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Entropy-induced M icrophase Separation in H ard D iblock 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-

crophaseseparation rem ainsa very rarephenom enon in entropicsystem s.In thispaper,wepresent

a density functionalapproach to study the possibility ofentropy-driven m icrophase separation in

diblock copolym ers. O ur m odelsystem consists ofcopolym ers com posed offreely-jointed 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 tim e these system s can also exhibit liquid crystalline phases. W e treat this system in

the appropriate generalization ofthe O nsagerapproxim ation to chain-like particles.Using a linear

stability (bifurcation) analysis,we analytically determ ine the onset ofthe m icroseparated and the

nem atic phasesforlong chains.W e �nd thatforvery long chainsthe m icroseparated phase always

preem ptsthenem atic.In thelim itofin�nitely long chains,thecorrelationswithin thechain becom e

G aussian and the approach becom esexact. Thisallows usto de�ne a G aussian lim itin which the

theory strongly sim pli�es and the com petition between m icrophase separation and liquid crystal

form ation can bestudied essentially analytically.O urm ain resultsarephasediagram sasa function

ofthe e�ective diam eterdi�erence,the segm entcom position and the length ratio ofthe segm ents.

W ealso determ inetheam plitudeofthepositionalorderasa function ofposition along thechain at

the onsetofthe m icrophase separation instability.Finally,we give suggestionsasto how thistype

ofentropy-induced m icrophase separation could be observed experim entally.

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

M icrophase separation (M PS) is the phenom enon

where an initially hom ogeneousphase developsan inho-

m ogeneousspatialstructureon am icroscopicscale.Usu-

ally such system s consist in part oftherm odynam ically

incom patible com ponentsthatleftby them selveswould

tend to (m acroscopically)phase separate.However,due

to additionalconstraints ofa physicalor chem icalna-

ture the spatialseparation between the com ponents is

prevented from increasing beyond a m icroscopic length

scale.Thisleadsto phasesin which thecom ponentscan

dem ixonlylocally.Thereareafew archetypicalexam ples

ofsystem sshowing M PS:(i)Two (usually 
exible)poly-

m ersspecies thathave an unfavourable m utualinterac-

tion energywhich arejoined togetherbyachem icalbond.

Thistypeofblock copolym ers[1,2,3]showsa wealth of

m icrophases. (ii) Side-chain liquid crystalline polym ers

(LCPs).Here,liquid crystal-form inggroupsarelinked to

polym er backbones through 
exible spacers. The m ost

prom inentphase ofthese system s is the sm ectic,where

the LC groups form orientationally ordered layers sep-

arated by disordered lam ellae containing the poym eric

backbones[4,5]. (iii)Ternary system sconsisting ofwa-

ter,oiland an am phiphilic surfactant. These system s

can show a variety ofm icrostructured phases,with the

am phiphilicsurfactantstabilizingtheoil-waterinterfaces
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and thuspreventing \m acrophaseseparation" [6,7].All

three ofthe cases above are exam ples oftherm otropic

system s,i.e.system sin which thephasebehaviorisgov-

erned by tem peratureasa controlling variable,re
ecting

the dom inanceofenergetice�ects.

Recently,M PS wasobserved in an entirely new classof

system s. Binary m ixtures ofbacteriophage viruses and

(sm all) latex spheres with varying size ratios showed a

surprisingly rich phase behaviour,including a lam ellar

phase [8]. In this phase,the lam ellae are de�ned by a

\sm ectic" arrangem ent ofthe rodlike virus particles in

layers with the sphericallatex particles in between the

layers [8,9]. These results are rem arkable for two rea-

sons.First,unlikethepreviousarchetypalcasesofM PS,

we are dealing with a binary m ixture which phase sep-

arates on a m icroscopic scale. There is no \hard" con-

straintlikeachem icalbond thatpreventsthetwospecies

from phase separating on a m acroscopicscale,and both

speciesrem ain in a 
uid statewithin thelayers.Second,

it was argued that the virus particles as wellas the la-

tex spherescan be m odeled to a good extentto interact

ashard bodies. Consequently,the driving force causing

this M PS m ust be ofan entropic nature. This is also

in stark contrastwith M PS in block copolym ers,LCP’s

and am phiphiles where the dependence on tem perature

isstrong and hence indicatesa predom inantly energetic

e�ect. The possibility ofthis type ofM PS was already

explored in com puter sim ulations [10]and found to be

qualitatively welldescribed within the so-called second

virialapproxim ation [10,11],the validity ofwhich can

only beguaranteed atlow densities.However,astheex-

perim entalsystem sarefarfrom dilutethislasttreatm ent

m ay notcapturealltheessentialingredients.Ithasbeen

argued thatM PS in binary m ixturesm ay be caused by

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0402490v1
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the so-called depletion e�ect [8,9],which is generically

a m any-body interaction e�ectand isnotwelldescribed

with a second-virialtheory. Consequently,a m ore ac-

curateapproach would berequired,certainly in orderto

resolvein detailwhatpreventsthesystem from dem ixing

m acroscopically.

Thatentropy perse can bethedriving forceforphase

transitions has by now been well established. There

are m any exam ples ranging from ordering in m onodis-

persesystem sliketheliquid-to-crystaltransition in hard

spheres [12] and the isotropic-to-nem atic transition in

slender hard rods [13],to dem ixing in binary m ixtures,

like e.g. the Asakura-O osawa (AO ) m ixture of hard

spheresand idealspheres,which is used as a m odelfor

colloid-polym er m ixtures [14, 15, 16]. In essence, the

physicalm echanism in allthesesystem sisthesam e;the

gain in e�ective \free volum e" available to the particles

upon ordering o�sets the loss ofentropy ofdisorder or

m ixing respectively. Forthe AO m ixture thisisusually

referred to asthe previously m entioned depletion e�ect;

the idealpolym ersare depleted from a shellaround the

im penetrable colloids. O verlap ofthese depletion shells

increasesthe free volum e available to the polym ersand

hencethissystem phaseseparatesinto a colloid-rich and

a colloid-poor
uid [17]. However,whereasentropy can

inducephasebehaviourthatisatleastasrich asseen in

energeticsystem s,M PS rem ainsavery rarephenom enon

in entropicsystem s[18].

A variantofthe depletion e�ectwasalso recently dis-

covered in theoreticaltreatm ents ofbinary m ixtures of

thin and thick hard rods [19, 20]. These system s are

seen to be able to phase separate in two isotropic 
uid

phases due to depletion. Here,however,the depletion

interaction appearsasa genuine two-body e�ect[20],in

contrastto theAO system ,in which itispredom inantly

a three-body e�ect.Consequently,thisform ofdepletion

e�ectsurvivestheO nsagerlim it(length� width)applied

to both species ofrods,and for su�ciently asym m etric

rods,preem ptstheusualtransition totheorientationally

ordered nem aticphase[19,20,21,22].Thesepredictions

havesince been corroborated by sim ulations[23,24].In

the present paper,we propose to use the two-body de-

pletion e�ectsbetween slenderrodsofdi�erentdiam eters

toconstructasystem which showsentropy-induced M PS.

Taking ourcue from the conceptsdeveloped in the �eld

oftherm otropic block copolym ers,we connect a chain

offreely rotating \thick" hard rods to a chain offreely

rotating \thin" hard rods. The above-m entioned un-

favourabledepletion interaction between thesetwo types

ofrodsprovidesthetendency tofully dem ix,whereasthe

joint(connecting thetwo strands)preventsthis.Theso-

constructed system offreely jointed hard diblock copoly-

m ers(HDC)isin ourview oneofthem ostsim plesystem s

conceivableshowingentropy-induced M PS.Furtherm ore,

and contrarytothecaseofM PS in thebinary rod-sphere

m ixtures,the physicalm echanism is both clear and ro-

bust. O fcourse,there is as yet no directcandidate for

an experim entalsystem welldescribed.However,itm ay

certainlybepossibleforexperim entaliststoconnect(pos-

sibly long and 
exible)chem ically inertpolym ersto the

endsofvirusparticleslike TM V [25,26].Togetherwith

an appropriatesolventthism ay m im ick an e�ectiverod-

coilsystem with only hard body interactions. In this

system ,thepolym ertailsarelikely to stabilizethesm ec-

tic phase ofthe virusparticlesand thiscould be viewed

asa m icroseparated phase.

In order to describe this system we em ploy a den-

sity functionaltheory in thesecond-virialorO nsagerap-

proxim ation starting from �rst principles. W e assum e

thatm ultipleoverlapsbetween two chainsaswellasself-

overlapsofthe chainsare unim portant. Allthree ofthe

aboveapproxim ations,com m on in theoreticaltreatm ents

ofLCPs[27,28,29,30],should becom eexactin theO n-

sagerlim itwherethelengthsoftherodsinvolved ism uch

largerthan theirwidths.Thestationarity equationsthat

determ ine the stable phasesin ourtheory are solved lo-

cally by m eans ofa bifurcation (or,equivalently,linear

stability) analysis ofthe isotropic 
uid phase [31, 32].

Apartfrom 
uctuationswith a nonzero wavevectorcor-

responding to a m icroseparated phase,we also consider

spatiallyhom ogeneous
uctuationswith nem aticsym m e-

try,in orderto study thecom petition between thesetwo

typesofordering.Forboth phases,weobtain closed ana-

lyticalexpressionsforthespinodaldensity.W e�nd that

forlong chainsand nonzero di�erencein thewidths,the

m icroseparated phasealwayspreem ptsthe nem atic.

Naturally we want to m ake contact with the vast

am ount ofliterature on therm otropic block copolym ers

in the weak segregation lim it. M ostofthese follow the

original treatm ent proposed in the sem inal paper by

Leibler [33]. Leibler considered diblock copolym ers in-

teracting via the heuristic Flory param eter � and con-

structed a Landau expansion in theaveragecom position


uctuations. By applying the \random phase approxi-

m ation" and retaining only leading ordersoftheFourier

m odes,hewasableto m ap outm oreorlessthecom plete

phase diagram . Subsequent re�nem ents extended the

theory to the strong segregation regim e[34],added 
uc-

tuations[35]and included extra phases[36],butdid not

changetheessenceoftheapproach.Leibler’sresultshave

been con�rm ed qualitativelybyexperim ents(Ref.[1]and

Refs.therein)and,for�nite chainslengths[35],by sim -

ulations (Refs.[37,38]and Refs.therein). The Leibler

approach treatsthe correlationswithin the polym erson

the G aussian level[1]. W e can therefore connectto this

approach by applying the G aussian lim it to our m odel

offreely jointed HDC’s. W ithin this lim it our theory

becom esequivalentto thatofLeiblerasfarasthetreat-

m ent ofthe intrachain interactions is concerned. How-

ever,the interchain interactions between the polym ers

are essentially di�erent in the present case,as they are

ofageom etricnature,i.e.totally �xed by thedim ensions

ofthe com posing hard rods.In the Leiblertheory,these

interactions are described generically by m eans of the

freely adjustable Flory param eter. A fullexploration of

the parallelsbetween the two approaches,however,was
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beyond the scopeofthiswork.

Another class of system s, that appears as a special

case ofour m odelare the well-studied rod-coildiblock

copolym ers. These consist of one sti� (rodlike) block

and a m uch m ore 
exible part. In such system s, liq-

uid crystallineordering com peteswith M PS and a num -

ber of theoretical studies have been devoted to the

subject. M ost of these com bine the Leibler approach

with an additionalM aier-Saupeanisotropicorientational

interaction resulting in the appearance of a nem atic

phase (and som etim es an additionalsm ectic phase) in

the phase diagram ,besides the various m icroseparated

phases [39,40,41,42,43,44,45]. However,the ratio

oftheFlory and theM aier-Saupeinteraction param eters

in these approaches is rather arbitrary,whereas in the

present approach m icroseparated and nem atic ordering

both resultfrom thesam egeom etricorigin with no room

foradditionaltuning.

Finally,therehasbeen som erelated work on m oreide-

alized butconceptually sim plersystem sin thecontextof

entropic liquid crystals. Ho lystconsidered parallelnail-

shaped particleswhich showed a nem atic-to-sm ectic A d

transition [46]. Asa m odelforsurfactants,Bolhuisand

Frenkelstudied non-additive com plexes ofhard spheres

and ideal spherocylinder-tails [47] where Schm idt and

von Ferber used hard slender rods for the tails [48]O f

particularrelevancetothepresentworkisRef.[49]where

D �uchsandSullivan investigatethephasebehaviorofhard

worm like diblock copolym ers. However, in this latter

work only di�erences in persistence length are consid-

ered and notin thicknessbetween the two com ponents.

Consequently they only �nd com petition between a ne-

m atic and a (orientationally ordered)sm ectic phase,in-

stead ofthe (orientationally disordered)lam ellarphase.

M oreover,only num ericalsolutions to the stationarity

equations are presented,whereas we are able to obtain

additionalanalyticalinsightthrough thestability analy-

sis ofthe isotropic 
uid phase. Lastly,van Duijneveldt

and Allen used M onteCarlo sim ulationsto study theef-

fectof
exibletailson thephasebehaviorofspherocylin-

ders[50].Thiswaslaterextended by Casey and Harrow-

ellto rod-coilm oleculesofwhich theisolated rodsdonot

possesa sm ectic phase[51].

Although our theory is form ulated for chains with a

�nite num ber ofrodlike segm ents,we devote the m ajor

part ofthis paper to chains with an in�nite num ber of

segm entsin which thecorrelationsbetween thesegm ents

areG aussian.W eform ulatea consistentG aussian lim it,

in which thenum berofm odelparam etersreducesto just

three. The lim it is chosen in such a way that we can

stillconsiderthecom petition between M PS and nem atic

ordering. This is achieved by letting the di�erence in

thickness between the two types ofrods to becom e in-

�nitesim ally sm all.Thelim itm oreoverissuch thatm ost

oftheassum ptionsin theoriginalderivation ofthem odel

arefully satis�ed.Them ostprom inentresultsarephase

diagram sasafunction ofthem odelparam eters,showing

the regionsofstability ofthe m icroseparated ornem atic

FIG .1: An exam ple ofa hard diblock copolym er. A freely-

jointed chain ofM A hard rodswith dim ensionslA and dA (left

side)are connected to a freely-jointed chain ofM B hard rods

with dim ensionslB and dB (rightside).

phases.Furtherm ore,exploitingthefeaturesofthebifur-

cation analysis,weareabletocalculatetherelativeorder

alongthepolym erin them icroseparated phaseatthebi-

furcation point.Theoutlineofthepaperisasfollows:in

Sec.IIwe de�ne the m odeland develop the form alism .

In Sec.IIIwebrie
y discussthesym m etry ofthephases

involved.Thebifurcation analysisisthetopicofSec.IV

and theG aussian lim itisapplied in Sec.V.Sec.VIisthe

resultssection and weend with a discussion in Sec.VII.

II. M O D EL A N D FO R M A LISM

W econsidera m onodisperse
uid ofN diblock copoly-

m ersin a volum e V . Each polym erisa chain offreely-

jointed cylindricalrodsconnected end-to-end where the

�rst M A rods are oftype � = A having length lA and

width dA and the last M B rods are oftype B with di-

m ensionslB and dB (see Fig.1). W e assum e thatboth

typesofrodsarevery slender,l� � d�,with � 2 fA;Bg,

hard bodies, i.e.im penetrable to other rods. The to-

talnum ber ofsegm ents in a chain is M = M A + M B

and every segm enthas a labelm 2 f1;:::;M g specify-

ing its position in the chain. The state ofa segm entis

described by the position rm ofits center ofm ass and

an orientation,being a unitvector !̂m pointing along its

long axis in the direction ofincreasing m . The con�g-

uration ofa whole chain � is fully characterized by the

position of one of its segm ents (say the �rst; r1) and

the orientations ofallofthem , 
 = f!̂1;:::;!̂M g,so

� = fr1;
 g. The position ofa segm entm isthen given

by rm = r1 +
1

2

P m � 1

k= 1
(lk!̂k + lk+ 1!̂k+ 1)wherelk = lA if

k � M A and lB ifk � M A + 1.

In density functionaltheory (DFT)thefreeenergyofa

(possibly inhom ogeneous)
uid ofm oleculesisexpressed

asafunctionalofthesingle-m oleculecon�guration distri-

bution function,�(1)(�)[52].Using the second-virial(or
O nsager)approxim ation itisform ulated asfollows[53]

�F

h

�
(1)
i

=

Z

d��(1)(�)
h

log

�

VT �
(1)(�)

�

� 1

i

� 1

2

Z Z

d�d�0�(1)(�)�(1)(�0)�(�;� 0
): (1)

Theintegralsareoversingle-m oleculecon�gurationspace

where
R
d� =

R
dr0d
 and

R
d
 =

R Q

m
d!̂m and
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R
d!̂ =

R2�
0

d�
R�
0
d� sin�.Further,�(1)(�)isnorm alized

asfollows
R
�(1)(�)d� = N .Thefactor� equals(kB T)

� 1

in which kB isBoltzm ann’sconstantand T the tem per-

ature.The volum e VT we callthe ‘therm alvolum e’and

isa productofthedeBroglietherm alwavelengthsofthe

m olecules [53,54]. The quantity �(�;� 0
) is the M ayer

function oftwo m olecules with con�gurations� and �0.
Aswe aredealing with hard segm ents,the potentialen-

ergy v(�;�0)between two chainsis1 when they overlap

and 0 when they don’t. Consequently,the M ayerfunc-

tion isgiven by

�(�;� 0
)= exp

�
� �v(�;�0)

�
� 1=

�
� 1 ifoverlap

0 ifno overlap
:

(2)

Thecon�gurationsofboth chainsinvolved can behighly

irregular and the dependence of � very com plicated.

Therefore we approxim ate the chain-chain M ayer func-

tion � by the sum of allthe segm ent-segm ent M ayer

functions�m ;m 0,

�(�;� 0
)=

MX

m ;m 0= 1

�m ;m 0(rm � rm 0;!̂m ;!̂m 0): (3)

This expression,to which only individualpairs ofseg-

m entscontribute,isactually the �rstterm in a system -

aticexpansion oftheM ayerfunction.Higherorderterm s

involveinteractionsbetween m orethan two segm entssi-

m ultaneously [30].Atthispointwenotethatapartfrom

(i) the second virialapproxim ation and (ii) the above

expression for the chain-chain M ayer function,another

(iii) approxim ation has been m ade. In this form alism

the chains are allowed to self overlap,i.e. other than

the spatialconstraintthat successive segm entsare con-

nected to each other there are no interactions within

the chain. Allthree ofthese approxim ations are com -

m only used and corrections to the �rst two are sm all

when l� � d� [27,28,29]. The neglect ofthe e�ects

of self-overlap is assum ed to be reasonable in a dense

polym er m elt [55]where screening e�ectively com pen-

satesthe intram olecularinteractionsand asa resultin-

teractions between distant parts ofthe sam e chain are

indistinguishable from interactionswith the average en-

vironm entbecauseoflossofintrachain correlations.

In therm odynam icequilibrium ,thefreeenergy reaches

a m inim um and the functionalisstationary. Therefore,

weconsiderthe variation ofEq.1 with respectto �(1),

�

��(1)(�)
�F � �� = 0 (4)

with thechem icalpotential� playingtheroleofLagrange

m ultiplierneeded to enforce norm alization. Elim inating

� from Eq.4yieldsthe(selfconsistent)stationarity equa-

tion,

�
(1)(�)=

N exp
�R

d�0�(1)(�0)�M (�;�0)
�

R
d�exp

�R
d�0�(1)(�0)�M (�;�0)

�; (5)

In orderto proceed,we de�ne the single-segm entdis-

tribution function (SDF)(ofsegm entm ),�m (rm ;!̂m ),in

the following way

�m (rm ;!̂m )=

Z Y

k6= m

d!̂k�
(1)(�)

=

Z Y

k6= m

d!̂k�
(1)(r1(rm ;
 );
 ); (6)

in which r1 isgiven by rm � 1

2

P m � 1

k= 1
(lk!̂k + lk+ 1!̂k+ 1)

and theproductisoverallsegm entsk butthem th.Inte-

grating Eq.5 overall!̂k exceptfor !̂m aswelland using

Eq.3 weobtain a setofequations,

�m (rm ;!̂m )=
N

Q

Z Y

k6= m

d!̂k�

exp

2

4

MX

k;k0= 1

Z

dr
0
k0d!̂

0
k0�k0(r

0
k0;!̂

0
k0)�k;k0(rk � r

0
k0;!̂k;!̂

0
k0)

3

5 ;

(7)

where Q is the norm alization factor;i.e.the SDF’s are

norm alizedin thesam ewayas�(1):i.e.
R
drd!̂�m (r;!̂)=

N .

III. P H A SE B EH AV IO U R A N D O R D ER

PA R A M ET ER S

A . Isotropic P hase

At low polym er num ber density,n = N =V ,the sys-

tem isin the isotropic 
uid phase,and �m (rm ;!̂m )isa

constant,so due to norm alization,�
(iso)
m = n=4�.Conse-

quently,

Z

dr
0
d!̂

0
�
(iso)
m �k;k0(rk � r

0
;!̂k;!̂

0)

= �
n

4�

Z

d!̂
0
lklk0(dk + dk0)sin
(̂!k � !̂

0)

(8)

= � 1

4
�nlklk0(dk + dk0);

where 
(̂! � !̂0) is the planar angle between !̂ and !̂0

and one can recognize lklk0(dk + dk0)sin
(̂!;!̂
0) as the

excluded volum e oftwo rods k and k0 with respective

orientations !̂ and !̂0.Thisyieldsthe following norm al-

ization factorin the isotropicphase

Q iso = (4�)M A + M B V �

exp
�
� 1

2
�n

�
M

2
A l

2
A dA + M A M B lA lB (dA + dB )+ M

2
B l

2
B dB

��

(9)

Choosing the dim ensionsofrod A asunits,wede�ne

~l= lB =lA ;
~d = dB =dA ; ~M = M B =M A ; (10)
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and adim ensionlesssegm entdensity in asym m etricway,

~n = 2n(M A l
2
A dA + M B l

2
B dB ): (11)

Then,Eq.9 becom es

Q iso = (4�)M V exp

"

�
�

4
~nM

(1+ ~M ~l)(1+ ~M ~l~d)

(1+ ~M )(1+ ~M ~l2 ~d)

#

;

(12)

where we have also used M = M A + M B . W e also note

thatthenorm alization factorQ iso isexactlythepartition

sum ofthe block copolym ersin the isotropicphase.

B . N em atic P hase

In the (uniaxial)nem atic phase,there isorientational

orderwith respectto a direction n̂,however,the system

is stillspatially hom ogeneous. Therefore,the SDF can

be expanded in Legendrepolynom ials.

�m (r;!̂)= �m (̂!)= n

1X

j= 0

2j+ 1

4�
a
(j)
m Pj(̂! � n̂); (13)

with coe�cients

na
(j)
m =

Z

d!̂
0
Pj(̂!

0
� n̂)�m (̂!

0): (14)

Due to norm alization,a
(0)
m = 1 as it is in the isotropic

phaseand due to up-down sym m etry ofthe nem atic,all

a
(j)
m = 0 for odd j (in the isotropic 
uid,a

(j)
m = 0 for

allj 6= 0). The lowest-ordercoe�cient di�erent in the

nem aticand theisotropicphaseisa
(2)
m which istheusual

M aier-Saupe order param eter. The physicalincentive

to form a nem atic is that the average excluded volum e

between rods is sm aller (and therefore the average free

volum e available to the rods is larger) in the nem atic

phase[13].

C . M icroseparated P hase

M icroseparated phasesconsistofspatially distributed

regionsrich eitherin type-A ortype-B rodsand aretyp-

ically governed by a single dom inantwavelength.These

phases existin a variety oftypes exhibiting variousde-

greesofsym m etry,e.g.lam ellar,hexagonal,bccand even

m ore exotic m orphologies like the gyroid phase [1,36].

In thispaperwedo notconsiderthe varioussym m etries

ofm icroseparated phasesbutfocuson the m agnitude of

thedom inantwavelength and thedensity forwhich itbe-

com esunstable. To thatend,we observe thatthe SDF

can be expanded in term sofplane waves

�m (r;!̂)=
X

q2L

�̂m (q;!̂)e
iq� r (15)

with L som e set ofwave vectors and the \coe�cients"

given by

�̂m (q;!̂)= V
� 1

Z

dr
0e� iq� r

0

�m (r
0
;!̂): (16)

In generalthere willbe orientationalorder within the

dom ains and consequently the coe�cients stilldepend

on the orientation. If needed, one could proceed and

expand these coe�cients again in sphericalharm onics.

However,in ordertosim plify theanalysis,thisadditional

orientationalorderin them icroseparatedphaseisusually

neglected which we willshow in Sec.V isperm itted for

thecaseofin�nitelylongpolym ers.In hom ogeneous
uid

phaseslike the nem atic,the SDF isindependenton the

spatialcoordinate and only the coe�cient �̂ m (0;!̂) at

zero wavenum bersurvives.

IV . B IFU R C A T IO N A N A LY SIS

A . T he B ifurcation Equation

Atlow densities,theisotropicphaseisthegloballysta-

blephase,butathigherdensitiesitwillbecom eunstable

with respectto lowersym m etry phasesexhibiting som e

form of ordering. Points where these lower-sym m etry

solutionsbranch o� the isotropic solution are called bi-

furcation pointsand thedensitiesatwhich thishappens,

bifurcation densities.Di�erentsolutionsm aybifurcateat

di�erentdensitiesfrom the isotropic phase. G enerically

theparticularsolution which bifurcatesatthelowestden-

sity,willgive rise to the �rstordered phase thatisalso

therm odynam ically stable with respect to the isotropic

phase. In this section,we perform a linearstability (or

bifurcation) analysis around the isotropic parent solu-

tion,along the linesofRefs.[30,31,32]. Consequently,

weassum eisotropicdistributionswith a perturbation of

lowersym m etry,

�m (r;!̂)=
n

4�
+ "�m ;1(r;!̂); (17)

where the proper norm alisation of the SDF requiresR
drd!̂�m ;1(r;!̂) = 0. Inserting this in the stationar-

ity equations7 welinearizetheexponentwith respectto

the in�nitesim alparam eter",

exp

2

4

MX

k;k0= 1

Z

dr
0
d!̂

0
�k0(r

0
;!̂

0)�k;k0(rk � r
0
;!̂k;!̂

0)

3

5 =

exp

2

4� 1

4
�n

MX

k;k0= 1

lklk0(dk + dk0)

3

5 �

0

@ 1+ "
X

k;k0

Z

dr
0
d!̂

0
�k0;1(r

0
;!̂

0)�k;k0(rk � r
0
;!̂k;!̂

0)

1

A :

(18)
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Equating orders in ",to zeroth order,we re-obtain the

isotropic result,Eq.9. To �rstorderthisyields the so-

called bifurcation equations,

�m ;1(rm ;!̂m )=
n

(4�)M

Z Y

k006= m

d!̂k00�

X

k;k0

Z

dr
0
d!̂

0
�k0;1(r

0
;!̂

0)�k;k0(rk � r
0
;!̂k;!̂

0): (19)

These can be interpreted a generalized lineareigenvalue

problem with eigenfunctions�m ;1(r;!̂)and eigenvaluen,

the bifurcation density. There is an in�nite hierarchy

ofsolutions to Eq.19 for varying degrees ofsym m etry.

However,we are only interested in the one (orthe few)

corresponding to the lowest bifurcation density. Note

thattheexplicitdependenceon thenorm alization factor

Q has dropped out since integration over rm and !̂m

trivially yields zero on the left hand side by de�nition

and,afterrearrangem entofthe integralsm ade possible

by the �nite range ofthe M ayerfunctions�k;k0,also on

the righthand side.

In ordertom akethebifurcation equation,Eq.19,m ore

transparent we de�ne for the m om ent as an auxiliary

quantity,the �elds,

H k(rk;!̂k)=
X

k0

Z

dr
0
d!̂

0
�k0;1(r

0
;!̂

0)�k;k0(rk� r
0
;!̂k;!̂

0):

(20)

in term sofwhich the bifurcation equation becom es

�m ;1(rm ;!̂m )=
n

(4�)M

X

k

Z
Y

k006= m

d!̂k00H k(rk;!̂k)

(21)

However,this�eld H k isa function ofrk and !̂k whereas

on the leftofEq.21 we have a function ofrm and !̂m .

And these arenotindependentand as

rm = rk + Pk;m (22)

wherethevectorial\path"Pk;m betweenk and m isgiven

by

Pk;m = 1

2

m � 1X

k0= k

(lk0!̂k0 + lk0+ 1!̂k0+ 1); (23)

for k < m . Further,Pm ;m = 0 and the case ofk > m

can beobtained by realizingthatPk;m = � Pm ;k.Conse-

quently,the interlying orientionalintegrationsin Eq.21

havetom aketheconnection and \transfer"the�eld from

segm entsk to m .

W e return to Eq.19 and insertthe constraint,Eq.22

via a delta function

�m ;1(rm ;!̂m )=

n

(4�)M

X

k

Z Y

k006= m

d!̂k00

Z

drk�(rm � rk + Pm ;k)�

X

k0

Z

dr
0
d!̂

0
�k0;1(r

0
;!̂

0)�k;k0(rk � r
0
;!̂k;!̂

0): (24)

Next,we observe that in Eq.24 there appear two spa-

tial convolution integrals. Therefore, it m akes sense

to proceed with a Fourier transform (i.e. ĝ(q) =

V � 1
R
drm e

� iq� rm g(rm )),yielding

�̂m ;1(q;!̂m )=
n

(4�)M

X

k

Z Y

k006= m

d!̂k00e
� iq� Pk;m �

X

k0

Z

d!̂
0
�̂k0;1(q;!̂

0)�̂k;k0(q;!̂k;!̂
0): (25)

This is the generalform ofthe bifurcation equation for

a lower-sym m etry solution bifurcating o� the isotropic-


uid parentsolution.Notethattheq-vectoristhesam e

forallsegm ents.Furtherm ore,atthispoint,wehavenot

yetspeci�ed the internalstructure ofthe polym er,only

thatitisachain ofcylindrically-sym m etric(rodlike)seg-

m ents which contains no closed loops. Concerning the

rodlike segm ents,the Fourier transform ed M ayer func-

tion �̂k;k0 is calculated in Appendix A and is for very

slendersegm ents(lk � dk)given by,

�̂k;k0(q;!̂k;!̂k0)= � lklk0(dk + dk0)ĵ!k � !̂
0
k0j�

j0
�
1

2
lkq � !̂k

�
j0
�
1

2
lk0q � !̂k0

�
; (26)

wherewehavealready discarded higher-orderterm scon-

taining (dk + dk0)q asthewavevectorwillbeatm ostof

order1=lA ;B so these term swillbe sm all. The function

j0(x)= sinx=x isthe sphericalBesselfunction ofzeroth

order. W e proceed by solving Eq.25 to which we refer

asthe bifurcation equation from now on.

B . N em atic Solution

W e �rst consider the nem atic solution,which is also

thesim plest.In thenem aticphase,q = 0 and theorien-

tationalintegrals in the bifurcation equation are trivial

and itreducesto

�̂m ;1(̂!m )=
n

4�

X

k0

Z

d!̂
0
�̂k0;1(̂!

0)�̂m ;k0(̂!m ;!̂
0); (27)

where �̂m ;1(̂!m )= �̂m ;1(0;!̂m )and

�̂m ;k0(̂!m ;!̂k0)= � lm lk0(dm + dk0)ĵ!m � !̂
0
k0j: (28)

is sim ply m inus the excluded volum e oftwo rods with

�xed orientations,!̂m and !̂k0.Thisbifurcation equation

isthe sam e asthatofa m ixture disconnected rods[20],

so fororientationalordering theconnectivity oftherods

within the chainsdoesnotplay a role.The kernel�̂m ;k0

is now only a function of the planar angle 
 between

the orientations ofthe rods, ĵ!m � !̂0k0j = jsin
(̂!m �

!̂k0)j. Consequently,due to this uniaxialsym m etry the

eigenfunctionsof�̂m ;k0 and thereforeofEq.27aresim ply

the Legendrepolynom ialsPj (seeAppendix B),
Z

d!̂
0
�̂m ;k0(̂!;!̂

0)Pj(̂!
0
� n̂)= � lm lk0(dm + dk0)sjPj(̂!� n̂);

(29)
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with sj theLegendrecoe�cientsofjsin
j.In caseofthe

nem atic phase,it is wellknown that this becom es �rst

unstablewith respectto the m odej= 2,so �̂m ;1(̂!m )=

(5=4�)nc
(2)
m P2(̂!m � n̂)with c

(2)
m theLegendrecoe�cients.

Then,the bifurcation equation becom es

c
(2)
m = �

n

4�

X

k0

lm lk0(dm + dk0)s2c
(2)

k0
(30)

with s2 = � �2=8. This is an M � M m atrix eigen-

valueequation and thereforein principle m uch too large

to solve. However,by observing thatthe geom etric fac-

toron the righthand side doesnotso m uch depend on

the segm entsm ;k0 buton whetherthey belong to A or

B,we can splitthe sum m ation,
P

k0
=
P

�

P

k02�
with

� = A;B. Then,we can de�ne the \type-average" co-

e�cients,c
(2)
� = (1=M �)

P

m 2�
c
(2)
m and Eq.30 becom es,

c
(2)
� =

�n

32

X

�0= A ;B

M �0l�l�0(d� + d�0)c
(2)

�0
: (31)

Rewriting thisin term sofdim ensionlessquantities,

c2 =
�~n

32(1+ ~M ~l2 ~d)
G 2c2 (32)

with

G 2 =

�
1 1

2
~M ~l(1+ ~d)

1

2
~l(1+ ~d) ~M ~l2 ~d

�

and c2 =

 

c
(2)

A

c
(2)

B

!

(33)

wenow havereduced the problem to a sim ple 2� 2 m a-

trix eigenvalueequation.Therearetwo solutionsforthe

density,

~n� =
32(1+ ~M ~l2 ~d)

�
�

�

trG 2 �
p
tr2G 2 � 4detG2

�

=(2detG 2); (34)

with detand tr denoting the determ inantand trace re-

spectively.Asthedeterm inantofG 2 isnegative,onlythe

m inussign in Eq.34 yieldsa positivebifurcation density

~nnem ,so

~nnem =
32(1+ ~M ~l2 ~d)

�
�

�

trG 2 �
p
tr2G 2 � 4detG2

�

=(2detG 2): (35)

Notethat,within thecontextofthem odelasintroduced

in Sec.II,thisanalyticexpression forthe nem aticbifur-

cation isan exactresult. In the widercontextofliquid

crystallinepolym ers,am oregeneralderivation ofthene-

m atic bifurcation density can be found in Ref.[32].

C . M icroseparated Solution

In a m icroseparated phase, the wave vector q is

nonzero and the orientationalintegrals in the bifurca-

tion equation have to be perform ed explicitly. However,

we can m ake m uch progress by observing that m ost of

the integralsare stilltrivial,i.e.ifsegm entk00 doesnot

lie between k and m it does not help to \pass on" the

in�nitesim al�eld H k orequivalently,there isno depen-

dencein thefactorexp(� iq � Pk;m ).Consequently,these

M � jm � kj� 1 integrations each contribute a factorR
d!̂ = 4� which is in total(4�)M � jm � kj� 1. O n the

otherhand,concerningtheinterm ediatesegm entsk00be-

tween k and m ;theonlydependenceon !̂k00 isin thepath

Pk;m .Therefore,suppose fora m om entthatk + 1< m ,

Z m � 1Y

k00= k+ 1

d!̂k00e
� iq� Pk;m =

e�
1

2
iq� lk !̂k

 
m � 1Y

k00= k+ 1

Z

d!̂e� iq� lk00!̂

!

e�
1

2
iq� lm !̂m ; (36)

and itiseasy to show that

Z

d!̂e� iq� lk00!̂ = 4�
sinqlk00

qlk00
= 4�j0(qlk00); (37)

where we have used q = qq̂ with q being the length and

theunitvectorq̂ thedirection ofthewavevector.W hen

m + 1< k,thereisan extram inussign asPm ;k = � Pk;m
butthisdoesnotchangethe result37,only the end fac-

torsin Eq.36.Consequently,we de�nethe factor

Fk;m (q)=

� Q m � 1

k00= k+ 1
j0(qlk00) for k < m � 1

1 for k = m � 1;m
;

(38)

which issym m etric so Fk;m (q)= Fm ;k(q).Inserting this

in the bifurcation equation yields,

�̂m ;1(q;!̂m )=

n

4�

X

k0

Z

d!̂
0
�̂k0;1(q;!̂

0)�̂m ;k0(q;!̂m ;!̂
0)+

n

(4�)2

X

k6= m

e�m ;k
1

2
iq� lm !̂m Fm ;k(q)

X

k0

�

Z

d!̂d!̂
0cos

�
1

2
q � lk!̂

�
�̂k0;1(q;!̂

0)�̂k;k0(q;!̂;!̂
0); (39)

where�k;m = sign(m � k)isthesign ofm � k.Instead of

the other\end factor" exp
�
�m ;k

1

2
iq � lk!̂

�
we haveused

cos
�
1

2
q � lk!̂

�
as within the integralonly the even part

in q survives. The �rst term on the right hand side is

dueto the in�nitesim al�eld H m directly on segm entm ;

the second term contains the contributions H k on seg-

m entsk 6= m which are being transferred to segm entm

via Fm ;k. Atthis pointwe note thatitisim possible to

solveEq.39 analytically forgeneralq and wewillintro-

duce an approxim ation justi�ed forvery long polym ers,
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M A ;M B � 1. In this case the relevant wave vector is

expected to besm allin m agnitudeand consequently,the

\end factors" aswellasthewavedependenceof�̂k;k0 are

negligible. Therefore,we replace them by their zeroth

orderapproxim ationsin q,

�̂k;k0 = � lklk0(dk + dk0)ĵ!k � !̂
0
k0j (40)

and

exp
�
�m ;k

1

2
iq � lm !̂m

�
= 1

cos
�
1

2
iq � lk!̂k

�
= 1 (41)

Then the bifurcation equation becom es

�̂m ;1(q;!̂m )=
n

4�

X

k0

Z

d!̂
0
�̂k0;1(q;!̂

0)�̂m ;k0(̂!m ;!̂
0)+

n

(4�)2

X

k6= m

Fm ;k(q)
X

k0

Z

d!̂d!̂
0
�̂k0;1(q;!̂

0)�̂k;k0(̂!;!̂
0);

(42)

where again as in the case of the nem atic solutions,

�̂k;k0(̂!;!̂
0)hasthe convenientproperty thatitm apsPj

on Pj.Then theonly m odeforwhich thesecond term on

therighthand sideofEq.42 survives(and wehavewave

dependence) is for P0. (For j 6= 0 we sim ply re-obtain

thenem aticbifurcation equation,Eq.30.) Consequently,

integrating both sidesover !̂m ,weobtain

c
(0)
m (q)= �

n

4�

X

k

Fm ;k(q)
X

k0

lklk0(dk + dk0)s0c
(0)

k0
(q)

(43)

where we have de�ned c
(0)
m (q) =

R
d!̂m �̂m ;1(q;!̂m ) and

where

Z

d!̂�̂k;k0(̂!;!̂
0)= � lklk0(dk + dk0)s0; (44)

with s0 = �2. The restofthe analysisissim ilarto the

nem aticcase:again wehavean M � M eigenvalueequa-

tion and we m ake use of the property of the geom et-

ric factorthatitdependson the typesinvolved and not

on the segm ent labels,hence
P

k0
=

P

�0

P

k02�0
with

�0 = A;B. De�ning c
(0)
� (q) = (1=M �)

P

k2�
c
(0)

k
(q) and

F�;�0 = (1=M �M �0)
P

m 2�

P

k02�0
Fm ;k,Eq.43 becom es

c
(0)
� (q)=

�
�n

4

X

�0

F�;�0(q)
X

�00

M �0M �00l�0l�00(d�0 + d�00)c
(0)

�00
(q)

(45)

Rewritingin term sofdim ensionlessquantities,weobtain

c0(q)= �
�~nM

4(1+ ~M )(1+ ~M ~l2 ~d)
F(q)G 0c0(q) (46)

with

G 0 =

�
1 1

2
~M ~l(1+ ~d)

1

2
~M ~l(1+ ~d) ~M 2~l2 ~d

�

and c0(q)=

 

c
(0)

A

c
(0)

B

!

(q): (47)

Theelem entsofF(q)are

FA ;A =
1

M 2
A

(M A +

2

1� j0(qlA )

�

(M A � 1)�
j0(qlA )� (j0(qlA ))

M A

1� j0(qlA )

��

;

FA ;B = FB ;A =

�
1

M A

1� (j0(qlA ))
M A

1� j0(qlA )

�

�

�
1

M B

1� (j0(qlB ))
M B

1� j0(qlB )

�

(48)

and

FB ;B =
1

M 2
B

(M B +

2

1� j0(qlB )

�

(M B � 1)�
j0(qlB )� (j0(qlB ))

M B

1� j0(qlB )

��

:

Again there are two solutions for this 2 � 2 eigenvalue

problem but this tim e the plus sign (see again Eq.34)

yieldsthe physicalbifurcation density,~nm ps,forthe m i-

croseparated phase(m ps),

~nm ps = �
4(1+ ~M )(1+ ~M ~l2 ~d)

�M
�

�

tr(F(q)G 0)+

q

tr2(F(q)G 0)� 4detF(q)detG0

�

=(2detF(q)detG 0): (49)

Apartfrom theapproxim ationsm adein form ulating the

m odel,Sec.II,Eqs.40 and 41 constitute the only two

further approxim ations. From Eq.49 it is observed di-

rectly that the spinodaldensity of the m icroseparated

phase scales with 1=M , contrary to the nem atic spin-

odal,Eq.35 which doesnotdepend on M in thisrepre-

sentation. Consequently,for long enough polym ers the

system willalwaysbecom e unstable with respectto the

m icroseparated phase. Furtherm ore, we note that for

in�nitely long chains(M ! 1 )the approxim ationsbe-

com e exact(and the density needsto be rescaled,~nM ).

Ifthe chains are not long,the approxim ations,Eqs.40

and 41 willnot be valid. An interesting case are e.g.

rod-coilcopolym erswhereM A = 1 and M B islarge.The

type-A rodswilltend toform asm ecticwhich thetype-B

tailsare likely to stabilize [50,51]. In this case,Eq.39

hasto be solved num erically orin som e other(approxi-

m ate)way.M oreover,the ordering ofthetype-A rodsis
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then likely tobedom inated by an orientationallyordered

density 
uctuation,e.g.possibly exp[iq � r]P2(̂q� !̂),in-

stead ofthesim pleexp[iq� r]which wehavein thepresent

case.Finally,wenotethatthespeci�cation ofthegeom -

etry iscontained in them atrix F(q).Using othergeom e-

tries,e.g.ABABAB... repeating m ultiblock copolym ers

orbranched geom etries,do notchangeEqs.39 or49 but

only theform ofF(q)(theonly requirem entisthatthere

areno closed loopswithin the polym ers[32]).

V . T H E G A U SSIA N LIM IT

In thissection we willconstructa consistentlim itfor

in�nitely longchainsofourm odel.Thereareseveralrea-

sonsforthisapproach.Firstofall,thereisa largebody

ofliterature dealing with so-called G aussian chains,i.e.

polym ers which are coarse-grained on the levelof the

radius ofgyration,and we want to m ake contact with

those treatm ents[1,33]. Secondly,we do notfully con-

trolthe quality ofthe approxim ations,Eqs.40 and 41,

m ade for chains of �nite length. It is clear, however,

that these approxim ations becom e exact for in�nitely

long polym ers.Finally,by introducing thislim iting case

thenum berofe�ectivem odelparam etersisreduced,re-

sulting in a conceptually sim pler system . The lim it of

M A ;M B ! 1 doesrequirethatsom eoftheotherparam -

etersbe rescaled aswell. Additionally,we wantto take

thislim itin such a way thatthe nem atic and m icrosep-

arated bifurcation densitiesrem ain ofthe sam e orderof

m agnitude so that we can com pare them . This extra

requirem ent is non-trivialas can be seen from Eqs.35

and 49 because ~nm ps scaleswith 1=M and thusvanishes

for long polym ers. W e can cure this divergence in a

som ewhatunconventionalwaybylettingthedi�erencein

thicknessoftheA and B segm entsvanish,~d ! 1.In this

way,the incentive for M PS is m uch reduced and ~nm ps

\pulled up" to nonzero densities com parable to ~nnem .

Sum m arizing,wetakethe lim its

M A ! 1 ; lA ! 0 and ~d ! 1 (50)

whilstM A l
2
A and M A (1� ~d)2 rem ain �nite.Furtherm ore,

we keep the ratios ~M and ~l�xed,such thatthe type-B

segm ents are subject to the sam e lim it. Next,in order

fortheO nsagerapproxim ation to stillbevalid,dA needs

to rem ain m uch sm aller than lA and therefore needs to

go to zero even faster. This is corrected by letting the

num berdensity ofchainsgo to in�nity in orderto keep

totalstrength ofthe interaction,i.e.the totalexcluded

volum econstant.So additionally we have

dA ! 0 and n ! 1 (51)

with 2nM A l
2
A dA and therefore also ~n = 2n(M A l

2
A dA +

M B l
2
B dB )�nite.

In the G aussian lim it,the relevantlength scale isthe

radiusofgyration orequivalently,the m ean-squareend-

to-end distance.Them ean-squareend-to-end distanceis

de�ned as

x
2 =

X

k;k0

< lk!̂k � lk0!̂k0 > ; (52)

where < > denotes the average over a single chain [55].

In a freely-jointed chain there is no orientationalcor-

relation between the segm ents so for our block copoly-

m ers, the m ean-square end-to-end distance is sim ply

x2 = M A l
2
A + M B l

2
B . This allows us to de�ne the di-

m ensionlesswavenum beras ~q= qx.

O urreduced m odelhasthreeparam eters, ~M ,~lgovern-

ing the com position and the relative size ofthe copoly-

m ericblocksand ~� � M A (1� ~d)2 describing therem ain-

ing di�erence in thickness between the two com ponents

and hence e�ectively setting the incentivefordem ixing.

In the G aussian lim it,the determ inantofG 2 goesto

zero,detG 2 = � 1

4
~M ~l2(1� ~d)2 ! 0. Consequently,we

can expand Eq 35 forsm alldetG 2 and weobtain forthe

nem aticbifurcation density in the G aussian lim it,

nnem =
32(1+ ~M ~l2)

�trG 2(~d = 1)
=
32

�
; (53)

which, conveniently, is a constant independent on the

m odelparam eters.Setting the�rstelem entoftheeigen-

vector to one,cnem = (1;cnem ),this is very sim ple in

the G aussian lim it,cnem = ~l. Therefore,atthe nem atic

bifurcation theB segm entsare~ltim esm orestrongly ori-

entationally ordered than the A segm ents.

Concerning M PS,we �rstcalculate the elem entsofF

in the G aussian lim it,

FA ;A =
12

q2
A

�

1�
6

q2
A

�

1� e� q
2

A
=6
��

FA ;B = FB ;A =
6

q2
A

�

1� e� q
2

A
=6
�
6

q2
B

�

1� e� q
2

B
=6
�

(54)

FB ;B =
12

q2
B

�

1�
6

q2
B

�

1� e� q
2

B
=6
��

with

q2
A
=

~q2

1+ ~M ~l2
and q2

B
=

~q2 ~M ~l2

1+ ~M ~l2
(55)

The determ inant of G 0 also goes to zero, detG 0 =

� 1

4
~M 2~l2(1� ~d)2 ! 0.Next,expanding Eq.49 forsm all

detG 0 as well,we obtain for the bifurcation density of

M PS in the G aussian lim it,

~nm ps = � lim
~d! 1

4(1+ ~M )(1+ ~M ~l2 ~d)

�M

tr(FG 0)

detF detG 0

=
16(1+ ~M )(1+ ~M ~l2)

�~� 2 ~M 2~l2

tr(F ~G 0)

detF
; (56)
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FIG .2:Bifurcation density forthe m icroseparated phase vs.

the m agnitude ofthe wave vector for ~l= 1 and ~� = 4 and
~M = f5;4;3;2;1g (from top to bottom ). The nem atic bifur-

cation density ~nnem = 32=� � 10and hasnowavedependence

butisdrawn as a straight line for com parison. D ue to sym -

m etry (f ~M ;~lg ! f1= ~M ;1=~lg) the curvesof ~M are the sam e

for1= ~M .

with ~G 0 = lim ~d! 1
G 0,

~G 0 =

�
1 ~M ~l
~M ~l ~M 2~l2

�

: (57)

Additionally, we note the sym m etry in the A and B

types, i.e. the following transform ation f~�; ~M ;~lg !

f~�;1= ~M ;1=~lgleavestheresultsunchanged.Again,writ-

ing the eigenvectorasfollowscm ps = (1;cm ps)weobtain

asim pleexpression in theG aussian lim itcm ps = � 1=~M ~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� in phase between the density waves ofA and B,

i.e. where the density ofA is enhanced the density of

B is depressed (ei� = � 1). The absolute value 1=~M ~l

is ratio of am plitudes of the two waves. The m atrix

F contains the correlations within the polym er and is

seen to feature the so-called Debije functions,gD (x) =

(2=x)(1 � (1=x)(1 � exp[� x])) re
ecting the G aussian

characterofthecorrelations.In theLeiblerapproach [33]

these appearin a sim ilarway and therefore,the correla-

tionsaretreated on thesam e level.

V I. R ESU LT S

A . B ifurcation D ensity

In Fig.2,we have plotted the analyticalbifurcation

density ofthe m icroseparated phase,Eq.(56)asa func-

tion ofthewavevectorforvariousvaluesof ~M .M ostim -

portantly,allcurveshavea m inim um fora certain wave

vector.Interpretingthebifurcationpointasthespinodal,

wheretheisotropic
uid phasechangesfrom being stable

to unstable,thesystem becom es�rstunstablefor
uctu-

ationswith a wavelength correspondingto them inim um

0.1 1 10Μ~
0

5

10

15

n~
mps

(min)

0.1 1 10
1

1.2

1.4

λ~min

FIG .3:The m inim um bifurcation density forthe m icrosepa-

rated phase vs.log ~M for ~� = 4 and ~l= f0:25;0:5;1;2;4g

(right to left). The nem atic bifurcation density ~nnem =

32=� � 10isconstantand drawn asastraightlineforcom par-

ison.Inset:thewavelength forwhich thebifurcation density

ofthem icroseparated phaseisam inim um ,~�m in = 2�=~qm in vs.
~M forthe sam e param eters; ~� = 4 and ~l= f0:25;0:5;1;2;4g

(rightto left).

density. W e have also plotted the nem atic bifurcation

density,being a constant independent ofthe wavenum -

ber~q,in Fig.2.Forthecurveswhich lietotally abovethe

horizontalline,thesystem becom esunstablewith respect

to the nem atic phase at the density ~n = ~nnem = 32=�.

Foracurveofwhich them inim um reachesbelow thehor-

izontalline,thesystem becom esunstablewith respectto

am icroseparated phasewith wavelength ~�m in = 2�=~qm in

atthe m inim um density ~n = ~n
(m in)
m ps . In Fig.2,we have

set the A and B segm ents to equallength,~l = 1 and

the dem ixing param eter is ~� = 4 . Starting with an

asym m etric polym er, ~M = 5,M PS only occursforhigh

densities. M aking the polym erm ore sym m etric and de-

creasing ~M toone,thecurvesshifttolowerdensitiesuntil

at ~M = 1 itisatitslowestposition.Upon a furtherde-

crease ~M following the sequence ~M = f1;1
2
;1
3
;1
4
;1
5
g,we

again follow thesam ecurvesin Fig.2 dueto thesym m e-

try f~�; ~M ;~lg! f~�;1= ~M ;1=~lg and thechoice~l= 1,but

now from the bottom to the top.

W e have num erically determ ined the m inim um ofthe

M PS bifurcation density with respectto thewavevector,

Eq.(56) and plotted that in Fig.3 as a function of ~M

fora few di�erent ~l.W e observethe sam e trend we saw

in Fig.2: for very asym m etric polym ers, ~M � 1,the

m inim um M PS bifurcation density isvery high.Increas-

ing ~M ,thebifurcation density goesdown untila certain

value ~M (depending on ~l)after which itgoesup again.

As shown in Fig.3 som e ofthe curves reach below the

horizontallinem arkingthestability lim itoftheisotropic

phasetowardsnem aticordering.Consequently,in thein-

term ediate region the m icroseparated phase isprobably

them oststablephase,whereasforthem oreasym m etric

polym ersM PS islikely to be preem pted by the nem atic

phase.Furtherm ore,thereisalso a dependence on ~l,i.e.

increasingtheasym m etrybetween theA and B segm ents,
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the curvesshiftto higherdensities.Again,we note that

thetwo curvesfor~l= 0:5 and ~l= 2 can bem apped onto

each otherdueto sym m etry in them odelparam eters.In

the insetofFig.3 wehaveplotted the valueofthe wave

length ~� = 2�=~q corresponding to ~n
(m in)
m ps vs. ~M . There

isa rough correspondenceasa function of ~M in thatthe

lowerthe M PS bifurcation densitiesin Fig.3 connectto

the higherwave lengthsin Fig.3(inset). In general,we

haveobserved thatthewavelength forwhich theM PS is

the stable phase (overthe nem atic)roughly lie between

1 and 1.5 tim esthe m ean end-to-end distance x,i.e.the

polym ersgetsom ewhatstretched atthephasetransition.

B . P hase D iagram s

Figs.4 and 5presentthephasediagram s.W ehavenu-

m erically com puted the m odelparam etersforwhich the

m inim um M PS bifurcation densityequalsthenem aticbi-

furcation density. In Fig.4,the phase diagram isgiven

in term s of ~M vs. ~� for equallength segm ents, ~l= 1.

For low ~� the incentive for M PS is too weak and the

M PS bifurcation densities are higher than the nem atic

oneseverywhere.Increasing ~�,theM PS becom esstable

for ~M = 1(totally sym m etricdiblock copolym er)and in-

creasing ~� furthertherangeof ~M forstableM PS grows

correspondingly.ThisisnotsurprisingastheM PS bifur-

cation densityscalessim plywith 1=~�.TheinsetofFig. 4

showstheverticalscalelogarithm ically to show thesym -

m etry with respectto ~M ! 1= ~M . In Fig.5,the phase

diagram is plotted for ~M vs.~l. The sam e observation

asin Sec.VIA can be m ade: forasym m etric polym ers,

the nem atic phase is the m ost stable whereas for m ore

sym m etric ones the M PS can be stable. O fcourse the

am ountofarea in Fig.5 dependssensitively on ~�.Note

that~lplaysa very sim ilarroleas ~M .Naively,onem ight

expectthata di�erencein lengthsofthesegm entswould

also increase the tendency to m icrophase separate orat

leastnotcounteractto it.However,thisisnotthe case,

and only the di�erence in thickness,even though only

in�nitesim ally sm allin theG aussian lim it,drivestheoc-

curenceofM PS,in linewith earlierwork on binary m ix-

turesofrods[20].Potentially,length di�erencesbetween

thecom ponentrodscould driveM PS within thenem atic

phase,butprobing thiswould require the num ericalso-

lutionsto thefullself-consistency problem ,currently be-

yond ourscope.

C . T he D ensity Shift along the Polym er

The elem ents of the eigenvectors at the bifurcation

as discussed in Secs. IV B and IV C contain inform a-

tion about the relative am plitude ofthe nascent order-

ing with respect to the the hom ogeneous and isotropic

parentphase.However,by construction these quantities

wereaveraged overallsegm entseitheroftypeA orB.In

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
∆~

0

2

4

6

8

M
~

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0.1

1

10

MPSNem

Nem MPS

FIG . 4: Phase diagram , ~M vs. ~� for ~l = 1. For the re-

gion m arked with \Nem ", the lowest bifurcation 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 exceptthatthe verticalaxisislogarithm ic to show the

sym m etry with respectto f ~M ;~lg ! f1= ~M ;1=~lg.

0 1 2 3 4
l
~

0

1
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4

5

M
~
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Nem
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Nem
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FIG .5: Phase diagram , ~M vs.~lfor ~� = 4. For the region

m arked with \Nem ",thelowestbifurcation density isthene-

m atic and forthe region m arked with \M PS" thisisthe m i-

croseparated phase. The inset is the sam e phase diagram

except that the axes are logarithm ic to show the sym m etry

with respectto f ~M ;~lg ! f1= ~M ;1=~lg.

case ofthe nem atic ordering,thisalso coincidesexactly

with the order ofeach ofthe segm ents individually as

there isno orientationalcoupling between the segm ents

and these therefore behave asbeing independent. How-

ever,in case ofM PS,there clearly is a spatialcoupling

between the segm entsand,consequently,one would ex-

pectadi�erentdegreeoforderinge.g.forsegm entswhich

arecloseto thefreeend and thosewhich arecloseto the

joint.Thoseclosethejointarebesubjected to twocoun-

teracting density wavesand willorderlessthan thoseat

the free ends. In order to to quantify these e�ects we

have to com pute the com ponentsofthe M -dim ensional

vector c
(0)
m (Eq.(43)). In appendix C,we explain how

theseareobtained from thetype-averaged 2-dim ensional

eigenvectorsby m eansofan additionalquantity:thehalf

type-averaged m atrix F0.In theG aussian lim it,thisM -
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FIG .6: Relative order along the polym er at bifurcation in

the m icroseparated phase,c
0(0)

A
(s)fors 2 [0;1=(1+ ~M )]and

c
0(0)

B
(s) for s 2 [1=(1 + ~M );1]. Param eters are ~� = 4, ~l= 1

and ~M = f1;1:5;2;3;4;5;7;10g (increasing in the direction

ofthe arrow). The norm alization is such that the averages

over c
0(0)

A
(s 2 A) and c

0(0)

B
(s 2 B) equalc

(0)

A
= 1 and c

(0)

B
=

� 1=( ~M ~l)respectively.Thefullcirclesindicatethe\joints" of

the A and B partsats= 1=(1+ ~M ).

dim ensionalvectorreducestothefollowing2-dim ensional

eigenvector(with a prim e),

c
0
0(s)=

 

c
0(0)

A
(s2 A)

c
0(0)

B
(s2 B )

!

: (58)

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

where s 2 [0; 1

1+ ~M
]im plies s 2 A and s 2 [ 1

1+ ~M
;1]im -

pliess2 B.In Figs.6 and 7,we plotthe com ponentsof

c00(s)alongthepolym er(asafunction ofs)forincreasing
~M and ~lrespectively. The dem ixing param eteristaken

to be ~� = 4.

In Fig.6,westartfrom thesym m etriccase, ~M = 1and
~l= 1 wherethepro�leisalso sym m etricaround s= 0:5.

AllA segm ents have positive order and allB segm ents

havenegativeorderand theaverageofA and B is+ 1and

� 1 respectively as expected. Increasing ~M ,the B part

ofthe polym erbecom eslargerthan the A partand the

jointshifts to the left. The norm alization rem ainssuch

thataverage orderofthe A segm entsisstill1 and that

ofthe B segm ents is � 1=~M . However,it is rem arkable

thatthe B segm entsclose to the jointobtain a positive

orderwith increasing ~M ,i.e.they orderwith respectto

the density wave ofA instead ofthat ofB.This is due

to the factthatin the polym erthere ism uch m ore m a-

terialfrom theB part.Consequently,thise�ectbecom es

strongerforlarger ~M .In Fig.7,westartagain from the

sym m etric case, ~M = 1 and ~l= 1. Subsequently,the

ratio oflengths~lisincreased and weseethatthederiva-

tive ofthe pro�le to s jum psatthe joint. Furtherm ore,

also here,the joint shifts to positive values and the A

segm entshave a m uch m ore constantpro�le than the B

segm ents.By increasing ~lwhile ~M rem ainsconstantone

e�ectively increasestheam ountofm aterialin theB part

ofthe polym er. Therefore,it is not surprising that the

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
s

-2

-1

0

1

2

c’
0
(s)

FIG .7: Relative order along the polym er at bifurcation in

the m icroseparated phase,c
0(0)

A
(s)for s 2 [0;1=(1+ ~M )]and

c
0(0)

B
(s) for s 2 [1=(1 + ~M );1]. Param eters are ~� = 4, ~M =

1 and ~l= f1;1:5;2;3;4;5;7;10g (increasing in the direction

ofthe arrow). The norm alization is such that the averages

over c
0(0)

A
(s 2 A) and c

0(0)

B
(s 2 B) equalc

(0)

A
= 1 and c

(0)

B
=

� 1=( ~M ~l)respectively.Thefullcirclesindicatethe\joints" of

the A and B partsats= 1=(1+ ~M ).

pointofzeroordershiftstotheright.Additionally,theB

segm entsarem uch longerand thereforethespatialcorre-

lationspersistoverlargers explaining the m ore sm ooth

pro�leon theB side.Ithasto benoted thatsom eofthe

pro�les(especially forhighervaluesof ~M and ~lin Figs.6

and 7)aretaken atbifurcation densitiesfarabovethene-

m atic bifurcation. W e have neverthelessincluded them ,

being instructive in explaining the observed trends.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

W e have considered a 
uid offreely-jointed hard di-

block copolym ers. The two polym er blocks A and B

consist ofslender O nsager rods ofdi�erent dim ensions

interacting via hard body repulsion only. W e apply a

DFT approach in the second virialapproxim ation from

�rstprinciples,and analytically constructlocalsolutions

to thestationarity equations,by m eansofa stability (bi-

furcation)analysisoftheisotropicphase.Spatialaswell

asorientationaldegreesoffreedom aretaken intoaccount

and consequently we obtain the spinodaldensities for

both the m icroseparated and the nem atic phases. It is

shown thatforlongpolym ersthesystem alwaysbecom es

unstable with respectto the m icroseparated phase �rst.

Consequently,thism eansthatentropy can induce M PS

in m uch the sam e way as it has been found to induce

other form s of spontaneous ordering before. Further-

m ore,the m echanism is determ ined solely by the (dif-

ference in) dim ensions ofthe rods and therefore has a

conceptually sim ple geom etricorigin.

In orderto m ake contactwith the literature on ther-

m otropicblock copolym erswetakethelim itofin�nitely

long polym ers in which the approxim ationsbecom e ex-

act. In addition,by assum ing a vanishing di�erence in
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thickness of the two types of rods, we can stillstudy

the com petition ofthe m icroseparated with the nem atic

phase.W epresentphasediagram sin term sofm odelpa-

ram etersshowing theregionsofstablem icroseparated or

nem atic ordering. W e also present the order along the

polym eratthe bifurcation ofthe m icroseparated phase.

In the present study,we have solved the stationarity

equationsup to �rst-orderin a bifurcation analysis.This

yields,apartfrom the location ofthe spinodalorbifur-

cation density,only the m agnitude ofthe density wave

vector and the sphericalharm onic m ode to which the

isotropic solution becom esunstable. However,the sym -

m etry ofthe bifurcating m icroseparated solution istyp-

ically determ ined by one orm ore m utually independent

(but equally long) vectors spanning the periodic phase

(e.g.lam ellar,hexagonalorbcc). In orderto obtain in-

form ation on the m utualorientation oftheselatticevec-

tors,and thuson thesym m etry ofthephase,ahigheror-

derbifurcation analysisshould beperform ed [31,56,57].

From these higherorderbifurcation equations,itisalso

possible to determ ine whetherthe phase transition isof

�rstorsecond orderand in the lattercase one could in

principlego on to constructthefullequilibrium solution

faraway from the bifurcation point[31].

W e have not checked the validity ofthe approxim a-

tions,Eqs.40 and 41 for �nite values ofM . However,

we can m ake a crude estim ate, a posteriori, by con-

cluding from Fig.3 that the bifurcating wave length is

of the order of the m ean square end-to-end distance,
~� = �=x � 1. Consequently, the wave vector is ap-

proxim ately, ~q = 2�=~� � 2� and if we assum e for a

m om entthatthe type-A rodsand type-B rodsarem ore

or less equally long, then the m ean-square end-to-end

distance is x2 � M l2A . This in turn im plies that the

nextordercorrectionsin Eqs.40 and 41 willbe oforder

(1
2
qlA )

2 � (1
2
� 2�)2=M � 10=M .(In factthe �rstorder

correction in (1
2
qlA )in Eq.41 doesnotcontributeto the

value ofthe bifurcation density,butonly to the form of

the eigenfunction.) Consequently,already forthiscrude

test case,the length ofthe polym er should be at least

longer than 10 (M > 10) in order for the corrections

to be sm allerthan the leading term . Thissuggeststhat

m uch highervaluesofM arerequired forthepresentap-

proach to yield quantitative agreem entwith the "true"

behaviour.

In any case,itwould bevery interesting to extend the

presentapproach to �nite valuesofM .However,thisis

notstraightforward,asthe correlationswithin the chain

would becom e non-G aussian. O ne strategy could be to

solve Eq.39 directly num erically butthiscould becom e

tedious for large num bers ofsegm ents. Another strat-

egy would be to m ake an expansion in 1=M using the

G aussian lim itasa reference state. Thislastroute was

followed by Fredrickson and Helfand [35]forLeibler’sdi-

block copolym ersand theresultswerecon�rm ed by sim -

ulations [37]. Indeed,there is a need forsuch a better-

than-G aussian treatm ent,especially when thetypicalor-

dering length scales are ofthe sam e sizes as the com -

ponents, e.g.for side chain liquid crystalline polym ers

form ing a sm ectic [58,59].

As already m entioned in the introduction, there is

as yet no experim ental system exhibiting M PS due

to the m echanism described in this paper. However,

considering the ongoing progress in the �eld of bio-

engineering [26,60],it m ay becom e possible to prepare

such a system .W e m ention again the possibility oflong

and thin polym ersconnected to TM V rodsin an appro-

priatesolvent.Thesolventm ay bea problem aswehave

thedoublerequirem entthatthepolym ersareattheir�-

pointand thatatthe sam e tim e the TM V rodsstillact

ashard particles.Still,such asystem ofentropicrod-coil

copolym erscould bedirectly com pared to thesim ulation

studies ofRefs.[50,51]. Additionally,it would be de-

scribed by Eq.39,which would than have to be solved

for the case ofM A = 1 and M B large. In a m ore gen-

eralcontext,it becom es increasingly clear that entropy-

induced e�ectsplay a prom inentrolein vivo [61],and it

m ay be that sim ilar m echanism s as described here pre-

vent dem ixing tendencies due to localconstraints [60].

O n the otherhand,the m echanism m ay also be ofrele-

vancein therm otropicsystem swherethetwocom ponents

ofblock copolym ersalso haveshort-rangeanisotropicre-

pulsions which are usually of di�erent range. In any

case, observing entropy-induced m icrophase separation

in m onodispersesystem swould certainly be an interest-

ing experim entalchallenge.
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A P P EN D IX A :T H E FO U R IER T R A N SFO R M ED

SEG M EN T -SEG M EN T M A Y ER FU N C T IO N

TheM ayerfunction �k;k0 oftwocylindricalrodlikeseg-

m entsk (with dim ensionslk;dk and coordinates(rk;!̂k))

and k0(with lk0;dk0 and (rk0;!̂k0))interactingviaahard-

corepotential(i.e.= 1 ;0 ifoverlap/no overlap)isgiven

by

�k;k0(rk � rk0;!̂k;!̂k0)=

�
� 1 ifoverlap

0 ifno overlap
(A1)

W edecom posethespatialvectorrk;k0 = rk� rk0 in term s

ofthe orientations,

rk;k0 = xk!̂k + xk0!̂k0 + xk;k0!̂k;k0 (A2)

with !̂k;k0 = (̂!k � !̂k0)=ĵ!k � !̂k0jthe unitvectorin the

perpendicular direction. There is overlap between the

two rodsforthefollowing rangesofthecoe�cients,x k 2

[� lk=2;lk=2],xk0 2 [� lk0=2;lk0=2]and xk;k0 2 [� (dk +

dk0)=2;(dk + dk0)=2].Next,the Fouriertransform ofthe
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M ayerfunction �̂k;k0 isgiven by

�̂k;k0(q;!̂k;!̂k0)=

Z

drk;k0e
� iq� r

k;k0�k;k0(rk;k0;!̂k;!̂k0);

(A3)

wherethevolum eofthein�nitesim alelem entisgiven by

drk;k0 = ĵ!k � !̂k0jdxkdxk0dxk;k0.Consequently,

�̂k;k0(q;!̂k;!̂k0)=

� ĵ!k � !̂k0j

Z lk =2

� lk =2

dxk

Z lk0=2

� lk0=2

dxk0

Z (dk + dk0)=2

� (dk + dk0)=2

dxk;k0�

exp[� i(xkq � !̂k + xk0q � !̂k0 + xk;k0q � !̂k;k0)]

= � lklk0(dk + dk0)ĵ!k � !̂
0
k0jj0

�
1

2
lkq � !̂k

�
�

j0
�
1

2
lk0q � !̂

0
k0

�
j0
�
1

2
(dk + dk0)q � !̂k;k0

�
(A4)

with the sphericalBesselfunction ofzeroth ordergiven

by j0(x) = sinx=x. In the O nsager lim it ofvery slen-

der rods,lk;lk0 � dk;dk0 while lklk0(dk + dk0) stays �-

nite. In our system ,we expect the wave length ofthe

m icroseparated phase to be atleastofthe order ofthe

lengths ofthe segm ents (although for large num ber of

segm ents itis even m uch larger). Consequently,in this

case,j(dk + dk0)qj� 1 and we use the leading order,

which is j0(
1

2
(dk + dk0)q � !̂k;k0) = 1. Then,our �nal

resultforthe M ayerfunction is

�̂k;k0(q;!̂k;!̂k0)= � lklk0(dk + dk0)ĵ!k � !̂
0
k0j�

j0
�
1

2
lkq � !̂k

�
j0
�
1

2
lk0q � !̂

0
k0

�
: (A5)

A P P EN D IX B :T H E EIG EN FU N C T IO N S O F

�̂k;k0(̂! � !̂
0
) FO R q = 0

Forq = 0,the Fouriertransform ed M ayerfunction is

�̂k;k0(̂! � !̂
0)= � lklk0(dk + dk0)ĵ! � !̂

0
j (B1)

= � lklk0(dk + dk0)
p
1� (̂! � !̂0)2 (B2)

and isthereforeuniaxial,i.e.dependenton asingleplanar

angle 
 = arccos(̂! � !̂0).Therefore,we can expand itin

term sofLegendrepolynom ials

�̂k;k0(̂! � !̂
0)= � lklk0(dk + dk0)

1X

j= 0

2j+ 1

4�
sjPj(̂! � !̂

0);

(B3)

with sj = 2�
R1
� 1

dx
p
1� x2Pj(x). Then,using the de-

com position in term sofsphericalharm onicsYj;i,wecan

rewritethisas

�̂k;k0(̂! � !̂
0)= � lklk0(dk + dk0)�

1X

j= 0

jX

i= � j

2j+ 1

4�
sjYj;i(̂! � ẑ)Y�j;i(̂!

0
� ẑ);(B4)

with the asterisk denoting the com plex conjugate and ẑ

som eunitvector.Itisnow directly seen thattheLegen-

drepolynom ialsareeigenfunctionsof�̂k;k0(̂! � !̂0)

Z

d!̂
0
�̂k;k0(̂! � !̂

0)Pj(̂!
0
� ẑ)= � lklk0(dk + dk0)sjPj(̂! � ẑ):

(B5)

A P P EN D IX C :SPA T IA L O R D ER W IT H IN T H E

P O LY M ER

Itispossible to calculate the bifurcating orderwithin

the polym er. In case offreely-jointed chains in the ne-

m atic phase this is trivialasthis exactly c
(2)
� fora seg-

m ent oftype �. However,in case ofM PS,segm ents of

type A close to the \joint" with B segm ents willtypi-

cally bem orea�ected by theB partofthepolym erthan

segm entsoftype A faraway from the joint. Thisorder

within the polym er can be obtained by calculating the

elem ents ofthe M -dim ensionalvectorc00 with elem ents

c
(0)
m and m 2 f1;� � � ;M g (see Eq.43). Therefore we

proceed by de�ning the m atrix F 0 (with a prim e)

F
0
m 2�;�0 =

1

M �0

X

k02�0

Fm ;k0; (C1)

where the averageisonly perform ed overthe second la-

beland therefore F 0
m ;�0 is M � 2 dim ensional. Then,if

thebifurcation densityforthem icroseparatedphase~nm ps

and the corresponding eigenvectorcm ps hasbeen calcu-

lated beforehand (from Eq.49),c00 can be com puted by

evaluating

c
0
0 = �

�~nm psM

4(1+ ~M )(1+ ~M ~l2 ~d)
F
0
G 0cm ps: (C2)

Theelem entsofF0 aregiven by

F
0
m 2A ;A =

1

M A

 

1+
2� (j0(qlA ))

m � 1
� (j0(qlA ))

M A � m

1� j0(qlA )

!

(C3)

F
0
m 2A ;B =

1

M B

(j0(qlA ))
M A � m 1� (j0(qlB ))

M B

1� j0(qlB )
(C4)

F
0
m 2B ;A =

1

M A

(j0(qlB ))
m � M A � 1 1� (j0(qlA ))

M A

1� j0(qlA )
(C5)

F
0
m 2B ;B =

1

M B

 

1+
2� (j0(qlB ))

m � 1� M A � (j0(qlB ))
M � m

1� j0(qlB )

!

(C6)
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where m 2 f1;� � � ;MA g when m 2 A and m 2 fM A +

1;� � � ;M gwhen m 2 B .Foreach oftheseelem entsagain

holdsthattheaverageofm yieldsthem atrixF (seeabove

Eq.45 and Eq.48),i.e.

F�;�0 =
1

M �

X

m 2�

F
0
m 2�;�0: (C7)

In the G aussian lim it, we have to de�ne a continuous

\label",s= m =M ,with m and M going to in�nity such

that s keeps its value. Consequently,s 2 [0;1]and F0

becom es

F
0
A ;A (s2 A)=

6

q2
A

�

2� exp

�

�
q2A

6
s(1+ ~M )

�

� exp

�

�
q2A

6
(1� s(1+ ~M ))

��

(C8)

F
0
A ;B (s2 A)=

6

q2
B

�

1� exp

�

�
q2B

6

��

�

exp

�

�
q2A

6
(1� s(1+ ~M ))

�

(C9)

F
0
B ;A (s2 B)=

6

q2
A

�

1� exp

�

�
q2A

6

��

�

exp

"

�
q2B

6
(s
1+ ~M

~M
�

1

~M
)

#

(C10)

F
0
B ;B (s2 B)=

6

q2
B

 

2� exp

"

�
q2B

6

 

s
1+ ~M

~M
�

1

~M

! #

� exp

"

�
q2B

6
(1� s)

1+ ~M

~M

#!

(C11)

where s 2 [0; 1

1+ ~M
]when s 2 A and s 2 [ 1

1+ ~M
;1]when

s 2 B. Note that in the G aussian lim it F0 is sim ply a

2� 2m atrix,however,with s-dependence.Consequently,

unlikeF,F0isnotsym m etric.And additionally,also the

M -dim ensionaleigenvectorbecom es2-dim ensional,

c
0
0(s)=

 

c
0(0)

A
(s2 A)

c
0(0)

B
(s2 B )

!

: (C12)

Finally,it has to be noted that in the G aussian lim it,

�rst the product ofG 0 and cm ps has to be taken and

only then the lim itcan be applied to (G 0cm ps).


