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Structure of bottle-brush polym ers in solution: A M onte C arlo test ofm odels for the
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E xtensive M onte Carlo results are presented for the structure of a bottlebrush polym er under
good solvent or theta solvent conditions. Varying the side chain length, backbone length, and the
grafting density for a rigid straight backbone, both radial density pro les of m onom ers and side
chain ends are obtained, as well as structure factors describing the scattering from a single side
chain and from the totalbottle-brush polym er. To describe the structure in the interior of a very
long bottlebrush, a periodic boundary condition in the direction along the backbone is used, and
to describbe e ects due to the niteness of the backbone length, a second set of sim ulations w ith
free ends of the backbone is perform ed. In the latter case, the inhom ogeneity of the structure in
the direction along the backbone is carefully investigated. W e use these results to test various
phenom enological m odels that have been proposed to interpret experim ental scattering data for
bottlebrush m acrom olecules. Thesem odels ain to extract infom ation on the radialdensity pro le
of a bottle-brush from the total scattering via suiable convolution approxin ations. Lin itations
of this approach and the optim al way to perform the analysis of the scattering data w ithin this

approach are discussed.
I. INTRODUCTION

ecently there has been a great experim ental (

R
e.g. IBEQIEIEIB and theoretical IE..
12,13 ,,,,,,l,l,,l,,
l2d, (27, @, 29, 130, 31, [32, 33, [34, [35] iterest 1 the
conform ation of socalled bottlebrush polym ers. Such
polym ers consist ofa long ( exble) m ain chain, at which
many exible (shorter) side chains are densely grafted,
such that an overall shape of a wom -lke cylindrical
brush results [I, 2, [3, 4, [5]. synthesizing such poly-
m ers w ith suitable characteristics, m aterials can be pre-
pared w hose properties can be ad jisted by extemalstin —
uli, such as the solvent quality, pH , or tem perature, and
this fact m akes such bottlebrush polym ers interesting
for various applications , @]. For controlling the
properties of such bottlebrush polym ers, a good theo—
retical understanding of their structure and conform a—
tion, as a function of control param eters such as the
chain lengths of the main chain and the side chains,
their grafting density, and the solvent quality, ism anda—

tory. However, despite the longstanding theoretical ef-
ibrtsI@............
23,123, (24, 28, [2d, 127, [2d, 28, 130, 131, 133, 33, (34, 381 s
problem is still incom pletely understood. W hilk one has
various scaling predictions (see @] for a recent review )
and treatm ents based on the strong stretching lim it of
selfconsistent eld theory exist sinhce a Iong tine (eg.
Refs. Ig,[9,110,[11)), recent sinulations 34] and also the
experin ents [3,/4,/9] indicate that the regin e where these
theoriesbecom e accurate w ould require side chain lengths
that are hardly accessible ettherby experin ent orby sin —
ulation. A s a consequence, the theoretical guidance for
the interpretation of extensive experin ents by com bined
light and am allangle neutron scattering analysis ,Q,E]
is still lncom plete.

In the present work, we m ake a contribution to clar-
ify this problem by extensive M onte Carlo sim ulations
of bottlebrush polymers 34, [35] ushg the "P runed-
Enriched Rosenbluth M ethod" PERM algorithm ) ]
to obtaln the relevant inform ation on the conform ation
of bottlebrush polym ers under various conditions, that
are needed to test the phenom enologicalm odels used to
Interpret the experin ental scattering data E, Q, E]. As
was shown In @] the PERM algorithm is very power-
ful to obtain a wealth of sinulation data for the case
of side chains grafted to a hard rod (a generalization
of the algorithm to a exible backbone is far from triv-
ial), representing a strictly rigid backbone polym er. T his
dealization descrbes a real bottlebrush chain only lo—
cally. However, all theoreticalm odels used for the anal-
ysis of experin ents ,Q,E] determm ining the structure of
a bottle-brush do contain the rigid backbone as a spe-
cial case. It is this case for which we can undertake a
stringent test of physicalm odel assum ptions underlying
the analysis of experim ental data. O f course, there is
no reason to assum e that a m odel that already fails for
the (sin pler) rigid backbone case should be accurate for
bottlebrusheswih exible backbones.

In Sec. II, we introduce ourm odel and recallthe m ost
basic factson our sin ulation m ethod and de ne the quan-
tities that are studied. In Sec. ITI, we give a com prehen—
sive overview ofour resulson variousphysicalproperties
of the bottlebrush polymers. Sec. IV then is devoted
to the problem relevant for the interpretation of the ex—
perin ents, nam ely the test of theoretical m odels used
in E, @, E, E] for our system : Note that unlke the ex—
perin ent, we can extract lnform ation of radial density
pro les and geom etrical characteristics of ndiridual side
chains directly from the sin ulation, sin ultaneously w ith
but iIndependent ofthe nform ation gathered on the scat—
tering functions, and thus a stringent test ofthe proposed
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relationsbetw een these quantities ispossible. Sec.V then
sum m arizes our conclisions.

II. MODEL AND SIMULATION
METHODOLOGY

Asinh Ref. 34], weuse asa coarsegrained sim plem odel
of exible polym ers in solution, the selfavoidingwalk on
the sim ple cubic lJattice. E ach lattice site can be occupied
by a single e ective m onom eric unit only, and this ex—
clided volum e Interaction corresoonds to polym er chain
conform ationsunder good solvent conditions [39,140,141].
Introducing an energy param eter that iswon iftwo ef-
fective m onom ers occupy nearest neighbor sites, one can
describe variable solvent quality in thism odel sin ply by
varying the tem perature T : the Theta tem perature
w here this attraction approxim ately cancels the excluded
volum e repulsion, in the sense that the m ean square gy—
ration radius l'RéiT of a chain scales linearly with the
chain length N , apart from logarithm ic corrections [B39],
occurs forg = exp( =k )= 1:3087 [38]. W e shall
present resultsboth orT = and forT ! 1 fwhere
g=exp( =k T)= 1, and hence only the excluded vol-
um e Interaction is presentg, in view ofthe fact thatm ost
cases of experin ental interest w ill be som ew here In be-
tween these lim is.

Follow ing Ref. [34] we take the rigid backbone along
the z-axis of our coordinate system . U sing even values
for the length L, of the backbone, m easuring all lengths
In unis of the lattice spacings, grafting sites z = 1,
z = Ly at the end of the backbone are labeld as sq,
sitesadpoent to theends (z= 2,z= Ly ) as sy, and so
on, until the center of the bottlebrush, sites z = Lp=2,

= Lp=2+ 1being denoted as s;,, -, . O fcourse, a depen-—
dence of properties of a side chain on the coordinate sy
occurs only when we considerbottlebrush polym ersw ith
free ends In the z-direction, while no dependence on sy
occurs if we choose periodic boundary conditions (pbcs)
In z-direction such that the grafting site z = L}, isnearest
neighbor of z = 1: In this case full translational invari-
ance in z-direction holds, and the distrbution fiinction
ofthemonomersP,o(z #) ofa side chah grafted at z°
must be symm etric around z% Poo(z  #) = Pz’ z).
T his sym m etry property doesnot hold only forthe distri-
bution function of all the m onom ers that belong to that

along the side chain, In particular for the chain ends. A Iso
the average z-coordinate of the center ofm ass ofthe side
chain coincides w ith z°. N one of these sym m etries carry
overto the casew ith free ends, ofcourse; in the lattercase
the m onom ers of the side chain can have z-coordinates
Intheregion N + 1 z L+ N (the boundaries of
this intervaldo not occur in practice, of course, it would
require that a side chain graffted at z= 1 orz = Ly is
Iinearly stretched out in the z or + z-direction, respec—
tively).

W hen one considers properties of individual side

chains, which are stretched away from the backbone,
two non-equivalent directions x, y need to be distin-
guished [B4]: de ning the vector toward to the center
ofmass C M . ofa chaih from is grafting point z° as
X ,0;Y,0;Z,0) In a xed laboratory fram e, for a partic—
ular con guration of the side chain, we can de ne the
x-axis along the vector X ,0;Y,0), and require that the
y-axis is perpendicular to the x-axis and also lies in
the X ,o Yo plane. Since for a densely grafted bottle-
brush polym er strong stretching of the side chains is ex—
pected [8, |9, [10, 111,112, 113, [19] this distinction allow s
to com pute linear dim ensions of the side chains In the
direction along which the chain is stretched, and perpen—
dicular to i.

In practice, side chain lengths up to N = 50 were
considered, whilke choices Ly = 32, 64, 128 and 256 as
well as two values of the grafting density, = 1=2 and

= 1, were considered. A distinctive feature of our
In plem entation of the PERM algorithm is [34] that in
one run one gets inform ation on properties for all in-
teger values of N from N = 1 up to N, . fwhich in
our case was chosen to be N, ,x = 50, so the largest
polym er sinulated had a total number of m onom ers
Niot = Lp+ L N = 256+ (256=2)50 = 6656, since for
Ly = 256thecase = 1 no bngerwas feasbleg. Forde-
tails on the im plem entation ofthe PERM algorithm for
bottlebrush polym ers, we refer the reader to Ref. [34].

III. STRUCTURAL PROPERTIES OF BOTTLE
BRUSHES:THE EFFECT OF CHAIN ENDS

In this section wew ill ook at the di erence in structure
at the free ends of the backbone, where we can expect
to nd starlike conform ations for the side chains, and
the central part of the backbone which will be brush-
like. Com paring confom ations for bottle-brushes w ith
free ends to those where pbcs are em ployed along the
rigid backbone, we can also nd out to what extend the
free ends in  uence the average structure ofthe brush and
is side chains. W e w illperform this com parison for good
solvent as well as for theta-solvent conditions.

F ig.[d presents our data fr the perpendicular part of
the m ean square gyration radius, hRé;? i, where RS;?
R’ + RZ,,and the x and y-com ponents refer to \m ea—
surem ents" taken in the laboratory system wih xed ori-
entations of the coordinate axes along the axes of the
sin ple cubic lJattice. O ne sees that hRé;? i for the graft-
Ingdensity = 1isalwayslargerthan for = 1=2,while
the dependence on backbone length is alm ost invisble.
In the good solvent case, data for the decade 5 N 50
are com patble with a power law increase, but the expo—
nent is fartoo sm all in com parison w ith the prediction of
the scaling theory ffor large enough N and high grafting
density one expects [34]hR§;? =2 /N2 @ =)

N 0305 while the e ective exponents that one can read
o from Fig.[la are only about half of this valieg. In—
terestingly, also In the -solvent case one observes an
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FIG .1: Log-log plot of the rescaled m ean square gyration ra—
dius perpendicular to the backbone, hRS;? i=N ? ofthewhol
bottle-brush versus the side chain length, for a good solvent
where = 0:588 (@) and a -soventwhere = 0:5 was taken
). Two choices of and four choices of L, are included, as
indicated. A 1l data are for bottlebrushes w ith free ends.

increase of R, =N % = IR2, i=N with increasing side
chain length N, but there clearly occurs curvature on
the log-log plot, and thus already the data indicate that
the asym ptotic region w here pow er law s and scaling con—
cepts apply is not reached. Analogous data have also
been taken for the m odelw ith pbcs, but the data are al-
m ost indistinguishable from the free end case, and hence
not shown here.

Fig[dnow tumsto the lineardim ensions of side chains,
using a coordinate system where the x-direction is de—
ned from the direction of the vector through the back—
bone and the C M . of each side chain, and perpendicu—
lar to the backbone direction in each con guration (see
Sec.II), and also di erent grafting sites are distinguished,
for a relatively short backbone length, L, = 32. As ex—
pected Fig.[Ja), the stretching of chains grafted near
the free ends (s;) in radial direction is weakest, because
they acquire a noticeable com ponent in the z-direction
Fig.[Zc). These e ects rather quickly get weaker when
the grafting site is farther away from the chain ends,
and even for a short backbone L, = 32) the chains
near the center alm ost behave lke chains in the buk

of a very long chain Wwhich is m odeled by elin nating
end e ects through the choice of pbcs). W e do not
have such an obvious Interpretation for the weak (ut
for the backbone ends clearly non-m onotonic) variation
othé;y i=N ? , however.

Tt is Interesting to contrast these results to the -
solvent Fig.[3). In this case the nhom ogeneiy caused
by the presence of free ends of the backbone is much
weaker, the di erences w ith respect to the pbc. case
are much less signi cant. However, a rather strong ef-
fect of the inhom ogeneity in the z-direction is seen when
one considers the corresponding com ponents ofthem ean
square backbone to end distance of the side chains, and
this e ect is present both in the exclided volum e case
and in the -solvent case Fig.[d).

T he next question we ask is the ollow ing: how lkely
is it that m onom ers (or chain ends) are not In the re—
gion 1 z I where the grafting sites are? Fig.[H
show s also from this criterion that in the good solvent
case the bottle-brush ism ore extended In the z-direction
than in the -solvent case. Even for short backbones
Lp = 32) or -solwventsbulk behavior is reached, while
for good solvents there is still som e system atic depression
in the center (z = Lp=2 = 16). W e note, however, that
for larger Ly, such as L, = 64 (to save space these data
are not shown) bulk behavior is reached for a signi cant
range of z In the center of the bottle-brush.

A nother quantity that show s that side chains near the
backbone ends tend to orient m uch m ore along the z-axis
In the good solvent case ratherthan in the -solventcase
is the distrbution P ( ) ofthe angle between the vectors
tow ards the center of m ass of each side chain and the
z-direction ig.[d). O ne should note that angles near

= =2 characteristic for chains stretched away from the
backbone in perpendicular direction, dom inate only in
the centerofthebadkbone, whik anglesnear = =4 and
3 =4 m ake a substantial contribution near the backbone
ends. For the considered side chain length, this e ect
dies out after a few m onom eric distances away from the
backbone ends, however. For -condiions  ig. [Bb) this
behavior is only found close to the chain end. Chains
grafted already wve m onom ers away from the backbone
end show no tilting like for the good solvent case. The
average angle rem ains at =2, but the distrbution gets
broader and asymm etric w th a heavy tail towards the
adpcent chain end.

The data shown in Figs.[2H8 are readily accessible in
sim ulation, but not easy to access experim entally. T hey
help, nevertheless, to develop a com plte picture of the
structure of bottlebrush polym ers and clarify the side
chain confom ations. Q uantities, that experin entalists
try to extract from their studies are accessble to the sin -
ulations aswell, of course. Such quantities are the radial
distrbution (r) ofthem onom ersand . (r) ofthe chain
ends (shown in Figs.[],[8 or Ly = 64). N ote that due to
the discreteness of the lattice, the num ber of m onom ers,
N (r) and N (r), in the Interval [r;r + dr] are nom al-
ized ie. (@) = N (@)=N, and () = N, (¥)=N, where
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FIG. 2: Log-log plt of the rescaled m ean square gyration radii of the side chains, hRfJC,.X i=N? @), IR
(c) versus the side chain length N, for the good solvent case, L, = 32;
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N

ZyiN? () and
= 1 and various choices of the grafting

sites, as shown by the coordinate sx (cf. Sec. IT for explanations). The fiill curves show analogous data for the case of pbcs.

N, is the num ber of Jattice points w ith a distance to the
backbone king in the interval [r;r + dr]. For com paring
gata ofdi erent chann lengths, nom alization conditions

N (r) = N and N¢ (r) = n. have been inposed.

Sin ilar data have also been generated for L, = 32, but
the di erences to those shown are only an all, and there-
fore need not be discussed here. Figs.[] and [§ reveal
that neither (r) nor . (r) are sensitive to the e ects
of the free ends: for the chosen Ly, much longer side
chains would be required In order that e ects due to
the crossover from bottlebrush to star polym er behav—

jor com e Into play. W hile In the good solvent case the
chain ends are typically farther away from the backbone
than in the -solvent case, the qualitative behavior of

(r) and . (r) doesnot depend on solvent quality m uch.
Furthem ore, it is gratifying to note that these data are
qualitatively rather sim ilar to the corresponding M olecu—
larD ynam ics results ofM urat and G rest [14] for a bead-
soring o lattice m odelof exible side chains tethered to
a straight line. T his sin ilarity reinforcesourview thaton
a coarse grained kvel, the present lattice m odel should
yield usefil results.
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Iv. SCATTERING FUNCTIONS FOR
BOTTLEBRUSH POLYM ERSAND THEIR
THEORETICAL M ODELIN G

Let usnow tum to a discussion of experin entally ob—
servable Infom ation on the structure of a bottle brush
polym er. In experim ents one has to infer the structure
from scattering data [G, 14, /9] em ploying suiable m odel
assum ptions on the structure. In the sin ulation we ob—
tain both, the scattering data and the underlying struc—
tural properties describbed in the last section indepen-
dently, and therefore are able to test theoreticalm odels
suggested to link the two. F ig.[dpresents ourdata forthe

total scattering function S,; (@) for the bottlebrush poly—
m ers, both for good solvent and -solvent conditions.
Here S, (@ isde ned as

&tot &tot . . .
Rofe)cl) it B
qr¥: %]

Sy @ =

Tt o1 =1
where c(¥;) isan occupation variable, c(r;) = 1 ifthe site
#; is occupied by a bead, and zero otherw ise. N ote that
an angular average over the direction of the scattering
vector g has been perform ed, and the sum s run over all
m onom ers (@ll side chains and the backbone).
Surprisingly, our data are qualitatively very sim ilar
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FIG . 4: Log-log plot ofthem ean square backbone-to-end distance of the side chains versus the side chain length N , forLy, = 32

and =
@,c) and R 2i=N ?
result for pbcs.

to the corresponding experin ental data (see e.g.Fig.[4
of 1), although the latter referto a polymerw ith a ex-—
ble backbone, unlke our sinulations. As always, the
Imit g! 0 ofSy (@ re ects the total number N, of
scattering m onom ers, and the leading deviation from it
is described by the total gyration radius,

Sw @ Neell dHRZi=3]: @)

T his behavior is shown by the ne-dotted lines in Fig.[9
for the case of grafting density = 1. The g range over
w hich this approxim ation agreesw ith the scattering data
Increases w th increasing ratio of side chain length to
backbone length, N =L,. O f course, m ore interesting is
the behaviorat larger g, where Eq. [2)) is no longervalid.
T he region where S, () is strongly curved and decreases
rapidly (01 q 03, In our case) has contrbutions
from the conformm ation along the backbone (rigid rod in
ourcasewhich should show up asabehaviorSw (@) ' g*
for longer backbones) and from the scattering from the
cross section through the cylindrical bottlebrush, and
needs to be related to data such as shown i Figs.[],[8.

1. Panels (@) refer to the good solrent, panels (c,d) to the -solvent case. The com ponents shown are hR ,2(i=N
,d). Sym bolsdenote di erent coordinates sx along the backbone, w hilke the fullcurves show the analogous

2

The g range near g = 1 re ects the selfavoiding wak
structure q'~ before it is a ected by the local pack—
Ing of m onom ers on the lattice at still larger g, and in
real system s re ects local properties such as the persis—
tence length ofthe exible side chains, possible scattering
from side groups, etc. T hisnon-universalregin e hence is
Jess Interesting. From this discussion of the total struc—
ture factorwe can already conclude that it is the grange
0:04 g 05 which for our m odel contains the in por-
tant iInform ation about the structure of the brush.

O ne advantage of our sim ulations is that we can ob—
tain scattering contributions from di erent parts sepa-—
rately. E .g., we can isolate the scattering from the back—
bone F ig.[I0a) and from the scattering ofthe side chains
F ig.[I0b,c). In our case, where the backbone is a rigid

taken by m onom ers, Eq. [I) becom es

1R X sngh 1

Lp 141 90D

Sp @ =
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FIG . 5: D ensity distrbbutions of all the m onom ers,

and ZZ e (z) = n., where n. is the num ber of side chains (nc
in thepbc. casewe trivially have (z)= (@)= 1,1 z

N oting that the distance Jj
while the distance jj
the distance Jj

ij= 0 occurs L times,
ij= 1 occurs 2 (I, 1) times,
ij= 2 occurs 2 (L, 2) tin es, etc.,, we

conclude that
2 7 sin (gk)
Sp@= 1+— Ly kyF——: 4)
Lb K= 0 qk

T he factor 2 acoounts for the fact that both positive and
negative di erences k = j i occur, and the extra 1
corrects for over counting in the term k = 0.

Inthe ImitwhereL, ! 1 and gl is of order unity,
the sum in Eq. [@) can be transfom ed into an integral,
to nd

2 q, . . 2
2 Trognt sin® (@Lp,=2)
S, @ - —dt 44— 5)
q o t FLp

Eq. [@) isnothing but the welltknow n scattering finction
ofan in nitely thin rod of length L, wih a continuous
m ass distrdbution along the rod [424,143].
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and of the chain ends, «(z) ©,d), plotted vs. z or L, = 32,
= 1, good solvent conditions (@) and -solvent conditions (c,d). T he distributions are nom alized by choosing ZZ

(z) = nc
Ly). Four chain lengths are shown, as indicated. N ote that

Ly, for the chosen nom alization.

A ccording to Eq. [I), the scattering fiinction ofall side
chains is given by

1 KncXne
N n¢

er(r-)c(rj)iL :
qx: 35

Sl = 5.

[

=1 =1

W hen weadd Sy, (@) and S5 (@) w ith their relative w eights,
see Figs.[I0ab, we do not recover S, (q) strictly, due to
Interference e ects in the scattering from m onom ers in
the side chain and in the backbone. Such interference
e ectsnom ally are neglected [3,14,15,1€]. Taking the dif-
ference Sps = NiotSw @  LeSp @ N eSs @ F@N o)
, we can test for the In portance of such interference ef-
fects as shown in Fig.[Idl. Indeed, we do nd that such
Interference e ects are present atthough only at a percent
level.

W e now tum to a discussion of the scattering from
the side chains, which clearly dom nates the scattering
Intensity in all cases of practical interest. For scatter-
ing wavenumber g in the range théi 1 this scatter—
Ing should be dom inated by the cross sectional structure
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FIG . 6: D istrdoution P ( ) of the angle between the vectors
tow ards the center ofm ass ofeach side chain and the direction
ofthe backbone, forL, = 32; = 1;N = 50, the good solvent
case (@) and the -solvent case (). The di erent symbols
indicate di erent positions along the backbone, as indicated.
T he corresponding distribution forthe p b .c. case agreesw ith
the c¢=c17 curves.

of the bottlebrush. In the analysis of the experim ental
scattering data one hasto assum e that one can determ ine
the cross—sectional contribution by a factorization

Sw @ S @Sxs @ s (7)

where S, (@) is Interpreted as the cross section structure
factor. Such decoupling approxin ations seem to be suc—
cessful forwom —lkem icelles [42]. In the literature, Sy, (@)
ism odeled by a superposition of rigid rod and wom —like
chain form factors, needed to account forbackbone bend—
ing [6]. Th our case we can take Eq. [1) sinply as a def-
inition of Sys (@) using Sy, (@) which is known exactly for
ourcase (seeEq. [@)).

T he cross sectional scattering is then assum ed to be
obtainable from a rotationally averaged tw o-din ensional
Fourder transform of the radial density distribution.
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FIG .7: Radialdistrbution function
and radial distrbbution function . (r) of chain ends (), plot—
ted versus r for L, = 64; = 1, good solvent conditions, and
four values of the side chain length N, as lndicated. Sym bols
show our resuls for free ends, while curves show correspond-—
ing data for the case of pbcs.

(r) ofallm onom ers (@)

Here C is a nom alization, and the indices T and ¢ in-
dicate a them al average and an average over the unit
circle In two din ensions. This is further approxin ated
by neglecting correlations in the radial density uctua—
tions

h @ €% =h ®kh €Y =: © &) ©
to obtain
1 2 2
Sksl@ = o Fr ()he iy 10)
W ih the proper nom alization this yields
R drr (r)Jp (@x) 2
Sxs @ = —& Ll a1
drr (r)

0

where Jp (r) is the zeroth order Bessel function of the
rst kind. W ith the approxin ations underlying Eq.[11)
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the experim ental cross section structure factor can be
nverted to obtain the radialdensity distribbution

4

s (0) = Bxs @17 J0 (@r)ada: 12)

2
0
In the analysis of experin ental data, di erent plausi-
ble assum ptions for the radial density pro l were used,
guided by the assum ed sin ilarity to the scattering from
wom —lke m icelles. Rathgeber et al. [3] propose to use
the follow ng em pirical inction

for r R¢

for r> Rc(13)

1
g = rk f1+ exp [(r

Rs)= s]gl
HereR . isan Innerradius, up towhich (r) isa constant;
then there isa power law decay, described by an exponent
k, up to som e outer radiisR g, then a fast decay to zero
(over the range ) Pllows. The constant is xed by
the condition that g = R.) is continuous, so Eq. [13)
nvolves the four nontrivial tting param etersR., k, Rg
and . Zhang et al. B] assume a form for the cross
section structure factor in termm s ofthe st order Bessel
function J; ),
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FIG . 9: Log-log plot of the scattering function of the whole
bottlebrush polymer, Sy (@), in a good solvent (@) and a -
solvent () versus g. A 1l data are for the case of free ends,
N = 50, while data for two choices of and three choices of
n. each are Inclided, as indicated. Straight lines show the
theoretical power law s for exible chains and intem ediate g—
values, Sy @ / g = and @ = 0588 or ) = 05 (),
respectively. D otted curves are given by Eq. [2) or = 1.

14)

2J c
Sxs @) = oonst[%exm ds*=2)F ;

C

whereR . isan e ective radius,and s isan e ectivew idth.
This is equivalent to assum ing a radial density pro le
which isa convolution ofa step fiunction and a G aussian

Z
ws@= o IE0 (@
@5)
Here we have three free param eters, o;R.and .Agaln,
R isam easure ofthe range overw hich the density pro le
isassum ed to be at In the core of the bottlebrush
W hen we look at the density pro les determ ined di-
rectly from sinulations (see F ig.[I2 ), how ever, we recog-
nize that there is no convex region in the interior of the
bottlebrush, even at a grafting density ofonew hich isthe
lim it of what is typically reached in experin ent. T here—
fore, the com parison w ith wom —lke m icelles is m islead—
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conditions. N ote that Ss (@) is nom alized such that Ss (@= 0) = N nc.

ng, and we suggest to use an altemative form of tting
function for the radial density

— X271 .

h (r) p—— exp[ (=1)"1; e)
where is the grafting density and r; and r, are the
length scales for the algebraic decay close to the back-
bone and the exponential cuto at larger distances (ie.,
weexpect r; << r, in the course ofour tanalysis), and
x; and x, are the corresponding exponents. Taking into

account the predictions of scaling theory B4]lwe can x

the st exponent x; = (3 1)=2 . So agaln we are
using three t param eters. Th Fig.[I2 we show that this
assum ed form forthe radialdensity isableto tthe simu-
lation data perfectly over aln ost six orders ofm agnitude
In density for both, good solvent and -solent condi-

tions. The param eters of the shown tsarer; = 049,
x1 = 065 ( = 0:588), n = 1067, and x, = 2:80 for
the good solvent case, and r; = 119,x; = 05 ( = 05),
r, = 713, and x, = 2:18 forthe -solvent case. W ihin
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case (a) is for good solvent conditions, case (o) for -solvent
conditions.

the range of backbone lengths studied, the radial den—
sity pro les agree, w th som e statistical uctuations vis-
ble for the good solvent data and the longest backbone,
Ly, = 128.

Let us now tum to a discussion of the possbility to
deduce the radialdensity pro le from the cross sectional
structure factor asde ned in Eq. [1). Figs.[[3a and[14a
show tsto the radialdensity pro le using the functional
form s g(r) and h (r) de ned above. The form g(r) sug—
gested by Rathgeber el al. [3] is able to t the radial
density well over about 3 orders of m agnitude w ith pa—
rameters R, = 03,k = 065,Rg = 105 and ¢ = 1:90;
h(r) ts over the complte range, as discussed above.
W hen we Fourier transform these fiinctions according to
Eqg. [[) and com pare w ith the cross sectional structure
factor (fill lines in Fig.[I3b and [14b), we see that the
transform only describes the scattering data wellup to a
m om entum transfer valie ofabout g= 0:08. Thisisonly
slightly larger than the range over which one only sees
the scattering from the large-scale structure ofthe bottle
brush Eqg. [@)), which ts the cross sectional structure
factor up to a m om entum transfer valie of g 0:04, as
shown by the dotted line in Fig.[I4b. T his regin e then
is basically determ ined by the nom alization of the ra-—
dialdensity distribution. U sing an iterative optin ization
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FIG .12: (@) Radialdistrbution function (r) plotted versus
r for side chain length N = 50, three choices of backbone
length Ly as indicated, and the grafting density = 1 for
good solvent conditions. (o) Same as (@) but for -solvent
conditions. Param eters of the t function h (r) are quoted in
the text.

procedure B4]we can also nd thebest t oftheFourier
transform of the radial densities to the cross sectional
scattering show n by the curves indicated asgs (r) ( tpa—
ram etersareR.= 03,k = 065,Rg= 75,and 5= 238)
and hg () ( t parameters are r; = 049, x; = 065,
r, = 820, and x; = 1:80) in Figs.[[3b and [T4db, where
weextended the tuptog 0:#4.W hen wethen ook at
these finctions in real space in Figs[13a and[14a, we see
that they are a rather poor t to the radialdensity pro—

k. The function hy, () ( t param eters are rn = 049,
x; = 065, nn = 1020, and x, = 2:80) in Fig.[I4d willbe
discussed later In the text.

U sing the fiinctional o ofEq. [I4) we can directly

t the data In g—space and then transform into realspace.
T his is shown in F ig.[I18 for the good solvent case and in
Fig.[18 or the -solvent case. Looking at F igs. [I5b and
[[8 one rst has to comm ent on the fact that the fill
curves In both gures do not agree w ith the data given
by the symbols. For these curves, the scattering data
In the grange [0;2 ] were Bessel transform ed into real
space and back again. The overestin ation of the real
scattering form om entum transfers larger than about 0:1
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FIG .13: (@) Radialdistrbution function (r) plotted versus
r for side chain length N = 50 for good solvent conditions.
Param eters of the t functions g(r) (est t to (r)) and
gs (r) (Fourier transform ofbest t to Sxs(q)) are quoted In
the text. (o) T he corresponding cross section structure factor
Sxs @ = Sw (@)=Sp (@) pltted in the representation gSxs (@),
vs. g. The two curves correspond to the two curves in part
@) .

iIndicates that there is Intensity in the m odes for gvalues
larger than 2 which is aliased into the studied range.
However, looking at the direct transform of the scatter-
ing data into real space ( Do Figs.[[3@) and [Id@))

one sees that this is not a relevant num erical problem .
A ssum ing the whole displayed g-range to be relevant for
the determ nation of the radial density pro ke leads to
the prediction of a highly oscillatory non-positive radial
density. Sin flarly, when we try to t the scattering data
beyond a g-value ofabout 0:4 by the assum ed fiunctional
form s g (r) and h (r) we obtain unphysical radial density
pro ls. Constraining the t wih the functional form

ofEq. [[4) to the grange below 0:4, however, also does
not lead to a satisfactorily prediction of the radial den—
sity as can be seen in Figs.[I3a and [I8a. The assum ed
convex shape of the radial density leads to an overesti-
m ation of the density In the Interjor of the brush and a
com pensating underestin ation in the outer parts.

Sum m arizing this discussion we have to conclude that
there isonly a an all range ofm om entum transferswhere
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up to them aximum in part (o) ofthis gqure, hy, (r).

the analysisusing Eq. [I1l) m ay be warranted. T his range
extends at m ost to the position of the m axinum in the
plot ofgS4s (@) vs. g. In this grange, one should em ploy
a concave tting function like the em pirical law given
by the function h (r) above and not the convex fom s
usually assum ed for the inner part of the brushes. The
grafting densities typically em ployed in experin ent are
not high enough to lead to a radialdensity which resem —
blsa lked cylinderw ith a sn eared out interface to the
solution when one works at good solvent or -solvent
conditions. This assum ption m ay be valid working in
poor solvent, a regin e which wasnot accessible to us us-
Ing our sim ulation approach. W hen we perform a tto
the cross sectional scattering only form om entum trans—
fers am aller than the peak position in the plots ofgSys (@)
vs. g, we obtain the function h, (r) included in Fig.[14.
W e can seethat this isa good representation ofthe radial
density down to values ofabout = 0:01.

A sa nalresul let usdiscussthe cross sectionalradiis
of gyration of the brush de ned by

R
L omrR2 rdr

RZ = B&r——— an

, ©2 rdr

Tabl 1 gives the resulting radii of gyration for the dif-
ferent trting functions and procedures em ployed and for
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FIG. 15: (@) M onte Carlo data for the radial distribution
function (r) of the m onom ers plotted versus r for the side

chain length N = 50, = 1 the good solent case, and back—
bone length Ly = 32. The full curve labeled fs) (r) show s the
result of Bessel transform ing ®q. [[2)) the simulation data
for the scattering fiunction into real space. %, (r) shows the
prediction for (r) obtained from tting sys (@) using Eq. [14)
(t param eters are R. = 10, and s = 3%67). (©) The cross
sectional scattering gSs (@) is plotted vs. g. Sym bols are data
points, SQ? (full line) is the Bessel transform of the full curve
in part (@) which should ideally coincide w ith the symbols
(see text). SE, (dashed line) is thebest tofEq. (I4) to the
data.

TABLE I: Results for the cross sectional radiis of gyration
(see text) for the di erent tting procedures and both solvent
conditions.

h(r) hn () hs (©)|g ) gs @)] 5 @)
Rge (good solwvent)|7.83 749 7.64 |7.94 7.79 |524
Rge ( —solvent) 619 587 598 (.39 627 [4.08

the cases of good solvent and -solvent. A1l tting pro—
cedures reproduce the shrinking of the brush going from

good solvent to -solvent condition. The results using

the functional form s h (r) and g (r) agree wellw ith each
other and also the suggested t analysis of the scatter—
Ing yielding function h, () results In only 4% deviation
from the true value. The ts using Eq. [I4), however,
underestin ate R 4c by about 33% .
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FIG.16: Same as Fig.[I§ for -solvent conditions. ( t pa-
ram eters are R = 10, and s = 2:88)

V. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

In this paper, a com parative M onte Carlo study of
bottlebrush polymers wih rigid and relhtively long
backbone lengths L, = 32 to Ly = 256 m onom ericunits)
and exble side chainsofm ediuim length (up toN = 50
m onom eric units) under good solvent and -solvent con—
ditions w as perfom ed, using the PERM algorithm . The
purpose of this study was to investigate the structure of
such m acrom olecules and to test physical assum ptions
used In experim entalwork on related system s to extract
structural nform ation from scattering data.

Ourm aln results can be sum m arized as follow s:

(i) For the chosen side chain lengths, the chosen badk—
bone lengths already are clarly outside of the
crossover regin e from bottlebrush to starpolym er
behavior. Com paring the total scattering fiinction
Sy (@) ofa bottlebrush polym er w ith and w ithout
pbcsalong the backbone, onedoesnot nd any pro—
nounced e ect due to the di erent conformm ations
the chains at the end can assum e in the two cases
(therefore F ig.[d only show s the scattering for the
free boundary case). In addition, the range along
the backbone overwhich the e ect ofthe proxin iy
of the free end of the backbone is fet in the side



chain confom ations is a few m onom er diam eters

only.

(i) Corrcborating our earlier results [34] we nd scal-
ing concepts in tem s of power law s, blob pictures
etc. not usefill to understand our results. W e be—
lieve that scaling w ill becom e useful if the chain
lengths of the side chains are two orders ofm agni-
tude larger; however, this lin iting case is beyond
the reach of eitther experin ent or sim ulation.

(iil) Correlations between backbone m onom ers and
side chain monomers do not contrbute signi —
cantly to the scattering while correlationsbetween
m onom ers from side chains anchoring at di erent
backbone positions do. As a consequence, the
standard factorization approxin ation by which the
cross-sectional scattering fiinction Sy (@) is related
via Fourier transform to the radialm onom er den—
sity pro ke (r), is Invalid for m ost of the m om en—
tum transfer range typically studied. W hike ex—
perin ents typically are done orbottlebrush poly—
merswith exblebackbonesand we dealherew ith
the case of rigid backbones only, there is no rea-—
son why approxin ations that are inaccurate in the
latter case should becom e accurate in the exble
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backbone case, of course. From a detailked anal-
ysis of the scattering finction and radial densiy
obtained In the simulation we identify the regin e
w here the analysis of the cross sectional scattering
m ight be successfilly perform ed to lie at gvalues
an aller than the position of the peak In the curves
of plots of gSxs (@) vs. g. Here one should t the
Fourier transform ofa concave form of radialden—
sity dependence, as given, eg., by Eq.[16).

(Iv) Tt would be desirable to perform neutron scattering
from bottle brushes where only a an all fraction of
side chains isdeuterated. In thisway, am ore direct
Inform ation on the local conform ational structure
In a bottlebrush could be gained, and m ore ex—
tensive com parison w ith sim ulations should becom e
possble. W e also hope that our study w ill stin u—
late further experim ental work on bottle brushes,
In particular on the e ect of solvent quality.
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