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A bstract

W e Investigate the properties of two standard energy estin ators
used In path-integralM onte C arlo sin ulations. By disentangling the
variance of the estin ators and their autocorrelation tin es we anal-
yse the dependence of the perform ance on the update algorithm and
present a detailed com parison of re ned update schem es such asm ulti-
grid and staging techniques. W e show that a proper com bination of
the two estin ators leads to a further reduction of the statistical error
of the estim ated energy w ith respect to the better of the two w ithout
extra cost.
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1 Introduction

A detailed understanding of the statistical properties ofm any-particle quan—
tum system s is am ong the m ost challenging cob pctives in condensed m atter
physics and physical chem istry. Apart from a few sinple m odel system s,
analytical approaches can usually only provide an approxin ative description
whose accuracy is di cult to control inherently. C om puter sin ulations, on
the other hand, In principle yield exact results even for com plicated system s
such as, orexam pl, non-lnearquantum chainsorquantum crystals. A com —
bination of the two com plem entary approaches m ay thus result In valuable
Insights into the physics of quantum system s.

W hile in principl an exactm ethod, the di culy of com puter sin ulations
is to actually achieve the desired accuracy In practice. For path-integral
M onte Carlo PIM C) methods, which we shall consider in this paper, the
draw backs are wellknown! Being a stochastic m ethod, all results are sub—
“Bct to statistical errors which, In principl, can be m ade as sn all as desired
by Increasing the sinulation tim e. T he necessary discretization of the path
Integral, however, requires an extrapolation to the continuum Il it where
standard localupdate algorithm s exhibit a severe slow Ing down. By this one
m eans that successively generated paths, or m ore generally, con gurations
of a m any-particle system , are highly correlated in the M onte C arlo process.
This e ect greatly enhances the statistical errors of the m easurem ents In a
given com puter tin e.

M ore precisely the statistical uncertainty orthem ean valieO = (1=N,, )

If:mloi of an cdbservable O = 1D imeasured In an inportance sampling
M onte C arlo process is given, In general, by the error estin ate
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w here gi is the variance of the individual autocorrelated m easurem ents O ;
at \tine" i, i is the integrated autocorrelation tim e, and N, is the total
num ber of m easurem ents. A s it appears, there are three ways to reduce the
statistical error. The m ost cbvious but m ost expglsjye one is to increase
the num ber of m easurem ents. Since, however, 1= N, is a rather slow I/
decreasing function and, in the physically interesting continuum lim it, it
m ay happen that both the varance and the autocorrelation tin e diverge

w ith som e pow er of the discretization param eter, i ismuch m ore prom ising



to ask whether the statistical ervor may also be reduced by constructing
an estin ator for O wih a sn aller varance or by em ploying re ned update
algorithm s w ith am aller autocorrelation tines. A s we shall see below , the
latter two strategies are to som e extent Intertw ned, a fact which calls fora
carefiil analysis.

In this paper we w ill focus on energy estinm ation. It iswellknown that in
path-integralM onte C arlo sin ulations the energy m ay bem easured using two
di erent estin ators. One is derived by a straightforward di erentiation of
the partition function and w illbe called for the sake ofbrevity the \kinetic"
estim ator shoe it volves an explicit m easurem ent of the kinetic part of the
energy 2 The other isbased on the virial theorem forpath integrals and w ill
hence be referred to as the \virial" estin ator’* The \virial" estin ator is
often judged to be the \better" estin ator because In the continuum I it its
variance ismuch am aller than that of the \kinetic" estim ator.

Early investigations of the \kinetic" and the \viral" estim ators focussed
on their variances.?® I the llow ing years it was pointed out that a correct
assesam ent of the accuracy also has to take Into acoount the autocorrela—
tions, and it was dem onstrated that for a standard M etropolis sin ulation of
the ham onic oscillator the allegedly Jess successfiil \kinetic" estim ator gave
an aller errors than the \virial” estin ator?® In a firther investigation’ it was
shown that conclusions about the accuracy also depend on the particular
M onte Carlb update algorithm at hand since m odi cations of the update
schem e such as Inclusion of collective m oves of the whole path a ect the
autocorrelations of the two estin ators In a di erent way.

For a fair jadgem ent of the perform ance of an estim ator, one thus has
to take into acoount both the variances and the associated autocorrelation
tin es. In this paper we analyze this problem for the two standard estin a—
tors In combination with four di erent update algorithm s, namely (1) the
standard M etropolis algorithm , (2) the multigrid Vcycle, (3) the m uligrid
W —cycle, and (4) the staging algorithm . TheM etropolisalgorithm isbassd on
JIcalm oves and exhibits severe slow ing down in the continuum lin i£®° The
other three update algorithm s em ploy non-local m oves and therefore reduce
V—cycle) or even com pletely overcom e W —cycle, staging) the slow ing-down
problam 2% A sourm ah result wew illthen dem onstrate how the estin ation
of energy can be im proved at practically no extra cost by taking a suitable
linear com bination ofthe two estin ators. W e shall see that the optim alcom —
bination hasto take Into acoount not only the variances ofthe two individual



estim ators but also their covariance, ie., the crosscorrelations between the
tw o estin ators.

T he outline of the paper is as follow s. In the next section we rst recall
the de nition of the kinetic and virial estim ators for the energy and discuss
som e of their basic properties. W e then introduce the \com bined" estin ator
and present a theoretical analysis of its properties. In Sec. 3 we de ne au-—
tocorrelation tim es and describe how our error analysis was perform ed. The
various update algorithm s are brie y summ arized in Sec. 4. The resuls of
the num erical sin ulations are contained in Sec. 5, and In Sec. 6 we close w ith
our conclusions and a f&w  nal ram arks.

2 Energy estin ators

For didactic reasons we shall illustrate the im proved energy estin ation for
sin ple oneparticle quantum system s govemed by a H am iltonian®!

N 1
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where m is the m ass of the particke and V (x) a potential to be speci ed
below . O ur theoretical considerations are, however, com plktely general and
w ithout any additional problem s applicable to m any-body quantum system s
aswell. W hen coupled to a heatbath at nverse temperature = 1=k T,
the canonical partition flinction is given in the operator representation by

7z ()=Tre H= e Br; 3)

where E, are the energy eigenvalues associated with 2). The equivalent
path-integral representation!? we wish to sinulate reads (b~ 1)

z ( 7 o )
Z ()= Dxexp d —x¥*+Vvx() = 1m z2%(); @
0 2 Ll 1

where Z &) is the discretized path integral,

7 ©) ()= 4 Gk 5 exp ;”—<xk %1+ V) ;6



wih = =L being the usual discretization param eter. The trace n (3)
In plies periodic boundary conditions, ie., In (5) we take x¢ = X .

Forthe potentialV (x) we chose two characteristic shapes covering a w ide
range of physical phencm ena. The rst one is an anham onic convex poten—
tial,

V (x) = 05x° + x° CP); ©6)
relevant for studying uctuations around a unigue m inin um , and the second
one is a doublk-well potential,

V ®)= 05%+ 0:04x* OW ); )
which exhiis tunneling phenom ena.

2.1 The \kinetic" estin ator

From the partition function 3) it is clear that the average energy is de ned
by

P
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Sihce @=@ = (1=L)Q@=Q@ it is easy to see that we get, in the path-integral
representation, U = liny, ; U®) with U® = HJiand
L m xb Xy X% 1 2 lXL
Uy = > oL — + =V x); )
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and h::d now m eans expectation values w ith respect to the discretized path
Integral (5), which are therefore also L-dependent. The tetm L=2 stems
from the -dependence of the m easure. For the sake of breviy we will in
the sequel refer to the energy estin ator (9) as the kinetic estin ator’ of the
energy identi ed by a subscript k since it involves an explicit m easurem ent
of hp?=2m i= limy, ; H[i%, with

T L m ¥ oxe % 2
L = Sk AT
2 oL,

being the path-integral estin ator of the kinetic part of the energy. N otice
that the kinetic part is not given by

10)

—h— —_— i (11)
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as one m ight have naively guessed, since for all reasonably well behaved
potentials mhvii=2 = L=2 + O (1) divergesasL ! 1 (and xed as
usual) . For the proper de nition, however, this piece is just needed to cancel
the divergence com Ing from the m easure.

N um erically it appears questionable, however, at rst sight whether this
estin ator isvery usefil. The reason isthatm ost ofthe signalofh(z, % 1 )%i
isused to cancelthe explicit L=2 temm . W e would therefore expect that the
variance of the \kinetic" estin ator,

Z=HJ21 Hi%; 12)

diverges lnearly with L, and we would hence expect large statistical errors
in the continuum lin it ofthe path integraleven for update algorithm sw hich
overcom e the slow ing down problem m entioned in the Introduction. This is
what we Indeed observed em pirically; see the discussion In section 5 below .
W hat we need is another estim ator T° for the kinetic energy w ith the same
mean, H'i= h¥*=2m i, but am aller variance. In the statistical literature this
would run under the label of a \varance reduced" estim ator. O ne possible
candidate is suggested by m eans of the path-integral version of the virial
theoram .

2.2 The \virial" estin ator

In operator language the virial theorem states that'*

h%p %hﬁv%&)i 13)

where we have used the abbreviation V() = dv=dx. From the above dis-
cussion one m ay guess that the path-integral analog should read

L m_ xe %1 -, 1 0 :

— —h ——— 1= -hx,V i: 14

5 > o xx) (14)
This relation indeed follow s from the invariance of the partition function

under a rescaling of the \ eld" xi . To show this, we start from eg. (5) and

rescake the \ ed" x, ! x, which gives
3
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By choosing 2 =m the factor In front ofthe kinetic term becom es 1=2 and
also the -dependence of the m easure vanishes. D i erentiation w ith respect
to now only a ects the potential energy temm . Noting that @V ( x)=@ =
xQV (y)=QRy3j- x,and rescaling variablesback afferdi erentiation, one readily
arrives at U &) = WJ,i with the alemative \virdal" estin ator’”*

1 XL o 1 XL
U, = — XV Xy ) + — V (%g): ae)
2L, Ly

From here we deduce the virial theoram (14) w ith the welbkbehaved kinetic
energy estinator Ty = - y_; XV °(xy). The subscript v is a rem inder of
the fact that this energy estin ator was derived using the virdal theorem or,
altematively, that, iIn contrast to the \kinetic" estim ator, it only refers to
the potentialV Xy ). An altemative derivation ofthis estin ator which m akes
use of the very sam e rescaling invariance would again start by rescaling the
\ eld" x, in the partition finction (5) by x, ! xy.D1i erentiating nz @
with respect to and puttihg = 1, one obtains in fact directly relation
(14) . The virial estin ator can also be derived in yet anotherway .

N otice that using the (incorrect) estin ator %hvii, ddentifying it (incor-
rectly) wih h% i, applying the (correct) identity (operator form ulation ofthe
virialtheorem ), he-i= L2V °®)i, and dentifying kt 2V °®R)1 (correctly) w ith
h%xkv 0(¢, )i one arrives (accidentally) at the sam e result, but the derivation
is clearly dubious.

2.3 D iscussion of the two estin ators

A s explained above, the variance of the m easured energies is a property of
the estin ators we em ploy. Regarding the dependence on the discretization,
we expect asym ptotically for lJarge L a lnear divergence of the variance for
the \kinetic" estin ator whereas the variance should stay roughly constant
for the \viral" estin ator. W e em phasize that this dependence is com pletely
Independent of the update algorithm .

For puposes of ilustration we show in Fig. 1l the variance of the two
estin ators as a function of the number of variables L. Sihce the update
algorithm only a ects the autocorrelation tin es and is a priori irrelevant
for the varance of the individualm easurem ents we m ay choose data for any
update algorithm . In F ig. 1 we have used the data obtained by the m ultigrid
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F igure 1: Varance of the Individualenergy m easurem ents using the \kinetic"

and the \viral" estin ators forthetwo potentials (6) and (7) at = 10.W hilke

the varance ofthe virdalestin ator is roughly constant in the continuum lim it

L ! 1 ,the vadance of the kinetic estin ator asym ptotically diverges as
2=1=2 2,

W -cycl, cf. the discussion In sections 42 and 5.1 and Tabl 3 below. As
expected, the m easured variances for the viral estin ator are indeed roughly
constant for all values of L . M Inor deviations from the asym ptotic value of
2= 0:1348(12) CP) resp. 0:3564 (24) OW ) (p. Tabk 3) are cbserved only
for the coarsest discretization of L = 8.
T he behaviour is clearly di erent for the kinetic energy estim ator. W e
rst observe that for both potentials the divergence tums Indeed out to be
linear for Jarge enough values of L. . T he straight lne In F ig. 1 is the expected
asym ptotic behaviour of ? ! L=2 2, which ;n fact ts the data well for
L = 256, 512, and 1024. In order to account for the discrepancies which are
cbserved for am aller values of L, we looked at the st correction temm for
2. A straightforward calculation show s that the variance (12) ofthe kinetic



estin ator is given quite generally by

, L Cc 1 .
k=52t 2 —hxiV " (24)1; a7
where C = 2QU=QR is the speci c heat. Instead of evaluating C directly
we st calculate the variance of the virial estin ator,
C 1.3 1
2= =+ —thiVO(Xi) + fovm(xi)i (18)

which allow s us to express { as

L 1.7 1
P= —+ 2 ThoxVOx)+ —xV Pkxy)i: 19
k=52t v 25V )+ o xiV P (19)
For the quartic potentialV (x) = !?x?’=2+ gx* we then nd
7 1
hzlxiVO(xi)+ fovm(xi)i= 21?1+ 10ghetis (20)

T he expectation value on the right hand side can be expanded asa,+ a;=L%+
a,=L*+ :::. T order to com pute the rst correction tem a, we now use
expectation values or the moments for L = 128, assum ing that the 1=L2
corrections are already negligble forthisvalue of L. At = 10 we ocbtained
(in a ssparate sin ulation using the staging algorithm ) hxfi = 025660 (46)
and hx{i= 0:18085 (62) for the convex potential CP, !?*= 1,g= 1), resp.
5:391 (18) and 37:33(19) for the doublewell potential OW , !? = 1,g=
0:04). Num erically, we therefore nd the correction tem s to be ag = 2:3217
CP) resp. 41500 OW ), and together w ith the asym ptotic values of 2 =
01348 CP) rep. 03564 OW ) we nally arriveat { L=2?= 009737
CP) rexo. 0:0586 DW ).Ascan be seen from Fig. 1, taking into acoount
this rst correction does indeed reproduce the data down to at least L = 64.
C kearly, for am aller values of L we would need to evaluate the higherorder
coe cients a 1, az, etc., In order to reproduce the values for }f .

In sum m ary, we have illistrated the expected behaviour that the variances
ofthe m easuram ents are roughly independent from L for the viralestim ator
but diverge lnearly for large values of L for the kinetic estin ator. Before
goingon we nally rem ark that the two di erent energy estin ators also entail
two di erent estin ators for the speci ¢ heat by virtue of the relation

L@H, i

mk;vi: @

@1)



24 The \com bined" estim ator

In the M onte Carlo process we are m easuring the energy using either the
\kinetic" estin ator (9) or the \viral" estin ator (16) for the con gurations
Exjgl PThJs procedure yields the two m ean values Uk " Uk =N and
U, "1 Uy,;i=N , as stochastic variables w ith the sam e expecta‘uon value,

H,i= HJ,i= U, but di erent statistical errors. Let us here abbreviate the
variances of the mean values (ie., the squared errors) by £ (U)? =
W.i Hhi2and 2 (U,)%=H.i 2.

Tt is clear that any linear com bination of the fom
Uc()= U x+ @ U, (22)
would also give the sam e expectation value, HJ .i = U, as the mdiidual

estin ators alone. The variance 2 (U .)? ofthe combined estin ator U,
would be given by

2 h(U,+ @ )UYL hUx+ @ U
= ZZ2+20Q ) iL+a PG

v/’

23)

w here iv = hﬁkavi I’YJkihﬁvi is the covarance of the m ean values of the

two estin ators. M inim izing the variance 2 with respect to the param eter
yields the optinal as

opt = v_ kv . ©4)

Inserting this optinal .+ Into eg. (23) one obtains an expression for the
m inin alvariance of U . ( ) which reads

2 2 2 \2
2 — k v (kv)
;opt
T TR E 24
l 2
= ; 25
1= 2+1= 2 2=, @)
where = ﬁv=( x v) isthe correlation coe cjentofU_k andﬁv.lfthetwo

estin ators were com plktely decorrelated, = 0, the optin al com bination of
the tw 0 estin atorswould sin ply be the errorw eighted m ean ofthe individual



estin ators. Ifthe variances 7 and 2 furthem ore were equal, the error .
would be reduced by a factorof 2, ie., one would e ectively gain a factor
of2 in the run tin e. Ifon the other hand the two variances w ere very m uch
di erent we would not galn very much, since the less accurate estim ator
would hardly get any weight n 22) (ie., 0 or 1).

The optin al combination of the two estim ators involves, however, the
covariance of the two estin ators and therefore is in general not sim ply given
as the error weighted m ean of the lndividual estim ators. In fact, erroneously
ignoring the covariance of the two estim ators m ight lead to the irritating
result that the varance of the com bined estin ator is not even reduced w ith
respect to the an aller one of the two Individual estim ators.

A s it tums out, taking properly into account the covariance of the two
estin ators t m ay even happen that > 1 or < 0, and itm ay also happen
that the r of the com bined estin ator is even m ore reduced than by the
factorof 2, which m ight naively be expected to be an upperbound for the
gain in accuracy.

For further discussion, lt us assum e w ithout loss of generality that

x and let us mtroduce the ratio = = | 1. The optim al param eter
opt M ay then be expressed as

opt = 1+ 2 2 7 (26)
and the reduction of the errorm ay be juidged by looking at the quantity
2 2
. 1
R BT = ; @7)

z 1+ 2 2

v

which by de nition satis es0 R 1. The an aller R, the greater the gain
by using the com bined estin ator. For an overview ofpossbl situations, we
plbt o+ and R asa function ofthe ratio and the correlation coe cient

In Figs.2 and 3.

In Fig.2 we 1rstnotice that for vanishing covarance, = 0, the optin al
Interpolation param eter ¢ is always In the range 0 opt 1. For com —
pktely correlated data, = 1, on the other hand, the optin al interpolation
param eter is always negative, o= =( 1) < 0.

Taking a look at the error reduction factor R in Fig. 3 we notice again,
that for com plktely decorrelated data = 0, nothing spectacular happens.

10



Figure 2: The optin al interpolation param eter .. as given in eq. (26)
as a function of the ratio = += x and the correlation coe cient =

}2“,:( k v)-

The gain is best if the variances of the two estin ators are equal, = 1, and
there is no gain at all, if the an aller variance is negligible com pared to the
largerone, = 0. The situation isvery di erent though forhighly correlated
data, ! 1.We rstobserve that in this case the gain can be much m ore
pro tabl than the best gain of R = 035 for com pktely decorrelated data.
A ssum ing, for exam ple, a correlation of = 0:9 and a ratio of = 05 we
nd that the reduction factor isR 021, ie. the variance of the com bined
estin ator is then roughly 5 tim es an aller than the am aller of the Individual
variances. It should be noted that for cross-correlated data there is in fact no
lin it to thegain In e ciency, and that, asa generalrulk, the gain is largest for
tw o estin ators which are highly correlated and have very di erent variances.
N otice that for 0 the inverse gain factor R is a decreasing function of
highest gain for com parabl variances), while for 1 the situation is just
reversed, ie., R ncreaseswith  (highest gain for very di erent variances).
In order to illustrate the com bination of the two estin ators w ith actual

11
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Figure 3: The reduction factor R as given in eg. 7) as a function of the
mtio = ,= y and the comrelation coe cient = 2 =( x ).

sim ulation data (using data forthe convex potentialobtained by m ultigrid W —
cyclke updating), we show In Fig. 4 the relative statistical error as a function
ofthe interpolation param eter . In orderto sin ulate them easuram ent ofan
arbitrary combination of the two estin ators, the data points n Fig. 4 were
obtained from a tin es series ofan estin ator U, ( ) orarbitrary which was
generated from the tin e series of each of the ndividualm easurem ents of U,
and U, . The tin e series for U, ( ) was then subsequently analysed for each

by the usual pckknife blocking procedure to obtain the error estin ate (cf.
section 32). The solid lines interpolating these data points, on the other
hand, were com puted using eq. 23) w ith the variances and covariance of Uy
and U, obtained by the jackknife m ethod on the basis of 100 blocks.

W e see that the theoretically expected error (23) reproduces indeed the
am pirically m easured errors for a linear com bination ofthe two estim ators at
each m easurem ent. W e em phasize that the com bination can hence alwaysbe
done post sim ulation w ithout any restriction, as long as the variances and the
covariance of the two estin ators have been m easured (ie., it isnot necessary
to store the com plete tin e serdes 0of Uy and U, which, In som e applications,

12
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Figure 4: Relative statistical error U =U . of the linear com bination U, of
the two energy estin ators for the convex potential as a fiinction of the inter—
polation param eter (using the W —cycle update algorithm ). D ata symbols
denote pckknife averages over 100 blocks, and the solid lines are com puted
according to the theoretical prediction (23), using as input only the (jck-
knife) varances of the viral and the kinetic estim ator (corresponding to
= 0, rep. = 1) and the (pdkknife) covarance of the two estim ators.
T he arrow s Indicate the values of optin al according to eg. (24).

m ight cause disk-space problem s).

T he arrow s indicate the locations of the optin al values of com puted
acocording to eq. (24). These values are also reported in Tablk 1 together
w ith the correlation coe cient and them easured energies using the optim al
com bination. W e note that for the coarsest discretization of L = 8 we do
Indeed nd a case where the optin al interpolation param eter falls outside
the usually expected range of 0;1]. Unfortunately, in this application the
theoretically possibl error reduction for correlated estinm ators isnot realized,
and the physically Interesting data are those for large L, w here the correlation
coe cient isonly about = 03 05. Very sin ilar plots were obtained for
the case of the doublk-well potential.
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At thispoint it should be stressed that, in general, the question of how
much the error can be reduced In the sim ulation of a particular problem at
hand appears to be an em pirical question. A s a general lesson, we em phasize
that the fact that two independent estin ators are correlated does not neces—
sarily m ean bad news. The galn iIn e ciency crucially depends on both the
correlation and the ratio of the ndividual varances. A further discussion
w illbe given below in section 54.

3 Errors in the M onte C arlo process

In this paperwe investigate both the varances and the autocorrelation tin es
associated w ith di erent energy estin ators. W hilk the varance is a property
of the partition function and the estin ator alone, the autocorrelation tin e
also depends on the update schem e and represents the relevant quantitative
m easure for the dynam ics of the M onte C arlo process.

In general, the autocorrelation tine  is proportional to som e power of
the correlation length of the system, / %, with a dynam ical critical
exponent z. For standard local update algorithm s the exponent z is close to
2 ascan be argued In a sin ple random walk picture. For soin system sor eld
theoretic m odels undergoing a second-order phase transition the correlation
length diverges and as soon as exceeds the linear size L of the Jattice the
autocorrelation tin esdiverge ke / L*. In statisticalm echanics and lattice

eld theory this problem is known under the nam e of critical slow ing down .

In path-integral sim ulations a very sin ilar problem occurs in the contin-—
uum lmit ! Owih xed, or, equivalently, L ! 1 . The reason for this
slow ing dow n is easily understood. T he correlations hxy X+ 11 only depend on

and on the gaps between the energy levels. H ence the correlation length
only depends on the physical param eters at hand, and consequently always
diverges lnearly with L ifm easured in units of the lattice spacing . Thus
we expect that the autocorrelation tin e for path-integral sin ulations grow s
as
/ L%; @8)

with a dynam ical critical exponent z as well, and that for standard local
algorithm s z = 2. Note that in contrast to the in nitevolum e lim it In sta—
tistical m echanics, for path integrals also the H am iltonian, ie., the exponent
In ) changesitsform nthelmi L ! 1 which isa characteristic feature
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of path-integral sin ulations. A s a consequence slow ing down occurs in the
continuum lin it orany =xed and any set of potential param eters.

3.1 De nition and m easurem ent ofautocorrelation tin es

Since the m easuram ent of autocorrelation tim es w illbe of central concem in
the rem ainder of this paper Jt us brie y recall the basic de nitions.!’8
In general, if O; denotes the ith m easurem ent of an observable O in

the M onte Carlb process the (nom alized) autocorrelation function A (j) is
de ned by
F0 ;05 51 hOsi%

o2i  hogiz
In M onte Carlo simulations we are always dealing with a nite number of
m easurem ents N, . Nevertheless, com puting the variance for the mean O
ofm eagirem ents J@I straightforward and yields an error estim ate of the form

A(Q)= 9)

0O = 2 e N L) 2N, , where N, is the number of m easuram ents used

to com pute the m ean value O .Here nt &) is an integrated autocorrelation
tin e given by*®

[

xk 3
ne k)= -+ A@G 1 — : (30)

2 ., N,

The e ective statistics isthus reduced toN ., = N, =2 ;,+ N, ). O r, in other
words, to achive a given error O the run-tine (ie. the budget) has to be
Increased by a factor of2 4+ Ny ).

For large j the autocorrelation function A (j) usually decays lke an ex—
ponential

AT aexp( )i (31)

where ., denotes the exponential autocorrelation tin e and a is som e con—
stant. Since, In general, all these quantities depend on the observable under
consideration we w ill indicate the relevant ocbservable by an additional sub—
script unless it is clear from the context which cbservable ism eant.

D ue to the usual exponential decay of the autocorrelation function A (j)
and thg Jarge num ber of m easurem ents N, In a M onte C arlo sinulation, the
factor 1 ﬁ In (30) acoounting forthe nite size of the statistical sam ple
m ay In practical applications savely be neglected. Tn practice, one therefore
usually com putes the autocorrelation tin e by com puting the sum in eg. (30)
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w ithout the correction factor and by cutting it o selfconsistently at some
Kn ax Such that noge e Ko ax) Kax << N, . Usually n: is st equal to
net = 60r8. A slong as integrated and exponential autocorrelation tim esare
roughly the sam e thism ethod gives reliable estin ates for ¢ . If exponential
and integrated autocorrelation tin es are very m uch di erent from each other
thism ethod tendsto underestin ate the integrated autocorrelation tim e. This
typically happens when the faster decaying m odes neglected In (31) are still
In portant for relatively large tin e lags j.

A m ore reliable way ofdetermm ining the autocorrelation tin es In this case
is to rew rite the Integrated autocorrelation tin e as?

%
n®) = e A exp ( J=exp) (32)
J=k+1
£ 1=,
- a2 °9_ expf K= expJ7 33)

1 expf 1=.,9

where we @ ). A threeparameter t of 4. (k) then gives both the
Integrated and the exponential autocorrelation tin es i and o, sin ultane-
ously, which is a further advantage of thism ethod.
In Fig. 5 the behaviour of A (j) and ¢ k) of the virdal estin ator is il
lustrated for one typical example (CP potential, V-cyclke m ultigrid update,
= 10, L = 512). A twoparam eter t ofthe autocorrelation function A (j)

a= 0:619@33) and ey = 723@0). A threeparam eter t of the integrated
autocorrelation tin e according to eq. (33) in the sam e range yielded values
ofa= 061442), epmy = 726(@8), and ity = 4:98(15). A detem ination
of the integrated autocorrelation tim e via a selfconsistent cuto at 8 iy, on
the other hand yielded a value of i,y = 507 (21) (p.Tabk 3). Clearly all
values are consistent w ithin error bars.

3.2 Blocking and pgckknife procedures

Another way of estin ating the true error of the M onte Carl sinulation is
to divide the N, m easuram ents into ny; blocks of size N,; = N, =ny; and
com pute the averages for each block ssparately. The blodk averages are then
again stochastic variables w ith the sam e m ean but reduced autocorrelations.
In fact, if the block length is appreciably larger than the Integrated auto—
correlation tin e for the observable under consideration (20 4, say, would
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clearly be su cient) than the block averages are (aln ost) uncorrelated and
we can estin at@ the error of the cbservable from the variance ofthe block av—
erages, O = S p1Np1. SIce np; should be at kast around 20 to allow for

a statistically m eaningfi1ll estin ation of § .., the number of m easurem ents
per block is always much an aller than the total num ber of m easurem ents,
Np1 N, . Forobssrvables that can be estin ated only w ith socalled biased
estin ators thism ay result in severe system atic errors when Ny,; becom es too
an all.

Tt is therefore gratifying that biasteduced and thus m ore accurate es-
tin ates of the errors can be achieved by using socalled pckknife blocking
techniques?! Them ain di erence is that here the block averages are taken
over the whole run wih only one block excluded. These pdkknife block
averages have oonsmuent]yqa much reduced variance S;j ,1 and the error
estin ate now reads O = p 1) g;j »1=Np1, Where the factor ;1)
corrects orthe trivialcorrelationsbetween di erent ackknife blocks (pecause
each m easuram ent enters In allbut one pckknife block { thishasnothing to
do w ith autocorrelations) . It should be stressed that for unbiased estin ators,
such as arithm etic m ean values, the blocking and ackknife blocking m ethod
give identical results. The advantages of ackknife blocking only show up
for biased estin ators, such as those for the speci ¢ heat or autocorrelation
functions.

U sing the blocking or ‘ackknife blocking error estin ate the Integrated au-
tocorrelation tin e for an observable O can then also be obtained by nverting
the standard error form ula as

= —F3 (34)

where O isthe errorm easured in the blocking analysis and g . isthe vari-

ance of the single (unblocked) m easuram ents. It should be stressed that this
m ethod of estin ating the integrated autocorrelation tim e is only valid if the
block length Ny; is several tin es Jarger than the true integrated autocorre—
lation tine. Otherwise 4 will be system atically underestin ated. At the
sam e tin e we want to have, of course, as m any blocks as possble In order
to reduce the statistical error on the error estin ates. Since ny N, = N, is

xed for a given statistics, these are con icting requirem ents. If the m ea—
surem ents are not too strongly correlated, a reasonable com prom ise is the
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4 Update algorithm s

Before presenting our results in the next section, we willbrie y review the
update algorithm s we have Investigated, notably the m ultigrid m ethod and
the staging algorithm .

4.1 Localalgorithm s

The m ost extensively used algorithm for PIM C sin ulations still is the stan-—
dard M etropolis algorithm 22 A s faras accuracy and e ciency are concemed
it has the wellknown serious drawbadk of local algorithm s that in the con—
tihuum limit = =L ! 0 the autocorrelation tin es diverge quadratically
w ith the grid size, / L?, resultihg in a severe slow ing down of the M onte
C arlo process, see the discussion in section 3. In spite of this drawback it is
still w idely used for its sin plicity even though a lot of com puter tin e m ight
be saved by using m ore re ned algorithm s.

A Jocalalgorithm which does reduce slow ing down to som e extent is the
hybrid overrelaxation m ethod ?* This algorithm m ixes (determ inistic) over—
relaxed updates of the path w ith stochastic M etropolis sweeps. If the ratio
of overrelaxed and M etropolis swesps is chosen properly, ie., In proportion
to the spatial correlation length, this algorithm reduces slow ing down to a
linear divergence,®?*  / L.

M ore successfill are non—local algorithm s which w ill be brie y described
In the next two subsections.

42 M ultigrid m ethod

T he basic idea ofthe m ultigrid approach?**?® is to perform non-localupdates
of the variabls by working on a set of successively coarser discretizations of
the tin e axis (\grids") in order to take into account long wavelength uc—
tuations of the paths m ore e ciently. To this end one perfom s collective

updates on di erent length scales by visiting various coarsened grids In a
system atic order as extensively discussed in the context ofpartialdi erential
equations?® T he auxiliary variables on the coarsened grids are then interpo-
lated back to the ner grids and eventually to the origihal grid using som e
Soeci ¢ interpolation schem e in a recursive m anner. Equivalently, one m ay
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also view themultigrid approach from a unigrid point of view where the up—
date on a coarsened grid corresponds to a sin ultaneous m ove of a group of
ad-pcent variables on the originalgrid. U sing the so-called piecew ise constant
Interpolation schem e for exam ple, this am ounts, In the unigrid view point, to
proposing m oves orblocks of 1;24;4%;:::;V = L% = 2"¥ ad-jpcent variables
In conjunction. Here d is the din ension of the system under consideration.
For PM C simulations we usually have d = 1, even for quantum chains
or quantum crystals since it may well su ce to use multigrid acoeleration
only along the Trotter direction of the discretized path integral?’ Partic—
ular successfi1l sequences of length scales 2 are the socalled V —cycle w ith
k= 0;1;::5n 1;n;n 1;:::;1;0, and the W —cyclke whose graphical rep—
resentation looks lke the tter W (orn = 3,eg., thisisk= 0,1, 2, 3, 2,
3,2,1,2,3,2,3,2,1,0)2® The update at Jevel k thus consists in consider—
ingacommon move x Prall2* variables ofone block, x, ! %+ x,
12 blodk, com puting the associated energy change and applying the usual
accept/refct criterion.

The muligrid approach thus has a num ber of param eters which m ay be
adjasted to suit the problem at hand, notably the choice of the interpola—
tion schem e, the block length, the recursion scheme (g. V-orW —cyck),
the num ber of updates on each grid In going down the recursion scheme
(oreswesps) and in going up again (postswesps), and the M etropolis param —
eters for the coarsened grid updates. In the G aussian case it is known that
by using the piecew ise constant interpolation schem e the V—cyck ads to a
linear divergence of autocorrelation tines, / L, whik the m ore successil
W -cycle beats slow ng down com plktely, / const.

Let us nally em phasize that the m ultigrid m ethod can easily be applied
to general d-dim ensional Jattice eld theories. In fact, it is In this context
where the stochastic muligrid M onte Carlo formulation appeared rst In
the literature,®® and only quite recently these ideas have been adapted to
path-integral sin ulations8°:2°

4.3 Staging algorithm

T he basic idea of the staging algorithm *° is to rew rite the discretized quan—
tum statistical partition function (©) ih such a way that a sequence of j
ad-pcent variables can be updated one by one Independently, ie., by e ec—
tively rem oving the coupling between the variables. The coupling between
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variables stem s from the kinetic tetm and, in the contihuum Ilm i, ! O,
thekineticterm m=@2 ) (¢ % 1 )° num erically starts to dom inate over the
potential energy temm V (xi). The kinetic tem for ad-pcent variables can,
how ever, trivially be rew ritten as

Gee1 X)) F Gpro Fe1)’ = &Ko %)=+ 201 X,,)°5 (39)

wih x,, (% + Xx+2)=2. The variabl xi; 1 can thus be decoupled from

its neighbours. T he crucial observation for the staging algorithm is that this

can be iterated as

j+ 1

K+ 5+ 1 % )7+ ] i+ 5 Xy j)2;
(36)

with new variables x, ; % + Xk1 5+ 1)=0+ 1). A sequence of free particle

propagators can thus be rew ritten as®

1:(Xk+j %)%+ K+ 5+ 1 >§<+j)2= —
] g+ 1

Y3 . 1 . '
by 4 1 Jexp ( —pz)}xk+i+1l= (37)
=0 2m

1p2 Yj m ; 1=2 m ; 2
1ty 3 ) Hes 11 —— — ;
kjexp( jzm )}<k+j+l ‘ 2 eXp 2 (X }i) ’

i=2

where renom alized m assesm ; ﬁm have been Introduced. Selcting the
end points X, and Xy 541 Of som e segm ent of the discretized path with j
\beads" in between, one can thus perform a (recursive) change of variables
Xkri ! KXoy 1= 1;:::], In the discretized partition function (5). For the
staging segm ent, this would elin inate the nearest neighbour coupling stem —
m Ing from the kinetic energy. For the varables of the staging segm ent the
partition fiinction hence reduces to a ocollection of independent oscillators
m oving In an extermal potential which depends on the transform ation of the
variables. T he staging variablesm ay then be updated using G aussian random

variables uy -4 % with \masses" m;, and a M etropolis likke acceptance
rule for the extermal potential.

In contrast to the m ultigrid m ethod the staging algorithm only allow s for
one single tunable param eter, the length j of the staging segm ent. T he opti-
m al choice of the staging param eter j depends on the observable of Interest,
its estin ator and on the discretization. But since it is the greater m obility
of the varables of the staging segm ent which reduces autocorrelation tin es

22



the optin al staging length j,« scales with the correlation length along the
path, ie., it scalesw ith the num ber of variables L In the discretized partition
function '’ For an appropriate choice of J,,: the staging algorithm then com —
pltely reduces slow Ing down in the continuum Iim it, / const. Thus, both
the staging and m ultigrid W —cycle represent re ned PIM C update schem es
which beat the contihuum slow ing down. E lsew here we have com pared the
two algorithm and discussed theirm utualm erit in m ore detaill®

5 Resuls

5.1 Sim ulation details

Foreach ofthe fourupdate algorithm sdescribed above M etropolis, m ultigrid
V—-and W cycl, staging algorithm ) we sin ulated the path integral (5) for
gridsofsize L = 2° = 8up to L = 2!° = 1024 sites. n all our sin ulations
the massm was set equal to 1 and the nverse tem perature was equal to
= 10. In our sinulations we perform ed N , = 100000 updates of the path
after discarding 5000 initial updates of the path for themm alization.
In the case of the M etropolis algorithm an \update of the path" here
m eans n. swesps over the llpath w ith single-hit updates of each site w ith
roughly 50% acosptance probability. In order to accurately assess autocor-
relation tim es, the param eter n, was adjusted In such a way that the au—
tocorrelation tin es in unis of m easurem ents were com parabl for all grid
sizes L. For the convex potential this could always be achieved by setting
ne = 1, except or L = 256, 512, and 1024 where we had n, = 5, 20, and
80, respectively. For the doubl-well potential we started out wih ne = 1,
1,1,and 2 orL = 8, 16, 32, and 64. For the larger grid sizes, how ever, the
autocorrelation tinm es In units of single swesps tumed out to be so di erent
for the two estin ators that we actually perform ed two sets of sim ulations
w ith di erent choices of n. (the combined estin ator then cbviously m akes
no sense). In the rst set, ocusing on the autocorrelation tin e for the kinetic
estin ator, we could stilluse n, = 1, exoept Por the largest grid L = 1024
where we sst n. = 6. In these runs the autocorrelation tim es for the viral
estin ator tumed out to be far too big to be m easurablk on the larger grids.
To satisfy our own curosity and to m easure autocorrelation tin es for the
viral estim ator as well, we therefore perform ed a second set of sin ulations
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w ith n, = 15, 60, 150, and 600 for L. = 128, 256, 512, and 1024, respectively,
even though this clearly requiresem ploying CPU resources out of proportion.
In the follow ing, all autocorrelation tin es for the M etropolis algorithm w i1l
be given in units of shgl swesps.

In the case of the multigrid algorithm an \update of the path" m eans a
completeV-resp. W —cyclew ith ny. = 1 preswespsand nyese = 0 postsweeps.
O n each grid we perform ed single-hit M etropolis updates w ith an acosptance
rate of 40% 60% which for the system at hand could be achieved w ith the
sam e m axin al step w idth on all grids.

In the case of the stagihg algorithm , an \update of the path" m eans
nt@=@G 1)) calls to the stagihg routine which moves j 1 ad-pcent vari-
ablks at each call. The choice of the staging length j is shown in Tablk 5
below . For the analysis of the com bined estin ator we used the sam e j as for
the virial estim ator. This will be discussed in m ore detailbelow in section
54. Notice that the above de nition in general in plies updates of lessthan L
variables. W e have therefore rescaled the actually m easured autocorrelation
tin es by a factor (int (L=(j M))=C=0 1)). This enables a direct com —
parison of the staging algorithm w ith the standard M etropolis algorithm . A
com parison with the multigrid m ethod has to take into acoount a constant
factor for the V-cyclke Wwhith of course depends on the im plem entation but
should theoretically be  2) and an extra factor of logL forthe W —cycl.

A fter each update ofthe path wem easured the intemal energy using both
the \kinetic" estin ator (9) and the \virial" estin ator (16). The tin e series
of these m easuram ents were then analysed by ackkniving the data on the
basis of 100 blocks. A utocorrelation tin es were cbtained by cutting i+ k)
selfoonsistently at kyax = 8. The reported errors for the autocorrelation
tin es were again obtained by pdkkniving.

W ith these ram arks In m ind we em phasize that our data now allow for
a precise and detailed com parison of the comm only used energy estin ators
taking into acoount the dynam ics of di erent update schem es.

52 Results for the energy

Tables 1 and 2 show the m easured energies for the convex potential (CP)
and for the doublwell potential OW ) using the \kinetic" estim ator and
the \virial" estim ator as well as using the optim ally combined estin ator.
For ease of com parison we also give for each energy m easurem ent the rela—
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tive error In percent. In addition, for the combined estin ator, we list the
correlation coe cient and the param eter . used for com puting the com -
bined estin ator according to eg. (22).

Since In our sinulations we saved the tim e serdes of the Uy—and U,—
m easuram ents, we were ablk to com pute a posteriori tim e series of U, for
any which could then be analyzed in the sam e fashion as the (run-)timme
series for the \kinetic" and the \virial" estim ator. T he energy values and the
“pckknife errors reported In Tables 1 and 2 were thus cbtaihed by analyzing
the tin e serdes of the combined estim ator U ( op¢) for the optim al choice of

. From the discussion in section 2 4, in particularF ig. 4, i should be clear
that we could equally wellhave applied error propagation using the variances
and the covarance of the two original estin ators.

T he analysis of a tin es series of U, has the advantage that, for a m ore
detailed discussion, the variance of the lndividualm easurem ent and the au—
tocorrelation tim e of the combined estin ator can be com puted as well. Tn
Tables 3 and 4 we list or each estin ator the variance {_ .. ofthe individual
m easuram ents as well as their Integrated autocorrelation tines inrx;c- AS
already m entioned, the reported errors for thess quantities were obtained
using pdkknife blodking.

Looking at the energy values in Tables 1 and 2, the rst thing we notice is
that allthree estin ators give iIndeed com patible energy estin atesw ithin error
bounds and all estin ates converge to the correct continuum energy ofU =
080377 CP) reo. 0:903965 OW ).These values can be easily obtained by
num erical integration ofthe associated Schrodinger equation. For the convex
potential this is basically the ground-state energy E o, since already the st
excited state with E, = 2:736 is strongly suppressed at = 10 and does not
a ect the signi cant digits of U . For the double-well potential the value of
U wasobtalned by ushgEq =  0913371,E;, = 0:892348, E, = 0:029846,
and E; = 0:37813.

O ne also recognizes a distinct nitesize dependence which on theoretical
grounds should be proportionalto L 2 . Forthem ost accurate m easurem ents
In our sinulations (using the com bined estin ator and the W <ycle) we nd
that only for L 256 CP) reo. L 128 OW ) the discretization error is
no longer relevant. W em ention in passing that this system atic ervrorm ay be
reduced using the Takahashim ada schem €’ based on higher-order T rotter
deoom position. Since thism odi cation only am ounts to adding a local term
to the potential energy this scheam e is perfectly com patdble with all update
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algorithm sdiscussed here, and as farasthe qualitative behaviour of statistical
errors is concemed we do not expect any signi cant deviations from the
conclusions drawn in this study.

5.3 A utocorrelation tim es and statisticale ciency

The integrated autocorrelation tin es for the two potentials and the four
update algorithm s collected in Tables 3 and 4 are plotted In Figs. 6 (@)—t)

against L on a doubl-dogarithm ic scale. A s discussed in section 2.3 and ik
lustrated in Fig. 1, the variance does not depend on the update algorithm

but it strongly depends on the estin ator. A s we will see, the di erent de-
pendencies of the variance and the autocorrelation tin es on the num ber of
variables L combine In a peculiarway in the errors U which are plot—

ted In Figs. 7@)—h). Com paring the \kinetic" and the \viral" estin ators,
the combination offen leads to a crossover for the nalerror. The error of
the combined estin ator is, however, always an aller than the better of the
tw o estin ators.

M etropolis algorithm : In Figs. 6(a) and (o) we observe for the autocor-
relation tin e of the viral estin ator the expected quadratic divergence. By
tting the powerdaw ansatz 4. = L ? to the data for the convex potential
CP) with L = 128, 256, 512, and 1024 we obtain Indeed an exponent of
z = 2017@3). The autocorrelation tin es of the kinetic estim ator in this
case behave rather di erently, and at rst glhnce it may seem that they do
not show the expected L?-divergence. It is clear, however, that the plotted
twih an \e ective" exponent of z = 1:372 (16) is not really justi ed since
there is still distinct curvature for the last three data points (L = 256, 512,
1024). For the doublewell potential the di erence between the two esti-
m ators is even m ore pronounced. For the virial estin ator we obtain in the
range64 L 1024 again an excellent tw ith an exponent ofz = 1:986 (54),
which is fully consistent w ith the expected value oftwo. For the data of the
kinetic estin ator In the sam e range the quality of the t is greatly reduced
and the \e ective" exponent of z = 0461 (15) is again ound to be much
an aller. By successively discarding an allvaluesof L In the twe observed a
de nite trend to lJarger values of z, but the availabl sizes of L are stillm uch
too am allto see the truly asym ptotic behaviour for the kinetic estim ator.
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W e m ay, how gver, com pare the a]});ltoooae]atjon tin es w ith those of the
mom ents m Y. %% and m, Y x! reported In an earlier investi-
gation,” which are of the sam e order of m agnitude. The sam e is true or
the autocorrelation tin es of the correlations Xy x, ; which we have elsew here
und?* orthe convex potentialto ncrease as1:078 (14), 1:903 (22), 4:466 (94),
13:53(70), 523 (6:6), and 227 (21) for lattices of size L. = 8, 16, 32, 64, 128,
and 256. Surprisingly enough, the autocorrelation tim es of the kinetic esti-
m atorarem uch sn aller and start to diverge only m uch later. R ecallthat due
to the periodic boundary conditions and translational invariance the kinetic
estin ator is a lnear combination ofm,, m4, and xxxy ;1 . The particular
com bination, however, has a m uch sn aller autocorrelation tin e.

A s a consequence, contrary to previous expectations, for the M etropolis
algorithm the kinetic estin ator tums out to bem uch m ore accurate than the
viral estin ator for the param eters under consideration. T his is clearly seen
InFigs.7@) and (o). N ote, however, that this resul depends crucially on the
observed autocorrelation tin es in the range of L-values investigated here. If
also forthe kinetic estin ator the autocorrelation tin es asym ptotically diverge
as uex / L2, then we should nd forvery large L that (U )2/ 2 yea /
L3, while the error for the viral estin ator exhibits a weaker L-dependence
of (U ,)?/ L2.

Sihce m odi ed update algorithm s such as the staging algorithm and the
muligrid W —cycle elim inate slow ng down the virial estin ator for these up—
date schem es w ill asym ptotically always be m ore favorable.

M ultigrid V cycle: The di erent behaviour of the autocorrelation tin es
for the kinetic and virial estin ators is also found, abeit lss pronounced,
for the V—cycle. Fitting our data for L = 256, 512, and 1024 In Figs. 6(c)
and (d) we nd for the virdal estin ator exponents of z = 0:959(54) (CP)
and z = 0:80842) DW ), supporting the expected value of z = 1. The
corresoonding exponents for the momentsm, of z = 0:8356(92) (CP) and
z = 0715@Q7) OW ), obtained elsswhere’ tting data or L = 128, 256,
and 512, are com patdble w ith these values taking into acoount the fact that
those data still showed som e upward curvature and were hence con ectured
to underestin ate the asym ptotic behaviour.

A galn, however, the kinetic estin ator has much am aller autocorrelation
tines. For L 1024 the ts give here e ective exponents of z = 0:135 (18)
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CP)and z= 0078(23) OW ).Even though we can of course not exclude the

possbility that the data again start to diverge m uch faster or larger values
of L, our data do not show any tendency of upward curvature.

Taking into acoount the fact that also the variance for an all values of L
ismuch an aller for the kinetic estin atorwe nd that, or an allL, the actual
errors for the kinetic estin ator are much snaller aswell. Tn Figs. 7(c) and
(@) we see that wih increasing L the di erence decreases, and for L 50
both estim atorswould roughly yield the sam e error. For Jarge values of L the
viral estin ator gets still better but for values In the range 256 L 1024
the errors for the two estim ators seem to Increase with roughly the same
e ective exponent.

M ultigrid W —cycle: The W <cycle exhbis a considerably in proved dy—
nam ical behaviour and the m agnitude of the autocorrelation tin es shown
In Figs. 6() and (f) isnow greatly reduced to about unity. Notice that in
contrast to all other update algorithm s here the virial estim ator has an aller
autocorrelations than the kinetic estim ator. In particular the divergence
w ith Increasing L is much weaker for both estin ators. O nly for the convex
potentialwe still nd a slight increase of the autocorrelation tim es for the
viralestin atorw ith an exponent ofz = 0:1087 (65), w hile the corresponding
exponent for the kinetic estim ator, z = 0:052 (11), is com patdble w ith zero.
For the doubl-well potential both exponents (z = 0040 (63) for the virdal
and z = 0:028 (12) for the kinetic estim ator) are consistent w ith zero. Hence
the continuum slow Ing down problem is solved for the W —cycle. A gain these
estin ates are In good agreem ent w ith the corresponding exponents for the
momentsm, ofz= 0:1043@29) CP) and z= 0015(11) OW ) ocbtained In
our earlier investigation .’

Since the autoocorrelation tim es no longer diverge and since the behaviour
of the variances does not depend on the update algorithm , we expect a
crossover for the actual errors associated w ith the virial and the kinetic es—
tin ator. Such a crossover was already observed for the V-cyck in Figs. 7 ()
and d),but fortheW —cycle n Figs.7 () and (f) it ism uch m ore pronounced.
Basically this sin ply re ects the behaviour of the variances 2 and ? shown
In Fig.1l, which exhibit a clear crossover around L = 64 for the convex and
around L = 100 for the doublewell potential, respectively. Since for large
values of L the statistical errors of the viral estim ator rem ain roughly con-—
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stant, it here always outperfom s the kinetic estin ator whose errors increase
due to the linear L-dependence of the variance.

Staging algorithm : From Figs. 6(g) and () i is obvious that also the
staging algorithm elin inates slow Ing down. N otice that for the staging algo—
rithm the virial estin ator has Jarger autocorrelations than the kinetic esti-
m ator, whilke for the W —cycle i is just the other way around.

Tt should be kept in m ind, however, that the staging algorithm requires
the choice of an optin al staging length j.. This problem was discussed
elsswhere!® for the viral estin ator by explicitly Jooking at the autocorrela—
tion tin es as a function ofthe staging length. It was shown that the optin al
choice scales w ith the num ber of varables L, and that the corresponding op—
tin alacosptance rates stay roughly constant fordi erent L . H ere we extend
this discussion and list In Table 5 the values of j,+ and the corresponding
acosptance rates for both the virial and the kinetic estin ator. W e see that
the rule of thumb of som e xed acosptance probability regardless of the esti-
m ators is ratherm iskading. In fact, while forthe virialestim ator the optim al
value of j corresponds to an acceptance rate of about 55% , for the kinetic
estin ator the optin um is at about 85% 90% .

Tt should be cbserved that for an optin al perform ance we had to use a
di erent jo,. for the two estim ators, ie., used data from di erent simula—
tions. For the convex potential and the largest grid of L = 1024 the kinetic
estin ator had the Iowest autocorrelation tine of b, = 1:097(21) (p.Tabk
3) for a staging length of j,« = 56 with an acceptance rate of 90% . M ea—
suring the energy, on the other hand, for j= 176 w ith an acceptance rate of
56% , aswas best for the virial estin ator, produced an autocorrelation tim e
of jnex = 1:483(37). The virial estin ator, on the other hand, had its lowest

autocorrelation tine of 5. = 2:48(56) ©r j,. = 176. Here the autocor-

int;v

relation tim e is In fact m ore than doubled to a value of i, = 4:53(@17) if
the optim al staging length j = 56 for the kinetic estim ator was used. This
is nothing but yet another exam ple of the subtle nterply between update
algorithm and energy estin ator which calls for som e care when one ain s at
optin izing the e ciency of PIM C sim ulations.

A bad choice ofthe staging length { ifonly properly scaled with L { only
a ectsthe absolute value of the autocorrelation tin es.!® Ifthe staging length
Increases linearly w ith L the corresponding autocorrelation tin es are roughly
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constant and do not depend on L. This is con m ed by the data disgplayed

In Figs. 6(g) and () where we plotted ts w ith exponents of z = 0:008 (17)

CP)and z = 0:005(0) OW ) forthe virial estin ator, and w ith exponents
ofz= 0012(13) CP) and z= 0005@12) OW ) for the kinetic estin ator.
A 1l these exponents are fully consistent w ith zero and we conclude that the
staging algorithm elim Inates slow ing down jist as well as the multigrid W —
cyck. Looking at the error of the energy estin ation In Figs. 7(g) and ),
w hich contains also the L-dependence of the variance, we hence cbserve the
very sam e crossover aswe did for the W —cycle.

54 The combined estin ator

If the choice between the two estin ators were exclusive, one would have to
conclude that the best estin ator would depend on details of the sim ulation.
A s discussed in section 2.4, however, one can always com bine the two esti-
m ators and can hence always obtain ervors which are even sn aller than the
value for the better of the two estin ators. Looking at the errors digplayed in
Figs. 7 (@)—h), one sees that for the convex potential the gain by com bining
the two estin ators is best for very an all values of . where is outside the
range [0;1] (@. Tablks 1 and 2). Anocther situation where the com bination
appreciably reduces the error occurs, for both potentials, if the actual errors
of the two estim ators are of the sam e m agnitude.

A s was already suggested by Fig. 4, for re ned update algorithm s and
large values of L the optin al interpolation param eter is always close to 0
which re ects the fact that the virial estim ator here always w Ins the race.
FortheM etropolis algorithm where no crossover occurs, the opposite is true.
Here the optinal for arge L is close to 1. Formediim values of L, In
the crossover region for the V—and W —cyck and the staging algorithm , any
valies of were obtained.

Let us take a look at the autocorrelation tin es for the combined esti-
m ator displayed in Figs. 6 @)—t). For the M etropolis algorithm the auto—
correlation tin es (scaling e ectively w ith exponentsz = 1:413 (1) CP) and
z= 0469(51) OW )) are close to but not necessarily sn aller than those ofthe
kinetic estin ator. For the V —cycle the autocorrelation tin es of the com bined
estin ator (z = 0523@38) (CP) and z = 0:388(@33) OW )) are appreciably
larger than those of the kinetic estin ator but an aller than those ofthe virial
estin ator. Forthe W <ycle (z= 0:136(12) CP) and z= 0:0110(88) DW ))
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and for the staging algorithm (z= 0:021(17) CP) and z= 0:042(17) OW ))
the situation is just reversed. Here the combined autocorrelation tin es be-
have qualitatively as the ones for the virial estin ator.

R egardless w hether the autocorrelation tim es of the com bined estin ator
are close to the an aller ones of either of the original estin ators it always
yields errors which are slightly smaller. The gain is m ost pronounced for
very an all Jattices and in the crossover region.

T he best gain in the reduction of the error by com bining the two estin a—
tors was obtained for L = 8 and the M etropolis algordithm where the error
of the better estin ator was In fact reduced by a factor of 2. For L = 64,
the doubl well and the V —cyclk the errors of 0:31 for the kinetic and 0:30
for the virial estin ator were still reduced by a factor of 1.5 to an error of
021. Note that this reduction would be equivalent to a factor ofm ore than 2
for the actual com puter tin e needed to obtain the sam e reduction by better
statistics for the ndividual estin ators.

Unfortunately, for m ost cases the gain by combining the estin ators is
much snaller. Realistically one m ay expect a galn of, say, 10% in the nal
error by the combination which may ssem moderate a gain. It should be
kept In m ind, however, that such a 10% gain In the error correspoonds to
som ething like a 20% reduction of the com puter run tin e needed to achieve
the sam e ervorby a sin ply Increasing the statistics. A nd we em phasize again
that the reduction gained by com bination ofthe estin atorsm ay be obtained
after the sim ulation com pltely w thout extra cost.

W e nally cbserve that Fig. 7 (h) seem s to contradict our clain that the
com bination of the two estin ators always reduces the error of the better
estin ator. For the doubk well and the staging algorithm with L = 16 and
32, the error of the com bined estin ator Indeed is larger than the error orthe
kinetic estin ator. T he reason is that here the data for the kinetic estin ator
were In fact obtained from the sim ulation optin ized for the virial estim ator.
A s pointed out above, the choice for the optim al staging length depends on
the estin ator. The values for the two estim ators U, and U, reported in
Tables 1 and 2 were cbtained for the respective optim al staging length oo«
for each estin ator (. Tablk 5). Clarly, the optim al stagihg length for
the com bined estin ator would be di erent both from the jo. for either the
kinetic or the viral estin ator. In fact, we are dealing w ith an optin ization
problem oftwo din ensions in the param eter space of },. and . However, in
practical applications the com bination ofthe estin ators would be done after
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the sin ulation. Unfortunately, one has to decide beforehand which j,,« best
be chosen and regardless whether one m ight use jotx OF Jprn, In either case
one would use a non-optin al j. for one of the two estin ators. In fact, if
we would have m easured the energy using the kinetic estin ator Uy using the
optin alstaging length forthe virialestin ator, ie. forL = 1l6wih j= 6 and
forL = 32 with j= 10 we would have obtained values of 0:9564 (11) and
of 0:9184(20) respectively. C learly, these values are no longer superior to
the ones obtained using the com bined estin ator which were also com puted
for the optim al j for the virial estin ator.

T hus, the apparent superiority ofthe kinetic estin ator over the com bined
estin ator in Fig.7 (h) is n fact an artifact of our overcarefiil data analysis.
In practice, when the combination is done after the M onte Carlo run w ih
data for the sam e st of param eters (non-optin al for at last one of the
estin ators), the com bined estin ator is guaranteed to yield the best energy
estin ates w ith the an allest error bars.

6 Conclusions

Our concem in this paper was to show how energy estimation in PIM C

sim ulations can be optim ized by taking Into acoount both variances and

autocorrelation tim es of two standard energy estin ators: the \kinetic" and

the \virial" estin ator, and by investigating their resgpective interplay w ith

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

non—-local m ultigrid V—-and W -cycles, and the non—-local staging algorithm .
Let usbre y summ arize the m ain points:

(i) W hile the variance of the viral estim ator depends only very weakly on
the discretization scale, the varance of the kinetic estin ator diverges
asym ptotically according to # = L=2 ?. This behaviour is indepen-
dent of the update algorithm .

(i) The dynam ics of the update algorithm s a ects the autocorrelation
tin es of the standard estin ators. For the M etropolis algorithm these
diverge as L.? but this behaviour can clarly be seen only for the virial
estin ator. In fact, the values of the autocorrelation tim es for the ki~
netic estin ator tumed out to be much am aller than those of the virial
estin ator, and we did not see the expected L? divergence with the
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(i)

param eters In our sinulations. Re ned non-local update algorithm s
reduce (V-cyck) orelimn nate W —cycle, staging) an L divergence ofthe
autocorrelation tim es. For the staging algorithm we cbserved quite a
strong dependence of the autocorrelation tim es on the length of the
staging segm ent. In particular, we have shown that the optim al length
isvery sensitive to the choice ofthe energy estin ator. Forboth estin a—
tors it scales, however, linearly w ith L . In temm s ofacosptance ratesthe
best perform ance was obtained at about 55% for the viral and about
85% 90% for the kinetic estin ator, respectively.

T he interplay between the varances of estin ators and the dynam ics of
the update algorithm sw hich a ectsthe autocorrelation tim estumsout
to be quite subtle. Ik furthem ore also depends on the discretization
param eter L . T he kinetic estin ator often has a an aller variance than
the virdalestin ator for an allL . Looking at the errors ofthe energy esti-
m ates we hence observe a crossover at w hich the viral estin ator starts
to win over the kinetic estin ator since is variance does not ncrease
with L. For the M etropolis algorithm , due to its am all autocorrelation
tin es for the kinetic estim ator, the crossover point, however, is shifted
to very large values of L and was not seen w ith the param eters in our
sim ulation.

A s a sinple solution to the nvolved interplay of the variance and the
autocorrelation tin e forthe tw o energy estin atorswe have introduced a
\com bined estin ator." By construction thisalwaysgivesm ore accurate
energy estin ates than the better of the two standard estin ators. The
am pirically cbserved gain variesbut realistically onem ay expect a gain
of about 10% in the error for energy estin ation in PIM C sin ulations.
W e em phasize, that this corresponds to a 20% gain in actualsim ulation
tin e which com es at no extra cost and is very easy to in plam ent after
the actual sin ulation.

The combination of di erent estin ators for the sam e physical quan—
tity is a very general option for M onte Carl sim ulations and by no
m eans restricted to the use of the standard energy estin ators in PIM C
sin ulations.
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Convex Potential CP):V (x) = =x2 + x2

L Uy % U, % opt Uc %

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) 013
32 | 0.7534(18) 0.24 0.7552 (31) 042 | 0.86(11) 0.793 | 0.7537(@17) 023
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) 14 0.67 (42) 0.863 | 0.8001 (66) 0.83
256 | 0.8074(69) 0.86 0.791(11) 14 0.54 (42) 0.933 | 0.8063(69) 0.86
512 | 0.8169(73) 0.89 0.817(10) 13 0.42(39) 0.819 | 0.8169(72) 0.88
1024 | 0.7990(96) 1.20 0.794 (11) 14 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) 024 | 0.898(62) 0.969 | 0.65846(57) 0.087
32 | 0.7530(11) 0.15 0.7534 (17) 023 | 0.857(73) 0.705 | 0.75313(81) 0.11
64 | 0.7916(23) 029 0.7864 (18) 023 | 0.78(14) 0391 | 0.7885(14) 0.18
128 | 0.8011(36) 0.45 0.7982 (21) 027 | 0.67(23) 0.261 | 0.7990(18) 023
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) 027 | 0.91242) 1.228 | 0.48850(22) 0.045

16 | 0.65822(53) 0.081 | 0.6589(13) 020 | 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) 027 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) 022 | 0.31(39) 0.025 | 0.8032(18) 022

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) 028 | 0.858(90) 0.779 | 0.7546(12) 0.16
64 | 0.7902(20) 0.25 0.7889 (23) 029 | 0.79(6) 0.411 | 0.7883(18) 023
128 | 0.7958(38) 0.48 0.7980 (22) 028 | 0.67(26) 0.206 | 0.7990(19) 024
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) 032 | 0.4148) 0.076 | 0.8035(25) 031
1024 | 0.799(11) 14 0.7968 (22) 028 | 0.31(2) 0.047 | 0.7969 (21) 026

Table 1: Convex Potential (CP):M easured energies using the kinetic estin a—
tor Uy, the viral estim ator U,,, and the com bined estim ator U.. A Iso listed
are the relative pcknife errors In percent, the crosscorrelation coe cient ,
and the param eter . of the optin al combined estim ator.
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DoubleW ell DW ):V (x) = =x2+ 0:04x”

L Uxk Uy % opt Uc
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) 131 | 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

o
o

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

512 | -0.886(22) 242 -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) 025 | 0.88(10) 1.012 | -1.04822 (45) 0.043

16 | -0.95403(81) 0.085 | -0.9555(23) 024 | 0.84(11) 0.883 | -0.95421 (76) 0.080
32 | -0.9184 (14) 0.15 -0.9196 (23) 025 | 0.79(12) 0.714 | -0.9187(12) 0.13
64 | -0.9073(28) 031 -0.9080 (27) 0.30 | 0.73(16) 0.488 | -0.9077 (19) 021
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(1) 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) 0274 | -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) 022 | 0.84(19) 0.872 | -0.95487 (74) 0.078
32 | -0.9179(15) 0.17 -0.9195(19) 021 | 0.79(12) 0.617 | -0.9185(12) 0.13
64 | -0.9104 (29) 0.32 -0.9107 (21) 023 | 0.73(13) 0.349 | -0.9106(16) 0.18
128 | -0.9054 (34) 0.38 -0.9045 (21) 024 | 0.64(18) 0289 | -0.9047@17) 0.19
256 | -0.9036(57) 0.63 -0.9039 (21) 024 | 0.53@23) 0.146 | -0.9038(18) 0.20
512 | -0.8979(75) 0.84 -0.9001 (22) 025 | 0.41(30) 0.076 | -0.9000 (22) 025
1024 | -0.8989(98) 1.09 -0.9061 (24) 024 | 0.32(33) 0.073 | -0.9056(19) 021

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) 041
512 | -0.9178(80) 0.87 -0.9031 (42) 0.47 | 0.42(@35) 0229 | -0.9044 (36) 0.40
1024 | -0.907(11) 12 -0.8999 (44) 0.49 | 0.31(2) 0.112 | -0.9004 (41) 0.46

Tabk 2: Doublke W ell DW ):M easured energies using the kinetic estin ator
Uy, the viral estin ator U,,, and the com bined estin ator U.. A Iso listed are
the relative pdknife errors in percent, the crosscorrelation coe cient , and
the param eter . of the optin al combined estin ator.
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Convex Potential CP):V (x) = +x% + x*
L i | int;k | z | intjv | 2 | 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 02249@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) 647 @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 02248 (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) 02299 (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 02265(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) 1222(19) 0.13640 (85) 0.7119(93) 0.12236 (94) 0.690(10)
512 2.460(13) 1.17722) 0.1357(11) 0.781(12) 0.12951 (97) 0.765(12)
1024 5.002 (28) 1250 (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 02270 (15) 1.11422) 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)

Tabl 3: Convex Potential (CP):Variances }fmc and the Integrated autocor-

relation tines iy, T the kinetic k), virial (v) and combined (c) energy
estin ator.
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Double W ell OW ):V x) = =x?+ 0:04x°
L i | int;k | z | int;v | 2 | 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 02598 (19) 3.206(82) 0.352(13) 64.4(9.4) 02327@17) 3.62(11)
128 0.5746 (42) 3.75(20) 0.361(11) 243 (21)
256 1217@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 02605 (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) 02250(@17) 1.396(27)
256 1.2168(65) 1.598 (37) 0.3550 (41) 2.297 (61) 02749 (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) 7.1943) 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 02618 (14) 1.110@27) 0.3573(25) 0.5291 (75) 0.1837(13) 0.5762(91)
128 0.5856 (33) 1.19122) 0.3630 (28) 0.5377(72) 02323(@17) 0.6266 (88)
256 12157(67) 1274 (22) 0.3566 (26) 0.5479(72) 02864 (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 02606 (16) 1.117@22) 0.3539 (48) 2.335(64) 0.1568 (14) 1.648(27)
128 0.5847 (35) 1.14523) 0.3582 (49) 2.406 (76) 02337 (25) 2.017 (49)
256 12242 (67) 1.139(24) 0.3597 (52) 2.456(87) 02980 (32) 2.085(71)
512 2.520(14) 1.164 (20) 0.3592 (52) 2.366 (64) 0.3473 (36) 2.09549)
1024 5.067(27) 1.150(20) 0.3610(49) 2.406 (69) 0.3478 (42) 2.224 (59)

Tablk 4: Doubk W ell OW ): Varances }fmc and the Integrated autocorre—

lation tines i, Or the kinetic k), viral (v) and combined (c) energy
estin ator.

41



L ‘jopt;k‘% ‘jopt;v‘%
Convex Potential CP)

8 2| 64 2| o4
16 4149 2] 82
32 4173 4172
64 4190 10 | 68

128 10 | 86 24| 55
256 16| 90 44 | 55
512 24 | 93 88 | 55
1024 56| 90| 176 56
DoubleW ell DW )

8 2171 2171
16 4] 63 6| 47
32 41 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: Optin al staging lengths i, Jpty and acosptance rates for the
kinetic k) and the virial (v) estin ators.
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Figure 6: Integrated autocorrelation tines i on a logarithm ic scale for

the three energy estin ators using di erent update algorithm s for the convex
potential (CP) and thedoublewell DW ). Straight lines show tsofthe form
= L=%. 43
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Figure 7: T he errors U com puted from the variance and the autocor-

relation tin es for the three estin ators using di erent update algorithm s for
the convex potential (CP) and the doublk well OW ).
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Figure C aptions

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

1: Variance of the individual energy m easurem ents using the \kinetic"
and the \virial" estin ators for the two potentials (6) and (7) at =
10. W hilke the varance of the viral estin ator is roughly constant in
the continuum Im it L ! 1 , the variance of the kinetic estin ator
asym ptotically diverges as = L=2 .

2: The optin al interpolation param eter . as given In eq. (26) asa
function of the matio = += x and the correlation coe cient =

]2§v=( k V)-

3: The reduction factorR asgiven in eq. 27) asa function ofthe ratio
= = y and the corelation coe cient = 2 =( , ).

4: Relative statistical error U =U . of the linear combiation U, of
the two energy estim ators for the convex potential as a function of
the interpolation param eter (using the W —cycle update algorithm ).
D ata sym bols denote ‘pckknife averages over 100 blocks, and the solid
lines are com puted according to the theoretical prediction (23), using
as Input only the (jckknife) variances of the viral and the kinetic
estin ator (cormresponding to = 0, resp. = 1) and the (jckknife)
covariance of the two estin ators. The arrow s Indicate the values of
optinal acocording to eq. (24).

5: @) The autocorrelation function A (j) on a logarithm ic scale and
(o) the ntegrated autocorrelation tine ¢ k) ofthe virialestin ator as
obtained w ith the V —cycle m ultigrid algorithm for the convex potential
CP) at = 10 and L = 512. Solid lines show ts according to
eg. 31l) rep. (33). The asym ptotic value of 4 k) quoted In Tabl 3
IS e = 507@1).

6: Integrated autocorrelation tines i on a logarithm ic scale for the
three energy estin atorsusing di erent update algorithm s forthe convex
potential (CP) and the doubk well OW ). Straight lines show ts of
the form .= L Z.
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Fig. 7: The errors U com puted from the variance and the autocorre—
Jation tim es for the three estin ators using di erent update algorithm s
for the convex potential CP) and the doublk well DW ).
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