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W e present large statistics sim ulations of 3-dim ensional star polym ers with up to £ = 80 am s,
and w ith up to 4000 m onom ers per am for am all values of £. T hey were done for the D om b-Joyce
m odel on the sin ple cubic lattice. This is a m odel w ith soft core exclision which allow s multiple
occupancy of sites but punishes each sam e-site pair of m onom ers w ith a Boltzm ann factor v < 1.
W euse thisto allow allam s to be attached at the centralsite, and we use the hm agic’ valuev = 06
to m inim ize corrections to scaling. The sinulations are m ade with a very e cient chain growth
algorithm w ith resam pling, PERM , m odi ed to allow sim ultaneous growth ofallam s. This allow s
us to m easure not only the swelling (as observed from the center-to-end distances), but also the
partition sum . T he latter gives very precise estin ates of the critical exponents ¢ . For com pleteness
we m ade also extensive sim ulations of linear (unbranched) polym ers which give the best estin ates
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for the exponent

I. NTRODUCTION

Star polym ers are of interest both for their technical
applications, ranging from lubricant additives to paints
i, 2], and for the theoretical challenge which they repre—
sent. Polym ertheory in generalisone oftheprine elds
where renom alization group theory can be used and
com pared In detailw ith realexperin ents ﬁ_i.’,:fﬁ]. The sin —
plest non-trivial ob fcts in this respect are the partition
sum and the rm s. end-to-end distance of a single long

exble linear (unbranched) polymer wih N m onom ers
In a good solvent, which scale as
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Starpolym ers, ie. £ such chains linked together at a sin—
gle point, are som e of the sin plest exam ples of polym ers
w ith non-trivial topology. A s shown by D uplantier E],
allsuch polym er netw orks are characterized by equations
sim ilar to Egs. (:1:) and (:2:), w ith the critical fugacity
and the criticalexponent being the sam e for all topolo-
gies, but wih being universalonly within each topol
ogy. For star polym ers com posed of £ am s of length N
each, one has in particular

Zy it R 3)

and

2
RN ;£

ANZ ; @)
where Ry ;s is the rm s. Euclidean centerto-end dis-
tance.

Thebehaviourof ¢ and ofthe swelling factorA ¢ areof
central nterest, both for nitef and forf ! 1 . Intwo
din ensions, ¢ can be calculated exactly using conform al
nvariance i_ﬂ], but no exact resuls are known ford= 3.
R enom alization group m ethods give expansions up to

third powerin =4 d -'_[éS], but these are non-convergent
pow er serdes and have to be resum m ed before being appli-
cable in d= 3. The resuls are debated, in particular for
large valuesof £ i_'/.]. For the swelling factor the situation
is sim ilarly unclar. P henom enologists tend to com pare
w ith predictions based on G ausszan (ie. free) chains [8
or on heuristic assum ptions [é, .10] T here exist several
renom alization group calculations, but those not based
heavily on sin ulation data [11,414] seem to describe som e
of the data rather poorly, and M onte Carlo sin u]atJons
areneeded to  x free param eters in such theones ﬂB 14].

Tn view ofthis, M onte Carb 14,15,116,11,18, 19, 20]
and m olecular dynam ics 1, 23] sin ulations have played
amaprrolk in thee ortsto understand the behaviour of
starpolym ers. M olecular dynam ics sin ulations QZ] have
Indeed been used to study very large stars, w th up to 80
am soflength N = 100 each, but i is not clear whhether
these sin ulations have really reached equilbrium . M ore—
over, both m oleculardynam icsand M onte C arlom ethods
with xed chain lengths (ncluding the pivot algorithm
fl4, 201) cannot m easure the partition sum and thus give
no nform ation on ¢ . For the latter one has to use chain
grow th m ethods [_15, :_l§', :_L]', :_125, :_2(_)', 2:_&‘] Unprtunately,
w ith the m ethods used so far it has not been possible to
go beyond 24 am s [_1]‘], and even these were too short
and the data w ere too noisy to provide a clear cut picture
of the asym ptotic behaviour.

W e decided therefore to perform sim ulationsw ith sev—
eral in provem ents which allow us to reach much larger
system s and m uch higher accuracy. To obtain a good es—
tin ate or and for the critical exponents ofunbranched
polym ers, we also m ade extensive sim ulations of linear
chains. Them odeland the m ethod of sin ulation are de—
scribbed in the next section. Results are given in Sec. 3,
while we end w ith a discussion In Sec. 4.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

Letus rstdescribe In detailourm odel. Fore ciency,
and since we are only Interested in scaling behaviour, we


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310534v2

use a lattice model. Indeed, we use the sin plest ver—
sion, the sin ple cubic lattice. But Instead of sim ulating
self avoiding walks as in previous works, we sin ulate the
D om b-Joycem odel l24] at its  agic’ interaction strength

v= v .IntheD omb-Joycem odelpolym ersare described
by lattice walkswherem onom ers sit at sites and are con—
nected by bonds of length 1. M ultiple visits to the sam e
site are allow ed, but for any pair ofm onom ers occupying
the sam e site one has a repulsive energy > 0 giving rise
to a Boltzm ann factor v= exp ( ) < 1. The partition
sum ofa linear chain m olecule ofN + 1 m onom ers is thus
a sum over allwalks ofN steps, each weighted w ith v*

wherem jsPthe totalnum ber of pairs occupying the sam e
site, m = i<y Xim; . For star polym ers we studied in

the present work two variants. In both variants am s of
N monom ers are attached to a central site. In the st
variant, the central site is singly occupied. In the sec—
ond, it is occupied by f m onom ers, one for each am .
W e studied both variants In order to verify that results
were independent of this detail, and we Include in our

nalerror estin ates the uncertainty i entails.

U sing the D omb-Joyce m odel has two m ain advan-—
tages. First of all, it allow s us to attach a large num ber
ofam sto a point-like center. In the present work, we go
up to £ = 80 P5]. P reviously, authors had used extended
cores. A lthough these cores were m uch an aller than the
radiiof the polym ers them selves and should thus not de—
stroy the asym ptotic scaling, they do introduce a nie
length scale and present therefore corrections to scaling
term s which com plicate the analysis.

M ore in portant is that there is one special (Il agic’)
valie ofv, called v in the ollow Ing, w here corrections to
scaling are m inin al and where asym ptotic scaling law s
are reached fastest. For single chains it has been esti-
m ated [_2-§, :_2-]'] asv 0:6 w ith rather sm all error bars,
and we shall in the follow ing assum e this valie to be ex-—
act. In the renom alization group language, the ow of
the e ective Ham iltonian to its xed point in the stable
m anifold of the latter contains one direction of slowest
approach . For a generic starting point there is a non-zero
com ponent In this direction, which then determ ines the
Jleading correction to scaling. If one starts however w ith
the ow such that this com ponent is absent, the approach
to scaling is govemed by the next-to-leading correction
term and ismuch faster. A sim ilar ocbservation has been
madealso foro -—latticebeadrodm odelsw ith xed bond
length, where the lrading corrections to scaling are ab—
sent ora certain I agic’ ratio betw een bead size and rod
length 8, 29, 301.

Since the value of v should depend only on the inter-
nal structure of the chains, for star polym ers i should
be independent of the number of am s. For the bead-
rod m odel this was carefully veri ed in :_[i_%l] W e thus
sinulated only with v= v .

For our simulations we used the pruned-enriched
Rosenbluith m ethod PERM ) BL]. This is a biased chain
grow th algorithm , sin ilar to the R osenbluth-R osenbluth
2] method. In the latter, the bias induced by avoid-

Ing doubl occupancy is com pensated by a weight fac-
tor which is basically of entropic origin. In the present
case, we have both a bias com pensating factor and a
Boltzm ann factor, the product of which tends to uc-
tuate w ildly if there is no perfect in portance sam pling.
These uctuations are suppressed in PERM by pruning
Iow weight con gurations and cloning those with high
weight. Indeed, any bias can be employed In PERM , as
long as it can be com pensated by a weight factor. In pre—
vious sin ulations of diluted polym ers we use a M arkov
approxin ation called M arkovian anticipation {_5:_5,:_3:4, 55]
In the present case we did not expect this to be very use—
fl1], because them ain interactionsare not w ithin one am
but between di erent am s. Thuswe used instead a very
sim ple bias where each am tends to grow preferentially
outward (except for the sinulations for £ = 1 where we
used of course M arkovian anticipation). T he strength of
this bias was adjisted by trial and error. Tt decreased
w ith the length of the am and increased with £f. De-
tails w ill not be given since they are not very im portant,
and working w ithout this bias would have increased the
errorsby only a factor 2, in general.

A nalocomment is that i is easy to m odify the basic
PERM algorithm given eg. in the appendix of B1] such
that all f amm s are grown s:multaneous]y B6] This is
done by having £ growth sites x;;: . Chain growth
ismade in PERM by calling J:ecursjyely a subroutine for
each m onom er addition. Formultiam growth, we add
an integerk 2 [1;:::f] to the argum ent list of this sub-
routine, such that a subroutine called iself with argu—
ment k calls the next subroutine with k mod f) + 1.
In thisway a m onom er is added to each am before the
next round ofm onom ers isadded. C om pared to a schem e
where one am is grown entirely before the next am is
started, the m ain advantage is that each chain grows In
the eld ofallthe others, and is thus, by the population
control (pruning/cloning), guided to grow into the cor—
rect outward direction. If chains were grown one after
the other, this bias would be absent for the st chains
w hich then would grow into \w rong" directions, resulting
In very Iow weight con gurations.

III. RESULTS

A . Partition Sum s and -Exponents

O ne of the outstanding features of chain grow th m eth—
ods such as PERM is that they give estim ates for the
partition sum . Indeed, these estin ates are a basic part
of the sin ulations, since the population control is based
on these estim ates.

According to Eq. (3) we expect Zy ;¢ IV to approach
a power law const N ¢ ! at large N. One precise
way to estin ate ¢ is to subtract a term ar NN from
n@y,;: ), and adjist the constant ar such that the
di erence gives a at curve for large N, when plotted
against NN . Thisgivesthen ¢ = 1+ ar.A ltematively,



wecoudpltnZy,; IhZe;; alhN againsthN,in
which casea atcurve isobtaned when &= ¢ .We
preferboth m ethodsovera last square t, say, sihoe they
allow directly to check visually for the presence of correc—
tions to scaling. If such corrections seem needed, one can
subtract them and obtain In this way the m ost reliable
and precise estin atesof ¢ { rem em bering of course that
estin ating a critical index Involves an extrapolation and
isthus ilkposed, giving at best sub fctive error estin ates.

Foreitherm ethod we need precise estin ates ofthe par-
tition sum of linear chains. W e thus performed st ex—
tensive sin ulations of linear (f = 1) D om b-Joyce chains,
creating altogether 4 10%® chainsoflength N = 8000.
InFig.l weplte ective exponentsobtained from triple
ratios 6] 2%, 2} =Zy . Here a and b are chosen such
astom inin ize statistical and system atic errors 6], and
powers x and y are xed such that and the overall
nom alization drop out. W th a = 1=3 and b= 5 we
have

ThiZy 6InZy-3 IhZsy

R =1
o) =1+ T ©)

which is plotted against 1=N °°, The fact that we nd
essentially a straight line (apart from odd/even oscilla—
tions due to the special structure of the cubic lattice)

Indicates that the leading correction to scaling exponent
is 0:96 which ismuch larger than the value 1=2

for generic self avoiding waks, indicating that v= 0:6 is
Indeed close to them agicvalue. O urestin ate is therefore

= Im .
N1

N )= 11573 00002 : (6)
This is iIn good agreem ent w ith the best previous esti-
m ates f_Zé, 374] but m ore precise. U sing this estin ate we
obtain then

= 0:18812145 0:00000003: (7)

A fter having obtained a precise estin ate for ,we can
now discuss the results for stars. Resuls for a few se—
lected values of £ are shown in Fig. 2. W e plot there
InZy;s+ £fN In forboth variants, ie. the center singly
occupied or £ tin es occupied. The lhtter gives sm aller
values of Zy ;r, but the di erence is visbl only for
N = 2. For larger N both agree, except for £ = 80 and
large values of N w here our sam pling algorithm startsto
break down.

For a precise estin ate of ¢ we of course did not use
plts lke Fig. 2, but we subtracted ( f 1) nN asex—
plined above. Then we see F ig. 3) that there are non-
negligble corrections to scaling, but our am s are long
enough so that our estim ates of ¢ are not a ected by
them . Our nalresults, cbtained by averaging over both
variants ofthem odel, are shown in Tablk 1 and n Fig. 4.
In Tabl 1 we also give additional inform ation such asthe
am lengthsand the totalstatistics. W e also list previous
estin ates for com parison. W e see reasonable agreem ent
In general, although those previous estim ates which were
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FIG.1: E ective exponents . (N ) for Iinear (£ = 1) hmagi-
cal D om b-Joyce polym ers against 1=N 0:96
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FIG .2: Logarithm s ofthe partition functions Zy ;s m ultiplied
by N For each pair of close-by lines, the upper refers to
singly occupied centers, while the lower one has £ m onom ers
located at the center.

quoted w ith error bars l_l-§'] are o by many standard
deviations. W e should add that the sinulations in [_1-§]
Involed m uch shorter chains and low er statistics.
P revious theoretical predictions of ¢ used = 4 _
~ expansions [, 1] and the cone approxin ation [3§, 391.
T he lJatter assum es that each branch iscon ned to a cone
of space angk 4 =f, and gives
e 1 £572 ®)
Asseen from Fig.4 thisisnottoo faro ,butide niely
does not provide a quantitative tto ourdata. The best
t with a power Iaw ¢ 1 (f 1:5)* would be
obtained with z 168, but we do not clain that this
exponent has any deeper signi cance.
In contrast to the cone approxin ation which is basi-
cally heuristic and cannot be iIn proved system atically, -
expansionshavea m theoreticalbasis. But the expan—



TABLE I:M aih resuls.

f N runs £ previous Af=A1 previous
estin ates estin ates
1 8000 486 10° 1.15732) 11575 (6)% 10
2 4000 71 10° 1.1573(2) 1.0614 (5) 1:0628°
3 4000 83 10° 1.0426(7) 1.089(1)° 11123 (5) 1:1139F;1:128°
4 4000 142  10° 0.8355 (10) 0.879(1)° 11553 (6) 1:1581°F
5 4000 114 10° 0.5440 (12) 0567 (2)° 11939 (8)
6 3000 73 10° 0.1801 (20) 0:16(1)°;0:14° 12295 (9) 12322F ;12657
7 2500 73 10° -0.2520 (25) 0:33; 020° 12626 (11)
8 2300 59 10° -0.748 (3) 0:88; 0:60°; 1:00° 12934 (12) 12951F
9 2150 48  10° -1.306 (5) 151; 1:01° 13225 (14)
10 2000 67 10° -1.922(7) 13494 (16) 1:3519F ;14249
12 1700 73 10° 3296 (9) 335%; 3:43)° 1.4014 (17) 14017
14 1400 66 10° -4.874 (9) -4 94° 1.4481(19)
16 1200 9 10° -6.640 (10) -5.90¢ 14917 (24)
18 1100 9 10° -8.575(12) 812%; 89(2)° 1532(3)
20 1000 130 10° -10.66 (2) 11.33¢ 1574 (4) 1:660°
24 800 147 10° -15.32 (4) 18.13¢° 1.643(5)
30 500 316 10° 23.40(6) 1.735(7) 18967
40 300 880 10° 39.55(13) 1.883(14) 2:036°
50 120 1194 10° 592 (2) 1.95(2) 22087
60 80 1712 10° 81.5(4) 2.04(3)
70 61 1944 10° -108.0 (7) 213 (4)
80 45 1966 10° -135.7 (13) 216 (6)
2 Ref.@]], M onte C arlo
® Ref.[L6], M onte Carb
°R ef._[_é], -expansion
d Ref.E"_ﬁ'], M onte C arlo
¢ Ref.[l9], M onte Carlo
_ [ Ref.pQ], M onte Carb (tetrahedral lattice)
9 Ref.[_2%], M olecular dynam ics (o —lattice; values forN = 50)
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FIG .3: Logarithm s ofthe partition functions Zy ;+ m ultiplied
by o plus (1 £) InN . Foreach pair of close-by lines, the
upper refers again to singly occupied centers, while the lower
one has £ m onom ers located at the center.

FIG .4: Exponents f versus f. The full line is jist a polygon
connecting the points, the dashed line isa tw ith the large-f
behaviour as predicted by the cone approxin ation, Eq. (}_]) .
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FIG .5:E ectiveexponents . (N ) forlinear h agical’ D om b—
Joyce polym ers against 1=N °?¢,

sion iself is at best asym ptotic, and each tem gives a

contrbution to ¢ which ispolynom ialin £. Thus it can-
not be used w thout resum m ation. Such re-summ ations
have not yet been attempted for£f ! 1 . Forsmall f,

results are given in fa, 1], and are listed in Tabk 1. They

are In the right order of m agnitude, but their precision

isnot su cient to draw any m conclision beyond the
fact that the resumm ed —expansion is obviously not in
con ict with the M onte C arlo data.

B. CoilSizes

W em easured only m s. center-to-end distances of the
am s (resp. end-to-end distances for £ = 1). Thiswas
done bn the y’, ie.we did not store each con guration
and m easure its properties In a second step of analysis.
The reason is that an o -lhe analysis would have re—
quired very large les, and reading a con guration from
disk or tape would have been not m uch faster than cre—
ating i from scratch. W e neither m easured shape pa—
ram eters nor radii of gyration, since any such additional
m easurem ent would have slowed down the analysis con—
siderably, and since them ain purpose ofthe present work
was to dem onstrate thee ciency of PERM and to study
the m ain universal properties of large stars.

As for ¢, we st need a carefil analysis of lin—
ear chains, to obtain precise estim ates of and of the
ampliude A;. In Fig. 5 we plt e ective exponents

e N)= (n16) ' mR3, =RZ ], again versus 1=N °*°,
W e see agaln a straight line (@s i Fig. 1), verifying again
that the correction to scaling exponent iscloseto 1. Ex—
trapolatngto N ! 1 we nd = 0:5876720). To—
getherw ith previousestin ates reviewed in [_55], this gives
our best estin ate

= 0:58765 0:00020 : )

N otice that this is m ore precise than the eld theoretic
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FIG.6:R2 =N 2 plotted versus NN , for seven selected val
ues of £. For each f, results are shown for both variants of
them odel (sihgl occupancy ofthe center: lower curve; £-fold
occupancy : upper curve). The structures seen for £ 40 and
large N are statistical uctuations.

estin ates obtained from the -expansion :Bl] The result-
Ing am plitude is then
Ai= Im RZ=N? = 0:8038 0:0005: (10)

To obtain the amplitudes A for stars we assume
the value of as given above. W e can then plt ei-
ther R{ =N ? versus N (which gives A¢ directly), or
R2Z ;f=R§ versus N , which gives A¢=A;. To check fr
system atic correctionswe did both. Som e typical curves
obtained with the rstmethod are shown In Fig. 6. For
each value of £ we see two curves, one for each variant
of the m odel: The upper curve is always that w ith the
center £ tin es occupied, the lower one corresoonds to a
singly occupied center. For large valuesof £ (£  40) we
see large uctuations, indicating the lin it w here our sam -
pling breaks down. O therw ise we see Jarge corrections to
scaling, but they allare dom inantly 1=N , ie. analytic
corrections, and they have rather smallin uenceson our

nalestin ates of A¢ .

These estin ates are given In Tabl 1 and plotted In
Fig.7.W e show indeed the ratiosA ¢=A 1, to facilitate the
com parison w ith previous estin ates. T he best previous
estin ates are those of 21 erer:_[Z_b] and are also given in
Table 1. W_e see very good agreem ent, even ifm ost ofthe
values of I_Z(_]‘] are outside our errorbars. T he data of Z if-
ferer were obtained from simulations on the tetrahedral
lattice, and they indicate that the ratios A¢=A; are In—
deed universal. In l_2’é], starsw ith up to 80 am swere sin —
ulated o -lattice by m eans of m olecular dynam ics. But
i seem s that the stars with N = 100 were not equili-
brated, at least or £ = 1 (see Tabk 1 of £2]). T herefore
we list for com parison only the data or N = 50. They
are system atically larger than our results and those of
f_ZC_i], and the discrepancy increasesw ith £. T his suggests
that even these sin ulations had not reached equilbrium .
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The most cied predictions for A¢f=A; are from a

heuristic blob m odel f_EJ, :_f(_i] Tt gives
R2
N2 £ gl £0:41 a1)
RN

which is in gross violation w ith our data. T he fact that
thisD aoud-€ otton m odelgives a too strong swelling w ith
f iswell known E_Z-g, :_ZIQ] Our data cannot be tted by
a pure power law , but asym ptotically (for £ ! 1 ) they
tend roughly to A¢=A;  0:78 £°235, Agah we do not
expect this to be the true asym ptotic behaviour, but i
provides at least a usefiill guide for extrapolations.

R enom alization group RG ) calculations of star poly—
mer sizes have been performed in t1, 12], but i was
already pointed out in [_1;1, ._lfl] that these have di cul
ties In descrbing the large-f behaviour. U sing their own
sin ulationsto  x som e ofthe param ¢ eters n an In proved
RG calulation, Lue and K iselev 13, 4] were abk to

x these problem s in the sense that their RG calcula—
tion descrbed perfectly the behaviour of the penetration
function f_l-g,:_l-é_h U nfortunately, they did not give predic—
tions for A ¢, so we cannot m ake a detailed com parison
with our data. But we should point out that f_l-g, :_ffl]
also obtam@d much lss swelling wih f than predicted
in Res.lg, 11, 14).

IV. DISCUSSION

W e have dem onstrated that chains growth m ethods
w ith resam pling, and the PERM algorithm in particu—

lar, are able to produce very precise M onte Carlo data
for star polym ers wih many ams. Using the Domb-
Joyce m odel on the sinple cubic lattice, we com bined
this with absence of leading corrections to scaling and
w ith the possibility to connect arbitrarily m any am s to
a pointlike core. T his allowed us to test con gctured scal-
Ing law s for the entropic critical exponents ¢ and for
the f-dependent swelling of single armm s. In principle we
could have m easured during these sin ulations also other
observables ke m onom er densities, star shapes, radii of
gyration, etc.

O urm ost interesting resuls are for the exponents .
A llprevious sin ulationswere com patblew ih the predic—
tions from the heuristic D aoud-C otton m odel, but they
w ere not very precise. T here are also no good experin en—
tal results for these exponents, although they are fuinda—
m ental for the entropy (and thus also for the free energy)
of star polym ers In good solvents. O ur results show that
these predictions are qualitatively correct ( ¢ is negative
and divergesas f ,buttheexponent clarly disagrees
w ith the prediction.

W e also disagree w ih the prediction of the D aoud-
C otton m odel for the sizes of star polym ers, and indeed
the disagreem ent for the end-to-center distances is larger
than for ¢.They Ihcreasew ith £ m uch slower than pre—
dicted. But this nding is not entirely new, i had been
cbserved previously in M onte C arlo sinulations {0, 40].
Our data are com patible wih these, but m ore precise
and extending to larger values of £. D isagreem ent w ith
the D aoud-C otton prediction for star polym er sizes was
also found In som e experin ents [41], but there are also
repeated clain s in the literature QZ,:42 that experin ents
are com patible w ith it. W e have no good explanation for
the latter, except that the interpretation of experim ents
for diluted solutionsm ight be less easy than anticipated.

W ith slightm odi cationsofthe algorithm one can also
study related problem s like stars center-absorbed to sur-
faces [43], stars con ned between two planar walls, [44]
heterostars H, .40] Interactions between two star poly—
m ers {13 ,3§,.45, ,46], or starpolym er —colloid interactions
[47] W e expect that PERM willbemore e cient than
previous algorithm s (not the least because it gives nm e~
diately precise entropy estin ates), in particular ifapplied
to lattice m odels. PERM can also be applied o -lattice
{_3]1 '48 but its advantage is In general Jess pronounced
there W e hope to present sim ulations for som e of these
problem s in the near future.
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