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1 Introduction

ForM onte C arlo sin ulations ofm any interesting physical situations, critical slow ing dow n
isamaprproblem . Standard sin ulation algorithm s em ploy local update procedures like
the M etropolis and the heat bath algorithm . W ith local updates, \Inform ation" travels
slow Iy, lke a random walk. If the relevant length scale is the correlation length , the
num ber of updates necessary to decorrelate large regions, ie. the autocorrelation tine
grow s like

/% 1)
where z 2 for local updates, as suggested by the random walk analogy.

Theway out ofthisproblem isto em ploy nonlocalupdates. T he challenge is to devise
algorithm sthat arenonlocaland still satisfy detailed balance. M ultigrid algorithm s are one
possble approach. In this paperwe shall focus on clister algorithm s; for a nonexhaustive
selection of references see fI, B, 3, B, B, [41-

The rst cluster algorithm was invented by Swendsen and W ang (SW ) [ﬂ] for the case
of the Ising spin m odel. T he basic idea is to perform m oves that signi cantly change the
P eierls contours characterizing a con guration. A sthe size of P ejerls contours is, typically,
anything up to the order of the correlation length, critical slow Ing dow n m ay be elin nated
com pltely or at last partially by this approach. The SW algorithm has been m odi ed
and generalized for other spin system s, m ostly w ith two spin interactions [,[d, [§]. N otice
that for these system s clusters are connected regions of spins, w ith the sam e dim ensionality
as the underlying lattice. A few generalizations along di erent lines were also done , E].

R ecently ﬂ,, E] we Introduced cluster algorithm s for vertex m odels and quantum spin
system s, which are the st cluster algorithm s form odelsw ith constraints. W hilke E] isan
adaptation ofthe valleysto m ountainsre ections (VM R) algorithm [E], originally devised
for solid-on-solid m odels, the loop algorithm introduced in , B] does not resam bl any
existing schem e.

In thispaperwe discuss the loop algorithm In detail. In vertex m odels @] the dynam —
ical variables are localized on bonds, and the interaction isbetween allbondsm eeting at
a vertex . Furthem ore there are constraints on the possible bond variable values around a
vertex. O ur schem e is devised such as to take into acoount the constraints autom atically,
and to allow a sinple way to construct the clusters. T he clusters here are not connected
regions of spins, but Instead closed paths (loops) of bonds.

In what llows we st comm ent on the SW algorithm for spin systems. Then we
discussthe generalcluster form alism ofK andeland D om any H], treating the SW algorithm
asan exam ple. Next we de ne the 6-vertex m odel, and, asa specialcase, theF model W e
then introduce the loop algorithm , and show how to form ulate it for the com plete 6-vertex
m odel. T he optin ization ofthe algorithm isdiscussed in a separate section. For the special
case ofthe F-m odel, we describe how the algorithm particularizes, and then we present our
very successfiilnum erical tests of the loop algorithm . W e also show how to apply the loop
algorithm to sim ulations of one and two din ensional quantum spin system s @], lke eg.
the xxz quantum spoin chain, and the spin % H eisenberg antiferrom agnet and ferrom agnet
In two din ensions. Finally we com m ent on further generalizations and applications.



2 Som e comm ents on the Swendsen-W ang algorithm

Here we present a som ew hat unusual view point on the SW algorithm , in order to better
understand what isnew In the loop algorithm . Let us look at a soin system , lke the Ising
m odel, w ith variables s, living on sites x, and a nearest nenghborHam %‘ttonjan H (sx;sy)-
T he partition function of the m odelto be simulated isZ = sexXp ( < xy> H (sxisy)),
where < xy > is a pair of sites.

C onsider update proposals ( ips) sx ! sg, such that H (sx;sy) = H (sg;sg) . Then it
follow s that updating at the sam e tin e all spins n som e \cluster" of spins, we willonly
change the value of the H am iltonian at the boundary of that cluster, not inside it.

In order to satisfy detailed balance, we have to choose clusters w ith an appropriate
probability. The SW algorithm am ounts to m aking a M etropolis decision for each bond
< xy >, namely whether to accept the change .n H from H (sy;sy) to H (8);sy). If
accepted, a bond is called \deleted", otherw ise it is called \frozen". C lusters are then sets
of sites connected by frozen bonds. N ote that if deleted, a bond m ay be at the boundary
of a cluster, but need not.

Finally, an update is perform ed by nding all the clusters in a given con guration and
then ipping each cluster w ith 50% probabiliy f]. In W ol ’s single cluster variant [}, £,
which is dynam ically m ore favourable, we construct one cluster starting from a random Iy
chosen initial site, and then ip it wih 100% probability.

A technicalrem ark: The Swendsen-W ang algorithm can be vectorized and parallelized
@]. The di cul task is to identify the clusters, which is the sam e task as eg. in age
com ponent labeling. For the singl cluster variant, vectorization is the most e cient

approach E 1.

3 The Kandel-D om any fram ew ork.

C luster algorithm s are conveniently described In the general fram ework of K andel and
D om any E]. Let us consider the partition fiinction

X
z = exp ( 'V @)); @)

u
where u are the con gurations to be summed over. W e shall call the function V the
\Interaction". Let us also de ne a set of new interactions \71 (the Index i num bers the
m odi ed interactions). A ssum e that during a M onte Carlo sin ulation we arrived at a
given con guration u. W e choose a new con guration in a two step procedure. The rst
step isto replace V w ith one oftheV ;. Fora given i, V; is chosen w ith probability p; ().
The p; () satisfy:

p; @) exp(V @) Vi@)+ c);
;i) = 15

3)

w here ¢; are constants Independent of u. T he second step is to update the con guration
by em ploying a procedure that satis es detailed balance for the chosen V ;. The com bined
procedure satis es detailed balance for the original Interaction V [E].



In m any cases, the interaction V isa sum over local fiinctionsH €, w here ¢ typically are
cells of the Iattice (lkebondsin the soin system case, sites for vertex m odels, plaquettes for
gauge theories). M ore generally, H © can contain part (or all) of the Interactions in som e
neighborhood of the cell c. W e can choose the m odi ed interactions H S for each H ©
independently (i° num bers the possible new interactions for the cellc). T he probabilities
for this choice obey eq. G), wih V replaced by H ¢, and i by i°. The total m odi ed
interaction Vi w i1l then be the sum of all the Fic (i isnow a multiindex). W hen clear
from the context, we shalldrop the index c.

Take the Isingm odelasan exam ple. The con guration u is com prised ofspg')nssX = 1,
the cells where the Interaction is localized arebonds< xy >,andV (u) = J .., SxSy.
W e choose thebondsasour cells ¢, so we can perform the zrst step ofthe K andelb om any
procedure separately for each bond. T he original cell interaction is

H S (5)=  Jsgsy - @)

Now, ket us de ne two new bond interactions; the rst A*Y” = 1) is called \freeze", the
second (I *Y” = 2) is called \delkte":

(
0; sx=s

H %Y e 8) = 1; else H =% qelpre (8) = 02 ©)
4

4

Then from @) we obtain the Swendsen-W ang probabilities if we choose the constants ¢;
that m Inin ize freezing:

p;:gte(s) = exp( J(gsy+ 1) = min (jexp ( 2Ts¢sy)) ; )
PL.@ = 1 B

which is jist the Swendsen-W ang probabiliy.

4 The 6Vertex M odel

T he 6-vertex m odel @] isde ned on a square lattice. O n each bond there is an Ising-lke
variable that is usually represented as an arrow . For exam ple, arrow up or right m eans
+1, arrow down or keft means 1. At each vertex we have the constraint that there are
two incom ing and two outgoing arrows. In g. 1 we show the six possibl con gurations
at a vertex, num bered as in E]. T he statistical weight of a con guration is given by the
product over all vertices of the vertex weights (). T hus a prord, foreach vertex there are
6 possble weights @), u= 1;::5;6. W e take the weights to be sym m etric under reversal
of all arrow s. T hus, In standard notation @], we have:

L= @)=a;
B)= @)=Db; (7)
BG)= (6)=c:

T he 6-vertex m odel has two types of phase transitions: of K osterlitz-T houless type and
of KDP type @]. A subm odel exhibiting the form er is the F m odel, de ned by c= 1,
a=b=ep( K),K 0. For the latter transition an exam ple is the KDP m odel itself,
de nedbya= 1,b=c=exp ( K),K 0.



? ?

: ? ° ’ ° :

1 2 3 4 5 6
Figure 1: The six vertex con gurations, u = 1;::;6 (using the standard conven—

tions of E]) .
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T{ur ul{lr straight

Figure 2: The three break-ups of a vertex: I{ur (lowerleft{upperright), ul{lr
(upper-left{low erright), and straight.

5 The Loop A lgorithm

Ifwe regard the arrow s on bonds as a vector eld, the constraint at the vertices is a zero—
divergence condition. T herefore every con guration change can be obtained as a sequence
of Ioop— ips. By \loop" we denote an ordented, closed, non-branching (out possbly self-
Intersecting) path ofbonds, such that all arrow s along the path point in the direction of
the path. A loop- I reverses the direction of all arrow s along the loop.

O ur cluster algorithm perfom s precisely such operations, w ith appropriate probabili-
ties. Tt constructs closed paths consisting of one or several loops w ithout com m on bonds.
A1l oops in thispath are Ipped together.

W e shall construct the path iteratively, follow ing the direction of the arrow s. Let the
bond b be the Jatest addition to the path. T he arrow on bpointsto a new vertex v. T here
are two outgoing arrow s at v, and what we need is a unigque prescription for continuing
the path through v. This is provided by a break-up of the vertex v. In addition to the
break-up,wehave to allow for freezing ofv. By choosing suiable probabilities forbreak-up
and freezing we shall satisfy detailed balance.

T he break-up operation is de ned by splitting v into two pieces, as shown In g. 2.
The two pieces are either two comers or two straight lines. On each piece, one of the
arrow s points tow ards v, w hile the other one points away from v. Thuswe w illnot allow,
eg., the ul{ Ir break-up for a vertex in the con guration 3. Ifwe break up v, the possbl
new con gurations are cbtained by ipping (ie., reversing both arrow s of) the two pieces
Independently. O n the other hand, if we freeze v, the only possible con guration change
isto I all four arrow s.

T he break-up and freeze probabilities are conveniently described w ithin the K andel
Dom any fram ework. It is su cient to give them for one vertex, which is in the current
con guration u. W e de ne 6 new interactions (weight functions) ;, 1= 1;:::;6, corre—
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Tabl 1: The new Interactions ;@) and the probabilities p; (u) to choose them at a
vertex In current con guration u. Seeeq. ).

sponding to speci ¢ break-up and freeze operations (the labelling of the new interactions
is com pltely arbitrary, and the fact that we have six of them is just a coincidence). For
each vertex In con guration u, we replace w ith probability p; () the original interaction
by the new interaction ;.Equation E , 1le. detailed balance and the proper nom alization
of probabilities, require that for every u

where g = exp ( ¢) 0 are param eters.

A s discussed In H] (see also table 1), fieezing is described by Introducing one new
Interaction for each di erent value of (). For exam ple, to freeze the value a, we choose
the interaction ; tobe ;@)= 1if @)= a,and 1 (@) = 0 otherwise. In other words,
when 1 is chosen, transitions between w= 1 and w = 2 cost nothing, whereas the vertex
con gurations 3, 4, 5, and 6 are then not allowed. N otice that we denote by u the current
con guration, and by v the argum ent of the function ;.

Eadch break-up is also describbed by one new interaction. A s an exam ple take the ul{1lr
break-up. It is given by the new interaction number ve, wih s5@) = 1 if @) = a
orc,and s5() = 0 if @)= b. In other words, with the new interaction s, transitions
between 1, 2, 5 and 6 cost nothing, w hile the vertex con gurations 3 and 4 arenot allowed.
T his corresponds precisely to allow ing Independent comer ips in a ul{lr break-up (see

gs.1,2).



Tabl 1 gives the full list of new weights ; (@) and probabilities p; (u) to choose them
In current con guration u. From @) we also cbtain:

at+t Bt F=a;
G+t F=b; ©)
Bt Pt B=cC:

A ssum e now that we have broken or frozen all vertices. Starting from a bond Iy, we
proceed to construct a closed path by m oving in the arrow direction. A s we m ove from
vertex to vertex, we alw ays have a unique w ay to continue the path. A t broken vertices the
path enters the vertex through one bond and laves it through another. If the last bond b
added to the cluster points to a frozen vertex v, the path bifiircates in the directions of the
two outgoing arrow s of v. O ne of these directions can be considered as belonging to the
loop we cam e from , the other one as belonging to a new loop. Since we also have to 1
the second incom ing arrow of v, we are assured that this new loop also closes. The two
loops have to be Jipped together. In general, the zero-divergence condition guarantees
that all oops w ill eventually close.

W e have now nished describing the procedure for constructing clisters. In order to
specify the algorithm com pletely, we m ust choose values for the constants g;, and decide
how the clusters are Ipped. The om er problm is of utm ost in portance, and it is the
ob Ect of the next chapter. For the cluster Ips, we may use both the Swendsen-W ang
procedure and theW ol single cluster I . W e choose the latter, ie.we \grow " a singke
path from a random starting bond Iy, and i i. The break-or-freeze decision is only
needed for the vertices along the path, so the com puter tin e for one path is proportional
to the length of that path.

T here are som e distinct di erences between our loop-clisters and m ore conventional
soin—clusters. For spin—clisters, the elm entary ob gcts that can be Ioped are spoins;
freezing binds them together into clusters. O ur closed loops on the other hand m ay be
view ed as a part of the boundary of soin—clusters (notice that the boundary of spin clusters
m ay contain loops inside loops). It is reasonable to expect that in typical cases, buiding
a loop—cluster w i1l cost less work than for a soin—cluster. This is an Intrinsic advantage of
the loop algorithm .

6 O ptim ization of free param eters

W e have seen that freezing forces loops to be ipped together. P revious experience w ith
cluster algorithm s suggests that it is advantageous to be abl to i loops Independently,
as far as possble. W e therefore introduce the principle of m inim al fireezing as a guide
for choosing the constants g;: we shallm Inin ize the freezing probabilities, given the con-
straints {§) and ¢ 0. In the next chapter we w illshow that for the case of the F m odel,
optim ization by m Inin al freezing does indeed m inin ize critical slow ing down. Here we
discuss optim ization for the 4 phases of the 6-vertex m odel, usually denoted by capital
rom an num erals @].



Let us st ook at phase IV, where ¢ > a+ b. To m Inin ize the freezing of weight ¢,
we have tom Inin ize g3 . From @),q3=c a b+t ot 2g.W ith g 0 thisnplies
%Bmin = ¢ & b. Theminimalvalie of g can only be chosen if at the same tine we
sstqqg = ¢ = 0, ie.m nin ize (In this case do not allow for) the freezing of the an aller
welghts a and b. T he optin ized param eters for phase IV are then:

a=0 =0 z=c a b

(10)
=k F&=a F=

|
o

In phase I the situation istechnically sin ilar. Here a > b+ ¢, and wem inin ize freezing
withg =a b cand g = gg= 0. The same holds or phase IT, b> a+ ¢, wherewe
obtan m Inin al freezing orgp = b a cand g = gz = 0.

Phase IIT (the m assless phase) is characterized by a;b;c < %(a+ b+ ¢). Here we can
set all freezing probabilities to zero. T hus,

0; 24=Db+c a;
0; 2gs=ct+a b; 11)
0; 2= a+b c:

a
87
B

7 Case ofthe F m odel

The F m odel is cbtained from @) and @) as the specialcasea= b= exp ( K) 1,
c= 1. It has a KosterlitzT houless transition at K. = In2, with a m asskss phase for
K Kec.

How do we choose the param eters g; here ? Symmetry a = binmpliesq = ¢ and
Qs = 5. W e can elim lnate freezing of vertices 1;2;3;4; by settinggp = o = 0. In E) this
Jeaves one param eter, gz :

2q = 1 om;

12
204 exp( K)+ oz 1: 12)

In the m assless phase, we can m Inin ize freezing by also setting o3 0. In the m assive
phase, g 0 lm tsagz. Thus

(
1 2exp( K); K Kg;
Bmin = 13)
S 0; K K¢
N otice that since a = b In the F m odel, the straight break-up, the freezing of a, and that
ofb are operationally the sam e thing.

Ifwe choose 3 = Qg s then rK K vertices of type 5 and 6 are never frozen,
which has as a consequence that every path consists of a single loop. This Ioop m ay
ntersect itself, ke in the draw ing of the gure \8". For K > K . on the other hand,
vertices of type 1, 2, 3 and 4 are never frozen, so we do not continue a path along a
straight line through any vertex. AsK ! 1 (tem perature goes to zero), m ost vertices
are of type 5 or 6, and they are alm ost always frozen. T hus the algorithm basically Ips
between the two degenerate ground states.



For the F m odelwe also have a spin—cluster algorithm { the VM R algorithm ﬂ]. At
K = K. and ©rog = g4 i, We have a situation w here the Ioop-clusters form parts of the
boundary of VM R soin—clusters. Since Ipping a loop—cluster isnot the sam e as Ipping a
VM R cluster, we expect the tw o algorithm s to have di erent perform ances. W e found (see
E] and the next section) that in units of clusters, the VM R algorithm is m ore e cient,
but In work units, which are basically units of CPU tin e, the loop algorithm wins. At
K =2, where the loop—clusters are not at all related to the boundary ofVM R clusters, we
found the loop algorithm to bem ore e cient both in units of clusters and in work unis,
w ith a lJarger advantage in the latter.

8 F-m odel: Perform ance of the loop algorithm

W e tested the loop algorithm on L. L square lattices w ith periodic boundary conditions at
two values ofK : at the transition pointK ., and at %K oy Which isdeep Inside them asslkss
phase. W e carefully analyzed autocorrelation functions and determ ined the exponential
autocorrelation tine . At In nie correlation length, critical slow Ing down is quanti ed

by the relation {I), / L*.

Localalgorithm sare slow , wih z 2. For com parison, we perform ed runsw ith a local
algorithm that ipsarrow saround elem entary plaquettes w ith M etropolis probability, and
Indeed found z= 22@) at K = K.

In order to m ake sure that we do ocbsarve the slowest m ode of the M arkov m atrix, we
m easured a range of quantities and checked that they exhbit the ssme . Asin ﬂ], i
tumed out that one can use quantities de ned on a sublattice in order to couple strongly to
the slowest m ode. Speci cally, wew rote the energy asa sum over tw o sublattice quantities.
W e shall present m ore details of this phenom enon elsew here. Let us however note here
that for the totalenergy, the true value of wasnot visble w thin our precision except for
aweak hint ofa long tail in the autocorrelations on the largest lattices we considered . N ote
that as a consequence of this situation, the so-called \integrated autocorrelation tin e" E]
ismuch an aller than , and it would be com pletely m isleading to evaluate the algorithm
based only on is values.

W e shall quote autocorrelation tin es  In units of \sweegps" E], de ned such that on
the average each bond is updated once during a swesp. Thus, if ' is the autocorrelation
tin e In units of clusters, then = ¢l hclister sizei= (2L2). Each of our runs consisted

1
of between 50000 and 200000 sweeps. Let us also de ne z® by '/ 1,2 , and a cluster
size exponent c by hcluster sizei / LC. W e then have:

z=2z2 2 o: 14)

Table 2 shows the autocorrelation tine  for the optinal choice gz = Qg - At
K = %K or desp inside the m asslkess phase, critical slow ng down is alm ost com pletely
absent. A taccording to eqﬂ givesz= 0:19@2). The data are also consistent with z= 0
and only logarithm ic grow th. For the cluster size exponent c we cbtained c= 1:4462),
w hich points to the clusters being quite fractal (notice that z = 0:74@2)). At the phase



L|K=EK:|K=1K,

8 8@1) 494)
16 0@) 56(@2)
32 S@4) 62(3)
64 7.2(7) 743)
128 | 155(1.5) 83Q)
256 | 2052.0)

z| 0.716) 019@)

Tabl 2: Exponentialautocorrelation tine atgqz= Qs in, and the resulting dynam ical
critical exponent z.

K xR Z

k.| © 0:19 Q)
i1k .| 010 | 1:90(0)
020 26 (4)

K. | 0 071 (5
K. | 005| 0776
K. | 010 099(6
K. | 020 21

)
)
)
)

Table 3: D ependence of the dynam ical critical exponent z on the param eter qz. W e
use \ " where for our lattice sizes increases faster than a power of L.

transition K = K . we obtained z= 0:71 (), which is still an all. T he clusters seem to be
less fractal: c= 1060 (2), so that z% = 165(5).

W e noted above that at K = K . and for the optin al choice of g5, the Joop-clusters are
related to the VM R spin—clusters. In ﬂ] we obtained for the VM R algorithm at K = K.
the result z = 122 (), but we had ¢ = 1985@), which left uswih z = 1202). In
this case, although In units of clusters the VM R algorithm ism ore e cient, the an aller
din ensionality ofthe loop—clustersm ore than m ake up for this, and In CPU tin e the loop
algorithm ism ore e cient.

A s m entioned, no critical slow ing down is visbl for the integrated autocorrelation
tine e E) ofthe totalenergy. AtK = K¢, nt E) isonly 0.80(2) on the largest lattice,
and we nd the dynam icalexponent z; ) 020Q2). AtK = %K or mt@®) isld (@) on
all lattice sizes, s0 zye € ) is zero.

W hat happens for non-m inim alvalues of gz ? Tabl 3 show s our resuls on the depen—
dence of z on 3. z rapidly increases as g3 moves away from Oz i - Thise ect seem s to
be stronger at %K c than at K .. W e thus see that the optin alvalue of g3 Indeed produces
the best resuls, as con ectured from our principle of kast possibke freezing.



In the m assive phase close to K ., we expect that z K ) will determ ine the behaviour
of in a simibrway as in ref. ﬂ]. To con m this, a nite size scaling analysis of is
required. In order to com plkte the study of the loop algorithm ’s perform ance, we should
also investigate it at the KDV transition.

In sum m ary, the loop algorithm strongly reduces critical slow ng down, from z= 22 (2)
for the M etropolis algorithm , down to z = 0:71(5) at K. and z = 019@2) at %Kc deep
Inside the m assless phase. For the Integrated autocorrelation tim e of the total energy, no
critical slow ing down is visble in either case.

10



9 Quantum Spin System s

P articularly prom ising is the possibility ofacekrating Q uantum M onte C arlo sim ulations,
since quantum spoin system s In one and two din ensions can bem apped Into vertex m odels
In 1+ 1 and 2+ 1 dimensions via the Trotter formula and suitable splittings of the
H am ittonian @]. T he sin plest exam ple isthe spin % xxz quantum chain, which ism apped
directly into the 6-vertex m odel. For higher spins, m ore com plicated vertex m odels result
(eg. 19vertex m odel for spn one).

For @2+ 1) din ensions, di erent splittings of the H am iltonian lead to quite di erent
vertex m odels, In particular on quite di erent Jattice types @]. For exam ple, In the case
of soin % we can choose between 6-vertex m odelson a quite com plicated 2+ 1 din ensional
lattice, and m odels on a bac lattice, with 8 bonds and a large num ber of con gurations
per vertex.

For the sin ulation of the 2-dim ensional H eisenberg antiferrom agnet and ferrom agnet
using the form er splitting, all relevant form ulas have been worked out in the present
paper. Actually, the low tem perature properties of the antiferrom agnet have recently
been investigated by W iese and Y Ing @] using our algorithm . T heir calculation is, in
our opinion, the st high quality veri cation of the m agnon picture for the low lying
excitations. In particular, this excludes to a m uch higher degree of con dence than before
the speculation (som e years ago w idespread) that the m odelhad a nonzero m ass gap.

N otice that, sin ilarly to other cluster algorithm s E], i is straightforward to de ne
In proved observables. T he nvestigation @] in fact uses them .

Let us also ram ark that the loop algorithm can easily change global properties like
the number of world lines or the w nding num ber (see EI]) . Thus it is well suited for
sin ulations in the grand canonical ensam ble. Last, but not least, the loop algorithm also
opens up a new avenue for tam Ing the notorious ferm ion sign problem E].

10 Conclusions

W e have presented a new type ofcluster algorithm . It ips closed paths ofbonds in vertex
m odels. C onstraints are autom atically satis ed. W e have successfiilly tested our algorithm
for the F m odel and found rem arkably sm all dynam ical critical exponents.

T here are m any prom ising and straightforw ard applications of our approach, to other
vertex m odels, and to 1+ 1 and 2+ 1 din ensional quantum spoin system s. Investigations
of such system s are in progress. In particular, we believe that our generalizations of the
freeze-delete scheam e can be adapted for other m odels like the 8-vertex m odel.

A Iready, the loop algorithm has found im portant applications in the study of the 2-
din ensional H eisenberg antiferrom agnet.
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