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Thispaperdescribesa new M onte Carlo m ethod based on a novelstochastic potentialswitching

algorithm . This algorithm enables the equilibrium properties ofa system with potentialV to be

com puted using a M onte Carlo sim ulation fora system with a possibly lesscom plex stochastically

altered potential ~V .By properchoicesofthe stochastic switching and transition probabilities,itis

shown thatdetailed balancecan bestrictly m aintained with respectto theoriginalpotentialV .The

validity ofthe m ethod is illustrated with a sim ple one-dim ensionalexam ple. The m ethod is then

generalized to m ultidim ensionalsystem swith any additivepotential,providing a fram ework forthe

design ofm oree�cientalgorithm sto sim ulatecom plex system s.A near-criticalLennard-Jonesuid

with m ore than 20000 particles is used to illustrate the m ethod. The new algorithm produced a

m uch sm allerdynam icscaling exponentcom pared to theM etropolism ethod and im proved sam pling

e�ciency by overan orderofm agnitude.

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

Sim ulations of com plex m olecular system s are gen-
erally carried out using either the m olecular dynam ics
(M D) orthe M onte Carlo (M C)m ethod. Each m ethod
has its own m erits. The M D m ethod [1,2],based on
theintegration oftheclassicalequationsofm otion ofthe
particles,is conceptually the sim pler ofthe two. W ith
currentlyavailablecom puterpower,M D sim ulationsgen-
erally cannotbecarried outforvery long tim e scalesfor
very largesystem s,m akingtheextraction oftrueequilib-
rium propertiesoften di�cult.TheM C m ethod [3,4],on
theotherhand,relieson stochasticdynam icsto generate
m em bers ofthe desired ensem ble. M C has the ability
to execute non-physicallarge-scale transitions that are
im possible in M D and has the potentialto reach equi-
librium m uch faster.However,devising these large-scale
transitionsthathavereasonableacceptanceprobabilities
isnotalwaysstraightforward.
To search forwaysto enable large-scaletransitionsto

becarried outwith higherprobabilityin M C sim ulations,
onem usttacklethecoreproblem ,which isthecom plex-
ity oftheinteractionsam ong theparticlesin thesystem .
Ifthere were no interactionsam ong these particles,any
transition,regardless ofits scale,would always be ac-
cepted.W hen am oveism adein M C,theinteractionsin-
volving thoseparticlesthatarebeing m oved willchange.
In general,thelargerthescaleofthem oveand them ore
com plicated the interactions are,the larger the change
in the potentialbecom es. Consequently,large-scaleM C
m ovesarevery unlikely to be accepted.
A naturalquestionsarises:Isitpossibleto reducethe

com plexity ofthe interactions am ong the particles,for
instance,by replacing the actualpotentialV by a less
com plex potential~V ? O nepossibility isproposed in this
paper. W ith this m ethod, it is indeed possible to re-
place the originalpotentialV by an arbitrary ~V . But
the procedure has to follow a carefully constructed al-
gorithm to guaranteethatdetailed balance with respect

to the originalpotentialis m aintained,so that the cor-
rectstatisticsare produced. An idea sim ilarto thishas
been exploited in anum berofpreviouslyproposed M onte
Carlo m ethods, such as J-walking [5, 6, 7], sim ulated
tem pering [8,9],paralleltem pering [10,11,12,13],cat-
alytic tem pering [14],m ulticanonicalJ-walking [15]and
theapproxim atepotentialm ethod [16].Butwewillshow
thatwhen generalized to m ultidim ensionalsystem s,the
presentm ethod providesexibilitiesand potentialadvan-
tagesthatarenotavailablewith thesepreviousm ethods
and establishesa theoreticalfram ework forthedesign of
possibly m oree�cientalgorithm sforsim ulatingcom plex
system s.

II. T H E SP S ID EA

Letx be the con�guration ofa N -dim ensionalsystem
and V (x)thepotentialenergy divided by theBoltzm ann
constant kB . The statisticalweight ofeach m em ber of
thecanonicalensem bleisexp(� V (x)=T),T beingtheab-
solutetem perature.A M C algorithm thatgeneratescon-
�gurationsconsistentwith theirstatisticalweightscan be
constructed from any set oftransition rules,as long as
the transition probabilitiesW between every pairx and
x0 satisfy the detailed balancecondition:

e
�V (x)=T

W (x ! x
0)= e

�V (x
0
)=T

W (x0! x): (1)

Thenew M C algorithm weproposeproceedsasfollows:

1.First,considerchanging the system potentialV to
an arbitrary potential ~V . This \potentialswitch-
ing"decision iscarriedoutwith astochasticswitch-
ing probability

S(x)= e
(� V (x)�� V

�
)=T

; (2)

with �V (x) = V (x)� ~V (x) and �V � is a con-
stantgreaterthan orequalto the m axim um value
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FIG .1: Illustration of the SPS procedure. (See text for

details.)

of�V (x) over allx. By incorporating �V � into
Eqn.(2),we ensure that S(x) is between 0 and 1.
Note thatif�V � isvery large,the resulting S(x)
will be sm all, m aking switching very infrequent.
Forsystem swith a V thatisbounded from above,
it is alwayspossible to choose a ~V which yields a
�nite�V �.System swith an unbounded V willbe
addressed in Sect.V.

2.Ifthe switch ism ade,the con�guration ofthe sys-
tem is m oved from x to x0 with transition proba-
bility ~W (x ! x0)chosen to satisfy detailed balance
on the switched potential~V ,i.e.

e
� ~V (x)=T ~W (x ! x

0)= e
� ~V (x

0
)=T ~W (x0! x): (3)

Any ~W ,such asM etropolis[17],m ay be used here
aslong asitsatis�esEqn.(3).

3.Ifthe switch is unsuccessful,the con�guration of
the system is m oved from x to x0 with transition
probability �W (x ! x0) chosen to satisfy detailed
balanceon a pseudopotential

�V (x)= V (x)� T ln[1� S(x)]; (4)

Sim ilarto step 2,any �W m ay beused hereaslong
asitsatis�esdetailed balanceon �V .

After the m ove from x ! x0 is m ade (accepted or re-
jected),thecycleisoverand thealgorithm returnstostep
1. This stochastic potentialswitching (SPS) idea,with
therelevantpotentialswitchingandsubsequentM C tran-
sition probabilities,isillustrated schem atically in Fig.1.
O bviously,theSPS algorithm can beused alonein asim -
ulation (ifthem ovesareergodic)orm ixed with otherM C
m oves.
W ith the algorithm de�ned above,itiseasy to prove

thatthe com positetransition probability:

W (x ! x
0)= S(x)~W (x ! x

0)+ [1� S(x)]�W (x ! x
0);
(5)

when substituted into Eqn.(1),indeed satis�es detailed
balance with respectto the originalpotentialV .There-
fore,the M C trajectory generated by thisSPS idea will

produce a sequence ofcon�gurationsfxg thatisconsis-
tentwith the canonicalensem ble for a system with po-
tentialV (x).Itisim portanttoem phasizethatthechoice
of~V iscom pletely arbitrary | theproofworksforall~V .
In a realapplication,one can exploit this arbitrariness
to select a ~V that m ay be either less com plex than the
originalV orlesscostly to com pute.Fora system where
thepotentialisa sum ofadditiveterm sV =

P

i
Vi,often

thecaseform any-particlesystem s,theswitchingdecision
can beapplied to each Vi separately.Thisgeneralization
willbe described in Sect.V.
In form described above, the SPS idea is concep-

tually related to J-walking [5, 6, 7], parallel tem per-
ing [10, 11, 12, 13], and the \approxim ate potential"
m ethod [16]. In J-walking,the sim ulation is stochasti-
cally switched to a con�guration sam pled from a higher-
tem perature (T 0) sim ulation ofthe sam e potentialwith
properly chosen transition probabilities. This is essen-
tially the sam e as using a potentialthat is attenuated
by a factorT=T 0as ~V in SPS.Sim ilarly,in paralleltem -
pering, the exchange of replicas between two di�erent
tem peraturesisequivalentto having one switched to an
attenuated potentialand theotherto a higherpotential.
In the approxim ate potentialm ethod,the sim ulation is
switched to an approxim atepotential,and the new con-
�guration produced on the approxim ate potentialisac-
cepted orrejectattheend with a \correction" ratethat
isdesigned to m aintain detailed balance with respectto
theoriginalpotential;whereasin SPS,theswitching de-
cision is m ade before the m ove,so that the subsequent
update on ~V willalwaysbe accepted.Even though SPS
isconceptually akin totheseotherm ethods,wewillshow
in Sect.V thatwhen SPS isgeneralized to m ultidim en-
sionalsystem s, its o�ers exibilities and potentialad-
vantagesthatarenotcurrently availablein theserelated
m ethods.

III. EX A M P LE:A O N E-D IM EN SIO N M O D EL

W eusea sim pleone-dim ensionalexam pleto illustrate
the basic SPS idea. The m odelwe selected was a har-
m onic potentialV (x)= 1

2
x2,with x con�ned to within

the range [� 1;1]. W e used �ve di�erent ~V (x) = 1

2
xn,

with n = 0,1,2,3 and 4 to dem onstrate that the en-
sem bleaverageswereindeed invariantwith thechoiceof
~V and the choice of ~V is hence arbitrary. For each of
the�ve ~V ,wesam pled x accordingto theSPS algorithm
using sim ple M etropolism oveson both ~V and �V .n = 2
isa specialcase,becauseforn = 2,~V = V ,so theswitch
is m ake with unit probability. The SPS algorithm for
n = 2 is thus equivalent to the norm alM etropolis (i.e.
non-SPS)algorithm .
The m om ents hxm i at T = 0:2 for m = 1 to 10 are

shown in TableIforthe�vedi�erent ~V .Theresultsare
clearly invariantwith thechoiceof~V towithin statistical
errors,showing thatdetailed balance isstrictly satis�ed
with respectto V for any ~V . The switching rate R S is
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alsoshown foreach ~V .R S isin generallowerforthose ~V
(particularlyn = 1and 3)thatareverydi�erentfrom the
originalpotentialV .Noticealso thatn = 0 corresponds
to a atpotential.In thiscase,iftheswitch ism ade,the
potentialiscom pletely turned o�.

IV . R ELA T IO N SH IP T O ISIN G -T Y P E

C LU ST ER A LG O R IT H M S

A M C m ethod thatiscapableofexecuting large-scale
m oveswith high probability wasproposed by Swendsen
and W ang [18]fortheIsing m odelin 1987.Thism ethod
laterled to the discovery ofa classofm ethodsnow col-
lectively known as\clusteralgorithm s" [19].Theseclus-
ter algorithm s can be shown to be specialcases ofthe
SPS algorithm .W hereastheseclusteralgorithm sperm it
large-scaleM C m oves,they are largely restricted to dis-
crete m odelsand are notgenerally applicable to m olec-
ular sim ulations. The SPS m ethod provides a way to
transfertheideasbehind theseclusteralgorithm sto con-
tinuoussystem s.
In theoriginalSwendsen-W ang algorithm ,theinterac-

tion between each pairofIsingspins�i and �j isstochas-
tically deleted with aprobability pd = exp[� J(�i�j� 1)],
where J isthe Ising interaction.W hen an interaction is
successfully deleted,it has no e�ect on the subsequent
M C m ove. O n the other hand,ifan interaction is not
deleted,it is frozen such that the value ofthis interac-
tion isconstrained to rem ain constantin thesubsequent
M C m ove. After allthe interactions have been either
deleted orfrozen,thespinsbreakup intoclustersofspins
having frozen interactions. Each cluster can be ipped
independently oftheothers.Swendsen and W angshowed
thatthisclusteralgorithm satis�esdetailed balanceand
it produces m uch faster equilibration com pared to the
conventionalM etropolisalgorithm [17].
The Ising m odelhas potentialV =

P

(ij)
Vij,where

Vij = � J�i�j and thesum goesoverallnearest-neighbor
pairs. Itiseasy to show thatthe Swendsen-W ang algo-
rithm can bederived from theSPS algorithm by m aking
the specialchoice ~Vij = 0. As such,the SPS algorithm
can be considered as a \generalized" cluster algorithm .
However,we choosenotto use thisterm inology because
calling SPS a generalized cluster algorithm would im -
properly im ply som e geom etric origin. W hereas in dis-
crete system s such as the Ising m odelthere is an obvi-
ousgeom etricinterpretation fortheSPS algorithm ,there
m ay notbe any in m oregeneralcontinuoussystem s.

V . G EN ER A LIZA T IO N T O SY ST EM S W IT H

A D D IT IV E P O T EN T IA LS

W hile the validity ofthe SPS algorithm is clear for
the basic case considered in Sect.II,the utility ofthe
SPS algorithm in thisform isratherlim ited. There are
severalreasonswhythisform ulationoftheSPS algorithm

m ay not be very practical. (1) The choice ofa good ~V
isnotobvious. (2)Because S(x) in Eqn.2 is scaled by
e�� V

�
=T ,unless ~V isclosetoV everywhere,theswitching

frequency willbe in generalsm all. (3) For a V that is
not bounded from above (as in system s with repulsive
interactions),therem ay notbea way to choosea ~V that
keeps�V � �nite.
To m aketheSPS algorithm m oreuseful,wem ust�rst

generalizeitto an additivepotentialV thatcan bewrit-
ten asasum oftwoorm oreterm s.Any V can bedecom -
posed intoan arbitrarysum .Som esystem s,such asthose
with pairwiseinteractions,havepotentialsthatbreak up
naturally into a sum ofterm s. In other situations,the
potentialm ay have two or m ore distinct parts that are
responsiblefordi�erentphysicalphenom ena,such asthe
repulsive and attractive partofa Lennard-Jonespoten-
tial[20].W ewillseethattheusefulnessoftheSPS algo-
rithm isrelated to how V isdecom posed. O urform ula-
tion hereisinspired by theideasofK andeletal.[21]who
haveprovided ageneralization oftheSwendsen-W angal-
gorithm [18]fordiscrete-state(Ising)m odels.
To illustrate the generalization ofthe SPS algorithm

to a continuous system with an additive potential, we
considera potentialwith justtwo term sV (x)= V1(x)+
V2(x). Extension to m ore than two term s is straight-
forward.W e can apply the SPS algorithm in Sect.IIto
each oftheterm sseparately,attem ptingtoswitch V1 toa
new ~V1 and V2 to another ~V2 with switching probabilities
S1(x)= e(� V1(x)�� V

�

1
)=T and S2(x)= e(� V2(x)�� V

�

2
)=T ,

respectively. Since the potentialterm sare additive,the
switchingofV1 and V2 areindependentofeach otherand
can be perform ed in any order.
Fortwo term sin the potential,there arefourpossible

outcom es ofthe switching decision. For each one,the
next part ofthe sim ulation willproceed on a di�erent
potential: (1) ifboth V1 and V2 are switched,the new
potentialbecom es ~V1 + ~V2; (2) if both V1 and V2 are
notswitched,the new potentialbecom es �V1 + �V2;(3)if
V1 isswitched butV2 isnot,the new potentialbecom es
~V1 + �V2; (4) if V1 is not switched but V2 is, the new
potentialbecom es �V1 + ~V2,where �V1 and �V2 are de�ned
asin Eqn.4.Aftertheswitch ism ade,thesystem can be
m oved from con�guration x ! x0 on the new potential.
At the end ofthe m ove,the originalpotentialcan be
restored to restartthe switching processanew.O ne can
easily show that with this algorithm , detailed balance
with respect to the originalpotentialis strictly obeyed
along any one of the four pathways. This is a direct
resultofthe additivity ofV1 and V2. The sum overall
fourpathwaysthereforealso obeysdetailed balance.
In theabove,wehaveconsidered switching both term s

in V ,but this needs not be. In fact,we can apply the
switching to an arbitrary subsetofterm s. Forexam ple,
wem ay considerswitching only V1 to ~V1 and keeping V2
\alive".Ifthe switching issuccessful,the new potential
becom es ~V1+ V2;otherwise,itis �V1+ V2.Thisscenariois
equivalentto using a ~V2 = V2 and thusalso satis�esde-
tailed balance.Thisstrategy m ay beuseful,forexam ple,
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TABLE I: M C resultsforthe m odelsystem V (x)= 1

2
x
2
atT = 0:2 using 5 di�erent ~V = 1

2
x
n
. hx

m
iare the m -th m om ents

m easured by SPS-M C.R S aretheobserved switching rateforeach ~V .Theuncertainty ofthelastdigitisshown in parentheses.

n = 0 n = 1 n = 2 n = 3 n = 4

hx
1
i � 0:0003(8) � 0:0009(8) 0:0008(8) 0:0004(8) 0:0010(8)

hx
2
i 0:1698(4) � 0:1698(4) 0:1702(4) 0:1701(4) 0:1701(4)

hx
3
i � 0:0001(4) � 0:0005(4) � 0:0001(4) 0:0001(4) 0:0003(4)

hx
4
i 0:0716(3) 0:0723(3) 0:0720(3) 0:0720(3) 0:0721(3)

hx
5
i � 0:0000(3) � 0:0004(3) � 0:0001(3) 0:0000(3) 0:0001(3)

hx
6
i 0:0416(2) 0:0424(2) 0:0418(2) 0:0419(2) 0:0420(2)

hx
7
i � 0:0000(2) � 0:0003(2) � 0:0001(2) � 0:0000(2) 0:0000(2)

hx
8
i 0:0283(2) 0:0291(2) 0:0285(2) 0:0286(2) 0:0287(2)

hx
9
i � 0:0000(2) � 0:0002(2) � 0:0001(2) � 0:0000(2) � 0:0000(2)

hx
10
i 0:0211(2) 0:0218(2) 0:0213(2) 0:0214(2) 0:0215(2)

�V
�

0.5 1. 0. 1. 0.125

R S 0.151 0.030 1.000 0.020 0.699

in thecaseofaV thatisnotbounded from above.In this
case,we can decom pose the potentialinto the repulsive
(unbounded)and attractive (bounded)parts,butapply
the switching only to the attractivepart.

Itshould now beclearwhy decom posing V into m any
additive term s m akes the SPS algorithm m ore practi-
cal. In the originalform ulation of the SPS algorithm
in Sect.II,the entire V =

P

‘
V‘ isswitched to ~V . The

probability for the sim ultaneous switching of allV‘ is
Q

‘
S‘.Ifthepotentialcontainsa largenum berofterm s,

the totalswitching probability willbesm alleven ifeach
individualS‘ isclose to unity. Therefore,switching the
entireV isalm ostim possible,butindividualterm sin V
can be switched with a m uch higherprobability.

Coupled with good physicalinsights,the additivity of
V can beexploited todevisee�cientSPS algorithm sthat
m ay be m ore optim althan others. Som e system s,such
as those with pairwise interactions,have a naturalde-
com position forV .Thism ay beused to guidethesearch
foran optim albreakup. O n the otherhand,there m ay
be a totally unphysicalbreakup thata�ordshighere�-
ciency. The additivity ofV o�ersim m ense possibilities.
In the next section,we willillustrate this using a non-
trivialm any-particleexam ple.

In fact,crude elem entsofthe basic SPS idea have al-
ready appeared in oneofourrecentstudieson theM onte
Carlo sim ulationsofim aginary-tim e path integrals[22],
and these ideashave been proven usefulforaccelerating
the sam pling ofsti� paths.The strategy proposed there
waslaterim plem ented in a large-scalepath integralsim -
ulation ofsuperuid m olecular H 2 clusters [23]. These
studiesm otivated usto re�ne the crude ideascontained
in thosetwo papersand form ulatethem oregeneralthe-
oreticalfram ework forthe SPS algorithm thathasbeen
presented in thissection.

V I. EX A M P LE:A LEN N A R D -JO N ES FLU ID

N EA R IT S C R IT IC A L P O IN T

The correlation length ofa system diverges near the
critical point. Sm all local uctuations of the system
atlarge separationsbecom e correlated with each other,
m aking M onte Carlo sim ulationsextrem ely sluggish [4].
This so-called \criticalslowing-down" problem leads to
extrem ely long equilibration tim eforM onteCarlo sim u-
lationsthatem ploy only localupdates,such asthe con-
ventionalM etropolisalgorithm .Nonlocalm ovescan also
bem adeusing theM etropolisalgorithm ,butsuch m oves
arealm ostalwaysrejected becauseofthereason given in
the lastsection.

W e will dem onstrate how the SPS m ethod can be
used to dealwith the criticalslowing-down problem in
a Lennard-Jones uid. The sim ulations were carried
out in a cubic box with periodic boundary condition.
A Lennard-Jonespotentialu(r)= 4�

�
(�=r)12 � (�=r)6

�

that is truncated but unshifted at rc = 2:5� was used
for the calculations. Previously, the critical tem pera-
ture Tc and density �c forthissystem were found to be
kB Tc = 1:1853� and �c�

3 = 0:3197 [24]. To check scal-
ing,wevary thebox length L from L=�= 10to40,using
up to 20464 particlesto m aintain a �xed density. Since
theheatcapacity isexpected to divergeasjT � Tcj

� [25],
the slowing-down problem should be m anifested in the
energy m easurem ent. W e com pared the scaling ofthe
autocorrelation tim e for the energy estim ator with the
box length L ofthe SPS m ethod againstthe M etropolis
algorithm and found a m uch sm aller dynam icalscaling
exponentforthe SPS m ethod.

To im plem ent the SPS m ethod,we break up the to-
talpotentialV =

P

i< j
u(rij),where rij isthe distance

between particles iand j,in two stages. First,we can
obviously break V up into the individualpair interac-
tions u(rij). Next, for each of the pair interactions,
we can further decom pose it into its positive and neg-
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ativeparts,u = u+ + u� ,such thatu+ (r)iseverywhere
zero except for r < � where u+ (r) = u(r),and u� is
its com plem ent. W ith this,the totalpotentialbecom es
V =

P

i< j
u+ (rij)+ u� (rij). (W e have also tried to de-

com pose u according to the W CA prescription [20]but
found no m ajor di�erence in the e�ciencies ofthe two
breakups.) W ith this decom position,u+ is a purely re-
pulsive potential,whereasu� isbounded from aboveby
zero.W eapply theSPS algorithm to each oftheu� (rij)
term s to try to switch it to ~u� = 0 but keep allthe
u+ (rij) alive. Since u� (r) � ~u� for allr,�u �

�
can be

sim ply setto 0.
The SPS algorithm , when applied to the Lennard-

Jones uid,proceedsas follows. Starting from the cur-
rentcon�guration f~rig,weattem ptto switch o� each of
theu� (rij)oneby one.Aftertheswitching decision has
been com pleted for every u� (rij),the particles now in-
teractwith a m odi�ed potentialin which som e pairsof
particlesinteractwith �u� whiletheresthavezeroattrac-
tion between them .Sinceu+ havebeen keptalive,every
pairofparticlesalsointeractthrough thepurelyrepulsive
u+ .Atthispoint,onecan em ployanyM onteCarlom ove
to updatethesystem on thisstochastically m odi�ed po-
tential. O ne sim ple possibility is to apply a M etropolis
algorithm with a localupdate to the SPS m odi�ed po-
tential, just like on the originalpotential. But as we
willsee,doing thisalonewillnotim provethedynam ical
characteristicsofthe sam pling.
The autocorrelation tim e � in M C pass for the to-

talenergy m easurem entis shown in Fig.2 for di�erent
box sizesL,com paringtheconventionalM etropolisalgo-
rithm with alocalupdateapplied totheoriginalpotential
(square)againstthe sam e M etropolisupdate applied to
the SPS m odi�ed potential(triangles). In both sim ula-
tions,one M C pass is de�ned as having attem pted one
m ove for each particle in the system . Not surprisingly,
thedynam icscaling behaviorsofthetwo areidenticalto
each other.Sinceboth sim ulationsarebased on thesam e
localupdate m ethod and they both satisfy detailed bal-
ance,the dynam icalcharacteristicsofthe two sam pling
m ethods ought to be the sam e. To im prove sam pling
e�ciency,nonlocalm ovesm ustbe used.
In a near-criticalsystem ,theslowing-down problem is

related to the divergence ofthe correlation length. Up-
datem ethodsthatem ploy only localm oveswilltherefore
havepoordynam icalscaling,sincethey areunableto ef-
fectlarge-scale rearrangem entsofthe system . SPS pro-
videsabasisfordesigningpossibly m oree�cientalterna-
tiveupdateschem es.Thesystem potentialcan besignif-
icantly sim pli�ed using SPS,enabling large-scale m oves
to beperform ed with m uch higheracceptanceratio com -
pared to the originalpotential.
To perform large-scale m oves in the near-critical

Lennard-Jones uid on the SPS m odi�ed potential,we
em ployed a sim ple schem e based on an algorithm origi-
nally proposed by Dress and K rauth [26]to treat hard
sphere system s. W e changed the m ethod to suit the
present situation, and our algorithm is illustrated in

10 20 30 40 50
L/σ

10

100

1000

τ 
 (

M
C

 P
as

s)

SPS: η = 1.3

Metropolis: η = 2.8
(conventional and SPS)

(cluster reflection)

FIG .2: Scaling of the autocorrelation tim e � of the en-

ergy estim ator with the box length L in the sim ulation of

a Lennard-Jones uid at its criticalpoint. The dynam ical

exponents � for the conventionalM etropolis m ethod on the

originalpotential(squares) and on the SPS m odi�ed poten-

tial(triangles)areidenticaland equalapproxim ately 2.8.The

dynam icalexponentin theSPS algorithm with theclusterre-

ection update (circles)is1.3.

Fig.3 and proceedsasfollows.

1.Forevery pairofparticlesinteracting with �u� ,we
freeze theirdistance by placing a rigid \bond" be-
tween them .

2.Forevery pairofparticlesthathave a nonzero u+
between them , we consider them to be \overlap-
ping" and also freezetheirdistance.

3.Based on thebondsand overlaps,webreakthepar-
ticlesup intodisjointclusters.Twoclustersaredis-
jointifthere isno bond oroverlap between them .
Thisconstitutesthe\background"con�guration in
Fig.3(a).

4.To m ove the clusters, a point inside the sim ula-
tion box israndom ly selected to bethepivot(illus-
trated by the crossin Fig.3(a)),and allparticles
in the box are reected acrossthe pivotto obtain
the \foreground" con�guration in Fig.3(b).

5.W hen the foreground is overlaid on the back-
ground,theclustersfrom theforeground and back-
ground form additionaloverlaps(butno additional
bonds).The foreground and background positions
ofthe sam e particle are also by defaultconsidered
to bein thesam ecluster.O verlappingclusterscan
then be broken up into disjointsuperclustersasin
Fig.3(c).

6.Sincethereisno overlap between any particles(ei-
ther foreground or background)from two disjoint
superclusters,wecan chooserandom lytoacceptei-
thertheforeground orbackground positionsinside
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FIG .3: Illustration ofthe cluster reection algorithm . (a)

Particles connected by frozen �u� (4-7 and 9-10)are bonded,

shown in the �gure connected by think lines. Particles that

haveanonzerou+ between them (3-4,5-6and 8-10)areshown

as overlapping. Bonded and overlapping particles break up

into disjoint clusters. In this exam ple,there are six disjoint

clusters. This form s the \background" con�guration. The

cross indicates the position of the pivot, which for this il-

lustration is near the center ofthe cell. (b) Allparticles in

the background are reected acrossthe pivotto generate the

\foreground" con�guration shown in grey. The new position

ofeach particle iin the foreground islabeled i
0
.(c)O verlay-

ing (b)on (a)generatessuperclustersfrom overlapping fore-

ground and background clusters.In addition,foreground and

background positions of the sam e particle are in the sam e

cluster by default. In this exam ple,there are three disjoint

superclusters: (1
0
;1;11

0
;11),(5

0
;5;6

0
;6),and a third encom -

passing therest.(d)Foreach supercluster,eitherallthefore-

ground orallthe background positionsare accepted into the

new con�guration.In thisexam ple,two superclusterstakeon

the background positions and one supercluster takes on the

foreground positions.

each superclusterwith equalprobability.An exam -
pleofthe resulting new con�guration isillustrated
in Fig.3(d).

Thiscom pletesone passin ourSPS sim ulation. Atthis
point,thesim ulation can startoverwith anothercluster
m ovefrom step 1,orwecan carryoutaM etropolissweep
before going back to 1. Notice that since the switching
isdonestochastically,a di�erentclusterstructurewould
be generated every tim e even ifthe switching isapplied
to the sam econ�guration.
In iseasy to show thattheclusterreection algorithm

above satis�esdetailed balance in a trivialway,because
the m ove conservesthe nonzero partofthe totalpoten-

tialofthesystem by�xingallthebondsand overlapsand
thereectionclearlyproducessym m etrictransitionprob-
abilities. However,by itselfthe cluster reection algo-
rithm isnonergodic,becauseparticlesthathaveno over-
lap with each otherin thecon�guration beforethem ove
willhave no overlap either after the m ove. To have an
ergodicM onteCarlosim ulation,thisclusterreection al-
gorithm m ustbem ixed with anotherergodicm ove,such
asM etropolis using a localupdate. In our sim ulations,
we perform ed one M etropolis m ove for every 10 cluster
updates,which addsm inim alcoststo the CPU tim e.

Autocorrelation tim es � in M C pass forthe totalen-
ergy m easurem ent is shown in Fig.2 for the SPS algo-
rithm usingtheclusterreectionupdate(circles).Forthe
SPS algorithm ,one M C passis de�ned ashaving m ade
oneclusterreection m oveplusone-tenth ofa M etropo-
lism ove (needed forergodicity). In actualCPU tim e,a
SPS M C passisabout20% fasterthan a M etropolisM C
pass.Nearthe criticalpoint,the autocorrelation tim e is
expected to scale with system size as � � L�,and the
dynam icalscaling exponent � is a m easure ofthe e�-
ciency ofthe M C m ethod.Clearly,the SPS m ethod has
am uch sm allerdynam icalexponent.In term sofabsolute
e�ciency,theSPS algorithm ism orethan ten tim esbet-
terforthelargestsim ulationsconsidered (L=�= 40with
20464particles),and accountingforCPU tim edi�erence,
the SPS algorithm isactually 13 tim esbetter.

A generalized geom etric clusteralgorithm thatisalso
basedontheDressandK rauthclusterm ovehasalsobeen
proposed recently by Liu and Luijten [27]. In their ap-
proach,theenergiesofthecon�guration beforeand after
the clusterm ove have to be com puted to determ ine the
transition probabilities;whereas in our SPS algorithm ,
only the energy before the m ove has to be com puted in
orderto determ ine the switching probabilities. In cases
wherethepotentialiscom plicated and costlytocom pute,
theSPS algorithm herewillo�erCPU tim esavingscom -
pared tothem ethod ofLiu and Luijten,butitm ay su�er
from lowerswitching rates.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,we have presented a new M onte Carlo
m ethod that is based on a stochastic potentialswitch-
ing algorithm . This new algorithm enables the equilib-
rium propertiesofa system with potentialV to becom -
puted usingaM onteCarlosim ulation forasystem with a
possibly lesscom plex stochastically altered potential ~V .
G eneralization ofthis m ethod to system s with additive
potentialsprovidesforan e�cientschem eforsim ulating
com plex system s. The validity ofthe m ethod is illus-
trated with a sim ple one-dim ensionalexam ple,and its
practicalutility in alleviating the criticalslowing-down
problem is illustrated with a Lennard-Jones uid near
itscriticalpoint.
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