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Efficient and accurate algorithm for partition function, free energy and thermal entropy calcula-
tions is of great significance in statistical physics and quantum many-body physics. Here we present
an unbiased but low-technical-barrier algorithm within the quantum Monte Carlo framework, which
has exceptionally high accuracy and no systemic error. Compared with the conventional specific
heat integral method and Wang-Landau sampling algorithm, our method can obtain a much more
accurate result of the sub-leading coefficient of the entropy consistent with CFT. This method can
be widely used in both classical and quantum Monte Carlo simulations and is easy to be parallelized
on computer.

Introduction.- Quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) is one
of the powerful tools in calculating large-scale and high-
dimensional quantum many-body systems [1–11]. Al-
though many observables, e.g., energy and specific heat,
can be obtained from QMC through sampling the parti-
tion function (PF), the value of the PF itself remains diffi-
cult to calculate directly. To tackle this problem, the spe-
cific heat integral (C-int) method [12] and Wang-Landau
(WL) algorithm [13, 14] have been widely adopted to cal-
culate PF and related quantities, such as free energy and
entropy. The former method crudely calculates the nu-
merical integration of S(T ) = S(∞)−

∫∞
T

C(T ′)/T ′dT ′ to
obtain the entropy S(T ) [15], after which we can calculate
PF indirectly. However, this method usually requires a
plethora of computational resources to lower the systemic
error especially when the specific heat has sharp variation
and huge fluctuation. The key idea of the latter method,
on the other hand, is to achieve the (effective) density of
states of the PF by initially allocating them some default
values, then optimizing them to the real ones by flatten-
ing some histograms [13, 14, 16]. This method suffers
from the problem of error saturation, which prevents us
from achieving a result with arbitrary precision, and its
convergence is not generally controllable [17, 18].

On the other hand, the high-precision PF and its re-
lated quantities, such as free energy and entropy, are
significantly important in numerical calculations since
it means more effective information. For phase transi-
tions no matter within or beyond the Ginzburg-Landau
paradigm, an efficient and accurate way to straightfor-
wardly obtain FP would be crucial, because its (high
order) derivative reveals potential phase transitions. Be-
sides, the precision of entropy can even reveal important

intrinsic physics. In conformal field theory (CFT), the
prefactor in front of the sub-leading term of entropy of-
ten carries universal information [19–29]. The thermal
entropy also relates to the distinctiveness of many novel
condensed matters, such as spin ice [30–33], topological
order [34–39], fracton phases [40–43], etc. Even a small
numerical error may make our concerned quantities de-
viate a lot because the sub-leading term is much more
sensitive than the leading one.

In this paper, we present a more accurate and efficient
method for calculating PF, dubbed reweight-annealing
algorithm, within the framework of Monte Carlo (MC)
simulation, either quantum or classical. It is inspired by
thermal and quantum annealing algorithm in the quan-
tum simulation area [44–51] and recent developments
in the entanglement calculations of QMC [52–57]. Our
method not only has high accuracy for calculating PF,
but is unbiased, easy to implement and naturally can be
parallelized on computer.

Basic idea.- Given a partition function Z(β), where β
is a general parameter which is not limited to tempera-
ture, but can be some other parameter in the Hamilto-
nian. For two parameter points β′ and β′′, we define the
ratio

γ(Z;β′, β′′) ≡ Z(β′′)

Z(β′)
=

〈
W (β′′)

W (β′)

〉
MC

(1)

where W (β′) and W (β′′) denote the weight of the same
configuration sampled by MC simulation but with dif-
ferent parameters β′ and β′′. In this way, the ratio of
partition functions with different parameters can be sim-
ulated via Monte Carlo in principle.

For the first consideration, we take β as the inverse
temperature. Notice that Z(0) = dN is pre-knowledge
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the reweight-annealing method.
(a) Key point 1: Find an annealing path in the whole param-
eter space to connect the unknown point we want to solved
and a known point. T means temperature and s is a gen-
eral parameter of the Hamiltonian. (b) Key point 2: Use a
sampled distribution (red) to represent another distribution
(blue) through reweighting a same configuration. If these two
distributions are close to each other, the effect of the reweight-
ing would be good since the importance sampling can approx-
imately be kept.

because all the configurations are equally important at
infinite high temperature, where N and d are the number
of particles and the freedom of a single particle respec-
tively. Then we can obtain any Z(β′) from Eq. (1) by
setting β′′ = 0. Therefore, the first key point of the
method is to choose a known point Z(β′′) as the reference
which connects to some unknown point Z(β′), as shown
in Fig. 1 (a). The parameter of the path is not limited to
the temperature T = 1/β, once the parameter path can
connect to a known point in the whole parameter space,
then the method would work.

The second key point is keeping the importance sam-
pling. Obviously, if the β′ and β′′ are close enough, the
ratio of PF is close to 1 and is easy for calculation. Other-
wise, the ratio would be close to zero or infinite which can
not be well-sampled by MC. It can be easily understood
in the reweighting frame as shown in Fig. 1 (b), if we
want to use a well-known distribution Z(β′) =

∑
W (β′)

to calculate another distribution Z(β′′) =
∑

W (β′′) via
resetting the weight of samplings, the weight before/after
resetting of the same configuration should be close to
each other. It is still an importance sampling in this sense
and requires the β′ and β′′ be close enough. As we will
discuss later, the practical calculation of Eq. (1) should
be divided into many steps for better accuracy, and the
inverse temperature β will slowly decrease from our con-
cerned point β′ to zero, which has some analogousness
with the thermal or quantum annealing algorithm.

When we are considering the vicinity of the zero tem-
perature, the inverse temperature span would be quite
wide hence require a long runtime on computer. Thus
we can find another alternative parameter path for the
calculation according to the first key point mentioned
above. One choice in this case is to fix the temper-
ature as a constant. Instead, we introduce an extra
term, e.g., transverse field H1 =

∑
i σ

x
i to the target

system H0, and consider the partition function Z ′(s) for
H(s) = sH0 + (1 − s)H1, which is exactly the archety-
pal Hamiltonian of quantum annealing. Similarly, we
define Z ′(s′′)/Z ′(s′) = ⟨W (s′′)/W (s′)⟩MC as our observ-
able. The introduction of an external field is conducive
because H(0) only has one ground state, thus the entropy
S is minimized to be zero and lnZ ′(0) = − limβ→∞ βE,
where E = −N is the ground state energy of H1.

Algorithm details.- In this paper, without loss of gen-
erality, we focus on the temperature case β = 1/T , the
counterpart of the thermal annealing, for demonstra-
tions. We use the stochastic series expansion (SSE) in
the followings, in which the weight ratio of temperature
is W (β′′)/W (β′) = (β′′/β′)n, where n is the the order
of series in the expansion. Since the value of the exact
zero in the ratio is meaningless, practically, we set β′′ in
Eq. (1) a sufficiently small number β0. The adequacy
can be checked by comparing the results with that of a
smaller β0 so as to see whether the results (lnZ) con-
verge. Since the estimator in the right hand side of Eq.
(1) is unbiased, the algorithm itself is unbiased. Atten-
tion that too small ratio of (β0/β

′)n not only requires
more Monte Carlo time NMC since the error is propor-
tional to 1/

√
NMC, but will exceed the data range of

computer (e.g. 1.7×10−308 ∼ 1.7×10308 for double type
data).

To fix this problem, according to the second key point
mentioned above, we divide [β0, β

′] into m segments, i.e.

Z(β0)

Z(β′)
=

m∏
k=1

Z(βk−1)

Z(βk)
=

m∏
k=1

γ(Z;βk, βk−1) (2)

where βm ≡ β′. We evaluate each γ(Z;βk, βk−1), and
further group them into some batches. It also obviously
reveals the method is naturally suitable for parallel com-
puting. The value of each batch is the multiplication of
all γ(Z;βk, βk−1) in it, which we require to be in the
same order of magnitude (e.g. 10−10 in our paper). This
can avoid the loss of precision because finally we have to
add all the logarithmic values of these batches.

For the multiplication in each batch, to ensure the
preciseness, we define the schedule parameter αk ≡
βk/βk−1 > 1, and require

γ(Z;βk, βk−1) = (
1

αk
)n ∼ ϵ (3)

According to the computation complexity of SSE a
straightforward choice is to set the order of magnitude
of n ∼ O(βkL) for typical 1D systems and O(βkL

2) for
2D systems. We can select an empirical and appropriate
prefactor ξ, setting n = ξβkL for 1D systems, then we do
not need to determine n from the thermalization part of
Monte Carlo simulation, and the calculations for differ-
ent γ(Z;βk, βk−1) can be parallelized. The βk here plays
similar role as the schedule parameter (temperature or
the strength of magnetic field) in annealing algorithms
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which should vary slow enough to ensure ‘adiabaticity’
and keep the condition of importance sampling. If βk

varies too dramatically, the accuracy of result will be in-
fluenced.

Attention that n ≥ 1 in Eq. (3), therefore αk,max =
1/ϵ. For low temperature points and large systems, αk

can be very close to 1. To keep more significant digits, a
lower bound for αk is also needed, e.g., αk,min = 1.00001
in our simulations.
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FIG. 2. For β = 30, the values of lnZ as a function of the
chain length L. Our reweight-annealing (Re-An) method has
perfect match with ED. For example, the ED and our results
are 251.62283 and 251.624(2) respectively for L = 12.

1D spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain.- As the first exam-
ple, we consider a 1D spin-1/2 antiferromagnetic (AFM)
Heisenberg chain with periodic boundary condition
(PBC) at inverse temperature β = 30. We set the
ϵ = 10−2 in Eq. 3. For the system size we simulated,
the β is large enough for checking the effectiveness of our
method in low temperature. As it is shown in Fig. 2,
results from our method can match that of the exact di-
agonalization (ED) method exceptionally well for small
lengths in a very high-precision. The error bar is about
0.002 while the value is 251.624, and the relative error
is smaller than 10−7. The result is also consistent with
the expectation that lnZ ∝ L+ o(L), where o(L) means
higher order terms which is negligible compared with L.
One may feel this example too trivial and easy to be
calculated. Therefore we introduce the second example
which needs a high-precision to extract the correction of
the sub-leading term in entropy.

2D LBW-HM.- To further exploit the advantage of our
method, we calculate the thermodynamic entropy of a 2D
lattice Bisognano-Wichmann Heisenberg model (LBW-
HM) on a square cylinder [58, 59]. The thermodynamic
entropy S of the LBW-HM at β = 1 provides a good ap-
proximation for the Von Neumann entanglement entropy
of a 2D PBC square lattice spin-1/2 AFM Heisenberg
model under smooth bipartition, i.e., the concerned sub-
system is a cylinder [60, 61].

According to the CFT prediction and previous numer-
ical results [54, 62–64], the coefficient of sub-leading term
of the entropy reflects the number of Goldstone modes.
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FIG. 3. (a) Thermodynamic entropy S(L) as a function of L
from different algorithms; (b) The lnL term extracted from
calculating 2S(L)−S(2L), and the fitting slope (dashed green
line) is 1.00(2).

In this example, coarse result of entropy is disfavored
because the sub-leading term in entropy is sensitive to
errors. For this kind of problems, our method has great
advantage over the method of specific heat integral (C-
int) and Wang-Landau (WL) algorithm [13, 14] due to
its high accuracy and efficiency.

We consider the same LBW-HM as Ref. [58, 61] which
highly resembles the entanglement Hamiltonian of a spin-
1/2 AFM Heisenberg model on a torus with cornerless
cutting. Theoretical investigations predict the thermal
entropy of the LBW-HM at β = 1 obeys S(L) = aL +
b lnL+ c, and b = nG/2, where nG = 2 is the number of
Goldstone modes for the 2D spin-1/2 AFM Heisenberg
model [63, 65]. Therefore, we can extract b from the slope
of equation 2S(L)− S(2L), in which the leading term of
L can be cancelled with each other.

In Fig. 3, we compare the performance of different al-
gorithms. Generally, the accuracy of the C-int method
depends on how many intervals we divide. To compare
with our method, we require the division of β in the C-
int method to be exactly the same with our method. As
it is shown in Fig. 3, this introduces great systemic error
because the division number in our method is not ade-
quate for C-int. Therefore, to achieve a better result via
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C-int, more computation resources are needed compared
to our method.

The WL algorithm, on another hand, suffers from the
problem of error saturation, which though can be allevi-
ated by some means like the t−1 modification, where t is
the Monte Carlo time, the cut-off of the series expansion
and the initial value of the refinement parameter f are
both hyperparameters to be determined [17, 18, 66, 67].
Therefore, it is very difficult to achieve results with an
arbitrary precision with this method and the convergence
time is not generally well-controlled. Besides, in Wang-
Landau sampling, the change of f typically obeys some
monotonically decreasing function, and the computation
subroutines with different f ’s cannot be parallelized be-
cause of the linear logic of the algorithm. In this paper,
we consider the vanilla WL algorithm, following Ref. [14],
as an example. Fig. 3(a) shows that the WL algorithm
gives roughly correct result for small sizes while the ex-
traction of entropy in Fig. 3(b) completely reveals its
unpreciseness, and the b fitted from it is far from the
theoretical prediction.

2D XXZ model.- As the last example, we consider a
much more complex model, a 2D spin-1/2 XXZ model
with next nearest neighbor interaction,

H = −
∑
⟨i,j⟩

[2Sz
i S

z
j + Sx

i S
x
j + Sy

i S
y
j ]

−0.2
∑

⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

[2Sz
i S

z
j + Sx

i S
x
j + Sy

i S
y
j ]. (4)

where ⟨i, j⟩ and ⟨⟨i, j⟩⟩ denotes the nearest and the next
nearest neighbors respectively. The lattice we simulated
is a square lattice with PBC. This model has a finite
temperature 2D Ising phase transition which can be cap-
tured by the second or higher order derivative of the free
energy F = −T lnZ.

For convenience, here we use equal distance of T =
1/β = 0.01 to implement our Re-An method, and it is
also easy for numerical differentiation. Because a con-
stant factor of the PF does not affect the (higher order)
derivative of F , thus we choose Z(T ∗ = 1.95) as the ref-
erence to replace annealing to a known point. The PF
we gained is actually Z(T )/Z(T ∗) where Z(T ∗) is an un-
known constant. Then we indeed observe a divergent
peak of the second order derivative of the free energy as
shown in Fig. 4(a), which accurately probes the phase
transition point, matching with the intersection point of
binder ratios R2 = ⟨m4⟩/⟨m2⟩2 of different sizes shown
in Fig. 4(b).

This example also inspires us that connecting to a
known point is not necessary when we just need
the second or higher order derivative of free en-
ergy. The data also demonstrate the high-precision of
our method, even the second order derivative is still
smooth and precise.

Summary.- We propose an unbiased algorithm within
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FIG. 4. (a) The second order derivative of the free energy,
∂2F/∂T 2, changes with the temperature T in different system
size. The peak diverges more when the size becomes larger,
which probes the phase transition point here; (b) The binder
ratios in this model at different sizes intersecting at a point
which is highly consistent with the peak obtained by Re-An
algorithm.

Monte Carlo framework, which has low-technical barrier
and no systemic error. The method can be easily imple-
mented for parallel computation and can obtain the value
of partition function, free energy and thermal entropy
with high precision. The method has two keynotes:
1. Find a parameter path in whole space (either temper-
ature or external parameter) connecting a known point
and the to-be-solved one. If we only want to calculate the
(high order) derivative of the PF, even fixing an unknown
point as the reference is enough; 2. Annealing along the
path to calculate the final result through a propagation
formula.

We show the advantage of our method via calculating
the thermal entropy of 2D LBW-HM and successfully
extract precise coefficient of the sub-leading term (lnL),
which is consistent with the CFT prediction and catch
the correct number of Goldstone modes. In comparison,
the C-int and the WL sampling both have worse per-
formance. In a 2D XXZ model, the numerical second
derivative of the Re-An data is still smooth and precise,
which accurately probes the phase transition point. Our
method make the efficient and high-precision calculation
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of entropy and other related physical quantities accessi-
ble, which can reveal some universal information, such as
CFT, criticality and symmetry breaking.
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