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A version of the G aussian self{consistent (G SC) m ethod, which avoids the use of the Edwards’
virial expansion, is presented. Instead, the m ean energy is evaluated directly via a convolution of
the attractive part of the pair{w ise non {bonded potentialw ith the G aussian trial radial distribution
finction. The hard sphere repulsion is taken into account via a suiably generalised Camahan{
Starling temm . C om parison of the m ean {squared inter{m onom er distances and radius of gyration,
aswellas ofthem ean energy, between the results from the G SC calculationsand M onte Carlo M C)
sin ulation in continuous space are m ade across the coil{to{globule transition for isolated ring, open
and star hom opolym ers of varied lengths and exibility. Im portantly, both technigques utilise the
sam e polym er m odel so that the data points could be directly superim posed. A surprisingly good
overall agreem ent is found between these G SC and M C results. C aveats of the G aussian technique
and ways for going beyond it are also discussed.

PACS numbers: 3620, 36 20Ey, 6125Hqg

I. NTRODUCTION

The G aussian self{consistent (G SC) m ethod represents a quite general, abei relatively sin ple, theoretical fram e~
work for studying the equilbrium , dynam ics and kinetics of conform ational changes in polym, er solutions. O ne of
its m ost attractive features is that it can be, geplied to y.J:ctua]Jy any type of heteropolym eﬂ{_, wih any speci c
Jnteractjon term s,Jnvo]ang eg.chain sti nesg or charged® . T he connectivity ofthe chaJn can be arbitrary: an ogen
polym en. a mgé, a stal'ﬁi or a dendrin ett! 1, whether In the Ilim it of a singke chaintl or at nite concentration$?.
M oreover, not only the radius of gyration ofthe polym er or the totaldensity can be com puted, but much nerdetails
of the confom ational structure, such as the m ean {squared distances between m onom ers or radial distrbutions at a
given tin e, are available. Such a versatility naturally com es at the cost of certain lim iations and inaccuracies intrinsic
to the technique. H owever, these are well known and m anageable, although often largely overstated in the popular
view . Som e of these, such as the G aussian shape of the radial distrbution function RDF'), are quite unavoidable at
the levelofthe G SC theory, but others, such as the traditionaluse ofthe E dw ards’ virialexpansion® 324, can indeed be
surpassed aswe shalldem onstrate In the current work. Thiswould perm it us forthe rst tin e to com pare observables
betw een the predictions of the G SC technigque and M onte Carlo M C) simulation in continuous space based on the
sam e m odel for given values of therm odynam ic param eters throughout the range of the coil{to{globule transition.

H istorically, perhaps the 1rst of the equilbrium versions of the, G aussian m ethod in application to a single ho-
m opolym er chain were independently proposed by S.Edwards et al? and J. des C oizeauxt?. The approach of the
work by Edw arddd relied on the Hlow Ing idea. One would lke to approxin ate the coordinates of the real ho—
m opolym er chain, X ;, govemed by the G bbs distribution w ith the exact Ham iltonian H , via a trial G aussian chain
w ith the m onom er positions X 10) , govemed by a sin pler trial Ham iltonian H © . By assum ing that the quantities

X;=X; X 10) and H H H © aresnalland hence by applying the Taylor expansion to the equilibrium
G bbs averages, in the rst order, one requires that the m ean {squared radiis of gyration obeys,

WR2i = RP%4; orequivakently WR?H @iy RO %im V4 = o: @)
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Such a theory predicts the correct m ean{ eld swellihg exponent r = 3=5 for the repulsive coil, only m issing the
subtle renom alisation group correction. It also gives appropriately = 1=2 for the idealcoil, and 4 = 1=3 for the
g lopuyle,, % oreover, this approach can be further extended to kinetics by considering tim e dependent analogues ofEq.
@L .17';&8,]-

A seam ingly m ore re ned theory proposed by des C ]olzeau'xlez usesN 1 wWhereN isthe degree ofpo]ym erisation)

variationalvariables X C(IO) , which are the nom alm odes ofthem onom erpositions fora ring chain X ;' . Thistechnique

is based on the standard G bbs{B ogoliibov variational principle with a quadratic diagonal t:aalH am iltonian H ©,
T he equilbriim corresponds to the m ininum ofthe trial firee energy, A ria1= 2 @ + 1  H @iy, where A © isthe
free energy associated with H © . Expressed in the Edwards’ ©m the extrem um conditions for the trial free energy
are precisely the follow ing N 1 equations,

X 2ip =X ?i; orequivalently X 7 Qi m P%om @4 = o: @)

Unfrtunately, this theory, although m ore accurate for polym ers around the theta{point and indeed for the globule,
isknown to have a de ciency in that i predicts the exponent = 2=3 instead ofthemean{ eld value ofy = 3=5 for
the swollen coilin the them odynam ic lim £ N ! 1 . For this reason, som e sugpicion arose conceming the validity of
the theory by des C loizeaux, ham pering further e orts in this direction. It should be em phasised, how ever, that for

nie values of N the resulting theory does give quite reasonable num erical results fairly close to r = 3=5. In fact,
the num erically tted value of the swelling exponent tends to be som ewhere in between the two above theoretical
predictions. In a way, this is not an unusual situation, even far the m ore elaborate integral equations theories of
molkcular uidsused in attem pts to deduce the F lory exponent%%. M ore in portantly, thiswellknown de ciency of
the theory by des C loizeaux becom es irrelevant when considering the theta {point or the poor solvent conditions.

T herefore, activity on-fiyrtherextending and in proving the G SC theory haspersisted, notably n M ilan by G .A llegra
and F .G anazzoli et apleneededd , In Sacky by H.Orland and T . Garelet at ,&%,ﬂ aswell as in our G roup 1
D ubhné Raening , and som e ooJJaboratJons betw een these have em erged'g Furthem ore, extensions of the G SC theory
to kinetics, as we]las to essentially any polym eric system , have been also achieved. For the form er end, one proceeds
from the Langevin equation and approxin ates the exact stochastic ensamble via a lineartrialone. W e refer the reader
to ourpapers in Refs. -].,:M,é for the ultim ate form ulation ofthe G SC theory In term s ofthe realspace variables. Such a
version ofthe G SC m ethod avoidsthe lim itations ofthe earlier nom alm odes form ulations since it can distinguish the
frustrated states ofheteropolym ersw ith soontaneously broken kinem atic sym m etries associated w ith the connectivity
structure.

D espite the relative sucoess of the m ost recent form ofthe G SC m ethod, the theoretical situation is not as yet fully
satisfactory and further e orts along these lines are required. Firstly, one would like to be abl to use the actual
m olecular interaction param eters rather than the coe cients in the E dwards’ virial expansion, which are som ewhat
obscure In their m eaning. Secondly, the convergence of such a virial expansion in the dense liquid globular state is
rather problem atic, being at best that ofan asym ptotic series. T hirdly, despite the conventionalview , the three{body
tem is unable by iself to Mlly withstand a catastrophic pair{w ise collapse of m onom ers onto each other in the
attractive regin e for heteropolym ers. In Refs. :}:,:_l]_; an ad hoc self{ nteraction energy term has been added to tackle
this problem , but it ism erely a tweak of the m odel. Finally, the e ective three{body and higher order virial term s
m ake the current theory num erically ine cient due to a scaling law Involving a high power in N for the tim e expense
per step, degpite the fact that the originalm odel only contains two{body interactions.

T herefore, in the current work we shall rid ourselves of relying on the virial representation of the Ham iltonian
entirely. Indeed, the exact m olecular two{body potential can be averaged over the G aussian RD F directly. H ow ever,
the G aussian function doesnot vanish at the origin, yielding a divergence from the repulsive part ofthe Lennard{Jones
pair{w ise potential. O ne sin ple altemative is to use the Jatter potentialw ith a hard core part, as in Ref. 21_;, In which
case one has to cut o the integration at the hard sphere diam eter, or m ore generally, w ithin the excluded volum e
area.

To include the e ect ofthe hard sphere repulsion one can in principle use any of the standard reference techniques
developed for the h,a:r.ti sohere liquids, eg. the Percus{Yevick expression for RDF, or the Camahan{Starling CS)
free energy omulli®d. we prefer to use the latter due to its practical sin plicity and accuracy when com pared to
m olecular sin ulations. T he Camahan {Starling equation, which was originally derived for a single com ponent hard
sphere liquid, has been naturally extended to m xtures. It is quite popular in the liquid m atter literature at present
(see eg. Ref. 2-2:) . Its extension to polym eric uids is som ew hat less obvious though. Here we propose to express
the partial packing coe cient for each of the m onom ers via an integral of the G aussian trial RDF over the exclided
volum e area. The resulting G SC equations nvolve well tractable, albeit som ewhat m ore com plicated than before,
expressions, since they now depend on the exact shapes of the m olecular potentials.

A tthough we shall present the resulting technigque in itsm ost general form , which is applicable to any type ofpoly—
m eric system , our num erical analysis In this work w illbe restricted by hom opolym ers of three di erent archiectures



| ring, open and star | across the coil{to{globule transition. T his is done to enable us to m ake a com parison ofthe
results from the present G SC theory w ith the M C data obtained In our previous paper in Ref. 24

II.M ODEL

| Bl I‘ -
The current coarse{grained polym er m odel is based on the follow ing Ham iltonian (energy fiinctional) eduped i
term s of the m onom er coordinates, X ;:
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Here the 1rst temn represents the connectivity structure of the polym er w ith ham onic sorings of a given strength
13, Introduced between any pair of connected m onom ers (which is denoted by i  j). The second term represents
the bending energy penalty given by the square of the Iocalcurvature w ith a characteristic sti ness ;5 between any
three consecutively connected m onom ers wWhich isdenoted by 1 j k) in the form of the K ratky{H arris{H earst.
Below we shallprefer to rew rite the rst two tem s In the follow ing equivalent fom ,
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F inally, the third and fourth tem s represent pair{w ise non {bonded interactions between m onom ers such as the van
der W aals and Coulomb forces. W e can adopt the Lennard{Jones form of the form er potential,
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w here there is also a hard core part w ith the m onom erradjiri( , and where Ui(jp) are the din ensionless strengths of

the interactions. The Coulom b interaction potential sim ilarly is,

(cou) ]B Q(Z)

Uy @= GG exp ( =k ); B — (6)
where I is the D ebye screening length, o is the dielectric pem ittiviy of vacuum , Q; = Q g gz are the charges, and
1 isthe B Frrum length.

IIT.M ETHOD
A .Equations of the G SC m ethod

Them ain ob gcts In the G SC m ethod are the m ean { squared distances between m onom ers,

1
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N ote that our convention includes the factor of 1=3 here and hence in the later de nition ofthe m ean{squared radiis
of gyration according to the tradiion. This allow s us to rid of such factors from the radial distribution fiinction
RDF) and num erous averages over it.

The G SC m ethod isbased on replacing the stochasticensem ble forX ; w ith the exact H am iltonian in the Langevin
equation ofm otion onto the trial ensem ble X i(o) () with a trialHam iltonian H @ (). The Jatter is taken as a generic
quadratic form with the m atrix coe cients, which are called the tin e{dependent e ective potentials,
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T hen one requires that the inter{m onom er correlations satisfy the condition,
L ) ©)
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w hich m eans that the trial ensem ble well approxin ates the exact one as far as m onom er correlations are concemed.
T his procedure yields expressions for the e ective potentials via the instantaneousm ean energy,
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and hence the m ean {squared distances them selves satisfy the self{ consistent equation® . These, in the absence ofthe
hydrodynam ic interaction, are sin ply,
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Here y, isthe friction coe cient ofa m onom er, and the instantaneous free energy has the sam e fiinctional expression
via the Instantaneous D 5 (t) as it has at equilbbrium . E xtension to the preaveraged hydrodynam ic approxin ation is
quite straightforward also and it is discussed In Ref. n}'

T he stationary lim it of these equations produces the equations for the m inim um of the free energy, which are the
sam e as those derived from the G bbs{Bogoliubov variational principle w ith a generic quadratic trial H am iltonian.
A Ythough in this paperwe shallonly be concemed w ith the equilbrium properties, the num erical solution ofEq. {_11;),
applied until the stationary lin it is reached, presents by far the m ost e cient technigue for nding the global free
energy m lninum . This, based on the fth order adaptive step Runge{K utta ntegrato®, was used for cbtaining the
results from the G SC technique in this work.

It should be also noted that the systam s studied here possess a large num ber of kinem atic sym m etrdes for D ;5, and
hence orVi;, m atrices com ing from their sym m etricity and from the equivalence ofany m onom er in a ring, or any am
In a star hom opolym ers. T hus, the com putational expenses per step In our calculations are ofordert, N F , where
N=2 < F < N ?=2 is the total number of independent elem ents in the m atrix D ;. These symm etries signi cantly
reduce the com putationaltin es com pared to M C for an equivalent system , where such sym m etries only appear in the
observables after averaging over the statisticalensem ble. For com parison, the com putationalexpensesper step in M C
areofordert, N tS,where t N2 isthenumberofM C stepsneeded to ensure a good statistical independence
between m easurem ents, and where S is the num ber of m easuram ents needed for sam pling of observables. Typical
valies of S should be of order of 10  10° fr a good accuracy in the present cass?4. M oreover, kinetic iteration of
the G SC equations tow ards the equilbrium is also signi cantly faster than the equivalent equilbration procedure in
the M C .For exam ple, o a ring polym er of N = 150 units in the good solvent, U ) = 1, the G SC m ethod tums out
tobe 1000 tin es faster®? than M C for gaining the sam e data, whereas or an open chain of the sam e length, which
possessesm uch fewer kinem atic symm etries, GSC is 200 tines fasterthan M C .

B . H ard sphere contribution

Camahan and Starling have devised a sin ple but rather accurate equation of state for hard sphere hquﬁ&q n
term s of the packing coe cient , yielding the follow ing free energy,

A €s) 4 3
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where vy and V are the volum es of the hard sphere and of the whole system respectively. T his is obtained from an
Interpolation form ula for the virialcoe cientsbased on severalofthem known exactly (see m ore detailed discussions
n eg.Ref.29).

To extend these J'd_e{;ls to polym eric ujdlg, we would have to distinguish the packing coe cients for individual
monomers. In Eq. C_l%) we can write N = ;7 the volum e of the sphere vy is equal to the 1=8-th of its excluded

volum e; and the Inverse volum e isequalto the RD F ofthe idealreference system , 1=V = gi(s;al. T hus, we can sin ilarly



express the packing coe cient for the i-th m onom er as a sum over all other m onom ers of the 1=8-th of the Integral
over the exclided volum e of the m onom er 1 of the RDF for the G aussian reference system ,
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O nem ay note that the G aussian distribution doesnot possessa wellde ned volum e beyond w hich it vanishes. T hus,
to acoount for thiswe can, in principle, nclude a m ultiplicative param eter a, w hich should be once and for all chosen

to m atch the data best, but this should, in any case, be fairly close to the unity. Therefore, the total hard sphere

contrbution w illbe,

A(hs) X
=NF©3() ! FCS) () 15)

kg T

C .Free energy in the G SC m ethod

T he totalm ean energy includes both the bonded and the pair{w ise non {bonded interactionsvia,
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N ote that here w e Integrate only beyond the exclided volum e asthe hard sohere contribution w illbe included explicitly
via the C amahan {Starling tem .

G iven that the confom ational G aussian entropy has been calculated by us in Appendix B ofRef. -:I:, the total free
energy can be sum m arised as ollow s,
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w here its various tem s are given by,
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and the argum ents of these functions are de ned as,
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Finally, the functions ofy;; are,
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Here we have used the standard de nitions for the error functions,
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N ote also that for a Jarge z, num erically, one has to use the truncated asym ptotic expansion in calculating E “°*) to
avoid divergences,

erft (z) exp (z°) —é: 1 1.3 — o (30)
Z

IV .RESULTS

Here we shall restrict ourselves by the case of hom opolym ers, so that in Eq. ('_3’) all non{zero bonded interaction

constants are equal: i3 = , i = , aswellasallnon{bonded interaction param eters are identical in Eq. (:_5):

Ul(jo) =yg©® r:fo) d=2. W e also choose the hard sphere diam eter d equalto the kngth ‘de ned ;n Eq. (3), as in

Ref. 24 M oreover, henceforth we shall use the m ean energy E @Y expressed in units ofkg T and the m ean{squared
distances D j; and the m ean{squared radius of gyration 3R expressed in units of 2.

F irstly, to understand the in uence of the adopted C amahan{Star]Jng term , we sha]l look at the case of a ring
hom opolym er w ith varied values of the spring constant in the good athem alsolvent, U @ = 0. In Tab. 'Iwe com pare
values of them ean energy E % between M C and G SC w ith two choices ofthemu]i:phcat:ye param etera in Eq. {23)
forthe packing coe cient,namelya= 09anda= 1:0. Likewise, In Tab. -I[wepresentthe data forthem ean{squared
radius of gyration 3R§ O ne can see that the results from the G SC theory sin ply coincide w ith those from M C as

! 0. Yet, the agreem ent in the energy is som ew hat better for the theory wih a = 0:9 than for that w ith the naive
choice a = 190, and that ishow exactly the particular value a = 0:9 hasbeen chosen by us. A typical relative error in
the energy is lessthan 15 percent fora = 0:9 and isunder 4 percent ora = 1:0. T he agreem ent for them ean { squared
radius of gyration is som ew hat less in pressive | the relative error steadily ncreasesw ith , being better ora = 0:9,
but never exceeding a few dozen percent.

One can comm ent on the reason why a valie a < 1 produces a som ew hat better agreem ent w th M C . To facilitate
this discussion, RDFs from the GSC and M C techniques are exhbied in FJg:}' n Ref.:_2-£1 w e have discussed the role
ofthe ‘vorrelation hol’ at sm all separations beyond the excluded volum e area, which is also evident or r < 15 in the
m ain part of F'i. .]. A s this feature is absent in the G aussian theory (see Eqg. {13)) the resulting packing coe cient
values In Eq. {23) are overestin ated. Thus, reducing the param eter a pem is us to e ectively lower the packing
coe cient and this can be done only once because the correlation hole e ect is expressed in temm s of the function of
the din ensionless variables,

= r
¢ @® pifef @; ot

(31)



Next, we would Ike to analyse the dependence on the degree of polym erisation, N , in the good solvent, U © =,
(the second block In Tabs.T, I]). The mean energy in this case com es entirely from the bonded interactions and
hence the relative energy deviation of G SC from M C does not increase with N . Thism eans sin ply that the values
ofD j;1+ 1 match w ith those from M C quite well. A s for the radius of gyration, the disagreem ent increases slow Iy w ith
N , ie. them ean{squared distancesD j;;; x are lncreasingly m ore overestin ated by G SC as com pared toM C for large
k.Based on these resuls, we can detem ine the swelling exponent of the ring coilby  tting 3R§ via Eq.,

3RZ=UN? (32)

using our data in the rangeN = 50 500. T he resulting prefactor ¥ and the exponent in allthree cases are,
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T hus, the Increase in the deviation of 3R é in the G SC m ethod from M C indeed com esentirely from the overestin ation
of the swelling exponent. This is believed to reach the valuie = 2=3 = 0:666 ::: asym ptotically. However, In the
present range of N both, G SC and M C give higher apparent exponent values than the m ost accurate renom alisation
group result up{to{date?q, = 05882 00011. The GSC results for are only slightly sensitive on the value of a,

being in a relatively sn all overestin ation over the M C results. This is related to the G aussian shape ofg.l(? n the

G SC theory, whereas a stretched exponentialtail, exp( B f ), (see the range r > 40 in Fig. :14') contrbutes m ost to
3R In M C.Wemay note also that the GSC estim ate for is airly close to the result = 0:635 from the integral
equanns approach based on a com plicated closure of the Bom {G reen-Y von hierarchy in Ref. 2(]

W hen oons:denng open exdble hom opo]ym ers ( = 1, = 0) in the good solvent U © = 0), the generalbehaviour
of E®™® and 3R n the third block of Tabs. .I EI isvery sin ilar to that ofa ring: a good and alm ost N -independent

agreem ent orE ¢ mt and a slow Increase with N in the relative error for 3R§,. In FJg.u_i we plot the m ean{squared
distances from the end m onom er D gx vs the chain index k. Up to k 10, the agreem ent of both G SC curves w ith
the M C data is nearly perfect, whereas both G SC curves increasingly overestin ate the M C data for lJarger k. This
is consistent w ith the overestin ation of 3R é by the G SC m ethod, dom inated by large k contrbutions. N otably, the
e ect of changing the param eter a is rather weak on this scale.

Further, ket us Investigate the e ect of increasing the chaJn sti ness from avalue corresponding to a firly exble
rng = 1 (seeFig. B.and the fourth block in Tabs. E -H) to that ofa sam i{sti ring = 5 (seeFig. -4 and the

fth block in Tabs. -I,.II) The airly exible case gives the energies in a very good agreem ent w ith the M C data,
aleit the theory with a = 0:9 is som ewhat less accurate accidentally. H owever, the agreem ent of 3R 2 g In the GSC
theory with M C is even better here than for the corresponding exible coil. The sam i exible case also gives the
energies n a good agreem ent w ith the M C data, whik BRS tends to be underestin ated by the G SC m ethod. P lots
of the m ean {squared distances D ¢x vs the chain Index k in Fjgs.[_’n’, -ﬁf m atch nearly perfectly up to k10 aswell,
diverging for larger k. The M C curve is ower (igher) than the GSC curves for = 1 ( = 5) in accord w ith the
tables data. T hus, overall, the Increase of3R§ w ith the chain sti ness ismore rapid in M C than in the G SC theory.
Indeed, conform ationsofa sti chain In M C becom e those ofa rigid ring (or rod for an open chain) w ith increasing
H ow ever, the C amahan {Starling equation was deduced in the assum ption of a total 3-d isotropy, when its In uence
would be weaker than in an e ective 1-d proction.

Next, ket us bring our attention to the e ect of changing the topology of the chain. Thus, In the sixth block of
Tabs. T, IJwe present E ™9 and 3R rthe exibl ( = 0) starsw ith the am length N =f = 50 in the good solvent

U © = 0). The relative errors In E e and 3R} increase w ith the num ber ofam s f steadily, again the energy valies
beingm ore close between M C and G SC . Them ean {squared distances D ox from the corem onom er for the largest star
wih f = 12 am s are plotted In Fjg.:_fi. C learly, the agreem ent between G SC and M C is the worst of all previously
oconsidered cases here. Even the values ofD g do not,m atch for an allk because the corem onom er is strongly a ected
by the very pronounced correlation holkee ect in M 4. How ever, D ;5 between m onom ers w ithin sam e am s and aw ay
from the core are naturally closer between G SC and M C, jist as for the open chain in Fig. .ﬁ C learly, the divergence
ofthe GSC and M C curves does not Increase wih k afferk 10 and the curves have rather sin ilar overall shapes.
Tt is interesting to analyse the structure of the collapsed globule now . Thus, In Fjg.:_d the m ean {squared distances
Dox are plotted vsk fora exible ring hom opolym er in the globular state, U® = 6. 0 verall shapes of the G SC and
M C curves are quite sin ilar, re ecting the com pactness of the globule. T he discrepancy between GSC and M C at



an all k is present system atically. G SC generally overestin ates the values of allD g, but the theory wih a = 09
m anages to com e to a nearly correct lin it ofthe globule size fork -~ 20 (seeRef. 24 whereasthe theorywih a= 1:0
is less accurate. The dataL for 3R ? g in the last block of Tab. :11 thus show a much better agreem ent than before, but
the energy values in Tab.IThave a signi cantly Jarger discrepancy between G SC and M C . The G SC theory noticeably
underestin ates the negative Lennard{Jones energy ¢antribution between all pairs of m onom ers. T his, however, is to
be expected given that the shape of RDF from M c% hasa very tall rst liquid{lke peak (see the Inset ofFjg;_tL) .
Since the Lennard{Jones interaction is rather short{ranged, the st peak gives a predom inant negative contribution
to the m ean energy In Eq. :1-6I A sthe G SC theory hasmerely an e ective an ooth ‘nterpolating’ G aussoid in gf) i
that area (see the Inset ofF ig. '1.) the resulting negative energy contrbution is signi cantly an aller in such a theory.

W e can also ram ark that the scaling for the swelling exponent in the globule is correct In the G SC theory. Indeed,
the m axin al com pression is reached when < 1, therefore by considering yi; ! 1 i Egs. £3.24,26) we indeed
obtain, D5 @ + r{”)?N 273,

Next, we would lke to look at the plots of the m ean{squared radiis of gyration, 3R g, and of the m ean eneryy,

E 1 across the coil{to{glbule transition. T hese are depicted in F igs.i] and i respectively. T he Hllow ing points can
be m ade. First of all, the shapes of these curves are quite sin ilar orM C and G SC w ith both values ofa. Secondly,
the coil{to{globule transition is continuous in all three cases, w ith the energy slope changing noticeably at around the
theta{point. Thirdly, the transition occurs at a som ew hat higher value of the attraction constant U @ i the G SC
theory than in the M C simulation. This can be explained by the underestin ation of the Lennard{Jones attraction
energy In the globule discussed above. Lastly, 3RgI of the globule is partly overestin ated by the G SC m ethod w ith

a= 1,shcethevaluieU © = 6 ismuch closer to the point of the coil{to{globule transition for the theory with a= 1
than that with a= 0:9 orM C.

F inally, to understand the N -dependence of the coil{to{globul transition in Fig. :jﬂ we present the plots of the
speci c energy slope, N 'dE®Y=dqu @, vsU © prthe exbl ringsofdi erent sizes. These curves nearly coincide
in the repulsive coil region, starting to diverge from a value of U @ > 12, The region of the transition, where
the quantity N *dE ®%=du © experiences the m ost dram atic drop, becom es increasingly narrower w ith increasing
polym er size N . M oreover, since the m agniude of the overall change In the speci c energy slope also increases w ith
N , the coil{to{glbule transition becom es Yhagaer’ wih N in the G SC theory, consistent w ith the M C sim ulation
data and the transition being of second orde42%. Note also, that the theta{point, which wemay de ne eg. asthe
point of the m axin alchange n N 'dE ¥=du ©, shifts tow ards Jower values of U @ w ith increasing N .

V.CONCLUSION

In this paper we have developed a version of the G aussian selff consistent (G SCR technique which does not rely
on the virial{type expansion of the Ham iltonian in tem s of powers of the density, dr (r)* . As a resul, it is now
possbl to apply the new m ethod to practically any polym er m odel involving conventionalm olecular interactions.

T hus, we have been able to com pare the m ean spatial characteristics and the energy values between the resuls
from the G SC theory and M onte Carlo M C) simulation based on precisely the sam e m odel, which inclides the
ham onic bonded and the Lennard{Jones pair{w ise interactions. T his com parison hasbeen perform ed for three types
of m acrom olecular architectures of an isolated chain: a ring, an open polym er, and a star. W e have done this also
across the range of the coil{to{glbule transition, as well as for di erent degrees of polym erisation and degrees of

exbility. N aturally, the G SC theory agreesw ith the second order nature ofthe coil{to{globule transition for exible
hom opolym ers.

Im portantly, the speed of num eric com putation is much ﬁsteﬁg in the GSC method than In the equivalent M C
sin ulation for obtaining the sam e data, particularly so for system s possessing an extra kinem atic sym m etry, such as
for rings or stars.

O verall, the agreem ent in the shapes of the curves and m any of the particular num erical valies of cbservables
between G SC and M C is better than one could have anticipated given the relative sin plicity of the G SC technique.
W here any signi cant levelofdeviation doesoccur, it hasbeen identi ed aseither related to the correlation holke e ect
at an a.li. separations, or to the stretched G aussian behaviour at large separations, In the radial distrdbution function
RDF)%4.

In particular, for the repulsive coil, the energy and the m ean{squared distances between near m onom ers along
the chain are quite accurate n the G SC theory as com pared to the M C data wih a typical deviation of several
percent), but the distances between rem ote m onom ers, and hence the radius of gyration, are overestin ated by the
G SC method Wih a typical deviation of a few dozen percent). This is a well known drawback of such a theory,
related to the overestin ation of the F lory swelling exponent for long chains, due to the fact that the RDF here does



not have a stretched exponential behaviour at large separations. On the contrary, for a rather sti ooil, the G SC
theory underestin ates the radiis of gyration. Thism ay be due to shortcom ings ofthe hard sphere C amahan { Starling
tem . For the collapsed globule, on the other hand, the distances and the radiis of gyration are quite accurate in the
G SC theory, although the m ean energy is less so because of the Jack ofa sharp liquid{lke peak n the RDF'.

To m ake the agreem ent 0of G SC and M C better, one has to nally overcom e the m ost restrictive feature of the
m ethod | the G aussian shape of RDF iself. One possbl way of doing this is to take a linear superposition of
the G aussian trial finctions, thereby pem itting Stretching’ of the G aussoid. T his should be su cient for curing the
problem with the swelling exponent of the repulsive coil in the G SC theory. W ork along these lines is currently in
progress. Them ain di culties n doing this are In the considerable m athem atical com plications when calculating the
non{G aussian confom ationalentropy ofthe chain, aswellas in the added num erical com plexiy, sihce a radialm esh
for RDF would have to be introduced. N everthelss, we Intend to resolve these issues and hope to present a m ore
accurate, and at last a non{G aussian self{ consistent theory in the near future.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

FIG.1. P ltsofthehalf{ring radialdistrbution functions g,y _, () (n *° units) from M C (solid thick lines) and the G SC
theory with a = 0:9 (thin dashed lines) vs the radial separation r (In ‘units) for the exible ring homopolymerswih = 0
and = 1. Themai part ofthe gure corresoonds to the good solvent U © = 0 and the polym er size N = 300, whereas the
inset corresponds to the poor solvent U © = 6 and the polym er size N = 200.

FIG.2. Themean{squared distancesD ¢x (in v units) ofan open exble homopolymerwih N = 200, = 0,and =1
in the good solvent, U © = 0, vs the chain index k. Here and below the solid thick lines correspond to the M C data, the solid
thin lnes to the G SC theory with a = 1:0, and the dashed lines to the G SC theory with a= 09.

FIG.3. The mean{squared distances Dox (In ¥ units) ofa fairly exble, = 1, ring homopolymer with N = 300 and
= 1 in the good solvent, U © - 0, vs the chain index k.

FIG.4. Themean{squared distancesD ox (in v units) ofa sem i{ exible, = 5,ringhomopolymerwih N = 300and =1
in the good solent, U O = 0, vs the chain index k.

FIG.5. Themean{squared distances D ox (in ¥ ynits) from the core m onom er of a exble, = 0, hom opolym er starwith

f=12ams, = 1,and theam lngth N=f = 50 in the good sowent, U ) = 0, vs the chain index k.

FIG.6. Them ean{squared distancesD ox (In ¥ units) for the globul ofa exble, = 0, ring hom opolymerwith N = 200,
= 1,and U ® = 6 vsthe chai index k.

FIG.7. Themean{squared radius of gyration 3Ré (n ¥ unis) ofa exble, = 0, hom opolym er ring with N = 150 and
= 1 vsthe din ensionless degree of the Lennard {Jones attraction, U © , across the coil{to{globule transition.

FIG.8. The mean energy g @n® (n kg T units) ofa exble, = 0, homopolymer ringwih N = 150 and = 1 vsthe
degree of the Lennard{Jones attraction, U © , across the coil{to{globule transition.

FIG.9. Plots ofthe speci c energy slope, N PAE®Y=qu @, (in ks T units) of exble, = 0, hom opolym er rings w ith
= 1 vs the degree of the Lennard{Jones attraction, U ©  across the coil{to{globule transition for di erent polym er sizes
N = 50;100;200;300 (from top to bottom ). These are obtained from the G SC theory with a= 029.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Com parison ofthem ean energy valuesE @nt) (i kg T units) for di erent hom opolym ers from theM C sim ulation
(second colum n) based on the data set of Reffd and from the G SC theory with the parameter a = 09 (third colum n) and
a= 10 (urth coimn). The fth and sixth colum ns contain the relative deviation = E™Y GSC)=E™M C) 1) 100% for
these two cases given as a percentage. T he m odel param eters, which are suppressed w thin the tabls, such aseg. ,U © are
equalto zero.

System MC GsSC,a= 09 GSC,a= 190 a=0:9; % a=1:0; %
R ing, N = 100
= 001 1486 148.58 148 .59 0 0
=01 15121 15122 15151 0 02
=02 15524 15552 15622 02 0.6
= 05 1683 170.03 1720 1.0 22
=290 2324 2321 239.0 01 2.8
Ring, =1
N = 50 94.76 96.08 97.99 14 34
N = 100 1904 1931 196.9 14 34
N = 200 3815 3869 394 4 14 34
N = 300 572 .6 580.6 591.9 14 34
Open, =1
N = 150 2842 2871 292.7 1.0 30
N = 200 378.7 3839 3913 14 33
Sem i{ exible R ing
=1, =1
N = 50 106.6 1049 1073 16 0.7
N = 100 2133 2102 2151 14 0.8
N = 200 4268 4209 430.7 14 0.9
N = 300 6402 631.6 6462 13 0.9
Sem i{ exible R ing
=5 =1
N = 50 11041 1105 1132 04 28
N = 100 218.6 2205 225.7 0.9 32
N = 200 4362 4409 4514 11 35
N = 300 653.9 661 .4 677.0 11 35
Star, N=f = 50; =1
£f=3 286.5 2951 3012 30 51
f=06 5751 596.5 608.8 3.7 59
f=9 864 .8 902.1 920.8 43 6.5
f=12 1156. 1211. 1236. 4.7 6.9
G lobule of a R ing
U®=96; =1
N = 100 4267 2872 2119 3277 50:3
N = 200 1000: 722 %6 5403 27: 460
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TABLE II. Comparison of the mean{squared radius of gyration valigs 3RC2J (In ¥ units) ©r di erent hom opolym ers

from the M C sinulation (second colum n) based on the data set of Reff% and from the G SC theory wih the param e—
ter a = 09 (third colimn) and a = 10 (fourth column). The fth and sixth coluim ns contain the relative deviation
= (RczJ Gsc )=R§ ™M C) 1) 100% forthese two cases given as a percentage.

System MC GsSC,a= 029 GSC,a= 190 a= 097 % a=1:07 %
R ing, N = 100
= 0:01 2497. 2503.6 2504.6 03 03
=01 27357 27518 2778 0.6 15
=02 153.56 157.61 160.81 26 4.7
=05 82.68 91.04 94 .69 101 145
=290 45.98 60.70 64 .84 32.0 41.0
Ring, =1
N = 50 26 .66 28.90 30.32 8.4 13.7
N = 100 61.45 70.30 74 .16 144 20.7
N = 200 1414 1723 182.7 2138 292
N = 300 2324 292.0 3103 256 335
Open, =1
N = 150 185.7 2214 2343 192 262
N = 200 2535 3216 3410 269 345
Sem i{ exible R ing
=1, =1
N = 50 3791 38.18 40.71 0.7 74
N = 100 86.07 92.97 99.44 8.0 155
N = 200 1936 2229 2390 151 235
N = 300 3051 3715 3988 218 307
Sem i{ exible R ing
=5 =1
N = 50 78.05 60.60 65.58 223 160
N = 100 2108 1610 1758 236 16:6
N = 200 4998 3825 4190 235 162
N = 300 8613 6220 6815 278 208
Star, N=f = 50; =1
f=3 1462 1764 186.6 206 276
f=6 1852 2390 2531 290 36.7
£f=9 208.7 2780 2945 332 411
f=12 228.7 308.1 3265 34.7 428
G lobule of a R ing
U®=96; =1
N = 100 6.126 6.431 7384 50 205
N = 200 9.368 9872 1131 54 20.7
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