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(D ated:M arch 23,2024)

Thework addressestheanalogy between trivialknotting and excluded volum ein looped polym er

chainsofm oderatelength,N < N 0,wherethee�ectsofknotting aresm all.A sim pleexpression for

the swelling seen in trivially knotted loops is described and shown to agree with sim ulation data.

Contrastbetween thisexpression and thewellknown expression forexcluded volum epolym ersleads

to a graphicalm apping ofexcluded volum e to trivialknots,which m ay beusefulforunderstanding

where the analogy between the two physicalform s is valid. The work also includes description

ofa new m ethod for the com putationalgeneration ofpolym er loops via conditionalprobability.

Although com putationally intensive,thism ethod generatesloopswithoutstatisticalbias,and thus

ispreferable to otherloop generation routinesin the region N < N 0.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N :FO R M U LA T IO N O F T H E

P R O B LEM

The lastfew yearshaveseen signi� cantwork address-

ing the e� ectsofknotting on looped polym erchains.O f

interestto m athem aticiansand physicistsforgood part

ofnineteenth and m ostofthe twentieth centuries,knots

were � rstseen by W .Thom son asa way to understand

thenatureofatom s[1],and m orerecentlyasthebasisfor

string theory. O n the biologicalfront,knots have been

observed in,[2,3],and tied into,[4,5],strandsofDNA.

Additionally,topoisom erases-proteins which actto al-

terthetopologicalstateofDNA -arequitecom m on and

play a signi� cantrolein cellularprocesses.

Therequirem entsa knotim poseson a strand arehard

to form ulate in a sim ple way,as\interactions" between

neighboring strandscan requirehighly non-localchanges

in the coil’sconform ation to m aintain topologicalstate.

That said,the m ost obvious e� ect knotting has on a

loop is in the size,com m only m easured in term s ofra-

diusofgyration,R 2
g.Forinstance,theloop topologically

equivalentto acircle,called atrivialor01 knotin profes-

sionalparlance,ison averagelarger than theloop ofthe

sam e length with any othertopology. In otherwords,a

trivialloop is larger than the phantom loop,the latter

representing topology-blind average over allloops ofa

certain length:


R 2
g

�
triv

>


R 2
g

�
phantom

. Thistopology-

driven swelling is operationaleven for very thin poly-

m ers,in the lim it when volum e exclusion has no e� ect

on polym er coilsize. In this case,the phantom loop’s

size (which is,once again,average over alltopologies)

scalesasN 1=2,whilethetrivialloop islargernotm erely

becauseofalargerprefactor,butbecauseofalargerscal-

ing exponent,itssize scalesasN �,where � > 1=2.The

conjecture,form ulated a long tim eago [6],supported by

furtherscaling argum ents[7,8],and consistentwith re-

centsim ulation data [9,10,11],speci� esthatthescaling

exponent� describing topology-driven swelling ofa triv-

ialloop is exactly the sam e as the Flory exponent[12],

which describesswelling driven by the self-avoidance(or

excluded volum e):� � 0:589� 3=5.

Equality ofscaling exponentsforthetwo casesre
 ects

the sim ilarity offractalproperties for these system s at

very large N � 1,because topologicalconstraints re-

sultin self-avoidance ofblobson alllength scalesabove

a certain threshold [8]. As we understand m uch about

self-avoidance[13],and nextto nothing aboutknots,we

would like to exploit the analogy to see ifit yields any

insightsinto knots.Speci� cally,itistem pting to look at

the dependence ofthe unknotted loop size,


R 2
g

�
triv

,on

the num berofsegm ents,N ,notonly in the asym ptotic

scalingregim eofverylargeN ,butalsothecorrectionsto

scaling atnot-so-largeN .Thisisparticularly im portant

from apracticalstandpoint,becausetheasym ptoticscal-

ing lim itisbarely accessible com putationally,and what

one really com putes is the value of


R 2
g

�
triv

at rather

m oderate N .System atic com parison ofN -dependencies

of


R 2
g

�
for(trivial)knotsand self-avoidingpolym ersover

the widerangeofN isthe goalofthispaper.

W e show thatalthough large N scaling appearsto be

identicalfortrivialknotsand excluded volum epolym ers,

theirrespectiveapproach totheasym ptoticregim eisdif-

ferent.Thispointsobviously to the lim ited characterof

theanalogybetween thetwom echanism sofswelling,due

to volum eexclusion and dueto topologicalconstraints.

The plan ofthe paper is as follows. W e startfrom a

briefsum m ary ofthem ain resultsforself-avoiding poly-

m ers. Although these results are widely known,we re-

state them in the form m ost suitable for our purposes.

Next, we present som e heuristic analytical argum ents

to shed light on why trivialknots m ay behave di� er-

ently then their excluded volum e counterparts. W ith

this insight in m ind,we present our detailed com puta-

tionaldata on the N -dependence of


R 2
g

�
triv

over the

wide range ofN .To obtain data with the necessary de-

gree ofaccuracy,it is necessary to m ake sure that our

m ethod ofgenerating loopsisergodicand unbiased.Al-

though thisaspectisofdecisive im portance,itispurely

technical,and thus itisrelegated to the Appendix. Up

toaboutsection IIC wem ostly review theknown results,

starting from section IID,wepresentournew � ndings.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0506786v1
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II. P R ELIM IN A R Y C O N SID ER A T IO N S

A . Sw elling driven by self-avoidance: an overview

To m ake ourwork self-contained we now o� era brief

review ofthe results forthe scaling ofexcluded volum e

polym ers(see furtherdetailsin [13,14,15]).W e should

em phasize from the beginning that the m ain properties

ofthe excluded volum e polym erare valid also forloops

[16].Thesim plestm odelforexcluded volum eisasystem

in which N beads,each ofvolum e b,are placed along

a loop with m ean separation ‘. Allother form s ofex-

cluded volum e,e.g. freely jointed sti� rods,worm -like

� lam ents,etc.,can be m apped to this sim ple rod-bead

m odel(see.e.g.,[14]).Therearetwoscalingregim es,with

crossoveratthe length

N
�
�
�
‘
3
=b
�2

: (1)

In term sofN �,the m ean squared gyration radius


R 2
g

�

can be written as


R 2
g

�
= ‘2N �(z),where the swelling

factor� dependson thesinglevariablez =
p
N =N �.For

classicalpolym erapplications,thelargez regim eism ost

interesting.�(z)hasa branch pointsingularity in in� n-

ity,its large z asym ptoticsare dom inated by the factor

z2�� 1;however,ifwe write �(z)= z2�� 1�(z),then �(z)

is analyticalin in� nity and can be expanded in integer

powersof1=z. Accordingly,the large N asym ptoticsof

R 2
g

�
follow:



R
2
g

��
�
N � N � ’ ‘

2
N

2�
A

"

1+ k1

�
N �

N

� 1=2

+ k2

�
N �

N

� 1

+ :::

#

: (2)

Conversely,in theregion N � N �,theapproxim ation for


R 2
g

�
isa� orded by thefactthat�(z)isanalyticalatsm all

z and can be expanded in integerpowersofz:



R
2

g

��
�
1� N � N � ’ ‘

2
N
A 0

12

"

1+ k
0
1

�
N

N �

� 1=2

+ k
0
2

�
N

N �

� 1

+ :::

#

; (3)

where prefactorA 0 should be equalto unity (which ex-

plains why we did not absorb the factor of 1=12 into

A 0).Notethatthelatterresultisan interm ediateasym p-

totics,which m eansthecorresponding region existsonly

solongasN � � 1islarge,which m eansexcluded volum e

issu� ciently sm all.

B . Sw elling driven by topology: cross-over length

W ith thisbriefsum m ary ofresultsin m ind wenow set

forward,intending to system atically com pare the com -

putationalresultsforthebehavioroftrivialknotsto the

well-understood polym erwith excluded volum e.

To look attheanalogy between self-avoiding polym ers

and trivialknots,it is usefulto start,[8],by identify-

ing the cross-overlength forknots,an analog ofN � (1),

which we callN 0. For knots,it is naturalto identify

the cross-over value ofN with the so-called character-

istic length ofrandom knotting,N 0;the latterquantity

isknown asthe characteristic length ofthe exponential

decay of probability, wtriv(N ), of form ation of a triv-

ialknotupon random closure ofthe polym er ends [17]:

wtriv ’ exp(� N =N0). Depending on the speci� csofthe

m odelused,[11,17,18],the criticallength varies sub-

tly around N 0 � 300.Itisalso clearqualitatively [8]and

seen com putationally[11]thatthisN 0 isaboutthelength

atwhich topologicale� ecton loop swelling crossesover

from m arginality atN < N 0 to signi� cance atN > N0.

In particular,it is at N > N 0 that the trivialknot be-

ginsto swellnoticeably beyond the size ofthe phantom

polym er[11].

C . Sw elling driven by topology: above the

cross-over

A num berofgroupsreported observation ofthepower

� � 3=5 in the scaling oftrivial[9,10,11,19]and other

topologically sim ple [9,10,11]knotsin the region N >

N 0.

In the works[9,10,20],following the idea suggested

in [22],the N dependence of


R 2
g

�
triv

was � tted to the

form ulasim ilartoequation(2)forself-avoidingpolym ers.

No attem pt was m ade at physicalinterpretation ofthe

best� tvaluesofthe three coe� cients(A,k1,k2)orthe

region ofN where the � t was exam ined. In this sense,

� tting with equation (2)wasonly used asan instrum ent

to � nd thescaling exponent�,which in theseworkswas

found to bestrikingly consistentwith theexpected value

ofthe self-avoidanceexponent.A puzzling aspectofthe

situation isthat,particularly in the work [10],the data

was � t to equation (2) not only in the region N > N0,

but across the crossover,starting from about N 0=3 to
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about3N 0 (seealso [20]).

Atpresentweareawareofno studieswhich providea

detailed com parison ofexcluded volum eand trivialknot-

ting atm odestN < N 0.Seeking to furtherappraisethe

analogy between trivialknotting and excluded volum e,

in the present work we address the two system s in the

region below theirrespectivecrossovers.

D . Sw elling driven by topology: below the

cross-over

Form ula (3) is the result ofperturbation theory [15],

in which conform ationswith overlappingsegm entsrepre-

sentasm allpartofconform ationalspaceand theirexclu-

sion isconsidered a sm allcorrection to G aussian statis-

tics. Itistem pting to try a sim ilarapproach forknots.

The idea would be to note that at sm allN < N 0,the

probability ofa non-trivialknotis sm all,which im plies

that restricting the loop such that it rem ains a trivial

knot excludes only a sm allsector of the conform ation

space which therefore, com prises a sm allcorrection to

G aussian statistics.

Letustry to im agine the realization ofthisidea. W e

wantto � nd the swelling ratio ofthe trivialloop:

�01 =


R
2

g

�
triv

=


R
2

g

�
phantom

: (4)

W eknow thatthe(topologyblind)ensem bleaverageover

allknotsm ust,by de� nition,yield unity fortheswelling

ratio:

1 = P01�01 + P31�31 + P41�41 + :::; (5)

where Pi and �i are, respectively, the probability and

swelling ratio ofthe knoti. O urplan isto considerfor-

m ula (5) as the equation from which we can determ ine

the quantity ofinterest,�01:

�01 =
1� P31�31 � P41�41 � :::

P01
: (6)

To this point our consideration is exact,but now we

switch tohand wavingargum entsand guessesjusti� ed by

thesim ulation data.In therangeofsm allN ,theensem -

bleofloopsconsistsm ostlyof01 knots,perturbed slightly

by the presence of31 and higher-orderorm ore com plex

knots. W e consider then N =N 0 as a sm allparam eter:

N =N 0 � 1. O fcourse,in the case ofexcluded volum e,

thesim ilarlim itisbetterjusti� ed,becauseN�,equation

(1),can atleastin principle,bearbitrarily large,leaving

room fortheinterm ediateasym ptotics1 � N � N �.In

thecaseofknots,N 0 isaslargeasabout300,butso far

wedo notknow why itislarge,and itseem sbeyond our

controlto m ake itlarger.Accordingly,we cannotspeak

ofan interm ediate asym ptoticsin a m athem atically rig-

orous way [23]. Nevertheless,we assum e here that the

num erically large value ofN 0 allows us hope that the

asym ptoticargum entispossible,and so weassum ethat

N =N 0 is a sm allparam eter. W e guessthen that higher

orderknotsprovide only higherorderperturbation cor-

rectionswith respectto this param eter,and we neglect

theircontributions,sim plifying theensem bleby account-

ing foronly 01 and 31 knots.In thiscase,P01 + P31 ’ 1.

Thisisjusti� ed by thedata presented in Figure1,which

showsthathigherknotsare very rare indeed. Since we

know that P01 ’ exp(� N =N0), we can also � nd P31.

G iven thatwe considerthe N =N 0 � 1 regim e,we m ust

also linearizethe exponent,which yields:

�01 ’
1� (1� P01)�31

P01
’
1�

�
1� e� N =N0

�
�31

e� N =N0
’

’ (1� (N =N0)�31)(1+ N =N 0) : (7)

The next step requires thinking about �31. In prin-

ciple, we can com e up with a chain of equations, not

unlikethe BBG K Ichain in the theory of
 uids,express-

ing �31 in term s ofhigher knots,etc. A m ore practi-

calcourse isto note thatforthe lowestorderin pertur-

bation,with respectto the supposedly sm allparam eter

N =N 0,since�31 hasalready thesm all(N =N 0)coe� cient

in frontofit,itisenough to replace�31 with a constant

atN =N 0 ! 0.Thus,tothelowestorderin N =N 0 � 1we

get (N =N 0)�31 ’ (N =N 0)c,where c is a constant. W e

therefore� nally obtain

�01 ’ 1+ (N =N 0)(1� c); (8)

or



R
2

g

�
triv

’ ‘
2
N

1

12

�

1+

�
N

N 0

�

(1� c)

�

: (9)

Thedi� erencebetween equations(3)and (9)isim m e-

diately obvious:the form erisan expansion in powersofp
N ,thelatterstartsfrom the� rstpowerofN .The

p
N

term doesnotoccurin ourexpansionforknots.Notethat

thevaluesofthek0i coe� cientsin equation (3)areknown

[15],and thispreventsthe easy (and incorrect)explana-

tion that k01 = 0. As regards the value ofcoe� cient c,

we do nothave atpresentan analyticalm eansto calcu-

late it,we willlaterestim ate itbased on the sim ulation

data. Thus,despite identicalscaling index at large N ,

trivially knotted and excluded volum e polym ersexhibit

avery di� erentm athem aticalstructureofN -dependence

in theirrespectivegyration radiiin theregion ofsm allN .

It is possible that another m anifestation ofthe sam e

di� erenceisthefactthatdata in thework [10]weresuc-

cessfully � tted to the equation (2) across the crossover

region,wherethisform ula fortheself-avoiding polym ers

isnotsupposed to work.

Thus, our considerations suggest that there is som e

fundam ental di� erence between topology and self-

avoidance in term s of their respective e� ects on the

swelling at m oderate N . In what follows, we present

com putationaltests supporting and further developing

thisconclusion.
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1.05 Exp(-N/255)

fractional abundance of simplest knots

1

0.8

0.7

0.9

1

20 40 60 80 N

10-2

10-4

31 knots

41 knots

01 knots

FIG .1: Fractionalabundance of01,31,and 41 knotswithin

theensem bleofalllooped polym erchainsof�xed steplength.

The 01 abundance follows the wellknown,[3,17,18],expo-

nentialdecay,A exp(� N =N0) with decay length N 0 = 255

and prefactor A � 1:05. Pertinent to the notion ofhigher-

orderknotsacting asa perturbation isthattheabundanceof

31 and 41 knots,seen in theinset,isquitelow in theN � N 0

region.

III. M O D EL A N D SIM U LA T IO N M ET H O D S

W em odelpolym erloopsasa setofN + 1 vertices,~xi,

em bedded in 3D ,where ~x0 = ~xN im plies loop closure.

The step between successive vertices,~yi = ~xi+ 1 � ~xi is

constructed eitherfrom stepsof� xed length,with prob-

ability density

P (~yi)=
1

4�‘2
� (j~yij� ‘); (10)

orG aussian distributed,with probability density

P (~yi)=

�
3

2�‘2

� 3=2

exp

 

�
3j~yij

2

2‘2

!

: (11)

Note that ‘,the \average" steplength,is de� ned,‘2 =R
P (y)y2d3y.M any m ethodshavebeen used to generate

loops in com puter sim ulation over the past decade. A

briefreview ofthe m ethods isavailable in Appendix A,

the detailsofthe m ethod im plem ented in this work are

presented in Appendix B.

O ncegenerated,weassestheloop’ssizeby calculating

itsradiusofgyration

R
2

g =
1

2N 2

X

i6= j

j~xi� ~xjj
2
: (12)

The m ean square average radius ofgyration seen over

allloopsis,


R 2
g

�
= 1

12
(N + �)l2,where � = 1 for� xed

steplength loops and � = � 1=N for loops ofgaussian

distributed steplength.Noting thattheexcluded volum e

constraintism aintained by the condition that pairdis-

tances be larger than excluded volum e bead diam eter,

rij = j~xi� ~xjj,rij � d,we record the m inim um rij for

 1

 1.02

 1.04

 1.06

 20  40  60  80  100

N

swelling beyond average gyration radius of fixed-steplength loops

d=0.05

d=0.10

d=0.12

d=0.14

d=0.16

01 knots

FIG .2: D irect com parison of excluded volum e and trivial

knotswelling,�01,beyond thephantom averagesizeforloops

of�xed steplength.Excluded volum eisform ulated in term sof

N beadsofdiam eterd,each centered atan universaljointbe-

tween loop segm ents.Exclusion ism aintained by prohibiting

bead overlap,j~xi� ~xjj� d foralli6= j.Asdiscussed in Sec-

tion IID ,and in contrastto theregion abovetheirrespective

crossovers,in thesm allN < N 0 regim e,trivialknotsfollow a

functionalform di�erentfrom thatofexcluded volum eloops.

each coil,which enablesusto ascertain whatm axim um

diam eterofexcluded volum e,d,theloop correspondsto,

[24]. Finally,we calculate the topologicalstate ofthe

loop by com puting the Alexander determ inant,� (� 1),

and Vassiliev knotinvariantsofdegree 2 and 3,v2 and

v3,the im plem entation ofwhich isdescribed in [25].As

the sim ulation progresses,averages are accum ulated in

a m atrix, indexed over di� erent knot types and m ini-

m um pairdistances.In the end,we can collectthe data

to � nd the gyration radius for either a particular knot

type irrespective ofpairdistances (i.e.,without volum e

exclusion),orfora particularexcluded volum e value ir-

respectiveoftopology.

IV . R ESU LT S

A . O n the functionalform ofN -dependence ofthe

gyration radius in the m oderate N regim e

Figure 2 provides direct com parison ofthe com puta-

tionally determ ined m ean squaregyration radiusfortriv-

ialknotsand phantom loopswith excluded volum e (av-

eraged overalltopologies),in thelattercase-forvarious

valuesofthebead diam eter.Notethatin the� gure,the

gyration radiusisexpressed with the swelling ratio �,as

de� ned in equation (6).Them oststriking featureofthis

� gureisthedi� erently shaped curvesofswelling.There-

gion ofinterm ediateN visiblein the� gure,1 < N < N0,

shows the plot oftrivialknot swelling passing through

allexcluded volum e curves. As seen,the very shape of

the �01 curve isdi� erent. Speci� cally,allcurvesforthe

excluded volum e loops are bent downwards,consistent
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1

1.02

1.04

1.06

20 40 60 80 100

N

0.998 + N/1437 

gyration radius swelling for trivially knotted, fixed-steplength loops

10 30 50 70 90

0.9

0.7

0.5

01 knot swelling 01 knot swelling

31 knot swelling

FIG .3: Average gyration radius data for trivially knotted

loops of �xed steplength. Loops were generated with the

conditional probability m ethod described in the appendix.

Swelling of the gyration radius is seen to be linear in the

sm allN regim e and can be understood initially asthe result

ofa perturbation.

with the presence ofthe
p
N term s in equation (3). In

contrast,thecurveforthetopologically restricted trivial

loop isvery nicely linear.A � tofthe form

�01 = 0:998+ N =1437� 1+ 0:18N =N0 ; (13)

consistentourestim ate,equation (9),whereN 0 = 255,is

shown in Figure 3. Note thatdeviation from the linear

form occurs as N increases. This is entirely expected

as the crossover to asym ptotic swelling ofthe gyration

radius,N 2�=N � N0:19,m ustoccurasN growsbeyond

N 0.

B . W hich excluded volum e diam eter m atches m ost

closely the topologicalsw elling oftrivialknots?

Thecross-overpointsbetween curvesoftrivially knot-

ted loops and loops with excluded volum e in Figure 2

inspired the idea ofplotting the excluded volum e diam -

eter at each N whose swelling m atches the swelling of

a trivialknot at the sam e N . As seen in Figure 4 this

m apping param eterseem sto approach an asym ptote at

the speci� c diam eterofd = 0:1625. W hile atpresentit

isnotcom putationally feasible to extend the scale ofN

to signi� cantly larger values,this asym ptotic approach

oftrivialknotswelling to loopswith excluded volum e is

consistent with the sim ilar asym ptotic swelling ofN 2�

seen in otherwork [9,10,11].

Atthesam etim e,itisinterestingtonotethatalthough

the swelling param eter due to the excluded volum e at

d � 0:16 seem s to � t the topologically driven swelling,

the corresponding characteristic length N � (see (1)) is

signi� cantly larger than N0. To see this,we note that

the excluded volum e data in � gure 2 � treasonably well

to the expression � � 1+ 1:71
p
N (d=‘)3 = 1+

p
N =N �,

where,therefore,N � = 0:34(d=‘)6.Here,wedeterm ined,

 

 0.05

 0  200  400  600  800  1000

excluded volume bead diameter matching trivial knot swelling at given N

N

d = 0.1625

 0.15
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FIG .4:The excluded volum e bead diam eterwhich givesthe

sam e hR
2

gi swelling as the group oftrivially knotted loops.

Unlike other�guresin the publication,loopshere are gener-

ated conditionally with gaussian distributed steplength.This

is done for feasibility reasons,as com putationally,gaussian-

distributed steps are easier to generate than loops of �xed

steplength.Asseen in theim age,theexcluded volum ediam -

eterseem s to saturate atabout d = 0:1625. This saturation

is consistent with the notion ofthe trivialknot gyration ra-

diusaverageapproaching theN
2�

asym ptoticwhen N � N 0.

Although not tested,we expect that �xed steplength loops

would exhibit sim ilar saturation at a speci�c excluded vol-

um e diam eter.

based on the � t,the num ericalcoe� cient intentionally

leftundeterm ined in form ula (1). Atd = 0:16‘,we get,

therefore,N � � 20000,which is alm ost two orders of

m agnitudegreaterthan N 0 � 255.Alternatively thissit-

uation can beseen by� ndingtheexcluded volum ediam e-

terforwhich crossoverlength N � m atchesN 0:N
� = N 0;

the corresponding d equals d � 0:33‘. It is fairly obvi-

ous that this value ofexcluded volum e does not agree

wellwith the data presented in � gure 4. This discrep-

ancy possibly points at yet another di� erence between

swelling driven by topology and excluded volum e.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

Itseem squiteclearfrom oursim ulation data thatthe

analogy between excluded volum e and trivialknotting

doesnothold atloop sizessm allerthan thecrossoverfor

knots,N 0. The nature ofthe swelling function,�(N ),

in this region is yet unknown. Although our cursory

explanation accounts for the trivialknot data’s linear

trend in this regim e,the sim ilar param eter for the size

ofm orecom plex knotsbehavesnon-linearly,and wecur-

rently have no explanation for this. A m ore system atic

treatm entofthe problem isbadly needed to understand

the sizebehaviorofknots.

Thatsaid,ourdata showing the m apping ofexcluded

volum e diam eter to trivialknot size seem s to reinforce

thenotion thatasym ptotically,thetwo classesofobjects
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scalewith the sam epower.
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A P P EN D IX A :A B R IEF R EV IEW O F LO O P

G EN ER A T IO N M ET H O D S

A num ber of m ethods exist and have been used in

theliteratureforthecom putationalgeneration oflooped

polym ers.The goalofgeneration m ethodsisto produce

statistically representativeand unbiased setsofm utually

uncorrelated loops.Thegeneration ofarandom walk isa

sim ple m atter.Stepsarechosen with isotropicprobabil-

ity untilthe desired length isreached.Creating random

walks with biased probability,speci� cally,walks which

return to the origin aftera speci� ed num berofsteps,is

a m oredi� culttask.Asm any studiesofthetopological

propertiesofpolym erchainshavebeen com pleted,wedo

notintend to m ake an exhaustive sum m ary ofallwork,

but rather in broad strokes sum m arize the generation

m ethodsused in the � eld.

Allm ethodsused togenerateloopscan begrouped into

two large categories. M ethods ofone group start from

som e loop con� guration which does not pretend to be

random ,and then transform itin som eway torandom ize

the setofsteps m aking the loop. M ethods ofthe other

group build m ore or less random loops from the very

beginning.

O ne ofthe initialtechniques used for the generation

ofloopsisthe dim erization m ethod ofChen,[26,27],in

which sm allersetsofwalksarejoined end to end to form

largerwalksorloops.This\Ring Dim erization" accepts

the joining of sm aller walks with som e probability, as

self-intersections between the chains are prohibited. In

addition,ifthe generated walk isclosed to form a loop,

a statisticalweightiscalculated to accountforloop clo-

sure. Severalgroups have used this m ethod, [17, 21],

usually in the context ofincluding excluded volum e in

the topologicalstudy.

O ther workers,[9,19],startwith an initialloop con-

form ation and then m odify it by applying a num ber of

\elbow" pivot m oves on random ly selected sections of

the loop. Speci� cally,ifthe loop is de� ned by N ver-

tices,f~xig,a pivot m ove is perform ed by selecting two

vertices,~xj and ~xk,and then rotatingby a random angle

the interm ediate vertices ~xj+ 1 through ~xk� 1 about the

axism adeby ~xk � ~xj.

A third m ethod in com m on use,the so-called \hedge-

hog" m ethod [10,28],startsby generating N =2 pairsof

m utually opposite bond vectors. The resulting setofN

vectorshas zero sum ,and it is tem pting reshu� e them

and then use as bond vectors,thus surely obtaining a

closed loop. Unfortunately,such a loop has obviously

correlated segm ents,the m ost striking m anifestation of

which isthatthe loop hasself-intersectionswith a large

probability oforderunity (in fact,1=e � 0:37,[29];see

also a related scaling argum ent in [11]). To overcom e

this,Dykhne[28]suggested im agining allN vectorsplot-

ted from the origin and thus form ing som ething like a

hedgehog,and then random ly choosing pairs ofvectors

(hedgehog needles),and rotating the pair by a random

angle about their vector sum . This operation does not

changethesum ofallN vectors,which rem ainszero,and

therefore, upon su� ciently m any such operations and

upon reshu� ing allvectors,one can hope to obtain a

wellrandom ized loop.

The hedgehog m ethod and elbow m oves m ethod are

in fact quite sim ilar. Indeed,in both cases the idea is

to rotatesom ebond vectorsaround theirvectorsum ;in

thehedgehog m ethod itisdonewith pairsofvectorsbe-

fore reshu� ing,in the elbow m oves m ethod it is done

afterreshu� ing with a setofsubsequentbonds,butthe

idea is the sam e. In both cases,the evolution ofloop

shape can be described by Rouse dynam ics,known in

polym erphysics(see,e.g.,[14]).Thisallowsusto m ake

a sim ple estim ate as to how m any m oves are necessary

in orderto wash away correlationsim posed by theinitial

loop con� guration. Rouse dynam ics can be understood

as di� usive m otion ofFourierm odes. Since the longest

waveFourierm odehaswavelength which scalesasN ,the

longestrelaxation tim e in Rouse dynam icsscalesasN 2.

Thisestim ate isvalid forphysicaldynam icsin which all

segm entsm oveatthesam etim e.Translated intocom pu-

tationallanguage,this im plies that every m onom er has

to m ake aboutN 2 m oves,which m eansthatwe have to

m akeaboutN 3 random m ovesforproperrem ovalofcor-

relations. Unfortunately this point is rarely m entioned

in the use ofthese algorithm s,(see however,[19]),and

thenum berofm ovesbetween sam plingisgenerally quite

sm all,which puts into question the ergodicity ofim ple-

m entationsofthisalgorithm .

Toovercom ethisproblem ,weproposed in [11]another

m ethod which wecallthem ethod oftriangles,which does

not involve any relaxation. In this m ethod,we gener-

ate N =3 random ly oriented triplets ofvectorswith zero

sum ,reshu� ethem ,and connectthem head-to-tail,thus

obtaining a loop. As we shallexplain in another pub-

lication,this m ethod produces loops with insigni� cant

correlationswhen N islargerthan a hundred orso.

Sinceourm ajorattention in thisarticleistherangeof

relativelysm allN ,wehavetoresorttoacom putationally

m ore intensive,but reliably unbiased m ethod based on

conditionalprobabilities. The idea is to generate step

num ber i in the loop ofN steps using the conditional

probability thatthegiven step arrivesto a certain point

providedthatafterN � im orestepsthewalkwillarriveat

theorigin.Thism ethod wassuggested and im plem ented

for G aussian chains in [30]. Here,we apply it for the

loopswith � xed step length.
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A P P EN D IX B :G EN ER A T IO N O F LO O P S W IT H FIX ED ST EP LEN G T H U SIN G T H E C O N D IT IO N A L

P R O B A B ILIT Y M ET H O D

1. D erivation ofthe C onditionalP robability M ethod

A walk iscom posed ofN stepsbetween N + 1 nodes,a step from nodes~xi to ~xi+ 1 having norm alized probability,

g(~xi;~xi+ 1;1).Theprobability fora random walk com posed ofN such stepsisdescribed by theG reen function which

tiesthe stepstogether,

G (~x0;~xN ;N )=

Z

g(~x1 � ~x0)g(~x2 � ~x1):::g(~xN � ~xN � 1)d~x1d~x2:::d~xN � 1 (B1)

Note thatin thisnotation the walk stretchesfrom ~x0 to ~xN .The speci� csofintegration depend on the sortofsteps

which arebeing taken.Attim es,theseintegrationscan bedi� cultto evaluate.In such casestheconvolution theorem

can be ofsom eutility.Suppose thatthe Fouriertransform and inverseisde� ned in the usualway,

g~k = �
R
g(~x)exp

h
i~k� ~x

i
d~x

g(~x)= �
R
g~k exp

h
� i~k� ~x

i
d~k:

(B2)

Notethatin thisform ulation � = (2�)� 3=2.Theconvolution theorem allowsforthefollowing expression forN � 2,

G (~x0;~xN ;N )= (1=�)N � 2

Z

(g~k)
N exp

h
� i~k� (~xN � ~x0)

i
d~k : (B3)

Ifsteplength is� xed to a certain distance,‘,the probability distribution and itsfouriertransform areexpressed,

g(~x0;~x1;1)fixed =
�(j~x1� ~x0j� ‘)

4�l2

g~k = �
sin(k‘)

k‘
;

(B4)

Using equations(B3)and (B4),along with di� erentialvolum e d~k = 2�k2dkd(cos�),the probability distribution for

a walk ofN � xed-length stepsspanning the displacem ent~xN � ~x0 is,

G (~x0;~xN ;N )fixed = �
24�

Z 1

0

�
sin[k‘]

k‘

� N
sin[kj~xN � ~x0j]

kj~xN � ~x0j
k
2
dk : (B5)

Ifweuse the de� nition of� and expressSine term sasexponentials,also using d = j~xN � ~x0j=‘then,

G (~x0;~xN ;N )fixed =
1

2�2

Z 1

0

(exp[ik‘]� exp[� ik‘])
N
(exp[ik‘d]� exp[� ik‘d])

(2ik‘)N + 1d
k
2
dk : (B6)

Then using the Newton binom ial(x + y)N =
P N

m = 0

�
N

m

�
xN � mym ,where,

�
N

m

�
= n!

(n� m )!m !
;yields a shiny prize,an

analytically tractableexpression:

G (~x0;~xN ;N )fixed =
1

�2

1

2N + 2iN + 1‘N + 1d

Z 1

0

NX

m = 0

�
N

m

�
(exp[ik‘])N � m (� exp[� ik‘])m (exp[ik‘d]� exp[� ik‘d])

kN � 1
dk :

(B7)

At this point two further sim pli� cations are m ade. The � rst is to extend the integration from � 1 to 1 ,as the

integrand is even on the realaxis (with proper incorporation ofthe factor of1=2). The second sim pli� cation is to

integrateoverthe dim ensionlessnum ber,� = k‘.Notethatthe dim ension ofthe integralrem ains1=volum e.

G (~x0;~xN ;N )fixed =
1

�2

N !

2N + 3iN + 1‘3d

Z 1

� 1

NX

m = 0

(� 1)
m

(N � m )!m !

exp[i�(N � 2m + d)]� exp[i�(N � 2m � d)]

�N � 1
d� : (B8)

The integralwhich rem ainscan be evaluated asa contourintegralin the com plex plane.The contouralong the real

axisischosen with asm allbum p in the+ idirection at� = 0.Theupperorlowerarch ischosen accordingto Jordan’s
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Lem m a.The residueat� = 0 isobtained by Taylorexpanding the exponentto resolvethe coe� cientcorresponding

to the �� 1 term ,which isthe de� nition ofa residue.Theresultfollows,

Z 1

� 1

exp[i��]

�N � 1
d� =

(
0 if � � 0

� 2�i

�
1

(N � 2)!
(i�)N � 2

�
if � < 0

: (B9)

Integration winnowsthe sum considerably,the � nalresultis,

G (~x0;~xN ;N )fixed =
N (N � 1)

2N + 2�l3d
(J1(N ;d)� J2(N ;d)) ; (B10)

where

J1(N ;d)=

NX

m > (N + d)=2

(� 1)m

(N � m )!m !
(N � 2m + d)N � 2

; (B11)

and

J2(N ;d)=

NX

m > (N � d)=2

(� 1)m

(N � m )!m !
(N � 2m � d)N � 2

: (B12)

A tableofprobabilitiescan then becom posed.Notehoweverthattheprobability isde� ned on intervalsoverd,listed

in the rightcolum n below.

G (~x0;0;3)fixed =
�

1

8�‘3d
d 2 [0;2]

G (~x0;0;3)fixed =

�
(1)=(8�‘3) d 2 [0;1]

(3� d)=(16�d‘3) d 2 [1;3]

G (~x0;0;4)fixed =

�
(8� 3d)=(64�‘3) d 2 [0;2]

(d� 4)2=(64�‘3d) d 2 [2;4]

G (~x0;0;5)fixed =

8
<

:

(5� d2)=(64�‘3) d 2 [0;1]

(2d3 � 15d2 + 30d� 5)=(192�‘3d) d 2 [1;3]

� (d� 5)3=(384�‘3d) d 2 [3;5]

G (~x0;0;6)fixed =

8
<

:

(5d3 � 24d2 + 96)=(1536�‘3) d 2 [0;2]

(� 5d4 + 72d3 � 360d2 + 672d� 240)=(3072�‘3d) d 2 [2;4]

(d� 6)4=(3072�‘3d)) d 2 [4;6]

:

(B13)

These piecewise-de� ned probability distributions approach the shape ofthe corresponding quantity for gaussian

distributed steplength,

G (~x0;~xN ;N )gaussian =

�
3

2�N ‘2

� 3=2

exp

�

�
3

2N ‘2
(~xN � ~x0)

2

�

: (B14)

Due to the com plexity and com putationalexpense ofthe conditionalm ethod,and noting the apparentsim ilarity of

thetwo curves,onem ightbetem pted to substitutetheG aussian form ulation,equation (B14),when N isabovesom e

threshold,N > N c.O urown experiencewith thisapproxim ation leadsusto discouragethe interm ingling ofthe two

distributions. W hen included,ateven the large N c = 30,a sharp discontinuity in the curve ofcurve for �01 vs N

(Figure (3)) was visible at N c. W e hypothesize that substitution ofthe G aussian form ulation,equation (B14),for

the � xed-step form ulation,equation (B10),allowsforslightly m ore in
 ated loop conform ationsand thusleadsto a

discontinuity when the approxim ation isused in the sim ulation code atN > N c.

2. Im plem entation ofC onditionalP robability

M ethod

G eneration of a random walk which is looped, i.e.

~xN � ~x0 = 0;can be achieved with the use ofthe al-

ready derived equations.Im aginethata walk ofN + M

stepsisunderway and M stepshavealready been taken.
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x

xp
l

θ

l Sin[θ]

FIG .5: This geom etry is used in the im plem entation ofthe

conditionalprobability loop generation m ethod.

Thism eansthata walk ofN stepsrem ains,which starts

at the present location,~x0,and � nishes at the starting

point,~xN .Theprobabilitydistribution forthenextstep,

from ~x0 to ~x1,can then be written,

P (~x0j~x1)=
G (~x0;~x1;1)G (~x1;~xN ;N � 1)

G (~x0;~xN ;N )
(B15)

In principle one could generate new steps with proba-

bility isotropic in direction,accepting them with condi-

tionalprobability de� ned by equations(B15)and (B10)

or(B14).In theinterestofe� ciency,a betterm ethod is

to generaterandom stepswithin theseprobability distri-

butions.Now discussed isthewaytotransform a
 atran-

dom distribution(thatproducedbytheUNIX m ath func-

tion drand48()forexam ple)into the distribution above.

Ifthe
 atly distributed variableisq,ieP (q)= 1on [0;1),

0elsewhere,thefollowingequation,with ~d = ~xN � ~x1,de-

� nesthetransform to theconditionaldistribution above,

G (~x),

Z q

0

P (q0)d(q0)=

Z f(q)

0

G (~x0;~x1;1)G (~d;0;N � 1)

G (~x0;~xN ;N )
d(~d);

(B16)

In thisstatem entofnorm alization,thefunction ofim por-

tance isf(q),which de� nesthe way the two probability

distributionsarem adeequal.

In principletheproblem isnow solved.A com pleteset

ofprobability distributionsforwalksof� xed orgaussian

steplength hasbeen de� ned,and the the form ula which

m apsthatdistribution to a 
 at,m achine-generated dis-

tribution has also been expressed. Ifthe form ofequa-

tion (B16)issim pleenough,m eaning relatively sm allN ,

the integralequation can be solved directly forf(q). In

practice however,N > 5 is an interesting regim e and a

di� erenttechniquem ustbe used to obtain f(q).

Forthecaseof� nishing a random walk of� xed length

steps,‘,which is~x away from theending point,and has

N steps alloted to get to that point,we use the geom -

etry shown in � gure (5). In this diagram ~xp isthe new

distanceaway from theendpointafterthepresentstep is

taken.Thusthe expression abovebecom es,

Z q

0

P (q0)dq0=

Z f(q)

0

G (~l;1)G (~xp;N � 1)

G (~x;N )
d(~xp);

(B17)

where, for convenience, the following syntax is used,

G (~b;0;N )= G (~b;N ).

O fcourse the single step G (~d;1) is a delta-function,

�(j~dj� ‘)=4�‘2,so theintegration overd(~xp)occursover

m ostorallofthe sphericalshellcreated by the possible

orientations of‘. Integration over the shell(about the

axism adeby~x)isperform ed in \rings,"each ringhaving

circum ference2�‘sin[�],and width,‘d(�),with resulting

di� erentialarea,dA = 2�‘2 sin[�]d(�). � is integrated

overthe range,[0;�].

Itshould be apparentthat,xp
2 = x2 + ‘2 + 2x‘cos[�].

This yields the di� erential transform , sin[�]d(�) =

(xp=x‘)d(xp). This sim pli� cation allowsthe integration

ofequation (B17)in the following way,

Z q

0

P (q0)dq0=
1

2‘xG (x;N )

Z f(q)

m in

G (~xp;N � 1)xpd(xp);

(B18)

Thisexpression isnorm alized to 1 ifintegrated overap-

propriate xp bounds. In m ost cases,those bounds are

[x � ‘;x + ‘],although the physicallim it on the upper

bound,xp � (N � 1)‘isnecessary to keep thewalk from

strayingtoo farfrom theorigin.Additionally,ifthewalk

isvery closeto theorigin,x < ‘,theintegration bounds,

[‘+ x;‘� x],areused.

As Equation (B12)for � xed steplength probability is

de� ned asa polynom ial,integration ofthatpolynom ial,

described by Equation (B18),can be perform ed exactly

within sim ulation com putercode,and theresultingequa-

tion forf(q)solved num erically. In practice we use the

G nu M ultiple Precision library to representthe polyno-

m ialcoe� cients and values as rationalnum bers. From

a com putationalstandpointthisissigni� cantly m oreex-

pensive than representing coe� cientsasdouble 
 oating

point,butusing rationalsallowsusto representallout-

puts ofthe polynom ialwith greataccuracy,the goalof

thissim ulation m ethod.Ata relatively sm allnum berof

stepsthecoe� cientsbecom equite sm all,forexam pleat

N = 15,in the region x 2 [13;15],equation (B12)reads,
� (d� 15)

13

40809403514880(‘3d�)
.W efeeltheneed in thisroutinetore-

tain accuracywhen perform ingoperationssuch asP � Q ,

where P � 1 and Q � 1 but (P � Q )� P;Q . In or-

derto retain theaccuracy oftheconditionalform ulation

itwasim perative to perform thisrationalnum beralge-

bra.Fortheinterested readerweprovidea tableofthese

polynom ialcoe� cientsassupplem entary m aterials.
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I. SU P P LEM EN TA R Y M A T ER IA LS

A . Polynom ialD escription

In the associated work,we derive expressions for the

conditionalprobability ofa random walk,G (d‘;n)fixed,

with end to end distance d‘from n stepsof� xed length

‘. In these supplem entary m aterials,we present these

probabilitiesin polynom ialform ,m akingthem com puta-

tionally m oreaccessible.

First,notethatthesum indicesin EquationsB11 and

B12 lead to a piece-wise de� nition ofthe functions(this

isseen in Equation B13).Thefunction,G (d‘;n)fixed,is

de� ned on (n+ 1)=2intervalsifn isodd,and n=2intervals

ifn is even. Allintervals span distance in d of2,with

exception ofthe � rstintervalforodd n,d 2 [0;1].

Use ofa com puter algebra system allows for the ex-

pansion ofequation B10 into the form ,

1

d�l3

n� 2X

i= 0

aid
i
; (1)

wherethesetofaicoe� cientsarerationalnum bers.Note

howeverthattherewillberoughlyn=2such sum sforeach

n asdescribed in the previousparagraph.Itistherefore

usefulto think ofthe setsofcoe� cientsaslistelem ents,

an;j;i,wheren refersto thenum berofstepsin thewalk,

j refers to the intervalin d ofde� nition,and i to the

speci� c powerofd in the polynom ial.

Polynom ialsarede� ned in theattached fractions32.txt

and fractions101.txtcoe� cient� leson theintervalofn 2

[2;nc],in this case nc = 32 and nc = 101 respectively.

The� rstelem entin each � le isnc.

Subsequent� le elem entsarethe an;j;i coe� cients,de-

lim ited by com m as,and provided as rationalnum bers.

Coe� cientsarelisted by a nested iteration,� rstby step

num bern,then by intervalj,� nally by polynom ialindex

i.W ere nc = 3,the � le would read:

3|{z}
nc

; 1=8
|{z}

an = 2;j= 0;i= 0

; 0|{z}
an = 3;j= 0;i= 0

; 1=8
|{z}

an = 3;j= 0;i= 1

;3=16;� 1=16
| {z }
an = 3;j= 1;i

(2)
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