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U sing a generalG reen fiinction form ulation, we re-derive, both, (i) Spitzer and his follow ers resuls
for the w nding angle distribbution of the planar B rownian m otion, and (i) E dwardsP rager¥ risch
results on the statisticalm echanics ofa ring polym er entangled w ith a straight bar. In the statistical
m echanics part, we consider both cases of quenched and annealed topology. Am ong new resuls, we
com pute exactly the (expectation value of) the surface area of the locus of points such that each of
them has linking numbern with a given closed random walk tra®ctory (= ring polymer). W e also

consider the generalizations of the problem for the

wihin a cavity.
PACS numbers: 6141+¢e,3620Ey,87.15Cc

I. NTRODUCTION

In 1958, Spitzer 'g:] established the follow ing resul.
C onsider the two-din ensional random walk starting at a
point other than O, and kt (t) be the total continuous
anglkewound by thewalkeraroundO uptotinet (see g-
ure :14' a). The Spitzer law saysthat the quantity ({)=ht
at large enough t is Lorenz (or C auchy) distributed:
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W ith a rem arkable delay ofabout 25 years, a ]arge group
of DTlow ers studied this law in depth g,3,4,08, 61,48,
4,10, i1, 13, 13]1. The central nding of these studies
attributes the divergent m om ents of the Spitzer distribu—
tion {_]:), eg. h?i, to the am all scale properties of the
regular random walk trafctories. Sinply speaking, In—

niely large w nding is accum ulated w hile the tra ctory
is wandering in nitely close to the obstacle O . A ccord—
ngly, this pathology of divergent m om ents is rem oved by
incorporating any kind of \granularity," or short length
scale cuto , n the model. Such modi cation of the
m odel can be achieved In quite a f&w ways. One way
is to consider the random walk on the lattice instead
of the continuous space i_§]; another way is to look at
the w inding around a nite obstacle, say, a disc of som e
radiis b [;, :ff, :’_3]; one m ore possbility is to exam ine a
broken line of straight segm ents of nite length b each
Instead of standard W ienerm easured random walk; yet
anotherw ay is to consider a wom -like sm ooth curvew ith
an e ective segm ent b (that is, the curve which adopts
gn oothly curved shages r(s) wih the weight propor-
tionalto exp r’ds , where s is the arc length).
In allofthese cases, w Inding is characterized by the non-—
pathological distribution
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nite diam eter (disc-like) obstacle and w inding

A sim ilar distrdbution is also characteristic for the w ind—
ng of the selfavoiding walk '_B, :_é, -'_”2]; selfavoidance, in
this case, is jist another way to suppress in nie wind-
Ing at n niely snall length scale. M athem atically, it
tums out that the w inding angle distrbution is in fact
an exam ple of a broad class oflm ting law s for the two—
din ensional random walk {4 G]

M any stud:es ofw inding angle distribution {2 -3’ 5,-6

-"2, .10, .12, .13] clain that entanglem ent of long ponm er

lam ents is (one of) their m otivation (s). Indeed, the re—
lation to polym er physics does exist. It was found in
1967, aln ost a decade after Spitzer [].], by Edwards [14
and, independently, by P rager and Frisch ti5] (see also
an in uential review [_16]) T hese authors cam e up w ith
the m odel of a polym er chain wound around a straight
bar and topologically entangled w ith thisbar. G iven the
analogy of a polym er chain conform ation w ith the ran-
dom walk tragctory, the EdwardsP rager¥risch m odel
is essentially the sam e as that exam ined by Spitzer EL]
N either of the works [14 :15, .16] m akes a reference to
@] M ost lkely, m athem aticalwork @] wasnot known to
physicists at the tin e, but even apart from that, authors
of the works {_l-é', :_1-!_'3', :_Ig:] did not exam Ine w inding angle
distrdbution for the random wak with open ends, their
goalw as obviously to com pute quantities sin ilarto those
of physical interest for real polym ers. Unfrtunately, no
explicit orm ula was obtained in the works [14, 15, i16]
com parable in sim plicity to Eq. g-;l:) .

To our surprise, we found that this airly old area lacks
both uthy and c]ar:lty T he studies of w nding angle dis—
tribution 52: Ef ff § § -_.,-g -5,.10] contain no hint on the
lessons ofthis exactly solvablem odelto polym er physics.
D rossel and K ardar [_Il:] as well as Sam okhin [_l-é, :_I;"»]
brought the sub £ct to a new levelofcom plexity, they ex—
am ned w inding angle distribution for the random walks
In a disordered m edium . D rossel and K ardar [11] also
provided sin ple derivation ofthe resuls @;_2) and applied
i to m any physical situations involving directed poly—
m ers, but allthat yields little Insight Into the topological
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properties of mg po]ym ers. And we are unaw are of any
follow ers of Il4, .15 -ld] w ho took advantage of the m ore
recent m athem atical achievem ents E:, 4, §, §, g, _d, :_LC_)]
M eanw hile, an exactly solvable m odel In general is use-
ful f only it yields som e insight(s). Upon a closer look
and reexam nation of the literature, we found that the
m odel of w inding can be m ade to m eet this criteria, but
i hasnot been done yet. O urplan In this paper is to re—
consider the problem from a single comm on view point,
Including both w Inding angle distrdboution and som em ore
physical aspects.

O uradditionalm otivation arises from the fact that the
study of topological constraints in polym ers in the years
and decades after the works [_iﬁl, :_1-5_:, :_L-é] had been dom
nated by the phenom enological approaches based on the
reptation theory @-]', :_ig'] At the same tine, a break—
through In m icroscopic understanding ofthis sub fct has
not been achieved, and, therefore, the need for exactly
solvablem odels rem ainshigh . M oreover, apart from net—
w orks, there isnow another large \consum er" orpolym er
topology, this isDNA physics. The DNA double helix is
frequently found In a closed loop form, i fom s knots
of various kinds [155 20], and there are special enzym es
spending energy to sim plify the entanglem ents Q]:

One of the key aspects of polym er topology is that
there are tw 0 types of questions one can ask, corresoond—
Ing to annealed and quenched topological disorder, re—
spectively l22 T he beauty ofthe w inding m odel, which
so far seem s to rem ain underappreciated, isthat it allow s
both types of questions:

The typical annealed topology question is that
about ring closure experin ent and knot probabil-
ities £5, 26, 27, 28, 29]: having a linear polym er
w ith \sticky" ends, what is the probability to cb—
taln a certain e of a knot upon rstm eeting of
the two ends {19, 20]9 A sin ilar question for the
w inding m odel is this: what is the probability that
a random walk on the plane links number n (or

w inding angle 2 n) wih an obstack?

T he typical quenched topology question is about,
ed., the size or other properties of a polym er hav—
Ing a given xed topology (eg, knot type) @-3_:, 2-4_:];
this is necessary, eg., to understand the di usion
of knotted DNA 1n solution orin a gel. A s in -
lar question for the w nding m odel is this: given a
polymer with xed linking number n, what is the
(root-m ean-squared) average distance of an arbi-
trary point on the tra fctory from O ?

To conclude the introduction, we should also m en-—
tion that the shortcom ings ofthe E dw ardsP ragerF risch
m odel are well understood [5]_:] Basically, this m odel
assum es that entanglem ents algebraically com m ute w ith
each other, while the real physical situation is non-—
Abelian. _

This paper is organized as follows. In section -'g]_:t,
we discuss the G reen function form ulation of the prob-—
Jlem and derive basic equations for allm odels —w inding

FIG .1: Schem atic representattion ofthem odel. (@) R andom

wak winding around an obstaclke O . This obstacle m ight be
Jast a point, or it m ight be a disc of a nite radius b. (©)
C losed polym er w inding around an obstacle. M athem atically,
this is sim ilar to (@), except both ends are kept together. (c)
Sin ilar to (a), except the trafctory cannot lave a \caviy"
of som e radius B .

around the point, around the disc, or nside the caviy. In
section -lV., we show how to re—deme and generalize the
resuls zl.) and {2) In section .V' we consider the closed
loop polym er, which is the random walk with connected
ends. In section -ry-_t, wemake a few nalcomm ents.

O urwork isheavy on calculations, even though som e of
the less In portant onesare relegated into A ppendices. A s
readers, we don't lke such heavy papers. Thisiswhy we
start from section :ﬂw hich providesan overview ofm a pr
steps and the results for those readers not interested In
details.



II. BIRD'SEYE VIEW OF THE RESULTS:FOR
THE LAZY READER WHO DOESNOT WANT
TO DW ELL ON THE CALCULATIONS

If you, our reader, do not want to ollow our calcula—
tions, this section o ers a tour of the resuls for you.

To begin wih, section :P-Et contains no resuls: it de—
scribes the standard di usion equation and bilinear ex—
pansion of its G reen function over the appropriate set of
Bessel functions. Here, for a \tourist," all that is neces—
sary to know is the notation a?=4 adopted for the di u-
sion coe cient, which m eans that the root-m ean-square
djst:?p_oe traveled by a waker during the tim e t is equal
toa t.

Formula Cl4 in section -N A' isour rstan a]lresull:
it isa very m ild generahza‘uon ofthe Spitzer fomula (].
which takes explicit account of the distances r and r°
ofa polym er (or random walk tractory) ends from the
origi (orobstack) O . Fom ul {14) givesthe probability
distrbbution of winding angle  for the random walk of
length twith r and r’ xed. Like the Spitzer law, it has
diverging m om ents, such ash ?i.

T he very cum bersom e form ula {_22_5) gives a sim ilar re—
sul for the w nding around a disc ofa nite radiusb. It
generalizes form ula 6'_2) by keeping explicit track of po—
sittions r and r° of both ends. Just lke {_2), it decays
exponentially and yields nite values for all m om ents,
eg. h?i. One utility of this result is the analysis of
cross—over between winding around a point w jth In nie
h 2i and wdeng around a disc wih nite h 2i. Aswe
show in Section -IV C' when the disc size b goes to zero,
there opens a w ide range oftmest (see Eqg. @6 w here
the probability behaves as 2upto about In @=b),
and only at larger exponentjal decay takes over; there—
fre, when we say that h 21 diverges, this really m eans
h2i (h (@=b)f at smallb.

In Section 57: we go closer to the polym er view on the
sub Ect. For this, we consider that the two ends of the
random wak are glied together, so that r = r° and

= 2 n, where (posiive or negative) integer n is the
linking num ber, the number of tums the polym er ring
m akes around the obstaclk. Figure :_2: depicts the statis-
tical weight of the polym er conform ations w ith the link—
ing number n as a fiilnction of r’=t. Qualitatively, this
exhibits a behavior sin ilar to that of the knotting prob—
ability as a function of chain length, because all cases
with n 6 0 (sin ilar to non-trivial knots) reach m axin al
welight at som e interm ediate values of r and/or t.

Sections E/_-B:- and E/_-C_‘- present our m ost orighal and
most Interesting ndings. In particular, we consider
the follow ing question. G iven the closed random walk
tra pctory of the length t, we consider [, - the locus
of points around which the tra fctory m akes exactly n
tums. Then, what is the area of ,? W e denote by

n (©) the average (over tl'le random walk trafctories) of
this area, then formula €_44) provides the exact answer to
this question. The essence is that , (t) decreases very
slow Iy w ith n, only as 1=n®. O f course, ideologically this

is sim ilar to the slow decay of the Spitzer distribution
6']: A nother look at the sam e result is to think about
a virialocoe cient of a polym er ring w ith a long st_tanht
bar. Their Interaction is topological in nature f25], and
the virialcoe cient can be understood as the surface ex—
cluded for a polym er ring by the presence of the cbstacle
if the ring is not entangled w ith the obstacle. This virdal
coe client is the sum ofall , (t) withn 6 0, and it is
exactly equalto ta’=12.

N ote that the form er view of , (t) corresponds to the
question about annealed topologicaldisorder, as it relates

n @) to the probability of getting the topological state
n. By contrast, the latter view on the sam e quantities
n (£) corresponds closer to the idea of quenched topo—

Jogicaldisorder, as it re ects on the physical property of
the polym er w ith given n. A nother such physical quan—
tity is the distance betw een the obstacle and an arbitrary
point on the polym er. T he exact expression for the root-
m ean-square of such distance is given by formula {48)
T he interesting aspect o%tl_us result is that this distance
rem ains ofthe orderofa tand only quitem o de—
pendsonn, d'lalil)g_jng from approxin ately 0:496a twhen
n= 1to0408a twhenn ! 1 .The fact that this dis-
tance decreases w ith grow iIng \topological com plexiy" n
isnot surprising, but the fact that it changesonly slightly
is Interesting. O ne could have thought that the polym er
would consist oflgl roughly sim ilar loops, lkeading to the
typical size of a t=n. Our resul, therefore, suggests
that even at very large n there rem ains one big loop,
w ith the length of order t, while all other loops are tight
and sm all. T his is ram iniscent ofknot thhteang recently
discussed by K ardar and his co-w orkers [35

In sect:on-V D., wem ake a brief com m ent on the elastic
forces develop:ng in the polym er ring either pushed too
close to the obstack orpuJJed too faraway from it.

Finally, in the section 'V E. we consider polym er ring
entangled w ith a nite size obstac]e and show that in this
case the distrbution over the linking number n decays
exponentially at Jargen, and the characteristicn isabout
n ta%=k).

III. GREEN FUNCTION FORM ULATION

A . Point-like obstacle

Consider a G aussian polymer In 2D or, equivalently,
a random walk in 2D . Suppose rst that the obstack is
point-like, positioned at O , the coordinate center. The
statistics of tra ctordes is fully describbed by the G reen
P e
0 t
statistical weight) ofthe chain having them onom er 0 at
¥’ and monom er t at #. The G reen finction satis es the

di usion equation

finction, G , which isthepartition function (or

fo ¥
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@tG O € = 7 G + (t) (’f
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w here the notations are standard: is the Laplace op—
erator acting on ¥, a is the m onom er size, t is polym er
length (\tin e"). T he notation a?=4 adopted here for the
di usion coe cient, which is in fact a ?=2d, d being space
din ension, is convenient because root-m ean-squared end—
to-end di ce ofthe tra gctory w ith no obstaclesequals
exactly a t. The G reen finction can be w ritten in tem s
of the bi-linear expansion over the corresponding eigen—
functions. Because our goal is to address the cbstacle
at O , we choose eigenfunctions w ith cylindrical sym m e~
try. The onesw ith no singularity atO read J ( r)e ! ,
where J (x) is Bessel function of the st kind, r and
are polar coordinates corresponding to ¥, and 2 isthe

corresponding eigenvalue. A coordingly, we w rite
0 Z 1 zZ 1
;0 1 a® 2t=4
G = — e
0 t 2 45 0

J(nJ (%) dd : @)

cos( )

Tt is worth noting explicitly that only positive > 0
contribute to thisexpansion, because J (x) w ith negative
Index is singularat smallx.

In m ost cases In m athem atical physics, the angular -
dependence is 2 -periodic, m eaning that and 2 n
labelone and the sam eplace on the plane. T his isnot the
case for the problem at hand. ndeed, G (r;0¥% ) isthe
statisticalw eight oftra fctories foolym er conform ations)
that start at a point som e distance r aw ay from the origin
O and arrive after \tin e" t at another point som e r° from
O , where i is assum ed that by the tim e t the tra fctory
hasaccum ulated w inding angle around O . A ccordingly,
for nstance, = 0 meansno tumsaround O ,while =
2 means one tum counterclockw ise, = 2 s one
tum clockw ise, etc. In other words, we should treat our
plane as a R iam ann surface, In which case and 2 n
correspond to di erent layers.

M ost Inm ediately, this m eans that not only integer,
but allpositive valuesof mustbe ncluded in the bilin—
ear expansion '_ ).

Tt tums out that integration over can be explicitly
perform ed; the derivation ofthe relevant so-called W eber
Integral [_3-2:] is provided In the A ppendix ?_—i: The result
reads:

0 on "
G 0 t a2te
Cwst 1 24
cos — ;
alt

where I (x) isthem odi ed Bessel function.
Tt is instructive to re-w rite the latter form ula by intro—

ducing R -the distancebetween rand *: R = » ¥, or
R2= 2+ > 2rfcos .W e can write
0 0
r;0 x; 1 2__2 2rr
G 0 L = —me T i i 6
0 t a’t azt
w here
0
W ;er = 2e 2rr’cos =a’t
alt

1 Z G, 0
. cos( ) 2t i)
The rst factor in the Eq. ) (in square brackets) is
sin ply the G reen function of an unrestricted polym er,
or unrestricted random walk; in other words, it is the
statisticalw eight of all confom ations going from * to #°.
T herefore, W m easures the fraction of tra fctories w ith
winding angle on theway. _
E quations (E-:j) were derived by Edwards é_i‘].

B . Finite size obstacle

Consider now an obstacle having the shape of a disc
wih some nie radiusb. Since the trafctory cannot
m ake In niely m any tums around such obstack, we ex—
pect that the probability distribution for the num ber of
tums should be com pletely di erent for this case as com —
pared to the point-like cbstaclk.

W e use the sam e m ethod as before. Eqg. G) still ap—
plies, but as regards bi-liner expansion, Eqg. ('_4-) , we have
now di erent set of eigenfiinctions —the ones which sat—
isfy the boundary condition of being equal to zero at

= b. This boundary condiion rem oves all tra gcto-
ries which cross the boundary, or, In other words, which
enter the r < b region. T he eigenfiinctions, corresoond—
ing to the eigenvalue  ?, can be written in the om
z (r; bel ,where (see Appendix B!

Z (1 b= J(é)Y(b)+J(b)Y(r):

®)
J?(b)+ Y? (Db

HereY (x) isBesselfiinction ofthe second kind (@nother

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

here the notation used in M athem atica 33)). A fw notes

about functions Z are provided in the Appendix _-:, in-

cluding the proofthat the square root in the denom inator

m akes them correctly nom alized. U sing Z , we w rite the

G reen function as a bilinear expansion, lke Eq. (:ﬁf) :

0 212,

G ;0 r; _ i
0 t 2 o o

Z(r bz (% b dd :0)

Unfortunately, no known analog exists of the W eber in—
tegral or the Z -functions, and so, unlke the b= 0 case
above, we were unabl to nd any way to sin plify this
by perform ing either of the two Integrations.

A ddressing the sam e problem of winding around the
disk, Rudnick and Hu [i] have already found the expres-
sion for the G reen function. Fomula ('_§) looks surpris—
Ingly di erent from theknown result [!'_5:]. In the A ppendix
:g-I: we show explicitly that these two resultsareequivalent.

2 2,
a t=4 COS( )

C. W inding inside the cavity

Yet another Interesting m odel is shown in Fig. -:I:(c).
Tt is a random walk or linear polym er con ned in a re—



stricted volum e, say, inside the disc of som e radius B .
T hen, absorbing boundary conditions should be in posed
on this boundary. A ssum ing for sin plicity that the ob-
stacle is located in the center ofthe con nem ent disc, we
obtain that Eq. @) holds, exocept Integration over at
every must be replaced by the sum over the discrete
soectrum of , () suchthatd ( , ( )B)= 0.Asusually,
ast! 1 we can resort to the ground state dom inance
principle, which m eans we can truncate the sum m ation
to one kading tem :

120

G 0 t ’ 2_ i e a’ 2t=4B2COS( )

J

( r=B)J ( ©%=B)d ; (10)

w here

IV. W INDING ANGLE DISTRIBUTION :
SPITZER LAW AND RELATED RESULTS

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

T he authors of the works El:,:_ﬂ,@:,:_S,:_ ,:_ ,:_8,:_9,:_2@], ex—
am ned the problem ofw inding angle distrbution in the
follow ing form ulation. Suppose the walker starts som e
distance r from the origin, and suppose w e are Interested
in the winding angle distribution irrespective of r’, the
distance from the origin to the tra fctory end. Fom ally,
such probability distribbution is obtained via suitabl in-
tegration of the G reen finction over r%:

Z
W o()/ G
0

;0 1%

A ‘ rar? : a1
In the A ppendix I_D-:, we show how to use the W eber inte—
gralto follow this path.

Unfortunately, In som e other cases considered below,
such as w inding around a non-zero size disc o6 0), we
don’t have the advantage of the W eber integral sin pli -
cation from Eqg. ('_4) toEqg. ('_5), which m akes the explicit
integration of the G reen finction over r° di cul. Be—
sides, for polym er applications it is naturalto keep track
of the end position as long as possbl. This is why i
is usefilto see how we can rederive the Spitzer law 6].)
directly from Eq. 64), not resorting to Eq. (5) This is
what we shalldo now .

W e note that ntegration over n Eq. ('_4) ise ectively
truncated at 2 4=t£ . W hen t is large enough, this
leads to both r and 1°being small. Then the Bessel
function can be replaced by the st tem of its expan—

sion, J ()’ ﬁ 5 . After that, the integration
over iseasily perfom ed, yielding
Z
%0 r; , 1 Toopd s ()
G - - @
0 t a2 , ta? a+ )
12)

A ssum ing rr’=ta® 1 (see the discussion a few lines
below ), we see that the Integralover is dom inated by

isthe am allest root ofthe Besselfunction J ( ).

anall inwhich arrawecansst @@+ )’ 1. In this
approxin ation, the integration over iselem entary, and
results n

950 1 ;1 In ta?=rr°

ta* (n (ta?=rr?))’ + 2

@3)

T his is the C auchy distribbution for the w inding angle

1 1
W()__1+x2’x_h(ta2=rr0)' d4)

This result is sin ilar, but not dentical to the Spitzer
omul (). The di erence is in the de nition of the
scaling variabke x: omula (14), unlke (), keeps track
ofthe coordinates r and r° of the trafctory ends. Aswe
have already m entioned, this will be useful for polym er
applications. Note, however, that we cannot integrate
overr’ as n Eq. C_l-]_;), because om ula {_1-4_3) w as derived
under the assum ption that r° is not too large.

_How then can we recover the Spitzer law @) from Eg.
{14)? W hat we should do is to note that one tra ctory
end is xed at the distance independent of t,.whilke the
other is free, meaning thatr aand ¥ a t. Then,
we have for the scaling quantity x n omul (14) x =

I ta’=rr® ’ 2 =ht, which is ndeed exactly the
sameasinh Eg @:) .
O ther Interesting extrem es are as follow s:

Ifr aand r
tribution gets very sm all. This is the closest ap—
proxin ation G aussian m odel can provide for the
Idea that fi1lly stretched polym er does not have any
freedom to wind around the obstacle. O f course, a
G aussian polym er cannot be fully stretched, this
iswhy, say, h 21, rem ains divergent even when the
\w idth" goes to zero.

A sim flar situation is realized when ¢ % 4 &
w Inding is suppressed w hen the obstaclke is rem oved
to the periphery of the coil. Note that Eq. {_iii)
should notbeused at Jargerr, when risnotsmall
and the Bessel finction cannot be expanded.

Ifboth r aand% a, then the resul is only
di erent from Eq. @:) by a factor of 2 in the de —
nition of x; n thiscase, x = =Iht. That means,

xing both ends and not allow ng them to wander
freely reduces the \w idth" by half.

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

Forw inding around a disc of nite radiusb, we can use
the sam e m ethod. W hen t is lJarge enough, Integration
over inEq. () isdom inated by snall . Accordingly,
we can resort to the small expansion ofZ ( r; b) (see
Eq. B19) and the discussion in the A ppendix B!):

at, then the \width" of the dis-



2 (b e R ) 15
(5 b’ =g 5 {@5)
b b
A ccordingly, the -dependent factor in the G reen finction {9) can be presented in the om e 9¢ ), where
Own 4 1
2422 2
ta b b
g()= tn€ — 4 ) = @+ ) +2 A (16)

P rovided that

< 1 which is jasti ed a f&w lines below), it is not di cult to establish that g( ) hasam nhimum,

which dom inates integration over at large t. Straightforward di erentiation yields for the the corresponding the
condition
b 2 2 b 2 2
= T+ ) = @ )
ZtaZ =4 > 2 > 2 (17)
2 2@+ )+ P 2@ ) 2 oot
I

T his equation has just one solution which at large t cor- neglkcted. That means, the convergence of the inte—

responds to an all . M ore accurately, the solution reads

8 p_
> T when In(a*=’) 1
a
— ’ ., a : (18)
. m when ]n(ta2=b2) 1

A s it tumsout, the integralover is dom inated by_

1 h ta®= , 0 only the lower line of the Eq. (18) is
relevant. Forsm all ,the expression orZ Eq. {_15
be further sim pli ed:

sinh ( In (x=b))
Z ( by —— 19)
sinh ( In (2= b))

Then, replachge 9¢ ) wih itsm axin alvalie, we arrive
at the follow ing expression or the G reen function:

%0 1; 23
G 6 ;: = A d cos( )
0
shh T sbh hi
(20)
. 2 ta?

plus som e logarithm ic corrections. In A we accum ulated
all the uninteresting constant prefactors, which do not
depend on , 1, 1%, and b.

N ow , considering this integralover , we have to jus—
tify all the assum ptions and approxin ations which we
m ade on the way. First and foram ost, the assum ption
that is anall is justi ed by the rapid convergence of
the integral £0). Indeed, at large all three sinh’s
can pe replaced by positive exppnentials, leaving us w ith
exp n&  nI mi
latter two logarithm s in the round brackets should be

Since rr® ta?, the

gral C_Z-C_i) is controlled by the sinh in the denom inator,
which e ectively truncates integration at amn aller than
1=l ta’=? . This is very good new s. F irst of all, shce
1= ta’<’ 1, this jisti es the small sinpl ca-
tion perform ed In formula {_19') . Second of all, this also
Justi esthe use ofthe low er Iine In the expression (:_l-ég:) for
the sadd¥ point. Third, since only smnall contrbute,
the validiy condition for the expans:lon of Bessel func-
tions in the rst step ofEq. (13), which generally reads
(r)> 1+ ,canbesimpled tor?
rly % a%t).

T hus, allapproxin ations kading to the expression {_ﬁg)
are selfconsistent. The only task lkeft is to evaluate the
Integral @Q) . Thistask getseasier ifwe use the notations

a’t (and sin i

2 Ik 2 nt 2
=P =P x=—"+: @D
e e e

Then, omul {20) is transom ed into the Hlow ing ex—
pression for the probability distrbution of the winding

anglke , or, better, of the scaling variabl x, at xed r
and r°:
Z
! sinh( =)shh( %=)
wo()= > e d ;
2 0 sinh
(22)

where we E?vle re-introduced the nomn alization factor,
such that | W ( )dx = 1. This integral can be re-
duced to the in nite sum of residues corresoonding to the
pols along the in agihary axes on the com plex -plane.
In tum, the resulting sum @Which is the com bination of
severalgeom etric serdes) iseasy forM athem atica 53], but
can be also com puted by hand. O ne way or the other,
here is the resul:



xsihh x sh sh %+ s © [os ©

s oosh x]+ %sin [os oos ? cosh x] )

[cosh x os (

The result C_Z-Q‘) is unfortunately quite cum bersom e, al-
though it is symm etric and in som e ways quite nice. Tts
beauty is revealed by consideration of various lim its. A s
we leamed In the case of point-lke obstacl, the m ost
jntereigjpg lim it iswhen chain end is free, m eaning that
r° & t. Then, provided onlky that ta?® * —which is
necessary, as the walkerm ust have traveled m uch farther
than the obstaclk sizeb,weget %’ . In this case, we
get
sin = [I¢) =4

W ()= ! 3 i
2 cosh x+ cos cosh” ( x=2)

@4)

where In the latter transform ation we also noted that as
the tra fctory starting point is xed, r is Independent
of t, or ! 0 at large t. Thus, we recover form ula
6'_2) . Im portantly, the de nition of scaling variable x C_Z-]_J')
becom es identical to that in él_j), again under the sam e
ocondition ta? .

A s in the case of point-like obstacle, other Interesting
extrem es are as follow s:

Bothr %_tal’ld 0 ap t. In fact, this case ison
the border of applicability of our approxin ations,
but qualitatively the result holds. Indeed, W ( )
becom es very narrow , and approaches (x). This
m eans, no tums are possbl around the obstack
which isaway from the random walk tractory.

Another case, and also a border case In tem s
of applicability of our approxin ations, is r at
or r° at, Inplying an exponentially im proba-—
bl straight tra gctory. The distrbution is again
sharply localized at an allx.

Both r and Yare independent of t, m eaning that

both ’ Oand °’/ 0. Thiscase is safely wihin
the lim its of applicability. T hen,
xsihh x+ 2 (@ o©osh x)
W ()=~ : @5)
2 1 cosh xJ

A sin theb= 0 case, this distrdbution, as one can
easily check, isexactly two tin esm ore narrow than
that of (@:) . In thiscase,unlkeb= 0, thisstatem ent
can be form alized by looking at the second m om ent
of the distrbbutions @) and {£5), which (in tem s
of x) tums out equal 1=3 and 2=3, respectively.

C. b! 0 lim it: applicability conditions of the

Spitzer form ula

A ccording to theEgs. @.') and (r_i),w Inding angle distri-
bution has nie variance at b€ 0 and diverging in nite

91 fosh x

23
cos( + 9] @3

variance at b= 0. These equations lave it unclear what
happens when the obstaclk gets an aller and sm aller, or
w hen b decreases and approaches 0. It is Instructive and
interesting to use ©m ula QS) to see what really happens
whenb! 0.

The in portant part of our analysis here is to realize
that so farwe have been using severaldi erently de ned
scaling variables x: see Egs. @), 6_2), {_Iil), {_2-1.') . So far,
it was (hopefully) clear from the context In every place
which x we have In m Ind. Now, when we exam ine the
b ! 0 Ilmi, we shall face several of these di erent x
sin ultaneously, so we m ust be certain as to which x is
which. Forthe rest ofthis section, we adopt the notation
In which each x js labeled w ith the num ber ofthe de ning
equann x:l., x.14, xzj (note, that x:3 is exactly the sam e
as Xu : .], >§_>,r) In particular, x h Hmula CZ3 ) is, of
CDUI'%, XQll

Speakmg ofdi erent de nitionsofx, we should realize
that so far we have been presenting probability distridou—
tions W ( ) nom alized w ith respect to integration over
the corresponding x. For our purposes now , i is m ore
convenient to usg the nom alization condition with re-

specttoangke : , W ()d = 1.Forthe bmul |28),

this m eans the factor 2= (ta’=k?) should be hcorpo—
rated; we do not re-w rite the form ula for brevity.
The main reason why the di erence between various

X was unin portant so far is that at t ! 1 allde ni
tions converge to the sam e: Xq_z; x.21l ! xlll— 2 =Iht.
However,when b ! 0, there appears a very broad inter—

m ediate range oftin est such that although ta? & (the
tra ctory is Iong enough to w ind around the obstack),
butt?  a?:

a’=¥ t D’=a’ ©26)

T his is the range which we m ust exam ine. In this range,
to the lading approxin ation, xp3 does not depend on
tin e: -

2

— : @7)
%

In @=b)

X21 =

Furthem ore, there is a broad range of w inding angle
in which xp7 is am all.

Now,we should ook at the quantities and °.W hen

b! 0,both ofthem tum out to be slightly below . For
instance,
2 In h&¢+ mhi
= taZb — ]nab l]r;a ; ©28)
n = Tzt
where
t‘a2
= hr_za 1: 29)
2



Sin iarly, %= % with sin flarly de ned ° 1.
Thus, we can sin plify Hmul @3) resorting to expan—

In @=b), and we keep the lkading tem s only. Incorpo—
rating, as explained above, the factor 3z In (ta®=k”) '

sion ofboth num erator and denom J'natoroverthepowers 1=1n (@=b) to establish the nom alization 11 W ()d =
ofxeﬁ ,and °. In fact, as we see from Egs. CZ7,28 1,we nally get
all these expansions are ones over the Inverse powers of
|
2 0y2 0 ‘ 0y 2
W) 1 - )(h+ )+7(+)X2i _
a
S O R U S G R R
0 2 2
r ta
n= h—+ ni 2
r rr? rr _—
_ 1 —i—) 3 o1 30)
0o 2 2 2 0o 2 ]l'ltazo 2+ 2
n— h— +4 h— + hn 5 24 4 o
r r r r
! { } |—{z—)}

For the two latter steps, we have p]ugged n the explicit
expressions or {28), and xell C27 ), and then ne-
glected the °  In(f~r) tem s which we have un—
derbraced in the intem ediate ormula). The resulk is
exactly the sam e as form ula C_lé_;) (exoept it isnom alized
w ith respect to Integration over ).

From our analysis, we can now understand the cross—
over be’cﬂeen Egs. 62) and (].) Spec1 cally, the Spitzer
formula @L) and its generalization Cl4 ) apply as long as
two conditions aremet: t  a’=t and h@=b). At
Jonger tim es and/or Jarger angles, the exponential tail of
the distribution takesover. For Instance, w hen we say the
h ?i diverges ©r w inding around a very sm all cbstack,
thisreally meansh 2i  (n @=b)f .

D. W inding inside a cavity

W e start from Eq. {;L-g). It is not di cul to realize
that (the an allest zero of J ( )) increases w ith
T herefore, when t gets large, the integration over is
dom Inated by snall , as n allprevious cases. At snall

, is a an ooth non-singular function, we can linearize
t: 7 o+ J.Numerically, , 2405and § 1:543.
To the sam e approximation, J ( r=B) ' JO(OJ:—B)
T herefore, evaluation ofthe integralin Eq. ClO) becom es
trivial, and the result reads

0 0
r;0 r; 1 r r
G ’ o2y, 2 g5, X w

0 t > 5 5 ()3

(31)

w here the probability distribution of the w inding angle

is given by

1 ta?, §=2B?
(ta? o J=2B2)* + 2

W ()= (32)

T he decoupling of the ends r and r° in omula 31) is
not surprising, this is the property of random walk locked
in a restricted volum e, and it is due to the fact that
correlations are broken every tin e that the tra fctory is
re ected from the cavity border. A s regards probability
distrbution ofw inding angle, i isonce again the C au%n_/
distrbution, how ever, the scaling variable involves = t
Instead of =Int for the random walk in an unrestricted
space. This is also because correlations are broken every
tin e that the tragctory hits the border. One can say
that pieces of random walk with length about (B =a)?
act independently of each other.

T hisgives rise to the follow Ing sin p]e scaling argum ent
providing an insight into the resutt C31 Thew inding an—
gk distrution orevery \blb" ofthe ngth @ =af
is given by the Spitzer omula (), w ith the replacam ent
t! @B=a)’.Now,wehavet=@B =a)? ofsuch blobs. Sihoe
blobs are Independent, the probability distrdbution ofthe
sum ofallw inding angles ofallblobs is given as a convo—
Jution. In other words, Fourdier transform of the Spitzer
distrbution fr one blob, which ise I 1 ®=3" g be
taken to the power t=@ =a)?. Apart from logarithm ic
corrections, this retums the result d_BTJ_;) .

Thus, the reason why h i diverges for the polym er
nside the caviy is because every blob can m ake m any
tums around the point-like obstack on a an all scale, be-
fore ever hitting the border of the cavity.

V. RING POLYM ER:
EDWARDSPRAGER-FRISCH MODEL

W e now want to m ake one step closer to the attem pt
of gaining insight into the properties of closed ring poly—
mers. One way in this direction would be to say that a
ring polym er is the random walk trafctory whose end
points happen to concide, namely r= r’and = 2 n,



where integern (positive, negative, or zero) is the linking
number (um ber oftums). O ur results (14,23125,34) are
suitable for this, and we shall do i. It tums out also
usefiil, how ever, to derive som e additional resuls inde-
pendently. In particular, som e of the results below are
exact (not asym ptotically exact, but just exact).

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

Thus, we retum to Egs. 6'_6;':/:), and use them thistime
to write down the statistical weight of the ring poly—
m er confom ations w ith linking number n and w ih one
monom er xed at the distance r from O :

0 r2n 1 W
0 t a’t
Z

Gn (1) G n(); 33)

2r?
Wa() = 2e cos n)I()d ; =—2:
0 a‘t
In this fomula, G, (r;t) is the statistical weight of the
ring wih n tums, whilk the prefactor 1= at is the sta—
tistical weight of a ring w ith no topological constraints
{i1]. Therefore, W, ( ) is the probability that polym er
ring xed at one point r m akes n tums around the cb—
stacke. In the Appendix E we check explicitly that W ,
satis es the nom alization condition as a probability.
Sin flarly to what we did before, we can address the

case ta® r’, or 1. In this case, we truncate the
an all expans:ionofI()’__(=2)=(l+ ), replace
1+ )’ 1 (compareEg. (® 1)), and then obtain
h@=)
W,()’ 2@ ) > ; ' 0: (34
n@= )Y+ 4 2n2
O f ocourse, this is nothing else but the \discrete" version

of the Sthzer distrbution. However, m erely taking =
2 nhEqg. dl4 isnot engugh asthenom alization factor

in 614) corresponds toP 1w o(H)a 1, while in Eq.

1
134) it corresponds to ;:1 1 W)=

For a polym er, i m akes perfect sense to exam ine also
the opposite extrem e, 1. T he corresponding asym p—
totics are easy to derive from the som ewhat sin pli ed
expression orw , ()

W e can a ord further sim pli cation of the expression
Eq. 84) or W, () resorting to the ©ollow ing integral

representation of the m odi ed Bessel function B4-]

Z
1
I()=2— e °% cos( )d
n( )23
sin
-/ 7 e cosh u udu; (35)
0
which is generally valid at Axrg j =2 and < > 0.

Both of these oondjtjons_a‘tre m et In our case. Substitut-
Ing this into the Eqg. d_34_}), one can easily perform the

Integration over yielding

Z 1
Wn() = not due (Feoshw) (36)
" 0 #
2n 1 2n+ 1
w?+ 2@n 1 u?+ 2@n+ 1)
where ¢ is the K ronecker symbol (1 forn = 0 and O

otherw ise). The latterresult forn = 0 isworth re-w riting
separately:

Z
1 e (1+ coshu)

Wo()=1 2 ————— du : 37)

1F
. ]
0.6
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FIG.2: W, () is the probability to form a link of order

n with the point-lke obstacle provided that one of the chain
pointsis xed at the distance r away from the obstacle, where

= 2r*=a’t, t being the chain kngth. The plots present the
result of num erical integration based on formula (36). The
plot of W () is presented In themamn gure. W, () wih
n > 0 would not be seen well In this scale. Forboth W ()
and W , ( ), we show the inset, each presenting the vicinity of
them axin um ; the corresponding placeson them ain gure are
show n by tiny dark rectangles. H owever sm allm ay seem every
particularW , ( ), it should bebom In m ind that together they
sum uptol Wo().

E quations ('_3-§,:_§]') are convenient enough to address
the 1 extrem e. Indeed, when is large, the integral
converges at am all u, which allow s us to neglect u ev—
eryw here except in the exponential factor, where we can
also truncate the coshu / 1+ u?=2. This yields:

2 P,
; (),< e 1—69—_; n€ 0 - 58)
n P —

T1 T 2=3%-; n=0

T hus, com paring C_§Z_i) and C_B-é) allw , ( ) startatOat =

0 and grow very rapidlyatamall .Atn= 0,Wq( ) keeps
Increasing m onotonically wih , and Wq ( ) approaches
the saturation level of 1, whikk allW , ( ) with n 6 O
decrease and rapidly die away at large . O bviously, each

of them goes through a maximum . It is not di cult
to establish that the m axinum ofW , ( ) corresponds to
l1=cosh (" 4n? 1) which at Jarge n corresponds to



" . This is consistent w ith the fact that small
asym ptotics Eq. {34) is valid at e? ™,
Eqg. Gd) allow s also straightforw ard num erical integra—
tion which resuls in the plots shown in the Fig. d

B. Ring polym er entangled w ith a point

Forthe ring polym er, i is not very naturalto consider
one monom er being xed at r; allm onom ers of a ring
are equivalent. A ccordingly, it is natural to de ne the
quantity

Z 3 2

a’t
Wy()2 rdr=
0 2

Wn()d = (39

W hatis , ©)? Thisquantity hastheunitsofsurface area
and can be interpreted in the follow Ing way. Suppose
a ring polym er m oves freely on the plane wihin some
large area A much larger than the polym er size, so the
polym er is not restricted in termm s of its confom ation).
C onsider one particular confom ation ofourpolym er and
then choose a random point O wihin A. Then ,=A is
the probability that polym erm akesan n-fold link around
O . W e expect physically that ( should be large, aln ost
as large as A . This is also seen directly from the Eq.
7 : when integrated over the wholk area A, the rst
term  (unity) yields jist A. This is because when O is
outside the coil, there m ay not be any topological links.
If and only if the random point O is located w ithin the
polym er coilcan therebe any topologicallink. T herefore,

o should be lss than A by a quantiy of the order of
the coilgyration radius squared, which is ofthe orderta? .
On the otherhand, , wih n 6 0 should be them selves
of order ta?, or even an aller.

Another way of understanding of , (t) is this. Con-
sider one particular confom ation of a ring and consider
the set ofpoints , such that the polym erm akes linking
wih n tums around every point of ,. Then, , ) is
the surface area, or the m easure, associated w ith the set

n

Tryzng to com pute
the expressions (34
possibility:

n_ (), we can resort to either of
r {36). Let us rstexplbre the rst

L= &’ e cos@ n )I ()d d : (40)
Here, we face a di culy, because the integral
Z 3

e I ()d 41)

0
diverges at large . W hat isthe physicalm eaning ofthis?
O fcoourse, this isbecause ¢ (t) is close to A, or, in other
words, it is divergent unless we take into acoount over-

all volum e restriction. W e conclude, therefore, that the
Integral (4L) diverges for a good reason: this is because
unlinked polym er is free to m ove away from the obstaclk,

makihg o aslargeas (@most) A .
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This hints on the way to circum vent the problem . Let
us assum e that the polym er is attached to the point O
by a very weak sporing. Since such polym er does not
m ove away even when there are no topological links, we
expect that even ( should rem ain nite, ndependent of
A . Indeed, instead of {_4}') we have now

Z

()d = 42)
0 Y2 1+IJ2 1

which converges at any > 1;here 1 isthe e ective

soring constant. O f course, we willtake ! 1 at the

end. Perform ing the rem aining integration over , we
arrive at

P—

© ) J@¥hn + 21

n )= p = 13 P

2 1 @2nP+ n + 2 1

43)
Asexpected,the ! 1 lim i can now be perform ed w ith
no di culties at every n 6 0, yielding nally
p— mz l - .
n(t)—4—¥, né 0 : 44)
A ccordingly,
X
o) =A h =2 Etaz : 45)
né 0

That result exactly can be also obtained plugging Eqg.
86) into the Eq. (9), although, som ew hat surprisingly,
calculations are m ore involved along this route.
W e would like to rem Ind to our reader once again, that
n (©=A is the probability to have linking number n for
the polym er of the length t. A s the probability distridou—
tion, , hasthepeculiarity thatallitsm om entsobviously
diverge, even jist the average linking num ber is in nite.
It is not di cul to trace this back to the fact that n—
nitely exible polym er, as represented by the B row nian
random walk trafctory, can m ake in nitely m any tums
around a point-like obstacle. W e shall address this fur-
ther later.
Tt is worth em phasizing that the results z_él-é,:_zl;'n) are
exact, their validity does not require even that t is lJarge
—they are exact at any t.

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

O ne m ore interesting quantity to look at is hr?i: the
m ean squared distance ofone particularpoint on the ring
to the obstacle, O . To detem ine the probability distridou—
tion forr, wenote that , (t) playsthe rok ofa partition
function. T he probability density for r reads

O;r 2 n;r
0 t
R, 0;r 2 n;r

o G 0 N 2 rdr

¢ Wno)
= = : 46
n © “e




W hen computing hri from this, omul {@3) comes in

handy, ashrzijsbasjca]Jy the derivative of , (t; ) with
respectto at = 1:
2, 221
a‘t
i = — Wo()d =
n® 2 0
2
a‘t (t;
_ @ » () @7
2 5 @ -
Straightforw ard calculation yields
a’t 3
r’i= — 1+ 48)
6 2 n2

T he result is interesting. Surprisingly, it goesto a nie
constant proportionalto the unperturbed coil size ta? in
the lm it of very strong linking, n ! 1 . This should
be understood by noting that even very large num ber of
tums w ill be produced by a short piece of a tra gctory,
leaving a long part, of the order t, unentangled, w ith the
size of order a®t.

This is rem Iniscent of the recent ndings by K ardar
and his co-w orkers B5 ] in which they clain that in m any
cases realknots in three dim ensionalpolym eric loops are
entropically dom inated by conform ations w ith the knot
tightened in a short piece of polym er, and w ith the rest
ofthe polym er uctuating freely w ith no knots.

D . Force

W hen windingm odelwas rst introduced in the poly—
m er physics f_lé_;,:_lg;,;Lgl], it wasdonem ostly in connection
w ith problem s related to the rubber elasticity. A coord—
ngly, elastic force, or force-extension curve, was the pri-
m ary sub gct of interest. In case of DNA, such a curve
can be alsom easured using som e sort ofa singlem olecule
technique [_§§] A Ythough both in rubbers and in DNA s
real forces have both entropic and enthalpic contribu-
tions, in the w inding m odel the force has purely entropic
nature and, therefore, it is proportionalto kg T in stan—
dard notations, where kg is Boltzm ann constant and T
is absolute tem perature. In our notations, the force £,
which should be applied to the polym er to keep one of
its Iinks a certain distance r from the obstacle O at the

xed topological nvariant n is given by

f.  @hw, 4r QW ,
ks T er W, e

49)

W e have not found any sin ple closed expression for the
force, in this sense we m ake really no progress on this
point com pared to the papers I_l-l_i, :_fg, :_1-6]. N evertheless,
qualitatively, one glance at the Figure g is su cient to
realize that the force £y of an unentangled ring is always
positive. This is obviously because this ring is topolog—
ically repelling the obstack. On the other hand, when
n 6 0,the force ispositive, corregoondsto repulsion, only
when r (or ) issmallenough.Atlargerr (or ), the Porce
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Jps sign and becom es negative, which obviously corre—
sponds to the elastic stress caused in the polym er ring by
an attem pt to pull  away from the obstacle with which
the ring is entangled.

E. Ring polym er entangled w ith a nite size disc
For the obstacle of nite radius b, we were_unab]e to
cbtain exact answers sin ilarto Egs. {44) or @8). Allwe
can do for this case is to resort to the asym ptotic calcu-
lations. O ne of the advantages of the nite size obstacle
m odel is that i allow s to exam ine both asym ptotics, we
callthem loose entanglem ent and tight entanglem ent, re—
spectively. The form er regin e is realized when the size
of the cbstacle b is sn aller than typical polym er coil di-
m ension at'=?, and, m oreover, when m inin al length nec—
essary to m ake n tums, 2 In, is still sm all com pared to
at'=?: nb  at'™. In this case, calculations are sin ilar
to those of Section :;ﬁ{-?’-: In the opposite extrem e, when
nb at'™?, polym erhas to be signi cantly stretched out
to m ake alln tums. This corresgoonds to the far tail of
w Inding angle distrdbution, which is usually not exam —

ned and which we did not consider in Section -IV B.

1. Loose entanglem ent

Allwecan do forthiscase isto J:esortto the asym ptotic
calculations sin ilar to those of Section _-I\{ 13' In fact, the
calculations are alm ost identical, and at the end they
retum essentially the result ('_2-5), w ith the only di erence
In the nom alization factor. Speci cally, the probability

to have linking num ber n is proportional to

X, sihh x, + 2 (1
1 cosh x)°

sh
W,/ cosh %)

(50)

w here thelzpm itted nom alization factor m ust be de ned
such that ! W, =1,and where

n= 1

4 n

= 61)
n

Xn =

Sin ilarly, although we cannot nd the exact expression
for the value of , (t), but the estim ate reads , ()
Y+ W n o, P

a t°

Thus, quantities such as W, and , () decay expo—
nentially at very large n, and the characteristic n where
exponential decay starts is about In (ta?=k?). This Jatter
quantity estin ates also the characteristic linking num —
er in another sense, de ned as the root m ean squared,
m?i. This is an Interesting and som ew hat unexpected
result. Indeed, one could have naively expected that the
characteristic valie ofn should be proportionalto ta?=t? .
Indeed, we expect that one tum around the ocbstacle
should be sim ilar to waking a distance about 2 b b,
which requires a tine P=a’, mply’g the number




of tums to be about t= . Instead, we are getting som e-
thing lke In (= ). This happens because a large portion
of the chain length deviatesm uch further away from the
obstack than b, and it m akestums around a m uch larger
circum ference. This once again suggests that knot tight-
ening _B§'] occurs even in this case of a disc-like obstacle
w ith excluded volum e. .

Sim ilar to our discussion In section :_I\{ C!, we can un—
derstand what happens when b ! 0. In this case,
there appears a wide Interval of polym er chain lengths
=a® t  a’= 1 which, say, o (t) decays only as
1=n? i the w ide intervalofn, up to a large value ofn of
about In @=b).

2. Tight entanglem ent

T he tight entanglem ent regin e is realized w hen n?t?
ta®. In this case, polym er barely has enough length to
m ake n tums around the obstack. O bviously, the dom -
nant polym er confom ations are those tightly wound
around the obstaclk. This regim e is sin ilar to ray optics
ﬁ_3§']. Indeed, if one searches for the solution of di usion
equation {3) In the om G = exp [s@;t)] and assum es
that s is (Ih a proper sense) a slow Iy changing function,
then the so—called ekonal equation for s resuls:

2

@s

— 2
et ©2)

a®
== £s
6

For the system at hand, nam ely a polym er w ith w inding

angle around the obstack of radius b, this equation
allow s for the exact solution:
3 L2 53)
S= ———
2a% t

where L is the shortest distance between xed ends con—
sistent w ith the topological constraint (that is, w ith the
given w inding anglk):

p p

L=b( # %+ r B+  B: (54
Here, # and #° are detem ined by the conditions cos# =
b=r and cos#’ = b=r’. Both these conditions and the
solution itself are quite easy to establish based on the
geom etry presented in the gureg. It isalso easy to check
by direct di erentiation that omulas (53,564) present an
exact solution of the eikonal equation Eﬁ) .

F. Ring polym er inside a cavity

O ur discussion In the previous section is additionally
illum inated by the problem of a ring polym er entangled
w ith an obstacle whilke con ned in a cavity of the radius
B . In this case, the result t_sgi) directly applies, apart
from the replacement ! 2 n, and the proper nom al-
ization factor. W e see that in this case the characteristic
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FIG . 3: T ight entanglem ent, or "ray optics" lm it. In this

gure, for the ease of draw Ing, we assum e that the polym er
m akes just a little m ore than one tum around the obstacle,
while is ends are xed at the given points. D istance to one
end r and the corresponding angle # are shown in the gure;
sin ilar distance r° and angle #° are not shown to sin plify the

gure.

value of n is proportional to ta?=B 2. This number can
be understood by saying that polym er is con ned to a
tube ofthewidth D = B and length L = nB, where the
typicaln m ust be determ ined such that con nem ent en—
tropy is sim ilarly contrbuted by chain squeezing across
the tube and stretching along the tube (com pare sin i
lar argum ents in LBQ‘]) . The con nem ent entropy is well
known [_ng], it is proportionalto ta®=D 2 + L?=ta?, where
the two tem s corresoond to the two factors jist m en-
tioned — chain squeezing across the tube and stretching
along the tube, respectively. E quating the two termm s, we
arrive atn  t£=B 2, as expected.

VI. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

W e have fcused on a special application, a toy
E dw ards-P rager-Frisch m odel [14, 15, and its generaliza—
tion. It can be viewed as a m odel of an unsym m etrical
In nite catenane. This catenane is formed from a ran—
dom walk oft steps and \entw ined" w ith In nite, rigid,
closed structure com posed oftw o straight legs, which are
separated at least by a distance larger than ta, m esting
at in nity. A ssuch it allow sone to extrapolate a lim iting
probability of catenation by a closed random walk, which
is consistent w ith earlier estim ates.

Thism odel is w idely recognized as the sin plest play—
ground for \statistical m echanics w ith topological con-
straints" t_lé_;] Unfrtunately, no sin ple notable result
had previously com e out of this m odel studies — except
the very fact that it is \exactly solvable." W e were lucky
to nd a coupl of such sin ple resuls. First, Jooking at
the entanglem ent as an elem ent of \annealed" disorder,
we found that the area associated w ith allpoints around
which closed random walk m akes exactly n tums isequal
toR?i=4 n?, where IR ?1 is the m ean-square end-to-end
distance of the lnear walk of the sam e length. Second,
Jooking at the entanglem ent as an elem ent of \quenched"
disorder, we found that the m ean-squared distance be-
tween an obstacle an an arbitrary m onom erofan n tin es



entangled ring is equalto (1=6)lR?i 1+ 3=2 n® . Both
results are exact. W e have also found that the entan-
glem ent of a very long polym er is very uneven, in the
sense that i tends to segregate into one very long loop,
alm ost as long as the entire polym er, and a num ber of
m uch shorter loops.

T he generalization ofE dw ardsP rager¥F risch m odel, iIn
w hich an obstacle isnot a point, but a discof nite radius
b, as far as we could tell, does not allow for an exact
solution in any usefiilclosed form . However, wewere able
to show that for annealed loop the m ean-squared linking
numbertumsouttobe nite, oforderm?i
b increases, the entanglem ent becom es increasingly tight,
resulting in all loops being of com parable length.

O ur delberations clarly re ect three aspects: The

rst is the fruitfil nature of Spitzer's f.lj] original insight

for both further theory and its applications. T he second
is the value of self-consistent approxin ations In the eld
when direct exact calculations are preclided by m athe—
m aticaldi culy. And, last but not least, the third isthe
usefilness of com plete analysis of those sim pli ed m odels
which do allow form athem atically exact solutions.
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APPENDIX A:W EBER INTEGRAL

F irst let us prove an auxiliary relation:

Z
2
e €T @Od'= —e T @ el
w here (¢) isan elgenfiinction ofthe Lap]ac:an operator
corresponding to the eigenvalie  2: 2 ().
2 2
€ =°)

To see this, we note that ( %= )e is the G reen
fiinction of the di usion equation 1 which 2 plays the
rolke of 1=D t, wih D and t being di usion coe cient
and tin e, respectively. T herefore, this exponent can be
w ritten in term s of a bilnear expansion

0 k2: 2
x @®)e ;

@2

= x ®)
X

w here the summ ation runs over the entire soectrum of
the Laplacian operator. By m aking a dotproduct ofboth
sideswith ,we arrive at the result (A]1

In@=b).As
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Let us now use the formula @E) choosing =
Jn ( ¥)e® . At any n, this is indeed one of the eigen-
functions ofthe Laplacian operator, corresponding to the
eigenvalie 2. Now, wem ake use of the llow ing rela—
tion

Z 5
ezcos+(d=2I(2); @ 3)

0
which ism ost frequently encountered as an integral rep—

resentation of the m odi ed Bessel finction I . This re—
Jation leads to
Z
J(YI @ °%xy) e Yydy=
0
Lo 2T (x)
= e 4 22 ¢ @a4)

Changing variables, we nally obtain the two form ula-
tions of the W eber integral:

Zl
0 2y? _
J ()T (y) e ydy =
0
02 2
e 12 0
= 22 J 22 i
Zl
2
J (T (Y e Yydy=
0
02, 2
e ":: 0
= Tzz L ozz 189

T he latter form ula is what needs to be used to go from
Eq. ¥) toEq. @).

APPENDIX B:SOME PROPERTIES OF THE
FUNCTIONS Z

1. O rthogonality

First of all, we want to prove here that the functions
Z (r; b),asde nedby theEqg. (é_i’), are orthogonaland
nom alized:
Z

7z (1r; 7 (°; %)rdr % ®1)

Il
|
—_

z°)

Z (3 BZ (%5 b d = r BH @2

0
Note that when b! 0O,wehave?Z (r; b)’ J (1)
because In thiscase Y ( b) is negative and large in ab-
solute value), so In this Im it both equations (1_3].) and

@2) oom e back to the wellknown relation [31
Z 4 1

J (1)J (%rdr= = ¢ 0 : B3)

0
In what ©llow s, we derive the relations @:]:,':B:Z) . For
sim plicity of notations, i is easier to com pute the nor
m alization of the functions
U (r; b= J (

Y (b+J (b)Y (r); ©4)



from which the properties ofZ will ollow autom atically.
D erivation consists of two parts, one of them is trivial,
and the other is only slightly less trivial.

a. Trivialpart

To begin w ith, there is a useful general form ula

2 22 2 2 ey
U°(r bjrdt= —U“+ — ——

2 2 2 2 Qr

B5)

which is valid for any solution of Bessel equation, that

is, for any linear combination ofJ ( r) and ¥ ( r), in—

cluding the U . The derivation of this omula can be

fund in m any places, or instance, {_3]‘] One way is to

take (rf@U =@r)” and di erentiate it over r. R em em ber-
Ing that U satis esBesslequation, it iseasy to nd

2 2
U
@ r@— = 2r% 2

Qr @r r2

QU
er ' ®e)
from which Eq. @:5) ollow s autom atically.

W e cannot directly apply this form ula for the case of
an In nie interval, because it yields the divergence (due
to the r’U? tem : U decays onky as 1 r at large r).
Indeed, this is not surprising, since the answer @:1:) con—
tainsa -function. Thus, what we shalldo is to consider

rst the niewidth ringb< r< B, w ih boundary con—
dition U j_, = 0. In theend, we sha]lsegcilB 1.
Assiming U ( r; b)j_,,weget from @3)

Z . " Z#B

r?
UZ( r; b)rdr = eu

- — 7
b 22 @r &7

The derivative @U =Q@r can be sinpli ed, because i is
related to the W ronskian of J ( r) and Y ( r), which

is equalto 2= r. Taking into account the boundary
condition
Y (bJ (B)=Y (B)J (b); B8)
we obtain
nw #
ZBUZ( byrd 2 J*(Db |
r; b)rdr = B p—— =
b 2 2 JZ(B)
nw #
2 Y?(D L : ®9)
- 22 y2(B)

Ifwehave two di erent values, 6 ©, both satisfying

boundary condition {15_-8), then
Z B

U (r bU ( OJ:; 0b)rd]:= 0;
b

B10)

as can be established either by proper integration by
parts using the B essel equation, or by direct reference to
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the fact that these U ’s are the eigenfunctions of a Her-
m itian operatorbelonging to di erent eigenvalues. T hus,
we can use the K roneker sym bolto w rite

ZB
U (r; U (% Yrdr=
b n #
2 J%(Db
=57 7 () o1 (B11)

Here, we sacri ced the beauty of symm etry and used the
upper line of the Eq. (B9); the same nal answer is
obtained from the lower line.

b. Slightly Jess trivialpart

W e have to perform now thelmit B ! 1 .Thedi-
culty is that when B changes, so does also , since it is
sub ct to boundary condition @B) . To circum vent this
problem , the ollow Ing trick is suggested. Let us choose
som e particularvalie of |, then boundary condition {T_B:ﬁ)
is satis ed by som e discrete set 0of B values. Let us send
B ! 1 steppingoverthese speci cvaluesand thuskeep—
ng xed. Then, when B is already large enough, we
can resort to the wellknown asym ptotics

r
2 1
J x) ' — oS X — + = ;
X 2
r
Y &) ¢ > sn . ®12)
X — X - -
X 2 2
Then, Hmul @11) yieds
ZB
U (15 U (% Yrdr= B13)
b 1] #
2 B J%( b
- 1 0 :
2 2 2 CD32 B 1 +%

O n the otherhand, we can also use asym ptotics (i_?;_l-_Z) for
J (B)and forY ( B) to sinplify the boundary condi-

tion @_8); by som e easy m anipulations, we can re-w rite
this boundary condition in the form

Y (b ° 1

1+ =
J (b s B

- ®14)
z t3

Then, formula G'_B_l_) yields to the kading order in B :
Z B
U (r bUu ( OJ:; 0b)rdr=
b

B 2 2
= — J(b+Y° (Db o (B15)
Finally, we argue that at large B the K ronecker
should be replaced w ith D irac  according to

0! ( 9 .

— 1
5 B16)



To m ake this conclusion, we sw itch to the view point in
which B can be atbitrary, while 2 and % are the
elgenvalieswhich dependonB . Then,whenB ! 1 ,the
eigenvalues com e closer to one another, w ith the interval
between neighboring equalto =B, as i is clear from
the asym ptotics of Bessel functions é_i’:_l-_i) . Therefore,
any sum Involving K roneker can be transfom ed into
the integral

X

; B17)

0

which m eans precisely (;_E’:_l-_d).___ .

Taken together, equations B15) and {B16) yield the
answer
Z 2 2

J b+ Y b
U (r bU ( Or; Ob)]:d]:= # ( O)
b
. . B18)
which is essentially ormula B1). Formul B2) Plows
autom atically from {B1) and the the fact that finctions
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and not resorting to any further approxin ations, we ar-
rive at the Eq. (15).

For com pleteness, we also m ention the large asym p—
totics of Z , which tum out to be particularly nice:

r

2
z (r b’ —rSJ'n( b n) B21)

APPENDIX C:ALTERNATIVE
REPRESENTATION OF THE GREEN'S
FUNCTION

C onsider again the di usion equation, which at t > t°
reads
@ a®

G C1)
@t 4
sub ct to the Initial and the boundary conditions

Z form a com plte set, which, in tum, ©llow s from the Gl,= 9 ; Gi,=0; Gi, , ! 0:(€2
very general spectral consideration.
Let us denote
2 A sym ptotics of Z %1 21
) v p Gp; (r’) = e Pt el 6 re)d dat: €3)
0 1
Here, we 1rst brie y descrbe the der:iyatjon of the
sma]l_ asymptotics of Z2 ( r; b), Eqg. 6_15) K now ing T his satis es
that B]] )
1@ ,@ 4p
——rZ—G . r;r0 — + — Gy, r;r0 =
J ( ) ’ (:2) . ]:2@]: @r P ( ) a2 ]:‘2 pi ( )
a+ )’ 4
( =2) o= ) 1 = — @« bH: c4)
Yy () — 2 e ST g19) re
a+ ) @ )sh
T he solution of this equation is the linear com binations
at ° 1+ ,and usihg the dentity ofthe Bessel functions K and I . M aking it to satisfy
the boundary conditionsatr= 0,r! 1 ,andatr= r°
+ ) @ ) sin = ; B 20) (the latter dictated by the -function), one arrives at
|
8 2r® 5 h i
K = pP_ - . |-
2r 2b 2b 2r
% = —— I —L K P 1 =£ K ? when r< r°
Gp; (Gr) = €5)
% k & h 2rP 5 255 B 255 B 2Pzt
S I — K I =% K - when r> r°
K

A s expected, this is the symm etric ﬁm'ctjon ofr and r°.
T his form ula was already obtained in Eﬁ] (equation 2.9)
of that work).

W hat we should do now is to Invert the respective
Laplace and Fourder transform s:

Z Z

0 1 ' { t 0
G (Gr; i = —— e Gy, r)ded ;
@) 1 ¢

Co)



where C is the vertical contour In the plane of com plex
variable p which should be to the right of all singularities
of Gp; . Knowing the explicit expression of Gy; , EQ.
€3), we see that it has the singularity at p = 8 This
singularity is due to both the branch point of © p and
the singular behavior of m any Bessel functions at zero.
Then, i is convenient to place the branch cut along the
negative real axis in com plex pplane, and then to de-
form the contour from C to C;, as shown in the Figure

Z Z
0. . — 2{ ' ! { 2a%t=4
G (r; ,t)_W o e e
K ({9

K({b)E[(

T he expression in curly bracketshere can be sinm pli ed
using the follow ing three relations:

I (DK (b I{(DK ({p=
= I ({DK ({b I({DPK ( {pn=
= U (DY (b J (DY (D]; C8)
and
2
K (K ( {b= (p+Y* (b ; €9
and
K (9K ( {b K ( {HK (b=
2
= 7{[J(r°>Y (b) J (Y (] :€10)

U sing these three results, we dJIect]y see that the form ula

(C_J’Z ) gets transfom ed into (-9) T his can, of course, be
considered as another proof of nom alization conditions
or Z functions, Eq. 8187).

APPENDIX D:INTEGRATION OVER THE
COORDINATE r’OF THE TRAJECTORY END

M ost easily, integration in {l].) can be addressed using
Eqg. 6 Indeed, whatever is the value of r, we should
consider the Iim it of large t in the sense that ta?  r?;
that m eans, by the tim e t the walker should have trav—
eled from its starting point typically m uch further than
to the origin, O . Then, we note that although the inte-
gration over r’ run o in nity, the integralis dom nated
by r’ up to about a t, because of the truncation by the
exponential factore =08 /a%e . A coordingly, the argum ent

= 2ri’=a’t of I i the Eq. ('_5) is am all, and we can

()

{nK ( {Db
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:fl. T hen, because of the branch cut, on the lower side of
the contour C; wehavep = e ! P73 while on the upper
side we have p = e 3. Furthem ore, instead of 3 it
is convenient to introduce the new variable, , such that
Pj= ?a®=4. Then, integrals along the lower and along
the upper sides of the contour C; are each represented by
Integration from 0 to 1 over . W e can combine these
tw o Integrals together, and then sin pl algebra yields

D) L (K (b I {bK (onl
I( {bK ( {n] dd c7)
A
branch cut

7

Y

-_—_—_—)_—_—_—_—_—_

FIG . 4: Integration contours on the com plex p-plane. Expla-
nations are in the text.

usetheexpansion I ()’ (=2)/ 1+ ).Upon inte-
gration over r°, this yields
W ( ) / er2=a2t
" (1 T Ty oy
cos _— — :
o a+ ) a’t

N ow ,wehave to rem emberthat r’=a’t  1,whichmeans

that the latter Integral is dom nated by smnall , more
speci cally by up to about 1= In r’=a’t . Replachg
both -functionsw ith uniy leadsthen to
1 2t
PRl
wo()/ o 7, !
it
! z, ; b 2)
]1'1 2

w here the latter transform ation is justi ed again because

t is lJarge. T hus, the resulting distrdbution is indeed inde—

pendent of r, and i is nothing else but the Spitzer law,
6].



APPENDIX E:PROOF THAT W ISTHE
PROBABILITY

Here, we check that W satis esthe nom alization con—
dition as the probability:

% _3rr0 oL
W + 2 H,E =1 H E1)
n= 1
which also m eans that identi cation of the points and

+ 2 n erases allthe topological inform ation.
F irst, Jet us denote Hrbrevity z = 2rr’=a’t, and then
we wrie

®
W ( +2 n;z)
n= 1
Z 1 =2 #
= e zCos s(( +2n) ) I zd =
0 wo= 1
Z 1 ® #
— o 2008 cos(( +2 n) ) I 4@z)d E2)
1 n= 1

Here, integration is expanded over all , both positive
and negative, the price being the absolute value of
serving as an index of I j. The expression In the square
brackets can be easily transformm ed using the identity

*®
e K= €t m) €3)
k= 1 m= 1
Thus, we write
®R
cos(( +2 n) )=
n= 1
1 & h i
- = el (+2 ) 2 n) _
2
n= 1
1 % h i
= = e{(+2n)+e((+2n)
2n= 1
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= cos( ) ( m) : & 4)

&53)

(orm ula 8.406.3 in {34]) an

®
= Jg(z)+ 2

e(z cos

{3y ) cosk )
k=1
. This yields

E6)

(omulk 85114 n B4)

W ( +2 n;z)=

Z COS {m

e

2
=§J

4

eZCOS :l:

(z) + 2 cosfm m ) Jn ({Z)é
m=1 { }5

el(iz) cos( )

&7)

T his com pletes the proof.

[l]1 F.Spizer, Trans.Amer.M ath. Soc., 87, 187-197, 1958.

Rl P.Messulam ,M .Yor, J.Lond.M ath. Soc., 26,n.2, 348,
1982.

B1M .Fisher, V.Privm an, S.Redner J.Phys. A :M ath. &
Gen. 17,p.L5691578, 1984

4] J.Piman, M .Yor, The Annals of P robability, 11, n. 3,
p.733-779, 1986.

B] J.Rudnick,Y .Hu,J.Phys.A:M ath.& Gen., 20, 4421-
4438, 1987

6] J.Rudnick, Y .Hu, Phys.Rev. Lett., 60, n. 8, 712-715,
1988

[71 B. Duplantier, H . Salur, Phys. Rev. Lett., 60, n. 23,
23432346, 1988.

Bl J.Piman, M .Yor, The Annals of P robability, 17, n. 3,

p.965-1011, 1989.
O] C .Belisk, The Annals of P robability, 17, n. 4, p. 1377-
1402, 1989.

[L0] A .Comtet, J.Desois, C .M onthus, J. Stat. Phys., 73,
n.1/2, 433440, 1993.

1] B.Drosseland M .K ardar, Phys.Rev.E, 53, 5861, 1996;
In: T heoreticalam d M athem aticalM odels in Polym er Re—
search, A . G rosbery, Editor, A cadem ic Press, 1998, p.
187217.

[12] K . Sam okhin J.Phys.A :M ath.Gen. 31 n. 44, p. 8789-
8795, 1998.

[13]1 K . Sam okhin J.Phys.A :M ath.Gen. 31 n. 47, p. 9455-
9468, 1998.

[14] S.F .Edwards, P roc. Phys. Soc. London, 91, 513, 1967



[15] S.Prager, H .L.Frisch, J. Chem .Phys., 46, n. 4, 1475~
1483, 1967.

6] F.W .W iegel, in: Phase Transitions and C ritical P he-
nomena, C.Domb and JL. Lebow itz, eds, A cadem ic
Press, 1983, vol 7, p.101-149.

[l71 P G . de Gennes Sinpk Views on Condensed M atter,
W orld Scienti c, Singapore, 1992.

18] M .Doi, S.F .EdwardsThe T heory ofP olym erD ynam ics,
O xford University P ress, O xford 1986.

[19] V. Rybenkov, N . Cozzarelli, A . Vologodskii P roc. N at.
Ac. Sci., v. 90, 5307, 1993.

R0] S.Shaw, J.W ang Science, v.260, 533, 1993.

R1]1 V. Rybenkov, C. Ullgperger, A . Vologodskii, N . Coz—
zarelli Science, 277, 690-693, 1997.

R2]1 A .Yu.G rosberg P hysics — U spekhi, v.40, 125-158, 1997.

R31A . Yu. Grosberg Physical Review Letters, v. 85, 3858-
3861, 2000. o _____.

R4] A .Yu.G rosberg preprint 'cond-m at/0207427%

R5] A .Vologodskii, A . Lukashin, M .Frank-K am enetskii Sov.
Phys. JETP, v. 67, p. 1875, 1974; A . Vologodskii, M .
Frank-K am enetskii Sov. Phys. U spekhi, v. 134, p. 641,
1981; A . Vologodskii Topology and Physics of C ircular
DNA,CRC Press, Boca Raton, 1992.

6] K .Koniaris, M .M uthukum arPhys.Rev.Lett,, v.66,p.
22112214, 1991.

R71 T .Deguchi, K . TsurusakiPhys.Rev.E, v.55,n.5, p.
6245-6248, 1997.

R8]1D .W .Sumners, S.G . W hittlnhgton Journal of Physics
A:Math.& Gen., v.21,p.1689,1988

R9] N .P ppenger D isc. Appl M ath., v.25, 273, 1989.

B0] J- . Sikorav, B .Duplantier, G . Jannink & Y .Tin sit J.
Mol Biol, v.284,p.1279-1287, 1998

B1] S. Nechaev Statistics of knots and entanglkd random
waks, W orld Scienti c: Singapore, 1996)

18

B2]1A .Gray,G .B.M athews A Treatise on Bessel Functions
and T heir A pplications to Physics, M aM illan, London,
1922 (pp.66-69).

B3] S. W olfram M athem atica: A system for Doing M athe-
m atics by C om puter, A ddison W esky, 1991.

B4] I. S. Gradshteyn, and I.M . Ryzhik Tabk of Integrals,
Series, and P roducts, A .Je rey (editor),A cadem icP ress,
2000.

B5] R .M etzler, A . Hanke, P. Domm ersnes, Y . Kantor, M .
K ardarP hys.Rev. Lett., 88,188101, 2002; R .M etzler, A .
Hanke,P.D omm ersnes, Y .K antor,M .K ardarP hys.Rev.

‘cond-m at/0205111; R . M etzler, Y . Kantor, M . K ardar

L L -

ond-m at/0206057.

B6] J .M einers, S.Q uake Phys. Rev. Lett., 84, 5014, 2000.

B7]1 P.M orse, H . Feshbach M ethods of T heoretical P hysics,
NY,M oG row Hill, 1953 (Chapter 5.3).

B8] A N .Semenov Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz., 1985, v.88,p.1242.

B91 A .Yu.Grosberg, A .Feigel, Y .Rabin PhysicalReview E,
v.54,n.6,p.6618-6622, 1996.

0] P G . de Gennes Scaling Concepts in Polym er P hysics,
ComellUniv.P ress, Tthaca, NY, 1979.
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instance, if all of them are exactly identical, then extra
factor t m ust be incorporated in the statistical weight of
a ring. Here, we assum e that since one m onom er is an—
chored, the m onom ers are distinguishable by their num —
bering along the chain starting from the anchored place.
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arise later, in Section V Br when we consider a ring w ith
no anchored m onom er.W e are indebted to I.Ya.E rukhi-
m ovich for this im portant com m ent.
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