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Localization ofa G aussian polym er in a w eak periodic surface potentialdisturbed by

a single defect
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Using the resultsofthe recently studied problem ofadsorption ofa G aussian polym erin a weak

periodic surface potentialwe study the in
uence ofa single rod like defect on the polym er being

localized in the periodic surface potential. W e have found that the polym er willbe localized at

the defectundercondition u > uc,where uc isthe localization threshold in the periodic potential,

for any in�nitesim alstrength ofthe interaction with defect. W e predictthat the concentration of

m onom ersofthe localized polym erdecaysexponentially asa function ofthe distance to the defect

and ism odulated with the period ofthe surface potential.

PACS num bers:36.20.-r,82.35G h,73.20.-r

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

Adsorption ofpolym ers at surfaces and interfaces is

oflarge interest in di�erent topics ofscience and tech-

nology and has been investigated extensively in recent

years[1-4](and citationstherein).Thee�ectsofsurface

heterogeneities,which isofwideinterestfordi�erentap-

plicationssuch aspattern recognition,technologicaland

biologicalapplicationsetc.,have been studied in [5-14].

Recently,we have considered the problem ofadsorption

ofa G aussian polym erin a weak periodicsurfacepoten-

tial[15].W epresentherethedetailsofthesecalculations

and apply the m ethod we used in [15]to study the lo-

calization ofa G aussian polym erin the periodic surface

potentialdisturbed by a singledefect.

The problem ofthe behaviourofa G aussian polym er

in an externalpotentialis equivalentto the problem of

thebehaviourofaquantum m echanicalparticlein an ex-

ternalpotential[1,2]. According to this m apping our

results for polym er adsorption are valid for localization

ofaquantum m echanicalparticlein theperiodicexternal

potential.In thecaseofpolym ertheperiodicsurfacepo-

tentialcan berealized by thesurfaceofam icrophasesep-

arated diblock copolym erm elt(see forexam ple [16,17]

and referencestherein),whilein thequantum m echanical

counterpartofthe problem in contextofsem iconductor

superlattices[18](and referencestherein).

The paper is organized as follow. After briefintro-

duction to the m odeland the G reen’s function m ethod

in Section 2,we consider in details the problem ofad-

sorption ofa polym er chain in a weak periodic surface

potential.In Section 3 westudy thee�ectofa singlede-

fecton thepolym erbeinglocalized in theperiodicsurface

potential.
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FIG .1: The periodic surface,which is m odelled by the po-

tentialin equation (1).

II. A D SO R P T IO N O F A P O LY M ER IN T H E

P ER IO D IC SU R FA C E P O T EN T IA L

Theperiodic surfacepotentialcan be described by

V (x;y;z)= � u�(z� z0)

1X

n= �1

�(x � na); (1)

whereu,a,z0 areassum ed to bepositive,and �(x)isthe

Dirac’sdelta-function.The potentialm odelsrodswhich

are parallelto the y axis with the distance a along the

x axis between the next neighbors (see Figure 1). The

sizeoftherodsw,which issuppressed in (1),ishowever

a relevant quantity as it willbe shown below. Due to

the im penetrability of the wallat z = 0 the distance

ofthe potentialwellto the surface is chosen as z0. As

itiswell-know from Q uantum M echanics[19]the delta-

function potentialcorresponds to the shallow potential

well.The lim itto the hom ogeneously attracting surface

can beobtained from (1)by a ! 0 and u=a ! const(see

below).

The G reen’sfunction ofa polym erin an externalpo-

tential,which givestherelativenum berofconform ations

ofthe chain with the ends �xed at r and r
0,obeys the
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following equation

@

@N
G (r;N ;r

0
)� D r

2
G (x;z;N ;x

0
;z

0
)+

V (r)

kB T
G = 0 (2)

with condition G (r;0;r0) = �(r � r
0). Here N is the

polym erization degree ofthe idealchain and D = l2=6,

where l is the statisticalsegm ent length of the chain.

The equation (2)can be written asan integralequation

asfollows

G (x;z;N ;x
0
;z

0
)= G 0(x;z;N ;x

0
;z

0
)

�

Z N

0

ds

Z
1

�1

dx1

Z
1

0

dz1G 0(x;z;N � s;x1;z1)

�
V (x1;z1)

kB T
G (x1;z1;s;x

0
;z

0
); (3)

where

G 0(x;z;N ;x
0
;z

0
)=

1

4�D N
exp

�

�
(x � x0)2

4D N

�

�

�

exp

�

�
(z� z0)2

4D N

�

� exp

�

�
(z+ z0)2

4D N

��

(4)

forN � 0 and iszero forN < 0.Equation (2)isrelated

to the Schr�odingerequation by using the replacem ents:

N = it,l2=3kB T = 1=m ,kB T = �h. The bare G reen’s

function G 0(x;z;N ;x0;z0)isthesolution ofthedi�usion

equationi.e.equation (2)with V (r)= 0in thehalfspace,

z � 0,with the Dirichletboundary condition atz = 0.

The dependence on y in equation(3) is separated while

thepotentialisindependentofy.Inserting thepotential

(1)into (3)and carrying outtheLaplacetransform with

respectto N wearriveat

G (x;z;p;x
0
;z

0
)= G 0(x;z;p;x

0
;z

0
)

+ u

1X

n= �1

G 0(x;z;p;an;z0)G (an;z0;p;x
0
;z

0
); (5)

where

G 0(x;z;p;x
0
;z

0
)

=
1

2�D
(K 0(

p
(x � x0)2 + (z� z0)2

p
p=D )

� K 0(
p
(x � x0)2 + (z+ z0)2

p
p=D )); (6)

is the Laplace transform of(4),K 0(x) is the m odi�ed

Besselfunction ofthesecond kind.Henceforth u isgiven

in units ofkB T. In the case ofadsorption onto an in-

terface only the �rstterm on the right-hand side of(6)

appears. Restricting the sum m ation in (5) to only one

term givestheproblem oflocalization onto onerod.Ne-

glecting the z-dependencein (5)and using

G 0(x;p;x
0
)= 1=

p
4D pexp(� jx � x

0
j
p
p=D ) (7)

instead of(6) givesthe G reen’s function form ulation of

the well-known K ronig-Penney m odel[20]. The K ronig-

Penney m odelwasused in [21]to study thebehaviourof

a polym erin a striped potential.

W e now willsolve equations (5). Inserting x = an,

n = 0,� 1,:::and z = z0 into (5)we obtain an in�nite

inhom ogeneoussystem ofequationsforG (an;z0;p;x
0;z0)

G (an;z0;p;x
0
;z

0
)� u

1X

m = �1

G 0(an;z0;p;am ;z0)

� G (am ;z0;p;x
0
;z

0
)= G 0(an;z0;p;x

0
;z

0
): (8)

The periodicity of the potential (1) along the x axis,

which entails the Bloch theorem for the wave function

[22],perm itstosolvethesystem ofequations(8)by using

the Fourier transform ation. Assum ing that the system

consistsof2M + 1 rodsweconsiderthe discreteFourier

transform foreach rod-dependentquantity Fn asfollows

Fn =
P

k
eikanfk,wherek =

2�

a

j

(2M + 1)
,(j= � M ;:::;M )

isthequasim om entum .SubstitutingG (an;z0;p;x
0;z0)=P

k
eikangk and G 0(an;z0;p;x

0;z0) =
P

k
eikanbk into

(8) diagonalizesthe latter (in the lim it oflarge M ),so

thatweobtain the solution as

gk =
bk

1� u
MP

m = �M

eikam G 0(am ;z0;p;0;z0)

: (9)

TheinverseFouriertransform of(9)gives

G (an;z0;p;x
0
;z

0
)=

1

2M + 1

X

k

1

1� uR(k;p)

�

"
MX

m = �M

e
ika(n�m )

G 0(am ;z0;p;x
0
;z

0
)

#

; (10)

wherewehaveintroduced the function

R(k;p)= G 0(0;z0;p;0;z0)

+ 2

1X

m = 1

cos(m ka)G 0(am ;z0;p;0;z0) (11)

Insertion of(10)into (5)givesG (x;z;p;x0;z0)as

G (x;z;p;x
0
;z

0
)= G 0(x;z;p;x

0
;z

0
)

+
u

2M + 1

X

k

MX

n= �M

MX

m = �M

exp(ika(n � m ))

1� uR(k;p)

� G 0(x;z;p;an;z0)G 0(am ;z0;p;x
0
;z

0
): (12)

In the lim itM ! 1 the sum overk should be replaced

by the integralin agreem ent with
P

k
f(k) ! (2M +

1)(a=2�)
R
dkf(k).Thezerosofthedenom inatorof(12)

givethe m ain contributionsto G (x;z;N ;x0;z0)forlarge

N .Taking into accountthelattergeneratesthespectral

expansion ofthe G reen’sfunction

G (x;z;N ;x
0
;z

0
)’

X

k

e
pk N  k(x;z) 

�

k(x
0
;z

0
); (13)

where k(x;z)and pk areeigenfunctionsand eigenvalues

of the tim e-independentSchr�odinger equation
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� D r
2
 k(x;z)+

V (r)

kB T
 k(x;z)= � pk k(x;z): (14)

Thus,thezerosofthedenom inatorin equation (12)con-

sidered asfunction ofp givestheenergy eigenvalues� pk.

Thecom parison oftheinverseLaplacetransform ofequa-

tion (12)with (13)givesthefollowing expression forthe

wavefunctions

 k(x;z)�

1X

n= �1

e
ikan

G 0(x;z;pk;an;z0): (15)

It is easy to check that (15) ful�ls the Bloch theorem .

Notice thatthe exactwave function  k(x;z)isgiven as

the Laplacetransform ofthe bareG reen’sfunction.

W e now willshow how to recoverfrom (12) the case

ofcontinuously attracting surface. The �rst two term s

in the denom inator of (12) corresponds to the eigen-

value condition for a rod. If a is sm all, the sum can

be replaced by the integralas follows
P

1

m = 1
f(m a) !

a�1
R
1

0
dxf(x). The quantity u=a = u is the surface

density of the strength of the potential. The integral

overx with f(x)= G 0(x;z0;p;0;z0)gives

Z
1

0

dxcos(kx)G 0(x;z0;p;0;z0)

= 1=(4
p
D
p
p+ D k2)

� (1� exp(� 2z0=
p
D
p
p+ D k2)): (16)

The case ofadsorption onto a hom ogeneously attract-

ing surface willbe recovered by taking the lim itu ! 0,

a ! 0 and u=a = u. As it was pointed in [23]for the

case of continuously interface the transverse degree of

freedom aredecoupled to thein-plain degreeoffreedom ,

since the latter can be integrated out in the de�nition

ofG reen’s function. The fullG reen’s function can be

obtained from the reduced G reen’s function by replac-

ing the Laplace transform variable p through p+ D k2,

where k isthe wave vectorcorresponding to the Fourier

transform ation with respectto the in-plane coordinates.

The term D k2 issim ply the energy offree m otion along

thesurface.Ifweareinterested in studying thelocaliza-

tion at the surface only and do not consider m igration

ofpolym er along the surface we can put the quasim o-

m entum k = 0. The second term in the denom inator

of(12) disappears in the lim it u ! 0,so that the de-

nom inatorof(12)givesthecorrecteigenvaluecondition,

1� u

2

p
pD

(1� exp(� 2z0
p
p=D ))= 0,foradsorption onto

a hom ogeneously attracting surface with the potential

u(z)= � u�(z� z0).

Equation (12) applies to the K ronig-Penney m odel

ifone neglects there the dependences on z. The bare

G reen’sfunction isthen given by equation (7).Asa re-

FIG .2: The localization band for w = 1,z0 = 2,a = 10

m easured in unitsoflforfollowing strengthsofthepotential:

1. u = 0:55; 2. u = 0:6; 3. u = 0:65 ; 4. u = 0:7; 5.

u = 0:75;6.u = 0:8.Thelocalized statesappearsforu > uc:

uc = 0:54. For u < 0:674 the quasim om entum oflocalized

states does not exceed the value km ax < �=a,for u > 0:674

thelocalized statesexistup to theedgeoftheBrillouin zone.

sultthe denom inatorin (12)yields

cos(ka)� cosh(
p
a2p=D )+ u=(2

p
D p)sinh(

p
a2p=D )

cos(ka)� cosh(
p
a2p=D )

:

(17)

The num erator of(17) equated to zero gives the well-

known energy eigenvalue condition for K ronig-Penney

m odel.

W e now willconsiderthe case ofthe periodic surface

potentialgiven by (1).The bare G reen’sfunction obeys

the Dirichlet boundary condition at z = 0 and is given

by (4).ItsLaplacetransform isgiven by

G 0(am ;z0;p;0;z0)= 1=(2�D )(K 0(am
p
p=D )

� K 0(

q

a2m 2 + 4z2
0

p
p=D )): (18)

The divergence of (18) for am ! 0, which is due

to m odelling the potential by Dirac’s delta-function,

can be avoided by replacing N in the �rst term

of the expression G 0(0;z0;N ;0;z0) = 1=(4�D N ) �

1=(4�D N )exp(� z20=D N ) by N + b with b being a m i-

croscopic cuto� along the polym er(correspondsto tim e

in Q M language ),willbe related to the size ofthe po-

tentialwellw.Thenecessity ofintroduction ofthecuto�

b is due to the following. The interaction potentialof

one rod isproductoftwo delta functions,i.e. the prob-

lem istwo dim ensional.Itiswell-known from Q uantum

m echanics[19]thatin two dim ensionalpotentialwellthe

eigenenergy depends on both the depth and the width

ofthe potentialwellseparately. The com parison ofthe

binding energy in thepotential� u�(x)�(z� z0)obtained

via thepresentm ethod with theenergy in a shallow two

dim ensionalpotentialwell[19]givesb= w 2=4D ,wherew
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istheradiusofthepotentialwell.TheLaplacetransform

ofG 0(0;z0;N ;0;z0)isthen obtained as

G 0(0;z0;p;0;z0)= �
ebpEi(� bp)

4�D
�

1

2�D
K 0(2

q

pz2
0
=D );

(19)

where Ei(� x) =
R
�x

�1
dtexp(t)=t is the exponentialin-

tegral. Notice that we can avoid the introduction ofa

cuto� atinterm ediatestepsofthework by replacing one

ofdelta-functions in equation (1) by the d-dim ensional

delta-function with d < 1 and introducing the cuto� in

carrying outthe lim itd ! 1. Using (18)and (19)gives

the denom inatorof(12)as

1+
u

4�D
exp(bp)Ei(� bp)+

u

2�D
K 0(2

q

pz2
0
=D )

�
u

�D

1X

m = 1

cos(am k)

h

K 0(am
p
p=D )

� K 0(

q

a2m 2 + 4z2
0

p
p=D )

�

: (20)

Considering (20)asan equation forp givesthespectrum

oftheproblem underconsideration.Thesum in (20)can-

notbe perform ed exactly,so that we have solved equa-

tion(20)forp num erically.The localized statesappears,

ifu exceeds som e threshold value uc. Figure 2 shows

the binding energy asa function ofthe quasim om entum

k for di�erent strengths u. Figure 2 dem onstrates that

thelocalized statesin theperiodicpotentialform a band

with the width depending on the strength ofthe poten-

tialu.The localized statesexist,ifthe quasim om entum

does not exceed the value km ax. In contrast to a ho-

m ogeneously attracting surface,the in-plane degrees of

freedom here are coupled to the transversaldegree of

freedom . W e expect that the width ofthe localization

band in
uences the m igration ofthe localized polym er

chain along the surface. Due to the factthatthe width

iscontrolled by the tem perature,the in-plane m igration

ofthe polym er willbe controlled by tem perature. W e

expectthatalso in the quantum m echanicalcounterpart

ofthe problem the �nite width band ofsurfacelocalized

stateswilla�ectthe in-planeproperties(seebelow).

W enow willconsiderthem ean-squaredistanceofone

end ofthepolym erchain to thesurface,which hasto be

com puted according to

hz
2
(N )i=

1R

�1

dx

1R

0

dz

aR

0

dx0z2G (x;z;N ;x0;0)

1R

�1

dx
1R

0

dz
aR

0

dx0G (x;z;N ;x0;0)

; (21)

wheretheintegration overx0iscarried forsim plicity over

the period ofpotential.To evaluate the (21)we have to

perform the inverse Laplace transform of(12). In the

lim itoflarge chain lengthsN ! 1 the m ain contribu-

tion to the inverse Laplace transform appears from the

residuesassociated with the poles. The com putation of
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FIG .3:The e�ectivestatisticalsegm entlength asa function

ofthe binding energy p0 forw = 1,z0 = 2 m easured in units

ofl.D ashed line:a = 3;D otted line:a = 6;Continuousline:

a = 10.

hz2i= lim N ! 1 hz
2(N )iisstraightforward and resultsin

hz
2
i=

2D

p0
+

z20

1� exp

�

� z0
p
p0=D

�; (22)

wherep0 istheabsolutevalueofthegroundstateeigenen-

ergy associated with the quasim om entum k = 0. It is

surprising that the states with k > 0 do notcontribute

to hz2i. W e have checked that the sam e holds for the

m ean square-distanceof an arbitrary m onom er,and for

them onom erdistribution function �(x;z).Thisisdueto

thefactthatafterintegratingoverx (x0)in equation (12)

the sum overn (m ) gives�(k) so that only the ground

statecontributesto hz2i.

Theobtained spectrum allowsusto investigatethein-

plane behavior ofadsorbed polym er. Due to the peri-

odicity ofthe potentialthe long polym erchain behaves

in plane as free chain endowed with e�ective statistical

segm entlength l2
e�
.Tode�nethee�ectivestatisticalseg-

m ent we com pute the x-com ponent ofthe m ean-square

end-to-end distanceoftheadsorbed polym erforlargeN

by using equation (12)and �nd that

h(x � x
0
)
2
i =

1

3
l
2

e�N ; (23)

wherethe e�ectivestatisticalsegm entlength

l
2

e� = � 3@
2
pk=@k

2
jk= 0

can be represented as

l
2

e� = 3
@2R(k;p)

@k2

�
�
�
� k= 0

p= p0

"

@R(k;p)

@p

�
�
�
� k= 0

p= p0

#�1

:

Noticethatle� de�ned in (23)relatesto thebehaviourof

the polym eralong the x-axes.The num ericalevaluation

ofle� isshown in Figure3 forthree valuesofthe period
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ofthe potentiala. At the localization transition le� is

equalto l. Itstrongly decreasesfor large p0 i.e. in the

regim e ofstrong adsorption. For large strength ofthe

potentialwellu allpieces ofthe polym er are localized

at the surface,so that in this lim it the problem ofthe

localization in the surface periodic potentialconvertsto

the K ronig-Penney m odel.Itiswell-known thatforthis

m odelthee�ectivestatisticalsegm entissm allerthan the

bareone[21].Thesqueezingofthepolym erduetole� < l

canbeexplained bythefactthatthepolym erwinsenergy

whiletheportionsofthepolym erm akeexcursionsalong

the attracting rodsasitshown in Figure1.Thisresults

in squeezing thepolym eralong theperiodicity direction.

Notice that the squeezing ofthe polym er occurs at the

expenseofthetransversalsizeofthepolym er.Thesizeof

the polym eralong the y-axesdoesnotchange.Figure 3

showsthatthedecreaseofa resultsin a weakerdecrease

ofle�.The num ericalanalysisofthe behaviourofle� in

the vicinity ofthe localization transition forparam eters

w = 1,z0 = 2,a = 3 yieldsthatle�=l= 1:0044 > 1 for

p0 = 0:002,i.e.le� hasa weak m axim um asa function of

p0 (seeFigure3).Thelatterdisappearsforlargervalues

of a. The condition le� > l m eans that the polym er

stretchesalong thex-axes.Dueto thisthepolym erwins

energy by having contacts with m ore rods. W e expect

thatthe m axim um isdue to the rigidity ofthe polym er,

which howevercannotbe described in a m oreconsistent

way by the presentm odel.

In contextofthebehaviourofa quantum particle(for

exam ple an electron)in a surface periodic potentialthe

m otion oftheparticlealong thesurfacecan bedescribed

in term softhe e�ective m assm �,which isthe counter-

partofthestatisticalsegm entlength and isproportional

tol
�2

e�
.Notice,thattheaboveexplanation oftheinequal-

ity le� < lin term sofcon�gurationsofthepolym erchain

im plicates an explanation ofthe inequality m � > m in

term s oftim e-space trajectories ofthe quantum parti-

cle.Theincreaseofthem assisrelated to thesizeofthe

piecesofthe trajectory localized atthe sam erod.Using

thewell-known form ula forelectricconductivity in Solid

StatePhysics(seeforexam ple[24])wewritethesurface

electricconductivity as�= e2�n=m �,wherem � istheef-

fective m ass,e isthe electron charge,� isthe relaxation

tim e,and n is the surface electron density. W e expect

thatthisform ula isvalid fora weakly �lled band,while

in the opposite case ofan alm ost�lled band we have to

take into accountthe e�ectofthe delocalization ofelec-

trons due to the external�eld. According to Figure 3

the e�ective m ass is nearly everywhere larger than the

barem ass.Itincreaseswith the increaseofthe strength

ofthepotential,excepting thevicinity ofthelocalization

transition,which isin agreem entwith the prediction for

K ronig-Penney m odel. According to the dependence of

� on m � weexpectthatthesurfaceelectricconductivity

isa decreasing function ofthe strength ofthe potential.

Thisisintuitively clearbecauseifthesizeofthepiecesof

the trajectory ofthe particle along one rod islarge,the

driving�eld isine�ectivetodisengagethelatterfrom the

rod.

III. LO C A LIZA T IO N A T A SIN G LE SU R FA C E

D EFEC T

Therealsurfacescontainvariousdefects,sothatstudy-

ing their e�ect on adsorption ofpolym ers is an im por-

tant question. In this section we consider the localiza-

tion ofthe polym erchain in a periodic surfacepotential

disturbed by a singledefect.Thesurfacepotentialin the

presenceofthe extended defect,which can be viewed as

the additionalrod situated atx = x0,ism odeled by the

following potential

V (r)= � u�(z� z0)

1X

n= �1

�(x� na)� v�(x� x0)�(z� z0);

(24)

wherev isthestrength ofthedefect.Them ethod devel-

oped in Section IIcan be used in a straightforward way

to study the e�ect ofthe defect. For this aim we use

the system with the periodic potential(1) as the refer-

ence state,where the G reen’s function G (x;z;N ;x0;z0)

in theperiodicpotenrialisgiven by Eq.(10).Considering

the lastterm in Eq.(24)asperturbation we rewrite the

equation (2)asan integralequation asfollows

G d(x;z;N ;x
0
;z

0
)= G (x;z;N ;x

0
;z

0
)

+ v

Z N

0

dsG (x;z;N � s;x0;z0)G d(x0;z0;s;x
0
;z

0
):(25)

Henceforth the potentialofdefect v as the strength of

the periodic potentialu is given in units ofkB T. The

explicitexpression forG (x;z;N ;x0;z0)appearing in (25)

can be derived by using the inverse Laplace transform

of(12). Carrying outthe Laplace transform of(25)we

arriveatthe following algebraicequation

G d(x;z;p;x
0
;z

0
)= G (x;z;p;x

0
;z

0
)

+ vG (x;z;p;x0;z0)G d(x0;z0;p;x
0
;z

0
): (26)

To solve thisequation we substitute x = x0;z = z0 and

�nd

G d(x0;z0;p;x
0
;z

0
)=

G (x0;z0;p;x
0;z0)

1� vG (x0;z0;p;x0;z0)
: (27)

Therefore,the G reen’sfunction G d ofthe problem with

potential(24)can be expressed in term softhe G reen’s

function G ofthesystem with theidealperiodicpotential

asfollows

G d(x;z;p;x
0
;z

0
)= G (x;z;p;x

0
;z

0
)

+ v
G (x;z;p;x0;z0)G (x0;z0;p;x

0;z0)

1� vG (x0;z0;p;x0;z0)
: (28)

Thezeroofthedenom inatorin thelastterm of(28)gives

the value ofthe eigenenergy ofthe state when polym er
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FIG .4:Thebinding energy oflocalized in-planeground state

as function of the defect’s potentialv for w = 1, a = 10,

z0 = 2,u = 0:8.Atv = 0 theenergy coincidewith theenergy

corresponding to the upperedge ofthe band.

chain is localized atthe defect. The eigenenergy condi-

tion isobtained from (28)as

1� vG 0(x0;z0;p;x0;z0)� uv
a

�

�Z

��

dk

1� uR(k;p)

�

1X

n;m = �1

e
ika(n�m )

G 0(x0;z0;p;an;z0)

� G 0(am ;z0;p;x0;z0)= 0; (29)

where we have taken the lim it N ! 1 . Equation (29)

cannotbe solved analytically so thatwe analyzed itnu-

m erically. W e consider the case ofextended adsorbing

defect(v > 0)which is situated atx0 = 0. This allows

usto sim plify the equation (29),so thatweobtain

1� vG 0(0;z0;p;0;z0)� uv
a

�

�Z

��

dk
[R(k;p)]

2

1� uR(k;p)
= 0:

(30)

The num ericalcalculation shows that upon condition

u > uc,where uc is the threshold value ofthe periodic

potential,the equation (30) has a single solution pd(v)

starting atthe upperedgeofthe band pd(0)= p0 which

increaseswith the strength ofthe defectv. The typical

dependence ofpd on v is shown in Figure 4. Figure 4

showsthatthe polym erislocalized forany in�nitesim al

potentialofthedefectv,iftherearelocalizedstatesin the

periodic potential. The eigenfunction corresponding to

theeigenvaluepd isobtained from (28)usingthespectral

expansion ofthe G reen’sfunction (13)as

 d � G 0(x;z;pd;0;z0)+ u
a

�

�Z

��

dk
R(k;pd)

1� uR(k;pd)

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
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FIG .5: The pro�le of wave function  d(x;z) in the plane

z = 3 forw = 1,a = 10,z0 = 2,u = 0:8,v = 0:01.

�

1X

m = �1

cos(m ka)G 0(x;z;pd;am ;z0): (31)

The function  d(x;z)decaysexponentially as function

ofthe distance to the defectand ism odulated with the

period ofthe periodic surface potential(see Figure 5).

Dueto thegap between thelocalized stateand theband

we have the situation ofthe ground state dom inance,if

the polym er chain is large enough. The consequence of

thisisthatonly theeigenfunction (31)contributesto the

G reen’sfunction (13).Itiswell-known thatin thiscase

theconcentrationofm onom ersisgiven byc(r)� j d(r)j
2

[2], so that the oscillations of  d(r) m ay be observed

experim entally by studying the distribution ofpolym er

chainson the periodicsurfaceswith defects.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

W ehaveconsidered theadsorption ofaG aussian poly-

m er(and ofa quantum particle)onto an attracting sur-

facewith potentialperiodicalongonedirection.W ehave

found thatthesurfacelocalized statesform aband which

can bedescribed by thequasim om entum entailed by the

periodicity ofthe surface potential. The width ofthe

localization band dependson thestrength oftheattract-

ingpotential.Thebindingenergydecreaseswith increase

ofthe quasim om entum and becom es zero at k = km ax,

wherefornotto largestrengthsu ofthe periodicpoten-

tialkm ax lieswithin Brillouin zone,i.e.km ax < �=a.For

km ax < k < �=a no localized statesexist.Forsu�ciently

strong potentialstrengths(when km ax becom esequalto

�=a)the polym erisalwayslocalized.

W ehavestudied thee�ectofperturbation oftheperi-

odic potentialby a single rod-like defecton the adsorp-

tion ofthe polym er. W e have found that the defect lo-

calizesthe polym erforany in�nitesim alstrength ofthe
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defectpotential,so thatthe concentration ofm onom ers

decaysexponentially with thedistanceto thedefectand

undergoesm odulation associated with the periodic sur-

face potential. W e expect,that this oscillations can be

observed experim entally by studying the distribution of

polym erchainson the periodic surfaceswith defects.

Them ethod usedherecanbestraightforwardlyapplied

to treatm ore com plicated periodic arrangem ents(ideal

orwith weak deviationsfrom theperiodicity)ofattract-

ing wells,forexam plethein�niteperiodicsetofparallel

planesalong the z-axeswith thepotentialin each ofthe

planebeing periodicalong the x-and y-axes.
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