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A bstract

W e investigate the properties oftwo standard energy estim ators

used in path-integralM onte Carlo sim ulations. By disentangling the

variance of the estim ators and their autocorrelation tim es we anal-

yse the dependence ofthe perform ance on the update algorithm and

presentadetailed com parison ofre�ned updateschem essuch asm ulti-

grid and staging techniques. W e show that a proper com bination of

the two estim atorsleadsto a furtherreduction ofthe statisticalerror

ofthe estim ated energy with respectto the betterofthe two without

extra cost.
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1 Introduction

A detailed understanding ofthestatisticalpropertiesofm any-particlequan-

tum system sisam ong the m ostchallenging objectivesin condensed m atter

physics and physicalchem istry. Apart from a few sim ple m odelsystem s,

analyticalapproachescan usually only providean approxim ativedescription

whose accuracy isdi�cultto controlinherently. Com putersim ulations,on

theotherhand,in principleyield exactresultseven forcom plicated system s

such as,forexam ple,non-linearquantum chainsorquantum crystals.A com -

bination ofthe two com plem entary approachesm ay thusresultin valuable

insightsinto thephysicsofquantum system s.

W hilein principlean exactm ethod,thedi�cultyofcom putersim ulations

is to actually achieve the desired accuracy in practice. For path-integral

M onte Carlo (PIM C) m ethods,which we shallconsider in this paper,the

draw-backsarewellknown.1 Being a stochasticm ethod,allresultsaresub-

jectto statisticalerrorswhich,in principle,can bem adeassm allasdesired

by increasing the sim ulation tim e. The necessary discretization ofthe path

integral,however,requires an extrapolation to the continuum lim it where

standard localupdatealgorithm sexhibita severeslowing down.By thisone

m eans that successively generated paths,or m ore generally,con�gurations

ofa m any-particlesystem ,arehighly correlated in theM onteCarlo process.

Thise�ectgreatly enhances the statisticalerrorsofthe m easurem ents in a

given com putertim e.

M oreprecisely thestatisticaluncertainty forthem ean valueO = (1=N m )
P N m

i= 1O i ofan observable O = hO i m easured in an im portance sam pling

M onteCarlo processisgiven,in general,by theerrorestim ate

�O =

s

�2
O i

N m

p
2�int; (1)

where �2
O i

isthevarianceoftheindividualautocorrelated m easurem entsO i

at\tim e" i,�int isthe integrated autocorrelation tim e,and N m isthe total

num berofm easurem ents.Asitappears,therearethreewaysto reducethe

statisticalerror. The m ost obvious but m ost expensive one is to increase

the num ber ofm easurem ents. Since,however, 1=
p
N m is a rather slowly

decreasing function and, in the physically interesting continuum lim it, it

m ay happen that both the variance and the autocorrelation tim e diverge

with som epowerofthediscretization param eter,itism uch m oreprom ising
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to ask whether the statisticalerror m ay also be reduced by constructing

an estim atorforO with a sm allervariance orby em ploying re�ned update

algorithm s with sm aller autocorrelation tim es. As we shallsee below,the

lattertwo strategiesareto som e extentintertwined,a factwhich callsfora

carefulanalysis.

In thispaperwewillfocuson energy estim ation.Itiswellknown thatin

path-integralM onteCarlosim ulationstheenergym aybem easured usingtwo

di�erent estim ators. One is derived by a straightforward di�erentiation of

thepartition function and willbecalled forthesakeofbrevity the\kinetic"

estim atorsinceitinvolvesan explicitm easurem entofthekineticpartofthe

energy.2 Theotherisbased on thevirialtheorem forpath integralsand will

hence be referred to as the \virial" estim ator.3,4 The \virial" estim ator is

often judged to bethe\better" estim atorbecausein thecontinuum lim itits

varianceism uch sm allerthan thatofthe\kinetic" estim ator.

Early investigationsofthe\kinetic" and the\virial" estim atorsfocussed

on theirvariances.4,5 In thefollowing yearsitwaspointed outthata correct

assessm ent ofthe accuracy also has to take into account the autocorrela-

tions,and itwasdem onstrated thatfora standard M etropolissim ulation of

theharm onicoscillatortheallegedly lesssuccessful\kinetic" estim atorgave

sm allererrorsthan the\virial" estim ator.6 In a furtherinvestigation7 itwas

shown that conclusions about the accuracy also depend on the particular

M onte Carlo update algorithm at hand since m odi�cations ofthe update

schem e such as inclusion ofcollective m oves ofthe whole path a�ect the

autocorrelationsofthetwo estim atorsin a di�erentway.

For a fair judgem ent ofthe perform ance ofan estim ator,one thus has

to take into account both the variances and the associated autocorrelation

tim es. In thispaperwe analyze thisproblem forthe two standard estim a-

tors in com bination with four di�erent update algorithm s,nam ely (1) the

standard M etropolisalgorithm ,(2)the m ultigrid V-cycle,(3)the m ultigrid

W -cycle,and(4)thestagingalgorithm .TheM etropolisalgorithm isbased on

localm ovesand exhibitssevereslowing down in thecontinuum lim it.8,9 The

otherthreeupdatealgorithm sem ploy non-localm ovesand thereforereduce

(V-cycle)oreven com pletely overcom e (W -cycle,staging)theslowing-down

problem .9,10 Asourm ain resultwewillthen dem onstratehow theestim ation

ofenergy can be im proved atpractically no extra costby taking a suitable

linearcom bination ofthetwoestim ators.W eshallseethattheoptim alcom -

bination hastotakeintoaccountnotonly thevariancesofthetwoindividual
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estim atorsbutalso theircovariance,i.e.,the cross-correlationsbetween the

two estim ators.

The outline ofthepaperisasfollows.In the nextsection we �rstrecall

thede�nition ofthekinetic and virialestim atorsfortheenergy and discuss

som eoftheirbasicproperties.W ethen introducethe\com bined" estim ator

and presenta theoreticalanalysisofitsproperties. In Sec.3 we de�ne au-

tocorrelation tim esand describehow ourerroranalysiswasperform ed.The

variousupdate algorithm sare briey sum m arized in Sec.4. The resultsof

thenum ericalsim ulationsarecontained in Sec.5,and in Sec.6weclosewith

ourconclusionsand a few �nalrem arks.

2 Energy estim ators

Fordidactic reasons we shallillustrate the im proved energy estim ation for

sim pleone-particlequantum system sgoverned by a Ham iltonian11

Ĥ =
1

2m
p̂
2 + V (̂x): (2)

where m is the m ass ofthe particle and V (x) a potentialto be speci�ed

below. Ourtheoreticalconsiderationsare,however,com pletely generaland

withoutany additionalproblem sapplicableto m any-body quantum system s

aswell. W hen coupled to a heat-bath atinverse tem perature � = 1=kB T,

thecanonicalpartition function isgiven in theoperatorrepresentation by

Z (�)= Tre�� Ĥ =
X

n

e
��E n; (3)

where E n are the energy eigenvalues associated with (2). The equivalent

path-integralrepresentation12 wewish to sim ulatereads(�h � 1)

Z (�)=

Z

D xexp

(

�

Z �

0

d�

�
m

2
_x2 + V (x(�))

�)

= lim
L! 1

Z (L)(�); (4)

whereZ (L) isthediscretized path integral,

Z (L)(�)=

2

4

LY

k= 1

Z
1

�1

dxk
q

2��=m

3

5 exp

(

�

LX

k= 1

�
m

2�
(xk � xk�1 )

2
+ �V (xk)

�)

; (5)
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with � = �=L being the usualdiscretization param eter. The trace in (3)

im pliesperiodicboundary conditions,i.e.,in (5)wetakex0 = xL.

ForthepotentialV (x)wechosetwocharacteristicshapescoveringawide

rangeofphysicalphenom ena.The�rstoneisan anharm onicconvex poten-

tial,

V (x)= 0:5x2 + x
4 (CP); (6)

relevantforstudying uctuationsaround auniquem inim um ,and thesecond

oneisa double-wellpotential,

V (x)= � 0:5x2 + 0:04x4 (DW ); (7)

which exhibitstunneling phenom ena.

2.1 T he \kinetic" estim ator

From thepartition function (3)itisclearthattheaverageenergy isde�ned

by

U = hĤ i= �
@lnZ

@�
= TrĤ e�� Ĥ

=Z =

P

n E ne
��E n

P

n e
��E n

: (8)

Since @=@� = (1=L)@=@� itiseasy to see thatwe get,in the path-integral

representation,U = lim L! 1 U (L) with U (L) = hUkiand

Uk =
L

2�
�

m

2L

LX

k= 1

�
xk � xk�1

�

�2

+
1

L

LX

k= 1

V (xk); (9)

and h:::inow m eansexpectation valueswith respectto thediscretized path

integral(5),which are therefore also L-dependent. The term L=2� stem s

from the �-dependence ofthe m easure. For the sake ofbrevity we willin

the sequelreferto the energy estim ator(9)asthe kinetic estim ator2 ofthe

energy identi�ed by a subscriptk since itinvolvesan explicitm easurem ent

ofhp2=2m i= lim L! 1 hTki
(L),with

Tk �
L

2�
�

m

2L

LX

k= 1

�
xk � xk�1

�

�2

(10)

being the path-integralestim ator ofthe kinetic part ofthe energy. Notice

thatthekineticpartisnotgiven by

m

2
hv2ki�

m

2
h
1

L

LX

k= 1

�
xk � xk�1

�

�2

i; (11)
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as one m ight have naively guessed, since for allreasonably wellbehaved

potentials m hv2ki=2 = L=2�+ O (1) diverges as L � ! 1 (and � �xed as

usual).Fortheproperde�nition,however,thispieceisjustneeded to cancel

thedivergence com ing from them easure.

Num erically itappearsquestionable,however,at�rstsightwhetherthis

estim atorisveryuseful.Thereason isthatm ostofthesignalofh(xk� xk�1 )
2i

isused tocanceltheexplicitL=2�term .W ewould thereforeexpectthatthe

varianceofthe\kinetic" estim ator,

�
2
k = hU 2

ki� hUki
2
; (12)

divergeslinearly with L,and we would hence expectlarge statisticalerrors

in thecontinuum lim itofthepath integraleven forupdatealgorithm swhich

overcom e theslowing down problem m entioned in theIntroduction.Thisis

whatwe indeed observed em pirically;see the discussion in section 5 below.

W hatwe need isanotherestim ator ~T forthe kinetic energy with the sam e

m ean,h~Ti= ĥp2=2m i,butsm allervariance.In thestatisticalliteraturethis

would run underthe labelofa \variance reduced" estim ator. One possible

candidate is suggested by m eans ofthe path-integralversion ofthe virial

theorem .

2.2 T he \virial" estim ator

In operatorlanguagethevirialtheorem statesthat14

h
p̂2

2m
i=

1

2
ĥxV 0(̂x)i (13)

where we have used the abbreviation V 0(x)= dV=dx. From the above dis-

cussion onem ay guessthatthepath-integralanalog should read

L

2�
�
m

2
h

�
xk � xk�1

�

�2

i=
1

2
hxkV

0(xk)i: (14)

This relation indeed follows from the invariance ofthe partition function

undera rescaling ofthe \�eld" xk. To show this,we startfrom eq.(5)and

rescalethe\�eld" xk � ! �xk,which gives

Z (L) =

2

4

LY

i= 1

Z
1

�1

dxk
q

2��

m �2

3

5 exp

(

�

LX

i= 1

�
m

2�
�
2(xk � xk�1 )

2
+ �V (�xk)

�)

: (15)

5



Bychoosing�2 � �=m thefactorin frontofthekineticterm becom es1=2and

also the�-dependenceofthem easure vanishes.Di�erentiation with respect

to � now only a�ectsthepotentialenergy term .Noting that@V (�x)=@�=

x@V (y)=@yjy= �x,andrescalingvariablesbackafterdi�erentiation,onereadily

arrivesatU (L) = hUviwith thealternative\virial" estim ator
3,4

Uv =
1

2L

LX

k= 1

xkV
0(xk)+

1

L

LX

k= 1

V (xk): (16)

From here we deduce the virialtheorem (14)with the well-behaved kinetic

energy estim atorTv =
1

2L

P
L
k= 1xkV

0(xk). The subscript v isa rem inder of

the factthatthisenergy estim atorwasderived using the virialtheorem or,

alternatively,that,in contrast to the \kinetic" estim ator,it only refers to

thepotentialV (xk).An alternativederivation ofthisestim atorwhich m akes

use ofthevery sam e rescaling invariance would again startby rescaling the

\�eld" xk in thepartition function (5)by xk ! �xk.Di�erentiating lnZ
(L)

with respect to � and putting � = 1,one obtains in fact directly relation

(14).Thevirialestim atorcan also bederived in yetanotherway.4

Notice thatusing the (incorrect) estim ator m

2
hv2ki,identifying it(incor-

rectly)with h
p̂2

2m
i,applyingthe(correct)identity(operatorform ulation ofthe

virialtheorem ),h
p̂2

2m
i= h1

2
x̂V 0(̂x)i,andidentifyingh1

2
x̂V 0(̂x)i(correctly)with

h1
2
xkV

0(xk)ionearrives(accidentally)atthesam eresult,butthederivation

isclearly dubious.

2.3 D iscussion ofthe two estim ators

Asexplained above,the variance ofthe m easured energiesisa property of

the estim atorswe em ploy. Regarding the dependence on the discretization,

we expectasym ptotically forlarge L a lineardivergence ofthe variance for

the \kinetic" estim ator whereas the variance should stay roughly constant

forthe\virial" estim ator.W eem phasizethatthisdependenceiscom pletely

independentoftheupdatealgorithm .

For purposes ofillustration we show in Fig.1 the variance ofthe two

estim ators as a function ofthe num ber ofvariables L. Since the update

algorithm only a�ects the autocorrelation tim es and is a priori irrelevant

forthevarianceoftheindividualm easurem entswem ay choosedata forany

updatealgorithm .In Fig.1wehaveused thedataobtained by them ultigrid
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1

σ2

 CP kin. est.
 CP vir. est
 DW kin. est.
 DW vir. est.

0.3564

0.1348

L/200

L/200-0.09737

L/200-0.0586

Figure1:Varianceoftheindividualenergym easurem entsusingthe\kinetic"

andthe\virial"estim atorsforthetwopotentials(6)and(7)at�= 10.W hile

thevarianceofthevirialestim atorisroughlyconstantin thecontinuum lim it

L � ! 1 ,the variance ofthe kinetic estim ator asym ptotically diverges as

�2k = L=2�2.

W -cycle,cf.the discussion in sections 4.2 and 5.1 and Table 3 below. As

expected,them easured variancesforthevirialestim atorareindeed roughly

constantforallvaluesofL. M inordeviationsfrom the asym ptotic value of

�2v = 0:1348(12)(CP)resp.0:3564(24)(DW )(cp.Table3)areobserved only

forthecoarsestdiscretization ofL = 8.

The behaviour is clearly di�erent forthe kinetic energy estim ator. W e

�rstobserve thatforboth potentialsthe divergence turnsindeed outto be

linearforlargeenough valuesofL.Thestraightlinein Fig.1istheexpected

asym ptotic behaviour of�2k ! L=2�2,which in fact �ts the data wellfor

L = 256,512,and 1024.In orderto accountforthediscrepancieswhich are

observed forsm allervalues ofL,we looked atthe �rstcorrection term for

�2k.A straightforward calculation showsthatthevariance(12)ofthekinetic
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estim atorisgiven quitegenerally by

�
2
k =

L

2�2
+

C

�2
�
1

�
hxiV

0(xi)i; (17)

where C = � �2@U=@� isthespeci�c heat.Instead ofevaluating C directly

we�rstcalculatethevarianceofthevirialestim ator,

�
2
v =

C

�2
+
1

�
h
3

4
xiV

0(xi)+
1

4
x
2
iV

00(xi)i (18)

which allowsusto express�2k as

�
2
k =

L

2�2
+ �

2
v �

1

�
h
7

4
xiV

0(xi)+
1

4
x
2
iV

00(xi)i: (19)

ForthequarticpotentialV (x)= !2x2=2+ gx4 wethen �nd

h
7

4
xiV

0(xi)+
1

4
x
2
iV

00(xi)i= 2!2hx2ii+ 10ghx4ii: (20)

Theexpectation valueon therighthand sidecan beexpanded asa0+ a1=L
2+

a2=L
4 + :::. In order to com pute the �rst correction term a0 we now use

expectation values for the m om ents for L = 128,assum ing that the 1=L2

correctionsarealready negligibleforthisvalueofL.At�= 10 weobtained

(in a separate sim ulation using the staging algorithm ) hx2ii = 0:25660(46)

and hx4ii= 0:18085(62)forthe convex potential(CP,!2 = 1,g = 1),resp.

5:391(18)and 37:33(19)for the double-wellpotential(DW ,!2 = � 1,g =

0:04).Num erically,wetherefore�nd thecorrection term sto bea0 = 2:3217

(CP)resp. 4:1500 (DW ),and togetherwith the asym ptotic valuesof�2v =

0:1348 (CP)resp.0:3564 (DW )we�nally arriveat�2k � L=2�2 = � 0:09737

(CP)resp.� 0:0586 (DW ).Ascan beseen from Fig.1,taking into account

this�rstcorrection doesindeed reproducethedata down to atleastL = 64.

Clearly,forsm allervaluesofL we would need to evaluate the higher-order

coe�cientsa 1,a2,etc.,in orderto reproducethevaluesfor�
2
k.

Insum m ary,wehaveillustratedtheexpected behaviourthatthevariances

ofthem easurem entsareroughly independentfrom L forthevirialestim ator

but diverge linearly for large values ofL for the kinetic estim ator. Before

goingon we�nallyrem arkthatthetwodi�erentenergyestim atorsalsoentail

two di�erentestim atorsforthespeci�cheatby virtueoftherelation

hCk;vi= � �
2@hUk;vi

@�
: (21)
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2.4 T he \com bined" estim ator

In the M onte Carlo process we are m easuring the energy using either the

\kinetic" estim ator(9)orthe \virial" estim ator(16)forthe con�gurations

fxjgi. This procedure yields the two m ean values U k �
P N m

i= 1Uk;i=N m and

U v �
P N m

i= 1Uv;i=N m asstochastic variableswith thesam eexpectation value,

hU ki= hU vi= U,butdi�erentstatisticalerrors.Letushereabbreviatethe

variances ofthe m ean values (i.e.,the squared errors) by � 2
k � (�U k)

2 =

hU
2

ki� hUki
2 and � 2

v � (�U v)
2 = hU

2

vi� hUvi
2.

Itisclearthatany linearcom bination oftheform

U c(�)= �U k + (1� �)U v (22)

would also give the sam e expectation value,hU ci = U,as the individual

estim atorsalone.The variance � 2
c � (�U c)

2 ofthe com bined estim atorU c

would begiven by

� 2
c = h(�U k + (1� �)U v)

2i� h�U k + (1� �)U vi
2

= �
2� 2

k + 2�(1� �)� 2
kv + (1� �)2� 2

v; (23)

where� 2
kv = hU kU vi� hUkihU viisthecovarianceofthem ean valuesofthe

two estim ators. M inim izing the variance � 2
c with respectto the param eter

�yieldstheoptim al�as

�opt =
� 2

v � �2kv

� 2
k + � 2

v � 2�2kv
: (24)

Inserting this optim al�opt into eq.(23) one obtains an expression for the

m inim alvarianceofU c(�)which reads

� 2
c;opt =

� 2
k�

2
v � (�2kv)

2

� 2
k + � 2

v � 2�2kv

=
1� �2

1=� 2
k + 1=� 2

v � 2�=�k� v

; (25)

where�= � 2
kv=(� k� v)isthecorrelation coe�cientofU k and U v.Ifthetwo

estim atorswere com pletely decorrelated,�= 0,the optim alcom bination of

thetwoestim atorswould sim plybetheerrorweighted m ean oftheindividual

9



estim ators.Ifthevariances� 2
k and �

2
v furtherm orewereequal,theerror� c

would bereduced by a factorof
p
2,i.e.,onewould e�ectively gain a factor

of2 in therun tim e.Ifon theotherhand thetwo varianceswerevery m uch

di�erent we would not gain very m uch, since the less accurate estim ator

would hardly getany weightin (22)(i.e.,�� 0 or�� 1).

The optim alcom bination ofthe two estim ators involves, however,the

covarianceofthetwo estim atorsand thereforeisin generalnotsim ply given

astheerrorweighted m ean oftheindividualestim ators.In fact,erroneously

ignoring the covariance ofthe two estim ators m ight lead to the irritating

resultthatthevarianceofthecom bined estim atorisnoteven reduced with

respectto thesm alleroneofthetwo individualestim ators.

Asitturnsout,taking properly into accountthe covariance ofthe two

estim atorsitm ay even happen that�> 1 or�< 0,and itm ay also happen

thatthe errorofthe com bined estim atoriseven m ore reduced than by the

factorof
p
2,which m ightnaively beexpected to bean upperbound forthe

gain in accuracy.

Forfurtherdiscussion,letusassum ewithoutlossofgenerality that� v �

� k and letusintroduce the ratio �= � v=� k � 1. The optim alparam eter

�opt m ay then beexpressed as

�opt =
�2 � ��

1+ �2 � 2��
; (26)

and thereduction oftheerrorm ay bejudged by looking atthequantity

R �
� 2

c;opt

� 2
v

=
1� �2

1+ �2 � 2��
; (27)

which by de�nition satis�es0� R � 1.Thesm allerR,thegreaterthegain

by using thecom bined estim ator.Foran overview ofpossiblesituations,we

plot�opt and R asa function oftheratio �and thecorrelation coe�cient�

in Figs.2 and 3.

In Fig.2 we�rstnoticethatforvanishing covariance,�= 0,theoptim al

interpolation param eter�opt isalwaysin the range 0 � �opt � 1. Forcom -

pletely correlated data,�= 1,on the otherhand,the optim alinterpolation

param eterisalwaysnegative,�opt = �=(�� 1)< 0.

Taking a look atthe errorreduction factorR in Fig.3 we notice again,

thatforcom pletely decorrelated data � = 0,nothing spectacular happens.
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Figure 2: The optim alinterpolation param eter �opt as given in eq.(26)

as a function ofthe ratio � = � v=� k and the correlation coe�cient � =

� 2
kv=(� k� v).

Thegain isbestifthevariancesofthetwo estim atorsareequal,�= 1,and

there isno gain atall,ifthe sm allervariance isnegligible com pared to the

largerone,�= 0.Thesituation isvery di�erentthough forhighly correlated

data,�! 1. W e �rstobserve thatin thiscase the gain can be m uch m ore

pro�table than the best gain ofR = 0:5 forcom pletely decorrelated data.

Assum ing,forexam ple,a correlation of� = 0:9 and a ratio of� = 0:5 we

�nd thatthereduction factorisR � 0:21,i.e.thevarianceofthecom bined

estim atoristhen roughly 5 tim essm allerthan thesm alleroftheindividual

variances.Itshould benoted thatforcross-correlated datathereisin factno

lim ittothegainin e�ciency,andthat,asageneralrule,thegainislargestfor

two estim atorswhich arehighly correlated and havevery di�erentvariances.

Noticethatfor�� 0 theinverse gain factorR isa decreasing function of�

(highestgain forcom parablevariances),whilefor�� 1 thesituation isjust

reversed,i.e.,R increaseswith �(highestgain forvery di�erentvariances).

In orderto illustrate the com bination ofthe two estim atorswith actual
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Figure 3: The reduction factorR as given in eq.(27)as a function ofthe

ratio �= � v=� k and thecorrelation coe�cient�= � 2
kv=(� k� v).

sim ulationdata(usingdatafortheconvexpotentialobtainedbym ultigridW -

cycleupdating),weshow in Fig.4 therelativestatisticalerrorasa function

oftheinterpolation param eter�.In ordertosim ulatethem easurem entofan

arbitrary com bination ofthe two estim ators,the data pointsin Fig.4 were

obtained from a tim esseriesofan estim atorUc(�)forarbitrary �which was

generated from thetim eseriesofeach oftheindividualm easurem entsofUk

and Uv. The tim e seriesforUc(�)wasthen subsequently analysed foreach

�by theusualjackknifeblocking procedureto obtain theerrorestim ate(cf.

section 3.2). The solid lines interpolating these data points,on the other

hand,werecom puted using eq.(23)with thevariancesand covarianceofUk

and Uv obtained by thejackknifem ethod on thebasisof100 blocks.

W e see thatthe theoretically expected error(23)reproducesindeed the

em pirically m easured errorsforalinearcom bination ofthetwoestim atorsat

each m easurem ent.W eem phasizethatthecom bination can hencealwaysbe

donepostsim ulation withoutanyrestriction,aslongasthevariancesandthe

covarianceofthetwoestim atorshavebeen m easured (i.e.,itisnotnecessary

to store the com plete tim e seriesofUk and Uv which,in som e applications,

12
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Figure 4:Relative statisticalerror�U c=U c ofthe linearcom bination U c of

thetwo energy estim atorsfortheconvex potentialasa function oftheinter-

polation param eter� (using the W -cycle update algorithm ). Data sym bols

denote jackknife averagesover100 blocks,and the solid linesare com puted

according to the theoreticalprediction (23),using as input only the (jack-

knife) variances ofthe virialand the kinetic estim ator (corresponding to

� = 0,resp. � = 1)and the (jackknife) covariance ofthe two estim ators.

Thearrowsindicatethevaluesofoptim al�according to eq.(24).

m ightcausedisk-spaceproblem s).

The arrows indicate the locations ofthe optim alvalues of� com puted

according to eq.(24). These values are also reported in Table 1 together

with thecorrelation coe�cient�and them easured energiesusingtheoptim al

com bination. W e note thatfor the coarsest discretization ofL = 8 we do

indeed �nd a casewheretheoptim alinterpolation param eter�fallsoutside

the usually expected range of[0;1]. Unfortunately,in this application the

theoretically possibleerrorreduction forcorrelated estim atorsisnotrealized,

andthephysicallyinterestingdataarethoseforlargeL,wherethecorrelation

coe�cientisonly about�= 0:3� 0:5.Very sim ilarplotswere obtained for

thecaseofthedouble-wellpotential.
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Atthispointitshould be stressed that,in general,the question ofhow

m uch the errorcan be reduced in the sim ulation ofa particularproblem at

hand appearstobean em piricalquestion.Asagenerallesson,weem phasize

thatthefactthattwo independentestim atorsarecorrelated doesnotneces-

sarily m ean bad news. The gain in e�ciency crucially dependson both the

correlation and the ratio ofthe individualvariances. A further discussion

willbegiven below in section 5.4.

3 Errors in the M onte C arlo process

In thispaperweinvestigateboth thevariancesand theautocorrelation tim es

associated with di�erentenergy estim ators.W hilethevarianceisa property

ofthe partition function and the estim atoralone,the autocorrelation tim e

also dependson theupdateschem e and representstherelevantquantitative

m easureforthedynam icsoftheM onteCarlo process.

In general,the autocorrelation tim e � isproportionalto som e powerof

the correlation length � ofthe system ,� / �z,with a dynam icalcritical

exponentz.Forstandard localupdatealgorithm stheexponentz iscloseto

2ascan beargued in asim plerandom walk picture.Forspin system sor�eld

theoreticm odelsundergoing a second-orderphase transition thecorrelation

length divergesand assoon as� exceedsthe linearsize L ofthe lattice the

autocorrelation tim esdivergelike� / Lz.In statisticalm echanicsand lattice

�eld theory thisproblem isknown underthenam eofcriticalslowing down.

In path-integralsim ulationsa very sim ilarproblem occursin thecontin-

uum lim it�! 0 with � �xed,or,equivalently,L ! 1 .Thereason forthis

slowing down iseasily understood.Thecorrelationshxkxk+ lionly depend on

� and on thegapsbetween theenergy levels.Hencethecorrelation length �

only dependson the physicalparam etersathand,and consequently always

divergeslinearly with L ifm easured in unitsofthe lattice spacing �. Thus

we expectthattheautocorrelation tim e forpath-integralsim ulationsgrows

as

� / L
z
; (28)

with a dynam icalcriticalexponent z as well,and that for standard local

algorithm sz = 2. Note thatin contrastto the in�nite-volum e lim itin sta-

tisticalm echanics,forpath integralsalsotheHam iltonian,i.e.,theexponent

in (5)changesitsform in thelim itL ! 1 which isa characteristic feature
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ofpath-integralsim ulations. Asa consequence slowing down occursin the

continuum lim itforany �xed � and any setofpotentialparam eters.

3.1 D e� nition and m easurem entofautocorrelation tim es

Sincethem easurem entofautocorrelation tim eswillbeofcentralconcern in

therem ainderofthispaperletusbriey recallthebasicde�nitions.17,18

In general, ifO i denotes the ith m easurem ent of an observable O in

the M onte Carlo process the (norm alized) autocorrelation function A(j)is

de�ned by

A(j)=
hO iO i+ ji� hOii

2

hO 2
ii� hOii

2
: (29)

In M onte Carlo sim ulations we are always dealing with a �nite num ber of

m easurem ents N m . Nevertheless,com puting the variance for the m ean O

ofm easurem entsisstraightforward and yieldsan errorestim ateoftheform

�O =
q

2�int(N m )
q

�2=N m ,where N m isthe num berofm easurem entsused

to com pute the m ean valueO .Here �int(k)isan integrated autocorrelation

tim egiven by19

�int(k)=
1

2
+

kX

j= 1

A(j)

�

1�
j

N m

�

: (30)

Thee�ectivestatisticsisthusreduced to N e� = N m =2�int(N m ).Or,in other

words,to achieve a given error�O therun-tim e(i.e.thebudget)hasto be

increased by a factorof2�int(N m ).

Forlarge j the autocorrelation function A(j)usually decays like an ex-

ponential

A(j)
j! 1

� ! aexp(� j=�exp); (31)

where �exp denotesthe exponentialautocorrelation tim e and a issom e con-

stant.Since,in general,allthesequantitiesdepend on theobservableunder

consideration we willindicate the relevantobservable by an additionalsub-

scriptunlessitisclearfrom thecontextwhich observableism eant.

Dueto theusualexponentialdecay ofthe autocorrelation function A(j)

and thelargenum berofm easurem entsN m in a M onteCarlo sim ulation,the

factor
h

1�
j

N m

i

in (30)accounting forthe�nitesizeofthestatisticalsam ple

m ay in practicalapplicationssavely beneglected.In practice,onetherefore

usually com putestheautocorrelation tim eby com puting thesum in eq.(30)

15



withoutthe correction factorand by cutting ito� self-consistently atsom e

km ax such that ncut�int(km ax) � km ax << N m . Usually ncut is set equalto

ncut = 6or8.Aslongasintegrated and exponentialautocorrelationtim esare

roughly thesam ethism ethod givesreliableestim atesfor�int.Ifexponential

and integrated autocorrelation tim esarevery m uch di�erentfrom each other

thism ethodtendstounderestim atetheintegrated autocorrelationtim e.This

typically happenswhen thefasterdecaying m odesneglected in (31)arestill

im portantforrelatively largetim elagsj.

A m orereliableway ofdeterm ining theautocorrelation tim esin thiscase

isto rewritetheintegrated autocorrelation tim eas20

�int(k) = �int� a

1X

j= k+ 1

exp(� j=�exp) (32)

= �int� a
expf� 1=�expg

1� expf� 1=�expg
expf� k=�expg; (33)

where �int � �int(1 ). A three-param eter �t of�int(k) then gives both the

integrated and theexponentialautocorrelation tim es�int and �exp sim ultane-

ously,which isa furtheradvantageofthism ethod.

In Fig.5 the behaviour ofA(j)and �int(k)ofthe virialestim ator is il-

lustrated forone typicalexam ple (CP potential,V-cycle m ultigrid update,

�= 10,L = 512).A two-param eter�toftheautocorrelation function A(j)

according to eq.(31)in the range j = 5;:::;15 forthiscase gave valuesof

a = 0:619(33)and �exp;v = 7:23(40).A three-param eter�toftheintegrated

autocorrelation tim e according to eq.(33)in the sam e range yielded values

ofa = 0:614(42),�exp;v = 7:26(48),and �int;v = 4:98(15). A determ ination

oftheintegrated autocorrelation tim evia a self-consistentcuto� at8�int;v on

the otherhand yielded a value of�int;v = 5:07(21)(cp.Table 3).Clearly all

valuesareconsistentwithin errorbars.

3.2 B locking and jackknife procedures

Anotherway ofestim ating the true errorofthe M onte Carlo sim ulation is

to divide the N m m easurem ents into nbl blocks ofsize N bl = N m =nbl and

com putetheaveragesforeach block separately.Theblock averagesarethen

again stochasticvariableswith thesam em ean butreduced autocorrelations.

In fact,ifthe block length is appreciably larger than the integrated auto-

correlation tim e for the observable under consideration (20�int,say,would
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clearly be su�cient)than the block averagesare (alm ost)uncorrelated and

wecan estim atetheerroroftheobservablefrom thevarianceoftheblock av-

erages,�O =
q

�2
O ;bl=nbl.Sincenblshould beatleastaround 20toallow for

a statistically m eaningfulestim ation of�2
O ;bl,the num ber ofm easurem ents

per block is always m uch sm aller than the totalnum ber ofm easurem ents,

N bl� N m .Forobservablesthatcan beestim ated only with so-called biased

estim atorsthism ay resultin severesystem aticerrorswhen N blbecom estoo

sm all.

It is therefore gratifying that bias-reduced and thus m ore accurate es-

tim ates ofthe errors can be achieved by using so-called jackknife blocking

techniques.21 The m ain di�erence isthathere the block averagesare taken

over the whole run with only one block excluded. These jackknife block

averages have consequently a m uch reduced variance �2
O ;j�bl and the error

estim ate now reads�O =
q

(nbl� 1)�2
O ;j�bl=nbl,where the factor(nbl� 1)

correctsforthetrivialcorrelationsbetween di�erentjackknifeblocks(because

each m easurem ententersin allbutone jackknifeblock { thishasnothing to

dowith autocorrelations).Itshould bestressed thatforunbiased estim ators,

such asarithm eticm ean values,theblocking and jackknifeblocking m ethod

give identicalresults. The advantages ofjackknife blocking only show up

forbiased estim ators,such asthose forthe speci�c heatorautocorrelation

functions.

Usingtheblocking orjackknifeblocking errorestim atetheintegrated au-

tocorrelation tim eforan observableO can then alsobeobtained by inverting

thestandard errorform ula as

�int =
(�O )2N m

2�2
O i

; (34)

where�O istheerrorm easured in theblocking analysisand � 2
O i
isthevari-

anceofthesingle(unblocked)m easurem ents.Itshould bestressed thatthis

m ethod ofestim ating theintegrated autocorrelation tim eisonly valid ifthe

block length N bl isseveraltim eslargerthan the true integrated autocorre-

lation tim e. Otherwise �int willbe system atically underestim ated. At the

sam e tim e we wantto have,ofcourse,asm any blocksaspossible in order

to reduce the statisticalerroron the errorestim ates. Since nblN bl = N m is

�xed for a given statistics,these are conicting requirem ents. Ifthe m ea-

surem ents are not too strongly correlated,a reasonable com prom ise is the
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choicenbl� Nbl�
p
N m .
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Figure5:(a)TheautocorrelationfunctionA(j)onalogarithm icscaleand(b)

theintegrated autocorrelation tim e�int(k)ofthevirialestim atorasobtained

with theV-cyclem ultigrid algorithm fortheconvex potential(CP)at�= 10

and L = 512. Solid lines show �ts according to eq.(31) resp. (33). The

asym ptoticvalueof�int(k)quoted in Table3 is�int;v = 5:07(21).
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4 U pdate algorithm s

Before presenting ourresultsin the nextsection,we willbriey review the

update algorithm swe have investigated,notably the m ultigrid m ethod and

thestaging algorithm .

4.1 Localalgorithm s

Them ostextensively used algorithm forPIM C sim ulationsstillisthestan-

dard M etropolisalgorithm .22 Asfarasaccuracy and e�ciency areconcerned

ithasthe well-known seriousdrawback oflocalalgorithm sthatin the con-

tinuum lim it�= �=L � ! 0 the autocorrelation tim esdiverge quadratically

with the grid size,� / L2,resulting in a severe slowing down ofthe M onte

Carlo process,see thediscussion in section 3.In spiteofthisdrawback itis

stillwidely used foritssim plicity even though a lotofcom putertim em ight

besaved by using m orere�ned algorithm s.

A localalgorithm which doesreduce slowing down to som eextentisthe

hybrid overrelaxation m ethod.23 Thisalgorithm m ixes(determ inistic)over-

relaxed updatesofthe path with stochastic M etropolissweeps. Ifthe ratio

ofoverrelaxed and M etropolissweeps ischosen properly,i.e.,in proportion

to the spatialcorrelation length,thisalgorithm reduces slowing down to a

lineardivergence,8,24 � / L.

M ore successfulare non-localalgorithm swhich willbe briey described

in thenexttwo subsections.

4.2 M ultigrid m ethod

Thebasicidea ofthem ultigrid approach25,26 istoperform non-localupdates

ofthevariablesby working on a setofsuccessively coarserdiscretizationsof

the tim e axis (\grids") in orderto take into account long wavelength uc-

tuations ofthe paths m ore e�ciently. To this end one perform s collective

updates on di�erent length scales by visiting various coarsened grids in a

system aticorderasextensively discussed in thecontextofpartialdi�erential

equations.26 Theauxiliary variableson thecoarsened gridsarethen interpo-

lated back to the �nergridsand eventually to the originalgrid using som e

speci�c interpolation schem e in a recursive m anner. Equivalently,one m ay
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also view them ultigrid approach from a unigrid pointofview wheretheup-

date on a coarsened grid correspondsto a sim ultaneousm ove ofa group of

adjacentvariableson theoriginalgrid.Usingtheso-called piecewiseconstant

interpolation schem eforexam ple,thisam ounts,in theunigrid viewpoint,to

proposing m ovesforblocksof1;2d;4d;:::;V = Ld = 2nd adjacentvariables

in conjunction. Here d isthe dim ension ofthe system underconsideration.

For PIM C sim ulations we usually have d = 1, even for quantum chains

or quantum crystals since it m ay wellsu�ce to use m ultigrid acceleration

only along the Trotter direction ofthe discretized path integral.27 Partic-

ular successfulsequences oflength scales 2k are the so-called V-cycle with

k = 0;1;:::;n � 1;n;n � 1;:::;1;0,and the W -cycle whose graphicalrep-

resentation lookslike the letterW (forn = 3,e.g.,thisisk = 0,1,2,3,2,

3,2,1,2,3,2,3,2,1,0).28 Theupdateatlevelk thusconsistsin consider-

ing a com m on m ove �x forall2 kd variablesofone block,xk � ! xk + �x,

i2 block,com puting the associated energy change and applying the usual

accept/rejectcriterion.

The m ultigrid approach thushasa num berofparam eterswhich m ay be

adjusted to suit the problem at hand,notably the choice ofthe interpola-

tion schem e,the block length,the recursion schem e (e.g. V-or W -cycle),

the num ber ofupdates on each grid in going down the recursion schem e

(presweeps)and in going up again (postsweeps),and theM etropolisparam -

etersforthe coarsened grid updates. In the Gaussian case itisknown that

by using the piecewise constantinterpolation schem e the V-cycle leadsto a

lineardivergence ofautocorrelation tim es,� / L,while them ore successful

W -cyclebeatsslowing down com pletely,� / const.9

Letus�nally em phasizethatthem ultigrid m ethod can easily beapplied

to generald-dim ensionallattice �eld theories. In fact,itis in thiscontext

where the stochastic m ultigrid M onte Carlo form ulation appeared �rst in

the literature,25 and only quite recently these ideas have been adapted to

path-integralsim ulations.8,9,29

4.3 Staging algorithm

Thebasic idea ofthestaging algorithm 30 isto rewrite thediscretized quan-

tum statisticalpartition function (5) in such a way that a sequence ofj

adjacentvariablescan be updated one by one independently,i.e.,by e�ec-

tively rem oving the coupling between the variables. The coupling between
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variables stem s from the kinetic term and,in the continuum lim it,� ! 0,

thekineticterm m =(2�)(xk � xk�1 )
2 num erically startsto dom inateoverthe

potentialenergy term �V (xk). The kinetic term foradjacentvariablescan,

however,trivially berewritten as

(xk+ 1 � xk)
2 + (xk+ 2 � xk+ 1)

2 = (xk+ 2 � xk)
2
=2+ 2(xk+ 1 � x

�

k+ 1)
2
; (35)

with x�k+ 1 � (xk + xk+ 2)=2. The variable xk+ 1 can thusbe decoupled from

itsneighbours.Thecrucialobservation forthestaging algorithm isthatthis

can beiterated as

1

j
(xk+ j� xk)

2+ (xk+ j+ 1� xk+ j)
2 =

1

(j+ 1)
(xk+ j+ 1� xk)

2+
j+ 1

j
(xk+ j� x

�

k+ j)
2
;

(36)

with new variablesx�k+ j � (xk + xk+ j+ 1)=(j+ 1).A sequenceoffreeparticle

propagatorscan thusberewritten as30

jY

i= 0

hxk+ ijexp(� �
1

2m
p̂
2)jxk+ i+ 1i= (37)

hxkjexp(� j�
1

2m
p̂
2)jxk+ j+ 1i

jY

i= 2

�
m i

2��

�1=2

exp

�

�
m i

2�
(xi� x

�

i)
2

�

;

where renorm alized m assesm i �
i

i�1
m have been introduced. Selecting the

end points xk and xk+ j+ 1 ofsom e segm ent ofthe discretized path with j

\beads" in between,one can thusperform a (recursive)change ofvariables

xk+ i ! x�k+ i,i= 1;:::j,in the discretized partition function (5). Forthe

staging segm ent,thiswould elim inate the nearestneighbourcoupling stem -

m ing from the kinetic energy. Forthe variablesofthe staging segm entthe

partition function hence reduces to a collection ofindependent oscillators

m oving in an externalpotentialwhich dependson thetransform ation ofthe

variables.Thestagingvariablesm aythen beupdatedusingGaussianrandom

variablesuk � xk � x�k with \m asses" m i,and a M etropolislike acceptance

rulefortheexternalpotential.

In contrasttothem ultigrid m ethod thestaging algorithm only allowsfor

onesingletunableparam eter,thelength jofthestaging segm ent.Theopti-

m alchoiceofthestaging param eterjdependson theobservableofinterest,

itsestim atorand on the discretization. Butsince itisthe greaterm obility

ofthe variablesofthe staging segm entwhich reducesautocorrelation tim es
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the optim alstaging length jopt scaleswith the correlation length along the

path,i.e.,itscaleswith thenum berofvariablesL in thediscretized partition

function.10 Foran appropriatechoiceofjopt thestagingalgorithm then com -

pletely reducesslowing down in thecontinuum lim it,� / const.Thus,both

the staging and m ultigrid W -cycle representre�ned PIM C update schem es

which beatthe continuum slowing down. Elsewhere we have com pared the

two algorithm and discussed theirm utualm eritin m oredetail.10

5 R esults

5.1 Sim ulation details

Foreachofthefourupdatealgorithm sdescribed above(M etropolis,m ultigrid

V-and W -cycle,staging algorithm )we sim ulated the path integral(5)for

gridsofsize L = 23 = 8 up to L = 210 = 1024 sites. In alloursim ulations

the m ass m was set equalto 1 and the inverse tem perature was equalto

�= 10.In oursim ulationsweperform ed N m = 100000 updatesofthepath

afterdiscarding 5000 initialupdatesofthepath fortherm alization.

In the case ofthe M etropolis algorithm an \update ofthe path" here

m eansne sweepsoverthefullpath with single-hitupdatesofeach sitewith

roughly 50% acceptance probability. In orderto accurately assessautocor-

relation tim es,the param eter ne was adjusted in such a way that the au-

tocorrelation tim es in units ofm easurem ents were com parable for allgrid

sizes L. Forthe convex potentialthis could always be achieved by setting

ne = 1,except forL = 256,512,and 1024 where we had ne = 5,20,and

80,respectively. Forthe double-wellpotentialwe started outwith ne = 1,

1,1,and 2 forL = 8,16,32,and 64.Forthelargergrid sizes,however,the

autocorrelation tim esin unitsofsingle sweepsturned outto be so di�erent

for the two estim ators that we actually perform ed two sets ofsim ulations

with di�erent choices ofne (the com bined estim ator then obviously m akes

nosense).In the�rstset,focusingon theautocorrelation tim eforthekinetic

estim ator,we could stilluse ne = 1,except for the largest grid L = 1024

where we setne = 6. In these runsthe autocorrelation tim esforthe virial

estim atorturned outto befartoo big to bem easurableon thelargergrids.

To satisfy our own curiosity and to m easure autocorrelation tim es for the

virialestim atoraswell,we therefore perform ed a second setofsim ulations
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with ne = 15,60,150,and 600 forL = 128,256,512,and 1024,respectively,

even though thisclearlyrequiresem ployingCPU resourcesoutofproportion.

In the following,allautocorrelation tim esforthe M etropolisalgorithm will

begiven in unitsofsinglesweeps.

In the case ofthe m ultigrid algorithm an \update ofthe path" m eansa

com pleteV-resp.W -cyclewith npre = 1presweepsand npost = 0postsweeps.

On each grid weperform ed single-hitM etropolisupdateswith an acceptance

rateof40% � 60% which forthesystem athand could beachieved with the

sam em axim alstep width on allgrids.

In the case ofthe staging algorithm ,an \update ofthe path" m eans

int(L=(j� 1))callsto the staging routine which m ovesj� 1 adjacentvari-

ables at each call. The choice ofthe staging length j is shown in Table 5

below.Fortheanalysisofthecom bined estim atorweused thesam ejasfor

the virialestim ator. Thiswillbe discussed in m ore detailbelow in section

5.4.Noticethattheabovede�nition in generalim pliesupdatesoflessthan L

variables.W ehavethereforerescaled theactually m easured autocorrelation

tim esby a factor(int(L=(j� 1)))=(L=(j� 1)). Thisenablesa directcom -

parison ofthestaging algorithm with thestandard M etropolisalgorithm .A

com parison with the m ultigrid m ethod hasto take into accounta constant

factorforthe V-cycle (which ofcourse dependson the im plem entation but

should theoretically be� 2)and an extra factoroflogL fortheW -cycle.

Aftereach updateofthepath wem easured theinternalenergyusingboth

the \kinetic" estim ator(9)and the \virial" estim ator(16).The tim e series

ofthese m easurem ents were then analysed by jackkniving the data on the

basisof100 blocks. Autocorrelation tim eswere obtained by cutting �int(k)

self-consistently at km ax = 8. The reported errors for the autocorrelation

tim eswereagain obtained by jackkniving.

W ith these rem arksin m ind we em phasize thatourdata now allow for

a precise and detailed com parison ofthe com m only used energy estim ators

taking into accountthedynam icsofdi�erentupdateschem es.

5.2 R esults for the energy

Tables 1 and 2 show the m easured energies for the convex potential(CP)

and for the double-wellpotential(DW ) using the \kinetic" estim ator and

the \virial" estim ator as wellas using the optim ally com bined estim ator.

Forease ofcom parison we also give foreach energy m easurem ent the rela-
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tive error in percent. In addition,for the com bined estim ator,we list the

correlation coe�cient�and theparam eter� opt used forcom puting thecom -

bined estim atoraccording to eq.(22).

Since in our sim ulations we saved the tim e series ofthe Uk- and Uv-

m easurem ents,we were able to com pute a posterioritim e series ofUc for

any � which could then be analyzed in the sam e fashion asthe (run-)tim e

seriesforthe\kinetic"and the\virial"estim ator.Theenergy valuesand the

jackknife errorsreported in Tables1 and 2 werethusobtained by analyzing

thetim e seriesofthecom bined estim atorUc(�opt)fortheoptim alchoice of

�.From thediscussion in section 2.4,in particularFig.4,itshould beclear

thatwecould equally wellhaveapplied errorpropagation usingthevariances

and thecovarianceofthetwo originalestim ators.

The analysisofa tim esseries ofUc hasthe advantage that,fora m ore

detailed discussion,thevarianceoftheindividualm easurem entand theau-

tocorrelation tim e ofthe com bined estim ator can be com puted as well. In

Tables3 and 4 welistforeach estim atorthevariance�2k;v;c oftheindividual

m easurem ents aswellastheirintegrated autocorrelation tim es�int;k;v;c. As

already m entioned,the reported errors for these quantities were obtained

using jackknifeblocking.

Lookingattheenergy valuesin Tables1and 2,the�rstthingwenoticeis

thatallthreeestim atorsgiveindeed com patibleenergyestim ateswithin error

boundsand allestim atesconverge to the correctcontinuum energy ofU =

0:80377(CP)resp.� 0:903965(DW ).Thesevaluescan beeasily obtained by

num ericalintegration oftheassociated Schr�odingerequation.Fortheconvex

potentialthisisbasically theground-stateenergy E 0,sincealready the�rst

excited statewith E 1 = 2:736 isstrongly suppressed at�= 10 and doesnot

a�ectthe signi�cantdigitsofU. Forthe double-wellpotentialthe value of

U wasobtained by using E 0 = � 0:913371,E1 = � 0:892348,E2 = 0:029846,

and E 3 = 0:37813.

Onealso recognizesa distinct�nite-sizedependencewhich on theoretical

groundsshould beproportionaltoL�2 .Forthem ostaccuratem easurem ents

in oursim ulations(using the com bined estim atorand the W -cycle)we �nd

thatonly forL � 256 (CP)resp. L � 128 (DW )the discretization erroris

no longerrelevant.W em ention in passing thatthissystem aticerrorm ay be

reduced using the Takahashi-Im ada schem e31 based on higher-orderTrotter

decom position.Sincethism odi�cation only am ountsto adding a localterm

to the potentialenergy thisschem e isperfectly com patible with allupdate
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algorithm sdiscussed here,andasfarasthequalitativebehaviourofstatistical

errors is concerned we do not expect any signi�cant deviations from the

conclusionsdrawn in thisstudy.

5.3 A utocorrelation tim es and statisticale� ciency

The integrated autocorrelation tim es for the two potentials and the four

update algorithm scollected in Tables3 and 4 are plotted in Figs.6(a)-(h)

againstL on a double-logarithm ic scale. Asdiscussed in section 2.3 and il-

lustrated in Fig.1,the variance doesnotdepend on the update algorithm

butitstrongly depends on the estim ator. As we willsee,the di�erent de-

pendenciesofthe variance and the autocorrelation tim eson the num berof

variablesL com binein a peculiarway in theerrors�� �U which areplot-

ted in Figs.7(a)-(h). Com paring the \kinetic" and the \virial" estim ators,

the com bination often leadsto a crossover forthe �nalerror. The errorof

the com bined estim ator is,however,always sm aller than the better ofthe

two estim ators.

M etropolis algorithm : In Figs.6(a)and (b)weobservefortheautocor-

relation tim e ofthe virialestim atorthe expected quadratic divergence. By

�tting the power-law ansatz �int = �L z to the data forthe convex potential

(CP) with L = 128,256,512,and 1024 we obtain indeed an exponent of

z = 2:017(13). The autocorrelation tim es ofthe kinetic estim ator in this

case behave ratherdi�erently,and at�rstglance itm ay seem thatthey do

notshow the expected L2-divergence. Itisclear,however,thatthe plotted

�twith an \e�ective" exponentofz = 1:372(16)isnotreally justi�ed since

there isstilldistinctcurvature forthe lastthree data points(L = 256,512,

1024). For the double-wellpotentialthe di�erence between the two esti-

m atorsiseven m ore pronounced. Forthe virialestim atorwe obtain in the

range64� L � 1024againanexcellent�twithanexponentofz = 1:986(54),

which isfully consistentwith theexpected valueoftwo.Forthedata ofthe

kinetic estim atorin the sam e range the quality ofthe �tisgreatly reduced

and the \e�ective" exponent ofz = 0:461(15) is again found to be m uch

sm aller.By successively discarding sm allvaluesofL in the�tweobserved a

de�nitetrend to largervaluesofz,buttheavailablesizesofL arestillm uch

too sm allto seethetruly asym ptoticbehaviourforthekineticestim ator.
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W e m ay,however,com pare the autocorrelation tim es with those ofthe

m om ents m 2 �
P L

i= 1x
2
i and m 4 �

P L
i= 1x

4
i reported in an earlier investi-

gation,9 which are ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude. The sam e is true for

theautocorrelation tim esofthecorrelationsxkxk�1 which wehaveelsewhere

found24 fortheconvexpotentialtoincreaseas1:078(14),1:903(22),4:466(94),

13:53(70),52:3(6:6),and 227(21)forlatticesofsize L = 8,16,32,64,128,

and 256. Surprisingly enough,the autocorrelation tim esofthe kinetic esti-

m atorarem uch sm allerand starttodivergeonly m uch later.Recallthatdue

to theperiodicboundary conditionsand translationalinvariancethekinetic

estim ator is a linear com bination ofm 2,m 4,and xkxk�1 . The particular

com bination,however,hasa m uch sm allerautocorrelation tim e.

Asa consequence,contrary to previousexpectations,forthe M etropolis

algorithm thekineticestim atorturnsouttobem uch m oreaccuratethan the

virialestim atorfortheparam etersunderconsideration.Thisisclearly seen

in Figs.7(a)and (b).Note,however,thatthisresultdependscruciallyon the

observed autocorrelation tim esin therangeofL-valuesinvestigated here.If

alsoforthekineticestim atortheautocorrelationtim esasym ptoticallydiverge

as�int;k / L2,then weshould �nd forvery largeL that(�U k)
2 / �2k�int;k /

L3,while the errorforthe virialestim atorexhibitsa weakerL-dependence

of(�U v)
2 / L2.

Since m odi�ed updatealgorithm ssuch asthe staging algorithm and the

m ultigrid W -cycle elim inate slowing down the virialestim atorforthese up-

dateschem eswillasym ptotically alwaysbem orefavorable.

M ultigrid V -cycle: The di�erentbehaviourofthe autocorrelation tim es

for the kinetic and virialestim ators is also found,albeit less pronounced,

forthe V-cycle. Fitting ourdata forL = 256,512,and 1024 in Figs.6(c)

and (d) we �nd for the virialestim ator exponents ofz = 0:959(54) (CP)

and z = 0:808(42) (DW ),supporting the expected value ofz = 1. The

corresponding exponents forthe m om ents m 2 ofz = 0:8356(92)(CP) and

z = 0:715(27) (DW ),obtained elsewhere9 �tting data for L = 128,256,

and 512,are com patible with these valuestaking into accountthe factthat

those data stillshowed som e upward curvature and were hence conjectured

to underestim ate theasym ptoticbehaviour.

Again,however,the kinetic estim atorhasm uch sm allerautocorrelation

tim es. ForL � 1024 the �tsgive here e�ective exponentsofz = 0:135(18)
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(CP)and z = 0:078(23)(DW ).Even though wecan ofcoursenotexcludethe

possibility thatthedata again startto diverge m uch fasterforlargervalues

ofL,ourdata do notshow any tendency ofupward curvature.

Taking into accountthefactthatalso thevariance forsm allvaluesofL

ism uch sm allerforthekineticestim atorwe�nd that,forsm allL,theactual

errorsforthe kinetic estim atorare m uch sm alleraswell. In Figs.7(c)and

(d)we see thatwith increasing L the di�erence decreases,and forL � 50

both estim atorswould roughly yield thesam eerror.ForlargevaluesofL the

virialestim atorgetsstillbetterbutforvaluesin the range256 � L � 1024

the errors for the two estim ators seem to increase with roughly the sam e

e�ective exponent.

M ultigrid W -cycle: The W -cycle exhibits a considerably im proved dy-

nam icalbehaviour and the m agnitude ofthe autocorrelation tim es shown

in Figs.6(e)and (f)isnow greatly reduced to aboutunity. Notice thatin

contrastto allotherupdatealgorithm sherethevirialestim atorhassm aller

autocorrelations than the kinetic estim ator. In particular the divergence

with increasing L ism uch weakerforboth estim ators. Only forthe convex

potentialwe still�nd a slight increase ofthe autocorrelation tim es forthe

virialestim atorwith an exponentofz = 0:1087(65),whilethecorresponding

exponentforthe kinetic estim ator,z = 0:052(11),iscom patible with zero.

For the double-wellpotentialboth exponents (z = 0:040(63)for the virial

and z= 0:028(12)forthekineticestim ator)areconsistentwith zero.Hence

thecontinuum slowing down problem issolved fortheW -cycle.Again these

estim ates are in good agreem ent with the corresponding exponents forthe

m om entsm 2 ofz = 0:1043(29)(CP)and z = � 0:015(11)(DW )obtained in

ourearlierinvestigation.9

Sincetheautocorrelation tim esnolongerdivergeand sincethebehaviour

of the variances does not depend on the update algorithm , we expect a

crossoverforthe actualerrorsassociated with the virialand the kinetic es-

tim ator.Such a crossoverwasalready observed fortheV-cyclein Figs.7(c)

and (d),butfortheW -cyclein Figs.7(e)and (f)itism uch m orepronounced.

Basically thissim ply reectsthebehaviourofthevariances�2v and �
2
k shown

in Fig.1,which exhibita clearcrossoveraround L = 64 fortheconvex and

around L = 100 forthe double-wellpotential,respectively. Since forlarge

valuesofL the statisticalerrorsofthe virialestim atorrem ain roughly con-
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stant,itherealwaysoutperform sthekineticestim atorwhoseerrorsincrease

dueto thelinearL-dependence ofthevariance.

Staging algorithm : From Figs.6(g) and (h) it is obvious that also the

staging algorithm elim inatesslowing down.Noticethatforthestaging algo-

rithm the virialestim atorhaslargerautocorrelationsthan the kinetic esti-

m ator,whilefortheW -cycleitisjusttheotherway around.

Itshould be keptin m ind,however,thatthe staging algorithm requires

the choice ofan optim alstaging length jopt. This problem was discussed

elsewhere10 forthe virialestim atorby explicitly looking atthe autocorrela-

tion tim esasa function ofthestaging length.Itwasshown thattheoptim al

choicescaleswith thenum berofvariablesL,and thatthecorresponding op-

tim alacceptanceratesstay roughly constantfordi�erentL.Hereweextend

thisdiscussion and listin Table 5 the valuesofjopt and the corresponding

acceptance ratesforboth the virialand the kinetic estim ator. W e see that

theruleofthum b ofsom e�xed acceptanceprobability regardlessoftheesti-

m atorsisratherm isleading.In fact,whileforthevirialestim atortheoptim al

value ofj corresponds to an acceptance rate ofabout55% ,forthe kinetic

estim atortheoptim um isatabout85% � 90% .

Itshould be observed thatforan optim alperform ance we had to use a

di�erent jopt for the two estim ators,i.e.,used data from di�erent sim ula-

tions.Forthe convex potentialand the largestgrid ofL = 1024 thekinetic

estim atorhad thelowestautocorrelation tim eof�
opt

int;k = 1:097(21)(cp.Table

3)fora staging length ofjopt = 56 with an acceptance rate of90% . M ea-

suring theenergy,on theotherhand,forj= 176 with an acceptancerateof

56% ,aswasbestforthe virialestim ator,produced an autocorrelation tim e

of�int;k = 1:483(37).The virialestim ator,on theotherhand,had itslowest

autocorrelation tim e of�
opt

int;v = 2:48(56)for jopt = 176. Here the autocor-

relation tim e isin factm ore than doubled to a value of�int;v = 4:53(17)if

the optim alstaging length j = 56 forthe kinetic estim atorwasused. This

isnothing butyetanotherexam ple ofthe subtle interplay between update

algorithm and energy estim atorwhich callsforsom e carewhen oneaim sat

optim izing thee�ciency ofPIM C sim ulations.

A bad choiceofthestaging length { ifonly properly scaled with L {only

a�ectstheabsolutevalueoftheautocorrelation tim es.10 Ifthestaginglength

increaseslinearly with L thecorrespondingautocorrelation tim esareroughly
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constantand do notdepend on L. Thisiscon�rm ed by the data displayed

in Figs.6(g)and (h)where we plotted �tswith exponentsofz = 0:008(17)

(CP)and z = � 0:005(20)(DW )forthevirialestim ator,and with exponents

ofz = � 0:012(13)(CP)and z = 0:005(12)(DW )forthe kinetic estim ator.

Allthese exponentsarefully consistentwith zero and we conclude thatthe

staging algorithm elim inatesslowing down justaswellasthe m ultigrid W -

cycle. Looking atthe errorofthe energy estim ation in Figs.7(g)and (h),

which containsalso theL-dependence ofthevariance,wehenceobserve the

very sam ecrossoveraswedid fortheW -cycle.

5.4 T he com bined estim ator

Ifthe choice between the two estim atorswere exclusive,one would have to

concludethatthebestestim atorwould depend on detailsofthesim ulation.

Asdiscussed in section 2.4,however,one can alwayscom bine the two esti-

m atorsand can hence alwaysobtain errorswhich areeven sm allerthan the

valueforthebetterofthetwo estim ators.Looking attheerrorsdisplayed in

Figs.7(a)-(h),oneseesthatforthe convex potentialthe gain by com bining

the two estim atorsisbestforvery sm allvaluesofL where �isoutside the

range [0;1](cp. Tables1 and 2). Anothersituation where the com bination

appreciably reducestheerroroccurs,forboth potentials,iftheactualerrors

ofthetwo estim atorsareofthesam em agnitude.

As was already suggested by Fig.4,for re�ned update algorithm s and

large values ofL the optim alinterpolation param eter is always close to 0

which reects the fact thatthe virialestim ator here always wins the race.

FortheM etropolisalgorithm wherenocrossoveroccurs,theoppositeistrue.

Here the optim al� for large L is close to 1. For m edium values ofL,in

the crossoverregion forthe V-and W -cycle and the staging algorithm ,any

valuesof�wereobtained.

Let us take a look at the autocorrelation tim es for the com bined esti-

m ator displayed in Figs.6(a)-(h). For the M etropolis algorithm the auto-

correlation tim es(scaling e�ectively with exponentsz = 1:413(21)(CP)and

z= 0:469(51)(DW ))areclosetobutnotnecessarilysm allerthanthoseofthe

kineticestim ator.FortheV-cycletheautocorrelation tim esofthecom bined

estim ator (z = 0:523(38) (CP) and z = 0:388(33) (DW )) are appreciably

largerthan thoseofthekineticestim atorbutsm allerthan thoseofthevirial

estim ator.Forthe W -cycle (z = 0:136(12)(CP)and z = 0:0110(88)(DW ))
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and forthestaging algorithm (z= 0:021(17)(CP)and z= 0:042(17)(DW ))

the situation isjustreversed. Here the com bined autocorrelation tim esbe-

havequalitatively astheonesforthevirialestim ator.

Regardlesswhethertheautocorrelation tim esofthecom bined estim ator

are close to the sm aller ones ofeither ofthe originalestim ators it always

yields errors which are slightly sm aller. The gain is m ost pronounced for

very sm alllatticesand in thecrossoverregion.

Thebestgain in thereduction oftheerrorby com bining thetwo estim a-

torswasobtained forL = 8 and the M etropolisalgorithm where the error

ofthe better estim ator was in fact reduced by a factor of2. ForL = 64,

the double welland the V-cycle the errorsof0:31 forthe kinetic and 0:30

for the virialestim ator were stillreduced by a factor of1.5 to an error of

0:21.Notethatthisreduction would beequivalenttoafactorofm orethan 2

fortheactualcom putertim eneeded to obtain thesam ereduction by better

statisticsfortheindividualestim ators.

Unfortunately,for m ost cases the gain by com bining the estim ators is

m uch sm aller. Realistically one m ay expecta gain of,say,10% in the �nal

error by the com bination which m ay seem m oderate a gain. It should be

kept in m ind,however,that such a 10% gain in the error corresponds to

som ething likea 20% reduction ofthecom puterrun tim eneeded to achieve

thesam eerrorby asim ply increasingthestatistics.And weem phasizeagain

thatthereduction gained by com bination oftheestim atorsm ay beobtained

afterthesim ulation com pletely withoutextra cost.

W e �nally observe thatFig.7(h)seem sto contradictourclaim thatthe

com bination ofthe two estim ators always reduces the error ofthe better

estim ator. Forthe double welland the staging algorithm with L = 16 and

32,theerrorofthecom bined estim atorindeed islargerthan theerrorforthe

kineticestim ator.Thereason isthatherethedata forthekineticestim ator

werein factobtained from thesim ulation optim ized forthevirialestim ator.

Aspointed outabove,the choice forthe optim alstaging length dependson

the estim ator. The values for the two estim ators Uk and Uv reported in

Tables1 and 2 were obtained forthe respective optim alstaging length jopt

for each estim ator (cp. Table 5). Clearly,the optim alstaging length for

the com bined estim atorwould be di�erentboth from the jopt foreitherthe

kinetic orthe virialestim ator. In fact,we are dealing with an optim ization

problem oftwodim ensionsin theparam eterspaceofjopt and �.However,in

practicalapplicationsthecom bination oftheestim atorswould bedoneafter
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thesim ulation.Unfortunately,onehasto decidebeforehand which jopt best

bechosen and regardlesswhetheronem ightusejopt;k orjopt;v,in eithercase

one would use a non-optim aljopt forone ofthe two estim ators. In fact,if

wewould havem easured theenergy using thekineticestim atorUk using the

optim alstaginglength forthevirialestim ator,i.e.forL = 16with j= 6and

forL = 32 with j = 10 we would have obtained valuesof� 0:9564(11)and

of� 0:9184(20)respectively. Clearly,these valuesare no longersuperiorto

the onesobtained using the com bined estim atorwhich were also com puted

fortheoptim alj forthevirialestim ator.

Thus,theapparentsuperiority ofthekineticestim atoroverthecom bined

estim atorin Fig.7 (h)isin factan artifactofourover-carefuldata analysis.

In practice,when the com bination isdone afterthe M onte Carlo run with

data for the sam e set ofparam eters (non-optim alfor at least one ofthe

estim ators),the com bined estim atorisguaranteed to yield the bestenergy

estim ateswith thesm allesterrorbars.

6 C onclusions

Our concern in this paper was to show how energy estim ation in PIM C

sim ulations can be optim ized by taking into account both variances and

autocorrelation tim esoftwo standard energy estim ators: the \kinetic" and

the \virial" estim ator,and by investigating their respective interplay with

di�erent update algorithm s: the standard local M etropolis algorithm ,the

non-localm ultigrid V-and W -cycles,and thenon-localstaging algorithm .

Letusbriey sum m arizethem ain points:

(i) W hilethevarianceofthevirialestim atordependsonly very weakly on

the discretization scale,the variance ofthe kinetic estim atordiverges

asym ptotically according to �2k = L=2�2. This behaviour isindepen-

dentoftheupdatealgorithm .

(ii) The dynam ics of the update algorithm s a�ects the autocorrelation

tim esofthe standard estim ators. Forthe M etropolisalgorithm these

divergeasL2 butthisbehaviourcan clearly beseen only forthevirial

estim ator. In fact,the valuesofthe autocorrelation tim esforthe ki-

neticestim atorturned outto bem uch sm allerthan thoseofthevirial

estim ator,and we did not see the expected L2 divergence with the
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param eters in our sim ulations. Re�ned non-localupdate algorithm s

reduce(V-cycle)orelim inate(W -cycle,staging)an L divergenceofthe

autocorrelation tim es. Forthe staging algorithm we observed quite a

strong dependence ofthe autocorrelation tim es on the length ofthe

staging segm ent.In particular,wehaveshown thattheoptim allength

isvery sensitivetothechoiceoftheenergy estim ator.Forboth estim a-

torsitscales,however,linearlywith L.In term sofacceptanceratesthe

bestperform ance wasobtained atabout55% forthe virialand about

85% � 90% forthekineticestim ator,respectively.

(iii) Theinterplay between thevariancesofestim atorsand thedynam icsof

theupdatealgorithm swhich a�ectstheautocorrelation tim esturnsout

to be quite subtle. Itfurtherm ore also depends on the discretization

param eterL.The kinetic estim atoroften hasa sm allervariance than

thevirialestim atorforsm allL.Lookingattheerrorsoftheenergyesti-

m ateswehenceobservea crossoveratwhich thevirialestim atorstarts

to win over the kinetic estim ator since its variance does notincrease

with L.FortheM etropolisalgorithm ,dueto itssm allautocorrelation

tim esforthekineticestim ator,thecrossoverpoint,however,isshifted

to very largevaluesofL and wasnotseen with theparam etersin our

sim ulation.

(iv) Asa sim ple solution to the involved interplay ofthe variance and the

autocorrelationtim eforthetwoenergyestim atorswehaveintroduced a

\com bined estim ator." Byconstruction thisalwaysgivesm oreaccurate

energy estim atesthan the betterofthetwo standard estim ators.The

em pirically observed gain variesbutrealistically onem ay expectagain

ofabout10% in the errorforenergy estim ation in PIM C sim ulations.

W eem phasize,thatthiscorrespondstoa20% gain in actualsim ulation

tim ewhich com esatno extra costand isvery easy to im plem entafter

theactualsim ulation.

(v) The com bination ofdi�erent estim ators for the sam e physicalquan-

tity is a very generaloption for M onte Carlo sim ulations and by no

m eansrestricted to theuseofthestandard energy estim atorsin PIM C

sim ulations.
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Convex Potential(CP):V (x)=
1

2
x2 + x4

L U k % U v % � � opt U c %

M etropolis

8 0.48883(57) 0.12 0.4891(21) 0.43 0.913(58) 1.323 0.48874(29) 0.060

16 0.65741(86) 0.13 0.6553(23) 0.36 0.898(63) 1.120 0.65766(83) 0.13

32 0.7534(18) 0.24 0.7552(31) 0.42 0.86(11) 0.793 0.7537(17) 0.23

64 0.7864(37) 0.47 0.7783(58) 0.75 0.78(23) 0.825 0.7850(36) 0.46

128 0.8021(67) 0.84 0.788(11) 1.4 0.67(42) 0.863 0.8001(66) 0.83

256 0.8074(69) 0.86 0.791(11) 1.4 0.54(42) 0.933 0.8063(69) 0.86

512 0.8169(73) 0.89 0.817(10) 1.3 0.42(39) 0.819 0.8169(72) 0.88

1024 0.7990(96) 1.20 0.794(11) 1.4 0.30(38) 0.611 0.7973(86) 1.08

V -cycle

8 0.48834(40) 0.082 0.4871(16) 0.33 0.912(49) 1.253 0.48866(25) 0.052

16 0.65847(57) 0.087 0.6581(16) 0.24 0.898(62) 0.969 0.65846(57) 0.087

32 0.7530(11) 0.15 0.7534(17) 0.23 0.857(73) 0.705 0.75313(81) 0.11

64 0.7916(23) 0.29 0.7864(18) 0.23 0.78(14) 0.391 0.7885(14) 0.18

128 0.8011(36) 0.45 0.7982(21) 0.27 0.67(23) 0.261 0.7990(18) 0.23

256 0.8085(58) 0.72 0.8051(26) 0.33 0.54(35) 0.170 0.8057(24) 0.30

512 0.8174(85) 1.04 0.8051(39) 0.48 0.42(38) 0.192 0.8075(34) 0.42

1024 0.807(13) 1.61 0.8008(56) 0.70 0.31(45) 0.164 0.8018(52) 0.65

W -cycle

8 0.48844(32) 0.066 0.4882(13) 0.27 0.912(42) 1.228 0.48850(22) 0.045

16 0.65822(53) 0.081 0.6589(13) 0.20 0.898(59) 0.855 0.65831(49) 0.075

32 0.7537(13) 0.18 0.7521(14) 0.19 0.856(79) 0.546 0.75297(88) 0.12

64 0.7885(21) 0.27 0.7904(15) 0.19 0.78(12) 0.343 0.7898(12) 0.16

128 0.7924(33) 0.42 0.7963(14) 0.18 0.67(20) 0.192 0.7955(12) 0.15

256 0.8053(53) 0.66 0.8045(14) 0.17 0.54(30) 0.091 0.8045(13) 0.16

512 0.8102(76) 0.94 0.8050(14) 0.17 0.42(38) 0.032 0.8052(14) 0.17

1024 0.801(11) 1.38 0.8033(18) 0.22 0.31(39) 0.025 0.8032(18) 0.22

Staging

8 0.48786(52) 0.11 0.4861(19) 0.39 0.913(53) 1.337 0.48845(25) 0.051

16 0.65907(67) 0.10 0.6594(20) 0.30 0.899(69) 1.121 0.65743(62) 0.094

32 0.7544(13) 0.17 0.7556(21) 0.28 0.858(90) 0.779 0.7546(12) 0.16

64 0.7902(20) 0.25 0.7889(23) 0.29 0.79(16) 0.411 0.7883(18) 0.23

128 0.7958(38) 0.48 0.7980(22) 0.28 0.67(26) 0.206 0.7990(19) 0.24

256 0.8051(50) 0.62 0.8025(27) 0.37 0.54(35) 0.101 0.8035(26) 0.32

512 0.7981(71) 0.89 0.8050(26) 0.32 0.41(48) 0.076 0.8035(25) 0.31

1024 0.799(11) 1.4 0.7968(22) 0.28 0.31(52) 0.047 0.7969(21) 0.26

Table1:Convex Potential(CP):M easured energiesusingthekineticestim a-

torUk,the virialestim atorUv,and the com bined estim atorUc. Also listed

aretherelative jacknife errorsin percent,thecross-correlation coe�cient�,

and theparam eter�opt oftheoptim alcom bined estim ator.
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D ouble W ell(D W ):V (x)= �
1

2
x2 + 0:04x4

L U k % U v % � � opt U c %

M etropolis

8 -1.04785(70) 0.067 -1.0516(36) 0.34 0.88(13) 1.000 -1.04785(70) 0.067

16 -0.9547(12) 0.13 -0.9576(72) 0.75 0.84(32) 0.991 -0.9548(12) 0.13

32 -0.9210(25) 0.28 -0.916(12) 1.31 0.79(52) 1.022 -0.9211(25) 0.28

64 -0.9051(31) 0.35 -0.917(15) 1.64 0.73(56) 0.943 -0.9057(30) 0.91

128 -0.8931(81) 0.91 -0.905(12) 1.76

256 -0.899(13) 1.42 -0.916(11) 1.17

512 -0.886(22) 2.42 -0.916(15) 1.60

1024 -0.889(19) 2.06 -0.909(13) 1.38

V -cycle

8 -1.04822(45) 0.043 -1.0484(26) 0.25 0.88(10) 1.012 -1.04822(45) 0.043

16 -0.95403(81) 0.085 -0.9555(23) 0.24 0.84(11) 0.883 -0.95421(76) 0.080

32 -0.9184(14) 0.15 -0.9196(23) 0.25 0.79(12) 0.714 -0.9187(12) 0.13

64 -0.9073(28) 0.31 -0.9080(27) 0.30 0.73(16) 0.488 -0.9077(19) 0.21

128 -0.9041(39) 0.44 -0.9060(33) 0.37 0.64(22) 0.418 -0.9052(25) 0.28

256 -0.9108(65) 0.72 -0.9053(38) 0.42 0.53(31) 0.248 -0.9066(33) 0.37

512 -0.9016(97) 1.08 -0.9080(63) 0.70 0.41(42) 0.327 -0.9059(48) 0.53

1024 -0.902(13) 1.45 -0.8918(80) 0.90 0.31(47) 0.274 -0.8945(67) 0.75

W -cycle

8 -1.04776(39) 0.038 -1.0479(20) 0.19 0.876(81) 1.020 -1.04775(39) 0.038

16 -0.95539(79) 0.083 -0.9513(21) 0.22 0.84(19) 0.872 -0.95487(74) 0.078

32 -0.9179(15) 0.17 -0.9195(19) 0.21 0.79(12) 0.617 -0.9185(12) 0.13

64 -0.9104(29) 0.32 -0.9107(21) 0.23 0.73(13) 0.349 -0.9106(16) 0.18

128 -0.9054(34) 0.38 -0.9045(21) 0.24 0.64(18) 0.289 -0.9047(17) 0.19

256 -0.9036(57) 0.63 -0.9039(21) 0.24 0.53(23) 0.146 -0.9038(18) 0.20

512 -0.8979(75) 0.84 -0.9001(22) 0.25 0.41(30) 0.076 -0.9000(22) 0.25

1024 -0.8989(98) 1.09 -0.9061(24) 0.24 0.32(33) 0.073 -0.9056(19) 0.21

Staging

8 -1.04841(65) 0.062 -1.0542(37) 0.35 0.88(13) 1.003 -1.04839(65) 0.062

16 -0.95318(91) 0.095 -0.9582(35) 0.37 0.84(16) 0.916 -0.9566(11) 0.11

32 -0.9189(15) 0.16 -0.9157(44) 0.48 0.79(20) 0.817 -0.9179(18) 0.20

64 -0.9053(26) 0.29 -0.9102(44) 0.48 0.73(26) 0.683 -0.9081(25) 0.28

128 -0.9013(37) 0.41 -0.9086(45) 0.50 0.64(27) 0.490 -0.9081(32) 0.35

256 -0.9011(55) 0.61 -0.8979(46) 0.51 0.53(33) 0.341 -0.9005(37) 0.41

512 -0.9178(80) 0.87 -0.9031(42) 0.47 0.42(35) 0.229 -0.9044(36) 0.40

1024 -0.907(11) 1.2 -0.8999(44) 0.49 0.31(52) 0.112 -0.9004(41) 0.46

Table 2:Double W ell(DW ):M easured energiesusing the kinetic estim ator

Uk,the virialestim atorUv,and the com bined estim atorUc. Also listed are

therelativejacknifeerrorsin percent,thecross-correlation coe�cient�,and

theparam eter�opt oftheoptim alcom bined estim ator.
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Convex Potential(CP):V (x)=
1

2
x2 + x4

L �2
k

�int;k �2v �int;v �2c �int;c

M etropolis

8 0.00916(13) 1.636(51) 0.1049(14) 1.825(48) 0.003440(28) 1.053(28)

16 0.01942(16) 1.758(51) 0.1272(18) 2.378(56) 0.02097(15) 1.535(32)

32 0.07641(58) 2.079(45) 0.1345(19) 4.44(14) 0.05683(53) 2.879(79)

64 0.2249(17) 2.619(81) 0.1278(30) 11.8(1.0) 0.1569(13) 3.40(14)

128 0.5418(43) 3.30(12) 0.1296(59) 47.6(9.6) 0.4055(34) 4.07(17)

256 1.1760(56) 6.03(15) 0.1285(48) 165(36) 1.0247(49) 6.47(17)

512 2.469(12) 13.91(24) 0.1311(42) 660(110) 1.6593(83) 15.97(29)

1024 5.015(23) 47.55(80) 0.1280(52) 3160(570) 1.8888(83) 65.9(1.9)

V -cycle

8 0.00929(10) 0.845(15) 0.1059(11) 1.033(16) 0.003658(32) 0.6988(72)

16 0.01965(24) 0.746(11) 0.1297(20) 0.912(14) 0.01978(26) 0.732(11)

32 0.07632(46) 0.982(17) 0.1335(10) 0.909(18) 0.05284(35) 0.824(13)

64 0.2248(11) 1.163(22) 0.1352(13) 1.092(22) 0.08560(71) 0.947(18)

128 0.5450(32) 1.326(19) 0.1350(12) 1.583(31) 0.11181(83) 1.399(25)

256 1.1847(72) 1.460(25) 0.1352(15) 2.701(82) 0.1275(12) 2.321(65)

512 2.451(13) 1.638(30) 0.1372(22) 5.07(21) 0.1785(16) 3.062(90)

1024 5.014(28) 1.758(32) 0.1345(27) 10.80(94) 0.2299(24) 5.07(25)

W -cycle

8 0.009041(81) 0.6434(93) 0.10449(96) 0.851(16) 0.003796(26) 0.5702(36)

16 0.01962(12) 0.652(11) 0.1292(12) 0.692(12) 0.02198(17) 0.5485(69)

32 0.07590(44) 0.902(12) 0.13406(93) 0.644(11) 0.05400(36) 0.5626(75)

64 0.2265(11) 1.033(18) 0.1362(10) 0.6278(66) 0.08669(57) 0.6098(72)

128 0.5454(29) 1.103(16) 0.13335(91) 0.660(14) 0.10754(73) 0.641(12)

256 1.1794(73) 1.222(19) 0.13640(85) 0.7119(93) 0.12236(94) 0.690(10)

512 2.460(13) 1.177(22) 0.1357(11) 0.781(12) 0.12951(97) 0.765(12)

1024 5.002(28) 1.250(25) 0.1348(12) 0.859(16) 0.1314(12) 0.845(14)

Staging

8 0.00900(11) 1.398(49) 0.1032(12) 1.545(32) 0.003454(26) 0.9084(36)

16 0.01936(19) 1.396(35) 0.1275(13) 1.518(24) 0.02117(14) 0.7878(39)

32 0.07628(45) 1.086(21) 0.1347(16) 1.850(44) 0.05588(42) 1.287(32)

64 0.2270(15) 1.114(22) 0.1336(14) 1.960(44) 0.08546(75) 1.644(41)

128 0.5453(29) 1.115(23) 0.1357(16) 2.012(49) 0.1083(12) 1.885(47)

256 1.1881(66) 1.110(18) 0.1344(18) 2.119(67) 0.1209(15) 2.086(64)

512 2.448(13) 1.076(16) 0.1339(16) 2.079(53) 0.1281(15) 2.019(57)

1024 5.054(29) 1.097(21) 0.1319(17) 2.048(56) 0.1306(16) 1.983(54)

Table3:Convex Potential(CP):Variances�2k;v;c and theintegrated autocor-

relation tim es�int;k;v;c forthekinetic(k),virial(v)and com bined (c)energy

estim ator.
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D ouble W ell(D W ):V (x)= �
1

2
x2 + 0:04x4

L �2
k

�int;k �2v �int;v �2c �int;c

M etropolis

8 0.01282(30) 1.833(76) 0.3645(40) 2.564(48) 0.00128(30) 1.834(76)

16 0.03257(41) 1.87(13) 0.3683(74) 5.88(24) 0.00322(41) 1.89(13)

32 0.1050(14) 2.68(20) 0.364(12) 18.7(2.1) 0.1096(14) 2.59(19)

64 0.2598(19) 3.206(82) 0.352(13) 64.4(9.4) 0.2327(17) 3.62(11)

128 0.5746(42) 3.75(20) 0.361(11) 243(21)

256 1.217(11) 4.99(24) 0.3500(95) 909(67)

512 2.498(19) 6.17(33) 0.358(13) 4407(570)

1024 5.048(23) 10.68(34) 0.365(12) 14752(1600)

V -cycle

8 0.01247(18) 0.839(53) 0.3682(28) 0.752(18) 0.00124(19) 0.840(50)

16 0.03356(27) 0.918(17) 0.3636(29) 0.746(12) 0.00330(23) 0.842(13)

32 0.10508(68) 1.146(23) 0.3590(27) 0.784(12) 0.00840(57) 0.968(15)

64 0.2605(16) 1.290(27) 0.3538(26) 0.945(16) 0.1551(11) 1.021(18)

128 0.5830(35) 1.438(28) 0.3575(36) 1.338(25) 0.2250(17) 1.396(27)

256 1.2168(65) 1.598(37) 0.3550(41) 2.297(61) 0.2749(28) 2.057(57)

512 2.519(14) 1.814(41) 0.3561(58) 3.92(15) 0.4293(39) 2.498(65)

1024 5.037(30) 1.790(38) 0.3657(74) 7.19(43) 0.5731(65) 3.60(14)

W -cycle

8 0.01215(13) 0.597(20) 0.3631(24) 0.5478(76) 0.00120(13) 0.598(20)

16 0.03415(24) 0.836(26) 0.3647(25) 0.5121(79) 0.00340(22) 0.709(22)

32 0.10389(63) 0.987(20) 0.3587(23) 0.5128(74) 0.00930(61) 0.639(13)

64 0.2618(14) 1.110(27) 0.3573(25) 0.5291(75) 0.1837(13) 0.5762(91)

128 0.5856(33) 1.191(22) 0.3630(28) 0.5377(72) 0.2323(17) 0.6266(88)

256 1.2157(67) 1.274(22) 0.3566(26) 0.5479(72) 0.2864(20) 0.5841(74)

512 2.504(14) 1.236(24) 0.3627(26) 0.5650(95) 0.3246(24) 0.5842(92)

1024 5.070(28) 1.287(23) 0.3564(24) 0.5920(76) 0.3345(22) 0.6360(84)

Staging

8 0.01242(30) 1.323(29) 0.3631(38) 1.779(36) 0.01239(31) 1.325(29)

16 0.03330(34) 1.240(48) 0.3582(41) 2.059(44) 0.03242(43) 1.579(61)

32 0.10403(76) 1.120(23) 0.3628(49) 2.182(63) 0.08351(77) 1.575(43)

64 0.2606(16) 1.117(22) 0.3539(48) 2.335(64) 0.1568(14) 1.648(27)

128 0.5847(35) 1.145(23) 0.3582(49) 2.406(76) 0.2337(25) 2.017(49)

256 1.2242(67) 1.139(24) 0.3597(52) 2.456(87) 0.2980(32) 2.085(71)

512 2.520(14) 1.164(20) 0.3592(52) 2.366(64) 0.3473(36) 2.095(49)

1024 5.067(27) 1.150(20) 0.3610(49) 2.406(69) 0.3478(42) 2.224(59)

Table 4: Double W ell(DW ):Variances�2k;v;c and the integrated autocorre-

lation tim es �int;k;v;c forthe kinetic (k),virial(v) and com bined (c) energy

estim ator.
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L jopt;k % jopt;v %

Convex Potential(CP)

8 2 64 2 64

16 4 49 2 82

32 4 73 4 72

64 4 90 10 68

128 10 86 24 55

256 16 90 44 55

512 24 93 88 55

1024 56 90 176 56

Double-W ell(DW )

8 2 71 2 71

16 4 63 6 47

32 4 80 10 49

64 8 84 20 52

128 16 80 40 54

256 32 82 80 54

512 64 84 160 54

1024 128 84 320 54

Table 5: Optim alstaging lengths jopt;k,jopt;v and acceptance rates forthe

kinetic(k)and thevirial(v)estim ators.
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Figure 6: Integrated autocorrelation tim es �int on a logarithm ic scale for

thethreeenergy estim atorsusing di�erentupdatealgorithm sfortheconvex

potential(CP)and thedoublewell(DW ).Straightlinesshow �tsoftheform

�int = �L z. 43
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Figure7:Theerrors�� �U com puted from thevarianceand theautocor-

relation tim esforthe threeestim atorsusing di�erentupdatealgorithm sfor

theconvex potential(CP)and thedoublewell(DW ).
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1: Varianceoftheindividualenergy m easurem entsusing the\kinetic"

and the \virial" estim atorsforthe two potentials(6)and (7)at� =

10. W hile the variance ofthe virialestim ator is roughly constant in

the continuum lim it L � ! 1 ,the variance ofthe kinetic estim ator

asym ptotically divergesas�2k = L=2�2.

Fig. 2: The optim alinterpolation param eter�opt asgiven in eq.(26)asa

function ofthe ratio � = � v=� k and the correlation coe�cient � =

� 2
kv=(� k� v).

Fig. 3: Thereduction factorR asgiven in eq.(27)asafunction oftheratio

�= � v=� k and thecorrelation coe�cient�= � 2
kv=(� k� v).

Fig. 4: Relative statisticalerror �U c=U c ofthe linear com bination U c of

the two energy estim ators for the convex potentialas a function of

the interpolation param eter� (using the W -cycle update algorithm ).

Data sym bolsdenotejackknife averagesover100 blocks,and thesolid

linesare com puted according to the theoreticalprediction (23),using

as input only the (jackknife) variances ofthe virialand the kinetic

estim ator(corresponding to � = 0,resp. � = 1)and the (jackknife)

covariance ofthe two estim ators. The arrows indicate the values of

optim al�according to eq.(24).

Fig. 5: (a) The autocorrelation function A(j) on a logarithm ic scale and

(b)theintegrated autocorrelation tim e�int(k)ofthevirialestim atoras

obtained with theV-cyclem ultigrid algorithm fortheconvex potential

(CP) at � = 10 and L = 512. Solid lines show �ts according to

eq.(31)resp. (33).The asym ptotic value of�int(k)quoted in Table 3

is�int;v = 5:07(21).

Fig. 6: Integrated autocorrelation tim es�int on a logarithm ic scale forthe

threeenergyestim atorsusingdi�erentupdatealgorithm sfortheconvex

potential(CP) and the double well(DW ).Straight lines show �ts of

theform �int = �L z.
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Fig. 7: Theerrors�� �U com puted from thevarianceand theautocorre-

lation tim esforthethreeestim atorsusing di�erentupdatealgorithm s

fortheconvex potential(CP)and thedoublewell(DW ).
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