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Rheology of gelling polymers in the Zimm model
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In order to study rheological properties of gelling systeémslilute solution, we investigate the viscosity
and the normal stresses in the Zimm model for randomly drdesd monomers. The distribution of cluster
topologies and sizes is assumed to be given either by ERéayi random graphs or three-dimensional bond
percolation. Within this model the critical behaviour o&thiscosity and of the first normal stress coefficient
is determined by the power-law scaling of their averages olusters of a given size with n. We investigate
these Mark—Houwink like scaling relations numerically aodclude that the scaling exponents are independent
of the hydrodynamic interaction strength. The numericd#yermined exponents agree well with experimental
data for branched polymers. However, we show that thistioail model of polymer physics is not able to
yield a critical divergence at the gel point of the viscosiya polydisperse dilute solution of gelation clusters.
A generally accepted scaling relation for the Zimm expordithe viscosity is thereby disproved.

I. INTRODUCTION of the radius of gyration of a cluster with siads determined
by the Hausdorff fractal dimensiai} . The diffusion constant

The influence of hydrodynamic interactions on critical IS @ssumed toscale like, ~ 1=R, inthe Zimm model. This
rheological properties of gelling polymeric systems hasrbe assumption is based on the Stokes Einstein relation which is

discussed controversely for many decades. In particuiar, t valid for linear polymers_and stiII. holds f(()}Lgthe diffusio o
experimental values for the exponentwhich governs the fractal polymer clusters in the Zimm modsl.The average

divergence of the shear viscosity/ " * with vanishing dis- contribution of clusters of size to the vils?qosity is then given

. ; X is impli il il
tance" to the critical gel point, scatter considerably, see Taby »  &=n. Thisimplies the scaling2p
ble!l for some examples. In order to ir_1terpre_t the wide scatte L b = d=d; 1 (1)
of the data, they are often related to either Zimm or Rouse dy- _ o _ _ _ o
namics, depending on whether hydrodynamic interactioms awheredis the spatial dimension. With an underlying distribu-
believed to be relevant or not. In this paper we intend to-elabtion of cluster sizes, which is widely believed to follow the
orate on the validity of this interpretation, so let us becise ~ scaling laws of percolation, this gives rise to the exponent

with the labels. By definition, thBouse modek neglectsboth k = @ + d=d)= for the averaged viscosity in terms
hydrodynamic and excluded-volume interactions. Itsgtrai  Of the static percolation exponents. o _
forward generalization from linear polymers to a gellinglime Beside critical properties, recent publications aim at the

of randomly crosslinked monomers provides a microscopi¢lynamics of single clusters with particular topologieshiit
framework, within which one ¢an derive an exact scaling rethe Zimm model. Refs, 20 ar{d21 consider the Zimm dy-
lation for the viscosity expone;ﬂtb.’-;‘-_El“TheZimm modelf by  namics of star-shaped clusters and dendrimers, and, Ref. 22

definition, takes hydrodynamic interactions into accounto ~ analyses the relaxation behaviour of fractal (Sierpirtgfe)
preaveraged level, but still neglects excluded-volumeram- ~ clusters in the Zimm model. The latter authors mention the
tions. We are not aware of a microscopic approach based dppssibility of non-universal behaviour. The question ohno
the Zimm model which allows for an exact analytic compu-universality is also raised from computer simulaténef
tation of the viscosity exponent for a gelling polymericisol ~ gelling liquids under the influence of solvent particles.
tion. Other models for gelling polymers, which go beyond  In this paper we investigate the viscosity and the nor-
the Rouse or Zimm model by incorporating excluded-volumenal stresses in the Zimm model for randomly crosslinked
effects or fluctuating hydrodynamic interactions, are eonj monomers. The distribution of cluster topologies and sizes
tured to belong taifferent universality classes and will not be assumed to be given either by Erdés—Rényi random graphs or
considered here. _ _ _ three-dimensional bond percolation. The details of theehod
Scaling theorifiililBhas proven to be a powerful tool to are described in Sectign I1. Within this model, the critibat
describe the properties of polymeric systems. The relamati haviour of the viscosity and of the first normal stress coef-
be referred to as theize of the cluster) is estimated to be averages,  f , respectively ,’ o, over clusters
th R2=D ,, whereRr,, is the radius of gyration and , of sizen (Section;Ill). In Section IV we investigate these
the diffusion constant of the cluster. The scaling =9 Mark—Houwink like scaling relations numerically for diffe
ent strengths of the hydrodynamic coupling constant. We con
cludein Sectioh'}‘/ that (i) these scaling relations are gosdr
k || 02| 0:79 | 0:82 | 0:95 | 127 | 136]> 14 62 by universal exponents andob . This conclusion is substan-
Ref.| 8| 9 | 20 | a2 | 12 | a3 | 24 |15 tiated by comparing our results to those for ring polymers in
the Zimm model, which are known to exhibit universal be-
TABLE I: Experimental da.talt for the critical exponertof the vis-  haviour. (i) We find that the scaling relation! (1) does not
cosity at the gelation transition. agree with our numerical data and, hence, does not describe
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the viscosity in the Zimm model for randomly crosslinked and the dagger indicates the transposition of a vector. &ous
monomers. dynamics is recovered, if the non-diagonal teriws 5 of the
mobility matrix are neglected. The Gaussian thermal-noise
force fieldsf; (r;t) in (2) have zero mean and covariance
II. DYNAMIC MODEL AND ITS SOLUTION
E@OE ) =200 &) ¢ b (6)
A. Hydrodynamic Interactions
Here stands for the Dirac-delta function and the overbar in-
We considen point-like monomers, which are charac- dicates the Gaussian average over all realizatiorts of
terized by their time-dependent position vectars(t), i = In order to determine the model completely, it only re-
1;:::;N, in three-dimensional Euclidean space. PermaMains to specify the probability distribution of the craskl
nently formed crosslinks constrain randomly chosen pairs configurations. We shall discuss two different types of prob

of particles(i.; %), e= 1;:::;M . We study the dynamics of bility distributions: (i) crosslinks are chosen indepenitie

crosslinked monomers in the presence of a solvent fluid, givVWVith egual probability for every pair of monomers, corre-

ing rise to hydrodynamic interactions between the monomers$Ponding to Erdés—Rényi random graghsnd (i) a distri-
Purely relaxational dynamics in an incompressible fluid-sub Pution of crosslinks, which generates clusters amgnalitesto

jected to an external space- and time-dependentdlawt) is scali_ng descriptio_n qf finite-dimen.sio.nal _perc_ola@nThe
described by the equation of mot&ifs precise characterization of these distributions is givelow.

% Ritt) vRiM®);bv B. Preaveraging Approximation
- ® Hi: Ri) Rs@) ev. | £R O : The equation of motion (2) is nonlinear due to the nonlin-
=1 R ’ @R 5 () e ear dependence of the mobility on the particles’ positighs.

) simple but uncontrolled approximation is the so-callecapre
eraging approximation that was first introduced by Kirkwood

Here, crosslinks are modelled by Hookean springs in the pa@nd Risema#f and Zimm# In this approximation the mobility

tential energy matrix (3) is replaced by its expectation valug,,; i.,, which
is computed with respect to the equilibrium distributios, i
3 % , 3 X the Boltzmann weight e V. Due to rotational invariance of
V = — R Rs, =:— R; i+Rs; thepotentiali(3), the averaged mobility matrix is a mutipf
2a2 le Je 2a2 7] J I A p A o
e=1 i9=1 the identity matrixtt ;,; R 3 Ry)ieq = Hi% 1, where
3
i i B = b @ ) — !

where the lengtla > 0 plays the role of an inverse crosslink 53 T 43 76 o Ri RyJ

strength and physical units have been chosen suchgitat e

1. A given crosslink configuratios = fic;j.ds ; is speci- (")
fiedbyitsN N -connectivity matrix . Moreover, weimpose |, the computation ofi(7), care has to be taken of the zero

a simple shear flow eigenvalues of the connectivity matrix, correspondinghi® t
0 1 translation of whole clusters. To this end we lgegularize the
0 _©0 potential {8) by adding a confining tertn =2a) | R ;
v =€ 0 0 0A r; (4)  Rr,andletting! > 0tend to zero subsequently. The average
0 0 O in (f_i) is conveniently performed via the Fourier represtoita
of 1=17j and the result
which is characterized by its time-dependent shear ratg r
The mobility matrix is given by 1 1 6
———— = - —Im GMOkit Bk
Ri RyJ o« @ 140
Hiq@ = -.-El+ a ); 1+r_ry : 1=2
7 l'j e ¥ S} 26 (1)1
®) '
, (8)
The diagonal term in._t5) accounts for a frictional force with
friction constant that acts when a monomer moves relativeinvolves the resolvert (1) = ( + !1) ' of . The limit
to the externally imposed flow field,(4). The non-diagonal! # 0 is taken by expanding the resolveni! ) = Eo=! +

term reflects the influence of the motion of mononjesn Z+ 0O (!)interms of! . Herez = @ &)= isthe Moore—
the solvent at the position of monomeand is given by the Penrose inverséof the connectivity matrix.e. the inverse of
Oseen tensgﬁj@? Here , denotes the solvent viscositys,; restricted to the subspace of non-zero eigenvalues. More-
the Kronecker symbol] the three-dimensional unit matrix over, 1 denotes thel N -unit matrix andg, the projector



on the nullspace of , which is spanned by the vectors thatcoordinate® ; (t) through the coordinate transformation

are constant when restricted to any one cluster of crogsiink

monomers. More precisely, the matrix elementl,; is given
by the inverse number of monomers of the clusterahd 5

are iln the same cluster and zero otherwise gcf. Sec. Il.D in
Ref..3 for details). Hence, the right-hand side:of (8) vaessh
for ! # 0 wheneveriand jbelong to different clusters. Con-

sequently, the preaveraged mobility matkix? shows corre-
lations of different particles only if these particles amnethe

same cluster, in other words it is block-diagonal and within

one block given by

eq _ .
i3 1]

s0h 2 Ry

)

. . . p
For convenience we introduced the functiok) = = x=
and the quantityr ;5 Zii + Zy 2%;,5, which can
be interpreted as the resistance between nddasd j in
a corrgswding electrical resistor netwétkThe parameter
= 6=

Bi'gon of

2,?4 respectively 6= P Formally setting =
yields HT =
reduces to the Rouse model for gelata-'};ﬂs'aﬁ;?ﬁlt is well

0in @)

definite mobility matrix for all possible spatial configuats
of monomers.

off afterwards. The function is then given

11

exp( x)
P= — M

hx) = erfl %) (10)

It involves the error functiorrf ) and recovers the form o
the preaveraged Oseen-Tensor asymptotically a@s0. As
a result of preaveraging we obtain thinm model for cross-
linked monomers in solution

Py () Ri©);t) = * L G © :
at i v i ’ . i;3 @Rj(t) i .

o (11)

Here, the covariance of the thermal noise is given by

(0 =20 € Yi:

i3

(12)

Since both the connectivity matrix and the preaveraged mo-

=(6 sa) plays the role of the coupling con-
stant of the hydrodynamic interaction. Note that this defi-
differs ggm that of other authors by a factor of

145, and the Zimm model for gelation

This defect is cured if the Rotne—Prager—
Yamakawa tenséf=%is used instead. Again, the preaveraging
procedure is done with a confining potential which is switthe

M h i
Ri()=: @)

=1

l@j(t):

i3

(13)

The resulting equation of motion f&& ; (t) coincideswith that

of the Rouse model for crosslinked monom&H&&8.33f one

replaces the connectivity matrix by
e = (Heq)l:Z (Heq)l:Z (14)

in the latter. Different coordinate transformations areneo

monly used to establish this formal relation between the two

models. We prefer‘._(_i3), because then the transformed equa-

tion of motion involves theymmetric matrix (14). The result-

ing monomer trajectories for (transformed) initial d&tat, )

are therefore given by

X
R = Bt ®)T Gto) R o)
J=1
zZ t
+ a8yt TS )
to

(15)

_as follows e.g. from Sec. I1.C in Ref. 3. The solutigni(15) is
E‘e'xpressed in terms of the transformed thermal noise with zer

mean and covariance
Y
O E=2 4 € B1; (16)

and the time evolution in the simple shear flow (4) is charac-

terized by thel N -matrix
B = exp 3t&=d a7
f andthe3  3-matrix
0 R, 1
1 0 ds_(s) O c
T @t = E 1 0 : (18)
0

Finally, the solution of the Zimm equatioh {11) is obtaingd b
inserting [16) in (13).

III. OBSERVABLES
A. Shear Stress

We shall focus on the viscosity and the first and second

bility matrix H°? are block-diagonal, it follows that clusters hormal stress coefficients’ and @, respectively. There-

moveindependently of each other in this model.

C. Formal Solution

The Zimm equation:__(_il) is linear, hence it can be solved
exactly. This is most conveniently done by introducing new

fore we need to compute the intrinsic shear stregs as a
function of the shear rate ). Following Chap. 3 in Ref. 24

or Chap. 16.3 in Ref. 25, we express the shear stress in terms
of the force per unit area exerted by the polymers

X
©= Im
o ! N i=1

Fi®RY (0): (19)
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Here,R ; (t) is the solution of the equation of motign (11) with
some initial conditiorr ; (5) at timet, in the distant past (so
that all transient effects stemming from the initial coratit
have died out). Moreover,o stands for the monomer con-
centration andr; t) = @V=@R; (t) is the net spring force
acting on monomeiat timet Usmg the.transformatlor’l Q13)
and the solution] (15) it is readily shodhthat the stress ten-

sor {19) is given by

Z t
©= ©1+ a & OH_d
! 0 Rr 1
5 2 tods_(s) 1 Oc
@ 1 0 0& (20)
0 00

for arbitrary strengths of the shear ratet). Here, we have

defined the stress-relaxation function

Tr 1 £) ot e

0
= — 21
© = 5 =xp (21)

as a trace over the subspace of non-zero eigenvalues of

For a time-independent shear ratethe shear stress {20)
is also independent of time. The (intrinsic zero-shealogs
ity isthen related to shear stress via

== (22)

— 0

and the normal stress coefficients are defined by

1) — _xx yivy 2) . _Yiy Ziz
EEE 2.
(23)
respectively. Hence, the viscosity (22) is given by
120 21 "1 £ '
G =— d ©=Z_—r1r ° (4)
0 0 3 2N

for a fixed realizatiorG of crosslinks. It is determined by the
trace of the Moore—Penrose inverse®fG). According to
(2d) and {23), the second normal stress coefficiefit van-
ishes always, whereas
zZ
271 a2 1 1 B
0

“G) = dtt

0 3
(25)

Again, we have made explicit the dependencesoin (25).

This will be convenient for computing the average over all

crosslink realizations in the next subsection.

B. Disorder Average and Critical Behaviour

Each crosslink realizatios defines a random labelled

graph on the set of monomers, which can be decomposed into

maximal path-wise connected components or clusters

(26)

k=1

Here,N , denotes thé&-th cluster withN , monomers out of a
total ofK clusters (all depending am). We also refer tav

as the size of the clusterk The associated modified con-
nectivity matrix€ from [_14) is of block-diagonal form with
respect to the clusters. Therefore one can decompose any
observable of the typa G) = N !Trf € G)), wheref is
some function on the reals, into contrlbut|0ns from diffdre
clusters according to

&

N
AQG)= N—kA(Nk): (27)

k=1

Here, we have defined N ) = € WNy)). In par-
ticular, q_27) holds for the viscosity §E4) and for the firstmal
stress coefficient (25).

In order to compute the averag® i of the observable
A over all crosslink realizations in the macroscopic limit
M ! 1,N ! 1 with fixed crosslink concentration
c = M =N, we have to specify the statistical ensemble that
determines the realizations of crosslinks. Two distribsi
of crosslinks will be considered. (i) Each pair of monomers
is chosen independently with equal probabilisy , corre-
sponding to Erd6és—Rényi random graphs, which are known
to resemble the critical properties of mean-field perco
After performing the macroscopic limit, there is no macro-
scopic cluster forc < ..+ = 1=2 and almost all clusters
are tree<d Furthermore, alh® 2 trees of a given size are
equally likely. (ii) Clusters are generated according teeéh
dimensional continuum percolation, which is closely retat
to the intuitive picture of gelation, where monomers areenor
likely to be crosslinked when they are close to each other.
Since continuum percolation and lattice percolation are be
lieved to be in the same universality claSsye employ the
scaling description of the latter. It pred%étsa cluster-size
distribution of the form

X
L= N ! Ny in n expf n=ng (28)

k=1
for" = (o © landn ! 1 with a typical cluster
sizen (") " 1= thatdivergesa%! 0.Here, and are

(static) critical exponents.

For the computation of the averargei over all crosslink

realizationss it is convenient to introduce partial averages
&

i, = Tyt

n

Nk;nA(Nk) (29)

k=1

of A over all clusters of a given size. Using (_?_7) and re-
ordering the clusters, one gets the identity

R
n A

n=1

(30)
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which is valid in the absence of an infinite cluster. Now sup-we plot ,, and M as a function ofi on a double-logarithmic
pose one has the scaling scale for different values of the hydrodynamic interactian
rameter . According to :(3-1'3) the exponents andb are

A, =ML, , (31)  obtained by power law fits in the largerange, for which we

. . ) choose the interval 2 [700;4000], see Figu.(c). For the vis-
of the partial average at the critical pointas! 1 . Due to cosity the exponent decreases fram= 028 for = 0:05
the absence of relevant scales at the critical point, thisiit® 5, = ga1for ,= 0:3. The Rouse exponent for = 0
a natural behaviour. Then, (30) ar{d:(28) imply the criticaljg exactly given b¥ b = 1=2. The exponenb of the nor-
divergence mal stress coefficient ranges framn = 12for = 0:05to

, . b = pI3for = 025. The Rouse value for = 0is exactly
mi "% as "#0; with u= @ + b= (32) giver;‘fbyb -2

for the crosslink-averaged observableprovided that: > 0.
We will therefore study the scaling
B. Three-Dimensional Percolation

n 1 and & P (33)

n

For the generation of clusters according to three-
dimensional bond percolation we apply the Leath
|_AIgorithm.§9 It generates a sequenceN ,gy.; of clus-
hers, in terms of which the disor%er average is readily

asn ! 1 to explore critical rheological behaviour at the
gelation transition within the Zimm model.

Formulas like {30) — (33) may also be familiar from sca
ing theories for gelation. We go beyond such approaches i . . . P _
that we have mapped the dynamical properties of a gellingOmMPuted viarri = liny, , L 1A M. This
molecular system to a percolation problem, see &.g. (24) anépliestai, = liny, ; L1 namAND= L oy for
('._25)_ This mapping has been fully derived within a (semi-)the average over clusters of size The algorithm has been
microscopic dynamical model, the Zimm model for randomlytested by verifying the scaling of the cluster-size disttiin
crosslinked monomers, and not merely postulated fram .. Second, for small values of, we compared the number
hoc assumptions, as is usually done in scaling theories. In thef clusters with known exact valué$ Third, we verified that

following section we describe the numerical solution of thethe exponeng=d¢, which governs the scaling of the squared
percolation problem. radiug of gyration as a function of cluster sizat the critical

point,.‘? comes out ag=2:53 from the simulation. For each
generated cluster the resistanges; are computed from the

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS Moore—Penrose inverse of the connectivity matrix — see
below Eq. (§) — and inserted inte; (9) with corresponding
A. Erdés-Rényi Random Graphs to the Rotne—Prager—Yamakawa tensor. The eigenvalues of

b are then computed with the LAPACK library. We were
dorced to restrict cluster sizes to values< 4000 due to the
limited amount of memory, which is required for the gener-
ation and diagonalization of the matrix proddtt= g2

us from computing the expensive square roat &f. The fact Moreover, for galc_ulatlng d'S.Ofder averages we restriet th
number of realizations pertaining to a given cluster size to

that © and_b have the same eigenvalues can easily be proveq 45imum ofso0. However, within the present numerical
by observing that if is an eigenvector ¢t with correspond-  effort this maximum number is not even attained for larger
ing eigenvalue then @°%) '=* s a right/left eigenvector | ster sizes. Therefore the disorder averaged quandities
of b with the same eigenvalue still subject to fluctuations. In order to obtain smooth @gv
As already mentioned in Sec. I} B, the averageiex-  for , and , we have also smoothed out the raw data by
tends over alh® ? equally weighted labelled trees of size  performing a running average over cluster sizes in the windo
in the case of Erd6s—Rényi random graphs and, hence, isinn  5;n + 5] The thus obtained values fof and , are
dependent of the crosslink concentratiorRandom labelled plotted in Figs, 1(d) and (e), respectively, as a function of
trees of a given size have been generated via the Prufer alga double-logarithmic scale for different values af The ex-
rithm and handled with the LEDA librasj The preaveraged ponents andb , extracted by fitting the curves in Figs. 1(d)
mobility matrix (9) is computed with the functianfrom (10),  and (e) to a power law in the interval 2 [B00;4000], are
corresponding to the Rotne—Prager—Yamakawa tensor. Thghown in Fig! 1(f). The numerical values for are nearly
resistances ;5 in trees reduce to shortest paths, that is agraphdentical to those obtained for Erdés—Rényi random gsaph
distances, which are calculated with the Dijkstra algoni Again, one observes a decrease from= 021 for = 005
The eigenvalues dp are then computed with the LAPACK tob = 0:d1for = 03. The exponenb of the normal
library. For suitable, logarithmically equidistant clessizes stress coefficient ranges from = 11 for = 0:05to
n 2 [2;4000]we average the viscosity and the normal stres&s = 0:78 for = 0:25. The corresponding Rouse values
coefficient overso trees, which turned out to yield an accept- for = 0 follow from exact analytical argumeff&® and are
able computer-time/accuracy trade-off. In Fi'gs. 1(a) and ( givenbyb = @=d;) 1 1=2andb= @¢=d) 1 2,

For numerical purposes it is convenient to compute th
eigenvalues of the non-symmetric matfix = = rather
than those of = @E*¥)1=2 @©®Y)!=2 because this prevents
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FIG. 1: Numerical data to determine the scaliﬁg' (33) for mndlusters in the case of Erd6s—Rényi random graphsddéfimn) and three-
dimensional bond percolation (right column). In each caseaveraged viscosity, (top) and normal stress coefficient'”’ (middle) are
plotted for different strengths of the hydrodynamic intgi@n parameter as a function of the cluster sizeon a double logarithmic scale.
Power-law fits to the data yield the exponentsandb as a function of (bottom).

respectively. Heregds  4=3is the spectral dimension of the
incipient percolating cluster, whose numerical valug isyve
well approximated by the Alexander—Orbach conjec&?re.

C. Ring Polymers

We suspect that the observed variation of the exponent
values with may be due to crossover and finite-size ef-
fects. To clarify this question it is useful to study a system
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where the exponents are known analytically. Therefore we
(re-)investigate the viscosity,.,y and the first normal stress

coefficient r(Jln’g of ring polymers in the Zimm model with the o
Rotne—Prager—Yamakawa tensor. The scaling of both quant 12
ties with ring sizen asn L 1 can be deduced from long-
standing analytical resultd which lead tab ;ring = 1=2and

b ;:ng = 2. We focus here on the onset of this asymptotic |,
behaviour and how it is affected by crossovers for different o

. This provides us with a reference system when discussin f

the scaling of , and 1in the case of random clusters in a g
Section V. !
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Due to the cyclic structure of a ring polymer the associ- o 8 (a)
ated matricesi®® and are circulant matrices. Hence, they 8 vl il i il
are simultaneously diagonalizable. In fact, thth compo- ! 10 ez 1e3 led 1es
nent of thekth eigenvector of for a ring of sizen is ex- ] B AU
plicitely given by ” = exp (2 jkn), and as a result the  1es-
eigenvalues can be written in terms of Fourier transfafs.

Therefore, .y and ) are efficiently computed by Fast  1e
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Fourier Transformation up to ring sizes= 10°. The result- o 9 =&
ing viscosity and the first normal stress coefficient are show

in Figs.:_ﬁ(a) and (b) on a double logarithmic scale. The date ;84
is then fitted to a power law in two different fit ranges. In ad= £
dition to a fit in the terminal largerrange,n 2 [10%;10%], we 1e2
performed a second fit in the range2 [500;5000], which is
roughly where we had to do the fits in the random-cluster case
The fit exponents are shown in Fi_g. 2(c). Apparently, they de-
pend on the fit range. For = 0:05 we findb ;ying = 069

from the smalla fit. This value clearly exceeds the theo- 7 S P E— P e e
retical oneb ,.y = 1=2. Even the corresponding value n

b .1ing = 0:58from the largen fit still has an error oB6% . In s i T i T i I ——T 500.'50 .
contrast, for = 0:3both valuesb ;.i,; = 0:51and050, are " . e v {104;105]] 1
quite close to the exact one. 251
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In fact, given the Fourier representation of the eigenvalue
of b, it is straightforward to demonstrate the occurrence of :
crossover ah =2 from Rouse behaviour, ;g n, r
to the asymptotic Zimm behaviout,,4 n=?= for all 151~ .
n 2. Hence, the larger, the less important is resid- H .
ual Rouse behaviour in the numerical data for the scalingo 1| -

ring- 1he same holds true forﬁgg. Unfortunately, choosing L <
larger values for is not a practicable way out for obtaining 5 8.8 8 e ¢
good-quality data. This is because for largthe asymptotics | ©

2 A

oo

hix) 1 (x)'? (34)
FIG. 2: Numerical data to determine the scaliﬁd (33) for nady-

A , ‘L ; ers. The viscosity .y (@) and the normal stress coefficienf;)
of (10) asx | 1 becomes noticible and leads to the tranS|enlJ(E) are plotted for different strengths of the hydrodynamherag-

behaviour ring it for 'nter_med'at&l' We have observed tion parameter as a function of the cluster size on a double
such a behaviour for (unphysically Iarge)>_ 10 _(n9t shown_). logarithmic scale. (c) shows the exponents.i,; andb .4 from
But even the data fOfl_= 05and = 10in Fig..2 are still power-law fits to the data of (a) and (b). The fits were perfarme
slightly influenced by(34). for two different ranges of cluster sizes Additional data points for

In summary, whereas there is a generic overestimate of ~. 0037015 and025in (c) stem from curves which have been
the scaling exgonents for smalldue tg residual Rouse be- omitted in (a) and (b) for reasons of clarity. The two horizdtines
. . . indicate the exact valués ;.ing = 1=2andb ;ring = 2.
haviour, the exponents are underestimated for highdue
to the asymptotic#_(_34). The optimal value for minimal finite
size effectsin ring polymers appears tobe 0:3inFig, 2(c).



V. DISCUSSION 02;025]1 Measurements on branched polyethyleneil:ﬁne
yield the slightly higher value 0:31. Brownian-dynamics

Using the Zimm model for randomly crosslinked Simulations of hyperbranched polymers were performed in
monomers, we have determined the scaling (33) of the a/Ref.44. They also account fdiuctuating hydrodynamic in-
eraged viscosity and of the averaged first normal streséi-coefteractions corresponding to= 0:35, as well as for excluded-
cient over clusters of a given size Figs.i1(c) and (f) displaya Volume interactions and lead top = 0:13. This result is re-
crossover from the Rouse values a¢ 0to the Zimm values Markably close to our finding  0:11 for the highest cou-

at non-zero . We estimate the latter as pling strength = 03 that we have considered, whereas the
experimental findings are consistently above our value (see
b 011 and b  0:77; (35) the discussion below).

] ) ) ) . Next we compare our findings with the scaling argu-
fromourdatafor = 0:3. Adetailed discussion of this choice ment which is summarized in Eq.:(1). For phantom clus-
of and of possible origins of the dependenc&ondb  ters j.e. in the absence of excluded-volume interactions, the
on will be given below. Within the accuracy of our data, the Hausdorff fractal dimension is equal to the Gaussian ftacta
exponents are the same for both Erd6s—Rényi random grapiaﬁﬂensioﬁ‘%ﬁ df(c) = 2d=2 d), whered. is the spec-

and three-dimensional percolation. tral dimension. Here we estimatg 4=3 according to
The critical behaviour of the averaged viscodityi ' . o
9 . tthe Alexander—Orbach conjecture, which is known to be an

" * and of the averaged first normal stress Coefﬁdenexcellent approximation albeit not being exact. koe 3
h @4 " * for a polydisperse gelling solution of cross- L :
N polydisp geing Eq. (1) then implieso 1=4, and ford = 6 one has

linked monomers then follows fronj (35) anid (32). For theb 1=2. The latter value corresponds to Erd6s—Rényi ran-

viscosity this implies dinite value at the gel point for both, dom araphs. whose critical proberties are identical toghufs
Erd6s—Rényi random graphs and three-dimensional band pemear?—fiepld ’ercolatioﬁ{ BOtI’FIJ v:flues can be definitely ruled
colation. In contrast, the first normal stress coefficient is P y

. . gut by our data. Thus we conclude that the scaling relation
four_1d_to diverge yvnh an exponent that_depends on thg cIust%ii.) dges not apply to the Zimm model for randomI%/ Cross-
statistics. Choosing the cIu_ster statistics accordingrttb&- linked monomers. This failure comes as a surprise because
Rényi random graphs, we find  0:54. The case of three- '

dimensional bond percolation leads to the higher vaiue it is known from @ recent investigation of diffusion congtan

1:3. These exponent values are less than a third in magmtu%::n'?oah'ssgﬁgﬁl g]cagli;her(;)l(;%r:sewggnaifsleﬁt%cg ]E(o)l;amce
than the corresponding exact analytical predictioas 3, re- 9 9 9

spectively 4:1.0f the Rouse model for randomly cross- £

linked monomer&®®with the corresponding cluster statistics. IComing back to the experimentaivalues listed in Ta-
The dependence of the critical exponentsandb on blel and considering also the exact prediction= @ _
the hydrodynamic interaction strengthin Figs.i1(c) and (f) + 2=d)= 0:71 of the Rouse model for gelling

.. . . 316 i
may be due to finite-size effects. In particular the onset offonomersi2®we conclude that an explanation for the broad
. In order to better understand finite-size effects, we havéhteractions than those accounted for in the Zimm or Rouse
examined the Zimm dynamics of polymer rings in Sé§._-1VCm0de|- This may be due to the preaveraging approxima-

and determined the scaling of the viscosity,, P = tion. In particular, it throws away hydrodynamic interacts

: (1) , . among different clusters. But we do not expect this to be the
and of the first normal stress coefficient, P =9 with L ; .

: : : ing . sole relevant simplification of the Zimm model, becausedine
the ring sizen. For rings one can access much higher values

of n as for random clusters. see Fii_:js. 2(a) and (b). In particpolymers show a decrease inthe viscosity when abandoning

ular, the exactly known scaling exponepts.,. = 12 and the preaveraging approxmatldﬁ]and effects of preaveraging
. : ; ’ for branched molecules are even more pronounced than those
b g = 2, Which are universal in > 0, can be extracted ?

Y . . : for linear onedf Rather it seems that there are no satisfac-
from our data in Fig..2(c). However, if we did not exploit the ; . S )
NSO . . X tory explanations without considering excluded-volunieiin
full range of available ring sizes and restricted the fit tosth d . T :
. actions. Indeed, simulati f the bond-fluctuation model
lower values ofn which could also be accessed for random

clusters, then universality would be veiled by finite-sife e deliver higher valueg 13 in accordance with the scaling

T relationk = 2 , which arises from heuristically merging
fects. Finite-size effects are more pronounced for 0:15 Rouse-tvoe and excluded-volume broperties
and > 0:5. Thus, we conclude (i) that the random-cluster yp brop '
data have not reached either the asymptotic largegime yet

for 0:5in Fig.:_{L, (ii) that the asymptotic regimie uni-
versal and (iii) that the data for = 0:3 should be the most Acknowled .
reliable ones. cinowlecgments

The exponenb has also been investigated experimen-
tally. In Ref. :_4_? measurements on randomly branched We acknowledge financial support by the DFG through
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