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UsingageneralG reen function form ulation,were-derive,both,(i)Spitzerand hisfollowersresults

for the winding angle distribution ofthe planar Brownian m otion,and (ii)Edwards-Prager-Frisch

resultson thestatisticalm echanicsofa ring polym erentangled with a straightbar.In thestatistical

m echanicspart,weconsiderboth casesofquenched and annealed topology.Am ong new results,we

com puteexactly the(expectation valueof)thesurface area ofthelocusofpointssuch thateach of

them haslinking num bern with a given closed random walk trajectory (= ring polym er).W e also

considerthe generalizations ofthe problem forthe � nite diam eter(disc-like)obstacle and winding

within a cavity.

PACS num bers:61.41.+ e,36.20.Ey,87.15.Cc

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

In 1958, Spitzer [1]established the following result.

Considerthetwo-dim ensionalrandom walk starting ata

pointotherthan O ,and let�(t)be the totalcontinuous

anglewound bythewalkeraround O up totim et(see�g-

ure1 a).TheSpitzerlaw saysthatthequantity �(t)=lnt

atlargeenough tisLorenz(orCauchy)distributed:

W (�)=
1

�

1

1+ x2
;x =

2�(t)

lnt
: (1)

W ith a rem arkabledelay ofabout25years,a largegroup

offollowersstudied thislaw in depth [2,3,4,5,6,7,8,

9,10,11,12,13]. The central�nding ofthese studies

attributesthedivergentm om entsoftheSpitzerdistribu-

tion (1),e.g. h�2i,to the sm allscale properties ofthe

regular random walk trajectories. Sim ply speaking,in-

�nitely largewindingisaccum ulated whilethetrajectory

iswandering in�nitely close to the obstacle O . Accord-

ingly,thispathology ofdivergentm om entsisrem oved by

incorporating any kind of\granularity," orshortlength

scale cut-o�, in the m odel. Such m odi�cation of the

m odelcan be achieved in quite a few ways. O ne way

is to consider the random walk on the lattice instead

ofthe continuous space [9]; another way is to look at

the winding around a �nite obstacle,say,a disc ofsom e

radius b [2,4,5];one m ore possibility is to exam ine a

broken line ofstraight segm ents of�nite length b each

instead ofstandard W iener-m easured random walk;yet

anotherwayistoconsideraworm -likesm ooth curvewith

an e�ective segm ent b (that is,the curve which adopts

sm oothly curved shapes r(s) with the weight propor-

tionalto exp
�
� (b=2)

R
�r2ds

�
,wheres isthe arclength).

In allofthesecases,winding ischaracterized by thenon-

pathologicaldistribution

W (�)=
�

4cosh
2
(�x=2)

; x =
2�(t)

lnt
: (2)

A sim ilardistribution isalso characteristicforthewind-

ing ofthe self-avoiding walk [3,6,7];self-avoidance,in

this case,is justanotherway to suppressin�nite wind-

ing at in�nitely sm alllength scale. M athem atically,it

turns out that the winding angle distribution is in fact

an exam pleofa broad classoflim iting lawsforthetwo-

dim ensionalrandom walk [4,8].

M any studiesofwinding angle distribution [2,3,5,6,

7,10,12,13]claim that entanglem ent oflong polym er

�lam entsis(one of)theirm otivation(s).Indeed,the re-

lation to polym er physics does exist. It was found in

1967,alm osta decade afterSpitzer[1],by Edwards[14]

and,independently,by Pragerand Frisch [15](see also

an in
uentialreview [16]). These authorscam e up with

the m odelofa polym er chain wound around a straight

barand topologically entangled with thisbar.G iven the

analogy ofa polym er chain conform ation with the ran-

dom walk trajectory,the Edwards-Prager-Frisch m odel

is essentially the sam e as that exam ined by Spitzer [1].

Neither ofthe works [14,15,16]m akes a reference to

[1].M ostlikely,m athem aticalwork [1]wasnotknown to

physicistsatthetim e,buteven apartfrom that,authors

ofthe works[14,15,16]did notexam ine winding angle

distribution for the random walk with open ends,their

goalwasobviously tocom putequantitiessim ilartothose

ofphysicalinterestforrealpolym ers.Unfortunately,no

explicit form ula was obtained in the works [14,15,16]

com parablein sim plicity to Eq.(1).

Tooursurprise,wefound thatthisfairly old arealacks

both unity and clarity.Thestudiesofwinding angledis-

tribution [2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10]contain no hinton the

lessonsofthisexactly solvablem odelto polym erphysics.

Drosseland K ardar [11] as wellas Sam okhin [12, 13]

broughtthesubjecttoanew levelofcom plexity,they ex-

am ined winding angledistribution fortherandom walks

in a disordered m edium . Drosseland K ardar [11]also

providedsim plederivationoftheresults(1,2)andapplied

it to m any physicalsituations involving directed poly-

m ers,butallthatyieldslittleinsightinto thetopological

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306586v1
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propertiesofring polym ers.And weareunawareofany

followersof[14,15,16]who took advantageofthe m ore

recent m athem aticalachievem ents [2,4,5,6,8,9,10].

M eanwhile,an exactly solvable m odelin generalis use-

fulifonly it yields som e insight(s). Upon a closerlook

and re-exam ination ofthe literature,we found thatthe

m odelofwinding can be m ade to m eetthiscriteria,but

ithasnotbeen doneyet.O urplan in thispaperisto re-

considerthe problem from a single com m on view point,

includingboth windingangledistribution and som em ore

physicalaspects.

O uradditionalm otivation arisesfrom thefactthatthe

study oftopologicalconstraintsin polym ersin theyears

and decadesafterthe works[14,15,16]had been dom i-

nated by thephenom enologicalapproachesbased on the

reptation theory [17,18]. At the sam e tim e,a break-

through in m icroscopicunderstanding ofthissubjecthas

not been achieved,and,therefore,the need for exactly

solvablem odelsrem ainshigh.M oreover,apartfrom net-

works,thereisnow anotherlarge\consum er"forpolym er

topology,thisisDNA physics.TheDNA doublehelix is

frequently found in a closed loop form ,it form s knots

ofvariouskinds [19,20],and there are specialenzym es

spending energy to sim plify the entanglem ents[21].

O ne of the key aspects of polym er topology is that

therearetwo typesofquestionsonecan ask,correspond-

ing to annealed and quenched topologicaldisorder,re-

spectively [22].Thebeauty ofthe winding m odel,which

sofarseem storem ain underappreciated,isthatitallows

both typesofquestions:

� The typical annealed topology question is that

about ring closure experim ent and knot probabil-

ities [25,26,27,28,29]: having a linear polym er

with \sticky" ends,whatis the probability to ob-

tain a certain type ofa knotupon �rstm eeting of

the two ends [19,20]? A sim ilar question for the

winding m odelisthis:whatistheprobability that

a random walk on the plane links num ber n (or

winding angle2�n)with an obstacle?

� The typicalquenched topology question is about,

e.g.,the size orotherpropertiesofa polym erhav-

ing a given �xed topology (e.g,knottype)[23,24];

this is necessary,e.g.,to understand the di�usion

ofknotted DNA in solution or in a gel. A s im i-

larquestion forthe winding m odelisthis:given a

polym erwith �xed linking num ber n,whatis the

(root-m ean-squared) average distance of an arbi-

trary pointon the trajectory from O ?

To conclude the introduction, we should also m en-

tion thattheshortcom ingsoftheEdwards-Prager-Frisch

m odelare wellunderstood [31]. Basically, this m odel

assum esthatentanglem entsalgebraically com m utewith

each other, while the real physical situation is non-

Abelian.

This paper is organized as follows. In section III,

we discuss the G reen function form ulation ofthe prob-

lem and derive basic equationsforallm odels -winding

O

O

θ(t)

r

r'

O r

r'θ(t)

a

b

c

FIG .1:Schem aticrepresentattion ofthem odel.(a)Random

walk winding around an obstacle O . Thisobstacle m ightbe

just a point,or it m ight be a disc ofa � nite radius b. (b)

Closed polym erwinding around an obstacle.M athem atically,

thisissim ilarto (a),exceptboth endsare kepttogether.(c)

Sim ilar to (a),exceptthe trajectory cannotleave a \cavity"

ofsom e radiusB .

around thepoint,around thedisc,orinsidethecavity.In

section IV,we show how to re-deriveand generalize the

results(1)and (2).In section V,we considerthe closed

loop polym er,which isthe random walk with connected

ends.In section VI,wem akea few �nalcom m ents.

O urworkisheavyon calculations,even though som eof

thelessim portantonesarerelegatedintoAppendices.As

readers,wedon’tlikesuch heavy papers.Thisiswhy we

startfrom section IIwhich providesan overview ofm ajor

stepsand the resultsforthose readersnotinterested in

details.
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II. B IR D ’S EY E V IEW O F T H E R ESU LT S:FO R

T H E LA ZY R EA D ER W H O D O ES N O T W A N T

T O D W ELL O N T H E C A LC U LA T IO N S

Ifyou,ourreader,do notwantto follow ourcalcula-

tions,thissection o�ersa tourofthe resultsforyou.

To begin with,section III contains no results: it de-

scribes the standard di�usion equation and bilinear ex-

pansion ofitsG reen function overtheappropriatesetof

Besselfunctions. Here,fora \tourist," allthatisneces-

sary to know isthe notation a2=4 adopted forthe di�u-

sion coe�cient,which m eansthatthe root-m ean-square

distance traveled by a walkerduring the tim e tisequal

to a
p
t.

Form ula (14)in section IV A is our�rstsm allresult,

itisa very m ild generalization oftheSpitzerform ula (1)

which takes explicit account of the distances r and r0

ofa polym er(orrandom walk trajectory)endsfrom the

origin (orobstacle)O .Form ula(14)givestheprobability

distribution ofwinding angle � for the random walk of

length twith r and r0 �xed.Likethe Spitzerlaw,ithas

diverging m om ents,such ash�2i.

The very cum bersom e form ula (23)givesa sim ilarre-

sultforthe winding around a discofa �nite radiusb.It

generalizes form ula (2) by keeping explicit track ofpo-

sitions r and r0 ofboth ends. Just like (2),it decays

exponentially and yields �nite values for allm om ents,

e.g., h�2i. O ne utility of this result is the analysis of

cross-overbetween winding around a pointwith in�nite

h�2i and winding around a disc with �nite h�2i. As we

show in Section IV C,when the disc size b goesto zero,

thereopensa widerangeoftim est(seeEq.(26))where

theprobability behavesas� 1=�2 up to � aboutln(a=b),

and only atlarger� exponentialdecay takesover;there-

fore,when we say that h�2i diverges,this really m eans

h�2i� (ln(a=b))
2
atsm allb.

In Section V we go closerto the polym erview on the

subject. For this,we consider that the two ends ofthe

random walk are glued together, so that r = r0 and

� = 2�n,where (positive or negative) integer n is the

linking num ber,the num ber ofturns the polym er ring

m akesaround the obstacle. Figure 2 depicts the statis-

ticalweightofthe polym erconform ationswith the link-

ing num ber n as a function ofr2=t. Q ualitatively,this

exhibitsa behaviorsim ilarto thatofthe knotting prob-

ability as a function ofchain length,because allcases

with n 6= 0 (sim ilarto non-trivialknots)reach m axim al

weightatsom einterm ediate valuesofr and/ort.

Sections V B and V C present our m ost originaland

m ost interesting �ndings. In particular, we consider

the following question. G iven the closed random walk

trajectory ofthe length t, we consider �n - the locus

ofpoints around which the trajectory m akes exactly n

turns. Then, what is the area of�n? W e denote by

�n(t)the average(overthe random walk trajectories)of

thisarea,then form ula (44)providestheexactanswerto

this question. The essence is that �n(t) decreases very

slowly with n,only as1=n2.O fcourse,ideologically this

is sim ilar to the slow decay ofthe Spitzer distribution

(1). Another look at the sam e result is to think about

a virialcoe�cientofa polym erring with a long straight

bar. Theirinteraction istopologicalin nature [25],and

thevirialcoe�cientcan beunderstood asthesurfaceex-

cluded fora polym erring by thepresenceoftheobstacle

ifthering isnotentangled with theobstacle.Thisvirial

coe�cientisthe sum ofall� n(t)with n 6= 0 ,and itis

exactly equalto �ta2=12.

Notethattheform erview of�n(t)correspondsto the

question aboutannealed topologicaldisorder,asitrelates

�n(t) to the probability ofgetting the topologicalstate

n. By contrast,the latter view on the sam e quantities

�n(t) corresponds closer to the idea ofquenched topo-

logicaldisorder,asitre
ectson thephysicalproperty of

the polym erwith given n. Anothersuch physicalquan-

tity isthedistancebetween theobstacleand an arbitrary

pointon thepolym er.Theexactexpression fortheroot-

m ean-square ofsuch distance is given by form ula (48).

Theinteresting aspectofthisresultisthatthisdistance

rem ainsoftheorderofa
p
tand only quite m odestly de-

pendson n,changingfrom approxim ately0:496a
p
twhen

n = 1 to 0:408a
p
twhen n ! 1 .The factthatthisdis-

tancedecreaseswith growing \topologicalcom plexity" n

isnotsurprising,butthefactthatitchangesonlyslightly

isinteresting.O ne could havethoughtthatthe polym er

would consistofn roughly sim ilarloops,leading to the

typicalsize of a
p
t=n. O ur result, therefore, suggests

that even at very large n there rem ains one big loop,

with thelength ofordert,whileallotherloopsaretight

and sm all.Thisisrem iniscentofknottighteningrecently

discussed by K ardarand hisco-workers[35].

In section V D,wem akeabriefcom m enton theelastic

forcesdeveloping in the polym erring eitherpushed too

closeto the obstacleorpulled too faraway from it.

Finally,in the section V E we consider polym er ring

entangledwith a�nitesizeobstacle,and show thatin this

case the distribution over the linking num ber n decays

exponentiallyatlargen,and thecharacteristicn isabout

ln(ta2=b2).

III. G R EEN FU N C T IO N FO R M U LA T IO N

A . Point-like obstacle

Consider a G aussian polym er in 2D or,equivalently,

a random walk in 2D .Suppose �rstthatthe obstacleis

point-like,positioned at O ,the coordinate center. The

statistics oftrajectoriesis fully described by the G reen

function,G

�
~r0

0

�
�
�
�
~r

t

�

,which isthepartition function (or

statisticalweight)ofthe chain having them onom er0 at

~r0 and m onom ertat~r.The G reen function satis�esthe

di�usion equation

@tG

�
~r0

0

�
�
�
�
~r

t

�

=
a2

4
�G

�
~r0

0

�
�
�
�
~r

t

�

+ �(t)�(~r� ~r0); (3)
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where the notationsare standard: � isthe Laplace op-

eratoracting on ~r,a is the m onom er size,tis polym er

length (\tim e").Thenotation a2=4 adopted hereforthe

di�usion coe�cient,which isin facta 2=2d,d being space

dim ension,isconvenientbecauseroot-m ean-squaredend-

to-end distanceofthetrajectorywith noobstaclesequals

exactly a
p
t.TheG reen function can bewritten in term s

ofthe bi-linearexpansion overthe corresponding eigen-

functions. Because our goalis to address the obstacle

atO ,we choose eigenfunctionswith cylindricalsym m e-

try.Theoneswith no singularity atO read J�(�r)e
� {��,

where J�(x)isBesselfunction ofthe �rstkind,r and �

arepolarcoordinatescorresponding to ~r,and � �2 isthe

corresponding eigenvalue.Accordingly,wewrite

G

�
r0;0

0

�
�
�
�
r;�

t

�

=
1

2�

Z 1

0

Z 1

0

e� a
2
�
2
t=4 cos(��)�

� J�(�r)J�(�r
0)�d�d� : (4)

It is worth noting explicitly that only positive � > 0

contributetothisexpansion,becauseJ�(x)with negative

index � issingularatsm allx.

In m ostcasesin m athem aticalphysics,the angular�-

dependence is2�-periodic,m eaning that� and � � 2�n

labeloneand thesam eplaceon theplane.Thisisnotthe

casefortheproblem athand.Indeed,G t(r;0jr
0;�)isthe

statisticalweightoftrajectories(polym erconform ations)

thatstartatapointsom edistancerawayfrom theorigin

O and arriveafter\tim e"tatanotherpointsom er0from

O ,whereitisassum ed thatby the tim etthetrajectory

hasaccum ulated windingangle� around O .Accordingly,

forinstance,� = 0 m eansno turnsaround O ,while � =

2� m eans one turn counterclockwise, � = � 2� is one

turn clockwise,etc.In otherwords,we should treatour

planeasa Riem ann surface,in which case� and � � 2�n

correspond to di�erentlayers.

M ost im m ediately,this m eans that not only integer,

butallpositivevaluesof� m ustbeincluded in thebilin-

earexpansion (4).

It turns out that integration over� can be explicitly

perform ed;thederivation oftherelevantso-called W eber

integral[32]isprovided in the Appendix A. The result

reads:

G

�
r0;0

0

�
�
�
�
r;�

t

�

=
2

�a2t
e� (r

2
+ r

02
)=a

2
t�

�

Z 1

0

cos(��)I�

�
2rr0

a2t

�

d� ; (5)

whereI�(x)isthe m odi�ed Besselfunction.

Itisinstructiveto re-writethelatterform ula by intro-

ducing R -thedistancebetween ~r and ~r0: ~R = ~r� ~r0,or

R 2 = r2 + r0
2
� 2rr0cos�.W e can write

G

�
r0;0

0

�
�
�
�
r;�

t

�

=

�
1

�a2t
e� R

2
=a

2
t

�

W

�

�;
2rr0

a2t

�

; (6)

where

W

�

�;
2rr0

a2t

�

= 2e� 2rr
0
cos�=a

2
t�

�

Z 1

0

cos(��)I�

�
2rr0

a2t

�

d� ; (7)

The �rst factor in the Eq. (6) (in square brackets) is

sim ply the G reen function ofan unrestricted polym er,

or unrestricted random walk; in other words,it is the

statisticalweightofallconform ationsgoing from ~r to~r0.

Therefore,W m easuresthe fraction oftrajectorieswith

winding angle� on the way.

Equations(5-7)werederived by Edwards[14].

B . Finite size obstacle

Consider now an obstacle having the shape ofa disc

with som e �nite radius b. Since the trajectory cannot

m akein�nitely m any turnsaround such obstacle,weex-

pectthatthe probability distribution forthe num berof

turnsshould becom pletely di�erentforthiscaseascom -

pared to the point-likeobstacle.

W e use the sam e m ethod asbefore. Eq. (3)stillap-

plies,butasregardsbi-linerexpansion,Eq.(4),wehave

now di�erentsetofeigenfunctions-the oneswhich sat-

isfy the boundary condition of being equalto zero at

r = b. This boundary condition rem oves alltrajecto-

rieswhich crossthe boundary,or,in otherwords,which

enterthe r < b region. The eigenfunctions,correspond-

ing to the eigenvalue � �2,can be written in the form

Z�(�r;�b)e
{��,where(see Appendix B)

Z�(�r;�b)=
� J�(�r)Y�(�b)+ J�(�b)Y�(�r)q

J2�(�b)+ Y 2
� (�b)

: (8)

HereY�(x)isBesselfunction ofthesecond kind (another

frequently used notation for Y�(x) is N �(x); we adopt

herethenotation used in M athem atica [33]).A few notes

about functions Z are provided in the Appendix B,in-

cludingtheproofthatthesquarerootin thedenom inator

m akesthem correctly norm alized.Using Z,wewritethe

G reen function asa bi-linearexpansion,likeEq.(4):

G

�
r0;0

0

�
�
�
�
r;�

t

�

=
1

2�

Z 1

0

Z 1

0

e
� a

2
�
2
t=4 cos(��)�

� Z�(�r;�b)Z�(�r
0;�b)�d�d� :(9)

Unfortunately,no known analog existsofthe W eberin-

tegralforthe Z-functions,and so,unlike the b= 0 case

above,we were unable to �nd any way to sim plify this

by perform ing eitherofthe two integrations.

Addressing the sam e problem ofwinding around the

disk,Rudnick and Hu [5]havealready found theexpres-

sion for the G reen function. Form ula (9) looks surpris-

inglydi�erentfrom theknownresult[5].In theAppendix

C weshow explicitlythatthesetworesultsareequivalent.

C . W inding inside the cavity

Yet another interesting m odelis shown in Fig. 1(c).

It is a random walk or linearpolym er con�ned in a re-
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stricted volum e,say,inside the disc ofsom e radius B .

Then,absorbingboundary conditionsshould beim posed

on this boundary. Assum ing forsim plicity thatthe ob-

stacleislocated in thecenterofthecon�nem entdisc,we

obtain that Eq. (4) holds,except integration over� at

every � m ust be replaced by the sum over the discrete

spectrum of�n(�)suchthatJ�(�n(�)B )= 0.Asusually,

ast! 1 we can resortto the ground state dom inance

principle,which m eans we can truncate the sum m ation

to one leading term :

G

�
r0;0

0

�
�
�
�
r;�

t

�

’
1

2�

Z 1

0

e
� a

2
�
2

�
t=4B

2

cos(��)�

� J�(��r=B )J�(��r
0=B )d� ; (10)

where�� isthesm allestrootoftheBesselfunction J�(�).

IV . W IN D IN G A N G LE D IST R IB U T IO N :

SP IT ZER LAW A N D R ELA T ED R ESU LT S

A . W inding around a point (b= 0)

Theauthorsoftheworks[1,2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10],ex-

am ined the problem ofwinding angledistribution in the

following form ulation. Suppose the walker starts som e

distancerfrom theorigin,and supposeweareinterested

in the winding angle distribution irrespective ofr0,the

distancefrom theorigin to thetrajectory end.Form ally,

such probability distribution isobtained via suitable in-

tegration ofthe G reen function overr0:

W (�)/

Z 1

0

G

�
r;0

0

�
�
�
�
r0;�

t

�

r0dr0 : (11)

In theAppendix D,weshow how to usetheW eberinte-

gralto follow thispath.

Unfortunately,in som e other cases considered below,

such aswinding around a non-zero size disc (b6= 0),we

don’thavethe advantageofthe W eberintegralsim pli�-

cation from Eq.(4)to Eq.(5),which m akestheexplicit

integration ofthe G reen function over r0 di�cult. Be-

sides,forpolym erapplicationsitisnaturalto keep track

ofthe end position as long as possible. This is why it

isusefulto see how we can re-derive the Spitzerlaw (1)

directly from Eq. (4),notresorting to Eq. (5). This is

whatweshalldo now.

W enotethatintegration over� in Eq.(4)ise�ectively

truncated at �2 � 4=ta2. W hen tis large enough,this

leads to both �r and �r0 being sm all. Then the Bessel

function can be replaced by the �rstterm ofits expan-

sion,J�(�) ’
1

�(1+ �)

�
�

2

��
. After that,the integration

over� iseasily perform ed,yielding

G

�
r0;0

0

�
�
�
�
r;�

t

�

’
1

�ta2

Z 1

0

�
rr0

ta2

� �
cos(��)

�(1+ �)
d� :

(12)

Assum ing rr0=ta2 � 1 (see the discussion a few lines

below),we see thatthe integralover� isdom inated by

sm all� in which area we can set�(1+ �)’ 1. In this

approxim ation,theintegration over� iselem entary,and

resultsin

G

�
r0;0

0

�
�
�
�
r;�

t

�

’
1

�ta2

ln
�
ta2=rr0

�

(ln(ta2=rr0))
2
+ �2

: (13)

Thisisthe Cauchy distribution forthe winding angle

W (�)=
1

�

1

1+ x2
;x =

�

ln(ta2=rr0)
: (14)

This result is sim ilar,but not identicalto the Spitzer

form ula (1). The di�erence is in the de�nition ofthe

scaling variable x: form ula (14),unlike (1),keepstrack

ofthecoordinatesr and r0 ofthetrajectory ends.Aswe

have already m entioned,this willbe usefulfor polym er

applications. Note,however,that we cannot integrate

overr0 asin Eq.(11),because form ula (14)wasderived

underthe assum ption thatr0 isnottoo large.

How then can werecovertheSpitzerlaw (1)from Eq.

(14)? W hatwe should do isto note thatone trajectory

end is �xed at the distance independent oft,while the

otheris free,m eaning thatr � a and r0 � a
p
t. Then,

we have for the scaling quantity x in form ula (14) x =

�
�
ln
�
ta2=rr0

�
’ 2�=lnt, which is indeed exactly the

sam easin Eq (1).

O therinteresting extrem esareasfollows:

� Ifr � a and r � at,then the \width" ofthe dis-

tribution gets very sm all. This is the closest ap-

proxim ation G aussian m odelcan provide for the

ideathatfully stretched polym erdoesnothaveany

freedom to wind around the obstacle.O fcourse,a

G aussian polym er cannot be fully stretched,this

iswhy,say,h�2i,rem ainsdivergenteven when the

\width" goesto zero.

� A sim ilarsituation isrealized when r � r0 � a
p
t:

windingissuppressed when theobstacleisrem oved

to the periphery ofthe coil. Note that Eq. (14)

should notbeused atlargerr,when �risnotsm all

and the Besselfunction cannotbe expanded.

� Ifboth r � a and r0 � a,then the result is only

di�erentfrom Eq. (1)by a factorof2 in the de�-

nition ofx;in this case,x = �=lnt. Thatm eans,

�xing both endsand notallowing them to wander

freely reducesthe \width" by half.

B . W inding around a disc (b> 0)

Forwindingaround adiscof�niteradiusb,wecan use

the sam e m ethod. W hen t is large enough,integration

over� in Eq.(9)isdom inated by sm all�.Accordingly,

wecan resortto thesm all� expansion ofZ�(�r;�b)(see

Eq.(B19)and the discussion in the Appendix B):
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Z�(�r;�b)’
(r=b)� � (r=b)� �

r h�
�b

2

��
�(1� �)�

�
�b

2

�� �
�(1+ �)

i2
+ 2��tan

��

2

: (15)

Accordingly,the �-dependentfactorin the G reen function (9)can be presented in the form e� g(�),where

g(�)=
�2ta2

4
+ ln

0

@

"�
�b

2

� �

�(1� �)�

�
�b

2

� � �

�(1+ �)

#2

+ 2��tan
��

2

1

A : (16)

Provided that� < 1 (which is justi�ed a few lines below),itis notdi�cult to establish thatg(�)hasa m inim um ,

which dom inatesintegration over� atlarge t.Straightforward di�erentiation yieldsforthe the corresponding � the

condition

�2ta2 = 4�

�
�b

2

�� 2�
�2(1+ �)�

�
�b

2

�2�
�2(1� �)

�
�b

2

�� 2�
�2(1+ �)+

�
�b

2

�2�
�2(1� �)� 2��cot��

: (17)

Thisequation hasjustonesolution which atlargetcor-

respondsto sm all�.M oreaccurately,thesolution reads

�a

2
’

8
><

>:

p
�

t
when �ln(ta2=b2)� 1

q
1

tln(ta2=b2)
when �ln(ta2=b2)� 1

: (18)

Asitturnsout,theintegralover� isdom inated by � �

1
�
ln
�
ta2=b2

�
,so only the lowerline ofthe Eq. (18) is

relevant.Forsm all�,theexpression forZ� Eq.(15)can

be furthersim pli�ed:

Z�(�r;�b)’
sinh(�ln(r=b))

sinh(�ln(2=�b))
: (19)

Then,replacing e� g(�) with itsm axim alvalue,wearrive

atthe following expression forthe G reen function:

G

�
r0;0

0

�
�
�
�
r;�

t

�

= A

Z 1

0

d� cos(��)�

�
sinh

�
�ln r

b

�
sinh

�
�ln r

0

b

�

sinh
2
�
�

2
ln ta2

b2

� (20)

plussom elogarithm iccorrections.In A weaccum ulated

allthe uninteresting constant prefactors,which do not

depend on �,r,r0,and b.

Now,considering thisintegralover�,we have to jus-

tify allthe assum ptions and approxim ations which we

m ade on the way. First and forem ost,the assum ption

that � is sm allis justi�ed by the rapid convergence of

the integral (20). Indeed, at large � all three sinh’s

can bereplaced by positiveexponentials,leaving uswith

exp

h
� �

�
ln ta

2

b2
� lnr

b
� lnr

0

b

�i
. Since rr0 � ta2, the

latter two logarithm s in the round brackets should be

neglected. That m eans, the convergence of the inte-

gral(20) is controlled by the sinh in the denom inator,

which e�ectively truncatesintegration at� sm allerthan

1=ln
�
ta2=b2

�
.Thisisvery good news.Firstofall,since

1=ln
�
ta2=b2

�
� 1,this justi�es the sm all� sim pli�ca-

tion perform ed in form ula (19). Second ofall,this also

justi�estheuseofthelowerlinein theexpression (18)for

the saddle point. Third,since only sm all� contribute,

the validity condition for the expansion ofBesselfunc-

tionsin the �rststep ofEq.(15),which generally reads

(�r)
2
� 1+ �,can be sim pli�ed to r2 � a2t(and sim i-

larly r0
2
� a2t).

Thus,allapproxim ationsleadingtotheexpression (20)

are self-consistent. The only task leftisto evaluate the

integral(20).Thistask getseasierifweusethenotations

� =
2� ln r

b

ln ta2

b2

; �0=
2� ln r

0

b

ln ta2

b2

; x =
2�

ln ta2

b2

: (21)

Then,form ula (20)istransform ed into the following ex-

pression for the probability distribution ofthe winding

angle �,or,better,ofthe scaling variable x,at �xed r

and r0:

W (�)=
�

2��0

Z + 1

� 1

sinh(��=�)sinh(��0=�)

sinh
2
�

e{x�d� ;

(22)

where we have re-introduced the norm alization factor,

such that
R+ 1
� 1

W (�)dx = 1. This integralcan be re-

duced tothein�nitesum ofresiduescorrespondingtothe

polesalong the im aginary axeson the com plex �-plane.

In turn,the resulting sum (which isthe com bination of

severalgeom etricseries)iseasyforM athem atica [33],but

can be also com puted by hand. O ne way or the other,

hereisthe result:
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W (�)=
�

2��0

�xsinh�x sin� sin�0+ �sin�0 [cos�0� cos� cosh�x]+ �0sin� [cos� � cos�0 cosh�x]

[cosh�x � cos(� � �0)]� [cosh�x � cos(� + �0)]
: (23)

The result (23) is unfortunately quite cum bersom e,al-

though itissym m etric and in som e waysquite nice.Its

beauty isrevealed by consideration ofvariouslim its.As

we learned in the case ofpoint-like obstacle,the m ost

interesting lim itiswhen chain end isfree,m eaning that

r0 � a
p
t. Then,provided only thatta2 � b2 -which is

necessary,asthewalkerm usthavetraveled m uch farther

than the obstacle size b,we get�0’ �. In thiscase,we

get

W (�)=
�

2

sin�=�

cosh�x + cos�

�! 0
� !

�=4

cosh
2
(�x=2)

; (24)

wherein the lattertransform ation wealso noted thatas

the trajectory starting point is �xed,r is independent

of t, or � ! 0 at large t. Thus, we recover form ula

(2).Im portantly,thede�nition ofscaling variablex (21)

becom es identicalto that in (2),again under the sam e

condition ta2 � b2.

Asin the case ofpoint-like obstacle,otherinteresting

extrem esareasfollows:

� Both r� a
p
tand r0� a

p
t.In fact,thiscaseison

the border ofapplicability ofour approxim ations,

but qualitatively the result holds. Indeed, W (�)

becom es very narrow,and approaches �(x). This

m eans,no turns are possible around the obstacle

which isaway from the random walk trajectory.

� Another case, and also a border case in term s

ofapplicability ofour approxim ations,is r � at

or r0 � at, im plying an exponentially im proba-

ble straight trajectory. The distribution is again

sharply localized atsm allx.

� Both r and r0 are independent oft,m eaning that

both � ’ 0 and �0 ’ 0. Thiscase issafely within

the lim itsofapplicability.Then,

W (�)=
�

2

�xsinh�x + 2(1� cosh�x)

(1� cosh�x)
2

: (25)

Asin the b= 0 case,thisdistribution,asone can

easily check,isexactly twotim esm orenarrow than

thatof(2).Inthiscase,unlikeb= 0,thisstatem ent

can beform alized by lookingatthesecond m om ent

ofthe distributions (2) and (25),which (in term s

ofx)turnsoutequal1=3 and 2=3,respectively.

C . b! 0 lim it: applicability conditions ofthe

Spitzer form ula

AccordingtotheEqs.(1)and (2),windingangledistri-

bution has�nite varianceatb6= 0 and diverging in�nite

varianceatb= 0.Theseequationsleaveitunclearwhat

happens when the obstacle getssm allerand sm aller,or

when bdecreasesand approaches0.Itisinstructiveand

interestingtouseform ula(23)toseewhatreallyhappens

when b! 0.

The im portant part ofour analysis here is to realize

thatso farwehavebeen using severaldi�erently de�ned

scaling variablesx: see Eqs. (1),(2),(14),(21). So far,

itwas(hopefully) clearfrom the contextin every place

which x we have in m ind. Now,when we exam ine the

b ! 0 lim it, we shallface severalofthese di�erent x

sim ultaneously,so we m ust be certain as to which x is

which.Fortherestofthissection,weadoptthenotation

in which each x islabeled with thenum berofthede�ning

equation:x1,x14,x21 (note,thatx2 isexactly the sam e

as x1: x1 � x2). In particular,x in form ula (23)is,of

course,x21.

Speaking ofdi�erentde�nitionsofx,weshould realize

thatso farwehavebeen presenting probability distribu-

tions W (�) norm alized with respect to integration over

the corresponding x. For our purposes now,it is m ore

convenient to use the norm alization condition with re-

spectto angle�:
R1
� 1

W (�)d� = 1.Fortheform ula(23),

this m eans the factor 2=ln(ta2=b2) should be incorpo-

rated;wedo notre-writethe form ula forbrevity.

The m ain reason why the di�erence between various

x was unim portant so far is that at t ! 1 allde�ni-

tionsconverge to the sam e: x14 ! x21 ! x1 = 2�=lnt.

However,when b! 0,there appearsa very broad inter-

m ediaterangeoftim estsuch thatalthough ta2 � b2 (the

trajectory is long enough to wind around the obstacle),

buttb2 � a2:

a2=b2 � t� b2=a2 : (26)

Thisistherangewhich wem ustexam ine.In thisrange,

to the leading approxim ation,x21 does not depend on

tim e:

x21 =
2�

ln ta2

b2

’
�

ln(a=b)
: (27)

Furtherm ore,there is a broad range ofwinding angle �

in which x21 issm all.

Now,weshould look atthequantities� and �0.W hen

b! 0,both ofthem turn outto beslightly below �.For

instance,

� =
2� ln r

b

ln ta2

b2

= �
ln a

b
+ ln r

a

ln a

b
+ 1

2
lnt

� � � � ; (28)

where

� =
ln ta

2

r2

2ln a

b

� 1 : (29)
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Sim ilarly,�0= � � �0,with sim ilarly de�ned �0� 1.

Thus,wecan sim plify form ula(23)resortingto expan-

sion ofboth num eratorand denom inatoroverthepowers

ofx21,�,and �0. In fact,as we see from Eqs. (27,28)

allthese expansionsare onesoverthe inverse powersof

ln(a=b),and we keep the leading term s only. Incorpo-

rating, as explained above, the factor 2=ln(ta2=b2) ’

1=ln(a=b)to establish the norm alization
R1
� 1

W (�)d� =

1,we�nally get

W (�) ’
1

ln a

b

�

�
2

2
(� � �0)

2
(� + �0)+ �

4

2
(� + �0)x221

�2

2
(� � �0)

2
(� + �0)

2
+ �4

2

h
(� + �0)

2
+ (� � �0)

2
i
x2
21
+ �6

2
x4
21

=

=
1

�

�

ln
r0

r

� 2

ln
ta2

rr0
| {z }

+ ln ta
2

rr0
�2

�

ln
r0

r

� 2 �

ln
ta2

rr0

� 2

| {z }

+

2

4
�

ln
r0

r

� 2

| {z }

+
�
ln ta2

rr0

�2

3

5 �2 + �4

’
1

�

ln ta
2

rr0

�
ln ta2

rr0

�2
+ �2

: (30)

Forthe two lattersteps,we haveplugged in the explicit

expressions for �, �0 (28), and x21 (27), and then ne-

glected the � � �0 � ln(r0=r) term s (which we have un-

derbraced in the interm ediate form ula). The result is

exactly thesam easform ula (14)(exceptitisnorm alized

with respectto integration over�).

From ouranalysis,we can now understand the cross-

overbetween Eqs. (2)and (1). Speci�cally,the Spitzer

form ula (1)and its generalization (14)apply aslong as

two conditionsare m et:t� a2=b2 and � � ln(a=b). At

longertim esand/orlargerangles,theexponentialtailof

thedistribution takesover.Forinstance,when wesaythe

h�2i diverges for winding around a very sm allobstacle,

thisreally m eansh�2i� (ln(a=b))
2
.

D . W inding inside a cavity

W e start from Eq. (10). It is not di�cult to realize

that �� (the sm allest zero of J�(�)) increases with �.

Therefore,when t gets large,the integration over � is

dom inated by sm all�,asin allpreviouscases.Atsm all

�,�� isa sm ooth non-singularfunction,wecan linearize

it:�� ’ �0+ ��
0
0.Num erically,�0 � 2:405and �00 � 1:543.

To the sam e approxim ation, J�(��r=B ) ’ J0(�0r=B ).

Therefore,evaluation oftheintegralin Eq.(10)becom es

trivial,and the resultreads

G

�
r0;0

0

�
�
�
�
r;�

t

�

’
1

2
J0

�
�0r

B

�

J0

�
�0r

0

B

�

W (�); (31)

where the probability distribution ofthe winding angle

isgiven by

W (�)=
1

�

ta2�0�
0
0=2B

2

(ta2�0�
0
0
=2B 2)

2
+ �2

: (32)

Thedecoupling oftheendsr and r0 in form ula (31)is

notsurprising,thisisthepropertyofrandom walklocked

in a restricted volum e, and it is due to the fact that

correlationsare broken every tim e thatthe trajectory is

re
ected from the cavity border. Asregardsprobability

distribution ofwindingangle,itisonceagain theCauchy

distribution,however,the scaling variableinvolves�=
p
t

instead of�=lntforthe random walk in an unrestricted

space.Thisisalso becausecorrelationsarebroken every

tim e that the trajectory hits the border. O ne can say

that pieces ofrandom walk with length about (B =a)2

actindependently ofeach other.

Thisgivesrisetothefollowingsim plescalingargum ent

providingan insightintotheresult(31).Thewindingan-

gle distribution forevery \blob" ofthe length � (B =a)2

isgiven by theSpitzerform ula (1),with thereplacem ent

t! (B =a)2.Now,wehavet=(B =a)2 ofsuch blobs.Since

blobsareindependent,theprobability distribution ofthe

sum ofallwinding anglesofallblobsisgiven asa convo-

lution. In otherwords,Fouriertransform ofthe Spitzer

distribution foroneblob,which ise� j�jln(B =a)
2

,m ustbe

taken to the power t=(B =a)2. Apart from logarithm ic

corrections,thisreturnsthe result(31).

Thus,the reason why h�2i diverges for the polym er

inside the cavity is because every blob can m ake m any

turnsaround thepoint-likeobstacleon a sm allscale,be-

foreeverhitting the borderofthe cavity.

V . R IN G P O LY M ER :

ED W A R D S-P R A G ER -FR ISC H M O D EL

W e now wantto m ake one step closerto the attem pt

ofgaining insightinto thepropertiesofclosed ring poly-

m ers. O ne way in thisdirection would be to say thata

ring polym er is the random walk trajectory whose end

pointshappen to coincide,nam ely r = r0 and � = 2�n,
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whereintegern (positive,negative,orzero)isthelinking

num ber(num berofturns).O urresults(14,23,25,32)are

suitable for this,and we shalldo it. It turns out also

useful,however,to derive som e additionalresults inde-

pendently. In particular,som e ofthe results below are

exact(notasym ptotically exact,butjustexact).

A . Point-like obstacle: a ring w ith one m onom er

anchored

Thus,wereturn to Eqs.(6,7),and usethem thistim e

to write down the statistical weight of the ring poly-

m erconform ationswith linking num bern and with one

m onom er�xed atthe distancer from O :

G n(r;t) � G

�
r;0

0

�
�
�
�
r;2�n

t

�

=
1

�a2t
W n(�); (33)

W n(�) = 2e� �
Z 1

0

cos(2�n�)I�(�)d� ; � =
2r2

a2t
:

In this form ula,G n(r;t) is the statisticalweight ofthe

ring with n turns,while the prefactor1=�a2tisthe sta-

tisticalweight ofa ring with no topologicalconstraints

[41]. Therefore,W n(�) is the probability that polym er

ring �xed atone pointr m akesn turns around the ob-

stacle. In the Appendix E we check explicitly that W n

satis�esthe norm alization condition asa probability.

Sim ilarly to what we did before,we can address the

case ta2 � r2,or � � 1. In this case,we truncate the

sm all� expansion ofI�(�) ’ (�=2)
�
=�(1 + �),replace

�(1+ �)’ 1 (com pareEq.(D1)),and then obtain

W n(�)’ 2(1� �)
ln(2=�)

(ln(2=�))
2
+ 4�2n2

; � ! 0 : (34)

O fcourse,thisisnothing else butthe \discrete" version

ofthe Spitzerdistribution. However,m erely taking � =

2�n in Eq.(14)isnotenough,asthenorm alizationfactor

in (14) corresponds to
R+ 1
� 1

W (�)d� = 1,while in Eq.

(34)itcorrespondsto
P + 1

n= � 1
W n(�)= 1.

Fora polym er,itm akesperfectsenseto exam ine also

theoppositeextrem e,� � 1.Thecorresponding asym p-

totics are easy to derive from the som ewhat sim pli�ed

expression forW n(�).

W e can a�ord furthersim pli�cation ofthe expression

Eq. (34) for W n(�) resorting to the following integral

representation ofthe m odi�ed Besselfunction [34]:

I�(�) =
1

2�

Z �

� �

e� cos�cos(��)d� �

�
sin(��)

�

Z 1

0

e� � cosh u� �udu ; (35)

which is generally valid at jArg�j� �=2 and <� > 0.

Both ofthese conditionsare m etin ourcase.Substitut-

ing this into the Eq. (34),one can easily perform the

integration over� yielding

W n(�) = �n0 +

Z 1

0

du e� �(1+ cosh u)� (36)

�

"
2n � 1

u2 + �2 (2n � 1)
2
�

2n + 1

u2 + �2 (2n + 1)
2

#

;

where � n0 is the K roneckersym bol(1 forn = 0 and 0

otherwise).Thelatterresultforn = 0isworth re-writing

separately:

W 0(�)= 1� 2

Z 1

0

e� �(1+ coshu)

u2 + �2
du : (37)

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0.010 0.02

0.145

0.15

0.155

0.16

0.165

0.0792

0.0794

0.0796

0.0798

0.0800

0 1·10-5 2·10-5 3·10-5

W0(ξ)
W1(ξ)

W2(ξ)

FIG .2: W n(�) is the probability to form a link of order

n with the point-like obstacle provided thatone ofthe chain

pointsis� xed atthedistanceraway from theobstacle,where

� = 2r2=a2t,tbeing the chain length. The plotspresentthe

result ofnum ericalintegration based on form ula (36). The

plot ofW 0(�) is presented in the m ain � gure. Wn(�) with

n > 0 would not be seen wellin this scale. For both W 1(�)

and W 2(�),we show theinset,each presenting thevicinity of

them axim um ;thecorrespondingplaceson them ain � gureare

shown bytinydark rectangles.Howeversm allm ayseem every

particularW n(�),itshould beborn in m ind thattogetherthey

sum up to 1� W 0(�).

Equations (36,37) are convenient enough to address

the � � 1 extrem e.Indeed,when � islarge,the integral

converges at sm allu,which allows us to neglect u ev-

erywhereexceptin theexponentialfactor,wherewecan

also truncate the coshu ’ 1+ u2=2.Thisyields:

W n(�)’

8
><

>:

p
2=�3

4n2� 1

e
� 2�

p
�
; n 6= 0

1�
p
2=�3 e

� 2�

p
�
; n = 0

� ! 1 (38)

Thus,com paring(34)and (38)allW n(�)startat0at� =

0and grow veryrapidlyatsm all�.Atn = 0,W 0(�)keeps

increasing m onotonically with �,and W 0(�)approaches

the saturation levelof1, while allW n(�) with n 6= 0

decreaseand rapidly dieawayatlarge�.O bviously,each

of them goes through a m axim um . It is not di�cult

to establish thatthe m axim um ofW n(�)correspondsto

� � 1=cosh(�
p
4n2 � 1)which atlargen correspondsto
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� � e� 2�n. Thisisconsistentwith the factthatsm all�

asym ptoticsEq.(34)isvalid at� � e� 2�n.

Eq.(36)allowsalsostraightforwardnum ericalintegra-

tion which resultsin the plotsshown in the Fig.2.

B . R ing polym er entangled w ith a point

Forthering polym er,itisnotvery naturalto consider

one m onom er being �xed at r; allm onom ers ofa ring

are equivalent. Accordingly,it is naturalto de�ne the

quantity

�n(t)=

Z 1

0

W n(�)2�rdr =
�a2t

2

Z 1

0

W n(�)d� : (39)

W hatis�n(t)? Thisquantityhastheunitsofsurfacearea

and can be interpreted in the following way. Suppose

a ring polym er m oves freely on the plane within som e

large area A (m uch largerthan the polym ersize,so the

polym er is not restricted in term s ofits conform ation).

Consideroneparticularconform ation ofourpolym erand

then choose a random pointO within A. Then �n=A is

theprobability thatpolym erm akesan n-fold link around

O .W eexpectphysically that�0 should belarge,alm ost

as large as A. This is also seen directly from the Eq.

(37): when integrated over the whole area A,the �rst

term (unity) yields just A. This is because when O is

outside the coil,there m ay notbe any topologicallinks.

Ifand only ifthe random pointO islocated within the

polym ercoilcan therebeanytopologicallink.Therefore,

�0 should be less than A by a quantity ofthe order of

thecoilgyration radiussquared,which isoftheorderta2.

O n the otherhand,�n with n 6= 0 should be them selves

oforderta2,oreven sm aller.

Another way ofunderstanding of�n(t) is this. Con-

siderone particularconform ation ofa ring and consider

thesetofpoints�n such thatthepolym erm akeslinking

with n turns around every point of�n. Then,�n(t) is

thesurfacearea,orthem easure,associated with theset

�n.

Trying to com pute �n(t), we can resort to either of

theexpressions(34)or(36).Letus�rstexplorethe�rst

possibility:

�n(t)= �ta
2

Z 1

0

e
� �

Z 1

0

cos(2�n�)I�(�)d�d� : (40)

Here,we facea di�culty,becausethe integral

Z 1

0

e� �I�(�)d� (41)

divergesatlarge�.W hatisthephysicalm eaningofthis?

O fcourse,thisisbecause�0(t)iscloseto A,or,in other

words,it is divergentunless we take into account over-

allvolum e restriction. W e conclude,therefore,thatthe

integral(41)divergesfora good reason:thisisbecause

unlinked polym erisfreeto m oveaway from theobstacle,

m aking �0 aslargeas(alm ost)A.

Thishintson theway to circum venttheproblem .Let

us assum e that the polym er is attached to the point O

by a very weak spring. Since such polym er does not

m ove away even when there areno topologicallinks,we

expectthateven �0 should rem ain �nite,independentof

A.Indeed,instead of(41)wehavenow

Z 1

0

e� ��I�(�)d� =
1

p
�2 � 1

�
� +

p
�2 � 1

�� (42)

which converges atany � > 1;here� � 1 isthee�ective

spring constant. O fcourse,we willtake � ! 1 at the

end. Perform ing the rem aining integration over �,we

arriveat

�n(t;�)=
�ta2 ln

�
� +

p
�2 � 1

�

p
�2 � 1

h
(2�n)2 +

�
ln
�
� +

p
�2 � 1

��2i

(43)

Asexpected,the� ! 1lim itcan now beperform ed with

no di�cultiesatevery n 6= 0,yielding �nally

�n(t)=
ta2

4�

1

n2
; n 6= 0 : (44)

Accordingly,

�0(t)= A �
X

n6= 0

�n(t)= A �
�

12
ta2 : (45)

That result exactly can be also obtained plugging Eq.

(36)into the Eq.(39),although,som ewhatsurprisingly,

calculationsarem oreinvolved along thisroute.

W ewould liketorem ind toourreaderonceagain,that

�n(t)=A isthe probability to have linking num bern for

thepolym erofthelength t.Astheprobability distribu-

tion,�n hasthepeculiaritythatallitsm om entsobviously

diverge,even justthe averagelinking num berisin�nite.

It is not di�cult to trace this back to the fact that in-

�nitely 
exiblepolym er,asrepresented by theBrownian

random walk trajectory,can m ake in�nitely m any turns

around a point-like obstacle. W e shalladdressthis fur-

therlater.

It is worth em phasizing that the results (44,45) are

exact,theirvalidity doesnotrequireeven thattislarge

-they areexactatany t.

C . H ow far is the ring from the point-like obstacle?

O ne m ore interesting quantity to look at is hr2i: the

m ean squared distanceofoneparticularpointon thering

totheobstacle,O .Todeterm inetheprobabilitydistribu-

tion forr,wenotethat�n(t)playstheroleofa partition

function.The probability density forr reads

G

�
0;r

0

�
�
�
�
2�n;r

t

�

R1
0

G

�
0;r

0

�
�
�
�
2�n;r

t

�

2�rdr

=
W n(�)

�n(t)
: (46)
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W hen com puting hr2i from this,form ula (43) com es in

handy,ashr2iisbasically the derivativeof�n(t;�)with

respectto � at� = 1:

hr2i =
�

�n(t)

�
a2t

2

� 2 Z 1

0

W n(�)�d� =

= �
a2t

2�n(t)

@�n(t;�)

@�

�
�
�
�
�= 1

: (47)

Straightforward calculation yields

hr2i=
a2t

6

�

1+
3

2�n2

�

: (48)

The resultisinteresting.Surprisingly,itgoesto a �nite

constantproportionalto theunperturbed coilsizeta2 in

the lim it ofvery strong linking,n ! 1 . This should

be understood by noting thateven very largenum berof

turns willbe produced by a shortpiece ofa trajectory,

leaving a long part,oftheordert,unentangled,with the

sizeofordera2t.

This is rem iniscent ofthe recent �ndings by K ardar

and hisco-workers[35]in which they claim thatin m any

casesrealknotsin threedim ensionalpolym ericloopsare

entropically dom inated by conform ationswith the knot

tightened in a shortpiece ofpolym er,and with the rest

ofthe polym er
uctuating freely with no knots.

D . Force

W hen winding m odelwas�rstintroduced in thepoly-

m erphysics[14,15,16],itwasdonem ostly in connection

with problem s related to the rubber elasticity. Accord-

ingly,elasticforce,orforce-extension curve,wasthe pri-

m ary subjectofinterest. In case ofDNA,such a curve

can bealsom easured usingsom esortofasinglem olecule

technique [36]. Although both in rubbersand in DNAs

realforces have both entropic and enthalpic contribu-

tions,in thewinding m odeltheforcehaspurely entropic

nature and,therefore,itisproportionalto kB T in stan-

dard notations,where kB isBoltzm ann constantand T

is absolute tem perature. In our notations,the force fn
which should be applied to the polym er to keep one of

itslinksa certain distance r from the obstacle O atthe

�xed topologicalinvariantn isgiven by

fn

kB T
= �

@lnW n

@r
= �

4r

ta2W n

@W n

@�
: (49)

W e have notfound any sim ple closed expression forthe

force,in this sense we m ake really no progress on this

pointcom pared to the papers[14,15,16].Nevertheless,

qualitatively,one glance at the Figure 2 is su�cient to

realizethattheforcef0 ofan unentangled ring isalways

positive. This isobviously because this ring is topolog-

ically repelling the obstacle. O n the other hand,when

n 6= 0,theforceispositive,correspondstorepulsion,only

when r(or�)issm allenough.Atlargerr(or�),theforce


ips sign and becom es negative,which obviously corre-

spondsto theelasticstresscaused in thepolym erringby

an attem ptto pullitaway from the obstaclewith which

the ring isentangled.

E. R ing polym er entangled w ith a �nite size disc

For the obstacle of�nite radius b,we were unable to

obtain exactanswerssim ilarto Eqs.(44)or(48).Allwe

can do forthiscaseisto resortto the asym ptotic calcu-

lations.O ne ofthe advantagesofthe �nite size obstacle

m odelisthatitallowsto exam ine both asym ptotics,we

callthem looseentanglem entand tightentanglem ent,re-

spectively. The form er regim e is realized when the size

ofthe obstacle b issm allerthan typicalpolym ercoildi-

m ension at1=2,and,m oreover,when m inim allength nec-

essary to m ake n turns,2�bn,isstillsm allcom pared to

at1=2: nb � at1=2. In this case,calculationsare sim ilar

to those ofSection IV B.In the opposite extrem e,when

nb� at1=2,polym erhasto besigni�cantly stretched out

to m ake alln turns. Thiscorrespondsto the fartailof

winding angle distribution,which is usually not exam -

ined and which wedid notconsiderin Section IV B.

1. Loose entanglem ent

Allwecan doforthiscaseistoresorttotheasym ptotic

calculationssim ilarto thoseofSection IV B.In fact,the

calculations are alm ost identical, and at the end they

return essentially theresult(25),with theonly di�erence

in the norm alization factor. Speci�cally,the probability

to havelinking num bern isproportionalto

W n /
�xn sinh�xn + 2(1� cosh�xn)

(1� cosh�xn)
2

: (50)

where the om itted norm alization factorm ustbe de�ned

such that
P 1

n= � 1
W n = 1,and where

xn =
4�n

ln ta2

b2

: (51)

Sim ilarly,although we cannot�nd the exactexpression

for the value of�n(t),but the estim ate reads �n(t) ��
�b2 + r2W n

�
r� a

p
t
.

Thus, quantities such as W n and �n(t) decay expo-

nentially atvery largen,and the characteristicn where

exponentialdecay startsisaboutln(ta2=b2).Thislatter

quantity estim ates also the characteristic linking num -

berin anothersense,de�ned asthe rootm ean squared,p
hn2i.Thisisan interesting and som ewhatunexpected

result.Indeed,onecould havenaively expected thatthe

characteristicvalueofn should beproportionaltota2=b2.

Indeed, we expect that one turn around the obstacle

should be sim ilar to walking a distance about 2�b � b,

which requires a tim e � � b2=a2,im plying the num ber
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ofturnsto be aboutt=�. Instead,we are getting som e-

thing likeln(t=�).Thishappensbecausea largeportion

ofthechain length deviatesm uch furtheraway from the

obstaclethan b,and itm akesturnsaround am uch larger

circum ference.Thisonceagain suggeststhatknottight-

ening [35]occurseven in thiscase ofa disc-likeobstacle

with excluded volum e.

Sim ilar to our discussion in section IV C,we can un-

derstand what happens when b ! 0. In this case,

there appears a wide intervalofpolym er chain lengths

b2=a2 � t� a2=b2 in which,say,�n(t) decays only as

1=n2 in thewideintervalofn,up to a largevalueofn of

aboutln(a=b).

2. Tightentanglem ent

Thetightentanglem entregim eisrealizedwhen n2b2 �

ta2. In this case,polym er barely has enough length to

m ake n turnsaround the obstacle. O bviously,the dom -

inant polym er conform ations are those tightly wound

around the obstacle.Thisregim eissim ilarto ray optics

[38]. Indeed,ifone searchesforthe solution ofdi�usion

equation (3) in the form G = exp[s(~r;t)]and assum es

thats is(in a propersense)a slowly changing function,

then the so-called eikonalequation fors results:

�
@s

@t
=
a2

6

�
~r s

�2
: (52)

Forthesystem athand,nam ely a polym erwith winding

angle � around the obstacle of radius b, this equation

allowsforthe exactsolution:

s=
3

2a2

L2

t
; (53)

whereL istheshortestdistancebetween �xed endscon-

sistentwith the topologicalconstraint(thatis,with the

given winding angle):

L = b(� � # � #
0)+

p
r2 � b2 +

p
r0

2
� b2 : (54)

Here,# and #0 aredeterm ined by theconditionscos# =

b=r and cos#0 = b=r0. Both these conditions and the

solution itselfare quite easy to establish based on the

geom etrypresented in the�gure3.Itisalsoeasytocheck

by directdi�erentiation thatform ulas(53,54)presentan

exactsolution ofthe eikonalequation (52).

F. R ing polym er inside a cavity

O ur discussion in the previous section is additionally

illum inated by the problem ofa ring polym erentangled

with an obstacle while con�ned in a cavity ofthe radius

B . In this case,the result (32) directly applies,apart

from the replacem ent� ! 2�n,and the propernorm al-

ization factor.W eseethatin thiscasethecharacteristic

r

b ϑ

FIG .3: Tight entanglem ent,or "ray optics" lim it. In this

� gure,for the ease ofdrawing,we assum e that the polym er

m akes just a little m ore than one turn around the obstacle,

while its endsare � xed atthe given points. D istance to one

end r and the corresponding angle # are shown in the � gure;

sim ilardistancer0 and angle#0 arenotshown to sim plify the

� gure.

value ofn is proportionalto ta2=B 2. This num ber can

be understood by saying that polym er is con�ned to a

tube ofthewidth D = B and length L = nB ,wherethe

typicaln m ustbe determ ined such thatcon�nem enten-

tropy is sim ilarly contributed by chain squeezing across

the tube and stretching along the tube (com pare sim i-

larargum entsin [39]). The con�nem ententropy iswell

known [40],itisproportionalto ta2=D 2 + L2=ta2,where

the two term s correspond to the two factors just m en-

tioned -chain squeezing acrossthe tube and stretching

along thetube,respectively.Equating thetwo term s,we

arriveatn � ta2=B 2,asexpected.

V I. C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

W e have focused on a special application, a toy

Edwards-Prager-Frischm odel[14,15],and itsgeneraliza-

tion. It can be viewed asa m odelofan unsym m etrical

in�nite catenane. This catenane is form ed from a ran-

dom walk oftstepsand \entwined" with in�nite,rigid,

closed structurecom posed oftwo straightlegs,which are

separated atleastby a distance largerthan ta,m eeting

atin�nity.Assuch itallowsonetoextrapolatealim iting

probability ofcatenation by aclosed random walk,which

isconsistentwith earlierestim ates.

Thism odeliswidely recognized asthe sim plestplay-

ground for \statisticalm echanics with topologicalcon-

straints" [14]. Unfortunately,no sim ple notable result

had previously com e out ofthis m odelstudies -except

thevery factthatitis\exactly solvable." W ewerelucky

to �nd a couple ofsuch sim ple results.First,looking at

the entanglem entasan elem entof\annealed" disorder,

wefound thatthearea associated with allpointsaround

which closed random walk m akesexactly n turnsisequal

to hR 2i=4�n2,wherehR 2iisthem ean-squareend-to-end

distance ofthe linearwalk ofthe sam e length. Second,

lookingattheentanglem entasan elem entof\quenched"

disorder,we found that the m ean-squared distance be-

tween an obstaclean an arbitrarym onom erofan n tim es
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entangled ring isequalto (1=6)hR 2i
�
1+ 3=2�n2

�
.Both

results are exact. W e have also found that the entan-

glem ent ofa very long polym er is very uneven,in the

sense thatittendsto segregate into one very long loop,

alm ost as long as the entire polym er,and a num ber of

m uch shorterloops.

Thegeneralization ofEdwards-Prager-Frischm odel,in

which an obstacleisnotapoint,butadiscof�niteradius

b,as far as we could tell,does not allow for an exact

solution in anyusefulclosed form .However,wewereable

to show thatforannealed loop them ean-squared linking

num berturnsouttobe�nite,oforderhn2i� ln(a=b).As

bincreases,theentanglem entbecom esincreasingly tight,

resulting in allloopsbeing ofcom parablelength.

O ur deliberations clearly re
ect three aspects: The

�rstisthe fruitfulnature ofSpitzer’s[1]originalinsight

forboth furthertheory and itsapplications.Thesecond

isthe valueofself-consistentapproxim ationsin the�eld

when direct exactcalculationsare precluded by m athe-

m aticaldi�culty.And,lastbutnotleast,thethird isthe

usefulnessofcom pleteanalysisofthosesim pli�ed m odels

which do allow form athem atically exactsolutions.
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A P P EN D IX A :W EB ER IN T EG R A L

Firstletusprovean auxiliary relation:

Z

e
� �

2(~r� ~r0)
2

 �(~r
0)d2~r0=

�

�2
e
� �=4�

2

 �(~r); (A1)

where �(~r)isan eigenfunction oftheLaplacian operator

corresponding to the eigenvalue � �2: � = � �2 (~r).

To seethis,wenotethat(�2=�)e
� �

2(~r� ~r0)
2

istheG reen

function ofthe di�usion equation in which �2 playsthe

role of 1=D t, with D and t being di�usion coe�cient

and tim e,respectively. Therefore,thisexponentcan be

written in term sofa bilinearexpansion

�2

�
e
� �

2(~r� ~r0)
2

=
X

k

 k(~r) k(~r
0)e� k

2
=�

2

; (A2)

where the sum m ation runs over the entire spectrum of

theLaplacianoperator.Bym akingadot-productofboth

sideswith  �,wearriveatthe result(A1).

Let us now use the form ula (A1) choosing  � =

Jn(�r)e
{n�. At any n,this is indeed one ofthe eigen-

functionsoftheLaplacian operator,correspondingtothe

eigenvalue� �2.Now,wem akeuseofthefollowing rela-

tion
Z 2�

0

e�
2
cos�+ {��d� = 2�I�(�

2); (A3)

which ism ostfrequently encountered asan integralrep-

resentation ofthe m odi�ed Besselfunction I�. Thisre-

lation leadsto
Z 1

0

J�(�y)I�(2�
2xy) � e� �

2
y
2

ydy =

= e
�
2
x
2
� �

2

4� 2
J�(�x)

2�2
:(A4)

Changing variables,we �nally obtain the two form ula-

tionsofthe W eberintegral:
Z 1

0

J�(�y)I�(�
0
y) � e

� �
2
y
2

ydy =

=
e

� 0
2
� � 2

4� 2

2�2
J�

�
��0

2�2

�

;

Z 1

0

J�(�y)J�(�
0y) � e� �

2
y
2

ydy =

=
e
�

�
0 2

+ �
2

4� 2

2�2
I�

�
��0

2�2

�

:(A5)

The latterform ula iswhatneedsto be used to go from

Eq.(4)to Eq.(5).

A P P EN D IX B :SO M E P R O P ER T IES O F T H E

FU N C T IO N S Z

1. O rthogonality

Firstofall,we wantto prove here thatthe functions

Z�(�r;�b),asde�ned by theEq.(8),areorthogonaland

norm alized:
Z 1

b

Z�(�r;�b)Z�(�
0
r;�

0
b)rdr =

1

�
�(� � �

0) (B1)

Z 1

0

Z�(�r;�b)Z�(�r
0;�b)�d� =

1

r
�(r� r0) (B2)

Note that when b ! 0,we have Z�(�r;�b)’ J�(�r)

(because in thiscase Y�(�b)isnegative and large in ab-

solute value),so in this lim it both equations (B1) and

(B2)com e back to the wellknown relation [37]
Z 1

0

J�(�r)J�(�
0r)rdr =

1

�
�(� � �0): (B3)

In whatfollows,we derive the relations(B1,B2). For

sim plicity ofnotations,it is easier to com pute the nor-

m alization ofthe functions

U�(�r;�b)= � J�(�r)Y�(�b)+ J�(�b)Y�(�r); (B4)
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from which thepropertiesofZ willfollow autom atically.

Derivation consists oftwo parts,one ofthem is trivial,

and the otherisonly slightly lesstrivial.

a. Trivialpart

To begin with,there isa usefulgeneralform ula

Z

U 2

�(�r;�b)rdr=
�2r2 � �2

2�2
U 2

� +
r2

2�2

�
@U�

@r

� 2

;

(B5)

which is valid for any solution ofBesselequation,that

is,forany linearcom bination ofJ�(�r)and Y�(�r),in-

cluding the U�. The derivation ofthis form ula can be

found in m any places,forinstance,[37]. O ne way is to

take (r@U�=@r)
2
and di�erentiate itoverr. Rem em ber-

ing thatU� satis�esBesselequation,itiseasy to �nd

@

@r

�

r
@U�

@r

� 2

= 2r2
�
�2

r2
� �2

�

U�

@U�

@r
; (B6)

from which Eq.(B5)followsautom atically.

W e cannotdirectly apply this form ula forthe case of

an in�niteinterval,becauseityieldsthedivergence(due

to the r2U 2
� term : U� decays only as 1

p
r at large r).

Indeed,thisisnotsurprising,sincetheanswer(B1)con-

tainsa �-function.Thus,whatweshalldo isto consider

�rstthe�nitewidth ring b< r< B ,with boundary con-

dition U�jr= B = 0.In the end,weshallsend B ! 1 .

Assum ing U�(�r;�b)jr= B ,wegetfrom (B5)

Z B

b

U 2

�(�r;�b)rdr=

"
r2

2�2

�
@U�

@r

� 2
#B

b

: (B7)

The derivative @U�=@r can be sim pli�ed,because it is

related to the W ronskian ofJ�(�r) and Y�(�r),which

is equalto 2=��r. Taking into account the boundary

condition

Y�(�b)J�(�B )= Y�(�B )J�(�b); (B8)

weobtain

Z B

b

U 2

�(�r;�b)rdr =
2

�2�2

"
J2�(�b)

J2�(�B )
� 1

#

=

=
2

�2�2

"
Y 2
� (�b)

Y 2
� (�B )

� 1

#

: (B9)

Ifwehavetwo di�erentvalues,� 6= �0,both satisfying

boundary condition (B8),then

Z B

b

U�(�r;�b)U�(�
0r;�0b)rdr= 0 ; (B10)

as can be established either by proper integration by

partsusing theBesselequation,orby directreferenceto

the fact thatthese U ’s are the eigenfunctions ofa Her-

m itian operatorbelongingtodi�erenteigenvalues.Thus,

wecan use the K ronekersym bolto write

Z B

b

U�(�r;�b)U�(�
0r;�0b)rdr=

=
2

�2�2

"
J2�(�b)

J2�(�B )
� 1

#

� ��0 : (B11)

Here,wesacri�ced thebeauty ofsym m etry and used the

upper line of the Eq. (B9); the sam e �nalanswer is

obtained from the lowerline.

b. Slightly less trivialpart

W e have to perform now the lim itB ! 1 .The di�-

culty isthatwhen B changes,so doesalso �,since itis

subjectto boundary condition (B8).To circum ventthis

problem ,the following trick issuggested. Letuschoose

som eparticularvalueof�,then boundarycondition (B8)

issatis�ed by som ediscretesetofB values.Letussend

B ! 1 steppingoverthesespeci�cvaluesand thuskeep-

ing � �xed. Then,when B is already large enough,we

can resortto the wellknown asym ptotics

J�(x) ’

r
2

�x
cos

�

x �
�

2

�

� +
1

2

��

;

Y�(x) ’

r
2

�x
sin

�

x �
�

2

�

� +
1

2

��

: (B12)

Then,form ula (B11)yields

Z B

b

U�(�r;�b)U�(�
0r;�0b)rdr= (B13)

=
2

�2�2

"
��B

2

J2�(�b)

cos2
�
�B � �

2

�
� + 1

2

��� 1

#

� ��0 :

O n theotherhand,wecan alsouseasym ptotics(B12)for

J�(�B )and forY�(�B )to sim plify the boundary condi-

tion (B8);by som e easy m anipulations,we can re-write

thisboundary condition in the form

1+

�
Y�(�b)

J�(�b)

�2
=

1

cos2
�
�B � �

2

�
� + 1

2

��: (B14)

Then,form ula (B13)yieldsto the leading orderin B :

Z B

b

U�(�r;�b)U�(�
0r;�0b)rdr=

=
B

��

�
J2�(�b)+ Y 2

� (�b)
�
� ��0 (B15)

Finally, we argue that at large B the K ronecker �

should be replaced with Dirac� according to

� ��0 !
�

B
�(� � �

0): (B16)
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To m ake thisconclusion,we switch to the view pointin

which B can be arbitrary,while � �2 and � �0
2
are the

eigenvalueswhich depend on B .Then,when B ! 1 ,the

eigenvaluescom ecloserto oneanother,with theinterval

between neighboring � equalto �=B ,asitisclearfrom

the asym ptotics of Besselfunctions (B12). Therefore,

any sum involving K roneker� can be transform ed into

the integral

X

�0

:::� ��0 !

Z

:::� ��0
d�0

�=B
; (B17)

which m eansprecisely (B16).

Taken together,equations (B15) and (B16) yield the

answer

Z 1

b

U�(�r;�b)U�(�
0r;�0b)rdr=

J2�(�b)+ Y 2
� (�b)

�
�(�� �0)

(B18)

which isessentially form ula (B1). Form ula (B2)follows

autom atically from (B1)and the the factthatfunctions

Z� form a com pleteset,which,in turn,followsfrom the

very generalspectralconsideration.

2. A sym ptotics ofZ

Here, we �rst brie
y describe the derivation of the

sm all� asym ptotics ofZ�(�r;�b),Eq. (15). K nowing

that[37]

J�(�) ’
(�=2)�

�(1+ �)
;

Y�(�) ’
(�=2)�

�(1+ �)
cot�� �

(2=�)�

�(1� �)

1

sin��
(B19)

at�2 � 1+ �,and using the identity

�(1+ �)�(1� �)sin�� = �� ; (B20)

and notresorting to any furtherapproxim ations,we ar-

riveatthe Eq.(15).

Forcom pleteness,wealso m ention thelarge� asym p-

toticsofZ,which turn outto be particularly nice:

Z�(�r;�b)’

r
2

��r
sin(�(b� r)) : (B21)

A P P EN D IX C :A LT ER N A T IV E

R EP R ESEN TA T IO N O F T H E G R EEN ’S

FU N C T IO N

Consideragain the di�usion equation,which att> t0

reads

@G

@t
=
a2

4
�G ; (C1)

subjectto the initialand the boundary conditions

G j
t= 0

= �(~r� ~r0); G j
r= b

= 0 ; G j
r! 1

! 0 :(C2)

Letusdenote

G p;�(r;r
0)=

Z 1

0

e� pt
Z + 1

� 1

e{��G (t;~r;~r0)d�dt: (C3)

Thissatis�es

1

r2

@

@r
r2

@

@r
G p;�(r;r

0) �

�
4p

a2
+
�2

r2

�

G p;�(r;r
0)=

= �
4

ra2
�(r� r0): (C4)

The solution ofthisequation isthe linearcom binations

ofthe BesselfunctionsK � and I�. M aking itto satisfy

the boundary conditionsatr= 0,r! 1 ,and atr= r0

(the latterdictated by the �-function),onearrivesat

G p;�(r;r
0)=

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

4

a2

K �

�
2r

0p
p

a

�

K �

�
2b

p
p

a

�
h
I�

�
2r
p
p

a

�
K �

�
2b
p
p

a

�
� I�

�
2b
p
p

a

�
K �

�
2r
p
p

a

�i
when r< r0

4

a2

K �

�
2r

p
p

a

�

K �

�
2b

p
p

a

�
h
I�

�
2r

0p
p

a

�
K �

�
2b
p
p

a

�
� I�

�
2b
p
p

a

�
K �

�
2r

0p
p

a

�i
when r> r0

: (C5)

Asexpected,thisisthe sym m etric function ofr and r0.

Thisform ula wasalready obtained in [5](equation (2.9)

ofthatwork).

W hat we should do now is to invert the respective

Laplaceand Fouriertransform s:

G (r;r0;�;t)=
1

(2�)2{

Z 1

� 1

Z

C

e� {��eptG p;�(r;r
0)dpd� ;

(C6)
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where C is the verticalcontour in the plane ofcom plex

variablep which should beto therightofallsingularities

ofG p;�. K nowing the explicit expression ofG p;�,Eq.

(C5),we see that it has the singularity at p = 0. This

singularity is due to both the branch point of
p
p and

the singular behavior ofm any Besselfunctions at zero.

Then,itisconvenientto place the branch cutalong the

negative realaxis in com plex p-plane,and then to de-

form the contour from C to C1,as shown in the Figure

4.Then,because ofthe branch cut,on the lowerside of

the contourC1 we have p = e� {� jpj,while on the upper

side we have p = e{� jpj. Furtherm ore,instead ofjpj,it

isconvenientto introducethenew variable,�,such that

jpj= �2a2=4.Then,integralsalong the lowerand along

theuppersidesofthecontourC1 areeach represented by

integration from 0 to 1 over�. W e can com bine these

two integralstogether,and then sim ple algebra yields

G (r;r0;�;t) =
2{

(2�)2

Z 1

� 1

Z 1

0

e� {��e� �
2
a
2
t=4

�
K � ({�r

0)

K � ({�b)
[I� ({�r)K � ({�b)� I� ({�b)K � ({�r)]�

�
K � (� {�r0)

K � (� {�b)
[I� (� {�r)K� (� {�b)� I� (� {�b)K� (� {�r)]

�

�d�d� : (C7)

Theexpression in curly bracketsherecan besim pli�ed

using the following threerelations:

I� ({�r)K � ({�b)� I� ({�b)K � ({�r)=

= I� (� {�r)K� (� {�b)� I� (� {�b)K� (� {�r)=

= �
�

2
[J� (�r)Y� (�b)� J� (�b)Y� (�r)]; (C8)

and

K � ({�b)K � (� {�b)=

�
�

2

�2 �
J2� (�b)+ Y 2

� (�b)
�
; (C9)

and

K � ({�r
0)K � (� {�b)� K� (� {�r0)K � ({�b)=

= �
�2{

2
[J� (�r

0)Y� (�b)� J� (�b)Y� (�r
0)]:(C10)

Usingthesethreeresults,wedirectlyseethattheform ula

(C7) gets transform ed into (9). This can,ofcourse,be

considered asanotherproofofnorm alization conditions

forZ-functions,Eq.(B1,B2).

A P P EN D IX D :IN T EG R A T IO N O V ER T H E

C O O R D IN A T E r
0
O F T H E T R A JEC T O R Y EN D

M osteasily,integration in (11)can beaddressed using

Eq. (5). Indeed,whatever is the value ofr,we should

considerthe lim itoflarge tin the sense thatta2 � r2;

thatm eans,by the tim e tthe walkershould have trav-

eled from itsstarting pointtypically m uch furtherthan

to the origin,O . Then,we note thatalthough the inte-

gration overr0 runsto in�nity,theintegralisdom inated

by r0 up to abouta
p
t,becauseofthe truncation by the

exponentialfactore
� r

02/a2t.Accordingly,theargum ent

� = 2rr0=a2tofI� in the Eq. (5) is sm all,and we can

C

C1

p
branch cut

FIG .4:Integration contourson the com plex p-plane.Expla-

nationsare in the text.

use the expansion I�(�)’ (�=2)
�
/�(1+ �). Upon inte-

gration overr0,thisyields

W (�) / e� r
2
=a

2
t�

�

Z 1

0

cos(��)
�
�
1+

�

2

�

�(1+ �)

�
r2

a2t

� �

2

d� :(D1)

Now,wehavetorem em berthatr2=a2t� 1,which m eans

that the latter integralis dom inated by sm all�,m ore

speci�cally by � up to about1=
�
�ln

�
r2=a2t

��
�.Replacing

both �-functionswith unity leadsthen to

W (�) /

1

2
ln

�
a
2
t

r2

�

�
1

2
ln
�
a2t

r2

��2
+ �2

’

’

1

2
lnt

�
1

2
lnt

�2
+ �2

; (D2)

wherethelattertransform ation isjusti�ed again because

tislarge.Thus,theresulting distribution isindeed inde-

pendentofr,and itisnothing else butthe Spitzerlaw,

Eq.(1).
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A P P EN D IX E:P R O O F T H A T W IS T H E

P R O B A B ILIT Y

Here,wecheck thatW satis�esthenorm alization con-

dition asthe probability:

1X

n= � 1

W

�

� + 2�n;
3rr0

a2t

�

= 1 ; (E1)

which also m eansthatidenti�cation ofthe points� and

� + 2�n erasesallthe topologicalinform ation.

First,letusdenote forbrevity z = 2rr0=a2t,and then

wewrite

1X

n= � 1

W (� + 2�n;z)=

= 2e� zcos�
Z 1

0

"
1X

n= � 1

cos((� + 2�n)�)

#

I�(z)d� =

= e� zcos�
Z 1

� 1

"
1X

n= � 1

cos((� + 2�n)�)

#

Ij�j(z)d� :(E2)

Here,integration is expanded over all�,both positive

and negative, the price being the absolute value of �

serving asan index ofIj�j.Theexpression in the square

bracketscan be easily transform ed using the identity

1X

k= � 1

e2�{kt =

1X

m = � 1

�(t� m ) (E3)

Thus,we write

1X

n= � 1

cos((� + 2�n)�)=

=
1

2

1X

n= � 1

h
e{�(�+ 2�n)+ e{�(� �� 2�n)

i
=

=
1

2

1X

n= � 1

h
e{�(�+ 2�n)+ e{�(� �+ 2�n)

i
=

=
1

2

1X

n= � 1

e2�{n�
�
e{�� + e� {��

�
=

= cos(��)

1X

n= � 1

e
2�{n� =

= cos(��)

1X

m = � 1

�(� � m ): (E4)

W e also use the two identities[34]:

I� = e
� {��=2

J�({z) (E5)

(form ula 8.406.3 in [34])and

e{zcos� = J0(z)+ 2

1X

k= 1

{kJk(z)cos(k�) (E6)

(form ula 8.511.4 in [34]).Thisyields

1X

n= � 1

W (� + 2�n;z)=

= e� zcos�
1X

m = � 1

e{m �Ijm j(z)=

= e� zcos�
1X

m = � 1

e{m �� {jm j�=2Jjm j({z)=

=

2

6
6
6
6
4
J0({z)+ 2

1X

m = 1

cos(m � � m �){m Jm ({z)

| {z }
e{({z) cos(� � � )

3

7
7
7
7
5
�

� e
� zcos� = 1 : (E7)

Thiscom pletesthe proof.
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