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Abstrat

In this paper, we present a new approah to the disrete version of the Wormlike Chain Model

(WCM) of semi�exible polymers. Our solution to the model is based on a new omputational

tehnique alled the Generalized Borel Transform (GBT) whih we use to study the statistial

mehanis of semi�exible polymer hains. Spei�ally, we evaluate the harateristi funtion of

the model approximately. Afterward, we ompute the polymer propagator of the model using

the GBT and �nd an expression valid for polymers with any number of segments and values of the

semi�exibility parameter. This expression aptures the limits of �exible and in�nitely sti� polymers

exatly. In between, a smooth and approximate rossover behavior is predited. Another property

of our propagator is that it ful�lls the ondition of �nite extensibility of the polymer hain. We

have also alulated the single hain struture fator. This property is a dereasing funtion of

the wave vetor, k;until a plateau is reahed. Our omputations learly show that the struture

fator dereases faster with inreasing wave vetor when the semi�exibility parameter is inreased.

Furthermore, when the wave vetor is large enough, there is a regime where the struture fator

follows an approximate power law of the form k�� even for short polymer hains. � is equal to two

for �exible polymers and to one for rigid hains. We also ompare our results to the preditions of

other models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In reent years, experimental studies of biologial maromoleules have motivated intense

researh in the �eld of statistial mehanis of single semi�exible polymer hains. Indeed,

studies like fore-elongation measurements of di�erent biologial (DNA, titin, tenasin) and

syntheti (polyethylene glyol, polyvinyl alohol) polymers using Atomi Fore Mirosopes,

Optial Tweezers and other reently developed tools are abundant[1℄. The measured fore-

elongation urve is generally �tted to the predition of the Wormlike Chain Model (WCM) of

semi�exible hains[2℄, originally proposed by Kratky and Porod[3℄. From this �t, parameters

like the persistene length of the biopolymer are extrated. Another kind of experiments has

targeted the mehanial properties of eukaryoti ells[4℄. These properties are determined

by an assembly of protein �bers alled the ytoskeleton. This three dimensional assembly is

made of the ytoskeletal polymers (mirotubules, atin �laments, et.). All these polymers

are semi�exible polymers at the relevant length sales (a few mirons at most). Thus, the

preditions of the WCM are very relevant for the understanding of the physial behavior of

ytoskeletal polymers.

The WCM was originally proposed by Kratky and Porod in 1949[3℄ and reformulated

using �eld theoreti methods by Saito et al.[5℄ in 1967. In this model, the polymer hain

displays resistane to bending deformations. This resistane is modeled using a free energy

that penalizes bending the polymer bakbone. The free energy depends on parameters (elas-

ti onstants) that are a onsequene of many short-range monomer-monomer interations.

Expliitly, the free energy is

�

2

Z L

0

ds

 
d2R (s)

ds
2

! 2

; (1)

where R (s) is the vetorial �eld that represents the polymer hain, s is the ar of length

parameter, L is the ontour length of the polymer and �is the bending modulus. In addition,

the loal inextensibility onstraint jdR (s)=dsj= 1 must be satis�ed. As a onsequene of

the bending rigidity , a wormlike hain is haraterized by a persistene length (proportional

to the bending modulus) suh that, if the length sale is shorter than the persistene length,

then the hain behaves like a rod while, if the length sale is larger than the persistene

length, then the hain is governed by the on�gurational entropy that favors the random-
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walk onformations.

The loal inextensibility onstraint has not allowed researhers to �nd an exat solution

to the WCM. Indeed, the onstraint jdR (s)=dsj= 1 is written using a Dira delta distri-

bution in in�nite dimensions. Depending on how the onstraint is written, jdR (s)=dsj= 1

or (dR (s)=ds)
2
= 1, we get an Edwards Hamiltonian that is non-analyti or non-linear,

respetively. Consequently, there is no exat solution of this model at present. However, a

few properties like the �rst few moments of the distribution of the end-to-end distane[5, 6℄

are known exatly.

The aforementioned omplexity of the WCM has motivated many approximate treat-

ments of semi�exible polymers. For example, Fixman and Kova[7℄ developed a modi�ed

Gaussian model for sti� polymer hains under an external �eld (external fore). In this

approah, they omputed an approximate distribution for the bond vetors from whih they

were able to ompute the partition funtion and average end-to-end vetor. An alterna-

tive approah was proposed by Harris and Hearst[8℄ who developed a distribution for the

ontinuous model from whih they were able to ompute the two-point orrelation funtion

and, onsequently, the mean-square end-to-end distane and radius of gyration. Another

statistial property of interest has been the distribution funtion of the end-to-end distane

or its Fourier transform. Many approximations for this funtion have been proposed. For

example, di�erent expansions of the distribution in inverse powers of the number of segments

have been developed[9, 10℄. Similarly, perturbations with respet to the rodlike limit have

been derived[11℄. Other approahes to the distribution funtion of the end-to-end distane

of semi�exible polymers have led to modi�ed Gaussian funtions[12, 13℄. Finally, many

approximations have been proposed for the struture fator[14, 15℄.

As stated in the previous paragraph, most of the approximate treatments of the distri-

bution funtion of the end-to-end distane have been perturbative in nature. Indeed, these

approximations were perturbation expansions with respet to the �exible or rigid hain lim-

its. A di�erent approah to semi�exible polymers was taken by Kholodenko[16, 17, 18℄. In

this model, the Eulidean version of the Dira propagator is used to predit the onforma-

tional properties of semi�exible polymers. In partiular, the single hain struture fator has

been used to desribe experimental data quantitatively[19℄. Reently, Winkler has proposed

another treatment of semi�exible polymers[20℄. In this work, an approximate expression for
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the distribution funtion valid for any value of the sti�ness of the polymer bakbone was

developed using the Maximum Entropy Priniple.

Motivated by the experimental studies done on semi�exible polymers and our inomplete

understanding of the properties of the WCM, we have developed a new approah that

aptures many physial properties of the model, like the limits of �exible and rigid polymers,

exatly and provides approximate rossover behaviors for all the distribution funtions. To

aomplish this goal, we have employed a omputational tehnique alled the Generalized

Borel Transform (GBT) whih was taken from Quantum Mehanis and Quantum Field

Theories[21, 22, 23℄. This method omputes Mellin/Laplae transforms exatly. We provide

a brief summary of this tehnique in Appendix A.

This paper is organized as follows. In setion II, we evaluate the harateristi fun-

tion of the WCM approximately suh that some physial onstraints are satis�ed exatly.

Furthermore, we evaluate the distribution funtion (polymer propagator) using the GBT

and ompute the single hain struture fator. In Setion III we disuss the results of our

alulations whih are valid for any value of the semi�exibility of the polymer. Setion IV

ontains the onlusions of our work and some speulations about appliations to polymer

physis of possible extensions of the GBT. The details of the mathematial alulations are

presented in the appendies.

II. THEORY

A. The Model and Evaluation of the Charateristi Funtion

Consider a polymer hain modeled as a sequene of n bond vetors (R 1;R 2;:::;R n)on-

neted in a sequential manner. In addition, let us assume that the length of eah bond

vetor is l(=Kuhn length) and that pairs of onseutive bond vetors try to be parallel to

eah other. This preferential orientation is modeled with a Boltzmann weight given by the

following expression [7, 13, 14, 24℄

exp

 

�

n�1X

i= 1

R i+ 1 � Ri

!

; (2)
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where � is the strength of the interation in units of thermal energy (= kB T). Inserting Eq.

(2) into the expression for the propagator of the Random Flight Model[25℄, we obtain the

following expression for the polymer propagator of semi�exible hains

P (R ;n;�)=

Z

dfR kg

nY

j= 1

�(R j)�

0

@
nX

j= 1

R j � R

1

A exp

 

�

n�1X

i= 1

R i+ 1 � Ri

!

; (3)

where R is the end-to-end vetor and �(R j) is given by the formula

�(R )=
�(jR j� l)

4�l2
: (4)

The propagator, Eq. (3), is not normalized.

We proeed to express the delta funtion using its Fourier representation[26℄ then, Eq.

(3) beomes

P (R ;n;�)=

Z
d3kexp(� iR � k)

(2�)
3
(4�l2)

n

2

4
Z

dfR kg

nY

j= 1

�(jR jj� l)

� exp

0

@ i
nX

j= 1

R j � k+�

n�1X

i= 1

R i+ 1 � Ri

1

A

3

5;

(5)

whih an be used to de�ne the harateristi funtion, K (k;�;n;l), as follows

P (R ;n;�)�

Z
d3k

(2�)
3
exp(� iR � k)K (k;�;n;l): (6)

The mathematial expression of the harateristi funtion is

K (k;�;n;l)�
1

(4�l2)
n

Z

dfR kg

nY

j= 1

�(jR jj� l)exp

0

@ i
nX

j= 1

R j � k + �

n�1X

i= 1

R i+ 1 � Ri

1

A : (7)

Note that sine the polymer propagator, Eq. (3), is not normalized then the harateristi

funtion, Eq. (7), does not approah one when the wave vetor goes to zero. Instead,

it approahes the anonial partition funtion of the model. Furthermore, note that the

harateristi funtion is a Fourier Transform in a 3n-dimensional spae.

As stated before by Yamakawa[6℄, the exat evaluation of the harateristi funtion (or

the polymer propagator) for semi�exible hains is not possible at present. Therefore, we have

developed a new approximation to evaluate this funtion. This new mathematial approah
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was developed in suh a way that the most relevant physis of the problem is not altered by

the approximation. Spei�ally, the proposed approah keeps the thermodynamis (partition

funtion) of the model exat. Moreover, all the properties of fully �exible hains (�! 0)and

in�nitely sti� hains (�! 1 )are preserved exatly. Consequently, this approah aptures

both asymptoti limits exatly and provides an approximate desription of the rossover

behavior. In addition, our treatment of the problem uses the exat expression of the mean-

square end-to-end distane. Consequently, this quantity and the mean-square radius of

gyration are exat. Another important property of our approah is that it keeps the loal

inextensibility onstraint intat. Therefore, our hains have �nite extensibility and this

model an be used to ompute the fore-elongation relationship of semi�exible polymers.

We desribe our approximation hereafter.

Let us start by omputing the following lass of integrals

G j =

Z

dR j�(jR jj� l)exp(iRj � k + �Rj+ 1 � Rj); (8)

whih are present in the harateristi funtion. The wave vetor k is onstant and an be

hosen in the diretion of the versor ẑ. Writing all the vetors in spherial oordinates we

an express G j as follows

G j =

Z

d(jR jj)jR jj
2
�(jR jj� l)

Z �

0

d�jsin(�j)expfijR jj� jkjcos(�j)g

� expf�jR jj� jRj+ 1jcos(�j+ 1)cos(�j)g

Z
2�

0

d’jexp(cos(’ j)+ �sin(’ j));

(9)

where  and � are de�ned as follows

� �jR jjjR j+ 1jsin(�j)cos(’j+ 1)sin(�j+ 1);

�� �jR jjjR j+ 1jsin(�j)sin(’j+ 1)sin(�j+ 1):
(10)

The ’j-integrals an be done exatly. The result is

Fj(;�)=

Z
2�

0

d’jexp(cos(’ j)+ �sin(’ j))= 2�I0(�jR jjjR j+ 1jjsin(�j)sin(�j+ 1)j);

(11)

where I0(x)is the Bessel funtion of seond lass[27℄. After we integrate the delta funtion,

the funtion G j beomes
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G j = 2�l
2

Z �

0

d�jsin(�j)exp
nh
il� jkj+ �l

2
cos(�j+ 1)

i
cos(�j)

o
I0

�
�l

2
jsin(�j)sin(�j+ 1)j

�
:

(12)

We now replae this expression into Eq. (7) and obtain the harateristi funtion

K (k;�;n;l)= 2
�n

Z
�

0

d�nsin(�n)expfil� jkjcos(�n)g

Z
�

0

n�1Y

j= 1

d�jsin(�j)

� exp
nh
il� jkj+ �l

2
cos(�j+ 1)

i
cos(�j)

o
I0

�
�l

2
jsin(�j)sin(�j+ 1)j

�
:

(13)

The evaluation of K (k;�;n;l) is done by iterations. First, we take the term j = 1,

rede�ne jkj! k=land �! �=l2
, and remove the fator 2�l2 from the de�nition of G j(�)

in Eq. (12) ; then, we an write

G 1(�2)=

Z �

0

d�1sin(�1)expf[ik+ �cos(�2)]cos(�1)gI0(�jsin(�1)sin(�2)j); (14)

whih is exatly doable[28℄. The result is

G 1(�2)= 2
sinh

q
�2 � k2 + 2ik�cos(�2)

q
�2 � k2 + 2ik�cos(�2)

: (15)

The next step in the iterative proess is the evaluation of G 2(�3)given by

G 2(�3)=

Z �

0

d�2sin(�2)expf[ik+ �cos(�3)]cos(�2)gI0(�sin(�2)sin(�3))G 1(�2): (16)

This integral is not exatly doable. Consequently, we proeed to approximate it suh that the

asymptoti limits of �exible and sti� polymers are aptured exatly. Thus, the expression

that we obtain will give an approximate rossover behavior between the aforementioned

limiting regimes. Note that in the limit of very sti� hains, �! 1 , all the segments will

be parallel to eah other. In other words, when �! 1 , �2 ’ �3. Then, in this limit we an

say that

G 2(�3)’ [G 1(�3)]
2
: (17)

In the other limit, �! 0, G 1(�2) is independent of �2. Therefore, Eq. (17) is also valid in

the limit of �exible hains. Thus, we onlude that Eq. (17) is a good approximation for
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G 2(�3)sine it aptures the asymptoti limits exatly and provides an approximate rossover

behavior for G 2(�3).

The iteration of the aforementioned approximation n � 1 times leads to the following

expression for the harateristi funtion

K (k;�;n)’
1

2n

Z �

0

d�n sin(�n)expfikcos(�n)g[G 1(�n)]
n�1

: (18)

Note that this expression gives the exat anonial partition funtion of the model

Zn (�)= K (0;�;n)=

 
sinh�

�

! n�1

: (19)

Thus, this �rst part of the approximation preserves both asymptoti behaviors and the

thermodynamis of the problem intat.

Let us now proeed to evaluate the approximate expression of the harateristi funtion,

K (k;�;n). The integral in Eq. (18) is not exatly doable thus, we evaluate it using a

variational proedure. Let us introdue the following anzats

q
�2 � k2 + 2ik�cos(�n)=

q
�2 � k2�2�;n + ikg�;n cos(�n); (20)

where the parameters g�;n and ��;n are determined from the onstraints imposed by the

physis of the problem as desribed below. One of the requirements is that the �exible and

rigid limits are aptured exatly by the model. This requires that the parameters must

behave in the following way

g�;n ! 0

�2�;n ! 1
�! 0;

g�;n ! 1

�2�;n ! 0
�! 1 : (21)

Using Eq. (20), we an approximate the harateristi funtion as follows

K (k;�;n)’

Z �

0

d�n sin(�n)expfikcos(�n)[1+ (n � 1)g�;n]g

�

2

4exp
nq

�2 � k2�2�;n

o
� exp

8
<

:
�
q
�2 � k2�2�;n

2

41�
2ikg�;n cos(�n)q
�2 � k2�2�;n

3

5

9
=

;

3

5

n�1

2n
hq

�2 � k2�2�;n

in�1
2

41+
ikg�;n cos(�n)q
�2 � k2�2�;n

3

5

n�1

(22)
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Note that the term

ikg�;n cos(�n)=
q
�2 � k2�2�;n; (23)

goes to zero as ��1 in the limit of �! 1 and, when �! 0, it also approahes zero beause

g�;n ! 0. Thus, negleting this term does not alter the preditions of the model for the

�exible and sti� limits. Consequently, we approximate Eq. (22) as follows

K (k;�;n)’

h
sinh

nq
�2 � k2�2�;n

oin�1

2
hq

�2 � k2�2�;n

in�1

�

Z �

0

d�n sin(�n)expfikcos(�n)[1+ (n � 1)g�;n]g;

(24)

whih is exatly doable. The �nal expression for the harateristi funtion is

K (k;�;n)’

h
sinh

nq
�2 � k2�2�;n

oin�1

hq
�2 � k2�2�;n

in�1
k[1+ (n � 1)g�;n]

sinfk[1+ (n � 1)g�;n]g: (25)

We note that the expression of the harateristi funtion given by Eq. (25) reovers the

exat expression of the anonial partition funtion of the model, Eq. (19), in the limit of

k ! 0.

Let us now proeed to determine the values of the parameters ��;n and g�;n from the

physis of the problem. We �rst look at the fore-elongation behavior predited by this

model. This urve is given by the following mathematial expression

L =
@fln[K (iF;�;n)]g

@F
=

1

K (iF;�;n)

@fK (iF;�;n)g

@F
; (26)

where F is the applied fore and L is the average end-to-end distane of the polymer hain

in the diretion of the fore. The physis of the problem imposes the following onstraint

lim

F ! 1

1

K (iF;�;n)

@fK (iF;�;n)g

@F
= n; (27)

whih represents the �nite extensibility of the polymer hain. In other words, the polymer

hain annot be strethed more than its total ontour length. This onstraint, as expressed

by Eq. (27), results in the following relationship between the parameters ��;n and g�;n

9



g�;n = 1� ��;n; (28)

whih is in perfet agreement with the required asymptoti behaviors given by Eq. (21).

Equation (28) gives one of the two equations required to determine the parameters ��;n

and g�;n ompletely. The seond equation is obtained from the mean-square end-to-end

distane, hR 2i
�;n

. We require that our approximation reprodue this statistial quantity

exatly. The exat mathematial expression of this average is [13, 29℄,

D
R
2
E

�;n
=

"

n
1+ L (�)

1� L (�)
� 2L (�)

1� L (�)
n

(1� L (�))
2

#

; (29)

where L (�) is the Langevin funtion [28℄.

In order to derive the seond relationship between ��;n and g�;n , we divide the harater-

isti funtion, Eq. (25), by the anonial partition funtion and expand this ratio in powers

of the wave vetor k to seond order. The result is the following

D
R
2
E

�;n
= �

1

Zn (�)
5

2

k
K (k;�;n)j

k= 0
= [1+ (n � 1)g�;n]

2
+
3(n � 1)�2�;n

�
L (�); (30)

whih ompletes our approximation. Equations (28), (29) and (30) determine ��;n and

g�;n ompletely. Furthermore, the use of the exat expression for hR 2i
�;n

assures that our

approximation predits not only hR 2i
�;n

exatly, but also

D
R 2
g

E

�;n
sine they are related by

the equation[29℄

R
2

g =
1

(n + 1)
2

nX

ni= 1

(n � ni+ 1)
D
R
2
E

�;ni
: (31)

The �nal expression for ��;n is

��;n =

2n(n � 1)�

r

4n2(n � 1)
2
� 4

h
(n � 1)

2
+

3(n�1)

�
L (�)

i�
n2 � hR2i

�;n

�

2
h
(n � 1)

2
+

3(n�1)

�
L (�)

i ; (32)

and our approximation is omplete.
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B. Evaluation of the Polymer Propagator using the GBT

Replaing the expression given by Eq. (25) into Eq. (6) we obtain the following approx-

imate expression for the polymer propagator

P (R;n;�)=

Z 1

0

dk
sin(kR)sinfk[1+ (n � 1)g�;n]g

h
sinh

nq
�2 � k2�2�;n

oin�1

2�2R [1+ (n � 1)g�;n]
hq

�2 � k2�2�;n

in�1 : (33)

In the limit of �! 0, Eq. (33) beomes

PF lexible(R;n)=
2(2�)

�2

R

Z 1

0

dk
sin(kR)[sink]

n

kn�1
; (34)

whih is the exat expression for the polymer propagator of the Random Flight Model[30℄.

Similarly, in the limit of � ! 1 , we an perform the following expansion valid for large

values of �

h
sinh

nq
�2 � k2�2�;n

oin�1

hq
�2 � k2�2�;n

in�1 ’
exp�(n � 1)exp

h
� (n � 1)k2�2�;n=�

i

[2�]
n�1

;

and ompute the polymer propagator. The result is

Prigid(R;n;�)’
2(2�)

�2

4Rn

2�exp�(n � 1)

[2�]
n�1

�(R � n); (35)

whih is the polymer propagator of an in�nitely sti� polymer hain[31℄. This propagator is

not normalized.

We now ombine the approximate expression of the harateristi funtion, Eq. (25),

with the Generalized Borel Transform to ompute the polymer propagator and the single

hain struture fator of the model.

We start the evaluation of the polymer propagator by rewriting Eq. (33) as follows

P (R;n;�)=
J (R � 1� (n � 1)g�;n;n;�)� J (R + 1+ (n � 1)g�;n;n;�)

4�
2
R [1+ (n � 1)g�;n]

; (36)

where J (r;n;�) is de�ned by the mathematial expression

J (r;n;�)�

Z 1

0

dk

2

6
4cos[kr]

0

@
sinh

�q
�2 � w2�2�;n

�

q
�2 � k2�2�;n

1

A

n�1
3

7
5 : (37)

11



This integral is evaluated exatly using GBT[21, 22, 23℄. A brief summary of the GBT

tehnique an be found in Appendix A.

We present the most important steps of the alulation hereafter and leave all the math-

ematial details for Appendix B. We �rst de�ne an auxiliary funtion G (b;n;�)as follows

G (b;n;�)�

Z
1

0

dw

2

6
4exp(� wb)

0

@
sinh

�q
�2 � w2�2�;n

�

q
�2 � w2�2�;n

1

A

n�1
3

7
5 ; b� 0 (38)

from whih the funtion J (r;n;�) an be omputed as the analyti ontinuation to the

omplex plane

J (r;n;�)= RefG (b= � ir;n;�)g: (39)

Consequently, J (r;n;�) an be evaluated from the Laplae Transform given by Eq. (38).

Following the tehnique we an write

G (b;n;�)=
lim

N ! 1
(� )

N

Z

db� � �

Z

db

| {z }

N

� (N + 1)

bN + 1

0

B
B
B
B
@

sinh

s

�2 �

�
N ��;n

b

�2

s

�2 �

�
N ��;n

b

�2

1

C
C
C
C
A

n�1

: (40)

The N integrations are omputed using well-established properties and expansions of the

funtions sin(x) and [1� x2]
��
[28℄. After some straightforward algebra, we an write the

analytial solution of G (b;n;�) for any even number of segments as follows

G (b;n;�)=

n� 2

2X

k= 0

(� )
k

0

B
@
n � 1

k

1

C
A

1X

�= 0

�
2�

�

3F2

 �

1;
1

2
;�+ 1

�

;

�

�+
n + 1

2
;�+

n

2

�

;�
[(n � 2k� 1)��;n]

2

b2

!

(n � 2k� 1)
�n�2�+ 1

2
n�2

� (2�+ n)b
;

(41)

where 3F2([;;];[;];x) and � (x) are the Generalized Hypergeometri[32℄ and Gamma[27℄

funtions, respetively .

Replaing Eq.(41) into Eq.(39) and omputing the analyti ontinuation to the omplex

plane through the substitution b= � irwe obtain
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J (r;n;�)=
4

2nr

n� 2

2X

k= 0

(� )
k+ 1

0

B
@
n � 1

k

1

C
A

1X

�= 0

(n � 2k� 1)
2�+ n�1

�2�

� (2�+ n)

� Im

(

3F2

 �

1;
1

2
;�+ 1

�

;

�

�+
n + 1

2
;�+

n

2

�

;
[(n � 2k� 1)��;n]

2

r2

! )

:

(42)

The imaginary part of the Generalized Hypergeometri funtion is alulated using its well-

known analytial properties[32℄. This funtion is an analyti funtion for values of the

modulus of the argument z less than one and its ontinuation to the rest of omplex plane

generates a ut on the positive real axis starting at Re(z)= 1. This implies that only values

of the argument,

[(n�2k�1)� �;n ]
2

r2
, larger or equal to one will ontribute to the imaginary part

of 3F2(z). Consequently, this ondition redues the number of terms in the k� sum suh

that the last term of Eq.(41) is k =
h
n�1�r=� �;n

2

i
. The expliit evaluation of Im f3F2(z)g an

be found in Appendix C.

Finally, we replae Eq.(C15) into Eq.(42) to obtain the exat expression for J (r;n;�)

J (r;n;�)=
�

2��;n

h
n� 1� r=��;n

2

i

X

k= 0

(� )
k

0

B
@
n � 1

k

1

C
A

1X

�= 0

(�)
2�

[�!]
2

�X

L= 0

0

B
@
�

L

1

C
A

�

 
r

��;n

! L  
n

2
� k�

r

2��;n
�
1

2

! 2�+ n�2�L
(2�� L)!

(2�+ n � 2� L)!
:

(43)

Note that Eq. (43) is just a sum of polynomials in r. The sum over the index k is the

one obtained for the Random Flight Model[33℄ and imposes the �nite extensibility of the

polymer hain. The sums over the indexes � and L are a onsequene of the sti�ness of the

polymer bakbone. The expression of J (r;n;�)an be rewritten as follows

J (r;n;�)=
�

2��;n

h
n� 1� r=��;n

2

i

X

k= 0

(� )
k

(n � 3)!

0

B
@
n � 1

k

1

C
A

 
n

2
� k�

r

2��;n
�
1

2

! n�2

�

Z
1

0

dz (1� z)
n�3

I0

0

B
@ 2�

 
n

2
� k�

r

2��;n
�
1

2

! v
u
u
u
t z2 + z

r

��;n�
n

2
� k� r

2��;n
� 1

2

�

1

C
A ;

(44)

whih an be used for further approximation if so desired.

The expression for J (r;n;�)given by Eq. (43) was derived for even number of segments

but, its validity for odd number of segments larger than two an be proved by analyti

13



ontinuation. Finally, in order to obtain the polymer propagator for semi�exible hains we

have to replae Eq. (43) into Eq. (36). Observe that, after the replaement, Eq. (36)

reovers the known exat solution of the Random Flight Model[33℄ when the limit �! 0 is

taken. Indeed, the only term di�erent from zero is the one for whih �= 0.

Finally, we onlude our alulations of the WCM by omputing the single hain struture

fator whih is de�ned by the following formula [29, 34℄

S (k;n;�)=
1

n + 1
+

2

(n + 1)
2

nX

ni= 1

(n � ni+ 1)

Zni(�)
K (k;�;ni): (45)

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figures 1, 2 and 3 show the predition of the normalized polymer propagator, Eq. (36), as

funtion of the end-to-end distane for hains with 5, 10 and 30 Kuhn segments, and di�erent

values of the semi�exibility parameter �. The numerial evaluation of the propagator was

done using Eq. (43). The sum over the index � onverges quikly even for large values of the

semi�exibility parameter �. Indeed, even with less than 80 terms in the sum we obtained

a relative preision of 10�4 . The �gures learly show that the loation of the peak in the

polymer propagator (multiplied by R 2
) moves toward larger values of R when the sti�ness

of the polymer bakbone inreases. This behavior is in good qualitative agreement with

previous results arising from omputer simulation studies[35℄ and theoretial approahes

based on the Maximum Entropy Priniple[20℄. This is the orret result beause the sti�er

the polymer bakbone, the higher the energeti penalty to bend the hain. Consequently,

those on�gurations of the maromoleule with small end-to-end distane will be more and

more hindered as the sti�ness inreases while those on�gurations with large end-to-end

distane should be more and more favored. Therefore, the peak should shift toward larger

values of R when the sti�ness inreases.

Figure 4 shows the polymer propagator for polymer hains with 5, 10 and 30 Kuhn

segments and a �xed value of the semi�exibility parameter �(= 3:0). This �gure shows that

the longer the polymer is, the more it behaves like a �exible hain sine the loation of peak

(=end-to-end distane divided by the ontour length) moves toward smaller values. In other

words, the longer the polymer is, the less relevant the sti�ness of the bakbone beomes.

14



Figures 5, 6 and 7 show the behavior of S (k;n;�), Eq. (45), as a funtion of k for di�erent

values of � and three values of n (5, 10 and 30). The �gures learly show a derease of the

single hain struture fator with inreasing k until it reahes a plateau at in�nite k. Note

that our omputations predit that the derease of the single hain struture fator for small

values of k should be faster in the ase of sti� polymers than in the ase of �exible ones.

This is a onsequene of the fat that rigid polymers have a larger radius of gyration than

�exible ones for a �xed hain length. In addition, the derease of the struture fator for

large values of k is faster for �exible polymers than for sti� ones. Indeed, our omputations

predit that the struture fator goes as k�� for large values of k just before the plateau

is reahed. For values of n=5, 10 and 30, the values of � that we got were 1, 1.08 and

1.3 for �=10 (rigid) and 1.64, 1.9 and 2 for �=0.33 (�exible). These results are in good

agreement with the fat that the struture fator of polymers with large hain length should

sale as k�d for large k values where d is the fratal dimension of the objet (2 for a �exible

polymer and 1 for a rigid polymer). Consequently, these results imply that for short polymer

hains (n = 5), a value of �= 10 is high enough to make this polymer behave like sti� rod,

k�1 . On the other hand, as the hain length inreases we observe that �= 10 is not high

enough to make the polymer behave as a rigid rod and deviations from the power law k�1

are observed. In the ase of � = 0:33 our alulations predit that a value of n equal to

�ve is not high enough to reover the saling behavior of �exible hains, k�2 . But, as the

number of segments inreases, the exponent approahes the value of two, indiating that

the polymer hain behaves more and more like a �exible one. This result was also showed

in Figure 4. The �gures also show that the approximation we developed in the previous

setion gives a smooth rossover behavior from the rigid to the �exible limit.

In order to make the presentation of our work more balaned and objetive, we proeed to

ompare our results with the preditions of two other models. We start with our predition

for the single hain struture fator, S (k), and ompare it with the expression obtained by

Kholodenko[17℄. It has been shown that Kholodenko's result an desribe experimental data

quantitatively[19℄. Thus, a omparison between our expression for the single hain struture

fator and Kholodenko's will help us gauge the quality of the approximations used in our

treatment of the WCM. Figures 8 and 9 show the omparison for polymers with n = 30

and two di�erent values of the semi�exibility parameter (shown in the plots). We have
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heked that other values of the parameters � or a and n give quantitative agreements of

similar quality. In all the ases studied we found that the relationship �= 2a always gives

exellent quantitative agreement between the preditions of both models. Thus, our single

hain struture fator should agree very well with the experimental data of Ballau� and

oworkers. Still, sine both models have di�erent origins, some very small di�erenes an be

observed in the ase of �exible hains (Figure 8).

We now proeed to ompare our expression of the polymer propagator with the one om-

puted by Wilhelm and Frey[11℄. Figure 10 shows this omparison for the ase of polymers

with n = 5. The ontinuous urves are the results of our alulation with � = 1;3;5 and

10. The dashed urves were onstruted based on the work of Wilhelm and Frey where we

adjusted the bending modulus suh that the loation of the peak in the propagator mathed

our results. This gives a better piture of the di�erenes and similarities between both re-

sults. Figure 10 shows quantitative agreement between both results when the sti�ness is

low. As the sti�ness inreases Fig. 10 shows that the qualitative behavior of both prop-

agators is still the same. For example, both results predit that the loation of the peak

moves toward larger values of the end-to-end distane and that the distribution beomes

narrower. The main di�erene between both results is quantitative in nature. Our distribu-

tion beomes narrower than the one predited by Wilhelm and Frey's work by a fator of two

approximately whih, in turn, generates a higher peak (the distributions are normalized).

Finally, let us onlude this setion by rationalizing the origin of the disrepany between

the propagators and the reason why this does not a�et the struture fator signi�antly. We

�rst note that di�erenes in the propagators are to be expeted beause both, ours and Frey's,

alulations are based on di�erent approximations and versions of the model (ontinuum

or disrete). Let us now proeed to rationalize the origin of the disrepany between both

preditions. Equations (6) and (45) de�ne the polymer propagator and single hain struture

fator in terms of the harateristi funtion. Observe that the propagator is a Fourier

transform of the harateristi funtion. Consequently, the osillatory nature of the omplex

exponential generates partial anellation of the ontributions to the integral arising from

di�erent parts of the interval of integration. This anellation magni�es any inauraies

made in the approximation of the harateristi funtion. Moreover, the onsequenes of

this anellation beome more and more important as the polymer beomes sti�er beause
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the harateristi funtion itself adopts an osillatory behavior whih, in priniple, is out

of phase with respet to the omplex exponential. Therefore, the sti�er the polymer is,

the more important the onsequenes of the approximation beome. On the other hand,

the evaluation of the struture fator from the harateristi funtion does not involve any

osillatory funtion. Consequently, any small inauray made in the approximation of the

harateristi funtion will remain small in the expression of the struture fator, as shown

previously.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The results obtained in this paper show that the Generalized Borel Transform is a very

useful omputational tool for the statistial mehanis of single semi�exible polymer hains.

Indeed, the results presented in this paper learly show that GBT is able to ompute polymer

propagators for single hain problems exatly. This apability of the tehnique is a diret

onsequene of its mathematial simpliity (the GBT requires elements of basi alulus

and some fundamental knowledge of omplex variables). Consequently, it does not add any

mathematial omplexity to the physis of the starting model.

Our analysis of the Wormlike Chain Model was based on an approximate expression of

the harateristi funtion. The exat evaluation of this funtion is not possible at present.

Therefore, we developed a new approximation that preserves the most relevant physial

harateristis of the model intat. Spei�ally, our approah keeps the thermodynamis

of the model, the �exible and rigid limits, the mean square end-to-end distane and the

�nite extensibility of the model intat while providing an approximate expression for the

harateristi funtion for intermediate values of the sti�ness of the polymer hain. The

polymer propagator was obtained exatly from the approximate harateristi funtion using

GBT. Note that the propagator is approximate not beause of the GBT, whih omputes

this quantity exatly, but beause of the approximate nature of the harateristi funtion.

Our expression for the propagator shows a peak that shifts toward larger values of the

end-to-end distane as the sti�ness of the polymer bakbone is inreased, in agreement

with other theoretial and omputational treatments of the model. We also found that,

in the low wave vetor region, the struture fator dereases faster with inreasing wave
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vetor when the sti�ness inreases. This was rationalized in terms of the behavior of the

radius of gyration. Similarly, we found that, in the large wave vetor region, the struture

fator of �exible hains dereases faster than the one of rigid polymers. This was ompared

with the behavior of very long polymer hains whose behavior for large wave vetors is

known exatly. We also ompared of the preditions of our alulation with established

results for the single hain struture fator and polymer propagator. Exellent quantitative

agreement was observed between our predition for the single hain struture fator and

the one predited by Kholodenko's model. The polymer propagator was ompared with the

predition of Wilhelm and Frey. Very good quantitative agreement was observed between

the preditions of both models for low values of the sti�ness. For sti� polymers, quantitative

deviations were observed and the origin of the deviations was rationalized.

The proposed approah to semi�exible polymers an also address semi�exible polymers

with other topologies like ring and m-arm star polymers. The proedure should be similar

to the one presented in this paper but, the harateristi funtion will have a di�erent

mathematial expression.

We onlude this setion with a disussion of the harateristi funtion of the WCM

whih limits our ability to solve this model exatly. Let us rewrite this funtion. The

expression is

K (fkjg;�;n;l)�

Z

dfR kg

nY

j= 1

�(jR jj� l)exp

0

@ i
nX

j= 1

R j � kj + �

n�1X

i= 1

R i+ 1 � Ri

1

A ; (46)

where we have replaed the wave vetor k by a group of wave vetors kj. This expression

is the one of the harateristi funtion when all the kj are equal to k. Observe that if we

replae kj by ibj where iis the imaginary unit, then

K (fbjg;�;n;l)�

Z

dfR kg

nY

j= 1

�(jR jj� l)exp

0

@ �
nX

j= 1

R j � bj + �

n�1X

i= 1

R i+ 1 � Ri

1

A ; (47)

whih has the form of a Laplae Transform in 3n dimensions. But, the GBT omputes

Laplae Transforms very aurately or even exatly. Consequently, a generalization of GBT

to many dimensions might lead to an exat or very aurate expression of the harateristi

funtion of the WCM. This expression an be further used to ompute the polymer propa-

gator using GBT. Thus, we speulate that suh extension of the GBT tehnique might allow
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us to solve very aurately or even exatly the Wormlike Chain Model. In general, suh

extension of GBT might allow us to solve other models of polymer hains of the form

K (fkjg;n;param eters)�

Z

dfR kgexp

0

@ i
nX

j= 1

R j � kj + H [fR lg;param eters]

1

A ; (48)

where H [fR lg;:::]is the Hamiltonian of the model. Thus, helial wormlike polymers and

other models might be mathematially tratable with this generalization of the GBT.
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Appendix A: THE GENERALIZED BOREL TRANSFORM (GBT)

Let us brie�y present the mathematial aspets of the GBT in onnetion with the om-

putation of the Laplae-Mellin transform[21, 22, 23℄. We start with the expression

S (g;a;n)=

Z
1

0

x
n
H (x;a)exp(� gx)dx; g > 0 (A1)

where we have expliitly extrated a fator xn from the funtion to be transformed.

De�ning the Generalized Borel Transform (GBT) of S as

B � (s;a;n)�

Z 1

0

exp[s=�]

"
1

��
+ 1

#��s

S (g;a;n)d(1=�); Re(s)< 0 (A2)

where � is any real positive non-zero value and 1=�� �(exp(g=�)� 1), we an invert Eq.

(A2) in the following way

S (g;a;n)= 2�
2
(1� exp(� g=�))

Z
1

�1

Z
1

�1

exp[G (w;t;g;�;a;n)]dwdt; (A3)

where the expliit expression of G (w;t;g;�;a;n)is not important for our present purposes

(for more details see Ref. [22℄).
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The expression given by Eq. (A3) is valid for any non-zero, real and positive value of the

parameter �. But, the resulting expression for S (g;a;n)does not depend on � expliitly.

Thus, we an hoose the value of this parameter in suh a way that it allows us to solve Eq.

(A3). The dominant ontribution to the double integral is obtained using steepest desent

[36, 37℄ in the ombined variables [t;w]. In doing so, one �rst omputes the saddle point

to(g;a;n)and wo(g;a;n) in the limit �� 1 and then heks the positivity ondition [38℄

(the Hessian of G at this point should be positive) obtaining

to = ln

"
x2o(g;a;n)

f(xo(g;a;n);a;n)

#

= to(g;a;n) ; wo = ln[xo(g;a;n)]= wo(g;a;n); (A4)

where xo(g;a;n) is the real and positive solution of the impliit equation oming from the

extremes of the funtion G in the asymptoti limit in �. Therefore, one obtains the following

equation

x
2

og
2
= f(xo;a;n)[f(xo;a;n)+ 1]; (A5)

where

f(xo;a;n)� 1+ n + xo
dln[H (xo;a)]

dxo
: (A6)

In the range of the parameters where f(xo;a;n)� 1 whih is ful�lled when n � 1, and

assuming that there is only one saddle point, we an retain the �rst order in the expansion

of G around the saddle point.

Finally, we obtain the approximate expression for the starting funtion S (g;a;n)

SA prox (g;a;n)=
p
2�e

�1=2

q
f[xo;a;n]+ 1
q
D [xo;a;n]

[xo]
n+ 1

H [xo;a]exp[� f[xo;a;n]]; (A7)

where

D (xo;a;n)= � xo
df(xo;a;n)

dxo
[1=2+ f(xo;a;n)]+ f(xo;a;n)[1+ f(xo;a;n)]: (A8)

Note that the expression given by Eq. (A7) is valid for funtions H (x;a)that ful�ll the

following general onditions:

1) the relation given by Eq. (A5) must be biunivoal.
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2) D (xo;a;n)has to be positive and
h
xo

df(xo;a;n)

dxo
� 2f(xo;a;n)

i
has to be negative in xo.

3) f(xo;a;n)� 1. In partiular, this ondition is ful�lled when n � 1:

These onditions provide the range of values of the parameters where the approximate

solution, Eq. (A7), is valid.

In summary, the GBT provides an approximate solution ,Eq. (A7), to amplitudes with

the mathematial form given by Eq. (A1). The alulation onsists of solving the impliit

equation Eq. (A5) for n � 1 to obtain the saddle point and replae it into Eq. (A7).

Let us now fous on amplitudes with the mathematial form of a Laplae transform

S (g;a)=

Z 1

0

H (x;a)exp(� gx)dx g > 0: (A9)

This kind of amplitudes an be mapped onto expressions of the form given by Eq. (A1). In

order to use the GBT on Eq. (A9), we use the following relationship between Eq. (A9) and

Eq. (A1)

S (g;a;n)= (� )
n @n

@gn
S (g;a); (A10)

whih an be inverted to give

S (g;a)= (� )
n

Z

dg� � �

Z

dg

| {z }
n

S (g;a;n)+

n�1X

p= 0

cp(a;n)g
p
: (A11)

The �nite sum omes from the inde�nite integrations. Note that all the oe�ients vanish

whenever the Laplae transform, Eq. (A9), ful�lls the following asymptoti behavior

lim
g! 1

S (g;a)= 0: (A12)

In addition, the expression, given by Eq. (A11), is valid for any value of n;in partiular for

n � 1:Consequently, if Eq. (A12), is ful�lled, then the analytial solution reads

S (g;a)=
lim

n ! 1
(� )

n

Z

dg� � �

Z

dg

| {z }
n

SA prox (g;a;n); (A13)

where, for n � 1, we an use the expression given by Eq. (A7). It is important to note that

it is the limit n ! 1 that makes the saddle point solution, Eq. (A7), an exat solution for
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Eq. (A3). Thus, as long as the n inde�nite integrals an be done without approximations,

as it is in our ase, the result for S is exat.

Appendix B: EVALUATION OF THE POLYMER PROPAGATOR

We start the evaluation of the polymer propagator by rewriting Eq. (38) as follows

G (b;n;�)�
@n�1

@cn�1

8
<

:

Z 1

0

dw

2

4exp(� wb)exp

0

@ c
sinh

nq
�2 � w2�2�;n

o

q
�2 � w2�2�;n

1

A

3

5

9
=

;
c= 0

=
@n�1

@cn�1
fGA (b;�;c)g

c= 0
;

(B1)

where GA (b;�;c) is

GA (b;�;c)�

Z
1

0

dw [exp(� wb)H (w;�;c)]; (B2)

and H (w;�;c) is given by the expression

H (w;�;c)� exp

0

@ c
sinh

nq
�2 � w2�2�;n

o

q
�2 � w2�2�;n

1

A : (B3)

The integral expressed by Eq.(B2) satis�es all the requirements of the GBT tehnique.

Then, we evaluate it in the following way

GA (b;�;c)=
lim

N ! 1

(� )
N

Z

db� � � � � � � � �

Z

db

| {z }
GA N ;

N

(B4)

where

GA N (b;�;c)�

Z 1

0

dw
h
w
N
exp(� wb)H (w;�;c)

i
: (B5)

In the asymptoti limit of N ! 1 the GBT provides an analytial solution for Eq.(B5).

Following the tehnique, we solve the impliit equation, Eq. (A5), for the saddle point wo.

The asymptoti solution is

wo ’
N + 3=2

b
N � 1: (B6)
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Replaing this expression for wo in the expression provided by the GBT, Eq. (A7), we obtain

GA N (b;�;c)’
� (N + 1)

bN + 1
H

 
N + 3=2

b
;�;c

!

N � 1: (B7)

Furthermore, we replae Eq.(B7) into Eq.(B4) and the resulting expression into Eq.(B1),

and we exhange the order of the operators in the resulting expression. In other words, we

�rst evaluate the n derivatives with respet to cand, afterward, we take the limit of c! 0 to

obtain the expression given by Eq. (40). Next, we solve the N integrations using standard

properties and expansions of the funtions sin(x) and [1� x2]
��
[28℄, and write G (b;n;�)

as follows

G (b;n;�)=
1

2n�2

n� 2

2X

k= 0

(� )
n� 2

2
+ k

0

B
@
n � 1

k

1

C
A M (N ;n;k;�;b); (B8)

where n is even and

M (n;k;�;b)�
lim

N ! 1
(� )

N
Im

1X

r= 0

(i(n � 1� 2k))
r
[N ��;n]

r�n+ 1

r!

�

1X

�= 0

L
�

n� r� 1

2
��

� (0)

 

�
�2

N 2

! �

� (N + 1)

Z

db� � �

Z

db
1

b2+ N �n+ r�2�
;

(B9)

where L


� (x)are the Laguerre polynomials [28℄.

Note that the only powers on b in Eq. (B9) that ful�ll the asymptoti behavior of the

funtion G (b;n;�)are those for whih the ondition r� (n + 2�� 1)is satis�ed. Therefore,

the N inde�nite integrations are exatly doable. The result is

Z

db� � �

Z

db
1

b2+ N �n+ r�2�
=

� (2+ r� n � 2�)

� (2+ N � n + r� 2�)

(� )
N

b2+ r�n�2�
: (B10)

Replaing Eq. (B10) into Eq. (B9) and after the hange of variables r= x+ 2�+ n� 1;we

an write

M (n;k;�;b)� Im
1

b

1X

�= 0

(i(n � 2k� 1))
2�+ n�1

�
� �

2
�� 1X

x= 0

 
i(n � 2k� 1)��;n

b

! x

�
� (x + 1)L

x

2

� (0)

� (x + 2�+ n)

lim

N ! 1

N x� (N + 1)

� (N + x + 1)
:

(B11)
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Using the asymptoti properties of the Gamma funtion[27℄

lim

N ! 1

N x� (N + 1)

� (N + x+ 1)
= 1; (B12)

Eq. (B11) �nally reads

M (n;k;�;b)=
1

b
Im

1X

�= 0

1X

x= 0

(i(n � 2k� 1))
2�+ n�1 (� �2)

�

�!

 
i(n � 2k� 1)��;n

b

! x

� (x + 1)�
�
x+ 2

2
+ �

�

� (x + 2�+ n)�
�
x+ 2

2

�

(B13)

The sum over x is exatly doable. The result is

M (n;k;�;b)=
1

b
Im

1X

�= 0

(i(n � 2k� 1))
2�+ n�1 (� �2)

�

�!
FD (�;n;k;b); (B14)

where

FD (�;n;k;b)�

� (�+ 1) 3F2

�h
1;1

2
;�+ 1

i
;
h
�+ n+ 1

2
;�+ n

2

i
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[(n�2k�1)� �;n ]
2

b2

�

� (2�+ n)
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2i(n � 2k� 1)��;n

b

�
�
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2

�
3F2

�h
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2
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i
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h
�+ n

2
+ 1;�+ n

2
+ 1

2

i
;�

[(n�2k�1)� �;n ]
2

b2

�

� (2�+ n + 1)
p
�

:

(B15)

Equation (B14) learly shows that the imaginary part a�ets only the real part of the

funtion FD (�;n;k;b). Thus, the �nal expression for G (b;n;�) is given by Eq. (41).

Appendix C: EVALUATION OF THE IMAGINARY PART OF THE GENERAL-

IZED HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTION

We evaluate Im f3F2(z)g using the following integral representation of the Hypergeomet-

ri funtion[28℄

3F2

 �

1;
1

2
;�+ 1

�

;

�

�+
n + 1

2
;�+

n

2

�

;�
(n � 2k� 1)

2

b2

!

=
b2(�+ 1)

B (1;2�+ n � 1)

�
1

(n � 2k� 1)
2�+ n�1

Z n�2k�1

0

[n � 2k� 1� x]
2�+ n�2

h
x
2
+ b

2
i���1

dx;

(C1)
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whih is valid for values of n equal or larger than two. The analyti ontinuation to the

omplex plane is done as before through the replaement b = � ir. Then, the imaginary

part of the Hypergeometri funtion is

Im

(

3F2

 �

1;
1

2
;�+ 1

�

;

�

�+
n + 1

2
;�+

n

2

�

;
(n � 2k� 1)

2

r2

! )

=

r2(�+ 1)(� )
�+ 1

B (1;2�+ n � 1)(n � 2k� 1)
2�+ n�1

� Im

Z n�2k�1

0

[n � 2k� 1� x]
2�+ n�2

h
x
2
� r

2
i���1

dx:

(C2)

Thus, we have to evaluate the expression

L � Im

Z n�2k�1

0

[n � 2k� 1� x]
2�+ n�2

[x� r]
���1

[x+ r]
���1

dx: (C3)

After analyzing the analytial behavior of the integrand we onluded that we an ex-

hange the operations of integration and imaginary part to obtain

L =

Z n�2k�1

0

[n � 2k� 1� x]
2�+ n�2

[x+ r]
���1

Im
n
[x � r]

���1
o
dx: (C4)

Thus, we have to ompute

LS = Im

(
1

(x � r)
�+ 1

)

; (C5)

�rst and, afterward, we have to solve the integral given by Eq. (C4).

The analytial behavior of the funtion (x� R)
���1

is well known[28℄. It is an analyti

funtion for jxj> R but, its analyti ontinuation to the omplex plane generates a ut on

the real axis in the range � R < Re(x)< R whih provides its imaginary part. Writing

1

(x � R)
�+ 1

=
1

(x � R)
�

1
p
x � R

p
x� R

(C6)

for integer values of � and x > R , and using the following integral representation

1
p
x � R

=

Z 1

0

dyexp
h
� y

p
x � R

i
; (C7)

valid for x > R , we obtain the result

Im

(
1

(x� R)
�+ 1

)

=
(� )

�+ 1

(R � x)
�
Re

�Z 1

0

duexp[� iu(R � x)]

�

; (C8)
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where x < R .

Using parity's properties of the funtion cos(�);we extend the range of the integration

in Eq. (C8) to obtain

Im

(
1

(x� R)
�+ 1

)

=
�

(x � R)
�
�(x� R)=

�(� )
�

�!

@�

@(x� R)
�
�(x� R): (C9)

Finally, we replae the expression given by Eq. (C9) into Eq. (C4) and perform the

hange of variables y = x � r to obtain

L =
�(� )

�

�!

Z n�2k�1�r

�r

F�k (y;n;r)
@�

@y�
�(y)dy; (C10)

where F�k (y;n;r) is de�ned as

F�k (y;n;r)� [n � 2k� 1� r� y]
2�+ n�2

[y+ 2r]
���1

: (C11)

Integrating by parts � times, we obtain the following �nal expression

L =
�
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@y�

)

y= 0

: (C12)

The � derivatives are omputed as follows
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to obtain

(
@�F�k (y;n;r)
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y= 0
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�X
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1

C
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:

(C14)

Finally, we replae Eq. (C14) into Eq. (C12) and the resulting expression into Eq. (C2)

to obtain the �nal expression of Im f3F2g
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List of Figures

FIG. 1: Normalized polymer propagator 4�R 2P (R;n;�)=Z n (�)versus R=n for n = 5. Con-

tinuous line (�= 0:33), dotted line (�= 1:0), dashed line (�= 3:0), long dashed line

(�= 5:0)and dashed-dotted line (�= 10:0).

FIG. 2: Normalized polymer propagator 4�R 2P (R;n;�)=Z n (�)versus R=n for n = 10. Con-

tinuous line (�= 0:33), dotted line (�= 1:0), dashed line (�= 3:0), long dashed line

(�= 5:0)and dashed-dotted line (�= 10:0).

FIG. 3: Normalized polymer propagator 4�R 2P (R;n;�)=Z n (�)versus R=n for n = 30. Con-

tinuous line (�= 0:33), dotted line (�= 1:0), dashed line (�= 3:0), long dashed line

(�= 5:0)and dashed-dotted line (�= 10:0).

FIG. 4: Normalized polymer propagator 4�R 2P (R;n;�)=Z n (�)versus R=n for �= 3:0. Con-

tinuous line (n = 30), dashed line (n = 10)and dashed-dotted line (n = 5).

FIG. 5: Single hain struture fator S (k;n;�)versus wave vetor k for n = 5. Continuous line

(�= 0:33), dotted line (�= 1:0), dashed line (�= 3:0), dashed-dotted line (�= 10:0)

and irles (best �ts to the power law in the range k 2 (2;3)for �= 0:33and �= 10:0).

FIG. 6: Single hain struture fator S (k;n;�) versus wave vetor k for n = 10. Continu-

ous line (�= 0:33), dotted line (�= 1:0), dashed line (�= 3:0), dashed-dotted line

(�= 10:0)and irles (best �ts to the power law in the range k 2 (2;3) for �= 0:33

and �= 10:0).

FIG. 7: Single hain struture fator S (k;n;�) versus wave vetor k for n = 30. Continu-

ous line (�= 0:33), dotted line (�= 1:0), dashed line (�= 3:0), dashed-dotted line

(�= 10:0)and irles (best �ts to the power law in the range k 2 (2;3) for �= 0:33

and �= 10:0).

FIG. 8: Single hain struture fator S (k;n;�) versus wave vetor k for n = 30. (Line)

Kholodenko's model with a = 1, (points) this work with �= 2.

FIG. 9: Single hain struture fator S (k;n;�) versus wave vetor k for n = 30. (Line)

Kholodenko's model with a = 50, (points) this work with �= 100.
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FIG. 10: Normalized polymer propagator P (R;n;�)versus end-to-end distane R in units of

Kuhn length for n = 5. (Continuous lines) this work, (dashed lines) Wilhelm and

Frey's results.
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FIG. 1. Normalized polymer propagator 4�R 2P (R;n;�)=Z n (�)versus R=n for n = 5.

Continuous line (� = 0:33), dotted line (� = 1:0), dashed line (� = 3:0), long dashed line

(� = 5:0)and dashed-dotted line (� = 10:0).
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FIG. 2. Normalized polymer propagator 4�R 2P (R;n;�)=Z n (�)versus R=n for n = 10.

Continuous line (� = 0:33), dotted line (� = 1:0), dashed line (� = 3:0), long dashed line

(� = 5:0)and dashed-dotted line (� = 10:0).

Comment: Figure 2, First Author: Marelo Maruho, Journal PRE
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FIG. 3. Normalized polymer propagator 4�R 2P (R;n;�)=Z n (�)versus R=n for n = 30.

Continuous line (� = 0:33), dotted line (� = 1:0), dashed line (� = 3:0), long dashed line

(� = 5:0)and dashed-dotted line (� = 10:0).

Comment: Figure 3, First Author: Marelo Maruho, Journal PRE
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FIG. 4. Normalized polymer propagator 4�R 2P (R;n;�)=Z n (�)versus R=n for � = 3:0.

Continuous line (n = 30), dashed line (n = 10)and dashed-dotted line (n = 5).
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FIG. 5. Single hain struture fator S (k;n;�)versus wave vetor k for n = 5. Continuous line

(� = 0:33), dotted line (� = 1:0), dashed line (� = 3:0), dashed-dotted line (� = 10:0)and irles

(best �ts to the power law in the range k 2 (2;3) for � = 0:33 and � = 10:0).
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(� = 0:33), dotted line (� = 1:0), dashed line (� = 3:0), dashed-dotted line (� = 10:0)and irles

(best �ts to the power law in the range k 2 (2;3) for � = 0:33 and � = 10:0).
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FIG. 7. Single hain struture fator S (k;n;�)versus wave vetor k for n = 30. Continuous line

(� = 0:33), dotted line (� = 1:0), dashed line (� = 3:0), dashed-dotted line (� = 10:0)and irles

(best �ts to the power law in the range k 2 (2;3) for � = 0:33 and � = 10:0).
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FIG. 10. Normalized polymer propagator P (R;n;�)versus end-to-end distane R in units of

Kuhn length for n = 5. (Continuous lines) this work, (dashed lines) Wilhelm and Frey's results.
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