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(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

W e present large statistics sim ulations of3-dim ensionalstar polym ers with up to f = 80 arm s,

and with up to 4000 m onom ersperarm forsm allvaluesoff.They were done forthe D om b-Joyce

m odelon the sim ple cubic lattice. This is a m odelwith soft core exclusion which allows m ultiple

occupancy ofsites butpunishes each sam e-site pair ofm onom ers with a Boltzm ann factor v < 1.

W eusethisto allow allarm sto beattached atthecentralsite,and weusethe‘m agic’valuev = 0:6

to m inim ize corrections to scaling. The sim ulations are m ade with a very e�cient chain growth

algorithm with resam pling,PERM ,m odi�ed to allow sim ultaneousgrowth ofallarm s.Thisallows

us to m easure not only the swelling (as observed from the center-to-end distances),but also the

partition sum .Thelattergivesvery preciseestim atesofthecriticalexponents
f.Forcom pleteness

we m ade also extensive sim ulations oflinear(unbranched)polym erswhich give the bestestim ates

forthe exponent
.

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

Star polym ers are ofinterest both for their technical

applications,ranging from lubricant additives to paints

[1,2],and forthetheoreticalchallengewhich they repre-

sent.Polym ertheory in generalisoneoftheprim e� elds

where renorm alization group theory can be used and

com pared in detailwith realexperim ents[3,4].Thesim -

plestnon-trivialobjectsin thisrespectare the partition

sum and the r.m .s. end-to-end distance ofa single long


 exible linear (unbranched)polym er with N m onom ers

in a good solvent,which scaleas

ZN � �
�N

N

�1 (1)

and

R
2

N � A 1N
2�
: (2)

Starpolym ers,i.e.f such chainslinked togetheratasin-

glepoint,aresom eofthesim plestexam plesofpolym ers

with non-trivialtopology. As shown by Duplantier [5],

allsuch polym ernetworksarecharacterized by equations

sim ilar to Eqs.(1) and (2),with the criticalfugacity �

and thecriticalexponent� being thesam eforalltopolo-

gies,butwith 
 being universalonly within each topol-

ogy.Forstarpolym erscom posed off arm soflength N

each,onehasin particular

ZN ;f � �
�fN

N

f �1 (3)

and

R
2

N ;f � A fN
2�
; (4)

where R N ;f is the r.m .s. Euclidean center-to-end dis-

tance.

Thebehaviourof
f and oftheswellingfactorA f areof

centralinterest,both for� nitef and forf ! 1 .In two

dim ensions,
f can becalculated exactly usingconform al

invariance[5],butno exactresultsare known ford = 3.

Renorm alization group m ethodsgive� expansionsup to

third powerin � = 4� d [6],butthesearenon-convergent

powerseriesand havetoberesum m ed beforebeingappli-

cablein d = 3.Theresultsaredebated,in particularfor

largevaluesoff [7].Fortheswelling factorthesituation

issim ilarly unclear. Phenom enologiststend to com pare

with predictionsbased on G aussian (i.e. free)chains[8]

or on heuristic assum ptions [9,10]. There exist several

renorm alization group calculations,butthose notbased

heavily on sim ulation data[11,12]seem todescribesom e

ofthe data ratherpoorly,and M onte Carlo sim ulations

areneeded to� x freeparam etersin such theories[13,14].

In view ofthis,M onteCarlo [14,15,16,17,18,19,20]

and m oleculardynam ics[21,22]sim ulationshaveplayed

am ajorrolein thee� ortstounderstand thebehaviourof

starpolym ers.M oleculardynam icssim ulations[22]have

indeed been used to study very largestars,with up to 80

arm soflength N = 100 each,butitisnotclearwhether

thesesim ulationshavereally reached equilibrium .M ore-

over,both m oleculardynam icsand M onteCarlom ethods

with � xed chain lengths (including the pivot algorithm

[14,20])cannotm easurethepartition sum and thusgive

no inform ation on 
f.Forthelatteronehasto usechain

growth m ethods [15,16,17,19,20,23]. Unfortunately,

with them ethodsused so farithasnotbeen possibleto

go beyond 24 arm s [17],and even these were too short

and thedataweretoonoisy toprovideaclearcutpicture

ofthe asym ptoticbehaviour.

W edecided thereforeto perform sim ulationswith sev-

eralim provem entswhich allow us to reach m uch larger

system sand m uch higheraccuracy.To obtain a good es-

tim atefor� and forthecriticalexponentsofunbranched

polym ers,we also m ade extensive sim ulations oflinear

chains.Them odeland them ethod ofsim ulation arede-

scribed in the nextsection. Resultsare given in Sec.3,

while weend with a discussion in Sec.4.

II. M O D EL A N D M ET H O D

Letus� rstdescribein detailourm odel.Fore� ciency,

and sinceweareonly interested in scaling behaviour,we

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310534v2
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use a lattice m odel. Indeed, we use the sim plest ver-

sion,the sim ple cubic lattice. Butinstead ofsim ulating

selfavoiding walksasin previousworks,wesim ulatethe

Dom b-Joycem odel[24]atits‘m agic’interaction strength

v = v�.In theDom b-Joycem odelpolym ersaredescribed

by latticewalkswherem onom erssitatsitesand arecon-

nected by bondsoflength 1.M ultiple visitsto the sam e

siteareallowed,butforany pairofm onom ersoccupying

thesam esiteonehasa repulsiveenergy � > 0 giving rise

to a Boltzm ann factorv = exp(� ��)< 1.The partition

sum ofa linearchain m oleculeofN + 1m onom ersisthus

a sum overallwalksofN steps,each weighted with vm

wherem isthetotalnum berofpairsoccupying thesam e

site,m =
P

i< j
�xi;xj

. Forstar polym erswe studied in

the presentwork two variants.In both variantsarm sof

N m onom ersare attached to a centralsite. In the � rst

variant,the centralsite is singly occupied. In the sec-

ond,it is occupied by f m onom ers,one for each arm .

W e studied both variantsin orderto verify thatresults

were independent ofthis detail,and we include in our

� nalerrorestim atesthe uncertainty itentails.

Using the Dom b-Joyce m odel has two m ain advan-

tages.Firstofall,itallowsusto attach a large num ber

ofarm sto a point-likecenter.In thepresentwork,wego

up tof = 80[25].Previously,authorshad used extended

cores.Although these coreswere m uch sm allerthan the

radiiofthepolym ersthem selvesand should thusnotde-

stroy the asym ptotic scaling,they do introduce a � nite

length scale and presenttherefore correctionsto scaling

term swhich com plicatethe analysis.

M ore im portant is that there is one special(‘m agic’)

valueofv,called v� in thefollowing,wherecorrectionsto

scaling are m inim aland where asym ptotic scaling laws

are reached fastest. For single chains it has been esti-

m ated [26,27]asv� � 0:6 with rathersm allerrorbars,

and weshallin thefollowing assum ethisvalueto beex-

act. In the renorm alization group language,the 
 ow of

the e� ective Ham iltonian to its� xed pointin the stable

m anifold ofthe latter contains one direction ofslowest

approach.Foragenericstartingpointthereisanon-zero

com ponentin this direction,which then determ inesthe

leading correction to scaling.Ifone startshoweverwith

the
 ow such thatthiscom ponentisabsent,theapproach

to scaling is governed by the next-to-leading correction

term and ism uch faster.A sim ilarobservation hasbeen

m adealsoforo� -latticebead-rod m odelswith � xed bond

length,where the leading corrections to scaling are ab-

sentforacertain ‘m agic’ratiobetween bead sizeand rod

length [28,29,30].

Sincethevalueofv� should depend only on theinter-

nalstructure ofthe chains,for star polym ers it should

be independent ofthe num ber ofarm s. For the bead-

rod m odelthis was carefully veri� ed in [14]. W e thus

sim ulated only with v = v�.

For our sim ulations we used the pruned-enriched

Rosenbluth m ethod (PERM )[31].Thisisa biased chain

growth algorithm ,sim ilarto theRosenbluth-Rosenbluth

[32]m ethod. In the latter,the bias induced by avoid-

ing double occupancy is com pensated by a weight fac-

tor which is basically ofentropic origin. In the present

case, we have both a bias com pensating factor and a

Boltzm ann factor,the product ofwhich tends to 
 uc-

tuate wildly ifthere isno perfectim portance sam pling.

These 
 uctuationsare suppressed in PERM by pruning

low weight con� gurations and cloning those with high

weight. Indeed,any biascan be em ployed in PERM ,as

longasitcan becom pensated by aweightfactor.In pre-

vious sim ulations ofdiluted polym ers we use a M arkov

approxim ation called M arkovian anticipation [33,34,35].

In thepresentcasewedid notexpectthisto bevery use-

ful,becausethem ain interactionsarenotwithin onearm

butbetween di� erentarm s.Thusweused instead a very

sim ple biaswhere each arm tendsto grow preferentially

outward (exceptforthe sim ulationsforf = 1 where we

used ofcourseM arkovian anticipation).The strength of

this bias was adjusted by trialand error. It decreased

with the length ofthe arm and increased with f. De-

tailswillnotbegiven sincethey arenotvery im portant,

and working withoutthisbiaswould have increased the

errorsby only a factor� 2,in general.

A � nalcom m entisthatitiseasy to m odify the basic

PERM algorithm given e.g.in theappendix of[31]such

that allf arm s are grown sim ultaneously [36]. This is

done by having f growth sitesx1;:::xf. Chain growth

ism adein PERM by calling recursively a subroutinefor

each m onom eraddition. Form ulti-arm growth,we add

an integerk 2 [1;:::f]to the argum entlistofthissub-

routine,such that a subroutine called itselfwith argu-

m ent k calls the next subroutine with (k m od f)+ 1.

In thisway a m onom erisadded to each arm before the

nextround ofm onom ersisadded.Com pared toaschem e

where one arm is grown entirely before the nextarm is

started,the m ain advantage isthateach chain growsin

the� eld ofalltheothers,and isthus,by thepopulation

control(pruning/cloning),guided to grow into the cor-

rect outward direction. Ifchains were grown one after

the other,this biaswould be absentforthe � rstchains

which then would grow into\wrong"directions,resulting

in very low weightcon� gurations.

III. R ESU LT S

A . Partition Sum s and 
-Exponents

O neoftheoutstanding featuresofchain growth m eth-

ods such as PERM is that they give estim ates for the

partition sum . Indeed,these estim ates are a basic part

ofthe sim ulations,since the population controlisbased

on these estim ates.

According to Eq.(3)we expectZN ;f�
fN to approach

a power law const N 
f �1 at large N . O ne precise

way to estim ate 
f is to subtract a term af lnN from

ln(ZN ;f�
fN ),and adjust the constantaf such that the

di� erence gives a 
 at curve for large N ,when plotted

againstlnN .Thisgivesthen 
f = 1+ af.Alternatively,
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wecould plotlnZN ;f� lnZfN ;1� a
0

f lnN againstlnN ,in

which casea 
 atcurveisobtained when a0= 
f � 
.W e

preferboth m ethodsoveraleastsquare� t,say,sincethey

allow directly to check visually forthepresenceofcorrec-

tionstoscaling.Ifsuch correctionsseem needed,onecan

subtractthem and obtain in this way the m ostreliable

and preciseestim atesof
f { rem em bering ofcoursethat

estim ating a criticalindex involvesan extrapolation and

isthusill-posed,givingatbestsubjectiveerrorestim ates.

Foreitherm ethod weneed preciseestim atesofthepar-

tition sum oflinearchains. W e thusperform ed � rstex-

tensivesim ulationsoflinear(f = 1)Dom b-Joycechains,

creating altogether� 4� 108 chainsoflength N = 8000.

In Fig.1 weplote� ectiveexponentsobtained from triple

ratios [26]Z x
aN Z

y

bN
=ZN . Here a and b are chosen such

asto m inim izestatisticaland system aticerrors[26],and

powers x and y are � xed such that � and the overall

norm alization drop out. W ith a = 1=3 and b = 5 we

have


e�(N )= 1+
7lnZN � 6lnZN =3 � lnZ5N

ln(36=5)
(5)

which isplotted against1=N 0:96. The factthatwe � nd

essentially a straightline (apart from odd/even oscilla-

tions due to the specialstructure ofthe cubic lattice)

indicatesthattheleading correction to scaling exponent

is� � 0:96 which ism uch largerthan thevalue� � 1=2

forgenericselfavoiding walks,indicating thatv = 0:6 is

indeed closetothem agicvalue.O urestim ateistherefore


 = lim
N ! 1


e�(N )= 1:1573� 0:0002: (6)

This is in good agreem ent with the best previous esti-

m ates[26,37]butm ore precise. Using thisestim ate we

obtain then

� = 0:18812145� 0:00000003: (7)

Afterhaving obtained a preciseestim atefor�,wecan

now discuss the results for stars. Results for a few se-

lected values off are shown in Fig.2. W e plot there

lnZN ;f + fN ln� forboth variants,i.e.thecentersingly

occupied or f tim es occupied. The latter gives sm aller

values of ZN ;f, but the di� erence is visible only for

N = 2. ForlargerN both agree,exceptforf = 80 and

largevaluesofN whereoursam pling algorithm startsto

break down.

For a precise estim ate of
f we ofcourse did not use

plotslike Fig.2,butwe subtracted (
f � 1)lnN asex-

plained above.Then we see (Fig.3)thatthere are non-

negligible corrections to scaling,but our arm s are long

enough so that our estim ates of
f are not a� ected by

them .O ur� nalresults,obtained by averagingoverboth

variantsofthem odel,areshown in Table1and in Fig.4.

In Table1wealsogiveadditionalinform ation such asthe

arm lengthsand thetotalstatistics.W ealsolistprevious

estim atesforcom parison. W e see reasonable agreem ent

in general,although thosepreviousestim ateswhich were
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FIG .1:E�ective exponents
e� (N )forlinear(f = 1)‘m agi-

cal’D om b-Joyce polym ersagainst1=N
0:96
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located atthe center.

quoted with error bars [16]are o� by m any standard

deviations. W e should add that the sim ulations in [16]

involved m uch shorterchainsand lowerstatistics.

Previoustheoreticalpredictions of
f used � = 4� d

-expansions[6,7]and the cone approxim ation [38,39].

Thelatterassum esthateach branch iscon� ned toacone

ofspaceangle4�=f,and gives


f � 1 � � f
3=2

: (8)

Asseen from Fig.4thisisnottoofaro� ,butitde� nitely

doesnotprovidea quantitative� tto ourdata.Thebest

� t with a power law 
f � 1 � � (f � 1:5)z would be

obtained with z � 1:68,but we do not claim that this

exponenthasany deepersigni� cance.

In contrast to the cone approxim ation which is basi-

cally heuristicand cannotbeim proved system atically,� -

expansionshavea � rm theoreticalbasis.Buttheexpan-
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TABLE I:M ain results.

f N runs 
f previous A f=A 1 previous

estim ates estim ates

1 8000 486� 106 1.1573(2) 1.1575(6)a 1.0

2 4000 71� 10
6

1.1573(2) 1.0614(5) 1:0628
f

3 4000 83� 106 1.0426(7) 1.089(1)b 1.1123(5) 1:1139f;1:128g

4 4000 142� 10
6

0.8355(10) 0.879(1)
b

1.1553(6) 1:1581
f

5 4000 114� 10
6

0.5440(12) 0.567(2)
b

1.1939(8)

6 3000 73� 106 0.1801(20) 0:16(1)b;0:14c 1.2295(9) 1:2322f;1:265g

7 2500 73� 10
6

-0.2520(25) � 0:33;� 0:20c 1.2626(11)

8 2300 59� 106 -0.748(3) � 0:88;� 0:60c;� 1:00d 1.2934(12) 1:2951f

9 2150 48� 10
6

-1.306(5) � 1:51;� 1:01c 1.3225(14)

10 2000 67� 10
6

-1.922(7) 1.3494(16) 1:3519
f
;1:424

g

12 1700 73� 106 -3.296(9) -3.35d;� 3:4(3)e 1.4014(17) 1:4017f

14 1400 66� 10
6

-4.874(9) -4.94
d

1.4481(19)

16 1200 96� 106 -6.640(10) -5.90d 1.4917(24)

18 1100 96� 10
6

-8.575(12) -8.12
d
;� 8:9(2)e 1.532(3)

20 1000 130� 10
6

-10.66(2) -11.33
d

1.574(4) 1:660
g

24 800 147� 106 -15.32(4) -18.13d 1.643(5)

30 500 316� 10
6

-23.40(6) 1.735(7) 1:896
g

40 300 880� 106 -39.55(13) 1.883(14) 2:036g

50 120 1194� 10
6

-59.2(2) 1.95(2) 2:208
g

60 80 1712� 10
6

-81.5(4) 2.04(3)

70 61 1944� 106 -108.0(7) 2.13(4)

80 45 1966� 10
6

-135.7(13) 2.16(6)

a
Ref.[37],M onte Carlo

b
Ref.[16],M onte Carlo
c
Ref.[6],�-expansion

d Ref.[17],M onte Carlo
e
Ref.[19],M onte Carlo

f
Ref.[20],M onte Carlo (tetrahedrallattice)

g
Ref.[22],M oleculardynam ics(o�-lattice;valuesforN = 50)
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.

sion itselfis at best asym ptotic,and each term gives a

contribution to
f which ispolynom ialin f.Thusitcan-

notbeused withoutre-sum m ation.Such re-sum m ations

have not yet been attem pted for f ! 1 . For sm allf,

resultsaregiven in [6,7],and arelisted in Table1.They

are in the rightorderofm agnitude,but their precision

isnotsu� cientto draw any � rm conclusion beyond the

factthattheresum m ed � -expansion isobviously notin

con
 ictwith the M onteCarlo data.

B . C oilSizes

W e m easured only rm s.center-to-end distancesofthe

arm s (resp. end-to-end distances for f = 1). This was

done‘on the
 y’,i.e.wedid notstoreeach con� guration

and m easure its propertiesin a second step ofanalysis.

The reason is that an o� -line analysis would have re-

quired very large � les,and reading a con� guration from

disk ortape would have been notm uch fasterthan cre-

ating it from scratch. W e neither m easured shape pa-

ram etersnorradiiofgyration,sinceany such additional

m easurem entwould have slowed down the analysiscon-

siderably,and sincethem ain purposeofthepresentwork

wasto dem onstratethee� ciency ofPERM and to study

the m ain universalpropertiesoflargestars.

As for 
f, we � rst need a careful analysis of lin-

ear chains,to obtain precise estim ates of� and ofthe

am plitude A 1. In Fig. 5 we plot e� ective exponents

�e�(N ) = (ln16)�1 ln[R 2

8N =R
2

N ], again versus 1=N 0:96.

W eseeagain astraightline(asin Fig.1),verifyingagain

thatthecorrection to scaling exponentiscloseto 1.Ex-

trapolating to N ! 1 we � nd � = 0:58767(20). To-

getherwith previousestim atesreviewed in [35],thisgives

ourbestestim ate

� = 0:58765� 0:00020: (9)

Notice that this is m ore precise than the � eld theoretic

0.8

0.9

1
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1.7
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R
N

,f2  / 
N

2ν

N

f=60

f=40

f=30

f=20

f=12

f=6
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FIG .6:R
2

N ;f=N
2�

plotted versuslnN ,forseven selected val-

ues off. For each f,results are shown for both variants of

them odel(singleoccupancy ofthecenter:lowercurve;f-fold

occupancy:uppercurve).Thestructuresseen forf � 40 and

large N are statistical
uctuations.

estim atesobtained from the �-expansion [4].The result-

ing am plitude isthen

A 1 = lim
N ! 1

R
2

N =N
2� = 0:8038� 0:0005: (10)

To obtain the am plitudes A f for stars we assum e

the value of � as given above. W e can then plot ei-

ther R 2

N ;f=N
2� versus N (which gives A f directly),or

R 2

N ;f
=R 2

N versus N ,which gives A f=A 1. To check for

system aticcorrectionswedid both.Som etypicalcurves

obtained with the � rstm ethod are shown in Fig.6.For

each value off we see two curves,one for each variant

ofthe m odel: The upper curve is always that with the

centerf tim esoccupied,the lowerone correspondsto a

singly occupied center.Forlargevaluesoff (f � 40)we

seelarge
 uctuations,indicatingthelim itwhereoursam -

pling breaksdown.O therwiseweseelargecorrectionsto

scaling,butthey allaredom inantly � 1=N ,i.e.analytic

corrections,and they haverathersm allin
 uenceson our

� nalestim atesofAf.

These estim ates are given in Table 1 and plotted in

Fig.7.W eshow indeed theratiosA f=A 1,tofacilitatethe

com parison with previousestim ates. The bestprevious

estim atesare those ofZi� erer[20]and are also given in

Table1.W eseevery good agreem ent,even ifm ostofthe

valuesof[20]areoutsideourerrorbars.Thedata ofZif-

fererwere obtained from sim ulationson the tetrahedral

lattice,and they indicate that the ratios A f=A 1 are in-

deed universal.In [22],starswith up to80arm sweresim -

ulated o� -lattice by m eansofm oleculardynam ics. But

it seem s that the stars with N = 100 were not equili-

brated,atleastforf = 1 (seeTable1 of[22]).Therefore

we listforcom parison only the data forN = 50. They

are system atically larger than our results and those of

[20],and thediscrepancy increaseswith f.Thissuggests

thateven thesesim ulationshad notreached equilibrium .
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FIG .7:Am plitude ratiosA f=A 1 plotted againstf.

The m ost cited predictions for A f=A 1 are from a

heuristicblob m odel[9,10].Itgives

R 2

N ;f

R 2

N

� f
1��

� f
0:41 (11)

which isin grossviolation with ourdata. The factthat

thisDaoud-Cotton m odelgivesatoostrongswellingwith

f is wellknown [20,40]. O ur data cannotbe � tted by

a pure powerlaw,butasym ptotically (forf ! 1 )they

tend roughly to A f=A 1 � 0:78 f0:235. Again we do not

expectthis to be the true asym ptotic behaviour,but it

providesatleasta usefulguideforextrapolations.

Renorm alization group (RG )calculationsofstarpoly-

m er sizes have been perform ed in [11, 12], but it was

already pointed out in [13,14]that these have di� cul-

tiesin describing thelarge-f behaviour.Using theirown

sim ulationsto � x som eoftheparam etersin an im proved

RG calculation,Lue and K iselev [13,14]were able to

� x these problem s in the sense that their RG calcula-

tion described perfectly thebehaviourofthepenetration

function [13,14].Unfortunately,theydid notgivepredic-

tions for A f,so we cannot m ake a detailed com parison

with our data. But we should point out that [13,14]

also obtained m uch less swelling with f than predicted

in Refs.[9,11,12].

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

W e have dem onstrated that chains growth m ethods

with resam pling,and the PERM algorithm in particu-

lar,are able to produce very precise M onte Carlo data

for star polym ers with m any arm s. Using the Dom b-

Joyce m odelon the sim ple cubic lattice, we com bined

this with absence ofleading corrections to scaling and

with the possibility to connectarbitrarily m any arm sto

apointlikecore.Thisallowed usto testconjectured scal-

ing laws for the entropic criticalexponents 
f and for

the f-dependentswelling ofsingle arm s.In principle we

could havem easured during thesesim ulationsalso other

observableslike m onom erdensities,starshapes,radiiof

gyration,etc.

O urm ostinteresting resultsareforthe exponents
f.

Allprevioussim ulationswerecom patiblewith thepredic-

tions from the heuristic Daoud-Cotton m odel,but they

werenotvery precise.Therearealsonogood experim en-

talresultsfortheseexponents,although they arefunda-

m entalfortheentropy (and thusalsoforthefreeenergy)

ofstarpolym ersin good solvents.O urresultsshow that

thesepredictionsarequalitatively correct(
f isnegative

and divergesas� f�,buttheexponent� clearlydisagrees

with the prediction.

W e also disagree with the prediction of the Daoud-

Cotton m odelforthe sizesofstarpolym ers,and indeed

thedisagreem entfortheend-to-centerdistancesislarger

than for
f.They increasewith f m uch slowerthan pre-

dicted. Butthis� nding isnotentirely new,ithad been

observed previously in M onte Carlo sim ulations[20,40].

O ur data are com patible with these,but m ore precise

and extending to largervaluesoff. Disagreem entwith

the Daoud-Cotton prediction forstarpolym ersizeswas

also found in som e experim ents [41],but there are also

repeated claim sin theliterature[22,42]thatexperim ents

arecom patiblewith it.W ehaveno good explanation for

the latter,exceptthatthe interpretation ofexperim ents

fordiluted solutionsm ightbelesseasy than anticipated.

W ith slightm odi� cationsofthealgorithm onecan also

study related problem slikestarscenter-absorbed to sur-

faces [43],starscon� ned between two planarwalls [44],

heterostars [7,40],interactions between two star poly-

m ers[13,38,45,46],orstarpolym er-colloid interactions

[47]. W e expectthatPERM willbe m ore e� cientthan

previousalgorithm s(nottheleastbecauseitgivesim m e-

diatelypreciseentropyestim ates),in particularifapplied

to lattice m odels. PERM can also be applied o� -lattice

[31,48],butitsadvantage isin generallesspronounced

there.W e hope to presentsim ulationsforsom e ofthese

problem sin the nearfuture.
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