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A version ofthe G aussian self{consistent (G SC) m ethod,which avoids the use ofthe Edwards’

virialexpansion,is presented. Instead,the m ean energy is evaluated directly via a convolution of

theattractivepartofthepair{wisenon{bonded potentialwith theG aussian trialradialdistribution

function. The hard sphere repulsion is taken into account via a suitably generalised Carnahan{

Starling term . Com parison ofthe m ean{squared inter{m onom er distances and radius ofgyration,

aswellasofthem ean energy,between theresultsfrom theG SC calculationsand M onteCarlo (M C)

sim ulation in continuousspacearem adeacrossthecoil{to{globule transition forisolated ring,open

and star hom opolym ers ofvaried lengths and exibility. Im portantly,both techniques utilise the

sam e polym er m odelso thatthe data pointscould be directly superim posed. A surprisingly good

overallagreem entisfound between these G SC and M C results.Caveatsofthe G aussian technique

and waysforgoing beyond itare also discussed.

PACS num bers:36.20.-r,36.20.Ey,61.25.Hq

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The G aussian self{consistent(G SC)m ethod representsa quite general,albeitrelatively sim ple,theoreticalfram e-
work for studying the equilibrium ,dynam ics and kinetics ofconform ationalchanges in polym er solutions. O ne of
its m ost attractive features is that it can be applied to virtually any type ofheteropolym er1{3,with any speci� c
interaction term sinvolving e.g.chain sti� ness4;5 orcharges6.Theconnectivity ofthechain can bearbitrary:an open
polym er7,a ring8,a star9,or a dendrim er10,whether in the lim it ofa single chain11 or at � nite concentrations12.
M oreover,notonly theradiusofgyration ofthepolym erorthetotaldensity can becom puted,butm uch � nerdetails
ofthe conform ationalstructure,such asthe m ean{squared distancesbetween m onom ersorradialdistributionsata
given tim e,areavailable.Such aversatility naturally com esatthecostofcertain lim itationsand inaccuraciesintrinsic
to the technique. However,these are wellknown and m anageable,although often largely overstated in the popular
view.Som e ofthese,such asthe G aussian shape ofthe radialdistribution function (RDF),arequite unavoidableat
theleveloftheG SC theory,butothers,such asthetraditionaluseoftheEdwards’virialexpansion13;14,can indeed be
surpassed asweshalldem onstratein thecurrentwork.Thiswould perm itusforthe� rsttim eto com pareobservables
between the predictionsofthe G SC technique and M onte Carlo (M C)sim ulation in continuousspace based on the
sam em odelforgiven valuesoftherm odynam ic param etersthroughoutthe rangeofthe coil{to{globuletransition.
Historically,perhaps the � rst ofthe equilibrium versions ofthe G aussian m ethod in application to a single ho-

m opolym erchain were independently proposed by S.Edwardsetal15 and J.desCloizeaux16. The approach ofthe
work by Edwards15 relied on the following idea. O ne would like to approxim ate the coordinates ofthe realho-
m opolym erchain,X i,governed by theG ibbsdistribution with theexactHam iltonian H ,via a ‘trial’G aussian chain
with the m onom erpositions X (0)

i ,governed by a sim pler trialHam iltonian H (0). By assum ing that the quantities

� X i = X i� X
(0)

i and � H � H � H (0) are sm alland hence by applying the Taylorexpansion to the equilibrium
G ibbsaverages,in the � rstorder,onerequiresthatthe m ean{squared radiusofgyration obeys,

hR
2

gi0 = hR
(0)2

g i0; orequivalently hR
(0)2

g H
(0)
i0 � hR

(0)2

g i0 hH
(0)
i0 = 0: (1)

�
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Such a theory predicts the correct m ean{� eld swelling exponent �F = 3=5 for the repulsive coil,only m issing the
subtle renorm alisation group correction.Italso givesappropriately �� = 1=2 forthe idealcoil,and �g = 1=3 forthe
globule.M oreover,thisapproach can befurtherextended to kineticsby considering tim edependentanaloguesofEq.
(1)17;18;1;8.
A seem ingly m orere� ned theory proposed by desCloizeaux16 usesN � 1 (whereN isthedegreeofpolym erisation)

variationalvariablesX (0)
q ,which arethenorm alm odesofthem onom erpositionsforaringchain X (0)

i .Thistechnique
is based on the standard G ibbs{Bogoliubov variationalprinciple with a quadratic diagonaltrialHam iltonian H (0).
The equilibrium correspondsto the m inim um ofthe trialfree energy,A trial= A (0)+ hH � H (0)i0,whereA (0) isthe
free energy associated with H (0).Expressed in the Edwards’form the extrem um conditionsforthe trialfree energy
areprecisely the following N � 1 equations,

hX
2

qi0 = hX
(0)2

q i0; orequivalently hX
(0)2

q H
(0)
i0 � hX

(0)2

q i0 hH
(0)
i0 = 0: (2)

Unfortunately,thistheory,although m ore accurate forpolym ersaround the theta{pointand indeed forthe globule,
isknown to havea de� ciency in thatitpredictstheexponent� = 2=3 instead ofthem ean{� eld valueof�F = 3=5 for
theswollen coilin thetherm odynam iclim itN ! 1 .Forthisreason,som esuspicion aroseconcerning thevalidity of
the theory by desCloizeaux,ham pering furthere� ortsin thisdirection. Itshould be em phasised,however,thatfor
� nite valuesofN the resulting theory doesgive quite reasonablenum ericalresultsfairly close to �F = 3=5.In fact,
the num erically � tted value ofthe swelling exponent tends to be som ewhere in between the two above theoretical
predictions. In a way,this is not an unusualsituation,even for the m ore elaborate integralequations theories of
m olecular uidsused in attem ptsto deducetheFlory exponent19;20.M oreim portantly,thiswellknown de� ciency of
the theory by desCloizeaux becom esirrelevantwhen considering the theta{pointorthe poorsolventconditions.
Therefore,activityon furtherextendingand im provingtheG SC theoryhaspersisted,notablyin M ilan byG .Allegra

and F.G anazzoliet al21;5;3;2;22;23;10,in Saclay by H.O rland and T.G areletal17;18;6,as wellas in our G roup in
Dublin8;7;1;4;11;12,and som ecollaborationsbetween thesehaveem erged9.Furtherm ore,extensionsoftheG SC theory
to kinetics,aswellasto essentially any polym ericsystem ,havebeen also achieved.Fortheform erend,oneproceeds
from theLangevin equation and approxim atestheexactstochasticensem blevia alineartrialone.W ereferthereader
toourpapersin Refs.1,11,9fortheultim ateform ulation oftheG SC theoryin term softherealspacevariables.Such a
version oftheG SC m ethod avoidsthelim itationsoftheearliernorm alm odesform ulationssinceitcan distinguish the
frustrated statesofheteropolym erswith spontaneously broken kinem aticsym m etriesassociated with theconnectivity
structure.
Despitetherelativesuccessofthem ostrecentform oftheG SC m ethod,thetheoreticalsituation isnotasyetfully

satisfactory and further e� orts along these lines are required. Firstly,one would like to be able to use the actual
m olecularinteraction param etersratherthan the coe� cientsin the Edwards’virialexpansion,which are som ewhat
obscure in theirm eaning. Secondly,the convergence ofsuch a virialexpansion in the dense liquid globularstate is
ratherproblem atic,being atbestthatofan asym ptoticseries.Thirdly,despitetheconventionalview,thethree{body
term is unable by itselfto fully withstand a catastrophic pair{wise collapse ofm onom ers onto each other in the
attractive regim e forheteropolym ers. In Refs.1,11 an ad hoc self{interaction energy term hasbeen added to tackle
thisproblem ,butitism erely a tweak ofthe m odel. Finally,the e� ective three{body and higherordervirialterm s
m akethecurrenttheory num erically ine� cientdueto a scaling law involving a high powerin N forthetim eexpense
perstep,despite the factthatthe originalm odelonly containstwo{body interactions.
Therefore,in the current work we shallrid ourselves ofrelying on the virialrepresentation ofthe Ham iltonian

entirely.Indeed,theexactm oleculartwo{body potentialcan beaveraged overtheG aussian RDF directly.However,
theG aussian function doesnotvanish attheorigin,yieldingadivergencefrom therepulsivepartoftheLennard{Jones
pair{wisepotential.O nesim plealternativeisto usethelatterpotentialwith a hard corepart,asin Ref.24,in which
case one has to cut o� the integration atthe hard sphere diam eter,orm ore generally,within the excluded volum e
area.
To includethee� ectofthehard sphererepulsion onecan in principleuseany ofthestandard referencetechniques

developed for the hard sphere liquids,e.g. the Percus{Yevick expression for RDF,or the Carnahan{Starling (CS)
free energy form ula25;26. W e preferto use the latterdue to itspracticalsim plicity and accuracy when com pared to
m olecularsim ulations. The Carnahan{Starling equation,which wasoriginally derived fora single com ponenthard
sphere liquid,hasbeen naturally extended to m ixtures.Itisquite popularin the liquid m atterliterature atpresent
(see e.g. Ref.27). Its extension to polym eric  uids is som ewhatless obvious though. Here we propose to express
the partialpacking coe� cientforeach ofthe m onom ersvia an integralofthe G aussian trialRDF overthe excluded
volum e area. The resulting G SC equations involve welltractable,albeit som ewhat m ore com plicated than before,
expressions,sincethey now depend on the exactshapesofthe m olecularpotentials.
Although weshallpresenttheresulting techniquein itsm ostgeneralform ,which isapplicableto any typeofpoly-

m ericsystem ,ournum ericalanalysisin thiswork willbe restricted by hom opolym ersofthreedi� erentarchitectures
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| ring,open and star| acrossthecoil{to{globuletransition.Thisisdoneto enableusto m akea com parison ofthe
resultsfrom the presentG SC theory with the M C data obtained in ourpreviouspaperin Ref.24.

II.M O D EL

The current coarse{grained polym er m odelis based on the following Ham iltonian (energy functional)24;4;9;28 in
term softhe m onom ercoordinates,X i:

H

kB T
=

1

2‘2

X

i� j

�ij(X i� X j)
2 +

1

2‘2

X

i� j� k

�ijk(X i+ X k � 2X j)
2

+
1

2

X

ij; i6= j

�

U
(lj)

ij (jX i� X jj)+ U
(cou)

ij (jX i� X jj)
�

: (3)

Here the � rstterm representsthe connectivity structure ofthe polym er with harm onic springsofa given strength
�ij,introduced between any pairofconnected m onom ers(which is denoted by i� j). The second term represents
thebending energy penalty given by thesquareofthelocalcurvaturewith a characteristicsti� ness�ijk between any
three consecutively connected m onom ers(which isdenoted by i� j � k)in the form ofthe K ratky{Harris{Hearst.
Below weshallpreferto rewritethe � rsttwo term sin the following equivalentform ,

H (bond)

kB T
=
1

2

X

ij

U
(bond)

ij (X i� X j)
2
: (4)

Finally,the third and fourth term srepresentpair{wise non{bonded interactionsbetween m onom erssuch asthe van
derW aalsand Coulom b forces.W e can adoptthe Lennard{Jonesform ofthe form erpotential,

U
(lj)

ij (r)=

8
><

>:

+ 1 ; r< r
(0)

i
+ r

(0)

j

U
(0)

ij

 �
r
(0)

i
+ r

(0)

j

r

� 12

�

�
r
(0)

i
+ r

(0)

j

r

� 6
!

; r> r
(0)

i + r
(0)

j

; (5)

where there isalso a hard core partwith the m onom erradiir(0)i ,and where U (0)

ij are the dim ensionlessstrengthsof
the interactions.TheCoulom b interaction potentialsim ilarly is,

U
(cou)

ij (r)= qiqj
lB

r
exp(� r=lD ); lB �

Q 2
0

4��0 kB T
; (6)

where lD isthe Debye screening length,�0 isthe dielectric perm ittivity ofvacuum ,Q i = Q 0 qi are the charges,and
lB isthe Bjerrum length.

III.M ET H O D

A .Equations ofthe G SC m ethod

The m ain objectsin the G SC m ethod arethe m ean{squared distancesbetween m onom ers,

D ij(t)�
1

3

�

(X i(t)� X j(t))
2

�

: (7)

Notethatourconvention includesthefactorof1=3 hereand hencein thelaterde� nition ofthem ean{squared radius
ofgyration according to the tradition. This allows us to rid ofsuch factors from the radialdistribution function
(RDF)and num erousaveragesoverit.
TheG SC m ethod isbased on replacing thestochasticensem bleforX i with theexactHam iltonian in theLangevin

equation ofm otion onto the trialensem bleX (0)

i (t)with a trialHam iltonian H (0)(t).Thelatteristaken asa generic
quadraticform with the m atrix coe� cients,which arecalled the tim e{dependente� ectivepotentials,
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H
(0)[X (t)]=

1

2

X

ij

Vij(t)X i(t)X j(t): (8)

Then onerequiresthatthe inter{m onom ercorrelationssatisfy the condition,

hX i(t)X j(t)i0 = hX
(0)

i (t)X (0)

j (t)i0; (9)

which m eansthatthe trialensem ble wellapproxim atesthe exactone asfarasm onom ercorrelationsare concerned.
Thisprocedureyieldsexpressionsforthe e� ective potentialsvia the instantaneousm ean energy,

Vij(t)= �
2

3

@E[D (t)]

@D ij(t)
; (10)

and hencethem ean{squared distancesthem selvessatisfy theself{consistentequations9.These,in theabsenceofthe
hydrodynam icinteraction,aresim ply,

�b

2

d

dt
D ij(t)= �

2

3

X

k

(D ik(t)� D jk(t))

�
@A [D (t)]

@D ik(t)
�
@A [D (t)]

@D jk(t)

�

: (11)

Here�b isthefriction coe� cientofa m onom er,and theinstantaneousfreeenergy hasthesam efunctionalexpression
via the instantaneousD ij(t)asithasatequilibrium . Extension to the preaveraged hydrodynam ic approxim ation is
quite straightforward also and itisdiscussed in Ref.1.
The stationary lim itofthese equationsproducesthe equationsforthe m inim um ofthe free energy,which are the

sam e as those derived from the G ibbs{Bogoliubov variationalprinciple with a generic quadratic trialHam iltonian.
Although in thispaperweshallonly beconcerned with theequilibrium properties,thenum ericalsolution ofEq.(11),
applied untilthe stationary lim it is reached,presents by far the m oste� cienttechnique for � nding the globalfree
energy m inim um . This,based on the � fth orderadaptive step Runge{K utta integrator1,wasused forobtaining the
resultsfrom the G SC technique in thiswork.
Itshould bealso noted thatthesystem sstudied herepossessa largenum berofkinem aticsym m etriesforD ij,and

henceforVij,m atricescom ingfrom theirsym m etricity and from theequivalenceofany m onom erin aring,orany arm
in a starhom opolym ers.Thus,thecom putationalexpensesperstep in ourcalculationsareofordertc � N F ,where
N =2 <� F <

� N 2=2 is the totalnum ber ofindependent elem ents in the m atrix D ij. These sym m etries signi� cantly
reducethecom putationaltim escom pared to M C foran equivalentsystem ,wheresuch sym m etriesonly appearin the
observablesafteraveragingoverthestatisticalensem ble.Forcom parison,thecom putationalexpensesperstep in M C
areofordertc � N � tS,where� t� N 2 isthenum berofM C stepsneeded to ensurea good statisticalindependence
between m easurem ents,and where S is the num ber ofm easurem ents needed for sam pling ofobservables. Typical
valuesofS should be oforderof104 � 106 fora good accuracy in the presentcase24. M oreover,kinetic iteration of
the G SC equationstowardsthe equilibrium isalso signi� cantly fasterthan the equivalentequilibration procedure in
the M C.Forexam ple,fora ring polym erofN = 150 unitsin thegood solvent,U (0) = 1,theG SC m ethod turnsout
to be� 1000 tim esfaster29 than M C forgaining thesam edata,whereasforan open chain ofthesam elength,which
possessesm uch fewerkinem aticsym m etries,G SC is� 200 tim esfasterthan M C.

B .H ard sphere contribution

Carnahan and Starling have devised a sim ple but rather accurate equation ofstate for hard sphere liquids26 in
term softhe packing coe� cient�,yielding the following free energy,

A (C S)

kB T N
= F

(C S)(�)=
�(4� 3�)

(1� �)2
; � = N

v0

V
; (12)

where v0 and V are the volum esofthe hard sphere and ofthe whole system respectively. Thisisobtained from an
interpolation form ula forthevirialcoe� cientsbased on severalofthem known exactly (seem oredetailed discussions
in e.g.Ref.25).
To extend these ideas to polym eric  uids,we would have to distinguish the packing coe� cients for individual

m onom ers. In Eq. (12) we can write N =
P

i
;the volum e ofthe sphere v0 is equalto the 1=8-th ofits excluded

volum e;and theinversevolum eisequaltotheRDF oftheidealreferencesystem ,1=V = g
(2)

ideal
.Thus,wecan sim ilarly
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expressthe packing coe� cientforthe i-th m onom erasa sum overallotherm onom ersofthe 1=8-th ofthe integral
overthe excluded volum eofthe m onom eriofthe RDF forthe G aussian referencesystem ,

g
(2)

ij (r)=
1

(2�D ij)3=2
exp

�

�
r
2

2D ij

�

; (13)

yielding � nally,

� = N
v0

V
�! �i =

X

i6= j

a

8

Z

jrj< r
(0)

i
+ r

(0)

j

drg
(2)

ij (r): (14)

O nem ay notethattheG aussian distribution doesnotpossessa wellde� ned volum ebeyond which itvanishes.Thus,
to accountforthiswecan,in principle,includea m ultiplicativeparam etera,which should beonceand forallchosen
to m atch the data best,but this should,in any case,be fairly close to the unity. Therefore,the totalhard sphere
contribution willbe,

A (hs)

kB T
= N F

(C S)(�) �!
X

i

F
(C S)(�i): (15)

C .Free energy in the G SC m ethod

The totalm ean energy includesboth the bonded and the pair{wisenon{bonded interactionsvia,

E(int)

kB T
=
1

2

X

ij

 

3U (bond)

ij D ij +

Z

r> r
(0)

i
+ r

(0)

j

drg
(2)

ij (r)[U
(lj)

ij (r)+ U
(cou)

ij (r)]

!

: (16)

Notethathereweintegrateonlybeyond theexcluded volum easthehardspherecontribution willbeincluded explicitly
via the Carnahan{Starling term .
G iven thatthe conform ationalG aussian entropy hasbeen calculated by usin Appendix B ofRef.1,the totalfree

energy can be sum m arised asfollows,

A � E � TS; E = E
(int)+ A

(hs)
; E

(int) = E
(bond)+ E

(lj)+ E
(cou)

; S � S
(gau)

; (17)

whereitsvariousterm saregiven by,

E(bond)

kB T
= 3

X

i< j

U
(bond)

ij D ij; (18)

E(lj)

kB T
=
X

i< j

U
(0)

ij E
(lj)[yij]; (19)

E(cou)

kB T
=
X

i< j

lB qiqj

r
(0)

i
+ r

(0)

j

E
(cou)[yij;(r

(0)

i + r
(0)

j )=lD ]; (20)

S(gau)

kB
=
3

2
lndetR (N � 1)

; (21)

A (hs)

kB T
=
X

i

F
(C S)(�i); F

(C S)(�i)=
�i(4� 3�i)

(1� �i)2
; (22)

and the argum entsofthese functionsarede� ned as,

�i = a
X

j6= i

F
(�)[yij]; (23)

yij =

p
D ij

r
(0)

i + r
(0)

j

; (24)

R ij =
D i+ D j

2
� R

2

g �
D ij

2
; D i �

1

N

X

j

D ij; R
2

g �
1

2N 2

X

ij

D ij: (25)
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Finally,the functionsofyij are,

F
(�)[y]�

1

(2y)3

r
2

�

Z 1

0

x
2
dx exp

�

�
x2

2y2

�

=

=
yerf

�
1

y
p
2

�

�
p
2=� exp

�

� 1

2y2

�

8y
; (26)

E
(lj)[y]�

1

y3

r
2

�

Z 1

1

x
2
dx exp

�

�
x2

2y2

� �
1

x12
�

1

x6

�

=

=

p
2=� exp

�

� 1

2y2

��
y� y3 + 3y5 + 300y7 � 210y9

�
� erfc

�
1

y
p
2

��
1+ 315y6

�

945y12
; (27)

E
(cou)[y;k]�

1

y3

r
2

�

Z 1

1

x
2
dx exp

�

�
x2

2y2

�
exp(� kx)

x
=

= exp

�

�
1

2y2
� k

�  

1

y

r
2

�
�
2k

�
exp

�
(1+ ky2)2

2y2

�

erfc

�
1+ ky2

y
p
2

�!

: (28)

Herewehaveused the standard de� nitionsforthe errorfunctions,

erf(z)�
2
p
�

Z z

0

dx exp(� x2); erfc(z)� 1� erf(z): (29)

Note also thatfora largez,num erically,one hasto use the truncated asym ptotic expansion in calculating E (cou) to
avoid divergences,

erfc(z)exp(z2)�
1

z
p
�

�

1�
1

2z2
+

3

4z4
�

15

8z6
+ :::

�

: (30)

IV .R ESU LT S

Here we shallrestrictourselvesby the case ofhom opolym ers,so thatin Eq. (3)allnon{zero bonded interaction
constants are equal: �ij = �,�ijk = �,as wellas allnon{bonded interaction param eters are identicalin Eq. (5):

U
(0)

ij
= U (0),r(0)

i
� d=2. W e also choose the hard sphere diam eterd equalto the length ‘ de� ned in Eq. (3),asin

Ref.24.M oreover,henceforth we shalluse the m ean energy E(int) expressed in unitsofkB T and the m ean{squared
distancesD ij and the m ean{squared radiusofgyration 3R 2

g expressed in unitsof‘
2.

Firstly,to understand the in uence ofthe adopted Carnahan{Starling term ,we shalllook at the case ofa ring
hom opolym erwith varied valuesofthespring constantin thegood atherm alsolvent,U (0) = 0.In Tab.Iwecom pare
valuesofthem ean energy E(int) between M C and G SC with two choicesofthem ultiplicativeparam etera in Eq.(23)
forthepackingcoe� cient,nam ely a = 0:9and a = 1:0.Likewise,in Tab.IIwepresentthedataforthem ean{squared
radiusofgyration 3R 2

g. O ne can see thatthe resultsfrom the G SC theory sim ply coincide with those from M C as
� ! 0.Yet,theagreem entin the energy issom ewhatbetterforthe theory with a = 0:9 than forthatwith thenaive
choicea = 1:0,and thatishow exactly theparticularvaluea = 0:9 hasbeen chosen by us.A typicalrelativeerrorin
theenergy islessthan 1:5percentfora = 0:9and isunder4percentfora = 1:0.Theagreem entforthem ean{squared
radiusofgyration issom ewhatlessim pressive| therelativeerrorsteadily increaseswith �,being betterfora = 0:9,
butneverexceeding a few dozen percent.
O necan com m enton the reason why a valuea < 1 producesa som ewhatbetteragreem entwith M C.To facilitate

thisdiscussion,RDFsfrom theG SC and M C techniquesareexhibited in Fig.1.In Ref.24 wehavediscussed therole
ofthe‘correlation hole’atsm allseparationsbeyond theexcluded volum earea,which isalso evidentforr<� 15 in the
m ain partofFig.1.Asthisfeature isabsentin the G aussian theory (seeEq.(13)),the resulting packing coe� cient
values in Eq. (23) are overestim ated. Thus,reducing the param eter a perm its us to e� ectively lower the packing
coe� cientand thiscan be done only oncebecause the correlation hole e� ectisexpressed in term softhe function of
the dim ensionlessvariables,

ĝ
(2)

ij (̂r)� D
3=2

ij g
(2)

ij (r); r̂�
r

D
1=2

ij

: (31)
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Next,we would like to analyse the dependence on the degreeofpolym erisation,N ,in the good solvent,U (0) = 0,
(the second block in Tabs.I,II). The m ean energy in this case com es entirely from the bonded interactions and
hence the relative energy deviation ofG SC from M C doesnotincrease with N . Thism eanssim ply thatthe values
ofD i;i+ 1 m atch with thosefrom M C quitewell.Asfortheradiusofgyration,thedisagreem entincreasesslowly with
N ,i.e.them ean{squared distancesD i;i+ k areincreasingly m oreoverestim ated by G SC ascom pared to M C forlarge
k.Based on theseresults,wecan determ ine the swelling exponentofthering coilby � tting 3R2g via Eq.,

3R 2

g = b
2
N

2� (32)

using ourdata in the rangeN = 50� 500.Theresulting prefactorb2 and the exponent� in allthree casesare,

b
2 =

8
<

:

0:223� 0:005 M C
0:180� 0:003 G SC; a = 0:9
0:184� 0:003 G SC; a = 1:0

(33)

� =

8
<

:

0:610� 0:006 M C
0:648� 0:002 G SC; a = 0:9
0:651� 0:001 G SC; a = 1:0

(34)

Thus,theincreasein thedeviation of3R 2
g in theG SC m ethod from M C indeed com esentirely from theoverestim ation

ofthe swelling exponent. This is believed to reach the value � = 2=3 = 0:666:::asym ptotically. However,in the
presentrangeofN both G SC and M C givehigherapparentexponentvaluesthan them ostaccuraterenorm alisation
group resultup{to{date30,� = 0:5882� 0:0011.The G SC resultsfor� are only slightly sensitive on the value ofa,
being in a relatively sm alloverestim ation overthe M C results. Thisisrelated to the G aussian shape ofg(2)

ij
in the

G SC theory,whereasa stretched exponentialtail,exp(� B r̂�),(see the range r >� 40 in Fig.1)contributesm ostto
3R 2

g in M C.W e m ay note also thatthe G SC estim ate for� isfairly close to the result� = 0:635 from the integral
equationsapproach based on a com plicated closureofthe Born{G reen-Yvon hierarchy in Ref.20.
W hen considering open  exiblehom opolym ers(� = 1,� = 0)in thegood solvent(U(0) = 0),thegeneralbehaviour

ofE(int) and 3R 2
g in thethird block ofTabs.I,IIisvery sim ilarto thatofa ring:a good and alm ostN -independent

agreem entforE(int) and a slow increase with N in the relative errorfor3R 2
g. In Fig.2 we plotthe m ean{squared

distancesfrom the end m onom erD 0k vsthe chain index k. Up to k � 10,the agreem entofboth G SC curveswith
the M C data isnearly perfect,whereasboth G SC curvesincreasingly overestim ate the M C data forlargerk. This
isconsistentwith the overestim ation of3R 2

g by the G SC m ethod,dom inated by large k contributions.Notably,the
e� ectofchanging the param etera isratherweak on thisscale.
Further,letusinvestigatethee� ectofincreasing thechain sti� ness� from a valuecorrespondingto a fairly  exible

ring � = 1 (see Fig. 3 and the fourth block in Tabs. I,II) to that ofa sem i{sti� ring � = 5 (see Fig. 4 and the
� fth block in Tabs. I,II). The fairly  exible case gives the energies in a very good agreem entwith the M C data,
albeitthe theory with a = 0:9 is som ewhatless accurate accidentally. However,the agreem entof3R 2

g in the G SC
theory with M C is even better here than for the corresponding  exible coil. The sem i{ exible case also gives the
energiesin a good agreem entwith the M C data,while 3R 2

g tendsto be underestim ated by the G SC m ethod. Plots
ofthe m ean{squared distances D 0k vsthe chain index k in Figs.3,4 m atch nearly perfectly up to k � 10 aswell,
diverging for largerk. The M C curve is lower(higher)than the G SC curvesfor� = 1 (� = 5)in accord with the
tablesdata.Thus,overall,theincreaseof3R 2

g with thechain sti� ness� ism orerapid in M C than in theG SC theory.
Indeed,conform ationsofa sti� chain in M C becom ethoseofa rigid ring (orrod foran open chain)with increasing �.
However,the Carnahan{Starling equation wasdeduced in the assum ption ofa total3-d isotropy,when itsin uence
would be weakerthan in an e� ective1-d projection.
Next,let us bring our attention to the e� ect ofchanging the topology ofthe chain. Thus,in the sixth block of

Tabs.I,IIwepresentE(int) and 3R 2
g forthe exible(� = 0)starswith thearm length N =f = 50 in thegood solvent

(U (0) = 0).Therelativeerrorsin E(int) and 3R 2
g increasewith thenum berofarm sf steadily,again theenergy values

being m oreclosebetween M C and G SC.Them ean{squared distancesD 0k from thecorem onom erforthelargeststar
with f = 12 arm sare plotted in Fig.5. Clearly,the agreem entbetween G SC and M C isthe worstofallpreviously
considered caseshere.Even thevaluesofD 0k do notm atch forsm allk becausethecorem onom erisstrongly a� ected
by thevery pronounced correlation holee� ectin M C24.However,D ij between m onom erswithin sam earm sand away
from thecorearenaturally closerbetween G SC and M C,justasfortheopen chain in Fig.2.Clearly,thedivergence
ofthe G SC and M C curvesdoesnotincreasewith k afterk � 10 and the curveshaverathersim ilaroverallshapes.
Itisinteresting to analysethe structure ofthe collapsed globulenow.Thus,in Fig.6 the m ean{squared distances

D 0k areplotted vsk fora  exible ring hom opolym erin the globularstate,U(0) = 6.O verallshapesofthe G SC and
M C curvesare quite sim ilar,re ecting the com pactness ofthe globule. The discrepancy between G SC and M C at
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sm allk is present system atically. G SC generally overestim ates the values ofallD 0k,but the theory with a = 0:9
m anagesto com eto anearly correctlim itoftheglobulesizefork� >� 20(seeRef.24),whereasthetheory with a = 1:0
islessaccurate. The data for3R 2

g in the lastblock ofTab.IIthusshow a m uch betteragreem entthan before,but
theenergy valuesin Tab.Ihavea signi� cantly largerdiscrepancy between G SC and M C.TheG SC theory noticeably
underestim atesthe negativeLennard{Jonesenergy contribution between allpairsofm onom ers.This,however,isto
be expected given thatthe shape ofRDF from M C24 hasa very tall� rstliquid{like peak (see the insetofFig.1).
SincetheLennard{Jonesinteraction israthershort{ranged,the� rstpeak givesa predom inantnegativecontribution
to the m ean energy in Eq.16.Asthe G SC theory hasm erely an e� ective sm ooth ‘interpolating’G aussoid in g(2)ij in
thatarea (seethe insetofFig.1),theresulting negativeenergy contribution issigni� cantly sm allerin such a theory.
W e can also rem ark thatthe scaling fortheswelling exponentin theglobuleiscorrectin theG SC theory.Indeed,

the m axim alcom pression is reached when � <
� 1,therefore by considering yij ! 1 in Eqs. (23,24,26)we indeed

obtain,D ij � (r(0)i + r
(0)

j )2 N 2=3.
Next,we would like to look at the plots ofthe m ean{squared radius ofgyration,3R 2

g,and ofthe m ean energy,

E(int) acrossthecoil{to{globuletransition.Thesearedepicted in Figs.7 and 8 respectively.Thefollowing pointscan
be m ade.Firstofall,the shapesofthese curvesarequite sim ilarforM C and G SC with both valuesofa.Secondly,
thecoil{to{globuletransition iscontinuousin allthreecases,with theenergy slopechangingnoticeably ataround the
theta{point. Thirdly,the transition occursata som ewhathighervalue ofthe attraction constantU (0) in the G SC
theory than in the M C sim ulation. This can be explained by the underestim ation ofthe Lennard{Jonesattraction
energy in the globule discussed above. Lastly,3R 2

g ofthe globule ispartly overestim ated by the G SC m ethod with

a = 1,sincethevalue U (0) = 6 ism uch closerto the pointofthe coil{to{globuletransition forthe theory with a = 1
than thatwith a = 0:9 orM C.
Finally,to understand the N -dependence ofthe coil{to{globule transition in Fig.9 we present the plots ofthe

speci� c energy slope,N� 1dE(int)=dU (0),vsU (0) forthe  exible ringsofdi� erentsizes.These curvesnearly coincide
in the repulsive coilregion,starting to diverge from a value ofU (0) >

� 1:2. The region ofthe transition,where
the quantity N � 1dE(int)=dU (0) experiencesthe m ostdram atic drop,becom esincreasingly narrowerwith increasing
polym ersize N .M oreover,since the m agnitude ofthe overallchangein the speci� c energy slope also increaseswith
N ,the coil{to{globule transition becom es‘sharper’with N in the G SC theory,consistentwith the M C sim ulation
data and the transition being ofsecond order14;13.Note also,thatthe theta{point,which we m ay de� ne e.g.asthe
pointofthe m axim alchangein N � 1dE(int)=dU (0),shiftstowardslowervaluesofU (0) with increasing N .

V .C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper we have developed a version ofthe G aussian self{consistent (G SC) technique which does not rely
on the virial{type expansion ofthe Ham iltonian in term sofpowersofthe density,

R
dr�(r)L . Asa result,itisnow

possibleto apply the new m ethod to practically any polym erm odelinvolving conventionalm olecularinteractions.
Thus,we have been able to com pare the m ean spatialcharacteristicsand the energy values between the results

from the G SC theory and M onte Carlo (M C) sim ulation based on precisely the sam e m odel,which includes the
harm onicbonded and theLennard{Jonespair{wiseinteractions.Thiscom parison hasbeen perform ed forthreetypes
ofm acrom oleculararchitecturesofan isolated chain: a ring,an open polym er,and a star. W e have done this also
across the range ofthe coil{to{globule transition,as wellas for di� erent degrees ofpolym erisation and degrees of
 exibility.Naturally,theG SC theory agreeswith thesecond ordernatureofthecoil{to{globuletransition for exible
hom opolym ers.
Im portantly,the speed ofnum eric com putation is m uch faster29 in the G SC m ethod than in the equivalent M C

sim ulation forobtaining the sam edata,particularly so forsystem spossessing an extra kinem atic sym m etry,such as
forringsorstars.
O verall,the agreem ent in the shapes ofthe curves and m any ofthe particular num ericalvalues ofobservables

between G SC and M C isbetterthan one could have anticipated given the relative sim plicity ofthe G SC technique.
W hereany signi� cantlevelofdeviation doesoccur,ithasbeen identi� ed aseitherrelated to thecorrelation holee� ect
atsm allseparations,orto the stretched G aussian behaviouratlargeseparations,in the radialdistribution function
(RDF)24.
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 in the G SC theory as com pared to the M C data (with a typicaldeviation ofseveral
percent),but the distances between rem ote m onom ers,and hence the radius ofgyration,are overestim ated by the
G SC m ethod (with a typicaldeviation ofa few dozen percent). This is a wellknown drawback ofsuch a theory,
related to the overestim ation ofthe Flory swelling exponentforlong chains,due to the factthatthe RDF here does
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not have a stretched exponentialbehaviour at large separations. O n the contrary,for a rather sti� coil,the G SC
theory underestim atestheradiusofgyration.Thism ay bedueto shortcom ingsofthehard sphereCarnahan{Starling
term .Forthecollapsed globule,on theotherhand,thedistancesand theradiusofgyration arequiteaccuratein the
G SC theory,although the m ean energy islessso becauseofthe lack ofa sharp liquid{likepeak in the RDF.
To m ake the agreem ent ofG SC and M C better,one has to � nally overcom e the m ost restrictive feature ofthe

m ethod | the G aussian shape ofRDF itself. O ne possible way ofdoing this is to take a linear superposition of
theG aussian trialfunctions,thereby perm itting ‘stretching’oftheG aussoid.Thisshould besu� cientforcuring the
problem with the swelling exponentofthe repulsive coilin the G SC theory. W ork along these lines is currently in
progress.Them ain di� cultiesin doing thisarein theconsiderablem athem aticalcom plicationswhen calculating the
non{G aussian conform ationalentropy ofthechain,aswellasin theadded num ericalcom plexity,sincea radialm esh
for RDF would have to be introduced. Nevertheless,we intend to resolve these issues and hope to presenta m ore
accurate,and atlasta non{G aussian self{consistenttheory in the nearfuture.
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FIG U R E C A P T IO N S

FIG .1. Plotsofthehalf{ring radialdistribution functionsg
(2)

0 N =2
(r)(in ‘

�3
units)from M C (solid thick lines)and theG SC

theory with a = 0:9 (thin dashed lines) vsthe radialseparation r (in ‘ units)for the exible ring hom opolym ers with � = 0

and � = 1. The m ain partofthe �gure correspondsto the good solventU
(0)

= 0 and the polym ersize N = 300,whereasthe

insetcorrespondsto the poorsolventU
(0)

= 6 and the polym ersize N = 200.

FIG .2. The m ean{squared distancesD 0k (in ‘
2
units)ofan open exible hom opolym er with N = 200,� = 0,and � = 1

in the good solvent,U
(0)

= 0,vsthe chain index k.Here and below the solid thick linescorrespond to the M C data,the solid

thin linesto the G SC theory with a = 1:0,and the dashed linesto the G SC theory with a = 0:9.

FIG .3. The m ean{squared distances D 0k (in ‘
2 units) ofa fairly exible,� = 1,ring hom opolym er with N = 300 and

� = 1 in the good solvent,U
(0)

= 0,vsthe chain index k.

FIG .4. Them ean{squared distancesD 0k (in ‘
2
units)ofa sem i{exible,� = 5,ring hom opolym erwith N = 300 and � = 1

in the good solvent,U
(0)

= 0,vsthe chain index k.

FIG .5. The m ean{squared distancesD 0k (in ‘
2
units)from the core m onom erofa exible,� = 0,hom opolym erstarwith

f = 12 arm s,� = 1,and the arm length N =f = 50 in the good solvent,U (0) = 0,vsthe chain index k.

FIG .6. Them ean{squared distancesD 0k (in ‘
2 units)fortheglobuleofa exible,� = 0,ring hom opolym erwith N = 200,

� = 1,and U
(0)

= 6 vsthe chain index k.

FIG .7. The m ean{squared radiusofgyration 3R
2
g (in ‘

2
units)ofa exible,� = 0,hom opolym erring with N = 150 and

� = 1 vsthe dim ensionlessdegree ofthe Lennard{Jonesattraction,U
(0)
,acrossthe coil{to{globule transition.

FIG .8. The m ean energy E
(int)

(in kB T units) ofa exible,� = 0,hom opolym er ring with N = 150 and � = 1 vs the

degree ofthe Lennard{Jonesattraction,U (0),acrossthe coil{to{globule transition.

FIG .9. Plots ofthe speci�c energy slope,N
�1
dE

(int)
=dU

(0)
,(in kB T units) ofexible,� = 0,hom opolym er rings with

� = 1 vs the degree ofthe Lennard{Jones attraction,U
(0)
,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 = 0:9.

11



TA B LES

TABLE I. Com parison ofthem ean energy valuesE
(int)

(in kB T units)fordi�erenthom opolym ersfrom theM C sim ulation

(second colum n) based on the data set ofRef.24 and from the G SC theory with the param eter a = 0:9 (third colum n) and

a = 1:0 (fourth colum n).The�fth and sixth colum nscontain the relative deviation � = (E
(int)

(G SC )=E(M C )� 1)� 100% for

thesetwo casesgiven asa percentage.The m odelparam eters,which are suppressed within thetables,such ase.g.�,U
(0)
,are

equalto zero.

System M C G SC,a = 0:9 G SC,a = 1:0 �a= 0:9; % �a= 1:0; %

R ing,N = 100

� = 0:01 148.6 148.58 148.59 0 0

� = 0:1 151.21 151.22 151.51 0 0.2

� = 0:2 155.24 155.52 156.22 0.2 0.6

� = 0:5 168.3 170.03 172.0 1.0 2.2

� = 2:0 232.4 232.1 239.0 � 0:1 2.8

R ing,� = 1

N = 50 94.76 96.08 97.99 1.4 3.4

N = 100 190.4 193.1 196.9 1.4 3.4

N = 200 381.5 386.9 394.4 1.4 3.4

N = 300 572.6 580.6 591.9 1.4 3.4

O pen,� = 1

N = 150 284.2 287.1 292.7 1.0 3.0

N = 200 378.7 383.9 391.3 1.4 3.3

Sem i{exible R ing

� = 1;� = 1

N = 50 106.6 104.9 107.3 � 1:6 0.7

N = 100 213.3 210.2 215.1 � 1:4 0.8

N = 200 426.8 420.9 430.7 � 1:4 0.9

N = 300 640.2 631.6 646.2 � 1:3 0.9

Sem i{exible R ing

� = 5;� = 1

N = 50 110.1 110.5 113.2 0.4 2.8

N = 100 218.6 220.5 225.7 0.9 3.2

N = 200 436.2 440.9 451.4 1.1 3.5

N = 300 653.9 661.4 677.0 1.1 3.5

Star,N =f = 50;� = 1

f = 3 286.5 295.1 301.2 3.0 5.1

f = 6 575.1 596.5 608.8 3.7 5.9

f = 9 864.8 902.1 920.8 4.3 6.5

f = 12 1156. 1211. 1236. 4.7 6.9

G lobule ofa R ing

U
(0)

= 6;� = 1

N = 100 � 426:7 � 287:2 � 211:9 � 32:7 � 50:3

N = 200 � 1000: � 722:6 � 540:3 � 27:7 � 46:0
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TABLE II. Com parison of the m ean{squared radius of gyration values 3R
2
g (in ‘

2
units) for di�erent hom opolym ers

from the M C sim ulation (second colum n) based on the data set of Ref.
24

and from the G SC theory with the param e-

ter a = 0:9 (third colum n) and a = 1:0 (fourth colum n). The �fth and sixth colum ns contain the relative deviation

� = (R
2
g(G SC )=R

2
g(M C )� 1)� 100% forthese two casesgiven asa percentage.

System M C G SC,a = 0:9 G SC,a = 1:0 �a= 0:9; % �a= 1:0; %

R ing,N = 100

� = 0:01 2497. 2503.6 2504.6 0.3 0.3

� = 0:1 273.57 275.18 277.8 0.6 1.5

� = 0:2 153.56 157.61 160.81 2.6 4.7

� = 0:5 82.68 91.04 94.69 10.1 14.5

� = 2:0 45.98 60.70 64.84 32.0 41.0

R ing,� = 1

N = 50 26.66 28.90 30.32 8.4 13.7

N = 100 61.45 70.30 74.16 14.4 20.7

N = 200 141.4 172.3 182.7 21.8 29.2

N = 300 232.4 292.0 310.3 25.6 33.5

O pen,� = 1

N = 150 185.7 221.4 234.3 19.2 26.2

N = 200 253.5 321.6 341.0 26.9 34.5

Sem i{exible R ing

� = 1;� = 1

N = 50 37.91 38.18 40.71 0.7 7.4

N = 100 86.07 92.97 99.44 8.0 15.5

N = 200 193.6 222.9 239.0 15.1 23.5

N = 300 305.1 371.5 398.8 21.8 30.7

Sem i{exible R ing

� = 5;� = 1

N = 50 78.05 60.60 65.58 � 22:3 � 16:0

N = 100 210.8 161.0 175.8 � 23:6 � 16:6

N = 200 499.8 382.5 419.0 � 23:5 � 16:2

N = 300 861.3 622.0 681.5 � 27:8 � 20:8

Star,N =f = 50;� = 1

f = 3 146.2 176.4 186.6 20.6 27.6

f = 6 185.2 239.0 253.1 29.0 36.7

f = 9 208.7 278.0 294.5 33.2 41.1

f = 12 228.7 308.1 326.5 34.7 42.8

G lobule ofa R ing

U
(0)

= 6;� = 1

N = 100 6.126 6.431 7.384 5.0 20.5

N = 200 9.368 9.872 11.31 5.4 20.7
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