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A bstract

W e consider a sin ple m odel for steady-state lum Inescence of sin—
gk polym er chains In a dilute solution In the case when excitation
quenching is due to energy transfer between a donor and an acosptor
attached to the ends of the chain. W e present num erical results for
Rouse chains w ithout or w ith hydrodynam ic interactions, which are
taken into acoount in a perturbative m anner. W e consider the situ-
ations of a quiescent solvent as well as the chain in a shear ow and
discuss the dependence of the steady-state lum inescence intensity on
the strength of hydrodynam ic interaction and on the shear rate in the

ow .
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1 Introduction

Lum inescent energy transfer in polym ers is an n portant phenom enon. Lu—
m Inescent m arkers are used both for probing the intrinsic polym er dynam ics,
and for probing the properties of the environm ent using polym ers. H ow ever,
the theory of such dynam ical phenom ena is to no extent satisfactory. The
problem here isthe com plicated nonm arkovian dynam ics ofthe systam , where
the m ost Interesting phenom ena take place on the tim escales on which the
system s show s strong m em ory € ects. Even the corresponding nitial condi-
tion problem is hard to solve. N o satisfactory quantitative theory exists at
present for the stationary case.

Letusstart from form ulating the problem , and discuss the sin plest energy
transferm odel, which w illbe used throughout the article. Let us assum e that
the ends of a polym er are m arked by a donor and an acosptor m onom ers.
Them olecule is under constant irradiation at a resonant probe frequency, so
that the donor can get excited w ith probability perunit tine Wwe consider

as e ective Intensity of the irradiation). The relaxation of the excited
state due to spontaneous em ission, as well as nonlinear e ects connected
w ith possible m ultiple excitation are neglected, so that the only m echanism
of relaxation is the donoracosptor energy transfer. W e assum e that the
corresponding energy transfer is accom panied by em ission of a photon w ith
the frequency di erent from one of the irradiating light. T his transfer takes
place when donor and acosptor approach each other at distance a, hereafter
called reaction radius. Physically, two situations m ay take place: Being in
vichhity ofthe acceptor the donor still can be excited, and Inm ediately aem its
a photon at the observation frequency. A nother situation is the one when,
being close to the acosptor, the donor gets out of resonance w ith the probe
and cannot be excited. In this case, the donoracceptor system m ay be in
one of the two states, on and o ; being in the on-state the system may be
excited wih probability per unit tine, and em its the photon under the
transition into the o -state. In what follow s the expressions on and o will
be sin ply used for denoting states iIn which the end-to-end distance is above
and below the reaction radius a, respectively.

T he overall situation m ight seem sin ple, however it ism uch m ore com pli-
cated than the case of irreversible cyclization [L{7]and is extrem ely aw kward
for theoretical nvestigation, even iIn the absence of ow . Our know ledge
about the reaction kinetics under ow is sporadic even for sin pler reactions,
e B,9].



The whole problem would be easily solvable if the life tim e distrloutions
in the on—and the o —stateswere known. T hen the probability to be excited
being in the on-state and therefore the Intensity of the em itted light could
be easily calculated. T he probabilities to be In the either state are connected
w ith the levelcrossing properties of the random process r(t), where r (t) is
the nstantaneous end-to-end distance of the polym er. A s for all di usive
processes, however, the levelcrossing process by r(t) show s a fractal struc—
ture, so that the m ean tin e between two such crossings is zero (this follow s
Inmediately from the Rice fomula for level crossing density and from the
form of the two-tin e correlation function of the end-to-end distances, say,
for a Rouse polym er, which function lacks the seocond derivative at zero).
A gain, as for all di usive processes, this leads to a "tram or" in which r )
crosses the a-levelm ay tin es until it leaves and perfomm s a long excursion to
either side. This "trem or" isdue to the fact that the di usion approxin ation
W iener process) used in the description of the chaln (for exam ple through
the R ouselike Langevin dynam ics) does not adequately m irror a short-tim e
dynam ics of whatever physical system [L0]. However, the existence of this
theoretical problem does to no extent require for the change of the m odel
(say, by ntroducing underdam ped dynam ics, as proposed in [10]) since the
physical problem at hand does not depend on the too-am all tim e behavior
of the r (t)-process. Indeed, this process is random Iy sampled at times t;
given by a Poissonian ow ofphotons follow ing w ith the rate . The behav-
orofr(t) at tinesmuch amallerthan ! thus cannot be sam pled and can
physically play no role: this statem ent is a close analogue of the N yquist’s
sam pling theoram . Thus, the absence of the lifetin e distrdbutions is not
a problam of our theoretical m odel, but a problem of standard m athem at—
ical tools which rely too much on unphysical, but absolutely unin portant
short-tin e properties of a W iener process.

T herefore In what follow s we concentrate on the num erical nvestigation
of the proposed m odel, and consider the Intensity of stationary um inescence
ofthe polym er I () under constant irradiation. W e discuss the Rouse m odel
w thout hydrodynam ic Interactions, as well as the role of hydrodynam ic in-
teraction between the m onom ers, and consider the case when the polym er
m olecule undergoes deform ation In a Weak enough) shear ow, which does
not however cause the full stretching of the m okcul. This situation is es—
pecially Interesting as the case when the stationary um inescence of diluted
polym er solution can be used as a probe for the ow structure. A uthors are
not aw are of any experin ental realizations of such visualization m ethod, thus



our theoretical study m ight serve as a proofofprinciple for such inm ediate
ow diagnostics m ethod.

2 SIm ulation approach

Let us start from discussing our num erical algorithm . O ur sin ulations con-
sist of two independent parts: the simulation of the r (t)-tra gctories, which
are then stored wih high enough resolution, and their analysis giving the
steady-state um Inescence intensity. T he reason for this approach isthat one
realization of the process can then be used for getting I () for a variety of
param eters a and of the m odel, so that the m ost tin e-consum ing part of
the sin ulation hasto be done only once for exactly the tin e necessary to get
enough statistics.

Let us oconcentrate rst of the last part of the problam , nam ely on the
evaluation of the stationary lum inescence intensity for a given realization of
r (t)-process. From the record ofthe r(t) (tin e resolution of stored data has
to be much snaller than the mininal ! used in simulations) we de ne
the a—crossings of the process and, for given a, cbtain the lengths of on-—
and o -Intervals, which are ordered and stored. A coording to the Poisson
statistics, the probability not to get excited during the on-interval of duration
ton Is exactly exp( t%,), thus the probability to em it light after the on—
excursion isequaltol exp( §&,). Since the intensity of em itted light is
proportional to the overall num ber of the Intervals during which the system
m ade a transition into its excited state, we have for the m odel where the
o -State is not excitable:

1
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where i1 numbers the on-intervals, n @;T ) is their overall number, which
depends on the reaction radiis a and on the overall tin e of smultions T .
Equation M) shows that the intervals of very am all duration are sam pled
w ith the probability proportional to their lengths so that, as anticipated,
the fractal structures in viciniy of the concentration points of the level-
crossings are not resolved and play no rok. Using Eq.l) it is possble to
scan the whole range of Intensities within one run, which is necessary to
detect nonlinear e ects. The situation In which, being in the o -state, the



m olecule Imm ediately em its light, can be taken into account by adding the
corresponding intensity to the expression given by Eq. ),

L)=I()+ P ¢ @)

where P ¢¢ is the probability to be in the o -state, ie. the overall relative
tin e spent below a. For exam ple, for the s without ow, it is simply a

filnction of relative reaction radius = a= HL2i, where HL?1 is the mean
end-to-end squared distance for the chan,
0s_ 1 s __
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Since this sin ply corresoonds to adding a linear function of to the results
for the on-0 m odel, we concentrate in what llow s only on these resuls,
given by Eq.l). This resul holds for all situations without ow . In the
situation wih ow and with hydrodynam ic interactions, it is hard to get
the analytical expression for P.ss . T he num erical results follow ing from our
sim ulations are presented In Tables 3 and 4.

Let usnow tum to simulation of the tra fctories.

21 The Rousem odel

W e start from the Rouse chaln as the sin plest m odel for a polym er [11,12].
A Rouse chain isa st of N beads; each one, except for the two end beads,
is connected to two neighbors by a ham onic potential, so that the overall
potential energy of the system reads
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where k is the ham onic soring constant and #; corresoonds to the position
of the i-th bead. The end beads are connected only to one neighbor. The
equation of m otion of the chain corresponds to overdam ped m otion under
the In uence of them al uctuations:

1ev 1
e ©)

E_i_:
@fi



where is the friction param eter and ~; is a zero-m ean white noise obeying
the uctuation-dissipation relation,
D E
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In them al equilbrium , the follow ing relations follow ing In m ediately from
the canonical distribution have to hold independently on them odel (and are
always checked num erically as a proof of the quality of the simulation):
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where E .+ is the total energy, and d and L stand for the bead-toJbead and
end-to-end distances, respectively.
W e also now apply a shear ow to the system , v = (y;0;0). The shear
ow is inplmented in Egs.l) by including a term + y; for the m otion in
the x-coordinate of each bead i,
1ev 1 -
= ———+ —~+ (y;0;0): 10)
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T he characteristic intensity of the ow necessary to com pare its e ects on
the chain’s conform ation In di erent situations is given by the value of the
din ensionless param eter g with y being the Rouse tmme [/].

2.2 Hydrodynam ic interactions

T he situation under hydrodynam ic interactions ism uch m ore nvolved. T he
standard approaches [L3{15] are very accurate but slow , so that we prefer an
approxin ate perturbative one. T he quality of the corresponding approxin a—
tions is chedked by calculating two themm odynam ically xed param eters of
the chain In quiescent solvent: ism ean end-to-end distance and the overall
energy. W e anticipate that especially the end-to-end distance In the chain
was found to be extram ely sensitive to in proper ncorporation of the hydro—
dynam ic interaction. W e con ned oursslves to the situations under which
the st order of the perturbation theory was found su cient.



T he hydrodynam ic interactions am ong the beads are m odeled w thin the
Zinm scheme [16]. The Zinm m odelisbased on the Rouse chain m odelbut
the equations ofm otion fordi erent beads are coupled to each othernot only
through elastic foroes but also through hydrodynam ic forces. Such coupling
is a Jongrange one and is Introduced through the O seen tensor [17], that is
a3 3tensorde ned foreach pair ofbeads (i),
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where T isaunitm atrix, ¥); isa unit vector #;;=3;;jin the direction ofz;; and
T
20,  is itstranspose. The viscosity param eter can be expressed through
and the bead’s size rg since fori= jonehasl1l=6 ry= 1= . Then,

3x T
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In what ollowsweuse = 1. The equation ofm otion for the i-th bead thus
reads:

A Qv
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The noises ~; acting on di erent beads are now not independent, otherw ise
the uctuation-dissipation theorem would be violated. O ne often w rites the
corresponding equation ofm otion in the fom

2z=Hfi+ 2kg TA ~; 15)

whereH isthe3N 3N m atrix w ith the diagonalelem entsbeing unity (in the
unitswhere = 1) and with the nondiagonal elem ents denoting the O seen
tem s between the cprresponding com ponents of velocity of di erent beads,
andthematrix A = H isde ned throughA A = H . The elem ents ofthe
vector 7 are now independent, zero m ean G aussian white noises. A ctually,



the com putation of the equations ofm otions in the Euler schem e reads,
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where £, are the forces due to the ham onic sorings for the i-th bead in the

axisand ; are the corresponding com ponents of ™.

T he com putation of A can be perfom ed exactly by diagonalizng H . This
exact diagonalization requires an extrem ely high com putational cost for Iong
chains. The widely used m ethod based on the orthogonal polynom ials de—
com position (which gives very exact results) is still too slow to get the runs
long enough for our purposes. Therefore we decided for a sim ple approx—
In ate approach based on the perturbation expansion of the hydrodynam ic
Interaction.

Tg do thiswewrite H as I + 1S, and then expand the square root
A = I+ S inpowersofry,
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Since in the them alequilbrium the averages hE .1 being the intemalen—
ergy and HL21i (also being a them odynam ical quantity ©llow ing in m ediately
from equipartition) are not m odi ed by the dissipative coupling introduced
by the O seen tensor, we can num erically chedk the validity ofthe approxin a—
tions ©rA fordi erent ry values. W e see that HL?1 is extrem ely sensitive to
Incorrect nocorporation of the hydrodynam ic interaction, and its calculation
is used as a probe of the quality of the approxin ation, see Tables 1 and 2.
T he data for R ouse m odel give us typical error bars for the sim ulation ofthe
exact m odelon the sam e scalke.

Looking at the Tabls 1 and 2, one can conclide that for ry up to 02,
the second order approxin ation is su cient, and orro up to 0, the rst
order approxin ation (much shorter sin ulations) is accurate enough. In the
case ry = 05 also the sscond order gets insu cient. Thus, In our sinula—
tions we restrict ourselves to ry 02.W e use a second order RungeXK utta



Table 1: The quality of perturbative approxin ations forN = 21

<Ege> | < L?%>
T heoretical 30 20

R ouse simulation 30185 21.028

O-order 29591 27406

Zimm,rp= 01 l-order 30.763 21.020
2-order 30221 20181
O-order 31190 36.923
Zinm ,r,= 02 l-order 33114 23.843

2-order 31.676 21.839
O-order 42 058 73.349
Zinm,rp;= 05 l-order 49344 44.741
2-order 53215 46.732

m ethod to solve Egs.[ll) wih a su ciently snalltine step t= 10 3. For
the results shown in this paper we run 2  I0iterations up to a m axin um
tihet= 2 IFOfra fiill trapctory needed for adequate statistics. An initial
them alization period of 1000 tin e units is perform ed In all cases in order
to start the trapctories from a them al equilbriim state. The Compag A+
phaServer HP C 320 usad to run these simulations requires about 3 hours of
CPU tine orN = 51 when the st order approxin ation schem e is chosen.
T he seocond perturbative order requires m ore than 120 hours of CPU tine
for the sam e num ber of iterations and chain length.

3 Resuls

A though the overall role of ow and hydrodynam ical interaction is rather
clear, the behavior of the intensity as a function of param eters and rg is
not trivial. The ow elongates the m olecule, so that the typical end-to-end
distance grow swih whilk the hydrodynam ical interactions slow -down the
dynam ics of intram olecular relative m otion, w hich increases the characteristic
tin e spent In on-state.
The behavior of I() as a function of hydrodynam ic radius and ow

Intensity strongly depends on the relation between the reaction radius, a,
and the equilbriim end-to-end distance of the polym er (ie. the one In the



Table 2: The quality of perturbative approxin ations forN = 51

N = 51 <Ege> | < L?%>
T heoretical 75 50
Rouse sin ulation 75323 48 122

O-order 76.063 86.674
Zinm,r,= 01 l-order 77412 54 021
2-order 75.926 47.746
O-order 81.399 130.64
Zinm,rg= 02 l-order 83.903 67.487
2-order 79167 51.600

q
absence of the ow), L = hL?i. For 1 the polym er is typically in the

on-state, and thusthe ow (elongating the chain and m aking the transition
Into the o —state less probabk) and the hydrodynam ic interaction w ithout

ow (making the change of states slower) work In the sam e direction and
lead to the decrease in Intensity, as it is clearly seen in Figll.

For 1 the m olecul is typically in the o -state. Increasing ow In-—
creases the probability of sw itching to the the on-state, and thus lads to
Increase in the steady-state ntensity. T he hydrodynam ic interaction in the
absence ofthe ow also leadsto Increasing the typicaltin e n the correspond—
Ing state. Thee ectsofthe ow and the hydrodynam ic interactions for 1
are depicted in Figll. T he increasing e ect of the hydrodynam ic interaction
has to do with the interplay of two factors. On the one hand, the longer
on-Intervals get even longer under hydrodynam ic interaction, and thus give
an aller contributions to the the overall intensity. O n the other hand, increas-
Ing the Interaction m akes that m ore shorter on-intervals are now resolved on
the tin escale of !, and these contrbutions in the intensity overweigh the
loss due to the formm er ofboth e ects.

T hisexplanation show sthat the role ofhydrodynam ic interaction is rather
subtle, and m ay lead to Interesting e ects forboth regin es ( 1 and
1), epecially when the ow is present. Indeed, the e ect of hydrodynam ic
Interaction forthe caseswih # 0 dependsin a neway on allparam eters,
and m ay act In opposite directions (com pare the curves forno ow and high

ow, gr = 656, n both panels of F igll, and the curves for no ow and
moderate ow, g = 105, in the upper panelofFigll).

The values of P which are necessary to establish the connection be-
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tween the two situations discussed in the Introduction Eq.Wl)) are given in
Tabls 3 and 4 orN = 21 and forN = 51, regpectively. T he Intensities of
the ows in these tables correspond to the sam e values of the din ensionless
ow intensities g = 0;0:1476;1:05 and 656 ©orN = 21 and for N = 51
chains (the Rouse tinesbeing g = 13:51 and g = 8443, respectively).

4 Conclusions

W e presented the resuls of num erical sim ulations of the intensity of steady—
state lJum inescence of single polym er chains in a dilute solution due to excita—
tion quenching In a sin ple m odel in which donor and acosptor are attached
to the ends of the chain. The chain ism odeled by sin ple R ouse dynam ics
w ithout or w ith hydrodynam ic Interactions, which are taken into acoount in
a perturbative m anner. W e consider the situations of a quiescent solvent
as well as the chain In a shear ow . Depending on the relation between
the e ective distance for energy transfer and the typical end-to-end distance
of the chain di erent regin es are enocountered w ith respect to dependence
of the steady-state lum nescence intensity on the strengths of the ow and
of interaction. Such lum nescent probesm ay be used for experim ental ow
diagnostics.
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Table 3: P forthe chain with N = 21
=0 a=1 a= 4 a= 8
=20 0.014843 0502626 0.974239
o= 0:05 0.014831 0.499207 0.972863
rn= 01 0.013845 0.484438 0.969214
= 00125 a=1 a=4 a= 8
=20 0.01467 049977 0.97302
o= 0:05 0.01481 049775 0.97191
= 0:1 0.013724 048283 0.96835
= 0078 a=1 a= 4 a= 8
=20 0.013605 0443851 0.937554
r, = 0:05 0.013742 0.456638 0.947050
rn= 01 0.012997 0.450992 0.949065
= 0488 a=1 a= 4 a= 8
=20 0.006830 015618 043874
r, = 0:05 0.007423 018520 052606
rn= 01 0.008600 020918 058951
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Table 4: P forthe chain with N = 51
=0 a= 2 a= " a= 12
o = 0.034207 0.613049 0.960062
o= 0:05 0.033190 0594208 0.957482
rn= 01 0.028929 0556314 0.945990
= 0:002 a= 2 a= 717 a= 12
=20 0.03386 0.61418 0.95983
o= 0:05 0.03270 059412 0.95756
rn= 01 0.02932 055641 0.94633
= 00125 a= 2 a= "7 a= 12
=20 0.033417 0575235 0.933795
o= 005 0.030730 0571878 0.945019
rn= 01 0.027587 0540211 0.939310
= 0078 a= 2 a= "7 a= 12
o = 0.01609 020126 045965
r, = 0:05 0.02417 028267 061573
rn= 01 0.01273 030860 0.67650
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Figure 1: The intensity of steady-state lum inescence in the on-0 model as
a function of irradiation intensity for a reaction radius such that 1.In
panel @ N = 2l anda= 1. In panel (o) N = 51 and a= 2. In both panels
the sam e notation isused: the sym bol indicates the value of the bead radiis
r5: lled squares (0), empty circles (005) and starts (0:1), whereas solid,
dotted and dashed lines correspond to g = 0, 1:05 and 6:56, respectively.
r = 1351 for the chain with 21 beads and g = 8443 for chains wih 51
beads.
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Figure 2: Same as in Figll, but now for 1. In panel (@) N = 21 and
a= 8. Inpanel ) N = 51 and a = 12. W e use the sam e notation for the

Inesas n Figll
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