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A bstract

W e consider a sim ple m odelforsteady-state lum inescence ofsin-

gle polym er chains in a dilute solution in the case when excitation

quenching isdueto energy transferbetween a donorand an acceptor

attached to the ends ofthe chain. W e present num ericalresults for

Rouse chains without or with hydrodynam ic interactions,which are

taken into account in a perturbative m anner. W e consider the situ-

ationsofa quiescentsolventaswellasthe chain in a shear
ow and

discussthe dependence ofthe steady-state lum inescence intensity on

thestrength ofhydrodynam icinteraction and on theshearratein the


ow.
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1 Introduction

Lum inescentenergy transferin polym ersisan im portantphenom enon.Lu-

m inescentm arkersareused both forprobingtheintrinsicpolym erdynam ics,

and forprobing thepropertiesoftheenvironm entusing polym ers.However,

the theory ofsuch dynam icalphenom ena isto no extent satisfactory. The

problem hereisthecom plicatednonm arkoviandynam icsofthesystem ,where

the m ostinteresting phenom ena take place on the tim e-scaleson which the

system sshowsstrong m em ory e�ects.Even thecorresponding initialcondi-

tion problem ishard to solve. No satisfactory quantitative theory existsat

presentforthestationary case.

Letusstartfrom form ulatingtheproblem ,anddiscussthesim plestenergy

transferm odel,which willbeused throughoutthearticle.Letusassum ethat

the ends ofa polym er are m arked by a donor and an acceptor m onom ers.

Them oleculeisunderconstantirradiation ata resonantprobefrequency,so

thatthedonorcan getexcited with probability �perunittim e(weconsider

� as e�ective intensity ofthe irradiation). The relaxation ofthe excited

state due to spontaneous em ission, as wellas nonlinear e�ects connected

with possible m ultiple excitation areneglected,so thattheonly m echanism

ofrelaxation is the donor-acceptor energy transfer. W e assum e that the

corresponding energy transferisaccom panied by em ission ofa photon with

thefrequency di�erentfrom oneoftheirradiating light.Thistransfertakes

placewhen donorand acceptorapproach each otheratdistancea,hereafter

called reaction radius. Physically,two situations m ay take place: Being in

vicinity oftheacceptorthedonorstillcan beexcited,and im m ediately em its

a photon atthe observation frequency. Anothersituation isthe one when,

being close to the acceptor,the donorgetsoutofresonance with the probe

and cannot be excited. In this case,the donor-acceptor system m ay be in

one ofthe two states,on and o�;being in the on-state the system m ay be

excited with probability � per unit tim e,and em its the photon under the

transition into the o�-state.In whatfollowsthe expressionson and o� will

besim ply used fordenoting statesin which theend-to-end distanceisabove

and below thereaction radiusa,respectively.

Theoverallsituation m ightseem sim ple,howeveritism uch m orecom pli-

cated than thecaseofirreversiblecyclization [1{7]and isextrem ely awkward

for theoreticalinvestigation,even in the absence of
ow. Our knowledge

aboutthereaction kineticsunder
ow issporadiceven forsim plerreactions,

see[8,9].
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Thewholeproblem would beeasily solvableifthelifetim edistributions

in theon-and theo�-stateswereknown.Then theprobability to beexcited

being in the on-state and therefore the intensity ofthe em itted lightcould

beeasily calculated.Theprobabilitiestobein theeitherstateareconnected

with the level-crossing properties ofthe random process r(t),where r(t)is

the instantaneous end-to-end distance ofthe polym er. As for alldi�usive

processes,however,the level-crossing processby r(t)showsa fractalstruc-

ture,so thatthe m ean tim ebetween two such crossingsiszero (thisfollows

im m ediately from the Rice form ula forlevelcrossing density and from the

form ofthe two-tim e correlation function ofthe end-to-end distances,say,

for a Rouse polym er,which function lacks the second derivative at zero).

Again,as foralldi�usive processes,this leads to a "trem or" in which r(t)

crossesthea-levelm ay tim esuntilitleavesand perform sa long excursion to

eitherside.This"trem or"isduetothefactthatthedi�usion approxim ation

(W ienerprocess)used in the description ofthe chain (forexam ple through

theRouse-likeLangevin dynam ics)doesnotadequately m irrora short-tim e

dynam ics ofwhatever physicalsystem [10]. However,the existence ofthis

theoreticalproblem does to no extent require for the change ofthe m odel

(say,by introducing underdam ped dynam ics,asproposed in [10])since the

physicalproblem athand doesnotdepend on the too-sm alltim e behavior

ofthe r(t)-process. Indeed,this process is random ly sam pled at tim es ti
given by a Poissonian 
ow ofphotonsfollowing with therate�.Thebehav-

iorofr(t)attim esm uch sm allerthan �� 1 thuscannotbesam pled and can

physically play no role: thisstatem ent isa close analogue ofthe Nyquist’s

sam pling theorem . Thus,the absence ofthe life-tim e distributions is not

a problem ofourtheoreticalm odel,buta problem ofstandard m athem at-

icaltools which rely too m uch on unphysical,but absolutely unim portant

short-tim epropertiesofa W ienerprocess.

Therefore in whatfollowswe concentrate on the num ericalinvestigation

oftheproposed m odel,and considertheintensity ofstationary lum inescence

ofthepolym erI(�)underconstantirradiation.W ediscusstheRousem odel

withouthydrodynam ic interactions,aswellasthe roleofhydrodynam ic in-

teraction between the m onom ers,and consider the case when the polym er

m olecule undergoesdeform ation in a (weak enough)shear
ow,which does

nothowever cause the fullstretching ofthe m olecule. Thissituation ises-

pecially interesting asthe case when the stationary lum inescence ofdiluted

polym ersolution can beused asa probeforthe
ow structure.Authorsare

notawareofanyexperim entalrealizationsofsuch visualization m ethod,thus
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ourtheoreticalstudy m ightserve asa proof-of-principleforsuch im m ediate


ow diagnosticsm ethod.

2 Sim ulation approach

Letusstartfrom discussing ournum ericalalgorithm .Oursim ulationscon-

sistoftwo independentparts:the sim ulation ofthe r(t)-trajectories,which

are then stored with high enough resolution,and their analysis giving the

steady-statelum inescenceintensity.Thereason forthisapproach isthatone

realization ofthe processcan then be used forgetting I(�)fora variety of

param etersa and � ofthe m odel,so thatthe m osttim e-consum ing partof

thesim ulation hasto bedoneonly onceforexactly thetim enecessary to get

enough statistics.

Let us concentrate �rst ofthe last part ofthe problem ,nam ely on the

evaluation ofthestationary lum inescence intensity fora given realization of

r(t)-process.From therecord ofther(t)(tim eresolution ofstored data has

to be m uch sm aller than the m inim al�� 1 used in sim ulations) we de�ne

the a-crossings ofthe process and,for given a,obtain the lengths ofon-

and o�-intervals,which are ordered and stored. According to the Poisson

statistics,theprobabilitynottogetexcited duringtheon-intervalofduration

ton is exactly exp(� �ton),thus the probability to em it light after the on-

excursion isequalto 1� exp(� �ton).Since the intensity ofem itted lightis

proportionalto theoverallnum beroftheintervalsduring which thesystem

m ade a transition into its excited state,we have for the m odelwhere the

o�-stateisnotexcitable:

I(�)=
1

T

n(a;T)
X

i= 1

[1� exp(� �ti)] (1)

where i num bers the on-intervals, n(a;T) is their overallnum ber, which

dependson the reaction radiusa and on the overalltim e ofsim ulationsT.

Equation (1) shows that the intervals ofvery sm allduration are sam pled

with the probability proportionalto their lengths so that,as anticipated,

the fractalstructures in vicinity ofthe concentration points ofthe level-

crossings are not resolved and play no role. Using Eq.(1) it is possible to

scan the whole range ofintensities � within one run,which isnecessary to

detectnonlineare�ects. The situation in which,being in the o�-state,the
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m olecule im m ediately em itslight,can be taken into accountby adding the

corresponding intensity to theexpression given by Eq.(1),

I1(�)= I(�)+ �P off (2)

where Poff isthe probability to be in the o�-state,i.e. the overallrelative

tim e spent below a. Forexam ple,forthe case without
ow,itissim ply a

function ofrelative reaction radius � = a=
q

hL2i,where hL2i is the m ean

end-to-end squared distanceforthechain,

Poff(�)= erf

0

@

s

3

2
�

1

A � �

s

6

�
exp

�

�
3

2
�
2

�

: (3)

Sincethissim ply correspondsto adding a linearfunction of�to theresults

forthe on-o� m odel,we concentrate in whatfollowsonly on these results,

given by Eq.(1). This result holds for allsituations without 
ow. In the

situation with 
ow and with hydrodynam ic interactions,it is hard to get

theanalyticalexpression forPoff.Thenum ericalresultsfollowing from our

sim ulationsarepresented in Tables3 and 4.

Letusnow turn to sim ulation ofthetrajectories.

2.1 T he R ouse m odel

W estartfrom theRousechain asthesim plestm odelfora polym er[11,12].

A Rouse chain isa setofN beads;each one,exceptforthe two end beads,

isconnected to two neighbors by a harm onic potential,so thatthe overall

potentialenergy ofthesystem reads

V =

N � 1X

i= 1

1

2
kj~ri� ~ri+ 1j

2
; (4)

where k isthe harm onic spring constantand ~ri correspondsto the position

ofthe i-th bead. The end beadsare connected only to one neighbor. The

equation ofm otion ofthe chain corresponds to overdam ped m otion under

thein
uenceoftherm al
uctuations:

_~ri= �
1




@V

@~ri
+
1



~�i; (5)
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where 
 isthefriction param eterand ~�i isa zero-m ean white noiseobeying

the
uctuation-dissipation relation,

D

�
�
i(t)�

�

j(t
0)
E

= 2kB T
�ij����(t� t
0): (6)

In therm alequilibrium ,the following relations following im m ediately from

thecanonicaldistribution haveto hold independently on them odel(and are

alwayschecked num erically asa proofofthequality ofthesim ulation):

hE toti =
3

2
(N � 1)kB T (7)

D

d
2
E

=

s

3kB T

k
(8)

D

L
2
E

=
3(N � 1)kB T

k
; (9)

where E tot isthe totalenergy,and d and L stand forthe bead-to-bead and

end-to-end distances,respectively.

W e also now apply a shear
ow to the system ,~v = (�y;0;0).The shear


ow isim plem ented in Eqs.(5)by including a term +�yi forthe m otion in

thex-coordinateofeach bead i,

_~ri= �
1




@V

@~ri
+
1



~�i+

~(�yi;0;0): (10)

The characteristic intensity ofthe 
ow necessary to com pare its e�ects on

the chain’sconform ation in di�erentsituationsisgiven by the value ofthe

dim ensionlessparam eter��R with �R being theRousetim e[7].

2.2 H ydrodynam ic interactions

Thesituation underhydrodynam icinteractionsism uch m oreinvolved.The

standard approaches[13{15]arevery accuratebutslow,so thatwepreferan

approxim ateperturbativeone.Thequality ofthecorresponding approxim a-

tionsis checked by calculating two therm odynam ically �xed param eters of

thechain in quiescentsolvent:itsm ean end-to-end distanceand theoverall

energy. W e anticipate thatespecially the end-to-end distance in the chain

wasfound to beextrem ely sensitiveto im properincorporation ofthehydro-

dynam ic interaction. W e con�ned ourselves to the situations under which

the�rstorderoftheperturbation theory wasfound su�cient.
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Thehydrodynam icinteractionsam ong thebeadsarem odeled within the

Zim m schem e[16].TheZim m m odelisbased on theRousechain m odelbut

theequationsofm otion fordi�erentbeadsarecoupled toeach othernotonly

through elasticforcesbutalso through hydrodynam ic forces.Such coupling

isa long-rangeoneand isintroduced through the Oseen tensor[17],thatis

a 3� 3 tensorde�ned foreach pairofbeads(i-j),

H ij =
1

8��j~rijj

�

~r0ij

�
~r0ij

�T
+ I

�

(11)

H ii =
1



I; (12)

whereI isaunitm atrix,~r0ij isaunitvector~rij=j~rijjin thedirection of~rij and
�
~r0ij

�T
isitstranspose.Theviscosity param eter�can beexpressed through


 and thebead’ssizer0 sincefori= j onehas1=6��r0 = 1=
.Then,

H ij =
3r0

4
j~rijj

�

~r0ij

�
~r0ij

�T
+ I

�

: (13)

In whatfollowsweuse
= 1.Theequation ofm otion forthei-th bead thus

reads:

_~ri=

NX

j= 1

H ij

 
@V

@~rj
+ ~�j

!

: (14)

The noises~�j acting on di�erentbeadsare now notindependent,otherwise

the
uctuation-dissipation theorem would beviolated.Oneoften writesthe

corresponding equation ofm otion in theform

_~ri= H ~fi+ 2kB TA ~ ; (15)

whereH isthe3N � 3N m atrixwith thediagonalelem entsbeingunity(inthe

unitswhere 
 = 1)and with the nondiagonalelem entsdenoting the Oseen

term sbetween the corresponding com ponentsofvelocity ofdi�erentbeads,

and them atrix A =
p
H isde�ned through A � AT = H .Theelem entsofthe

vector ~ are now independent,zero m ean Gaussian white noises. Actually,
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thecom putation oftheequationsofm otionsin theEulerschem e reads,

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

x1(t+ �t)

y1(t+ �t)

z1(t+ �t)

x2(t+ �t)

� � �

� � �

� � �

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

x1(t)

y1(t)

z1(t)

x2(t)

� � �

� � �

� � �

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

+ �tH

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

fx
1
(t)

f
y

1(t)

fz1(t)

fx
2
(t)

� � �

� � �

� � �

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

+

q

2kB T�tA

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

 x
1
(t)

 
y

1(t)

 z
1(t)

 x
2
(t)

� � �

� � �

� � �

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;

(16)

wheref
�

i aretheforcesdueto theharm onicspringsforthei-th bead in the

� axisand  
�

i arethecorresponding com ponentsof
~ .

Thecom putation ofA can beperform ed exactlybydiagonalizingH .This

exactdiagonalization requiresan extrem ely high com putationalcostforlong

chains. The widely used m ethod based on the orthogonalpolynom ials de-

com position (which givesvery exactresults)isstilltoo slow to gettheruns

long enough for our purposes. Therefore we decided for a sim ple approx-

im ate approach based on the perturbation expansion ofthe hydrodynam ic

interaction.

To do this we write H as I + r0S,and then expand the square root

A =
p
I + r0S in powersofr0,

A � I +
r0S

2
�
r2
0
S2

8
+ � � � : (17)

Sincein thetherm alequilibrium theaverageshE totibeingtheinternalen-

ergyand hL2i(alsobeingatherm odynam icalquantity followingim m ediately

from equipartition)are notm odi�ed by the dissipative coupling introduced

by theOseen tensor,wecan num erically check thevalidity oftheapproxim a-

tionsforA fordi�erentr0 values.W eseethathL2iisextrem ely sensitiveto

incorrectincorporation ofthehydrodynam ic interaction,and itscalculation

isused asa probe ofthe quality ofthe approxim ation,see Tables1 and 2.

Thedata forRousem odelgiveustypicalerrorbarsforthesim ulation ofthe

exactm odelon thesam escale.

Looking atthe Tables 1 and 2,one can conclude thatforr0 up to 0:2,

the second orderapproxim ation issu�cient,and forr 0 up to 0:1,the �rst

orderapproxim ation (m uch shortersim ulations)isaccurate enough. In the

case r0 = 0:5 also the second order gets insu�cient. Thus,in our sim ula-

tionswe restrictourselvesto r0 � 0:2.W e use a second orderRunge-Kutta

8



Table 1:Thequality ofperturbativeapproxim ationsforN = 21

< E tot > < L2 >

Theoretical 30 20

Rousesim ulation 30.185 21.028

Zim m ,r0 = 0:1

0-order

1-order

2-order

29.591

30.763

30.221

27.406

21.020

20.181

Zim m ,r0 = 0:2

0-order

1-order

2-order

31.190

33.114

31.676

36.923

23.843

21.839

Zim m ,r0 = 0:5

0-order

1-order

2-order

42.058

49.344

53.215

73.349

44.741

46.732

m ethod to solveEqs.(16)with a su�ciently sm alltim estep �t= 10 � 3.For

the resultsshown in thispaperwe run 2� 107 iterationsup to a m axim um

tim et= 2� 104 fora fulltrajectory needed foradequatestatistics.An initial

therm alization period of1000 tim e units is perform ed in allcases in order

to startthe trajectoriesfrom a therm alequilibrium state. The Com paq Al-

phaServer HPC320 used to run these sim ulationsrequiresabout3 hoursof

CPU tim eforN = 51 when the�rstorderapproxim ation schem e ischosen.

The second perturbative order requires m ore than 120 hours ofCPU tim e

forthesam enum berofiterationsand chain length.

3 R esults

Although the overallrole of
ow and hydrodynam icalinteraction is rather

clear,the behaviorofthe intensity asa function ofparam eters� and r0 is

nottrivial. The 
ow elongatesthe m olecule,so thatthe typicalend-to-end

distancegrowswith �whilethehydrodynam icalinteractionsslow-down the

dynam icsofintram olecularrelativem otion,which increasesthecharacteristic

tim espentin on-state.

The behavior of I(�) as a function of hydrodynam ic radius and 
ow

intensity strongly dependson the relation �between the reaction radius,a,

and the equilibrium end-to-end distance ofthe polym er(i.e. the one in the

9



Table 2:Thequality ofperturbativeapproxim ationsforN = 51

N = 51 < E tot > < L2 >

Theoretical 75 50

Rousesim ulation 75.323 48.122

Zim m ,r0 = 0:1

0-order

1-order

2-order

76.063

77.412

75.926

86.674

54.021

47.746

Zim m ,r0 = 0:2

0-order

1-order

2-order

81.399

83.903

79.167

130.64

67.487

51.600

absence ofthe 
ow),L =
q

hL2i.For�� 1 the polym eristypically in the

on-state,and thusthe
ow (elongating thechain and m aking thetransition

into the o� -state lessprobable)and the hydrodynam ic interaction without


ow (m aking the change ofstates slower) work in the sam e direction and

lead to thedecreasein intensity,asitisclearly seen in Fig.1.

For�� 1 the m olecule istypically in the o� -state. Increasing 
ow in-

creases the probability ofswitching to the the on-state,and thus leads to

increase in the steady-state intensity. The hydrodynam ic interaction in the

absenceofthe
ow alsoleadstoincreasingthetypicaltim ein thecorrespond-

ingstate.Thee�ectsofthe
ow andthehydrodynam icinteractionsfor�� 1

aredepicted in Fig.2.Theincreasing e�ectofthehydrodynam icinteraction

has to do with the interplay oftwo factors. On the one hand,the longer

on-intervalsgeteven longerunderhydrodynam ic interaction,and thusgive

sm allercontributionstothetheoverallintensity.On theotherhand,increas-

ing theinteraction m akesthatm oreshorteron-intervalsarenow resolved on

the tim escale of�� 1,and these contributionsin the intensity overweigh the

lossdueto theform erofboth e�ects.

Thisexplanationshowsthattheroleofhydrodynam icinteractionisrather

subtle,and m ay lead to interesting e�ectsforboth regim es(�� 1 and ��

1),especially when the 
ow ispresent. Indeed,the e�ectofhydrodynam ic

interaction forthecaseswith �6= 0 dependsin a �neway on allparam eters,

and m ay actin oppositedirections(com parethecurvesforno 
ow and high


ow,��R = 6:56,in both panels ofFig.1,and the curves for no 
ow and

m oderate
ow,��R = 1:05,in theupperpanelofFig.2).

The values ofPoff which are necessary to establish the connection be-

10



tween thetwo situationsdiscussed in theIntroduction (Eq.(2))aregiven in

Tables3 and 4 forN = 21 and forN = 51,respectively. The intensitiesof

the
owsin these tablescorrespond to thesam evaluesofthedim ensionless


ow intensities ��R = 0;0:176;1:05 and 6:56 for N = 21 and for N = 51

chains(theRousetim esbeing �R = 13:51 and �R = 84:43,respectively).

4 C onclusions

W epresented theresultsofnum ericalsim ulationsoftheintensity ofsteady-

statelum inescenceofsinglepolym erchainsin adilutesolution duetoexcita-

tion quenching in a sim ple m odelin which donorand acceptorareattached

to the endsofthe chain. The chain ism odeled by sim ple Rouse dynam ics

withoutorwith hydrodynam icinteractions,which aretaken into accountin

a perturbative m anner. W e consider the situations ofa quiescent solvent

as wellas the chain in a shear 
ow. Depending on the relation between

thee�ectivedistanceforenergy transferand thetypicalend-to-end distance

ofthe chain di�erent regim es are encountered with respect to dependence

ofthe steady-state lum inescence intensity on the strengthsofthe 
ow and

ofinteraction. Such lum inescentprobesm ay be used forexperim ental
ow

diagnostics.
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Table 3:Poff forthechain with N = 21

�= 0 a = 1 a = 4 a = 8

r0 = 0

r0 = 0:05

r0 = 0:1

0.014843

0.014831

0.013845

0.502626

0.499207

0.484438

0.974239

0.972863

0.969214

�= 0:0125 a = 1 a = 4 a = 8

r0 = 0

r0 = 0:05

r0 = 0:1

0.01467

0.01481

0.013724

0.49977

0.49775

0.48283

0.97302

0.97191

0.96835

�= 0:078 a = 1 a = 4 a = 8

r0 = 0

r0 = 0:05

r0 = 0:1

0.013605

0.013742

0.012997

0.443851

0.456638

0.450992

0.937554

0.947050

0.949065

�= 0:488 a = 1 a = 4 a = 8

r0 = 0

r0 = 0:05

r0 = 0:1

0.006830

0.007423

0.008600

0.15618

0.18520

0.20918

0.43874

0.52606

0.58951
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Table 4:Poff forthechain with N = 51

�= 0 a = 2 a = 7 a = 12

r0 = 0

r0 = 0:05

r0 = 0:1

0.034207

0.033190

0.028929

0.613049

0.594208

0.556314

0.960062

0.957482

0.945990

�= 0:002 a = 2 a = 7 a = 12

r0 = 0

r0 = 0:05

r0 = 0:1

0.03386

0.03270

0.02932

0.61418

0.59412

0.55641

0.95983

0.95756

0.94633

�= 0:0125 a = 2 a = 7 a = 12

r0 = 0

r0 = 0:05

r0 = 0:1

0.033417

0.030730

0.027587

0.575235

0.571878

0.540211

0.933795

0.945019

0.939310

�= 0:078 a = 2 a = 7 a = 12

r0 = 0

r0 = 0:05

r0 = 0:1

0.01609

0.02417

0.01273

0.20126

0.28267

0.30860

0.45965

0.61573

0.67650
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Figure 1:The intensity ofsteady-state lum inescence in the on-o� m odelas

afunction ofirradiation intensity �forareaction radiussuch that�� 1.In

panel(a)N = 21 and a = 1.In panel(b)N = 51 and a = 2.In both panels

thesam enotation isused:thesym bolindicatesthevalueofthebead radius

r0: �lled squares (0),em pty circles (0:05) and starts (0:1),whereas solid,

dotted and dashed linescorrespond to ��R = 0,1:05 and 6:56,respectively.

�R = 13:51 forthe chain with 21 beadsand �R = 84:43 forchains with 51

beads.
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Figure 2: Sam e asin Fig.1,butnow for� � 1. In panel(a)N = 21 and

a = 8. In panel(b)N = 51 and a = 12. W e use the sam e notation forthe

linesasin Fig.1
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