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Sem iexible Polym ers in a R andom Environm ent
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W e present using sim ple scaling argum ents and one step replica sym m etry breaking a theory

for the localization ofsem iexible polym ers in a quenched random environm ent. In contrast to

com pletely exible polym ers,localization ofsem iexible polym ers dependsnotonly on the details

ofthe disorder but also on the ease with which polym ers can bend. The interplay ofthese two

e�ectscan lead to the delocalization ofa localized polym erwith an increase in eitherthe disorder

density or the sti�ness. O urtheory provides a generalcriterion for the delocalization ofpolym ers

with varying degrees ofexibility and allows us to propose a phase diagram for the highly folded

(localized)statesofsem iexible polym ersasa function ofthe disorderstrength and chain rigidity.

PACS num bers:36.20.-rM acrom oleculesand polym erm olecules-05.40.-a Fluctuation phenom ena,random

processes,noise and Brownian m otion -75.10.N rSpin-glassand otherrandom m odels-71.55.Jv D isordered

structures;am orphous and glassy solids

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

In problem sconcerningexiblepolym ersin disordered
m edia,disorderseem stoplayam oreim portantrolethan
theconform ationalpropertiesofthepolym ers[1-12].The
e�ect is usually m anifested in the size ofthe polym er,
which in a sim plebutratherunrealisticcaseofG aussian
chainsin a random potential,isfound to beindependent
ofthe chain length L. The radius ofgyration in three
dim ensionssim ply scalesasR ’ b=(~�=b 3),where b isa
typicalcuto� length and playsthe (undeterm ined)role
ofthe segm ent size,and ~� is the disorder strength at
a given system volum e. The problem ,however,is aca-
dem ic m ainly on two accounts:�rstly,the e�ectsdue to
excluded volum einteractionsarecom pletelyignored,and
secondlythee�ectsof�niteextensibilityarenotcaptured
by the in�nitely exible G aussian chains. Itis conceiv-
ablethattheinclusion ofthesee�ects,though nontrivial,
can m odify ourpresentunderstanding ofthe problem .
An e�ortin thisdirection hasrecently been m ade by

accountingforthee�ectsofexcluded volum einteractions
[12]. The results show that a chain undergoes a delo-
calization transition as the strength ofthe self-avoiding
interaction isincreased.Sincelocalization isusually con-
sidered as�lling up ofthe entropic traps | created by
random ness | with polym eric m aterials, it is under-
standable that a self-avoiding chain can �llthese holes
up to a density close to �b3 � O (1) (� is the m onom er
density)beforedelocalizing and m oving to thenexthole.
ForG aussian chains,on thecontrary,delocalization does
not occur sim ply because they have an in�nite stored
length and no lim itup to which the holescan be �lled.
In thispaperweaddressthesecond oftheabovem en-

tioned problem s,i.e.,sem iexible polym ersin a random
environm ent.Sincesem iexiblepolym ersare�nitely ex-
tensible,the theory recti�esthe in�nitely exible G aus-
sian chain m odeland serves as a usefuldescription for
localization ofchainswith varying degreesofexibility.
In contrastto G aussian chains,localization ofsem iex-
ible polym ersdependsratherstrongly on the conform a-

tionalpropertiesofthepolym er,i.e.,theeasewith which
a chain can bend and eventually adopt highly packed
folded states.W hileapolym erlocalizesatacertain �xed
strength ofthe disorder,it can get delocalized with an
increase in the sti�ness which can be broughtaboutby
decrease in the tem perature. A chain ofa given �xed
sti�ness,on theotherhand,can getdelocalized with the
increase in the disorder strength. The interplay ofthe
disorderstrength and bending energy isinstrum entalin
bringing aboutlocalization ofsem iexible polym ers.
Thefollowingsection reviewsthesalientfeaturesofthe

worm like chain (W LC)m odel;itprovidesa generalcri-
terion forlocalization ofa sem iexible chain in random
environm entusing sim plescaling argum ents.Section III
sum m arizes the analyticaldi�culties involved in treat-
ing the W LC m odeland discussesthe W einerm odelfor
sti� chains. Section IV presents a rigorous analysis of
sem iexible chains in random m edia using the one step
replica sym m etry breaking calculations. The resultsare
sum m arized in Section V.The details of the one step
replica sym m etry calculationsare included in Appendix
A.

II. M O D EL A N D SC A LIN G

Thecon�gurationalstatisticsofasem iexiblepolym er
isdescribed by theworm likechain m odel[15,16].In this
m odel,achain isconsideredasacontinuouscurveoftotal
length L param eterized by an arclength variables.The
variation ofthe unit tangentvectoru(s)= @r(s)=@s at
di�erent points along the curve with respect to the arc
length variabledeterm inestheenergycostofbending[15-
24].To the lowestscalarorderin @u(s)=@s,the bending
energy isgiven by

�H =
lp

2

Z L

0

ds

�
@u

@s

� 2

; (1)

where� is(kB T)� 1 and lp isthepersistencelength ofthe
polym er.Itisa m easureofthedistanceoverwhich bond
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vectorsarecorrelated,and hencedeterm inesthee�ective
sti�nessofthechain.In general,thecorrelation between
theunittangentvectorsattwo di�erentpointsalong the
chain backbonedecaysexponentially,and isgiven by

hu(s)� u(s0)i= exp(� js� s
0j=lp): (2)

The persistence length is related to the bending energy
� by lp = ��.Ifsuch a chain interactswith N random ly
distributed obstacles,the Ham iltonian isofthe form

�H =
lp

2

Z L

0

ds

�
@u

@s

� 2

+
NX

i= 1

Z L

0

dsW [r(s)� ri]; (3)

wherer(s)istheposition vectorofa segm entatdistance
sfrom oneend ofthechain;and ri istheposition vector
ofthe ith obstacle. W is the potentialthat describes
the interaction between the polym er and the obstacles,
the form ofwhich isyetto be speci�ed. Ifthe obstacle
density �(r)isde�ned by

�(r)=
NX

i= 1

�(r� ri); (4)

the potentialcan sim ply be written as

NX

i= 1

W [r(s)� ri]=

Z

drW [r(s)� r]�(r): (5)

Atthe sim plestlevelofdescription,the obstacle density
can be assum ed to havea G aussian distribution [2,3]:

P [�(r)]= exp

�

�
1

2

Z

dr
(�(r)� �0)2

�0

�

; (6)

where�0 isthe m ean obstacledensity given by

�0 =
1

V

Z

dr�(r): (7)

To describe the e�ectofthe disorder,one needsto per-
form an averageoverthe obstacle density.Since the av-
erageisquenched,theestim ation ofthefreeenergy relies
on a di�culttask ofcom puting the averageofthe loga-
rithm ofthe partition function Z. The problem is usu-
ally circum vented by introducing n independentreplicas
ofthe initialsystem such that

lnZ = lim
n! 0

(Z n � 1)=n: (8)

The replicated partition function can easily be averaged
overthe G aussian random potentialgiven by Eq.(6)to
yield

hZ ni=

Z
r(L )= R

r(0)= 0

D [r(s)]exp[� �Hn]; (9)

wherethe e�ectiveHam iltonian isgiven by

�H n =
lp

2

nX

�= 1

Z L

0

ds

�
@u�(s)

@s

� 2

�
�0

2

nX

�;�= 1

Z L

0

ds

Z L

0

ds
0
U [r�(s)� r�(s

0)];(10)

where

U [r�(s)� r�(s
0)]=

Z

drW [r�(s)� r]W [r�(s
0)� r](11)

Iftheinteraction between thepolym erand theobstacles
isassum ed to beshortranged,i.e.,W [r]/ �(r),then the
potentialcan beexpressed in term softhenaturalscales,
i.e.,U (r) � gl4p�(r). In writing the last expression for
U (r),we have introduced a dim ensionlesscoupling con-
stant g, which in generalcontains m icroscopic details.
Thenatural(short)lengthscalede�ned in theproblem is
thepersistencelength lp itself.Therefore,wecan express
the scaling ofthe potentialin term s ofthe persistence
length;this m akes the second term ofEq. (10) dim en-
sionless,as should be the case [2]. Having substituted
this form ofthe potential,the e�ective Ham iltonian is
given by

�H n =
lp

2

nX

�= 1

Z L

0

ds

�
@u�(s)

@s

� 2

�
�

2

nX

�;�= 1

Z L

0

ds

Z L

0

ds
0
�[r�(s)� r�(s

0)];(12)

where� = gl4p�0 and hasthe dim ensionsoflength.For-
m ally the second term in the above expression can be
interpreted as a random potentialwhich acts along the
contourofthechain;itisastartingpointofm anystudies
on polym ersin a disordered environm ent(see e.g.[13]).
In the presentstudy,the use ofan array ofobstaclesin-
stead ofa random potentialintroducesa naturallength
scale in term s ofthe m ean distance between the obsta-
cles,lobs ’ 1=�1=30 . It turns out to be usefulsince this
length scale can directly be com pared with the persis-
tence length in variousphysicalsituations.
Letusproceed byprovidingaroughestim ateofthedif-

ferentenergiesinvolved using sim ple scaling argum ents.
This can be done by dim ensionalanalysis ofthe above
Ham iltonian.In thecaseofannealed averagethereisno
coupling between variousreplicas,thatis� = �,and the
replica trick is not necessary. The free energy in three
dim ensionsscalesas

� hF i’
lpL

R 2
� �

L2

R 3
: (13)

The �rstterm accountsfor the bending energy penalty
(perkB T)fora chain oflength L.Itistypically de�ned
as the ratio ofthe bending force constant �� (= lp) to
the radius ofcurvature R. Note that the �rst term in
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Eq.(12)correspondsto the bending energy pertherm al
energy ofa sem iexiblechain.Thederivativeofthetan-
gentvectoru(s)isnothing butthe localcurvature.The
second term correspondsto excluded volum etype inter-
actions between the chain segm ents,which by virtue of
thedisorderaverage,aree�ectively attractive.In thean-
nealed casetheproblem issim ilarto a sem iexiblechain
with attractiveinteractions.
In the case ofquenched disorder,on the other hand,

there isa coupling between variousreplicasand the free
energy scalesas

� hF i’
lpL

R 2
� ~� 1=2 L

R 3=2
; (14)

where the second term in Eq. (14) describes a typical
energy barrier ofthe quenched random potential; it is
usually estim ated asthe rootofthe variance using sim -
ple dim ensionalanalysis [7,13]. It is to be noted that
~� = �jlnV j,where V is the volum e ofsystem . The
issue of�nite system volum e is im portant for the case
ofquenched disordersincein an in�niterandom m edium
quenched and annealed disorderslead tothesam eresults
[4,11]. In what follows it is assum ed that the system
volum e ism uch largerthan the polym erdim ensionsR 3.
The m inim um ofquenched free energy estim ate yields
the following resultforthe sizeofthe chain,

R loc ’ lp

�
lp

~�

�

; (15)

which,asin the lim itoftotally exible chains,doesnot
depend on the chain length itselfbut is com pletely de-
term ined by thedisorderand thepersistencelength.Al-
though thesizeturnsoutto besim ilarto thatofa G aus-
sian chain,its dependence on lp instead ofb suggestsa
naturalcondition on the dim ensionlessratio lp=~�.That
thisindeed isthecasecan beseen from thefollowing ar-
gum ents: when the chain isreasonably sti� lp � L and
R loc can atm ostbeoftheorderofL,which im m ediately
im pliesthatlp=L � ~�=lp;in thelim itofsu�ciently ex-
ible chains,it is expected thatR loc � Rgauss(�

p
Llp),

which im plies(lp=L)1=2 � ~�=lp.
In addition to theuppercut-o� on thesizeR loc,there

isa lowercut-o�,which isim portantfora exible chain
and suggests that R loc can not be less than the persis-
tence length lp. R loc � lp therefore im plies ~�=lp � 1.
Fora exible chain,i.e.,L=lp > 1,the latterconstraint
togetherwith theconstraintlp=L � ~�=lp can besum m a-
rized as

�
lp

L

� 1=2

�
~�

lp
� 1: (16)

Thesecond inequality im pliesthatlp < (g�0)� 1=3,which
suggests that as the chain becom e sti�er it localizes at
progressively lower density ofthe disorder �0. In other

words,sincelobs � �
� 1=3

0 thechain islocalized aslong as
itspersistencelength lp islessthan them ean separation

between the obstacles lobs. It is to be noted that the
size ofthe chain hasa sim ple interpretation in term sof
the obstacle density. This can be seen by substituting
� / l4p�0 into Eq. (15) to produce R loc / lp(lobs=lp)3.
Then thecriterion forlocalization,asdiscussed above,is
sim ply given by the com parison between the persistence
length and the m ean distance between the obstacles.
Asdiscussed in theIntroduction,aG aussian chain un-

dergoesa continuousdecreasein itssizewith an increase
in the obstacle density since the chain can be packed
without lim it into the cavities form ed by the obstacles.
In thepresenceofexcluded volum einteractions,however,
a G aussian chain can �llthis cavity only up to a point
beforedelocalizing and m oving on to the nextcavity;at
high obstacle density the chain eventually localizes by
form ing pearlnecklaces(asdiscussed in Ref. [12]). The
present theory shows that a sem iexible chain without

excluded volum einteractionscan delocalizewhen theob-
stacle density and persistence length are related by Eq.
(16). This isin m arked constrastto the in�nitely exi-
bleG aussian chain which can delocalizeonly when aided
by the excluded volum e interaction. In whatfollowswe
shallstudy thelocalization-delocalization transition ofa
sem iexible chain in the absence ofexcluded volum e in-
teractions,paying specialattention to the exible lim it
(L=lp > 1).W e willshow thateven in the exible lim it,
new physicsarisesbecausethepersistencelength de�nes
a lowercut-o� length scale which isabsentin the G aus-
sian chain.W ewillalso com pareourresultsin thislim it
to earlierresultsforthe G aussian chain.
Eq.(16)providesageneralcriterion forthedelocaliza-

tion ofa polym erwith varying degree ofexibility.The
nextsection addressessom eofthedi�cultiesinvolved in
treating theworm likechain m odeland presentsa sim pli-
�ed m odelto treatsem iexibility.

III. G A U SSIA N ST IFF C H A IN S

The worm like chain m odel,though a proper descrip-
tion of sem iexible polym ers, su�ers from its analyti-
calintractability in a large num ber ofapplications due
to the constraint of �nite extensibility, i.e., ju(s)2j =
1;8s 2 [0;L]. In m any ofthe practicalproblem s,there-
fore,itiscustom ary to relax the localconstraintofunit
tangent vector with the globalconstraint



ju(s)2j

�
= 1

[17-24],producing a rather sim ple m odelin which the
chain Ham iltonian has a connectivity term along with
the bending energy term :

�H 0 =
�

2

Z L

0

dsu(s)2 +
�

2

Z L

0

ds

�
@u(s)

@s

� 2

(17)

Them ean squareend-to-end distanceobtained using the
above Ham iltonian is identicalwith that ofthe worm -
like chain m odelwhen � = 3=2lp and � = 3lp=2 [17-24].
The correlation between the unittangentvectors,when
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calculated from the aboveHam iltonian,isofthe form

hu(s)� u(s0)i= exp(� js� s
0j=l0); (18)

wherel0 = 2lp=3.Thecom parison oftheaboveEquation
with Eq.(2)suggeststhatthepersistencelength forthis
approxim atem odelforsti� chainsissm allerby a factor
of2=3 [20,21,24]. This isnota seriousconcern in the
contextofthepresentproblem sincetheG aussian m odel
containsthe essence ofsem iexiblity,i.e.,�nite extensi-
bility,while rem aining analytically tractable. M oreover,
the di�erence between lp and l0 becom eslessim portant
in higherdim ensions[21].
Asbefore,webegin bywritingdown thefreeenergyfor

thissim pli�ed m odelusingdim ensionalanalysisorFlory-
Im ry-M a argum entswhich includes the W iener stretch-
ing term :

�F ’
R 2

lpL
+
lpL

R 2
�

 
~�

R 3

! 1=2

L: (19)

Asexpected,when the�rstterm isignored,and thefree
energyism inim ized with respecttoR,oneobtainsR loc =
l2p=

~�.However,theW iener-term allowsform oreentropy,
and itisnaturalto ask forperturbation around R loc.W e
look forsolutionsofthe form

R = R loc(1+ �); (20)

where � is a sm allcorrection. W hen Eq. (16) is m ini-
m ized with respectto R,and Eq. (20)issubstituted in
the resulting expression,� turnsoutto be ofthe form

� /
1

1+ (L=lp)2(~�=lp)4
: (21)

In theexiblelim itoflp < L,Eq.(16)suggests ~�=lp < 1
and Eq.(20)reducesto

R � Rloc

0

@ 1�

 
~�

lp

! 4
1

A : (22)

Although these scaling argum ents appear to be reason-
able and in accord with the physicalintuition,the ap-
propriate conditions and justi�cations rem ain to be re-
covered from a m ore rigorous analysis. The next sec-
tion presentsa system atic approach to thisproblem us-
ing Feynm an variationalm ethod in replica space. Since
for delocalized phases the replica sym m etry breaking is
no longer essential,the idea is to see ifcriteria for lo-
calization and delocalization can be derived from stan-
dard replica techniquesusing onestep replica sym m etry
breaking.

IV . VA R IA T IO N A L M ET H O D IN R EP LIC A

SPA C E

A sem iexible polym er in presence of the random ly
distributed obstaclescon�ned in a harm onicpotentialis

ofthe form

�H =
�

2

Z L

0

ds

�
@r(s)

@s

� 2

+
�

2

Z L

0

ds

�
@2r(s)

@s2

� 2

+
NX

i= 1

Z L

0

dsW [r(s)� ri]+
�

2

Z L

0

dsr(s)2; (23)

where � is the strength ofthe harm onic potentialand
de�nesthe system size;the im portanceofthisterm will
be discussed shortly.
Following the sam e stepsasused to obtain Eq. (12),

the quench average over the obstacle density produces
the following e�ective Ham iltonian:

�H n =
�

2

nX

a= 1

Z L

0

ds

�
@ra(s)

@s

� 2

+
�

2

nX

a= 1

Z L

0

ds

�
@2ra(s)

@s2

� 2

+
�

2

nX

a= 1

Z L

0

dsra(s)
2

�
�

2

nX

a;b= 1

Z L

0

ds

Z L

0

ds
0
�[ra(s)� rb(s

0)]: (24)

Itistobenoted thatcarryingoutan averageoverthedis-
orderdensity producesan e�ectiveattractiveinteraction
ofstrength � between di�erentreplicas.To estim atethe
average free energy we em ploy the Feynm an variational
m ethod in replica space[2,25],which isofthe form

nhF i= hH n � hnihn �
1

�

Z

� n
a= 1D [ra(s)]e

� �hn ; (25)

where hn is the G aussian trialHam iltonian with varia-
tionalfunction �(s� s0) characterizing the strength of
the harm onicpotential:

�hn =
�

2

nX

a= 1

Z L

0

ds

�
@ra(s)

@s

� 2

+
�

2

nX

a= 1

Z L

0

ds

�
@2ra(s)

@s2

� 2

+
nX

a= 1

�

2

Z L

0

dsra(s)
2

�

nX

a;b= 1

Z L

0

ds

Z L

0

ds
0
�ab(s� s

0)ra(s)� rb(s): (26)

De�ning the m atrix ofcorrelationsby

hra(s)� rb(s
0)i=

3

L

X

q

e
� iq(s� s

0
)
G ab(q); (27)

and substituting into Eqs. (24),(25)and (26),the free
energy sim pli�esto

� hF i

L
= const+

3

2nL

nX

a= 1

X

q

(�q4 + �q
2 + �)G aa(q)

�
3

2nL

X

q

Trln[G (q)]
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�
�

2n

nX

a;b= 1

Z L

0

dx

Z
dk

(2�)3
e
�

k
2

L

P

q
G aa (q)(1� e

� iqx
)

�
�

2n

nX

a6= b

Z L

0

dx

Z
dk

(2�)3

� e
�

k
2

2L

P

q
(G aa (q)+ G bb(q)� 2G abe

� iqx
)
; (28)

wheredelta function ofEq.(24)hasbeen exponentiated
and averaged overtheG aussian random potentialtopro-
ducethelasttwo term sin theaboveequation.G ab(q)is
thepropagatorwith respectto thetrialHam iltonian hn:

G ab(q)= [(�q4 + �q
2 + �)�ab � �ab(q)]

� 1
: (29)

�ab(q),in general,isan n � n m atrix,which in the case
of replica sym m etric solution can be represented by a
sim ple variationalansatz:

�ab(q)= � �ab[�
0

d�q;0+ �d(1� �q;0)]+ �(1� �ab)�q;0; (30)

where the diagonalvariationalparam eters �d0’s repre-
senting the q = 0 m odes have been separated from
allother m odes (represented by �d’s) to avoid working
with in�nite num berofvariationalparam eters.The o�-
diagonalterm shave been considered to depend only on
the q = 0 m ode,as is conventionally done [11]. Trans-
lational invariance of the variationalfunction requires
P

b
�ab(q = 0)= 0,resulting in a condition �d

0+ � = 0
thatleavesonly two ofthe variationalparam etersinde-
pendent.
Ithasbeen argued by Catesand Ballthatin thether-

m odynam iclim itofin�nitesystem sizetheannealed and
quenched average should be the sam e, and an in�nite
G aussian chain should alwaysbecollapsed [4].Thatthis
indeed isthecasehasbeen shown by G oldshm idt,where
the � ! 0 lim it corresponds to an in�nite system size,
and the replica sym m etric solution for a quenched ran-
dom potentialrecoverstheresultsoftheannealed disor-
der. O n the contrary,when � is taken to be �nite,the
replica sym m etric solution isfound to be an inadequate
description ofthe problem ,especially at high disorder
strength wherereplicasym m etry needstobebroken [11].
The im portance ofweak replica sym m etry breaking was
recognized by oneofusearlier[10],wherea special�eld
theoretic description ofpolym ersin strong disorderwas
used. In general,for problem s concerning random po-
tentials with short range correlations,one step replica
sym m etry breaking hasbeen found to be a su�cientde-
scription [25].In whatfollows,therefore,weem ploy one
step replica sym m etry breaking to estim ate the sizeofa
sem iexible polym erin a quenched random distribution
ofobstacles.
From Eq. (27),the m ean square end-to-end distance

ofa polym erin term softhepropagatorG (q)isgiven by



R

2
�
= lim

n! 0

3

n

nX

a;b= 1

Z
dq

2�
(G aa(q)+ G bb(q)� 2Gab(q)e

� iqL );

(31)

where in the lim itoflarge L the sum m ation overq has
been replaced by an integral. Eqs. (29)and (30)when
substituted into the aboveequation followed by integra-
tion overq produces



R

2
�
=

3

(� + 2�1=2
d

�1=2)1=2 �1=2
d

(1�

1

�
1=2

+ � �
1=2

�

(�1=2+ e
� �

1=2

�
�
1=2

L =�
1=2

� �
1=2

�
e
� �

1=2

+
�
1=2

L =�
1=2

)
�

; (32)

where �� = [1� (1� 4��d=�2)1=2]=2 and �d isthe vari-
ationalparam eter to be determ ined by m inim izing the
variationalfree energy within one step replica breaking
schem e[11,25].
In replicasym m etry breakingschem e,then� n m atrix

G (q)in thelim itofn ! 0 isparam eterized by a function
g(q;u),where u is a continuousvariable that is de�ned
in theinterval[0;1].Thediagonalelem ents,on theother
hand,areparam eterized by ~g(q)such that

lim
n! 0

nX

a;b= 1

G ab(q)= ~g(q)� hg(q)i; (33)

wherehg(q)i=
R1
0
dug(q;u).

The idea is to com pute the inverse ofa hierarchical
m atrix H (q) = [(�q4 + �q2 + �)�ab � �ab(q)]such that
G (q)= H (q)� 1.Them atrix H (q),in thelim itofn ! 0,
issim ilarly param eterized by the diagonalelem ent ~h(q)
and o�-diagonalelem enth(q;u)given by

h(q;u)= �q
4+ �q2+ �d

0
�q;0+ (1� �q;0)�d� �(q;u); (34)

In one step replica sym m etry breaking,the sym m etry is
broken ata pointuc,and the function isde�ned by

�(q;u) = �0 �q;0; u < uc;

= �1 �q;0; u > uc: (35)

Translationalinvarianceofthevariationalfunction in the
lim itofn ! 0 forthe caseofonestep replica sym m etry
breaking requires�d0+ uc�0 + (1� uc)�1 = 0.Thevari-
ationalfree energy,asgiven by Eq. (28),in the lim itof
n ! 0 isthereforeofthe form :

� hF i

L
= const+

3

2

Z
dq

2�
(�q4 + �q

2 + �)~g(q)

+ lim
n! 0

3

2n

Z
dq

2�
Trln[H (q)]

�
�

2

Z L

0

dx

Z
dk

(2�)3
e
� k

2

R
dq

2�
~g(q)(1� e

� iqx
)

�
�

2

Z 1

0

du

Z L

0

dx

Z
dk

(2�)3
e
� k

2

R
dq

2�
(~g(q)� g(q;u)e

� iqx
)
:

(36)

The details of the replica sym m etry breaking (RSB)
m ethod aredescribed in thepaperby M �ezard and Parisi



6

[25],the appendix ofwhich providesthe explicitexpres-
sionsforsom eoftheterm sintroduced in theaboveequa-
tion.O nestep replica sym m etry breaking stepsrelevant
tothepresentproblem arefurnished in Appendix A.The
freeenergy asgiven by Eq.(A14),in thelim itoflargeL
and � ! 0,isdom inated by

� hF i

L
= const�

3�dg0
4

+
3

2g0�1=2�
1=2

d

� ~� 1=2
g
� 3=4

0 ; (37)

where g0 = (� + 2�1=2
d

�1=2)� 1=2�d� 1=2 and ~� =
3�jln�j=(2�) 3=2. The m inim ization ofthe free energy
with respectto �d producesthefollowingalgebraicequa-
tion:

~� 4(� + 2�1=2
d

�
1=2)7 � �d = 0: (38)

That Eq. (32) is a valid description in both sti� and
exible lim it can be seen as follows: In the absence of
disorder(corresponding to �d ! 0),when L�1=2=�1=2 �
1;



R

2
�
� 3L=�(� 2Llp) (the exible lim it); when

�1=2L=�1=2 � 1;


R

2
�
� L2 (the rod lim it).

V . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A . Localization-D elocalization Transition

W hen � = 3=2lp and � = 3lp=2aresubstituted intoEq.
(38),it can be rewritten in the following dim ensionless
form :

� 0
4(1+ 3�0

1=2)7 � �0 = 0; (39)

where� 0 = ~�=l0,�0 = �dl0
3 and l0 = 2lp=3.

The range of applicability of one-step RSB solution
can qualitatively be seen from the behaviorofuc,which
isde�ned in the interval[0;1].The form ofuc,asgiven

by Eq.(A11),suggeststhatjln�j� L~� 1=2=g
3=4

0 ,where

g0 � l20(1 + 3�0)� 1=2�
� 1=2

0 . Since jln�j’ jlnV j,the
above inequality im pliesthata chain localizeswhen the
binding energy is greaterthan the translationalenergy.
Itisto be noted thatthisinequality arisesasa natural
condition on the validity ofreplica sym m etry breaking
solution.In theexiblelim itofL=l0 > 1 and l0 ! 0,Eq.
(39)suggeststhat�0 � (~�=l0)4,and theaboveinequality
yields (l0=L)1=2jln�j1=2 � ~�=l0, the form of which is
sam e as suggested using sim ple scaling argum ents after
Eq.(15).
Eq.(39)can besolved num erically for�0 asafunction

of� 0. The results are sum m arized in Fig. (1);the de-
localized region correspondsto the case where one-step
RSB doesnotprovidephysically m eaningfulsolutionsto
thedim ensionlessvariationalparam eter�0.Asisevident
from Fig.(1),thechain islocalized aslong asthecondi-
tion ~�=l0 � 1issatis�ed.Thelattercondition introduces
an uppercut-o� on the dim ensionlessratio ~�=l0;itsug-
geststhatin theexiblelim it(0 < lp=L < 1),fora given

0.125 0.25 0.5 1
∆0

1

10

100

1
/σ

01
/2

LOCALIZED

DELOCALIZED

FIG .1: Num ericalsolution ofEq. (39) representing local-

ization -delocalization transition as the dim ensionless vari-

ational param eter �0 and dim ensionless disorder strength

� 0 = ~�=l0 are varied.

persistencelength,thereexistacriticaldisorderstrength
~� c(< l0)abovewhich the chain delocalizes.
The G aussian approxim ation for sem iexible chains

forbidsustoconsiderrigorouslythelocalization ofarigid
rod [17-21].In whatfollows,we restrictourselvesto the
lim it ofinterm ediate sti�ness 0 < lp=L < 1. The real
sti� lim itofL=lp < 1 requiresa separatetreatm ent.

B . T he size ofa sem iexible polym er in disorder

In theexiblelim itofl0 ! 0,Eq.(39)can besolved to
quadratic orderin �0. The resulting expression isgiven
by

�
1=2

0 =
� 4
0[1+ (1+ 12(1� �40)=7�

4
0)
1=2]

2(1� �40)
: (40)

W hen � = 3=2lp and � = 3lp=2 are substituted into Eq.
(31),the resulting expression can be written in the fol-
lowing form :



R

2
�
=

3l20

(1+ 3�1=20 )1=2 �1=20

 

1�
1

�
1=2

+ � �
1=2

�

� (�1=2+ e
� 2�

1=2

�
L =3l0 � �

1=2

�
e
� 2�

1=2

+
L =3l0)

�

;(41)

where �� = [1 � (1 � 9�0)1=2]=2. In the exible lim it
ofL=l0 > 1,to leading orderin l0,the above expression
can be sim pli�ed to produce the following approxim ate
expression forthe m ean squareend-to-end distance:



R

2
�
=

3l20

�
1=2

0

(1� exp(� �
1=2

0 L=l0)): (42)
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0.01 0.1 1
∆0

0.001

0.01

0.1

1

<
R

2
>

/3
L

l 0

FIG . 2: Log-log plot of the norm alized m ean square end-

to-end distance


R

2
�
=3Llp vs. the dim ensionless disorder

strength � 0 = ~�=l0. The curve is the num ericalsolution of

Eqs.(39)and (41)forthe ratio L=l0 = 100:0.

In the lim itoflow disorderstrength � 0 ! 0,R � l20=
~�,

which is sam e as Eq. (15) obtained using scaling argu-
m ents. W hen the disorder strength reaches its critical
value corresponding to � 0 � 1,R � l30=

~� 2. The lat-
ter suggests that when the average separation between
the obstacles is of the order of the persistence length
(lobs � �

� 1=3

0 � l0),the disordercan explore the length
scaleoverwhich bending energy isstored.Sinceany fur-
therincreasein thedisorderdensity am ountsto high en-
ergy penalty forbending,the polym erdelocalizesabove
the criticaldensity. The decrease in the size close to
~�=l0 ’ 1 can therefore be attributed to the dom inance
ofthebending m odeatthislength scale.Theresultsare
sum m arized quantitatively in Fig.(2),which isa num er-
icalsolution ofEqs. (39) and (41) and shows a sharp
decrease in the size ofthe polym er close to the critical
disorderstrength.Theseresultsarein contrastto to the
conventionalstudies on the localization of a G aussian
chain,which is a fractal,and undergoes a m onotonous
decreasein thesizewith theincreasein thedisorderden-
sity.In thelim itof~�=l0 < 1,to the�rstordercorrection
in ~�=l0,thesizeisgiven by R � l2p(1� ~� 4=l40)=~�,which
is sim ilar to Eq. (22). The one step replica sym m etry
breaking,therefore,supportsthe scaling argum entspre-
sented in Section III.

It is to be noted that in the above analysis we have
used l0 instead oflp as the persistence length. This is
because l0 = 2lp=3 appears as the naturalpersistence
length for G aussian sti� chains,an issue that has been
discussed in Sec.III.In therestofouranalysislp willbe
used asthe persistence length.

C . T he �nalstate ofthe polym er

W hen the polym er is able to �nd a suitable region
am ong the obstacles, its conform ation m ust contain a
rich structure. Though the results ofthe previous sec-
tion show a dram aticdecreasein the chain sizewith the
increasein thedisorderstrength,they say nothing about
severaldi�erentfolded statesachain can adoptasafunc-
tion ofthechain rigidity L=lp and dim ensionlessdisorder
strength ~�=lp. In whatfollowswe propose a phase dia-
gram forseveralpossible com pactstatesofthe localized
polym erby com paring theirsurfaceenergies.
Sincean averageoverthedisorderdensity producesan

e�ectiveattractiveinteraction between chain segm ents,a
chain can �nd itselfin severalcom pactstatesdepending
on its sti�ness. For a fully exible chain the com pact
state isexpected to be a globule;a sti�erchain,on the
otherhand,hasa tendency to wind around itselfm any
tim esto form a toroid [26,27].In presenceofobstacles,
thesizeofacirculartoroidcanbeobtained bym inim izing
the freeenergy ofthe form

�F =
lpR

2
s

Rb2
�

 
~�

R 3

! 1=2

L; (43)

where b is the m onom er size and lp is the length over
which m onom ersofsize b are correlated.The �rstterm
accounts for the bending energy ofa toroid [28];R s is
theradiusofthetorustube,and R istheradiusfrom the
centeroftheholetothecenterofthetube.M inim ization
ofthe free energy with respect to R yields R ’ l2p=

~�

and R s ’ ~� 1=2L1=2b=lp,where the volum e constraint,
V = 2�2RR 2

s = Lb2,has been used. As expected,the
m inorradiusR s growsattheexpenseofthem ajorradius
R with the decrease in the persistence length im plying
that for a given disorder strength there exist a critical
ratio ofLcrit=lp abovewhich the chain prefersto be in a
globularstate.Com parison ofthesurfaceenergy penalty
ofatoroid St ’ RRs with respecttoa sphereSg ’ R2

suggestsLcrit=lp ’ (lp=~�)3(lp=b)2,where isthesurface
tension. As expected,for high disorder strength, ~�=lp,
and,L=lp > Lcrit=lp,thechain prefersto bein a globular
state. In the opposite lim it the chain adopts a toroidal
state.
W hen the disorderstrength ishigh,a chain can pack

densely only ifitchoosesa m ean direction thata given
distribution ofobstaclesim poses.In otherwords,a high
obstacle density favors anisotropy in structures,and it
seem sunlikely thatundertheseconditionsapolym ercan
adoptuniform ly bentstateslikeglobulesortoroids.Itis
physically intuitive,however,thatifthe polym erisable
to localizeform oderatepersistencelengths,itcan do so
by producing m any hairpinsin a sm allavailablevolum e.
The hairpinsare the abruptreversalsin the direction of
the chain from the m ean ordering direction and result
from the balancebetween theelasticpenalty thatfavors
gradualbends,and orientational�eld that favors rapid
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l
p
/L

∆
/l p

DELOCALIZED

GLOBULES

HAIRPINS

TOROIDS

FIG .3:A schem aticphasediagram based on thescaling anal-

ysisdepicting di�erentfolded statesofa localized polym eras

a function ofthe dim ensionless disorder strength,�=lp,and

chain rigidity,lp=L.Thecoexistencecurvesaretheregionsof

com parable surface energies. Atlarge lp=L for a given large

�=lp the chain is delocalized in the static sense since under

these conditions(Eq.(16))the m ean separation between the

obstacles is less than the persistence length and the chain

cannot�nd an appropriateplacein thedisordered m edium to

su�ciently bend;it can do so only at the cost ofvery high

bending energy.

reversalin the alignm ent ofthe chain in the preferred
direction.Theenergy costsforform inga hairpin isgiven
by [30,31]

�Uh = (uhlp)
1=2

; (44)

whereuh isthecouplingconstantofa(m ean-�eld)M aier-
Saupepotentialbetween thealigned chain segm ents[29].
Since uh dependson the m icroscpic details,a sim ple di-
m ensionalanalysisofthe above equation showsthatuh
can atm ostbe ofthe orderof1=b. The free energy for
thiscaseisgiven by

�F =
L

R
(uhlp)

1=2
�

 
~�

R 3

! 1=2

L; (45)

where we have assum ed thatthe num berofhairpinsnh
m ustberesolved in a self-consistentway,i.e.,nh = L=R.
By m inim izing thethefreeenergy with respectto R,we
�nd forthe �nalstateofthe localized chain

R ’ �
2

 
~�

lp
2

!

; (46)

where � represents the length ofa bend given by � =p
lp=uh,and isofthe orderoflessthan orequalto the

persistence length; nm ax ’ L=� determ ines the m axi-
m um num berofhairpinsthata chain ofa �xed contour
length L can sustain [29,30].By com paring the surface
energy costforhairpins,Sh ’ lpR,with thatoftoroids
one obtainsLcrit=lp ’ (~�=lp)3(�=b)2(�=lp)2. In writing
the surfaceenergy costfora hairpin,wehaveaccounted
for the fact that the average length ofthe chain in di-
rectionsparallelto them ean ordering direction scalesas
lp.Itturnsoutthen thatforhigh disorderstrength and
L=lp > Lcrit=lp a chain prefers to form m any hairpins.
In the opposite lim it toroidalstate is favored. The re-
sults are sum m arized in the form ofa schem atic phase
diagram in Fig. (3). Itclearly showsthe dom inance of
hairpinsatm oderatepersistencelength and high disorder
strength;forsm alland largepersistencelengthsthechain
conform ation isdom inated by uniform ly bentshapeslike
globulesand toroidsrespectively.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e interpretourresultsto suggestthatthe interplay
between the two length scales| the persistence length
ofthe chain and the averageseparation between the ob-
stacles | serves to localize a sem iexible polym er in a
random distribution of obstacles. As long as the dis-
order density is low,the m ean separation between the
obstacles is larger than the persistence length,and the
chain is localized;but as soon as the disorder explores
the length scales ofthe order ofthe persistence length
the chain delocalizessince the energy penalty forbend-
ing exceedstheenergy gain in binding.O n thecontrary,
when the density ofobstacles is kept �xed,delocaliza-
tion can be broughtaboutby varying the tem perature.
W hiletheeaseoflocalization ofa sem iexiblechain can
beenhanced by increasein thetem perature(correspond-
ing to thedecreasein thepersistencelength),a localized
exiblechain can bedelocalized by lowering thetem per-
ature. O nce the polym er is localized itadopts a highly
com pact folded state by form ing hairpins for m oderate
persistence length and high disorder strength;globules
and toroids are favored for sm alland large persistence
lengthsrespectively.

Although the idea wasto presenta generaltheory for
localization ofsem iexiblepolym ers,thereisonerespect
in which thepresentform alism could beseen tohavelim -
itations,and thatisthe useofthe G aussian approxim a-
tion forsti�chains,which failstoadequatelydescribethe
rigid rod lim it.Nevertheless,given the rangeofsystem s
thatcan be described by exible chain m odels,thisthe-
ory holdsoutthe possibility ofaddressing severalrealis-
ticproblem s,forinstance,theim m obilization ofbiopoly-
m erson surfaceswith random interactions.
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A P P EN D IX A :O N E-ST EP R EP LIC A

SY M M ET R Y B R EA K IN G

Thede�nitionsofsom eoftheterm sintroduced in Eq.
(36)isasfollows:

lim
n! 0

1

n
Trln[H (q)]= ln(~h(q)� hh(q)i)

+
h(q;0)

~h(q)� hh(q)i
Z 1

0

du

u2
ln
~h(q)� hh(q)i� [h](q;u)

~h(q)
; (A1)

~g(q) =
1

~h(q)� hh(q)i

�

1�
h(q;0)

~h(q)� hh(q)i

�

Z 1

0

1

u2

[h](q;u)
~h(q)� hh(q)i� [h](q;u)

�

;(A2)

g(q;u) = �
1

~h(q)� hh(q)i

�
[h](q;u)

u(~h(q)� hh(q)i� [h](q;u))

+

Z �

0

d�

�2

[h](q;u)
~h(q)� hh(q)i� [h](q;u)

+
h(q;0)

~h(q)� hh(q)i

�

(A3)

For the case ofone step replica sym m etry breaking the
calculation is straightforward,and the explicit expres-
sionsforthe aboveequationsaregiven by

~h(q)� hh(q)i = �q
4 + �q

2 + � + �d(1� �q;0); (A4)

~g(q) = �q;0

�
1

�
+
�0

�2
�

�

1�
1

uc

�
�1

�(� + � 1)

�

+
(1� �q;0)

(�q4 + �q2 + �d)
(A5)

g(q;u < uc) = �q;0
�0

�2
;

g(q;u > uc) = �q;0

�
�1

uc�(� + � 1)
+
�0

�2

�

; (A6)

with

[h](q;u) = 0 ; u < uc;

= � �1 �q;0 ; u > uc; (A7)

where �1 = uc(�1 � �0). Having substituted the above
equations into Eq. (36) followed by integrations with

respectto the variables q and k,the expression for the
freeenergy sim pli�esto

� hF i

L
= const+

3(� � �d)g0
4

+
3

2g0(��d)1=2

+
3

2L

�

ln
�

�d
�

�

�d
+

�

1�
1

uc

�

�

�

ln
� + � 1

�
�

�1

� + � 1

��

�
�L

2(2�)3=2g3=20

�Z 1

0

dx(g1(x)
� 3=2

� g(u > uc)
� 3=2)� uc(g(u < uc)

� 3=2

� g(u > uc)
� 3=2)

�

; (A8)

whereg0 = (�+ 2�1=2
d

�1=2)� 1=2�d� 1=2;otherterm sintro-
duced in the above expression have the following de�ni-
tions:

g(u > uc) = 1+
2

Lg0

�
1

� + � 1

�
1

�d

�

; (A9)

g(u < uc) = 1+
2

Lg0

�
1

� + � 1

�
1

�d

+
�1

uc�(� + � 1)

�

; (A10)

g1(x) = 1�
1

�
1=2

+ � �
1=2

�

(�1=2+ e
� �

1=2

�
�
1=2

L x=�
1=2

� �
1=2

�
e
� �

1=2

+
�
1=2

L x=�
1=2

); (A11)

where�� = [1� (1� 4��d=�2)1=2]=2.Thefreeenergy can
be m inim ized with respectto �1 and uc.In the lim itof
largeL and � ! 0,thesolution oftheresultingequations
yield

�1 = ~� 1=2
g
� 7=4

0 ; (A12)

uc = 3g3=40 jln�j~� � 1=2
L
� 1
; (A13)

where ~� = 3�jln�j=(2�) 3=2. The substitution ofabove
equations into Eq. (36) im plies the expression for the
freeenergy to

� hF i

L
=

3(� � �d)g0
4

+
3

2g0�1=2�
1=2

d

� ~� 1=2
g
� 3=4

0

+
~�g � 3=2

0 L

6jln�j

Z 1

0

dx(g1(x)
� 3=2 � 1)

+
~�g � 5=2

0

2jln�j
(~� � 1=2

g
7=4

0 � �
� 1

d
); (A14)

where only term s ofO (1) with respect to expansion in
1=L havebeen retained.
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