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E ntropy-induced M icrophase Separation in H ard D block C opolym ers
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W hereas entropy can induce phase behavior that is as rich as seen In energetic system s, m i-
crophase separation rem ains a very rare phenom enon in entropic system s. In this paper, we present
a density functional approach to study the possibility of entropy-driven m icrophase separation in
dblock copolym ers. Our m odel system consists of copolym ers com posed of freely—pinted slender
hard rods. The two types of m onom eric segm ents have com parable lengths, but a signi cantly
di erent diam eter, the latter di erence providing the driving force for the phase separation. At
the sam e tin e these system s can also exhibit liquid crystalline phases. W e treat this system in
the appropriate generalization of the O nsager approxin ation to chain-lke particles. U sing a linear
stability (oifircation) analysis, we analytically detem ine the onset of the m icroseparated and the
nem atic phases for long chains. W e nd that for very long chains the m icroseparated phase always
preem ptsthe nem atic. In the lim it of in nitely long chains, the correlations w ithin the chain becom e
G aussian and the approach becom es exact. This allow s us to de ne a G aussian lin it in which the
theory strongly simpli es and the com petition between m icrophase separation and liquid crystal
form ation can be studied essentially analytically. O urm ain results are phase diagram s as a fiinction
of the e ective diam eter di erence, the segm ent com position and the length ratio of the segm ents.
W e also determ ine the am plitude of the positional order as a function of position along the chain at
the onset of the m icrophase separation instability. F inally, we give suggestions as to how this type

of entropy-induced m icrophase separation could be observed experin entally.

I. NTRODUCTION

M icrophase separation (M PS) is the phenom enon
w here an initially hom ogeneous phase develops an inho—
m ogeneous spatial structure on a m icroscopic scale. U su—
ally such system s consist In part of them odynam ically
Incom patible com ponents that left by them selves would
tend to m acroscopically) phase separate. H owever, due
to additional constraints of a physical or chem ical na—
ture the spatial separation between the com ponents is
prevented from increasing beyond a m icroscopic length
scale. T his Jeads to phases in which the com ponents can
dem ix only Iocally. Therearea few archetypicalexam ples
ofsystem sshowingM PS: () Two (usually exible) poly—
m ers species that have an unfavourable m utual nterac-
tion energy which are pined togetherby a chem icalbond.
T his type ofblock copolym ers 1,1, 1] show sa wealth of
m icrophases. (i) Sidechain liquid crystalline polym ers
(LCPs). Here, liquid crystal-form ing groups are linked to
polym er backbones through exible spacers. The most
prom Inent phase of these system s is the an ectic, where
the LC groups form orientationally ordered layers sep—
arated by disordered lam ellae containing the poym eric
backbones [, [l]. (i) Temary system s consisting ofwa—
ter, oil and an am phiphilic surfactant. These system s
can show a variety ofm icrostructured phases, w ith the
am phiphilic surfactant stabilizing the oilw ater interfaces
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and thus preventing \m acrophase separation" [I,[]. A1l
three of the cases above are exam ples of them otropic
system s, ie. system s in which the phase behavior is gov—
emed by tem perature as a controlling variable, re ecting
the dom inance of energetic e ects.

Recently, M P S was cbserved in an entirely new classof
system s. Binary m xtures of bacteriophage viruses and
(am all) Jatex spheres w ith varying size ratios showed a
surprisingly rich phase behaviour, including a lam ellar
phase [I]. In this phase, the lam ellae are de ned by a
\gm ectic" arrangem ent of the rodlke virus particles in
layers w ith the spherical latex particles In between the
layers I, ll]. These results are ram arkable for two rea-—
sons. F irst, unlike the previous archetypalcasesofM P S,
we are dealing with a binary m ixture which phase sep—
arates on a m icroscopic scale. There is no \hard" con—
straint like a chem icalbond that prevents the tw o species
from phase sgparating on a m acroscopic scale, and both
species rem ain in a uid state w ithin the layers. Second,
it was argued that the virus particles as well as the la—
tex goheres can be m odeled to a good extent to interact
as hard bodies. Consequently, the driving force causing
this M PS must be of an entropic nature. This is also
In stark contrast with M P S in block copolym ers, LCP's
and am phiphiles where the dependence on tem perature
is strong and hence indicates a predom nantly energetic
e ect. The possibility of this type of M P S was already
explored In com puter simulations [1] and found to be
qualitatively well described w ithin the so-called second
virial approxin ation [, 1], the validity of which can
only be guaranteed at low densities. H owever, as the ex—
perin entalsystem sare far from dilute this last treatm ent
m ay not capture all the essential ingredients. It hasbeen
argued that M PS in bihary m ixtures m ay be caused by


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0402490v1
mailto:wessels@thphy.uni-duesseldorf.nl

the so—called depletion e ect [, 1], which is generically
a m any-body interaction e ect and is not well described
with a second-virial theory. Consequently, a m ore ac—
curate approach would be required, certainly in order to
resolre in detailw hat prevents the system from dem ixing
m acroscopically.

T hat entropy per se can be the driving force for phase
transitions has by now been well established. There
are m any exam ples ranging from ordering in m onodis—
perse system s like the liquid-to-crystaltransition in hard
soheres [[]] and the isotropic-to-nem atic transition in
slender hard rods 1], to dem ixing in binary m xtures,
Ike eg. the Asakura©osawa (AO) m xture of hard
soheres and ideal spheres, which is used as a m odel for
colloidpolym er m ixtures [, , ], In essence, the
physicalm echanism in all these system s is the sam e; the
galn in e ective \free volum e" available to the particles
upon ordering o sets the loss of entropy of disorder or
m ixing respectively. For the A0 m ixture this is usually
referred to as the previously m entioned depletion e ect;
the ideal polym ers are depleted from a shell around the
In penetrable colloids. O verlap of these depletion shells
Increases the free volum e available to the polym ers and
hence this system phase separates into a colloid—rich and
a colloidpoor uid []. However, whereas entropy can
Induce phase behaviour that is at least as rich as seen In
energetic system s,M P S rem ains a very rare phenom enon
In entropic system s [11].

A vardant of the depletion e ect was also recently dis—
covered in theoretical treatm ents of binary m ixtures of
thin and thick hard rods [, ]. These system s are
seen to be able to phase segparate In two isotropic uid
phases due to deplktion. Here, however, the depletion
Interaction appears as a genuine twobody e ect ], In
contrast to the AO system , In which it is predom inantly
a threebody e ect. Consequently, this form ofdepletion
e ect survivesthe O nsager lin it (length w idth) applied
to both species of rods, and or su clently asymm etric
rods, preem pts the usualtransition to the ordentationally
ordered nem atic phase [0, 00,00, 0], T hese predictions
have since been corroborated by sim ulations [, B0]. In
the present paper, we propose to use the two-body de—
pletion e ectsbetween slender rodsofdi erent diam eters
to construct a system which show sentropy-inducedM P S.
Taking our cue from the conospts developed in the eld
of themm otropic block copolym ers, we connect a chain
of freely rotating \thick" hard rods to a chain of freely
rotating \thin" hard rods. The abovem entioned un—
favourable depletion interaction between these two types
ofrodsprovides the tendency to fully dem ix, w hereas the
pint (connecting the two strands) prevents this. T he so—
constructed system of freely pinted hard diblock copoly—
mers HDC) isin ourview one ofthem ost sin ple system s
conceivable show ing entropy-induced M P S.Furthem ore,
and contrary to the case ofM P S in the binary rod-sphere
m xtures, the physicalm echanisn is both clear and ro-
bust. O f course, there is as yet no direct candidate for
an experin ental system well described. H owever, i m ay

certainly be possible forexperim entalists to connect (pos—
sbly long and exdble) chem ically inert polym ers to the
ends of virus particles ke TM V [, [00]. Together w ith
an appropriate solvent thism ay m In ick an e ective rod—
coil system wih only hard body interactions. In this
system , the polym er tails are likely to stabilize the sm ec—
tic phase of the virus particles and this could be viewed
as a m icroseparated phase.

In order to describe this system we employ a den—
sity functionaltheory in the second-virialor O nsager ap—
proxim ation starting from rst principles. W e assum e
that m uliple overlapsbetween two chains aswellas self-
overlaps of the chains are unin portant. A Il three of the
above approxin ations, com m on in theoreticaltreatm ents
of LCPs |, I, 0], should becom e exact In the O n—
sager lim it w here the lengths ofthe rods involved ism uch
larger than theirw idths. T he stationarity equations that
determm ine the stable phases in our theory are solved lo—
cally by m eans of a bifurcation (or, equivalently, lnear
stability) analysis of the isotropic uid phase [, EE].
Apart from uctuationsw ith a nonzero wave vector cor—
resoponding to a m icroseparated phase, we also consider
spatially hom ogeneous uctuationsw ith nem atic symm e~
try, In order to study the com petition between these two
types of ordering. Forboth phases, we obtain closed ana—
Iytical expressions for the spinodaldensity. W e nd that
for long chains and nonzero di erence In the w idths, the
m icroseparated phase alw ays preem pts the nem atic.

Naturally we want to make contact wih the vast
am ount of literature on them otropic block copolym ers
In the weak segregation lin . M ost of these ollow the
original treatm ent proposed in the sam inal paper by
Lebler [l]. Lebler considered dblock copolym ers in—
teracting via the heuristic F lory param eter and con—
structed a Landau expansion in the average com position

uctuations. By applying the \random phase approxi-
m ation" and retaining only leading orders of the Fourier
m odes, he was abl tom ap outm ore or less the com plete
phase diagram . Subsequent re nem ents extended the
theory to the strong segregation regime ], added uc—
tuations [1]] and Inclided extra phases 1], but did not
change the essence ofthe approach. Lebler's resultshave
been con m ed qualitatively by experin ents Ref. [1]and
Refs. therein) and, for nite chains lengths [1], by sin -
ulations Refs. |, ] and Refs. therein). The Lebler
approach treats the correlations w ithin the polym ers on
the G aussian level [[]. W e can therefore connect to this
approach by applying the G aussian lin i to our m odel
of freely pinted HDC'’s. W ithin this 1m it our theory
becom es equivalent to that of Lebler as far as the treat-
m ent of the intrachain interactions is concemed. How —
ever, the interchain interactions between the polym ers
are essentially di erent In the present case, as they are
ofa geom etric nature, ie.totally xed by the din ensions
ofthe com posing hard rods. In the Lebler theory, these
Interactions are described generically by m eans of the
freely adjustable F lory param eter. A fiill exploration of
the parallels between the two approaches, however, was



beyond the scope of thiswork.

Another class of system s, that appears as a special
case of our m odel are the welkstudied rod-coil diblock
copolym ers. These consist of one sti (rodlike) block
and a much more exble part. In such system s, lig—
uld crystalline ordering com petesw ith M P S and a num —
ber of theoretical studies have been devoted to the
subct. M ost of these combine the Lebler approach
w ith an additionalM ajerSaupe anisotropic orientational
Interaction resulting In the appearance of a nem atic
phase (@and som etim es an additional am ectic phase) in
the phase diagram , besides the various m icroseparated
phases [, I, B, B, B, B, B]. However, the ratio
ofthe F Iory and the M aierSaupe interaction param eters
In these approaches is rather arbitrary, whereas in the
present approach m icroseparated and nem atic ordering
both result from the sam e geom etric origin w ith no room
for additional tuning.

F inally, there hasbeen som e related work on m ore ide—
alized but conceptually sin pler system s in the context of
entropic liquid crystals. Holyst considered parallel nail-
shaped particles which showed a nem aticto-sm ectic A4
transition [1]. A s a m odel for surfactants, Bolhuis and
Frenkel studied non-addiive com plexes of hard spheres
and ideal spherocylindertails [l] where Schm idt and
von Ferber used hard slender rods for the tails (1] O £
particular relevance to the present work isRef. 1] where
D uchsand Sullivan investigate the phasebehaviorofhard
wom ke diblock copolymers. However, in this latter
work only di erences In persistence length are consid-
ered and not in thickness between the two com ponents.
Consequently they only nd com petition between a ne-
m atic and a (ordentationally ordered) am ectic phase, in—
stead of the (ordentationally disordered) lam ellar phase.
M oreover, only num erical soluitions to the stationarity
equations are presented, whereas we are able to obtain
additional analytical insight through the stability analy—
sis of the isotropic uid phase. Lastly, van D uiheveldt
and A Ilen used M onte C arlo sim ulations to study the ef-
fect of exible tails on the phase behavior of spherocylin—
ders []. Thiswas later extended by C asey and H arrow —
ellto rod-coilm olecules ofw hich the isolated rods do not
posses a an ectic phase [1].

A Yhough our theory is formulated for chains wih a
nie num ber of rodlke segm ents, we devote the m a pr
part of this paper to chains wih an in nie number of
segm ents in w hich the correlationsbetw een the segm ents
are G aussian. W e form ulate a consistent G aussian lim it,
In which the num ber ofm odelparam eters reduces to just
three. The lim it is chosen In such a way that we can
still consider the com petition between M P S and nem atic
ordering. This is achieved by ltting the di erence in
thickness between the two types of rods to becom e in-
nitesim ally an all. The 1im it m oreover is such thatm ost
ofthe assum ptions in the originalderivation ofthem odel
are fully satis ed. Them ost prom nent results are phase
diagram sas a function ofthem odelparam eters, show ing
the regions of stability of the m icroseparated or nem atic

FIG.1l: An examplk of a hard diblock copolym er. A freely—
pinted chain ofM 5 hard rodsw ith dimn ensionsl» and da (left
side) are connected to a freely—pinted chain ofM 5 hard rods
with din ensions  and dg (right side).

phases. Furthem ore, exploiting the features ofthe bifir-
cation analysis, we are able to calculate the relative order
along the polym er in the m icroseparated phase at the bi-
furcation point. T he outline ofthe paper is as ollow s: In
Sec. IT we de ne the m odel and develop the form alisn .
In Sec. IITIwe brie y discuss the sym m etry of the phases
nvolved. T he bifiircation analysis is the topic of Sec. IV

and the G aussian lim it isapplied in Sec.V .Sec.V Iisthe
results section and we end w ith a discussion in Sec.V IT.

II. MODEL AND FORM A LISM

W e consider a m onodisperse uid ofN diblock copoly—
mers n a volume V . Each polym er is a chain of freely—
pinted cylindrical rods connected end-to-end w here the

rst M 5, rods are oftype = A havihg length i and
width da and the lJast M 3 rods are of type B w ih di-
mensions } and dg (see Fig.l). W e assum e that both
types of rods are very slender, 1 d ,with 2 fA;Bg,
hard bodies, ie. in penetrable to other rods. The to—
tal number of segments n a chain isM = M, + M

ing is position in the chain. The state of a segm ent is
descrlbed by the position r, of its center of m ass and
an orientation, being a unit vector *, pointing along is
long axis in the direction of increasingm . The con g—
uration of a whole chain is fully characterized by the
position of one of is segm ents (say the rst; r;) and
the orientations of all of them , =

= fr;; g. leepos:irjon ofa segment m is then given
BY fn = Tit % oy Gefx+ keif1) wherel = kb if
k Ma and  ifk M, + 1.

In density functionaltheory O FT) the free energy ofa
(possbly inhom ogeneous) uid ofm olecules is expressed
asa functionalofthe single-m olecule con guration distri-
bution finction, @ () [1l]. Using the second-virial (or
O nsager) approxin ation it is form ulated as follow s 1]

h i 2 h i
FoOO - d V() bg Vi V() 1
Z Z
3 dd” @O P N @

T he Intggralsargpver single-m glecule oonR%lratjon space
where d = drpd and d = n dfn and



R R, R
ar= Jod ,d sn .Further, ¥ () isnom alized
asllows @ ()d =N .Thefactor equals ks T) *

In which kg isBolzm ann’s constant and T the tem per—
ature. The volum e V; we callthe themm alvolum e’ and
is a product ofthe de B roglie them alw avelengths ofthe
molecules |, ]. The quantity ( ; O) is the M ayer
function of two m olecules w ith con gurations and 0,
A swe are dealing w ith hard segm ents, the potential en—
ergy v( ; % between two chainsis1 when they overlap
and 0 when they don’t. Consequently, the M ayer func-
tion is given by

1 ifoverlap .
0 ifno overlap °

@)
The con gurations ofboth chains involved can be highly
irregular and the dependence of very com plicated.
T herefore we approxin ate the chain-chain M ayer func-
tion by the sum of all the segm ent-segm ent M ayer
functions  mo,

(; 9= exp v(i;% 1=

.0y = x
(r )_

mm %=1

mm 0 (Tn Loitn iTwo): 3)

This expression, to which only individual pairs of seg—
m ents contribute, is actually the rst temm in a system —
atic expansion ofthe M ayer fiinction. H igher order term s
Involve Interactions between m ore than two segm ents si-
m ultaneously []. At this point we note that apart from
() the second virial approxim ation and (i) the above
expression for the chain-chain M ayer function, another
(iil) approxin ation has been made. In this form alism
the chains are allowed to self overlap, ie. other than
the spatial constraint that successive segm ents are con—
nected to each other there are no interactions w ithin
the chain. A1l three of these approxim ations are com —
monly used and corrections to the rst two are small
when 1 d o, , 0], The neglect of the e ects
of selfoverlap is assum ed to be reasonable in a dense
polymer melt 1] where screening e ectively com pen-—
sates the intram olecular Interactions and as a resul in—
teractions between distant parts of the sam e chain are
indistinguishable from interactions w ith the average en-—
vironm ent because of loss of ntrachain correlations.

In them odynam ic equilbrium , the free energy reaches
amininum and the finctional is stationary. T herefore,
we consider the variation of Eq.M w ith respect to @,

(1)( ) @)

w ith the chem icalpotential playingthe roke ofLagrange
m ultiplier needed to enforce nom alization. E lim inating

from Eq.ll yieldsthe (selftonsistent) stationarity equa—
tion,

R
d’ M9 w9

A0 , ;97

PN exp
d exp

(1) —

©)

In order to proceed, we de ne the single-segm ent dis—
tribution function (SDF) (ofsegmentm ), n @ ;™ ), In
the follow ing way

Z

Y
m Gn it )= dhy (1)()
k& m
2y
= dty Y@ )i )i 6)
k&m

in which r; is given by 1, %Prﬁzllﬂkf\k‘F IERAED |
and the product is over all segm entsk but them th. Inte—
grating Eq.Moverall &, except for ¥, aswelland using
Eq.ll we ocbtain a set of equations,

N2y
m(rm;f\m)za dfy
kém
2 3
S Z
exp4 drgod!\}go k0 (I'}(Zo;f\]go) k kO (rk lgo;f\k;?}go)S
k ko= 1

where Q is the nomn alization factor; ge the SDF's are
nom alized n thesamewayas ' :ie. drd® , @) =
N .

III. PHASE BEHAVIOUR AND ORDER

PARAMETERS
A . Isotropic P hase

At low polym er number density, n =
tem is In the isotropic uid phase, and

(iso)

constant, so due to nom alization,

quently,
Z

N =V, the sys—
n G ith) isa

= n=4 .Conse-

dr’ar® B0 om0t
Z
dr% Lo @Gk + do)sin (e Y

(8)
= 2 nkko Gk + dio);

where (% is the planar angk between ® and °
and one can recognize L ko Gk + deo)sin  (M; 19 as the
exclided volum e of two rods k and k° with respective
orientations ® and t°. This yilds the ©llow ing nom al
ization factor in the isotropic phase
! )M AtMsy

N MZEdy +MaMphlk @a +ds)+MZEds

Qi =
exp

NI

Choosing the din ensions of rod A asunis, we de ne

I= k=h;d=dg=ca;i M =MgMa; 10)

14

(7)

)



and a din ensionless segm ent density in a sym m etric way,

n=2nMaLdy + MpEdg): 1)

Then, Eq.Mbecom es
n #
1+ MDA+ M
@ MVexp —nM ( D o

Qi =
4 1+ M)1+ M EI

12)
wherewe have alsoused M = M, + My . W e also note
that the nom alization factorQ i, isexactly the partition
sum ofthe block copolym ers in the isotropic phase.

B . Nem atic Phase

In the (uniaxial) nem atic phase, there is ordentational
order w ith respect to a direction 1, how ever, the system
is still spatially hom ogeneous. T herefore, the SDF can
be expanded in Legendre polynom ials.

229+ 1
m @M= o (M)=n 7 Psy(t n); 13
J=0
w ith coe cients
Z
na? = dr%®; % Ay *9: 14)

D ue to nom alization, ar(no) = 1 as it is in the isotropic

phase and due to up-down symm etry of the nem atic, all
ar(nj) = 0 Prodd j (I the isotropic uid, angj) = 0 br
all § & 0). The lowest-order coe cient di erent in the
nem atic and the isotropic phase is ar(f) which isthe usual
M ajferSaupe order param eter. The physical ncentive
to form a nem atic is that the average exclided volum e
between rods is an aller (and therefore the average free
volum e available to the rods is larger) in the nem atic
phase [0].

C . M icroseparated P hase

M icroseparated phases consist of spatially distribbuted
regions rich either in typeA or typeB rodsand are typ—
ically govemed by a single dom nant wavelength. T hese
phases exist In a vardety of types exhbiting various de—
grees of sym m etry, eg. lam ellar, hexagonal, bcc and even
m ore exotic m orphologies like the gyroid phase [, E0].
In this paper we do not consider the various sym m etries
ofm icroseparated phases but focus on the m agnitude of
the dom inant w avelength and the density forwhich i be-
com es unstable. To that end, we ocbserve that the SDF
can be expanded In tem s of plane waves

X .
n @if)= mo@ih)ed
gq2L

1s)

with L some set of wave vectors and the \coe cients"
given by
Z

Mm@t =v todae P a%n): e
In general there will be ordentational order w ithin the
dom ains and consequently the coe cients still depend
on the orientation. If needed, one could proceed and
expand these coe cients again In spherical ham onics.
H ow ever, in order to sin plify the analysis, this additional
orientationalorder in them icroseparated phase isusually
neglected which we will show in Sec.ll is pem itted for
the caseofin nitely Jong polym ers. In hom ogeneous uid
phases like the nem atic, the SDF is independent on the
spatial coordinate and only the coe cient ~ (0;7) at
Zero wavenum ber survives.

IVv. BIFURCATION ANALY SIS
A . The B ifurcation E quation

At low densities, the isotropicphase isthe globally sta—
ble phase, but at higher densities it w illbecom e unstable
w ith respect to lower sym m etry phases exhbiting som e
form of ordering. Points where these lower-symm etry
solutions branch o the isotropic solution are called bi-
furcation points and the densities at which this happens,
bifircation densities. D i erent solutionsm ay bifircate at
di erent densities from the isotropic phase. G enerically
the particular solution w hich bifircates at the low est den—
sity, w ill give rise to the rst ordered phase that is also
them odynam ically stable with respect to the isotropic
phase. In this section, we perform a linear stability (or
bifircation) analysis around the isotropic parent solu-—
tion, along the lines of Refs. [, I, 1], C onsequently,
we assum e isotropic distrbutions w ith a perturbation of
lower sym m etry,

n

n @)= 4—+ "wa@it); a7

yphere the proper nom alisation of the SDF requires
drd?® , ;1 (;T) = 0. Inserting this in the stationar—
ity equationsill we linearize the exponent w ith respect to

the In nitesin alparam eter ",
2 3
! Z
exp 4 dr’dr? o %0 o e it 95 =
kkO=1
3
X
expd 7 n B ko (e + To)d
kkO=1
0 1
X Z
C14 dr®ar® o1 %10 o e NG POA
k;k©
18)



Equating orders in ", to zeroth order, we re-obtain the
isotropic result, Eq.M. To rst order this yields the so—
called bifircation equations,
Z
n Y

@ ™

n

m ;1 (o 7T ) = Ay

k%6 m
Z

04n0 0. n0
drd®f” xo; (@5 0Y) ko (4

X
05009 19)

k;k©

T hese can be Interpreted a generalized linear eigenvalie
problem w ith eigenfunctions ;1 (r; ) and eigenvaluen,
the bifurcation density. There is an in nite hierarchy
of solutions to Eq.M® for varying degrees of symm etry.
However, we are only interested in the one (or the faw)
corresponding to the lowest bifircation density. Note
that the explicit dependence on the nom alization factor
Q has dropped out since Integration over r, and ™y

trivially yields zero on the lft hand side by de nition
and, after rearrangem ent of the Integrals m ade possble
by the nite range of the M ayer functions o, also on
the right hand side.

Th order tom ake thebifiircation equation, Eq. M, m ore
transparent we de ne for the mom ent as an auxiliary
quantity, the elds,

Z

X
Hy (i fx) = dr’dr? o1 (%00 o e ;1Y)

kO

0)
In tem s of which the bifircation equation becom es
hn X 2y
mil @ ita)= @ dMoH (7 M)
K K% m

(21)
However, this eld H x isa function ofry and ™y whereas
on the left of Eq. M we have a function of r, and *, .
And these are not Independent and as

Im = Ix + Pym 22)
w here the vectorial\path" Py, between k andm isgiven
by
1% 1
Pim = = (heoPo + Jeoy 1 Pyoy 1) @3)
k0= k

fork < m . Further, Py = 0 and the cascsofk > m
can be obtained by realizing thatPy; = Pp x.Conse-
quently, the interlying ordentional integrations in E q. B
have tom ake the connection and \transfer" the eld from
segm entsk tom .

W e retum to Eq.M® and insert the constraint, Eq. B0
via a delta finction

m;l(rm;f\m)=
n X Y

@ ™
X

Z
dfyew  drx (&

]ii+ Prn;k)

k k%6 m
7
dr’dr? o1 @% 1Y) ko e Bt Y 4)

kO

Next, we cbserve that in Eqlll there appear two spa—
tial convolution integrals. Therefore, i m akes sense
to pgoceed with a Fourler transform (le. ¢§@) =

vV ! dpae ¥ Fg)), yieding
n X % x ,
@it = Y dfywe @ Fr
k k06 m
X Z
A% @00 Tk @i Pt (25)

kO

This is the general form of the bifircation equation for
a lowersymm etry solution bifircating o the isotropic—

uid parent solution. N ote that the g-vector is the sam e
for all segm ents. Furthem ore, at this point, we have not
yet speci ed the intemal structure of the polym er, only
that it isa chain of cylindrically-sym m etric (rodlike) seg—
m ents which contains no closed loops. Conceming the
rodlike segm ents, the Fourder transform ed M ayer func—
tion "y o is calulated i Appendix Ml and is for very
slender segm ents (i  dyx) given by,

Lho @ + o) P 103

o 3ka W J sk D i (6)
w here we have already discarded higher-order term s con—
taining (dx + dko)gq as the wave vectorw illbe at m ost of
order 1=l ;z so these tem s willbe sm all. The function
Jo ®) = sinh x=x is the spherical Bessel function of zeroth
order. W e proceed by solving Eq.M to which we refer
as the bifiircation equation from now on.

A
ko @7 Ty i Tyo) =

B. Nem atic Solution

W e rst consider the nem atic solution, which is also
the sin plest. In the nem atic phase, g = 0 and the orien—
tational integrals in the bifircation equation are trivial
and it reduces to

X Z
~ n O 0, A 0
m ;1 (Tn)= — ar k0;1 ™) n P M i) @27)
4 L0
where % ;1 (P ) = " ;1 0; %, ) and
Tk (MmN = A koGn + )P B (28)

is sin ply m inus the exclided volum e of two rods w ith
xed ordentations, *, and yo. T hisbifircation equation
is the sam e as that of a m ixture disconnected rods 1],
so Por ordentational ordering the connectivity of the rods
w ithin the chains does not play a rok. T he kemel Am X0
is now only a function of the planar anglke  between
the ordentations of the rods, 0oj= dsih (T
Mo) 3. Consequently, due to this uniaxial sym m etry the
eilgenfunctions of Am o and therefore ofE .M are sin ply
the Legendre polynom ials P (see Appendix m,
Z

dr® a0 (M5 POPS (M0 )= ko + do)siPy (B 0);
29)



w ith sy the Legendre coe cientsof jsin  j. In case ofthe
nem atic phase, i is well known that this becomes rst
unstable w ith respect to themode j= 2,50 ;1 (fn ) =

G=4 JNG7'P, (*n 1) wih@ the Legendre coe cients.

T hen, the bifircation equation becom es
X

@ -
4

Ga (30)

o ko Gn + ceo)sacle

k0

wih s, = 2=8. Thisisan M M matrix eigen—
value equation and therefore in principle m uch too large
to solve. However, by observing that the geom etric fac—
tor on the right hand side does not so m uch depend on
the segm ents m ;k° but on whetkpr theyEbelgng to A or
B, we can split the summ ation, ,, = koo with
= A;B. Then, we can de ne the \type-average" co—

e cients, c @ = 1M ) 0o & and Eq.B¥ becom es,
X
n
c® = — M ollod +doc%:  @31)
=2 ;B
R ew riting this in term s of din ensionless quantities,
n
Cy = —G 2C2 (32)
321+ M EA)
w ih
!
1 M 11+ &) @
G, = 1 2 and Cy = CA(Z)
10+ @) M E4 c
(33)
we now have reduced the problem toa simplke2 2ma—

trix eigenvaluie equation. T here are two solutions for the
density,

321+ M B
r = 2T

p
TG, tr’G, 4detG, =QdetG,); (34)

w ith det and tr denoting the determ inant and trace re—
spectively. A sthe determ Inant ofG , isnegative, only the
m inus sign in E q.M yields a positive bifiircation density
Rnem r SO

3201+ M B

nnem

p
TG, tr’G, 4detG, =QdetG,): (35)

N ote that, w ithin the context ofthem odel as introduced
in Sec.ll, this analytic expression for the nem atic bifir-
cation is an exact result. In the wider context of liquid
crystalline polym ers, a m ore general derivation ofthe ne-
m atic bifurcation density can be found in Ref. [1].

C . M icroseparated Solution

In a m icrossparated phase, the wave vector g is
nonzero and the ordentational integrals in the bifirca—
tion equation have to be perform ed explicitly. H ow ever,
we can m ake much progress by observing that m ost of
the Integrals are still trivial, ie. if segm ent k® does not
lie between k and m it does not help to \pass on" the
In nitesinal eld H x or equivalently, there is no depen—
dence in the factorexp ( ig By ). Consequently, these

in kj 1 integrations each contrbute a factor
df = 4 which st total @ ¥ & ¥ !, On the
other hand, conceming the interm ediate segm ents k® be-
tween k andm ; the only dependence on o is in the path
Pim . Therefore, suppose oramoment thatk+ 1< m,

Z my 1
df\kooe T B =
k®=k+ 1 |
1 oy ! z : ' 1
e 71 dfe M ot o i A Tn . (36)
kO=k+ 1
and it is easy to show that
? in
. r sin 00
dre &t _ g B g 510, @)
ko

where we have used g = g§ w ith g being the length and
the unit vector ¢ the direction of the wave vector. W hen
m + 1< k,thereisan extram nussign asPp x = Py
but this does not change the resul-, only the end fac—
tors in Eq.MM. C onsequently, we de ne the factor

Qm 1 .
k0= k+ 1 JO ko) for k< m 1

F =
km @) 1 Brk=m 1;m

(38)

which is symm etric 0 Fy;n @ = Fn x @ . Inserting this
In the bifurcation equation yields,

Arn ;1 (Cli !\m ) E

n X 0 0y A 0

— AP %01 @i T) oo @i T T

4 Lo

X X
n 1 I
(4 )2 em;kélq w Tn Frn;k(q)
7 k&m k0
drdrcos 2q kP Mo @) ko @i i t%; (39)
where ym = signfm k) isthe sign ofm k. Instead of

the other \end factor" exp ;k%iq I wehave used
cos %q I aswihin the Integral only the even part
In g survives. The st temm on the right hand side is
due to the In nitesinal eld H, directly on segmentm ;
the second tem contains the contributions Hy on seg—
mentsk € m which are being transferred to segm ent m

via Fp x . At this point we note that it is in possble to
solve Eq.M® analytically for generalqg and we w ill intro—
duce an approxin ation Justi ed for very long polym ers,



Ma;Mp 1. In this case the relevant wave vector is
expected to be an all n m agniude and consequently, the
\end factors" aswell as the wave dependence of " K0 are
negligble. Therefore, we replace them by their zeroth
order approxim ations in g,

“ero = Ako @+ o) 1T 40)
and
&XP a3l olfn =1
cos %Jq I =1 41)

T hen the bifiircation equation becom es
Z
~ n % On
m ;1 ( it )= 4_ ar
K0

drar®on @i 1) Moo (850%;

0
kol( P)mko(‘\mrf\H'

42)

where again as in the case of the nem atic solutions,
Ak,.ko (*; 1% has the convenient property that it m aps Py
on P . Then the only m ode forwhich the second term on
the right hand side of E .M survives (and we have wave
dependence) is or Py. For j6 0 we sinply reobtain
the nem aticbifiircation equation, E q.M®.) Consequently,
Integrating both sides over *, , we obtain

n X X
0) _ 0)
G @ = e Fnx @ k ko ([dx + dko)sogo @
k k©

R 43)
where we have de ned cngo) @= dMn ma@;®tn) and

where

z

dP Yo 0500 = kol + deo)so;  (44)
with s = 2. The rest of the analysis is sin ilar to the

nem atic case: again we have an M M eigenvalie equa—
tion and we m ake use of the property of the geom et—
ric factor that i depends on tl’iﬁ typesl;nvo§76d and not
on the segm ent labels, hence xop o With

0 ©) R ©)
= A;B. De nmgc (clzp = (1 ) ,, g @ and
F,o= (1M M o

k02 OFm ko Eq-! becom es

m 2

X
F,o@ M oM

0 00

(0) (q)
n 0)
T ololo(do+ dw)cyw (q)

45)

R ew riting In term s ofdim ensionless quantities, we obtain

nM
Co @ = F @G
41+ M) 1L+ M2EY

0Co @ 46)

w ih
1 IM I+ )
Go= 22
ira+ @ M2Pa .
o -
and co@= B, @: @7
G
The elem ents of F' (@) are
Fap = — +
A;A_M—Z(MA
2 1) k) @@k
1 3@k) 1 3(@h) '
11 G@E):
Faop=Fpp= — "
REOUER T Ma 1 (k)
. M g
11 (Ib(.q]B)) 48)
Mg 1 3 @k)
and
F ! +
BB M—Z(MB
2 ' M
: Ms 1) Jo (k) l(ﬁ(qla))
1 3@k) 1 3@k)

Again there are two solutions for this 2 2 elgenvalue
problem but this tin e the plus sign (see again Eq. )

yields the physicalbifircation density, ny ps, for the m i-
croseparated phase ([ ps),

40+ M )L+ M B
M

t? € @G o)

Npps =
S
tr® @G o)+

4detF (g)detGy

=@detF (@ detGg): (49)

Apart from the approxin ationsm ade In form ulating the
m odel, Sec.lll, Egs. M and M@ constitute the only two
fiirther approxin ations. From Eq.M® it is observed di-
rectly that the spinodal density of the m icrossparated
phase scales wih 1M , contrary to the nem atic spin—
odal, Eq.M® which does not depend on M in this repre—
sentation. Consequently, for long enough polym ers the
system will always becom e unstable w ith respect to the
m icroseparated phase. Furthem ore, we note that for
In nitely ong chains M ! 1 ) the approxin ations be-
com e exact (and the density needs to be rescaled, M ).
If the chains are not long, the approxin ations, Eqgs. ¥
and M@ v i1l not be valid. An interesting case are eg.
rod-coilcopolym erswhereM , = 1 andM g islarge. The
typeA rodsw illtend to form a an ectic which the typeB

tails are lkely to stabilize [, [ll]. In this case, Eq.18
has to be soked num erically or in som e other (approxi-
m ate) way. M oreover, the ordering of the typeA rods is



then likely to be dom inated by an orientationally ordered
density uctuation, eg.possbly explig rPG 1), -
stead ofthe simnpleexp ig r]which wehave In the present
case. Finally, we note that the soeci cation of the geom —
etry is contained in them atrix F (g) . U sing other geom e~
tries, eg. ABABAB ... repeating m ultdblock copolym ers
or branched geom etries, do not change E gs. 18 or @ but
only the form ofF () (the only requirem ent is that there
are no closed loops w ithin the polym ers [11]).

V. THE GAUSSIAN LIM IT

In this section we w ill construct a consistent lim it for
In niely long chainsofourm odel. T here are severalrea—
sons for this approach. F irst of all, there is a lJarge body
of literature dealing w ith so-called G aussian chains, ie.
polym ers which are coarsegrained on the level of the
radius of gyration, and we want to m ake contact w ith
those treatm ents [, 0], Secondly, we do not fully con—
trol the quality of the approxim ations, Eqs. M@ and l¥,
made for chains of nie length. It is clear, however,
that these approxin ations becom e exact for in niely
Iong polym ers. F nally, by iIntroducing this lim iing case
the num ber of e ective m odel param eters is reduced, re—
sulting In a conceptually sinpler system . The lim i of
Ma;Mp ! 1 doesrequirethat som e ofthe otherparam -
eters be rescaled as well. Additionally, we want to take
this lim it In such a way that the nem atic and m icrosep—
arated bifircation densities rem ain of the sam e order of
m agniude so that we can com pare them . This extra
requirem ent is non—trivial as can be seen from Egs. B8
and M because ny, ps scaleswith 1=M  and thus vanishes
for long polymers. W e can cure this divergence in a
som ew hat unconventionalw ay by letting the di erence In
thicknessofthe A and B segm entsvanish, d! 1. In this
way, the Incentive or M PS is much reduced and ny ps
\pulled up" to nonzero densities com parabk to mjen -
Sum m arizing, we take the 1 is

Ma! 1;L! Oand d! 1 (50)
whilstM 2 £ andM a (I &)? remain nite. Furthem ore,
we keep the ratiosM” and I xed, such that the typeB
segm ents are sub gct to the sam e lim . Next, In order
for the O nsager approxin ation to stillbe valid, dy needs
to rem ain much sn aller than 1l and therefore needs to
go to zero even faster. This is corrected by ltting the
num ber density of chains go to In nity In order to keep
total strength of the Interaction, ie. the total excluded
volum e constant. So additionally we have

dya ! Oand n! 1 (51)

with 2nM a £ da and therefre also n =
Mg ]é dB ) nie.

In the G aussian lin i, the relevant length scale is the
radius of gyration or equivalently, the m ean-square end-
to-end distance. T he m ean-square end-to-end distance is

ZHMA:IidA +

de ned as
5 X
X" = < LMy
k;k©

kdPyo > ; (52)

where <> denotes the average over a single chain [1].
In a freely—pinted chain there is no ordentational cor-
relation between the segm ents so for our block copoly—
mers, the mean-square end-to-end distance is simply
x? = Ma2 + MyE . This allows us to de ne the di-
m ensionless wavenum ber as g= ogx.

O ur reduced m odelhas three param eters, M” , Tgovem-—
Ing the com position and the relative size of the copoly—
mericblocksand ~ M (I &)? describing the rem ain—
Ing di erence In thickness between the two com ponents
and hence e ectively setting the incentive for dem ixing.

In the G aussian lim it, the determ inant of G , goes to
zero, detG , = %M“ @A &% ! 0. Consequently, we
can expand E g for sn alldetG ; and we obtain forthe
nem atic bifircation density in the G aussian lm it,

20+M B 32

- == 53)
oG, @= 1)

nnem

which, conveniently, is a constant independent on the
m odelparam eters. Setting the rst elem ent ofthe eigen—
vector to one, Cpen (1;Chem ), this is very sinple in
the G aussian lim i, G,en = I. T herefore, at the nem atic
bifircation the B segm ents are I'tin esm ore strongly ori-
entationally ordered than the A segm ents.
Conceming M P S, we 1rst calculate the elem ents of F

In the G aussian lim i,

FA;A = % 1 % 1 eq‘i:6
FA;B = FB;A zg 1 eq’i=6 oﬁ% 1 eq§=6 (54)
FB;B zg 1 % 1 eqé:6
w ith
& FM P
= _—2 _ and = - (55)
* 1+ M P * 1+ M P

The detemm inant of G g also goes to zero, detG ¢ =

IM2P (@ @ ! 0.Next, expanding Eq. M@ for sn all
detG o aswell, we obtaln for the bifircation density of
M P S in the G aussian lm it,

2
T 41+ M )L+ MITEI trEGyH)

By oo =
e ar i M detF detG g
160+ M)A+ M F)trEGo) 56)
~oMr 2R detF '
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FIG . 2: B ifircation density for the m icroseparated phase vs.
the m agnitude of the wave vector for = 1 and ~“= 4 and
M = £5;4;3;2;1g (from top to bottom ). T he nem atic bifur-
cation density Rnem = 32= 10 and hasno wave dependence
but is drawn as a straight line for com parison. D ue to sym —
metry (EM";Ilg ! £f1=M";1=Ig) the curves of M  are the same
for 1=M" .

erl’lG0= ]jm&! 1G0,

1 MT

G’ =
0 M T M 2P

c7)

Additionall,, we note the symmetry in the A and B
types, ie. the Pllow ing transform ation £7; M7 ;Ig !
£~ 1=M";1=1g leaves the resultsunchanged. A gain, w rit—
ing the eigenvector as ©llow s Gy ps = (17Gnps) Wwe obtain
a sin ple expression in theG aussian lin t gy ps = 1M L
This is the relative order of com ponent B over A at
bifurcation. The m inus sign is due to the di erence
of iIn phase between the density waves of A and B,
ie. where the density of A is enhanced the density of
B isdepressed (€ = 1). The absolute value 12T
is ratio of am plitudes of the two waves. The m atrix
F oontains the correlations wihin the polym er and is
seen to feature the so—called D ebif functions, gp ) =
@2=x)1 (1=x)@1 exp[ x])) re ecting the G aussian
character ofthe correlations. In the Leidbler approach 1]
these appear In a sin ilar way and therefore, the correla—
tions are treated on the sam e level

VI. RESULTS

A . B ifurcation D ensity

In Fig.l, we have plotted the analytical bifiircation
density of the m icroseparated phase, Eq. @) as a finc—
tion ofthe wave vector for various values ofM” . M ost In -
portantly, all curves have a m Ininum for a certain wave
vector. Interpreting the bifurcation point asthe spinodal,
w here the isotropic uid phase changes from being stable
to unstable, the system becom es rst unstable for uctu-
ationsw ith a w ave length corresoonding to them inin um

10

10F
I-;i(min |
mps

ol e oS
0=51 T~ 10

FIG.3: Them inin um bifircation densiy for the m icrosepa—
rated phase vs. ogM™ for Y= 4 and I= f025;0:5;1;2;49
(right to left). The nem atic bifurcation density Rnem =

32= 10 is constant and draw n as a straight line for com par-
ison. Inset: the wave length for which the bifircation density
ofthem icroseparated phaseisam Inimum , "nin = 2 =6k in VS.
M for the sam e param eters; = 4 and I= f025;0:5;1;2;49
(right to left).

density. W e have also plotted the nem atic bifircation
density, being a constant independent of the wavenum —
berq, in Fig.ll. Forthe curveswhich lie totally above the
horizontalline, the system becom esunstablew ith respect
to the nem atic phase at the density 8 = Rpen = 32=
Fora curve ofwhich them Inim um reachesbelow the hor-
izontalline, the system becom esunstable w ith respect to
am icroseparated phasew ith wave length " i = 2 =6 n
at them ninum density n = nrflmpj?) . In Fig.ll, we have
set the A and B segm ents to equal length, T'= 1 and
the dem ixing param eter is ¥ = 4 . Starting wih an
asymm etric polymer, M" = 5,M PS only occurs for high
densities. M aking the polym er m ore sym m etric and de—
creasingM” to one, the curves shift to low er densities until
atM” = 1 it is at is lowest position. Upon a fiurther de—
crease M’ Pllow ing the sequence M = f1;1;1;%;1qg, we
again Hllow the sam e curves in F ig.ll due to the symm e
try £7, M7 ;g ! £71=M";1=Ig and the choice I= 1, but
now from the bottom to the top.

W e have num erically determ ined the m nimum of the
M P S bifurcation density w ith respect to the w ave vector,
Eq. ¥ and pltted that in Fig.l as a finction of M”
fora few di erent 1. W e cbserve the sam e trend we saw
in Fig.l: ©r very asymm etric polym ers, M 1, the
minmmum M P S bifiircation density is very high. Increas-
ng M, the bifircation density goes down untila certain
valie M™ (depending on 1) after which i goes up again.
A s shown in Fig.ll som e of the curves reach below the
horizontal linem arking the stability lin it ofthe isotropic
phase tow ardsnem atic ordering. C onsequently, in the in—
term ediate region the m icroseparated phase is probably
the m ost stable phase, w hereas for the m ore asym m etric
polym ersM P S is likely to be preem pted by the nem atic
phase. Furthem ore, there is also a dependence on T, ie.
Increasing the asym m etry between the A and B segm ents,



the curves shift to higher densities. A gain, we note that
the two curves for I= 0:5 and I= 2 can be m apped onto
each otherdue to symm etry in them odelparam eters. In
the inset of F ig.ll we have plotted the value of the wave
length ¥ = 2 =g corresponding to nxflmpj? vs.M" . There
is a rough correspondence as a function ofM™ in that the
lower the M P S bifircation densities in F ig.[ll connect to
the higher wave lengths in Fig.M(inset). In general, we
have observed that the wave length forwhich theM P S is
the stable phase (over the nem atic) roughly lie between
1 and 1.5 tin es the m ean end-to-end distance x, ie. the
polym ers get som ew hat stretched at the phase transition.

B . Phase D iagram s

F igs.ll and Ml present the phase diagram s. W e have nu—
m erically com puted the m odel param eters for which the
m inimum M P S bifiircation density equalsthe nem aticbi-
fiircation density. In Fig.ll, the phase diagram is given
In tem s of M” vs. ~ for equal length segments, I= 1.
For low ~ the ncentive Hr M P S is too weak and the
M P S bifurcation densities are higher than the nem atic
ones everyw here. Increasing ~, theM P S becom es stable
forM” = 1 (totally sym m etric dblock copolym er) and in—
creasing "~ further the range of M for stable M P S grow s
correspondingly. T his isnot surprising astheM P S bifur-
cation density scales sin ply w ith 1=". The inset of F ig. ll
show s the vertical scale logarithm ically to show the sym —
metry with respect to M™ | 1=M". In Fig.l, the phase
diagram is plotted for M* vs. I. The sam e observation
as n Sec.M can be m ade: r asymm etric polym ers,
the nem atic phase is the m ost stable whereas for m ore
symm etric ones the M PS can be stabl. O f course the
am ount of area in F ig.ll depends sensitively on ~. N ote
that I'plays a very sin ilar role asM” . N aively, onem ight
expect that a di erence In lengths ofthe segm ents would
also increase the tendency to m icrophase separate or at
Jeast not counteract to it. H owever, this is not the case,
and only the di erence in thickness, even though only
In nitesin ally an allin the G aussian lim i, drives the oc—
curence ofM P S, in line w ith earlier work on binary m ix—
tures of rods [1]. P otentially, length di erencesbetween
the com ponent rods could drive M P S w ithin the nem atic
phase, but probing this would require the num erical so—
utions to the fill selfconsistency problem , currently be—
yond our scope.

C. The D ensity Shift along the Polym er

The elam ents of the eigenvectors at the bifircation
as discussed in Secs. Ml and I contain infom a—
tion about the relative am plitude of the nascent order—
Ing wih respect to the the hom ogeneous and isotropic
parent phase. H owever, by construction these quantities
w ere averaged over all segm ents either oftype A orB .In

11

FIG. 4: Phase diagram , M" vs. " for I = 1. For the re
gion m arked with \Nem ", the lowest bifircation density is
the nem atic and for the region m arked with \M PS" this is
the m icroseparated phase. The inset is the sam e phase dia—
gram except that the vertical axis is logarithm ic to show the
symm etry with respect to fM" ;g ! £1=M";1=Ig.

[6)]
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FIG.5: Phase diagram , M” vs. I for "= 4. For the region
m arked with \Nem ", the lowest bifircation density is the ne-
m atic and for the region m arked with \M PS" this is them i-
croseparated phase. The inset is the sam e phase diagram
except that the axes are logarithm ic to show the symm etry
w ith respect to fM";1lg ! £1=M";1=1g.

case of the neam atic ordering, this also coincides exactly
w ith the order of each of the segm ents individually as
there is no ordentational coupling between the segm ents
and these therefore behave as being Independent. How -
ever, in case of M P S, there clearly is a spatial coupling
between the segm ents and, consequently, one would ex—
pect a di erent degree ofordering e g. for segm entsw hich

are close to the free end and those which are close to the
pint. Those close the pint are be sub fcted to two coun—
teracting density waves and w ill order less than those at
the free ends. In order to to quantify these e ects we
have to com pute the com ponents of the M -dim ensional
vector o) €q. ). I appendix M, we explain how

these are cbtained from the type-averaged 2-dim ensional
eigenvectorsby m eans ofan additionalquantity : the half
type-averaged m atrix F °. In the G aussian lin it, thisM —
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FIG . 6: Relative order along the polym er at bifircation in
the m icroseparated phase, cg(o) (s) ors 2 [;1=1+ M )] and
& (s) ors2 fl=(1 + M");1]. Param eters are ~= 4, T= 1
and M* = £1;1:5;2;3;4;5;7;10g (increasing in the direction
of the arrow ). The nom alization is such that the averages
over Cg(a) (s2 A) and cg(O) (s2 B) equalq(f) = 1 and céO) =

1=M"1) respectively. T he full circles indicate the \ pints" of
the A and B partsats= 1=(1+ M").

din ensionalvector reduces to the follow iIng 2-dim ensional
elgenvector (w ith a prime),
|

0(0) :
2 A
C75‘(0) (s ) : (58)

cq (s) =
G (82 B)

which now depends, on the continuous labels 2 [0;1],

where s 2 D;——]inpliess2 A and s 2 £—;1]in-

1+ M 1+ M

pliess2 B. In Figs.ll and M, we plot the com ponents of

cg (s) along the polym er (asa function ofs) for increasing

M and I regpectively. T he dam xing param eter is taken
tobe 7= 4.

In Fig ll, we start from the sym m etric case,M” = 1 and
I= 1 where the pro ke isalso symm etric around s= 0:5.
AT A segm ents have positive order and all B segm ents
have negative order and the average of A and B is+ 1 and

1 respectively as expected. IncreasingM”, the B part
of the polym er becom es larger than the A part and the
Ppint shifts to the keft. The nom alization rem ains such
that average order of the A segm ents is still 1 and that
ofthe B segments is 12" . However, i is rem arkable
that the B segm ents close to the pint cbtain a positive
order w ith increasing M”, ie. they order w ith respect to
the density wave of A instead of that of B. This is due
to the fact that In the polym er there ismuch m ore m a—
terial from the B part. C onsequently, thise ect becom es
stronger for largerM” . In Fig.ll, we start again from the
symmetric case, M = 1 and I= 1. Subsequently, the
ratio of lengths T is increased and we see that the deriva-
tive of the pro e to s jum ps at the pint. Furthem ore,
also here, the pint shifts to positive values and the A
segm ents have a m uch m ore constant pro le than the B
segm ents. By increasing Twhile M” ram ains constant one
e ectively increases the am ount ofm aterialin the B part
of the polym er. Therefore, it is not surprising that the
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FIG . 7: Relative order along the polym er at bifircation in
the m icroseparated phase, cg(o) (s) brs2 P;1=1+ M )] and
& (s) ors 2 [=(+ M );1]. Param eters are ~= 4, M =
1l and I= £1;1:5;2;3;4;5;7;10g (increasing in the direction
of the arrow ). The nom alization is such that the averages
over qi(o) (s2 A) and cg(o) (s2 B) equalqio) = 1 and céo) =

1=M 1) respectively. T he full circles indicate the \ pints" of
theA and B partsats= 1=(1+ M").

point of zero order shifts to the right. A dditionally, the B

segm ents arem uch longer and therefore the spatial corre—
lations persist over larger s explaining the m ore an ooth
pro leon theB side. It hasto be noted that som e ofthe
pro les (especially orhigher values of M* and I'in Figs.ll
andl) are taken at bifiircation densities far above the ne—
m atic bifurcation. W e have nevertheless included them,
being instructive n explaining the observed trends.

VII. CONCLUSION

W e have considered a uid of freely—pinted hard di-
block copolymers. The two polymer blocks A and B
consist of slender O nsager rods of di erent dim ensions
Interacting via hard body repulsion only. W e apply a
DFT approach in the second virial approxin ation from

rst principles, and analytically construct local solutions
to the stationarity equations, by m eans ofa stability (oi-
furcation) analysis of the isotropic phase. Spatialaswell
asorientationaldegrees of freedom are taken into acoount
and consequently we obtain the spinodal densities for
both the m icroseparated and the nem atic phases. It is
show n that for long polym ers the system alwaysbecom es
unstable w ith respect to the m icroseparated phase rst.
C onsequently, this m eans that entropy can lnduce M P S
In much the same way as i has been found to induce
other form s of spontaneous ordering before. Further—
m ore, the m echanism is detem ined sokly by the (dif-
ference in) dim ensions of the rods and therefore has a
conosgptually sim ple geom etric origin.

In order to m ake contact w ith the literature on ther—
m otropic block copolym erswe take the lin it of In nitely
Iong polym ers In which the approxim ations becom e ex—
act. In addition, by assum ing a vanishing di erence In



thickness of the two types of rods, we can still study
the com petition of the m icroseparated w ith the nem atic
phase. W e present phase diagram s In term s ofm odelpa—
ram eters show Ing the regions of stable m icroseparated or
nem atic ordering. W e also present the order along the
polym er at the bifircation of the m icroseparated phase.

In the present study, we have solved the stationarity
equationsup to rstorder in a bifiircation analysis. This
yields, apart from the location of the spinodal or bifir-
cation density, only the m agnitude of the density wave
vector and the spherical ham onic m ode to which the
isotropic solution becom es unstable. H owever, the sym —
m etry of the bifircating m icroseparated solution is typ-—
ically determ ined by one orm ore m utually independent
ut equally long) vectors spanning the periodic phase
(eg. lam ellar, hexagonalor bcc). In order to obtain in—
form ation on the m utualorientation of these lattice vec—
tors, and thus on the sym m etry ofthe phase, a higher or-
der bifircation analysis should be perform ed [0, 00, 0]
From these higher order bifurcation equations, it is also
possbl to detem ine whether the phase transition is of

rst or second order and in the latter case one could in
principle go on to construct the ull equilbbriim solution
far away from the bifircation point [].

W e have not checked the validity of the approxin a—
tions, Eqgs.®® and ™ for nite values of M . However,
we can make a crude estin ate, a posteriori, by con-
cluding from Fig. [l that the bifircating wave length is
of the order of the mean square end-to-end distance,
~ Consequently, the wave vector is ap—
proxinm ately, g = 2 =~ 2 and ifwe assume for a
m om ent that the typeA rods and typeB rods arem ore
or less equally long, then the m ean-square end-to-end
distance is x? M I. This n tum implies that the
next order corrections in E gs.lM® and M v ill be of order
Gak)*> & 2 faM  10M . (In fact the rst oxder
correction in (% gl ) i E .M does not contribute to the
valie of the bifircation density, but only to the form of
the eigenfiinction.) Consequently, already for this crude
test case, the length of the polym er should be at last
onger than 10 ™M > 10) In order for the corrections
to be an aller than the leading term . T his suggests that
much higher values ofM are required for the present ap—
proach to yield quantitative agreem ent w ith the "true"
behaviour.

In any case,  would be very interesting to extend the
present approach to nite values of M . However, this is
not straightforw ard, as the correlations w ithin the chain
would becom e non-G aussian. O ne strategy could be to
solve E q. @ directly num erically but this could becom e

= =X 1.
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tedious for large num bers of segm ents. A nother strat-
egy would be to m ake an expansion In 1=M using the
G aussian I it as a reference state. This last route was
follow ed by Fredrickson and Helfand ] for Lebler's di-
block copolym ers and the resultswere con m ed by sin -
ulations [|]. Indeed, there is a need for such a better-
than-G aussian treatm ent, especially when the typicalor-
dering length scales are of the sam e sizes as the com —
ponents, eg. for side chain liquid crystallne polym ers
form Ing a am ectic [, ],

A s already mentioned In the introduction, there is
as yet no experim ental system exhibiing MPS due
to the mechanian descrbed in this paper. However,
considering the ongoing progress in the eld of bio—
engineering [, 1], it m ay becom e possble to prepare
such a system . W e m ention again the possbility of long
and thin polym ers connected to TM V rods In an appro—
priate solvent. The solventm ay be a problem aswe have
the doubl requirem ent that the polym ers are at their -
point and that at the sam e tim e the TM V rods still act
as hard particles. Still, such a system ofentropic rod-coil
copolym ers could be directly com pared to the sim ulation
studies of Refs. [, ], Additionally, i would be de-
scribed by Eq., which would than have to be solved
forthe cascs ofM , = 1 and My large. In a m ore gen—
eral context,it becom es Increasingly clear that entropy-—
Induced e ects play a prom nent role In vivo ], and i
m ay be that sin ilar m echanisn s as described here pre-
vent dem ixing tendencies due to local constraints [].
O n the other hand, the m echanisn m ay also be of rele-
vance in them otropic system sw here the tw o com ponents
ofblock copolym ers also have short-range anisotropic re—
pulsions which are usually of di erent range. In any
case, observing entropy-induced m icrophase sgparation
In m onodisperse system s would certainly be an interest—
Ing experin ental challenge.
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APPENDIX A:THE FOURIER TRANSFORM ED
SEGM ENT-SEGM ENT MAYER FUNCTION

TheM ayer function o oftwo cylindrical rodlike seg—
mentsk W ith din ensions k ;dx and coordinates (ry; Mk ))
and k® @ ith Jo;dgo and (ryo; Myo)) Interacting via a hard—
core potential (ie.= 1 ;0 ifoverlap/no overlap) is given
by

1 ifoverlap

. ;N To) = . 1
kko (b ®o; Ty i Txo) 0 ifno overlp Al)
W e decom pose the spatialvectorry o = rx ko In tem s
of the ordentations,
Tk;ko = Xk f\k + Xyo f\ko + Xk k0 f\k;ko (sz)

with Pyrpo= (Mg o )=k o jthe unit vector n the
perpendicular direction. There is overlap between the
tw o rods for the follow ing ranges of the coe cients, x y 2
[ 4=2;%=2], xx0 2 [ Ro=2;%ko=2] and xxxo 2 [ & +
dro)=2; ([dx + dxo)=2]. Next, the Fourier transform ofthe



A . .
xx0 is given by
Z
i 0 . . .
drygoe B0 o (oo e Nko);

@ 3)
w here the volum e ofthe In nitesin alelem ent is given by

drgxo = Fx TkoHxx dxgodxy xo . Consequently,

M ayer function

A
k0 @7 T i Tyo) =

A
k0 @7 Ty i Tyo) =
Z

M %] dxy
L =2 L o=2

exp[ i6kqg
= Fko@x + dko)Ix
B 3keq

Z (dy + dyo)=2
ka;kO
(dy + dyo)=2

B+ X0g dixe)]
0 - 1
oo ska &

BB T+ kg e @A)

Z Loo=2

W+ Xkoq

w ith the spherical Bessel function of zeroth order given
by J &) = sihx=x. In the Onsager lim it of very skn-—
der rods, k;ko di 7dko while k ko (dx + dxo) stays -
nite. In our system , we expect the wave length of the
m icroseparated phase to be at kast of the order of the
lengths of the segm ents (although for large number of
segm ents it is even much larger). Consequently, In this
case, Jjdx + dxo)gj 1 and we use the lading order,
which is % & & + do)a o) = 1. Then, our nal
result for the M ayer fiinction is

Lho @ + do) P o3
b ikg &b ika D @5

A
ko @7 TiiTyo) =

APPENDIX B: THE EIGENFUNCTIONS OF
“eao ™ BHFOR g=0

Forqg = 0, the Fourder transform ed M ayer function is

"o ™ 9= Llod + deo) P 1%
P
= Rkolk+ deo) 1 (¢ OP

®B1)
®B2)
and isthereforeuniaxial, ie.dependent on a shglkplanar

angle = arccos(! %. Therefore, we can expand i In
tem s of Legendre polynom ials

~ X 29+ 1
e 9= koGt de) 2 spir 9
=0
®3)
. R, p—— )
with s5 = 2 ,dx 1 ¥Pj (). Then, using the de-

com position in temm s of sphericalhamm onics Y5;3, we can
rew rite this as

S0 (0 D= Lko G + o)
* X 2341 . o
g oY 2% 2); B4)

0= 3
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w ith the asterisk denoting the com plex conjuigate and 2
som e unit vector. It is now directly seen that the Legen—
dre polynom ials are eigenfinctions of 40 (8 %

Z

Ar %o (0 W5 (% 2)= L Ro Gk + do)ssP5 (N 2):

B5)

APPENDIX C:SPATIAL ORDER W ITHIN THE
POLYM ER

It is possble to calculate the bifircating order w ithin
the polym er. In case of freely—pinted chains in the ne-
m atic phase this is trivial as this exactly c® ®ra seg—
ment oftype . However, in case of M P S, segm ents of
type A close to the \pint" with B segm ents will typi-
cally bem ore a ected by the B part ofthe polym er than
segm ents of type A far away from the pint. This order
w ithin the polym er can be obtained by calculating the
elem ents of the M -dim ensional vector cJ w ith elem ents

& andm 2 f1; M g (cccl®y. Thereore we

proceed by de ning the m atrix F° (with a prin e)
1 X

0 —
Fl, ,o0=

Cc1
M o Loy 0

Fn Ko7

w here the average is only perform ed over the second la—
beland therefore F ), isM 2 dinensional. Then, if
thebifircation density forthem icroseparated phase ny ps

and the corresponding eigenvector ¢, ps has been calcu—
lated beforehand (from Eq.W®), ¢S can be com puted by

evaluating

0 B psM 0
Cy = FGOCmps: C2)
41+ M) @1+ M B4
T he elem ents of F © are given by
Fn?ZA;Az .
. m . Ma m :
1., 2 GaEk) . G G@h)) c3)
M a 1 3@h)
PO = o (e L BN
mERE Mg 1 3ah)
1. moM, 11 @@’
Flopn = — Rk L o))
2B A M N (jO (q]B )) 1 3 (q]A) (
FII?ZB;B: ,
1,2 Geen” Tt Geent "
M g 1 3ak)

co)



wherem 2 f1; agMvhenm 2 A andm 2 fM 5 +

1; ;M gwhenm 2 B .Foreach ofthese elem entsagain

holdsthat the averageofm yieldsthem atrix F' (see above
Eq.®M and Eq. M), ie.

1 X
; M_ Fm 2 ; 0s (C 7)

m 2

In the G aussian lin it, we have to de ne a continuous
\label", s=m=M ,wihm and M going to in nity such
that s keeps its valie. Consequently, s 2 [0;1] and FO
becom es

0 6 %
FA;A(SZA)=¥ 2 exp ?5(14-1\4“)
%
exp c @ s@+M)) cs)
Fr (s2A)= 6 1 exp
A B _g ?
exp oi%(1 sl+M)) C9)
6
Fl,(62B)= — 1 exp i
(J‘é " 6 #
¢ 1+M 1
exp — (s —) C10)
6 M

" U #

¢ 1+M 1

FO. s2B)= — 2 exp — s —

BB F 6 M M

”w #!
Oé’(l )ﬂ C€11)
—= s
exp o ye

where s 2 [O;#]whens2A and s 2 [ L ;1] when

1+ M 1+ M
s 2 B. Note that ;n the Gaussian lim it F° is smply a
2 2m atrix, however, w ith s-dependence. C onsequently,
unlkeF, F° isnot symm etric. And additionally, also the
M -dim ensional eigenvector becom es 2-din ensional,

C12)

Finally, i has to be noted that In the G aussian lim it,
rst the product of G ¢ and ¢, ps has to be taken and
only then the lin it can be applied to G ¢Cy ps) -



