characteristic \landscape" for this particular rare event

problem . O ur expressions are functions ofuser-de�ned

param eters,such asthenum beroftrialrunsperpointat

a particularinterface,aswellasparam eterscharacteriz-

ing therareeventproblem itself,such astheprobability

thata trialrun succeedsin reaching the nextinterface.

W e analyse the e�ciency ofthe three m ethods as a

function of the param eters, for a \generalized" m odel

system . W e �nd that the optim um e�ciency is sim ilar

forallthreem ethods,butthatthee�ectsofchangingthe

param etervaluesareverydi�erentforthethreem ethods.

In particular,the BG m ethod perform swellonly within

a narrow range ofparam etervalues,while the FFS and

RB m ethods are m ore robustto changesin the param -

eters. The RB m ethod hasconsistently lowere�ciency,

dueto itsrequirem entforan acceptance/rejection step -

however,RB m aybem oresuitableforapplicationswhere

analysisoftransition pathsaswellasratesisneeded,or

wherestorageofcon�gurationsisvery expensive.

To test the accuracy of our predictions in the con-

text of a realsim ulation problem , we then apply the

three FFS-type m ethods to the two-dim ensional non-

equilibrium rare event problem proposed by M aier and

Stein [15,16,17]. W e m easure the com putationalcost

ofthem ethodsand thevariancein the �nalvalueofthe

rateconstant,and wecom parethesetothecostand vari-

ance predicted by the expressions derived earlier. W e

�nd that the expressions give rem arkably good predic-

tions,both forthe costand the variance. Thissuggests

thattheexpressionscan,indeed,beused togiveaccurate

and easy-to-calculate errorestim atesforrealsim ulation

problem s.

In Section II,we briey describe the three FFS-type

m ethods.Expressionsforthecom putationalcostand for

the statisticalerror in the calculated rate constant are

derived in Section III. In Section IV,these expressions

are shown to be accurate for the two-dim ensionalnon-

equilibrium rare event problem proposed by M aier and

Stein.Finally,wediscussourconclusionsin Section V.
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II. B A C K G R O U N D :FFS-T Y P E M ET H O D S

TheFFS-typem ethodsusethe\e�ectivepositiveux"

expression for the rate constant, which was rigorously

derived by Van Erp et al[5,6, 18,19,20]. The rare

eventconsistsofatransitionbetweentworegionsofphase

spaceA(x)and B (x),wherex denotesthecoordinatesof

thephasespace.Thetransition occursm uch fasterthan

theaveragewaiting tim ein theA state.W eassum ethat

a param eter �(x) can be de�ned,such that � < � A in

A and � > �B in B . A series ofvalues of�,�0 :::�n,

are chosen such that�0 � �A ,�n � �B and �i < �i�1 .

These m ust constitute a series ofnon-intersecting sur-

facesin phasespace,such thatany transition path lead-

ing from A to B passes through each surface in turn.

Thisisillustrated in Figure1.

λλλλ 1 2

BA

0 3

FIG .1: Schem atic illustration ofthe de�nition ofregions A

and B and the interfaces �0 :::�n (Here, n = 3). Three

transition pathsare shown.

The rateconstantkA B can be expressed as[20]

kA B =
�A ;n

hA
=
�A ;0

hA
P (�nj�0): (1)

In Eq. (1),hA is a history-dependentfunction describ-

ing whether the system was m ore recently in A or B :

hA = 1 ifthe system wasm ore recently in A than in B ,

and hA = 0 otherwise[5,18,20].Theover-bardenotesa

tim eaverage.�A ;j istheux oftrajectorieswith hA = 1

that cross �j for the �rst tim e -i.e. those trajectories

thatcross�j,having been in A m ore recently than any

previouscrossingsof�j.P (�jj�i)istheprobability that

a trajectory that com es from A and crosses �i for the

�rsttim e willsubsequently reach �j before returning to

A:thusP (�nj�0)istheprobabilitythatatrajectorythat

leavesA and crosses�0 willsubsequently reach B before

returning to A. Eq.(1) states that the ux oftrajecto-

riesfrom A to B can be expressed asthe ux leaving A

and crossing �0,m ultiplied by the probability that one

ofthesetrajectorieswillsubsequently arriveatB rather

that returning to A. P (�nj�0) can be expressed as the

product ofthe probabilities ofreaching each successive

interfacefrom the previousone,withoutreturning to A:

P (�nj�0)=

n�1Y

i= 0

P (�i+ 1j�i) (2)

For sim plicity of notation, in what follows, we de�ne

PB � P (�nj�0), pi � P (�i+ 1j�i), qi � 1 � pi and

� � � A ;0=hA . W e also use the superscript \e" to in-

dicatean estim ated value ofa particularquantity.

Previously,we described in detailthree di�erent ap-

proaches-the\forward ux sam pling"(FFS),\branched

growth" (BG )and \Rosenbluth" (RB)m ethods-to cal-

culating kA B ,based on expressions (1) and (2) [1,21].

Forcom pleteness,webriey repeatthedescription here.

A . Forw ard  ux sam pling

In FFS,theux � ism easured using a freesim ulation

in the basin ofattraction ofregion A.W hen the system

leavesA and crosses�0 for the �rsttim e (since leaving

A),itsphasespacecoordinatesarestored and therun is

continued.In thisway,a collection ofN 0 pointsat�0 is

generated,afterwhich the sim ulation run isterm inated.

The probabilities pi are then estim ated using a trial

run procedure.Beginningwith thecollection ofpointsat

�0,a largenum berM 0 oftrialsarecarried out.Foreach

trial,a point is selected at random from the collection

at �0. This point is used to initiate a sim ulation run,

which is continued untilthe system either crosses the

next interface �1,or re-enters A. If�1 is reached,the

�nalpointoftherun isstored in a new collection.After

M 0 trials, p0 is given by N
(0)
s =M 0, where N

(0)
s is the

num ber oftrials which reached �1. The probability p1

isthen estim ated in thesam eway:thenew collection of

points at �1 is used to initiate M 1 trialruns to �2 (or

back to A),generating a new collection ofpointsat�2,

and so on. Finally,the rate constant is obtained using

Eqs(1)and (2).

FFS generatestransition pathsaccording to theircor-

rectweightsin theTPE [1,21].In orderto analysethese

transition paths,one begins with the collection oftrial

runswhich arrive at�B from �n�1 and tracesback the

sequence ofconnected partialpaths which link them to

region A. The resulting transition paths are branched

-i.e. a single point at �0 can be the starting point of

m ultiple transition paths.

B . T he branched grow th m ethod

In the BG m ethod,which wasinspired by techniques

for polym er sam pling [2, 22, 23], branched transition

paths are generated one by one,ratherthan sim ultane-

ously,asin FFS.Thegeneration ofeach path beginswith

a single pointat�0,obtained using a sim ulation in the

basin ofattraction ofA,as in the FFS m ethod. This

pointisused to initiate k0 trialruns,which are contin-

ued untilthey either reach �1,orreturn to A. Each of

theN
(0)
s end pointsat�1 becom esa starting pointfork1

trialrunsto �2 orback to A.Each oftheN
(1)
s successful

trialrunsto�2 initiatesk2 trialsto�3,and soon until�n
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isreached.An estim ateP e
B ofPB isobtained asthetotal

num berofbranchesthateventually reach �n,divided by

thetotalpossiblenum ber:P e
B = N

(n�1)
s =

Q n�1

i= 0
ki.If,at

any interface,no trialsweresuccessful,P e
B = 0.To gen-

eratethe nextbranching path,weobtain a new starting

pointat�0 from thesim ulation in thebasin ofattraction

ofA.Afterm any branching pathshave been generated,

an average istaken overthe P e
B valuesofallthe paths.

The ux � is m eanwhile obtained from the sim ulation

run in region A. The branched transition paths that

are generated in the BG m ethod are correctly weighted

m em bersofthe TPE [1]. W e note thatthe BG m ethod

bearsresem blanceto m ethodsdeveloped fortelecom m u-

nication networks[10,11,12]and to a m ethod used for

protein association [14].

C . T he R osenbluth m ethod

The RB path sam pling m ethod is related to the

Rosenbluth schem e forsam pling polym ercon�gurations

[2,24,25].The RB m ethod generatesunbranched tran-

sition paths, one at a tim e. An initialpoint at �0 is

obtained using a sim ulation in theA basin,which iscon-

tinued untilthe trajectory crosses�0 for the �rst tim e,

as in the FFS and BG m ethods. This point is used to

initiate k0 trials,which are continued untilthey either

reach �1 orreturn to A.IfN
(0)
s > 0 ofthesetrialsreach

�1,onesuccessfultrialisselected atrandom and itsend

pointat�1 isused to initiate k1 trialsto �2 orback to

A.O nceagain a successfultrialischosen atrandom and

the processisrepeated untileitherno trialsare success-

fulor �n is reached. The generation ofthe next path

then beginswith a new pointat�0,obtained using the

sim ulation run in the A basin.

The Rosenbluth m ethod as outlined above does not,

however, generate paths according to their correct

weightsin theTPE:forcorrectsam pling,pathsm ustbe

re-weighted by a \Rosenbluth factor". The Rosenbluth

factorfora partialpath up to interfaceiisgiven by:

W i =

i�1Y

j= 0

N
(j)
s (3)

Note that the re-weighting factor W i depends on the

num ber ofsuccessfultrials obtained at allthe previous

interfaces,while generating the path up to �i. The cor-

rectre-weightingcan beachieved usingaM etropolis-type

acceptance/rejection schem e[2],in which a newly gener-

ated path iseitheraccepted orrejected based on a com -

parison ofitsRosenbluth factorwith thatofa previously

generated path. Ensem ble averages ofany quantity of

interestarethen taken overallaccepted paths.Here,the

quantity which wewish to calculateistheprobability pi
that a trialrun �red from �i willreach �i+ 1,for each

interfacei.W hen we�reki trialrunsfrom �i,weobtain

an estim ate for pi: pei � N
(i)
s =ki. W e require the cor-

rectly weighted ensem bleaverageforpei ateach interface

i;we note,however,thatthe sam e procedure could also

be used to calculate the ensem ble average ofany other

property ofthe ensem bleofpathsfrom �0 to �i.

From a practicalpointofview,each interface hasas-

sociated with it two values ofW i and pei. The �rst set

ofvalues: W
(n)

i and p
e(n)

i ,are associated with the tran-

sition path thatiscurrently being generated (the \new"

path). W
(n)

i depends on the num berofsuccessfultrials

generated in creating this transition path as far as �i,

and p
e(n)

i � N
(i)
s =ki dependson thenum berofsuccessful

trials�red from thepointat�i to �i+ 1.Theothersetof

values,W
(o)

i and p
e(o)

i ,arethe\old"valuesforthisinter-

face. These values correspond to the last \acceptance"

eventatthisinterface.

Therecipeforobtaining kA B within theRB m ethod is

as follows. Transition paths are generated as described

above.W hen the path generation procedure reaches�i,

we calculate the Rosenbluth factor W
(n)

i (using Eq.(3))

and we �re ki trialruns to obtain p
e(n)

i � N
(i)
s =ki. W e

then calculate the ratio W
(n)

i =W
(o)

i and draw a random

num ber 0 < s < 1. Ifs < W
(n)

i =W
(o)

i ,an acceptance

event takes place. In this case,the previous values of

W
(o)

i and p
e(o)

i arereplaced by thenewly obtained values

W
(n)

i and p
e(n)

i . If,however,s > W
(n)

i =W
(o)

i ,a rejec-

tion occurs and W
(o)

i and p
e(o)

i rem ain unchanged for

this interface. Regardless ofthe outcom e ofthe accep-

tance/rejection step,theaccum ulatorfortheprobability

pei isincrem ented by thecurrentvalueofp
e(o)

i -thism ay

be eithera newly generated value (ifan acceptance just

occurred) or an old value that m ay have been already

added to the accum ulatorseveraltim es(ifseveralrejec-

tionshave happened in a row). To proceed to the next

interface,asuccessfultrialrun ischosen outofthosethat

have been newly generated,and itsend pointat�i+ 1 is

used as the starting point for ki+ 1 trialruns to �i+ 2.

A corresponding acceptance/rejection step is then car-

ried out at �i+ 1. W e note that the \old" values W
(o)

i

and p
e(o)

i fordi�erentinterfacesneed notcorrespond to

the sam e transition path. After m any com plete tran-

sition pathshavebeen generated,kA B isobtained using

Eq.(1),wherean estim ateoftheux �iscalculated from

the sim ulation run in region A. A \pseudo-code" corre-

sponding to theaboveprocedureisgiven in ourprevious

publication [1],together with a description ofan alter-

native,\W aste Recycling" [26]re-weighting schem e. In

thispaper,however,weshallconsideronly theM etropo-

lisacceptance/rejection approach.

III. C O M P U TA T IO N A L EFFIC IEN C Y

In thissection,we derive approxim ate expressionsfor

the com putationale�ciency ofthe three m ethods. Fol-

lowing M ooijand Frenkel[27],weusethefollowing de�-
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nition forthe e�ciency,E:

E =
1

CV
(4)

In Eq. (4),C representsthe com putationalcost,which

we de�ne to be the averagenum berofsim ulation steps,

perinitialpointat�0. The statisticalerrorin the esti-

m ated value keA B ofthe rate constantis represented by

V. Denoting the m ean (expectation value)ofvariable u

by E [u]and itsvariance by V [u],we de�ne V to be the

variance V [keA B ],perinitialpointat�0,divided by the

squareofthe expectation value E [keA B ]:

V =
N 0V [k

e
A B ]

(E [ke
A B

])2
= N 0

V [keA B ]

k2
A B

(5)

where N 0 isthe num berofstarting pointsat�0 used in

obtaining the estim ate keA B . The expectation value of

keA B is,ofcourse,thetruerateconstant:E [keA B ]= kA B .

The errorbarforkeA B isgiven by kA B
p
V=N 0.

A . C om putationalC ost

W e de�ne the com putational cost C of a particular

m ethod to be the average num ber of sim ulation steps

required by that m ethod,per starting point at �0. In

m aking thisde�nition,weignoreany othercontributions

to the CPU tim e,such asm em ory storage.To estim ate

the value ofC,we considera generic system thatm akes

a rare transition between statesA and B . A param eter

�and interfaces�0 :::�n arechosen asin Section II.

There are two contributions to the cost C. The �rst

isthe average costR,in sim ulation steps,ofgenerating

one starting point at �0. This is related to the ux �

from theA region to �0 by R = 1=(�dt),wheredtisthe

sim ulation tim estep.

The second contribution to C is the cost ofthe trial

run procedure.W e�rstconsiderthecostC i of�ring one

trialrun from interface�i.The run iscontinued untilit

reaches either the next interface �i+ 1 (with probability

pi),or the boundary �A ofregion A (with probability

qi). W e m ake the assum ption that the average length

(in sim ulation steps)ofa trajectory from interface�i to

anotherinterface�j islinearly proportionalto j�j � �ij,

with proportionality constantS.Ci isthen given by:

Ci = S [pi(�i+ 1 � �i)+ qi(�i� �A )] (6)

Thebasisfortheassum ption oflinearity in Eq.(6)isthat

we suppose that the system undergoes one-dim ensional

di�usion alongthe�coordinatein thepresenceofa\drift

force" of�xed m agnitude. For an equilibrium system ,

the origin of the drift force is the free energy barrier.

Farkasand F�ul�op havepresented analyticalsolutions[28]

for the m ean tim e to capture for a particle undergoing

one-dim ensionaldi�usion with constantdriftforce,in the

presence oftwo absorbing boundaries. In Appendix A,

weshow how theseresultslead toEq.(6).Eq.(6)isshown

to be valid forthetwo-dim ensionalM aier-Stein problem

in Section IV A (Figure 7).

Expressions for the cost

G iven Eq.(6),we can com pute the averagecostC per

starting pointat�0 ofthe threem ethods.

In FFS,we m ake M i trialruns from interface iand,

providing atleastone ofthese issuccessful,we proceed

to thenextinterfacei+ 1.In practice,M i isexpected to

be largeenough thatatleastone trialrun reaches�i+ 1.

In this case,the expected cost per starting point at �0
is:

C
�s = R +

1

N 0

n�1X

i= 0

M iCi (7)

De�ning ki such thatki = M i=N 0,Eq.(7)can berewrit-

ten as:

C
�s = R +

n�1X

i= 0

kiCi (8)

If,however,M i is sm all,we m ust take account ofthe

possibility thatnoneofthetrialrunsfrom �i reach �i+ 1.

In thiscase,theFFS procedureisterm inated atinterface

iand the costis accordingly reduced. Since the proba-

bility ofreaching interfacei> 0 is
Q i�1

j= 0

�

1� q
M j

j

�

(this

is the probability that at leastone trialis successfulat

allinterfacesj< i),Eq.(8)isreplaced by:

C
�s = R + k0C0 +

n�1X

i= 1

2

4kiCi

i�1Y

j= 0

�

1� q
N 0kj

j

�
3

5 (9)

Although thecostisreduced by failing to reach laterin-

terfaces,thisofcourseresultsin alessaccurateprediction

ofthe rate constant,since the term inated FFS calcula-

tion m akesno contribution to theestim ateofpi forlater

interfaces.Thiswillbereected in ourexpression forthe

statisticalerrorin Section IIIB.

W e now turn to the BG m ethod. Here,we generate

a \branching tree" ofpaths,with N i pointsatinterface

ioriginating from a single point at �0. W e �re ki trial

runsforeach oftheseN i points.TheaveragevalueofN i

is:

N i =

i�1Y

j= 0

pjkj (i> 0) (10)

O fcourse N 0 = 1. The average costper starting point

at�0 istherefore:

C
bg = R +

n�1X

i= 0

kiCiN i (11)

= R + k0C0 +

n�1X

i= 1

2

4kiCi

i�1Y

j= 0

pjkj

3

5
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Finally,wecom eto theRB m ethod.In thisalgorithm ,

wegenerateunbranched pathsby �ring ki trialsfrom in-

terfacei,choosingonesuccessfultrialatrandom and pro-

ceeding to interfacei+ 1.Ifno trialrunsaresuccessful,

we startagain with a new pointat�0. The probability

ofreaching interface i> 0 is
Q i�1

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

�

. The cost

oftheRB m ethod,perstarting pointat�0,istherefore:

C
rb = R + k0C0 +

n�1X

i= 1

2

4kiCi

i�1Y

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

�
3

5 (12)

O nceagain,the\price"offailingto reach laterinterfaces

willbe paid in the form ofan increased variance in the

calculated rate constant. The e�ect ofthe M etropolis

acceptance/rejectionstep in theRB m ethod appearsonly

in thevariancein keA B (Section IIIB),and notin thecost.

Illustration

(a)
0 20 40 60 80 100

k
1

10

100

1000

FFS
BG
RB

C
=
R

(b)
0 2 4 6 8 10

n
1

10

100

1000

FFS
BG
RB

C
=
R

FIG .2: Cost C=R , for evenly spaced interfaces, pi = p,

ki = k,R = S,N 0 = 1000 and PB = 10
�8
. (a): C=R as a

function ofk,for n = 5. (b): C=R as a function ofn,for

k = 25.

Forthepurposesofillustration,letusconsiderahypo-

theticalrare eventproblem forwhich �0 = �A = 0 and

�n = �B = 1.W e supposethatthe interfacesareevenly

spaced in �,have equalvaluesofpi,and thatthe �ring

param eterki isthesam eateach interface:i.e.�i = i=n,

pi = P
1=n

B
(from Eq.(2)) and ki = k. W e also suppose

thatR = S and N 0 = 1000.The resulting valuesofthe

costC,obtained from Eqs(9),(11)and (12),areplotted

in Figure2a and b asfunctionsofk and n.In theregim e

ofsm allk orsm alln (im plying sm allp),theBG and RB

m ethods converge,while the costofthe FFS m ethod is

higher.Thisisbecause,forBG and RB,the probability

ofreaching later interfaces is low and the cost is dom i-

nated by the trialruns �red from early interfaces. The

FFS procedureislesslikely to beterm inated atearly in-

terfaces(notethefactorof1� q
N 0ki
i in Eq.(9)asopposed

to 1� q
ki
i in Eq.(12)),and istherefore m oreexpensive,

perinitialpointat�0. In the regim e oflarge k orlarge

n (im plying largep),a di�erentscenario em erges.Here,

theBG m ethod becom esby farthem ostexpensive,with

a cost that increases dram atically with increasing k or

n.Thise�ectisdue to the rapidly increasing num berof

branchesperstartingpointat�0.In thisregim e,theFFS

and RB m ethodsconvergetothesam ecost,sinceEqs(9)

and (12)becom eequivalentwhen 1� qk � 1� qN 0k � 1.

B . StatisticalError

W enow turn totherelativevarianceV in theestim ated

valuekeA B ofthe rateconstant,perstarting pointat�0.

keA B is the product of the estim ated ux through �0,

m ultiplied by the estim ated probability ofsubsequently

reaching B :keA B = �eP e
B (Eq.(1)).

In this paper,we shallignore the error in �e. �e is

obtained by carrying out a sim ulation run in the basin

ofattraction ofA and m easuring the averagenum berof

sim ulation stepsbetween successivecrossingsof�0 (com -

ing directly from A). As long as �0 is positioned close

enough to the A region, the sim ulation run in A can

be m ade long enough to estim ate � with high accuracy,

with a com putationalcostthatism inim alcom pared to

the costofestim ating PB .W e thereforeobtain:

V � N 0

V [keA B ]

(E [ke
A B

])2
� N 0

�2V [P e
B ]

(�E [P e
B
])2

= N 0

V [P e
B ]

P 2
B

(13)

In Eq.(13),wehaveused the generalrelation [29]

V [ax]= a
2
V [x] (14)

wherea isa constant.

In whatfollows,weshallm aketheim portantassum p-

tion thatthenum bersN
(i)
s ofsuccessfultrialrunsatdif-

ferentinterfaces iare uncorrelated -i.e. thatif,during

the generation ofa transition path,one is particularly

successfulorunsuccessfulatinterfacei,thiswillhaveno

e�ect on the chances ofsuccess at interface i+ 1. In

reality,ofcourse,therewillbecorrelation between inter-

faces,especially iftheinterfacesareclosely spaced orthe

system dynam icshave a large degree of\m em ory". W e

expectthisassum ption to bethem ajorlim iting factorin

the applicability ofourresultsto realsystem s;however,

asweshallseein Section IV,theresultsaresurprisingly

accurate for the two-dim ensionalM aier-Stein problem .

W e expect that the expressions derived here could be

m odi�ed to include the e�ects of correlations between

interfaces;for highly correlated system s this m ay prove

necessary.

Expressions for the variance

The basis ofour analysis is the fact that on �ring ki
trialrunsfrom interfacei,thenum berofsuccessfultrials

N
(i)
s isbinom ially distributed [29],with m ean

E [N (i)
s ]= kipi (15)



7

and variance

V [N (i)
s ]= kipiqi (16)

Fornow,weassum ethatalltrialruns�red from interface

�i have equalprobability pi ofreaching �i+ 1. This as-

sum ption willlaterbe relaxed.W e shallneed to express

the variance in P e
B in term softhe variance V [pei]in the

estim ated valuesofpi ateach interface. To do this,we

recallthatP e
B =

Q n�1

i= 0
pei (Eq.(2)),and we m ake use of

the following relation [29]:

V [f(x;y;:::)]=

�
@f

@x

� 2

V [x]+

�
@f

@y

� 2

V [y]+ :::

(17)

where f(x;y;:::)is a function ofm ultiple uncorrelated

variables x;y;::: and the partialderivatives are evalu-

ated with allvariablesattheirm ean values.By\uncorre-

lated variables"wem ean thatthecovarianceCov[u;v]=

0 for allpairs ofvariables u and v. Identifying x;y:::

with pei;p
e
i+ 1 :::and takingf(p

e
0 :::p

e
n�1 )=

Q n�1

i= 0
pei,we

�nd that@f=@pei = [
Q n�1

j= 0
pej]=pi = P e

B =p
e
i,so that

V [P e
B ]=

n�1X

i= 0

E

�
P e
B

pei

�2

V [pei]� P
2
B

nX

i= 1

V [pei]

p2i
(18)

W e now use the above results to calculate V for the

FFS m ethod.In thism ethod,webegin with a collection

ofN 0 points at �0. For each interface,pei is obtained

by �ring M i � N 0ki trialruns: pei = N
(i)
s =M i,where

N
(i)
s is the num ber of trials which reach �i+ 1. Using

Eq.(14),V [pei]= V [N
(i)
s ]=M 2

i. Using Eq.(16),we �nd

thatV [N
(i)
s ]= M ipiqi. Noting also thatE [p

e
i]= pi and

using Eq.(18),weobtain

V
�s[P e

B ]= P
2
B

n�1X

i= 0

qi

piM i

=
P 2
B

N 0

n�1X

i= 0

qi

piki
(19)

and from Eq.(13)

V
�s =

n�1X

i= 0

qi

piki
(20)

As for the cost calculation,we have assum ed that M i

is large enough that there is always at least one trial

run which reaches the next interface. Ifthis is not the

case,we m ust also take account ofthe possibility that

interfacesi> 0 m ay notbe reached. The probability of

reaching interfacei> 0 is
Q i�1

j= 0

�

1� q
M j

j

�

,so that

V [pei]=
piqi

�

1� q
M i

i

�

M i

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
M j

j

� (21)

Eq.(21) is written in this form so that for i = 0, we

recoverV [pe0]= piqi=M i. Eqs (19) and (20) m ust then

be replaced by:

V
�s[P e

B ]= P
2
B

2

4

n�1X

i= 0

qi

�

1� q
M i

i

�

piM i

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
M j

j

�

3

5 (22)

and

V
�s =

n�1X

i= 0

qi

piki

2

4
1� q

N 0ki
i

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
N 0kj

j

�

3

5 (23)

W e now turn to the BG m ethod.Here,webegin with

a single point at �0. From this point, we generate a

branching \tree" ofpathsconnecting A to B .Thevalue

ofPB isestim ated by

P
e
B =

N
(n�1)
s

Q n�1

i= 0
ki

(24)

where N
(n�1)
s is the total num ber of trials reaching

�n � �B . W e denote the num ber of points in the

branching tree at interface i by N i. For a given num -

ber N n�1 of points at �n�1 , the total num ber of tri-

als �red is N n�1 kn�1 and the variance in N
(n�1)
s is

V [N
(n�1)
s jN n�1 ]= N n�1 kn�1 pn�1 qn�1 (using Eq.(16)).

However,the situation is com plicated by the fact that

N n�1 itselfvaries;in fact,N n�1 is sim ply the num ber

ofsuccessfultrialrunsreaching �n�1 from �n�2 ,and in

general:

N i = N
(i�1)
s [i> 0] (25)

At this point,we need to calculate the variance in a

quantityY which isconditionalupon thevalueofanother

quantity X . Here,and severaltim es in the rest ofthe

paper,wewillusethe generalrelation

V [Y ]= E [V [Y jX ]]+ V [E [Y jX ]] (26)

where the m ean and variance on the r.h.s. ofEq.(26)

are taken over the distribution of values of X . Since

E [N
(n�1)
s jN n�1 ]= N n�1 kn�1 pn�1 ,

V

h

E

h

N
(n�1)
s jN n�1

ii

= k
2
n�1 p

2
n�1 V [N n�1 ] (27)

= k
2
n�1 p

2
n�1 V

h

N
(n�2)
s

i

(using Eqs(14)and (25)).W e also know that

E

h

V

h

N
(n�1)
s jN n�1

ii

= kn�1 pn�1 qn�1 E [N n�1 ](28)

= kn�1 pn�1 qn�1

n�2Y

i= 0

kipi

so that

V [N (n�1)
s ]= qn�1

n�1Y

i= 0

kipi+ k
2
n�1 p

2
n�1 V

h

N
(n�2)
s

i

(29)
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Using the sam eargum ents,wecan generalizeEq.(29)to

V [N (i)
s ] = qi

Q i

j= 0
kjpj + k2ip

2
iV [N

(i�1)
s ] [i> 0](30)

qikipi [i= 0]

UsingEq.(30),wecan solveEq.(29)recursively,toobtain

V [N
(n�1)
s ]. Using Eqs.(24) and (14),we then arrive at

the variancein the estim ated valueofPB :

V
bg[P e

B ]=
P 2
B

N 0

n�1X

i= 0

qi
Q i

j= 0
pjkj

(31)

wherewehavedivided by N 0 to accountforthefactthat

P e
B is calculated by averaging results over N 0 starting

pointsat�0.W e then obtain from Eq.(13):

V
bg =

n�1X

i= 0

qi
Q i

j= 0
pjkj

(32)

Finally,letusderive the equivalentexpression forthe

RB m ethod.Here,weagain useEq.(18).Ifweignorefor

the m om ent the e�ect ofthe acceptance rejection step,

wecan useEqs.(16)and (14)to obtain an expression for

the variancein pei:

V
rb[pei]=

piqi

N 0ki

�

1� q
ki
i

�

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

� (33)

wherewehavetaken accountofthefactthatthe proba-

bility ofreaching interface i> 0 is
Q i�1

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

�

,and

thatthepei valueisaveragedoverN 0 separatepath gener-

ations.Eq.(33)isverysim ilartotheFFS result,Eq.(21).

The M etropolis acceptance/rejection step (described

in Section II) increases the variance in pei. O n reach-

ing interface i,we �re ki trials and obtain an estim ate

p
e;(n)

i
= N

(i)
s =ki. W e either accept or reject this esti-

m ate. Ifwe reject,p
e;(n)

i m akes no contribution to the

average value of pei - instead, the previously accepted

estim ate, p
e;(o)

i , is added to the average, even though

p
e;o

i wasalready added to theaveragein thepreviousac-

ceptance/rejection step. If,instead,we accept p
e;(n)

i ,it

m akesa contribution to pei,and,ifthe subsequentesti-

m ateshappen toberejected,itm ay repeatthiscontribu-

tion m ultiple tim es. The �nalestim ate,pei,is therefore

an average overallthe valuesofN
(i)
s =ki thatwere gen-

erated,weighted by the num beroftim esQ thateach of

these valuescontributed to pei:

p
e
i =

P N g

l= 1
Q l

h

N
(i)
s =ki

i

l

N
(i)
g

(34)

where the sum is over allgenerated N
(i)
s =ki values and

N
(i)
g isthe totalnum berofthese.In fact,

N
(i)
g = N 0

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

�

�

1� q
ki
i

� (35)

sincethenum beroftim eswe�retrialsfrom �i issim ply

thenum beroftim eswebegin a path generation from �0
and succeed in reaching �i. Using Eq.(14),the variance

pei isthen

V [pei]=

P N
(i)

g

l= 1
Q 2
l
V

h

N
(i)
s =ki

i

l

(N
(i)
g )2

=
V

h

N
(i)
s

i

k2i(N
(i)
g )2

N
(i)
gX

l= 1

Q
2
l

(36)

(assum ing that the distributions ofthe stochastic vari-

ablesQ l and [N
(i)
s ]l are uncorrelated).Eq.(36)isequiv-

alentto:

V [pei]=
V

h

N
(i)
s

i

k2iN
(i)
g

1X

Q = 0

Q
2
P (Q )=

piqi

kiN
(i)
g

1X

Q = 0

Q
2
P (Q )

(37)

In orderto �nd the distribution P (Q ),we de�ne a new

variable �i.�i isthe probability thatwe accepta newly

generated estim ate p
e;(n)

i = N
(i)
s =ki.P (Q )isthen:

P (Q )= (1� �i) Q = 0 (38)

P (Q )= �2i(1� �i)
Q �1 Q > 0

Eq.(38)can beunderstood asfollows:Q = 0corresponds

to a p
e;(n)

i valuethatisgenerated butisim m ediately re-

jected and therefore contributes zero tim es to the aver-

age. This occurswith probability 1� �i. Q > 0 corre-

sponds to a p
e;(n)

i value that is generated and accepted

(with probability �i)-thenextQ � 1valuesthataregen-

erated are rejected (with probability (1� �i)
Q �1 ),then

�nally a new value isgenerated which isaccepted (with

probability �i),so thatthe originalvalue ceasesto con-

tribute to the average. The distribution (38) has the

property that[30]

1X

Q = 0

Q
2
P (Q )=

2� �i

�i
(39)

so that Eq.(37) for the variance in pei per point at �i
becom es

V [pei]=
piqi

kiN
(i)
g

�
2� �i

�i

�

(40)

Using Eq.(35),weobtain:

V
rb[pei]=

piqi

N 0ki

�
(2� �i)

�i

�
�

1� q
ki
i

�

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

� (41)

Com paring to Eq.(33),we see that the e�ect ofthe ac-

ceptance/rejection step is to m ultiply V [pei]by a factor

(2� �i)=�i.Using Eq.(18),therelativevariancein P
e
B is:

V rb[P e
B ]

P 2
B

=
1

N 0

n�1X

i= 0

qi

piki

(2� �i)

�i

�

1� q
ki
i

�

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

� (42)
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so thatusing Eq.(13),

V
rb =

n�1X

i= 0

qi

piki

(2� �i)

�i

�

1� q
ki
i

�

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

� (43)

W eshow in Appendix B thattheacceptanceprobability

�i fori> 0 [notethat�0 = 1]can be approxim ated as:

�i =
1

2
�

p
�

4

h

2Erf

�
�i

2

�

� 1

i

(i> 0) (44)

where Erf(x) is the error function: Erf(x) =

(2=
p
�)
Rx
0
e�t

2

dt,and �i isgiven by:

�
2
i =

i�1X

j= 0

"
(1� q

kj

j )qj

kjpj
� q

kj

j

#

(45)

Eqs(44)and (45)can besubstituted into Eq.(43)to give

a com pleteexpression forthe relativevariancein thees-

tim ated rateconstantforthe RB m ethod.

Illustration

(a)
0 20 40 60 80 100

k

10
0

10
2

10
4 FFS

BG
RB

V

(b)
0 2 4 6 8 10

n

10
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10
4 FFS
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RB

V

FIG .3: Relative variance V,for pi = p,ki = k and PB =

10�8 . The circles show the function
P

n�1
i= 0

qi=(piki). (a): V

as a function ofk,for n = 5. (b): V as a function ofn,for

k = 25.

Returning to the hypothetical rare event problem

with evenly spaced interfaces introduced above,Figure

3 shows V as a function of k (for n = 5) and of n

(for k = 25),for pi = p = P
1=n

B
,ki = k,N 0 = 1000

and PB = 10�8 . The circles show the lim iting formP n�1

i= 0
qi=(piki),which isin good agreem entwith theFFS

results,since1� qN 0k � 1.Forsm allk orsm alln (sm all

p),the RB and BG results tend to converge,since the

probability ofreaching later interfaces is sm alland the

results are dom inated by the early interfaces. In this

regim e,theFFS m ethod givesthesm allestvariance,since

thechanceofterm inatingthetrialrun procedureatearly

interfacesislowerthan forthe otherm ethods.

Itisinteresting to com pareexpressions(23),(32)and

(43).Allthreeexpressionsareofthe form

V =

n�1X

i= 0

qi

pikiX i

(46)

However,X i takesdi�erentform sforthethreem ethods:

X
�s
i =

Q i

j= 0
(1� q

N 0kj

j )

(1� q
N 0ki
i )

(47)

X
bg

i =

iY

j= 0

pjkj (48)

and

X
rb
i =

�i

(2� �i)

Q i�1

j= 0
(1� q

kj

j )

(1� q
ki
i )

(49)

W e note that X �s
i > X rb

i , so that V�s is always less

than Vrb,even for �i = 1. Both X �s
i and X rb

i are al-

wayslessthan unity: V�s approachesthe lim iting formP n�1

i= 0
qi=(piki) from above as ki increases (in fact in

Fig. 3a ittakesthisform forallk)and Vrb approaches
P n�1

i= 0
(2� �i)qi=(piki�i). Forthe BG m ethod,however,

X
bg

i can increaseinde�nitely aski increases,so thatthis

m ethod produces the sm allest variance for large ki,as

in Figure3a.However,com paring with Figure2,we see

thatthisisalso the regim ein which theBG m ethod be-

com esvery expensive.

Landscape Variance

So far in our analysis,we have assum ed that allthe

pointsatinterface�i haveto sam epi value-i.e.thaton

�ring a trialrun to �i+ 1 wehavethesam eprobability of

success,no m atter which point at�i we startfrom . In

reality,thisisnotthecase;weexpecttheretobeadistri-

bution ofpi valuesam ongthepointsateach interface�i.

W e callthe variance ofthis distribution the \landscape

variance" Ui atinterface i,and we expect it to m ake a

contribution to the variance in P e
B . W e now extend our

analysisto includethepotentially im portante�ectofthe

landscapevariance.

Letussupposethateachpointjat�ihasan associated

probability p
(j)

i
thata trialrun �red from thatpointwill

reach �i+ 1. The distribution ofp
(j)

i values encountered

during the rate constantcalculation hasm ean E [p
(j)

i ]=

pi and varianceV [p
(j)

i ]� Ui.O fcourse,the valuesofUi

depend on the num berand placem entofthe interfaces.

In Appendix C,we re-derive expressionsforthe rela-

tive variancein the estim ated rate constant,taking into

accountthelandscapevariance.The �nalresultsare:

V
�s =

n�1X

i= 0

( �
qi

piki
+
UiN 0

p2iN i

�

1�
1

N 0ki

��

�

�

1� q
N 0ki
i

�

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
N 0kj

j

�

)

(50)
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whereN i = N 0ki�1 pi�1 fori> 0 and N i = N 0 fori= 0.

V
bg =

n�1X

i= 0

"
kiqipi+ Ui

�
k2i � ki

�

kipi
Q i

j= 0
pjkj

#

(51)

and

V
rb =

n�1X

i= 0

( �
qi

piki
+
Ui

p2
i

�

1�
1

ki

��

(52)

�

�
(2� �i)

�i

�
�

1� q
ki
i

�

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

�

)

Com paring Eqs(50),(51)and (52)to theirequivalent

form s without landscape variance,(23),(32) and (43),

weseethatforeach interfacethe\binom ial"term softhe

form piqi=ki are now supplem ented by additionalterm s

describing the landscape variance. In the lim it ofvery

largeki,therelativevariancenolongertendstozero.In-

stead,aski ! 1 (foralli),theFFS and BG expressions

(50) and (51) tend to the constant value U0=p
2
0,while

the RB expression (52)tendsto
P n�1

i= 0
Ui=p

2
i.W hile the

\binom ial" contribution to the variance can be reduced

by �ring m any trialrunsperpoint,the\landscape" con-

tribution can only be reduced by sam pling m any points.

In theFFS and BG m ethods,branching pathsaregener-

ated.Forvery largeki,each pointat�0 generatesm any

pointsatsubsequentinterfaces,so thatonly U0 rem ains

in Eqs (50) and (51) as ki ! 1 . In the RB m ethod,

however,paths are not branched,so that each point at

�0 corresponds to one (or less than one) point at each

subsequentinterface.In thiscase,aski ! 1 ,allthe Ui

valuescontinueto contributeto V.

(a)
0 20 40 60 80 100

k
10

-1

10
0

10
1

10
2

10
3

10
4

FFS
BG
RB

V

(b)
0 2 4 6 8 10

n

10
0

10
2

10
4 FFS

BG
RB

V

FIG .4:RelativevarianceV in k
e
A B ,aspredicted by Eqs(50),

(51) and (52),for the m odelproblem ofFigs 2 and 3,with

PB = 10
�8

and Ui = U . The upper curves in each group

correspond to U = 5p
2
=n,them iddlecurvesto U = p

2
=n and

the lowercurvesto U = 0.(a):V asa function ofk,keeping

n = 5.(b):V asa function ofn,keeping k = 25.

In Figure 4,we revisit the sim ple m odelproblem of

Figs2 and 3,adding in thee�ectsoflandscapevariance.

W etakeUi to bethesam eforallinterfaces:Ui = U .W e

choose,som ewhatarbitrarily,U = p2=n or U = 5p2=n.

Theseturn outto bequiterealisticvaluesfortheM aier-

Stein system discussed in Section IV. Figure 4 shows

the relative variance V (asin Figure 3),calculated with

U = 5p2=n (uppercurves),U = p2=n (m iddlecurves)and

U = 0 (lowercurves). Although the landscape variance

doesnotchangethegeneraltrend thatV decreasesask or

N increases,itdoeshavethequalitativee�ectthatV no

longertendsto zero (asdiscussed above).Depending on

the value ofU ,the quantitative e�ectsofthe landscape

contribution can bevery signi�cant,especially ask orN

becom eslarge.

C . E� ciency

(a)
0 20 40 60 80 100

k
0

0.001

0.002

0.003
FFS
BG
RB

E

(b)
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

n
0

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

0.006

0.007

FFS
BG
RB

E

FIG .5: E�ciency E,calculated using Eq.(4),for the sim ple

m odelofFigs2,3 and 4.Foreach m ethod,resultsareplotted

with U = p
2
=n (lowercurves)and U = 0 (uppercurves).(a):

E as a function ofk for n = 5. (b): E as a function ofn for

k = 25.

Having calculated thecom putationalcostand thesta-

tisticalaccuracy ofthe three m ethods,we are now in a

position to assesstheir overallcom putationale�ciency,

asde�ned by Eq.(4).Figure5 showsthee�ciency ofthe

threem ethodsasa function ofk (Fig.5a)and ofn (Fig.

5b),forthe sim ple m odelcase ofFigs2,3 and 4. Note

the altered scale on the n axisin com parison to Figures

2 and 3. For each m ethod,the upper curve shows the

results without the landscape contribution to the vari-

ance (U = 0) and the lowercurve includes a landscape

contribution ofU = p2=n.

Firstly,we note that the optim um values ofE are of

the sam e order ofm agnitude for allthree m ethods,al-

though E is consistently lower for RB,due to the ac-

ceptance/rejection step.However,thedependenceofthe

e�ciency on theparam etervaluesk and n isvery di�er-

entforthe three m ethods.Forthe BG m ethod,the e�-

ciency showsa pronounced peak,both asa function ofk

and ofn.Although foran optim um choiceofparam eters,

thism ethod can bethem oste�cient,itsperform anceis

highly sensitive to the choice ofparam eters,decreasing

sharply fornon-optim alvaluesofk orn. The FFS and

RB m ethodsarem uch lessparam eter-sensitive-in fact,

aslong ask orn isnottoo sm all,the choiceofparam e-

tersappearsnottobeatallcriticalforthesem ethods.In

general,Fig.5seem stoindicatethatthem ethod ofchoice

isFFS,since thism ethod ishighly robustto changesin

theparam eters,isthem oste�cientm ethod atsm allk or
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n,and rem ainse�cientask and n becom e large. How-

ever,thisinterpretation m ustbetreated with care,since

severalim portantfactorsarenotincluded in theanalysis

leading to Fig.5. Firstly,our analysis does not include

the e�ects ofcorrelations between interfaces. This has

the e�ectthatneitherthe FFS orRB m ethodsshowsa

m axim um in e�ciencyasafunction ofn in Fig.5b.In our

sim ple m odel,one can alwaysgain m ore inform ation by

sam pling atm ore closely spaced interfaces-however,in

reality,correlationsbetween interfacesarelikely to m ake

veryclosely spaced interfacescom putationally ine�cient.

Another im portant factor to be considered is the fact

thatboth the FFS and BG m ethods generate branched

transition paths. In FFS,in fact, an e�ect analogous

to \genetic drift" m eansthatifthe num berofpointsin

the collectionsatthe interfacesissm allenough to be of

the orderofthe num berofinterfaces,then allthe paths

that�nally reach B can be expected to originatefrom a

sm allnum berofinitialpointsat�0.Ifthereis\m em ory

loss" -i.e. no correlationsbetween interfaces,this m ay

be unim portant. However,if the history ofthe paths

is im portant,then the RB m ethod m ay be the m ethod

ofchoice,since this generatesindependent,unbranched

paths. Furtherm ore,the RB m ethod requiresm uch less

storage ofsystem con�gurationsthan FFS (for which a

whole collection ofpointsm ustbe stored in m em ory at

each interface)-forsom esystem s,thism ay be a signi�-

cantfactorin the com putationalcost.

Figure 5 also shows the e�ects oflandscape variance

on the e�ciency ofthe three m ethods. Including land-

scape variance always decreases the e�ciency,but pro-

ducesratherfew qualitativee�ectsforthissim plem odel

problem .Itisinterestingtonote,however,thatin Figure

5a both the FFS and RB m ethodsshow a m axim um in

e�ciency asafunction ofk only when thelandscapecon-

tribution isincluded. W hen the landscape contribution

is notconsidered,the equations predictthatarbitrarily

high accuracycan beobtained by �ringan in�nitely large

num beroftrialsfrom a singlepoint.In thisexam ple,we

took the landscape variance to be the sam e for allin-

terfaces:Ui = U . However,one can easily im agine that

forsom esystem s,thereism uch greatervariation am ong

transition pathswhen they areclosetotheA basin,while

forothers,pathstend to divergeasthey approach B .In

theform ercase,wecan expecttheRB and BG m ethods

to have an advantage relative to FFS,because in these

m ethods,relatively m orepointsaresam pled atearly in-

terfaces (since the probability of failing to com plete a

transition path is higher). Conversely,ifthe landscape

varianceisverylargeclosetotheB basin,theBG m ethod

m ay be advantageous,since it sam ples m any points at

laterinterfacesdueto itsbranching treeofpaths.

IV . T H E M A IER -ST EIN SY ST EM

In thissection,wetestthe expressionsderived in Sec-

tion III for a realrare event sim ulation problem . As

our test case, we sim ulate the two-dim ensional non-

equilibrium rare event problem proposed by M aier and

Stein [15,16,17].Thissystem hasbeen extensively stud-

ied both theoretically and experim entally [15,16,17,31,

32]and was also used by Crooks and Chandler [4]as

a testcase fortheirnon-equilibrium rare eventm ethod.

W e hope that the conclusions obtained for this system

willalso proveto beapplicableto m orecom putationally

intensiverareeventproblem s.

-2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
x

1

-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

x 2

FIG .6:Typicaltrajectory fora brute-forcesim ulation ofthe

M aier-Stein system ,with � = 6:67,� = 2 and � = 0:1.

The M aier-Stein system consists of a single particle

m oving with over-dam ped Langevin dynam icsin a two-

dim ensionalforce �eld. The position vector (x1;x2) of

the particlesatis�esthe stochasticdi�erentialequation:

_xi = fi(x)+ �i(t) (53)

wherethe force�eld f= (f1;f2)isgiven by:

f=
�
x1 � x

3
1 � �x 1x

2
2 ;� �x 2(1+ x

2
1)
�

(54)

and the stochasticforce�= (�1;�2)satis�es:

h�i(t)i= 0 ;h�i(t+ �)�j(t)i= ��(t� �)�ij (55)

Thissystem isbistable,with stablepointsat(� 1;0)and

a saddle pointat(0;0). If� 6= �,the force �eld f can-

notbe expressed as the gradientofa potential. In this

case,the system is intrinsically out ofequilibrium and

doesnotsatisfy detailed balance. The param eter� con-

trolsthe m agnitudeofthe stochasticforceacting on the

particle. For � > 0,the system m akes stochastic tran-

sitions between the two stable states, at a rate which

decreasesas�decreases.Figure6 showsa typicaltrajec-

tory generated by a brute-forcesim ulation.Here,and in

the rest ofthis Section,we use � = 6:67,� = 2:0 (fol-

lowing Crooksand Chandler[4])and �= 0:1.Eq.(53)is

integrated num erically with tim estep �t= 0:02 [33].For

ourcalculationsusing the FFS-type m ethods,we de�ne

�(x)= x1,�A � �0 = � 0:7 and �B � �n = 0:7.

A . M easuring the param eters

In orderto testtheexpressionsofSection III,wem ust

m easure the cost param eters R and S,the probability
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PB ofreaching B and,for a given set ofn interfaces,

the probabilitiesfpig and the landscape variance values

fUig. Form ostofourcalculations,we used n = 7,and

the interfaces were positioned as listed in Table I. For

the resultsofFigs8b,9b and 11b,where n wasvaried,

we keptthe interfacesevenly spaced between �0 = � 0:7

and �n = 0:7. R,the costofgenerating an initialpoint

at �0,was m easured using a sim ulation in region A to

be R = 590� 50 steps. In these calculations,points at

�0 werecollected upon every 10th crossing of�0 from A.

To m easure S (the proportionality constant in Eq.(6)),

wecarried outan FFS run,m easuringtheaveragelength

(in sim ulation steps)ofsuccessfuland unsuccessfultrials

from each interface. The resultsare shown in Figure 7.

Here,the �lled circlesshow the averagelength,in sim u-

lation steps,ofsuccessfultrialsfrom interface�i (plotted

on the x axis)to �i+ 1 = �i+ 0:2. Since j�i� �jj= 0:2

forallthese trials,Eq.(6)predictsthatallthe �lled cir-

clesshould haveshow thesam eaveragetriallength.The

open circlesshow the averagelength ofunsuccessfultri-

als,which begin at �i and end at �A = � 0:7,so that

j�i � �jj= �i + 0:7: Eq.(6) predicts that allthe open

circles should lie on a straight line. Com bining allthe

data,weobtain an averagevalue ofS = 131 steps.This

valueisused to plotthesolid linesin Figure7.Thevery

good agreem entthatisobserved between the solid lines

and the circles im plies that the drift-di�usion approxi-

m ation,Eq.(6),isreasonableforthisproblem .Them ost

signi�cant deviation occurs for the successfultrialruns

between �= � 0:7 and �= � 0:5;theseareunexpectedly

short,perhapsbecausethe\driftforce" isweakerin this

region.

Interface �i pi Ui

0 -0.7 0:1144� 0:0001 0:00350� 0:00003

1 -0.5 0:2651� 0:0002 0:00368� 0:00008

2 -0.3 0:3834� 0:0002 0:0031� 0:0003

3 -0.1 0:5633� 0:0003 0:0021� 0:0002

4 0.1 0:7702� 0:0003 0:0008� 0:0001

5 0.3 0:9152� 0:0002 0:0003� 0:0001

6 0.5 0:9747� 0:0002 0:00005� 0:00002

TABLE I:Positionsofthe interfacesand m easured valuesof

fpig and fUig forthe M aier-Stein problem .

Using FFS,we obtained PB = [4:501� 0:007]� 10�3 .

The valuesoffpig were also m easured (using FFS)and

are given in Table I. The landscape variance fUig was

m easured using theproceduredescribed in Appendix D:

aftergenerating a correctly weighted collection ofpoints

atinterface�i (forexam pleusingFFS),one�reski trials

from each pointj and recordsthe num ber ofsuccesses,

N
(i)
s jj. O ne then calculates the variance am ong points

V [N
(i)
s ].The intrinsicvarianceisgiven by

Ui =
V [N

(i)
s ]=ki� piqi

ki� 1
(56)
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FIG .7: Costsoftrialrunsbetween interfaces,fortheM aier-

Stein system . The average length, in sim ulation steps, of

\successful" trials (to �i+ 1) are shown as �lled circles. For

these trials,�j = �i + 0:2 and j�i � �jj= 0:2. The average

length of\unsuccessful" trials (to �A = � 0:7) are shown as

open circles. Forthese trials,j�i � �jj= �i + 0:7. The solid

linesshow the linearapproxim ation,Eq.(6),with S = 131.

TableIshowsthatforthisproblem Ui=p
2
i israthersm all

(a m axim um of0.27 forinterface 0),indicating thatthe

landscape variance is unlikely to have im portante�ects

in thiscase.However,thism ay notbethecaseform ore

com plex system sin higherdim ensions.

B . Testing the expressions

W enow m easuredirectly thecost,in sim ulation steps,

theerrorin thecalculated rateconstant,andthusthee�-

ciencyofthethreem ethods,fortheM aier-Stein problem ,

and com pareoursim ulation resultsto the predictionsof

Section III. For each m ethod,sim ulations were carried

outin a seriesofblocks. ForFFS,a block consistsofa

com plete FFS calculation with N 0 starting points. For

theRB and BG m ethods,a block consistsofN 0 starting

points at �0. Each block produces a result P e
B for the

probability ofreaching B . To �nd V [P e
B ],we calculate

the variancebetween blocks:

V [P e
B ]= (P e

B
)2 � (P e

B
)2 (57)

where the over-line denotes an average overthe blocks.

ThecostC perstartingpointat�0 istheaveragenum ber

ofsim ulation stepsperblock,divided by N 0.

Figure 8 shows a com parison between the sim ulation

valuesofC and thetheoreticalpredictions(Eqs(9),(11)

and (12)), for the three m ethods, as a functions of k

(Fig.8a) and of n (Fig.8b). In these calculations, the

sam e value ofk was used for allinterfaces: ki = k for

alli. To obtain the data in Fig.8b,we used interfaces

which were evenly spaced in � and a �xed value k =

3. W e observe rem arkably good agreem entbetween the

predicted and observed valuesforthecost,verifying that

atleastforthisproblem ,Eqs(9),(11)and (12)arevery

accurate.
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(a)
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k

1000

10000

C

(b)
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n
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C

FIG .8: Predicted and m easured values ofC,for the M aier-

Stein problem as described in Section IV. The lines show

the theoreticalpredictionsforthe FFS (solid line),BG (dot-

ted line) and RB (dashed line) m ethods. The sym bols

show the sim ulation results. Circles: FFS m ethod,squares:

BG m ethod,triangles: RB m ethod (with M etropolis accep-

tance/rejection). Sim ulation results were obtained with 400

blocksofN 0 = 1000 starting pointsforFFS and 2000 starting

pointsperblock forBG and RB.(a):C asa function ofk,for

n = 7.(b):C asa function ofn,fork = 3,forevenly spaced

interfaces.
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FIG .9: Predicted and m easured values ofV,for the M aier-

Stein problem .The linesshow the theoreticalpredictionsfor

the FFS (solid line),BG (dotted line)and RB (dashed line)

m ethods. The sym bols show the sim ulation results. Circles:

FFS m ethod, squares: BG m ethod, triangles: RB m ethod

(with M etropolis acceptance/rejection). Sim ulation results

were obtained with 400 blocks ofN 0 = 1000 starting points

for FFS and 2000 starting points per block for BG and RB.

Interfaces were evenly spaced between �A = � 0:7 and �B =

0:7 (a):V asa function ofk,forn = 7.(b):V asa function

of n, for k = 3. In (b),the landscape contribution is not

included in the theoreticalcalculation.

The predicted and m easured valuesofV are shown in

Figure 9,forallthree m ethods. Agreem entisagain ex-

cellent,showing thattheapproxim ationsofSection IIIB

are justi�ed,at least for this problem . The landscape

contribution to V is included in Figure 9 for panel(a)

butnotfor(b). In Figure 10,we show the e�ectofne-

glectingthiscontribution (notethealtered scaleson both

axes). Although the landscape contribution issm allfor

this problem , it becom es signi�cant for large k as the

\binom ial" contribution decreases.

The e�ciency E is plotted in Figure 11. Excellent

agreem entisobtained between sim ulation and theory.It

isalso interesting to notethatthe trendsin E asa func-

tion ofk arequalitatively very sim ilarto thoseobtained

10 20 30 40 50 60
k

0

1

2

3

V

FIG .10:Predicted and m easured valuesofV,forthe M aier-

Stein problem ,fortheFFS m ethod.Solid line:Eq.(50)(with

landscape variance),dotted line:Eq.(23)(no landscape vari-

ance),circles:sim ulation results.
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k
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FIG .11:Predicted and m easured e�ciency E,fortheM aier-

Stein system . The lines show the theoreticalpredictions for

the FFS (solid line),BG (dotted line)and RB (dashed line)

m ethods. The sym bols show the sim ulation results. Circles:

FFS m ethod, squares: BG m ethod, triangles: RB m ethod

(with M etropolis acceptance/rejection). Sim ulation results

wereobtained with 400blocks.ForFFS,each block had N 0 =

1000 starting pointsand forBG and RB each blockshad 2000

starting points.Interfaceswereevenly spaced.(a):E vsk for

n = 7.(b):E vsn fork = 3.

forthem odelproblem ofFig.5.TheBG m ethod shows

high e�ciency only within a relatively narrow range of

param eter values,while the FFS and RB m ethods are

m uch m orerobusttochangesin theparam eters.TheRB

m ethod isconsistently lesse�cientthan FFS,dueto the

acceptance/rejection step.Asthenum berofinterfacesn

becom eslarge,wewould expectthecorrelationsbetween

interfaces(which arenotincluded in ouranalysis)tohave

agreatere�ect,and thetheoreticalpredictionstobecom e

lessaccurate.Thise�ectisobserved to a certain extent:

the e�ciency ofFFS,forexam ple,decreasesrelative to

thepredicted valueasn increases.However,thisisnota

dram atice�ect,and in fact,even on increasingn further,

asfaras100 interfaces,we �nd a decreaseofonly a few

percentin the e�ciency ofFFS.Itseem stherefore,that

forFFS atleast,onecan useany num bern ofinterfaces,

aslongasn isnottoosm allorsoverylargethatm em ory

requirem entsbecom e the lim iting factor.

Therem arkableagreem entbetween thetheoreticalpre-
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dictionsand thesim ulation resultsshown in Figures8,9

and 11 perhapsreectsthesim plicity oftheM aier-Stein

problem . The m ain assum ption forthe calculation ofV

- that the sam pling ofpi at di�erent interfaces is un-

correlated -seem s to be welljusti�ed in this case. W e

would expect our theoreticalpredictions to be less ac-

curate form ore com plex problem s,perhapswith strong

correlationsbetween interfaces.In fact,on investigating

the two exam ples presented in our previous paper [1]-

the ipping ofa genetic switch and the translocation of

a polym erthrough a pore-we�nd thatthequantitative

estim ates ofboth the cost and variance can di�er by a

factorofabout10 from thetheoreticalpredictions.Even

with thiscaveat,however,webelievethattheexpressions

ofSection IIIwillproveto beofpracticalusefora wide

rangeofrareeventsim ulation problem s.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

In thispaper,wehavederived sim pleanalyticalexpres-

sions for the com putationalcost ofthe three FFS-type

rare event sim ulation m ethods and the statisticalaccu-

racy ofthe resulting estim ate ofthe rate constant. The

expressionswere found to be in rem arkably good agree-

m ent with sim ulation results for the two-dim ensional

non-equilibrium rare event problem proposed by M aier

and Stein [15,16,17].

O ur analysis allows us to draw som e generalconclu-

sions about the relative m erits of the three FFS-type

m ethods. Firstly,the optim um e�cienciesofthe m eth-

ods are allofthe sam e orderofm agnitude,atleastfor

thesim pletestproblem studied here.However,them eth-

odsshow very di�erentsensitivitiesto the choice ofpa-

ram eters.TheBranched G rowth m ethod in particularis

highly sensitive,perform ing wellonly fora narrow range

ofparam etervalues.W ithin thisrange,however,itper-

form swellin com parison totheotherm ethods.TheFFS

m ethod isthem ostrobustto changesin theparam eters,

perform ing consistently well,even for param eter values

wheretheotherm ethodsarevery ine�cient.TheRosen-

bluth m ethod islowerin e�ciency than the others,asa

consequenceofthe M etropolisacceptance/rejection step

which isrequired in orderto obtain pathswith the cor-

rectweightsin the Transition Path Ensem ble.

These observations provide a very useful guide for

choosing a rate constant calculation m ethod. In gen-

eral,unless one has a very good idea of the optim um

param eters,the BG m ethod carries a risk ofbeing low

in e�ciency. O fcourse,strategiescould be envisaged to

overcom ethisproblem -forexam ple,one could im agine

term inatingacertain percentageofthebranchestoavoid

the high costofsam pling laterinterfaces. The analysis

used here could easily be extended to predictthe likely

success of such approaches. The RB m ethod appears

from thisanalysisto beofrelatively low e�ciency.How-

ever,thatisnottosaythatoneshould notusetheRosen-

bluth m ethod.O n the contrary,thisisthe only m ethod

which generatesunbranched paths,m akingithighlysuit-

ableforsituationswhereonewishestoanalysethepaths,

in orderto study thetransition m echanism .TheRB and

BG m ethodsalsorequirem uch lessstorageofsystem con-

�gurationsthan FFS (forwhich allN i pointsatinterface

im ust be stored in m em ory),m aking them potentially

suitableforlargesystem s.Asa generalconclusion,how-

ever,theresultsofthispapershow thattheFFS m ethod

is highly robust to param eter changes and is probably

them ethod ofchoiceforcalculationsoftherateconstant

wheree�ectssuch asthe storageofm any con�gurations

in m em ory arenotim portant.

Theseresultscould also suggestpossiblestrategiesfor

choosing theparam etersforthethreem ethods.O neap-

proach would betousetheanalyticalexpressionsderived

herein an optim ization schem efor�nding fkig,f�igand

n.Thisislikely tobeusefulfortheBG m ethod,butm ay

belessessentialfortheFFS and RB m ethods,wherethe

choiceofparam etersism uch lesscritical.

W eexpectthatthepredictionsofthecostand statisti-

calerrorderived herewillbeusefulnotonly forparam e-

teroptim ization,butalso forassessing,beforebeginning

a calculation,which m ethod to useand,indeed,whether

to proceed at all. Som e prelim inary calculation would

be needed in order to obtain rough estim ates for R,S,

PB ,fpig and (ifrequired)fUig. These prelim inary cal-

culations are expected to be m uch cheaper than a full

sim ulation. W hile the expressionsforthe costand vari-

ancewillbe lessaccurateifonly rough estim atesforthe

param etersareavailable,weexpecttheresultstobenev-

erthelessaccurateenough to be ofuse.

Furtherm ore,theexpressionsforV can beused,aftera

rate constantcalculation hasbeen com pleted,to obtain

errorbarson the calculated value ofkA B . In this case,

thevaluesofPB and fpig areknown.Theintrinsicvari-

ances fUig can also be easily obtained during the rate

constantcalculation,asexplained in Appendix D.These

valuescan be substituted into the expressionsto obtain

a reliableestim ateofthestatisticalerrorin theresulting

rateconstant.

In this work,we provide a way to com pare the e�-

ciency ofthe three FFS-type m ethods. Itwould also be

very usefulto com pare their e�ciency to that ofother

m ethods,such asthem ethod ofCrooksand Chandler[4]

for non-equilibrium rare event problem s,or TPS [3]or

Transition Interface Sam pling (TIS) [5,20]for equilib-

rium problem s.W ehavecarried outprelim inary calcula-

tionsusing the Crooks-Chandlerm ethod forthe M aier-

Stein system . W e �nd that the value ofthe rate con-

stantisin agreem entwith thatoftheFFS-typem ethods,

butthattheFFS-type m ethodsarem uch m oree�cient.

However,athoroughcom parisonwould requireadetailed

investigation,optim izing theparam eterchoicesofallthe

m ethods.W e thereforeleavethisto a future study.

In conclusion,we have presented expressions for the

com putationalcostand statisticalaccuracy ofthree re-

cently introduced rare event sim ulation m ethods. W e

believe thatthe expressionspresented here willbe valu-



15

able in using these m ethods to com pute rate constants

and in evaluating the resultsofsuch com putations.

A cknow ledgm ents

The authors thank AxelArnold for his carefulread-

ing ofthe m anuscript.Thiswork ispartofthe research

program ofthe"StichtingvoorFundam enteelO nderzoek

der M aterie (FO M )",which is �nancially supported by

the"NederlandseorganisatievoorW etenschappelijk O n-

derzoek (NW O )".R.J.A.was funded by the European

Union M arieCurieprogram .

A P P EN D IX A :C O ST O F T R IA L R U N S

In order to estim ate the cost of a trialrun, we as-

sum e that the system undergoes one-dim ensionaldi�u-

sion alongthe�coordinate,with aconstantdriftvelocity

(theorigin ofwhich isaforceduetothe\freeenergy bar-

rier").Theproblem isthen equivalentto thatofa parti-

clewhich undergoesdi�usion with driftalong thex axis,

after being released between two absorbing boundaries.

W e are interested in the m ean tim e � or �! that the

particle takesto be captured atthe leftorrightbound-

ary,given thatitiseventuallycaptured atthatparticular

boundary.Farkasand F�ul�op havestudied theproblem of

onedim ensionaldi�usion with drift[28].They giveana-

lyticalexpressionsforthe probabilitiesn and n! that

theparticleisabsorbed attheleftand rightboundaries,

respectively,and the ratesofabsorption,j and j! at

the left and right boundaries. The m ean �rst passage

tim e� istheaveragetim ebeforetheparticleisabsorbed

atone ofthe boundaries:

� =

Z
1

0

t[j + j! ]dt (A1)

To com pute � and �! ,we require integralssim ilar to

Eq.(A1), but including only events where the particle

reachesthedesired boundary.Theintegralsm ustalsobe

norm alized by theprobability ofreachingthatboundary:

� =

R
1

0
tj dt

n 
; �! =

R
1

0
tj! dt

n!
(A2)

Carrying outthe integrals(A2)using the expressionsof

Farkasand F�ul�op forj ,j! ,n and n! (Eqs(3-5)of

theirpaper[28]),wearriveat:

� =
L

v

�

coth

�
Lv

2D

�

� (1� �)coth

�
(1� �)Lv

2D

��

�! =
L

v

�

coth

�
Lv

2D

�

� �coth

�
�Lv

2D

��

(A3)

where v isthe driftvelocity,D isthe di�usion constant,

the absorbing boundaries are at x = 0 and x = L and

the particle isreleased atx = �L attim e t.In the lim it

thatthe driftvelocity is large,cosh[Lv=(2D )]! 1 and

� and �! reduceto:

� =
�L

v
; �! =

(1� �)L

v
(A4)

In this case,the average tim e for a particle to be cap-

tured ata speci�ed boundary islinearly proportionalto

the distance between the starting point ofthe particle

and that boundary,and the proportionality constantis

the sam e for particles m oving against or with the drift

velocity. It is therefore appropriate to approxim ate the

costofa trialrun between �i and �j by Sj�j � �ij,asin

Eq.(6).

A P P EN D IX B :A C C EP TA N C E P R O B A B ILIT Y

FO R T H E R B M ET H O D

This section is concerned with the M etropolis accep-

tance/rejection step in the Rosenbluth m ethod. W e de-

rive the approxim ate expression (44)forthe probability

�i that a newly generated estim ate p
e(n)

i
= N

(i)
s =ki for

the probability pi is accepted. Upon reaching interface

i,we calculatethe Rosenbluth factorW
(n)

i =
Q i�1

j= 0
N

(j)
s

corresponding to the newly generated path leading to

interface i. W e com pare this to the Rosenbluth factor

W
(o)

i corresponding to the previous path to have been

accepted at interface i. Acceptance occurs if the ra-

tio Zi � W
(n)

i =W
(o)

i is greater than a random num ber

0 < s < 1. Ifwe know the distribution function P (Zi),

the acceptanceprobability isgiven by:

�i =

Z 1

0

ds

Z
1

s

dZi P (Zi) (B1)

W e would therefore like to calculate P (Zi) �

P (W
(n)

i =W
(o)

i ). To obtain this,we require the distribu-

tion functions for both W
(n)

i and W
(o)

i . W e begin with

W
(n)

i ,which wecan write as

log[W
(n)

i ]=

i�1X

j= 0

log[N (j)
s ] (B2)

W eassum ethatthelog[N
(j)
s ]foreach interfacej arein-

dependentvariables(i.e. thatthe sam pling atdi�erent

interfaces is uncorrelated). Since we are adding m any

independentvariables,we apply the CentralLim itThe-

orem [29]to Eq.(B2). In the lim itofa large num berof

interfaces,the distribution ofy
(n)

i
= log[W

(n)

i
],is:

p(y
(n)

i )=
1

�i
p
2�

exp

"

�
(y

(n)

i
� �i)

2

2�2i

#

(B3)

where

�i =

i�1X

j= 0

E [logN (j)
s ] (B4)
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and

�
2
i =

i�1X

j= 0

V [logN (j)
s ] (B5)

The expectation value E [logN
(j)
s ]can be found approx-

im ately by perform ing a Taylor expansion of logN
(j)
s

aboutE [N
(j)
s ],to give:

logN (j)
s � logE [N (j)

s ]+

�

N
(j)
s � E [N

(j)
s ]

�

E [N
(j)
s ]

(B6)

�
1

2

�

N
(j)
s � E [N

(j)
s ]

�2

E [N
(j)
s ]2

taking the expectation value ofEq.(B6),we obtain:

E [logN (j)
s ] � logE [N (j)

s ]�
V [N

(j)
s ]

2E [N
(j)
s ]2

(B7)

Using the variancerelation (17),we�nd that

V [logN (j)
s ]�

1

E [N
(j)
s ]2

V [N (j)
s ] (B8)

W e now need to know E [N
(j)
s ]and V [N

(j)
s ]. O n �ring

ki trials from interface i,we know that the num ber of

successes follows a binom ialdistribution. However,the

variableN
(j)
s in Eqs(B13)and (B14)referstothenum ber

ofsuccessesatinterface j,given thatwe know the path

subsequently reached interfacei> j.W ethereforeknow

thatN
(j)
s > 0,so that

p(N (j)
s )=

1

(1� q
kj

j )

kj!

(kj � N
(j)
s )!(N

(j)
s )!

p
N

(j)

s

j
q
kj�N

(j)

s

j

(B9)

so that

E (N (j)
s )=

kjpj

(1� q
kj

j )
(B10)

E (N (j)
s

2
)=

�
kjpjqj + k2jp

2
j

�

(1� q
kj

j )
(B11)

and

V [N (j)
s ]=

h

(1� q
kj

j )kjpjqj � k2jp
2
jq

kj

j

i

(1� q
kj

j )2
(B12)

Substituting (B10) and (B12) into (B7) and (B8), we

obtain:

E [logN (j)
s ] � log

"

kjpj

1� q
kj

j

#

�
1

2

"
(1� q

kj

j )qj

kjpj
� qj

k
j

#

(B13)

and

V [logN (j)
s ]�

qj(1� q
kj

j
)

kjpj
� q

kj

j (B14)

Substituting (B13)and (B14)in turn into (B4)and (B5)

leadsto

�i =

i�1X

j= 0

log

"

kjpj

(1� q
kj

j )

#

�
1

2

"
(1� q

kj

j )qj

kjpj
� q

kj

j

#

(B15)

and

�
2
i =

i�1X

j= 0

qj(1� q
kj

j )

kjpj
� q

kj

j (B16)

Finally,the distribution function f(W i) for the Rosen-

bluth factor ofthe newly generated path can be found

by m aking the change of variables W i = exp[y
(n)

i ]in

Eq.(B3),to give:

f(W i)=
1

�i
p
2�

�
1

W i

�

exp

�

�
(log[W i]� �i)

2

2�2i

�

(B17)

W e now turn to the distribution function g(W i)forthe

Rosenbluth factorW
(o)

i ofthepreviouspath tohavebeen

accepted at interface i. W
(o)

i does not follow the sam e

distribution as W
(n)

i ,because the \previous" path has

survived atleastone round ofacceptance/rejection.W e

know thattheacceptance/rejection procedurere-weights

pathsby a factorproportionalto the Rosenbluth factor

(see Section IIC),so ifwe assum e that W
(o)

i has been

\fully" re-weighted (notethatthisisan approxim ation),

wecan say that

g(W i)�
W if(W i

R
1

0
W 0f(W 0)dW 0

(B18)

Thedenom inatorofEq.(B18)ensuresthatg(W i)isprop-

erly norm alized. Substituting (B18)into (B17),we �nd

that:

g(W i)=
1

I

1
p
2��i

exp

�

�
(log[W i]� �i)

2

2�2i

�

(B19)

where

I =

Z
1

0

W if(W i)dW i = exp

�

�i+
�2i

2

�

(B20)

Arm ed with Eqs (B17) and (B19), we can now �nd

the distribution function P (Zi) for the ratio Zi �

W
(n)

i =W
(o)

i .Thisisgiven by:

P (Zi)=

Z
1

0

Z
1

0

dW idW
0

ig(W i)f(W
0

i)�

�
W 0

i

W i

� Zi

�

(B21)
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Changing the variable of the second integralto Z 0

i =

W 0

i=W i,weobtain

P (Zi) =

Z
1

0

Z
1

0

dW idZ
0

i W ig(W i)f(Z
0

iW i)�(Z
0

i� Zi)

=

Z
1

0

dW i W ig(W i)f(ZiW i) (B22)

Substituting (B17)and (B19)into (B22),weobtain:

P (Zi) =
1

2�� 2
iIZi

� (B23)

Z
1

0

dW i exp

�

�
(log[W i]� �i)

2 + (log[ZiW i]� �i)
2

2�2i

�

Thisintegralcan becarried outanalytically [30],to give:

P (Zi)=
exp

h

�
�
2

i

4

i

2�iZi

p
�

exp

�

�
(logZi)

2

4�2i
�
logZi

2

�

(B24)

W e are now �nally in a position to calculate the ac-

ceptance probability �i, using Eq.(B1). Substituting

Eq.(B24) into (B1) and integrating over Zi,we obtain

[34]:

�i =
1

2

Z 1

0

ds

�

1�

p
�

2
Erf

�
�i

2
+
logs

2�i

��

(B25)

=
1

2
�

p
�

4

h

2Erf

�
�i

2

�

� 1

i

where Erf(x) is the error function: Erf(x) =

(2=
p
�)
Rx
0
e�t

2

dt.

Although Eq.(B25)isa sim pleand convenientexpres-

sion forthe acceptance probability �i,its derivation re-

quired severalapproxim ations.W ehavethereforetested

the validity ofEq.(B25). W e �rst carried out a \sim u-

lated sim ulation",in which wede�ned a seriesofN = 15

interfaces,each with thesam evalueofpi = p = 10�6=15 ,

and \sim ulated" the Rosenbluth calculation,each tim e

drawingarandom num bertodeterm inetheoutcom eofa

given \trialrun",fora given num beroftrialrunski = k,

taken to bethesam eforallinterfaces.W em easured the

acceptance probabilities at each interface after 2 � 106

Rosenbluth \path generations",and com pared these to

Eq.(B25).Theresultsareshown in Figure12a,fork = 2,

k = 5 and k = 8. The agreem entwith the \sim ulation"

isvery reasonable. To com pare with realsim ulation re-

sults,wealsom easuredtheacceptanceprobabilities�ifor

the RB sim ulationsofthe M aier-Stein system described

in Section IV. The results are com pared with the pre-

dictions ofEq.(B25) in Figure 12b. Again,quite good

agreem entisobtained.

A P P EN D IX C :T H E EFFEC T S O F LA N D SC A P E

VA R IA N C E

In thissection,weincludethee�ectsofthe\landscape

variance" in our expressions for the relative variance V

(a)
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Interface

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
k=2
k=5
k=8

�
i

(b)
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Interface

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1 k=2
k=5
k=8

�
i

FIG .12: (a): \Sim ulated" and predicted acceptance proba-

bilities�i forinterfaces0 � i� 14,forthe\sim ulated sim ula-

tion" described in thetext,fork = 2;5;8.(b):Sim ulated and

predicted valuesof�i for0 � i� 6 forthe M aier-Stein prob-

lem ofSection IV,for k = 2;5;8. In both plots,solid lines

representpredicted valuesfork = 2,dotted lines,k = 5 and

dashed lines,k = 8. Sym bols represent sim ulation results:

circles:k = 2,squares:k = 5 and triangles:k = 8.

of P e
B . The result willbe that expressions (23), (32)

and (43) are transform ed into (50),(51) and (52). As

described in Section III,we suppose thatpointj atin-

terface�i hasprobability p
(j)

i thata trialrun �red from

it willreach �i+ 1,ratherthan �A . The variance in the

p
(j)

i values for points at �i (sam pled according to their

expected occurrence in the trialrun �ring procedure)is

the \landscapevariance",Ui.

If we choose a particular point j, �re ki trial runs

and m easure the num ber of successes N
(i)
s , we expect

to obtain a m ean value E [N
(i)
s jj]= kip

(j)

i ,and a vari-

anceV [N
(i)
s jj]= kip

(j)

i q
(j)

i (in analogy with Eqs(15)and

(16)). W e now average overm any points j at interface

�i,using the generalvariancerelation (26):

V [N (i)
s ] = E

h

V

h

N
(i)
s jj

ii

+ V

h

E

h

N
(i)
s jj

ii

(C1)

= E

h

kip
(j)

i q
(j)

i

i

+ V

h

kip
(j)

i

i

where the m ean and the variance are taken over the

distribution of points j. Since E [p
(j)

i q
(j)

i ] = E [p
(j)

i �

(p
(j)

i )2] = E [p
(j)

i ]� E [(p
(j)

i )2] and Ui = E [(p
(j)

i )2]�

(E [p
(j)

i ])2,we can deduce that E

h

kip
(j)

i q
(j)

i

i

= ki(pi �

p2i � Ui) = ki(piqi � Ui). Using Eq.(14), we have

V [kip
(j)

i ]= k2iV [p
(j)

i ]= k2iUi,so that

V [N (i)
s ]= kipiqi+ Uik

2
i

�

1�
1

ki

�

(C2)

This �rst term on the r.h.s. ofEq.(C2) correspondsto

Eq.(16):the binom ialcontribution arising from the lim -

ited num beroftrialrunsperpoint. The second term is

an extra contribution,due to the landscapevariance.

W enow repeatthederivationsofSection IIIB,sim ply

replacing Eq.(16) by Eq.(C2). W e begin with the RB
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m ethod,forwhich Eq.(41)becom es

V
rb[pei] =

�
1

N 0

��
piqi

ki
+ Ui

�

1�
1

ki

��

(C3)

�

�
(2� �i)

�i

�
�

1� q
ki
i

�

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

�

and Eq.(43)isreplaced by Eq.(52):

V
rb =

n�1X

i= 0

( �
qi

piki
+
Ui

p2i

�

1�
1

ki

��

�

�
(2� �i)

�i

�
�

1� q
ki
i

�

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
kj

j

�

)

Forthe BG m ethod,Eq.(30)isreplaced by:

V [N (i)
s ] =

�
kipiqi+ Ui

�
k2i � ki

��Q i�1

j= 0
kjpj (C4)

+ k2ip
2
iV [N

(i�1)
s ] (i> 0)

= kipiqi+ Ui

�
k2i � ki

�
(i= 0)

and Eq.(32)becom esEq.(51):

V
bg =

n�1X

i= 0

"
kiqipi+ Ui

�
k2i � ki

�

kipi
Q i

j= 0
pjkj

#

For the FFS m ethod, the situation is slightly m ore

com plicated, because the num ber of trials �red from

point j at interface i is not �xed. W e m ake M i trials

from the N i points at �i, each tim e selecting a start-

ing pointatrandom (so thattheprobability a particular

pointischosen is1=N i).Sinceweno longerassum ethat

allpointsatinterface iare identical,we m ustnow take

account ofthe distribution ofthe num ber oftim es m j

that point j is selected. This is in fact a m ultinom ial

distribution [29,35],which hasaverageE [m j]= M i=N i

and variance V [m j]= M i[1=N i(1� 1=N i)]. Letus now

do a \thoughtexperim ent" in which we �rstdecide how

m any trialwillbe �red from each point-i.e. we �x the

set ofvalues fm jg (ofcourse,
P

j
m j = M i). W e then

�rethesetrialsand m easurethetotalnum berN tot
s which

reach �i+ 1.The expectation value forN
tot
s is

E [N tot
s jfm jg]=

X

j

m jp
j

i = M ipi (C5)

and thevarianceisfound usingEq.(C2),with ki replaced

by m j,m ultiplying by m
2
j and sum m ing overallj:

V [N tot
s jfm jg]=

X

j

�
m jpiqi+ Ui

�
m

2
j � m j

��
(C6)

W e now im agine thatwe average the resultsoverm any

setsofvaluesfm jg. Using the generalrelation (26),we

obtain:

V [N tot
s ] = V

�
E [N tot

s jfm jg]
�
+ E

�
V [N tot

s jfm jg]
�
(C7)

= V [M ipi]+ E

2

4M ipiqi+ Ui

X

j

m
2
j � UiM i

3

5

= M ipiqi+ Ui

�
N iE [m

2
j]� M i

�

Here,the variance and expectation are with respect to

the distribution of fm jg values. The last line follows

from the fact that V [M ipi] = 0 as both M i and pi

are constants with respect to changes in fm jg. Since

V [m j]= M i[1=N i(1� 1=N i)]= E [m 2
j]� E [m j]

2,we�nd

thatE [m 2
j]= (M i=N i)(1� 1=N i)+ M 2

i=N
2
i.Substituting

thisinto Eq.(C7),weobtain:

V [N tot
s ]= M ipiqi+

Ui

N i

�
M

2
i � M i]

�
(C8)

Since pei = N tot
s =M i,we m ustdivide Eq.(C8)by M 2

i to

obtain V [pei]
�s:

V [pei]
�s =

piqi

M i

+
Ui

N i

�

1�
1

M i

�

(C9)

Thisleadsto:

V
�s = N 0

n�1X

i= 0

( �
qi

piM i

+
Ui

p2iN i

�

1�
1

M i

��

�

�

1� q
M i

i

�

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
M j

j

�

)

(C10)

where N i = M i�1 pi�1 fori> 0 and N i = N 0 fori= 0.

Rewriting in term sofki � M i=N 0,weobtain Eq.(50):

V
�s =

n�1X

i= 0

( �
qi

piki
+
UiN 0

p2iN i

�

1�
1

N 0ki

��

�

�

1� q
N 0ki
i

�

Q i

j= 0

�

1� q
N 0kj

j

�

)

A P P EN D IX D :M EA SU R IN G T H E IN T R IN SIC

VA R IA N C E

In thissection,wedescribea sim pleand com putation-

ally cheap procedure for m easuring the landscape vari-

ance param eters Ui. G iven a correctly weighted collec-

tion ofN i pointsatinterface �i (obtained,forexam ple,

using FFS),we could �re an extrem ely large num ber k

oftrialruns from each point and m easure the variance

am ong points in the values ofN
(i;j)
s -where N

(i;j)
s de-

notesthe num berofsuccessfultrialsfrom pointj:

Ui = V [pi]=
V [N
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=
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FIG . 13: V [N
(0)

s ]=k
2

(solid line) and (1=(k �

1))

h

V [N
(0)

s ]=k � p0q0

i

(dashed line), as functions of

k = M 0=N 0,calculated using FFS asdescribed in Section D ,

forthe M aier-Stein problem ofSection IV with 10000 points

atthe �rstinterface �0 = � 0:7.

Thisislikely to bean expensiveprocedure.Fortunately,

however,itis notnecessary to �re a very large num ber

oftrialruns from each point. Instead,we m ake use of

expression (C2),which can be written as

Ui =
kV [pei]� piqi

k � 1
=

1

(k � 1)

"
V [N

(i)
s ]

k
� piqi

#

(D2)

where the expression now holds for any value ofk. In

the lim it that k ! 1 ,Eq.(D2) reduces to (D1). As a

practicalprocedure,therefore,we generate a collection

of N i points at interface i (using, for exam ple, FFS),

and �re k trialsfrom each point-k doesnothave to be

a large num ber. For each point j,we record the num -

ber ofsuccessfultrials N
(i;j)
s . The variance V [N

(i)
s ]of

these values isinserted into Eq.(D2)to give a value for

Ui.Figure13 showstheresultsofthisprocedureforthe

M aier-Stein problem ofSection IV.Forthe�rstinterface

(�0 = � 0:7),Ui was calculated using Eq.(D2),using k

trialsforeach of10000 pointscollected at�0.The solid

lineisthem easured valueofV [N
(i)
s ]=k2,whilethedashed

line isthe value ofUi obtained from Eq.(D2). The two

linesconverge,ofcourse,forlargevaluesofk.Figure13

shows that accurate results for Ui can be obtained us-

ing Eq.(D2),using only a sm allnum beroftrialrunsper

point.
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