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T he work addresses the analogy betw een trivial knotting and exclided volum e in looped polym er
chains ofm oderate length, N < N, where the e ects ofknotting are sm all. A sin ple expression for
the swelling seen in trivially knotted loops is described and shown to agree w ith sin ulation data.
C ontrast between this expression and the wellknow n expression for excluded volum e polym ers leads
to a graphicalm apping of excluded volum e to trivial knots, which m ay be usefiil for understanding
where the analogy between the two physical form s is valid. The work also includes description
of a new m ethod for the com putational generation of polym er loops via conditional probability.
A though com putationally intensive, thism ethod generates loops w thout statistical bias, and thus
is preferable to other loop generation routines in the region N < Ny.

I. NTRODUCTION :FORMULATION OF THE
PROBLEM

The last few years have seen signi cant work address—
Ing the e ects of knotting on looped polym er chains. O £
Interest to m athem aticians and physicists for good part
of nineteenth and m ost of the twentieth centuries, knots
were 1rst seen by W . Thom son as a way to understand
the nature ofatom s [}:], and m ore recently as the basis for
string theory. On the biolgical front, knots have been
cbserved in, {§,13], and tied into, §, 5], strands of DNA .
A dditionally, topoisom erases —proteins which act to al-
ter the topological state of DNA —are quite comm on and
ply a signi cant role in cellular processes.

T he requirem ents a knot in poses on a strand are hard
to formulate In a sin ple way, as \interactions" between
neighboring strands can require highly non-localchanges
In the coil’s confom ation to m aintain topological state.

That said, the m ost cbvious e ect knotting has on a
loop is In the size, comm only m easured in temm s of ra-
dius of gyration, Ré . For instance, the loop topologically
equivalent to a circle, called a trivialor 0; knot in profes—
sionalparlance, is on average larger than the loop ofthe
sam e length w ith any other topology. In other words, a
trivial Joop is larger than the phantom loop, the latter
representing topo]ogy—b]jnd average over all loops of a
certain lkngth: RZ > R] shantonm - T DS topology-
driven swelling is operational even for very thin poly—
mers, In the lim it when volum e exclision has no e ect
on polym er coil size. In this case, the phantom Iloop’s
size (Which is, once again, average over all topologies)
scales asN 172, whilke the trivial oop is Jarger not m erely
because ofa larger prefactor, but because ofa larger scal-
Ing exponent, its size scalesasN ,where > 1=2. The
con gcture, form ulated a long tin e ago ié], supported by
further scaling argum ents d -8], and consistent w ith re—
cent sin ulation data [§ :10 :ll-], speci es that the scaling
exponent describing topology-driven swelling of a triv—
ial loop is exactly the sam e as the F lory exponent fl2u],
w hich describes swelling driven by the selfavoidance (or
excluded volum e) : 0589  3=5.

E quality of scaling exponents forthe two casesre ects
the sin ilarity of fractal properties for these system s at
very large N 1, because topological constraints re—
sult In selfavoidance ofblobs on all length scales above
a certain threshold !§']. A s we understand m uch about
selfavoidance l_l-I_’:], and next to nothing about knots, we
would lke to exploit the analogy to see if it yields any
Insights into knots. Speci cally, it is tem pting to look at
the dependence of the unknotted loop size, Ré gy’ OO
the num ber of segm ents, N , not only in the asym ptotic
scaling regin e of very lJargeN , but also the correctionsto
scaling at not—so—-large N . T his is particularly in portant
from a practicalstandpoint, because the asym ptotic scal-
ing lim it is barely accessble com putationally, and what
one really com putes is the value of Ré i at rather
m oderate N . System atic com parison of N -dependencies
of RS for (trivial) knotsand selfavoiding polym ers over
the w ide range ofN is the goalofthis paper.

W e show that although large N scaling appears to be
dentical for trivialknots and exclided volum e polym ers,
their respective approach to the asym ptotic regin e is dif-
ferent. This points obviously to the 1im ited character of
the analogy betw een the two m echanian s of swelling, due
to volum e exclusion and due to topological constraints.

T he plan of the paper is as llows. W e start from a
brief sum m ary ofthe m ain resuls for selfavoiding poly—
mers. A lthough 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 trivial knots m ay behave di er—
ently then their exclided volum e counterparts. W ith
this insight in m ind, we present our detailed com puta—
tional data on the N -dependence of Ré ey OVET the
w ide range of N . To obtain data w ith the necessary de—
gree of accuracy, it is necessary to m ake sure that our
m ethod of generating loops is ergodic and unbiased. A
though this aspect is of decisive in portance, it is purely
technical, and thus it is relegated to the Appendix. Up
to about section :]IC| wem ostly review the known resuls,
starting from section -HD., we present ournew ndings.
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II. PRELIM INARY CONSIDERATION S

A . Swelling driven by selfavoidance: an overview

To m ake our work selffcontained we now o er a brief
review of the results or the scaling of excluded volum e
polym ers (see further details in [13,114,15]). W e should
em phasize from the beghning that the m ain properties
of the excluded volum e polym er are valid also for loops
f_l-é]. T he sim plest m odel for excluded volum e is a system
In which N beads, each of volum e b, are placed along
a loop wih mean sgparation ‘. A1l other fom s of ex—
clided volim e, eg. freely pinted sti rods, wom -lke

lam ents, etc., can be m apped to this sin ple rod-bead
model (seeeg., Iil_i]) . There are two scaling regin es, w ith
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Conversly, in the region N N , the approxin ation for
z and can be expanded In integer powers of z:
0

R?Z 12N A

where prefactor A° should be equal to unity which ex—
plains why we did not absorb the factor of 1=12 into
A9 . Note that the latter resukt is an interm ediate asym p—
totics, which m eans the corresponding region exists only
so long asN 1 is large, w hich m eans excluded volum e
issu ciently smnall

B . Swelling driven by topology: cross-over length

W ith thisbriefsum m ary of results in m ind we now set
forward, intending to system atically com pare the com —
putational resuls for the behavior of trivial knots to the
w ellunderstood polym er w ith exclided volum e.

To look at the analogy betw een selfavoiding polym ers
and trivial knots, it is useful to start, E5], by identify—
Ing the crossover length for knots, an analog ofN (r_]:),
which we call Ny. For knots, it is natural to identify
the crossover value of N with the socalled character—
istic length of random knotting, N o; the latter quantity
is known as the characteristic length of the exponential
decay of probability, wiriy N ), of om ation of a triv—
ial knot upon random closure of the polym er ends {_l-j]:
Weriy | €xp( N=Np). D epending on the speci cs ofthe
m odel used, {_i]_], :_l-j, :_ig], the critical length varies sub—
tly around N g 300. It isalso clear qualitatively -_[53] and
seen com putationally [[1]that thisN ; isabout the kength

1+ k7

crossover at the length
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In temm s 0ofN , the m ean squared gyration radius RS
can be written as RS = N (2), wher%the swelling
factor dependson the shgkvariablkez= N=N .For
classicalpolym er applications, the large z regin e ism ost
Interesting. (z) has a branch point sihgularity in In n-
iy, its large z asym ptotics are dom inated by the factor
z> L however, ifwewrite (z)= 22 ! (z),then (z)
is analytical In iIn niy and can be expanded In integer
powers of 1=z. A cocordingly, the lJarge N asym ptotics of
RS follow :

@)

R isa orded by the fact that (z) isanalyticalat small
1=2 1 #
o N
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N

at which topologicale ect on loop swelling crosses over
from marginality at N < Ny to signi cance at N > Np.
In particular, it isat N > N that the trivial knot be-
gins to swell noticeably beyond the size of the phantom
polym er {11].

C . Swelling driven by topology: above the
cross-over

A num ber of groups reported cbservation of the power
3=5 in the scaling of triviali{9; 1D, 11, 10] and other
topologically sinplke {4, 110, 1] knots in the region N >
Nog.

In the works ﬁg, :_l-C_i, 2-(_)'], follow ing the idea suggested
in P4, the N dependence of R? oy, Was  tted to the
form ula sim ilarto equation (:2:) for selfavoiding polym ers.
N o attem pt was m ade at physical interpretation of the
best t values ofthe three coe cients @, k, ky) orthe
region of N where the t wasexam Ined. In this sense,

tting w ith equation :S.‘Z) wasonly used as an instrum ent
to nd the scaling exponent , which in these workswas
found to be strikingly consistent w ith the expected value
of the selfavoidance exponent. A puzzling aspect of the
situation is that, particularly in the work {_IC_S], the data
was t to equation :_(é) not only In the region N > Np,
but across the crossover, starting from about N (=3 to



about 3N, (see also R0)).

At present we are aware of no studies which provide a
detailed com parison ofexclided volum e and trivialknot—
ting at modest N < N . Seeking to further appraise the
analogy between trivial knotting and excluded volum e,
In the present work we address the two system s In the
region below their respective crossovers.

D . Swelling driven by topology: below the
cross-over

Fomul (@) is the result of perturbation theory (5],
In which conform ationsw ith overlapping segm ents repre—
sent a an allpart of conform ationalspace and their excli—
sion is considered a am all correction to G aussian statis-
tics. It is tem pting to try a sim ilar approach for knots.
The idea would be to note that at smallN < N, the
probability of a non-trivial knot is am all, which in plies
that restricting the loop such that i rem ains a trivial
knot excludes only a an all sector of the conform ation
space which therefore, com prises a sm all correction to
G aussian statistics.

Let us try to In agine the realization of this dea. W e
want to nd the swelling ratio of the trivial loop:

01 = RS triv = RS phantom : @)
W eknow thatthe (topology blind) ensem ble average over
allknotsmust, by de nition, yield unity for the swelling
ratio:

1=P01 01+P31 31+P41 41+ ity (5)

where P; and ; are, resoectively, the probability and
swelling ratio of the knot i. O ur plan is to consider for-
mula (:5) as the equation from which we can determm ine
the quantity of Interest, o, :

o = 1 P31 31 ]?41 4, Z:Z- (6)
1 P01 .

To this point our consideration is exact, but now we
sw itch to hand waving argum entsand guesses jisti ed by
the sin ulation data. In the range of sm allN , the ensam —
ble of loops consistsm ostly of0; knots, perturbed slightly
by the presence of 3; and higher-order or m ore com plex
knots. W e consider then N=N,; as a sn all param eter:
N =N, 1. O f course, In the case of excluded volum g,
the sin ilar Iim it isbetter justi ed, because N , equation

(), can at least in principle, be arbitrarily large, kaving
room for the interm ediate asym ptotics1 N N .In
the case ofknots, N ¢ is as large as about 300, but so far
we do not know why i is lJarge, and it seem sbeyond our
control to m ake it larger. A cocordingly, we cannot speak
of an intermm ediate asym ptotics In a m athem atically rig—
orous way 1_2-;%] N evertheless, we assum e here that the
num erically large value of Ny allow s us hope that the
asym ptotic argum ent is possible, and so we assum e that

N =N, is a an all param eter. W e guess then that higher
order knots provide only higher order perturbation cor-
rections w ith respect to this param eter, and we neglect
their contributions, sin plifying the ensem ble by account—
ng Pronly 0; and 3; knots. In thiscase, Po, + P3, ” 1.
This is fusti ed by the data presented in Figurs i, which
show s that higher knots are very rare indeed. Since we
know that Py, ’ exp( N=Np), we can also nd B, .
G iven that we consider the N =N 1 regine, wemust
also linearize the exponent, which yields:

1 @ B)s , 1 1 el™o g
P 04 e N=No

N=Np) 3) 1+ N=Ny) : (7)
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The next step requires thinking about 3, . In prin—
ciple, we can come up wih a chain of equations, not
unlke the BBGK I chain in the theory of uids, express—
Ing 3, In tem s of higher knots, etc. A m ore practi-
cal course is to note that for the lowest order in pertur-
bation, w ith respect to the supposedly amn all param eter
N =N, sihce 3, hasalready the snall N =N () coe cient
n front of i, it is enough to replace 3, with a constant
atN=N, ! 0. Thus, tothe lowestorderin N=N g lwe
get W=Ngy) 3, * N=Nj)c, where c is a constant. W e
therefore nally obtain

o 1+ W=N,) I 9 @8)
or
2 , 1 N
R T YN— 1+ — 1 o : )
9 triv 12 NO

The di erence between equations :_(3) and :_(9) isnme-
lately obvious: the fomm er is an expansion In pow ers of
N , the Jatter starts from the rstpowerofN .The N

term doesnot occur in ourexpansion forknots. N ote that
the values of the k! coe cients in equation {) areknown
f_l-E_:], and this prevents the easy (and incorrect) explana—
tion that kf = 0. A s regards the value of coe cient ¢,
we do not have at present an analyticalm eans to calcu—
late it, we w ill Jater estin ate it based on the sin ulation
data. Thus, despite identical scaling index at large N ,
trivially knotted and exclided volum e polym ers exhibit
avery di erentm athem atical structure ofN -dependence
In their respective gyration radiiin the region ofan allN .

Tt is possble that another m anifestation of the sam e
di erence is the fact that data in the work :_fl_'O] were suc—
cessfully thed to the equation :_(2) across the crossover
region, w here this form ula for the selfavoiding polym ers
is not supposed to work.

Thus, our considerations suggest that there is some
fundam ental di erence between topology and self-
avoidance In tem s of their respective e ects on the
swelling at moderate N . In what follows, we present
com putational tests supporting and further developing
this conclusion.
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FIG . 1: Fractional abundance of 0, 31, and 4; knots w ithin
the ensem ble of all looped polym er chains of xgq steplength.
The 0; abundance follow s the well known, E%, E], E@], expo—
nential decay, A exp ( N =Nj) wih decay length No = 255
and prefactor A 1:05. Pertinent to the notion of higher-
order knots acting as a perturbation is that the abundance of
31 and 4; knots, seen in the inset, isquite Iow in theN N
region.

III. MODEL AND SIM ULATION METHODS

W em odelpolym er Ioops asa set ofN + 1 vertices, %5,
embedded In 3D, where %y = 2%y Inplies loop closure.
T he step between successive vertices, y; = i1 3 is
constructed either from steps of xed length, w ith prob—
ability density

1 .
Pl W) 9 10)
or G aussian distributed, w ith probability density
|
3=2 .20
3 &3
P i) = > < exp ov (11)

Note that °, the \average" steplength, is de ned, * =

P )y?’d>y.M any m ethods have been used to generate
loops in com puter simulation over the past decade. A
brief review of the m ethods is availbk in Appendix A,
the details of the m ethod im plem ented in this work are
presented in Appendix B].

O nce generated, we asses the loop’s size by calculating
is radiis of gyration

R

1z)

The mean square average radius of gyration seen over
allloopsis, RZ = 55N + )P, where = 1for xed
steplength loops and = 1=N for loops of gaussian
distrbbuted steplength. N oting that the excluded volum e
constraint is m aintained by the condition that pair dis-
tances be larger than exclided volim e bead diam eter,
ry = ¥ %j Iy d, we record the m nimum x; for

swelling beyond average gyration radius of fixed-steplength loops
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FIG . 2: Direct com parison of excluded volum e and trivial
knot swelling, o, ,beyond the phantom average size for loops
of xed steplength. E xcluded volum e is form ulated in tem sof
N beadsofdiam eter d, each centered at an universal pint be—
tween loop segm ents. E xclusion ism aintained by prohibiting
bead overlap, ®i xJ dforallié j.Asdiscussed in Sec-
tion ID!, and in contrast to the region above their respective
crossovers, n the smallN < N regin e, trivial knots follow a
functional form di erent from that of excluded volum e loops.

each coil, which enables us to ascertain what m axin um
diam eter of excluded volum e, d, the loop correspondsto,
f_Z-é_i]. Finally, we calculate the topological state of the
loop by com puting the A lexander determ inant, ( 1),
and Vassiliev knot invariants of degree 2 and 3, \_72 and
v3, the in plem entation of which is described in R5]. As
the sim ulation progresses, averages are accum ulated in
a m atrix, indexed over di erent knot types and m ini-
mum pair distances. In the end, we can collect the data
to nd the gyration radius for either a particular knot
type irrespective of pair distances (ie., w thout volum e
exclusion), or for a particular excluded volum e value ir-
regpective of topology.

IVv.. RESULTS

A . On the functional form ofN -dependence of the
gyration radius in the m oderate N regim e

Figure Q provides direct com parison of the com puta—
tionally determ ined m ean square gyration radius for triv—
ialknots and phantom loops w ith excluded volim e (av—
eraged over all topologies), in the latter case — for various
values of the bead diam eter. N ote that In the gure, the
gyration radius is expressed w ith the swellng ratio , as
de ned In equation -'_(’6) . Them ost strdking feature ofthis

gure isthedi erently shaped curvesofswelling. T he re—
gion of interm ediate N visble in the gqure, 1< N < Ng,
show s the plot of trivial knot swelling passing through
all excluded volum e curves. A s seen, the very shape of
the o, curve isdi erent. Speci cally, all curves for the
excluded volum e loops are bent dow nwards, consistent
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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
an allN regin e and can be understood Initially as the result
of a perturbation.
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w ith the presence ofthe N temm s In equation 6_3). In
contrast, the curve for the topologically restricted trivial
lIoop is very nicely linear. A  t ofthe form

0, = 0:998+ N=1437 1+ 0:18N=Nj ; @3)
consistent our estin ate, equation (r_Q), whereN o = 255, is
shown in Figure l_'q’ N ote that deviation from the linear
form occurs as N increases. This is entirely expected
as the crossover to asym ptotic swelling of the gyration
radius, N 2 =N N%1° must occuras N grow s beyond
Nog.

B. W hich excluded volum e diam eter m atchesm ost
closely the topological swelling of trivial knots?

T he cross-over points between curves of trivially knot—
ted loops and loops with exclided volim e In Figure :é
hgoired the idea of plotting the exclided volum e diam —
eter at each N whose swelling m atches the swelling of
a trivial knot at the same N . As seen in Fjgure:fl this
m apping param eter seem s to approach an asym ptote at
the speci cdiameter ofd= 0:1625. W hile at present i
is not com putationally feasble to extend the scale ofN
to signi cantly larger values, this asym ptotic approach
of trivial knot swelling to loops w ith excluded volum e is
consistent w ith the sim ilar asym ptotic swelling of N 2
seen In other work E_Q, :_l-g', :_L-]_}]

Atthe sam etin g, it is interesting to note that although
the swelling param eter due to the excluded volum e at
d 016 seem s to t the topologically driven swelling,
the corresponding characteristic length N (see @)) is
signi cantly larger than Np. To see this, we note that
the excluded volum e data in pq_ure:_fi t J:easoigably well
to the expression 1+ 171N @="'=1+ N= ,
where, therefore, N = 0:34 (d=")°. Here, we determ ined,

excluded volume bead diameter matching trivial knot swelling at given N
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FIG . 4: The excluded volum e bead diam eter which gives the
sam e hRSi swelling as the group of trivially knotted loops.
Unlike other gures in the publication, loops here are gener—
ated conditionally w ith gaussian distribbuted steplength. This
is done for feasibility reasons, as com putationally, gaussian—
distribbuted steps are easier to generate than loops of xed
steplength. A s seen In the in age, the excluded volum e diam —
eter seem s to saturate at about d = 0:1625. This saturation
is consistent w ith the notion of the trivial knot gyration ra—
dius average approaching the N 2 asym ptotic when N No.
A though not tested, we expect that xed steplength loops
would exhibit sim ilar saturation at a speci c exclided vol-
um e diam eter.

based on the t, the numerical coe cient Intentionally
keft undeterm ined in rmula (I). Atd= 016", we get,
therefore, N 20000, which is alm ost two orders of
m agnitude greaterthan N 255. A tematively this sit—
uation can be seenby nding the excluded volum e diam e~
ter forwhich crossover length N matchesNg: N = Nyg;
the corresponding d equals d 033", It is fairly obvi-
ous that this value of excluded volum e does not agree
well with the data presented n  gureifl. This discrep-
ancy possbly points at yet another di erence between
swelling driven by topology and excluded volum e.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Tt seem s quite clear from our sim ulation data that the
analogy between exclided volum e and trivial knotting
does not hold at loop sizes am aller than the crossover for
knots, Ny. The nature of the swelling function, ® ),
in this region is yet unknown. A lthough our cursory
explanation accounts for the trivial knot data’s linear
trend In this regin e, the sin ilar param eter for the size
ofm ore com plex knots behaves non-linearly, and we cur—
rently have no explanation for this. A m ore system atic
treatm ent of the problem isbadly needed to understand
the size behavior of knots.

That said, our data show Ing the m apping of excluded
volum e diam eter to trivial knot size seem s to reinforce
the notion that asym ptotically, the two classes of ob fcts



scale w ith the sam e power.
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APPENDIX A:A BRIEF REVIEW OF LOOP
GENERATION METHODS

A number of m ethods exist and have been used In
the literature for the com putationalgeneration of looped
polym ers. T he goalof generation m ethods is to produce
statistically representative and unbiased sets ofm utually
uncorrelated loops. T he generation ofa random walk isa
sim ple m atter. Steps are chosen w ith isotropic probabik-
ity until the desired length is reached. C reating random
walks with biased probability, speci cally, walks which
retum to the origih after a speci ed num ber of steps, is
amoredi cuk task. A sm any studies of the topological
properties of polym er chains have been com pleted, we do
not intend to m ake an exhaustive summ ary of allwork,
but rather In broad strokes summ arize the generation
m ethods used In the eld.

A 1lm ethodsused to generate loops can be grouped into
two large categories. M ethods of one group start from
som e loop con guration which does not pretend to be
random , and then transform it in som e way to random ize
the set of steps m aking the loop. M ethods of the other
group build more or less random Iloops from the very
beginning.

O ne of the initial techniques used for the generation
of Ioops is the din erization m ethod of Chen, p6, 2], in
which an aller setsofwaks are pined end to end to form
larger walks or loops. This \R ing D in erization" accepts
the pining of sn aller waks wih som e probabiliy, as
self-intersections between the chains are prohibied. In
addition, if the generated walk is closed to form a loop,
a statisticalweight is calculated to account for loop clo-
sure. Several groups have used this m ethod, {7, 21],
usually in the context of ncliding excluded volum e in
the topological study.

O ther workers, {_S%, :_l-g], start wih an niial loop con—
form ation and then m odify it by applying a num ber of
\ebow " pivot m oves on random ly selected sections of
the loop. Speci cally, if the loop is de ned by N ver-
tices, fx;g, a pivot m ove is perform ed by selecting two
vertices, x4 and %, and then rotating by a random angle
the interm ediate vertices x4, 1 through xy ; about the
axism ade by xx %.

A third m ethod In comm on use, the socalled \hedge-
hog" m ethod f_l-g, :_2-§'], starts by generating N =2 pairs of
m utually opposite bond vectors. T he resulting set of N
vectors has zero sum , and it is tem pting reshu e them
and then use as bond vectors, thus surely obtaining a

closed Ioop. Unfortunately, such a loop has obviously
correlated segm ents, the m ost striking m anifestation of
which is that the loop has selfdntersections w ith a large
probability of order uniy (inh fact, 1=e 037, :_B_'B]; e
also a related _sca]jng argum ent in [_1-1:]) . To overcom e
this, D ykhne P8] suggested in agining allN vectors plot—
ted from the origin and thus fom ing som ething lke a
hedgehog, and then random ly choosing pairs of vectors
(hedgehog needles), and rotating the pair by a random
angle about their vector sum . This operation does not
change the sum ofallN vectors, which rem ains zero, and
therefore, upon su ciently m any such operations and
upon reshu ing all vectors, one can hope to obtain a
well random ized loop.

T he hedgehog m ethod and ebow m oves m ethod are
In fact quite sin ilar. Indeed, In both cases the idea is
to rotate som e bond vectors around their vector sum ; in
the hedgehog m ethod it is done w ith pairs of vectors be—
fore reshu ing, In the ebow m oves m ethod it is done
after reshu ing w ith a set of subsequent bonds, but the
idea is the same. In both cases, the evolution of loop
shape can be described by Rouse dynam ics, known in
polym er physics (see, eg., t_lﬁi]) . This allow sus to m ake
a sin pl estin ate as to how m any m oves are necessary
In order to wash away correlations in posed by the initial
loop con guration. Rouse dynam ics can be understood
as di usive m otion of Fourier m odes. Since the longest
wave Fourierm ode hasw avelength w hich scalesasN , the
longest relaxation tin e .n R ouse dynam ics scales asN 2.
T his estin ate is valid for physical dynam ics in which all
segm entsm ove at the sam e tin e. T ranslated into com pu-—
tational language, this In plies that every m onom er has
to m ake about N % m oves, w hich m eans that we have to
m ake about N 3 random m oves for proper rem ovalof cor—
relations. Unfrtunately this point is rarely m entioned
In the use of these algorithm s, (see how ever, [_1§‘i]), and
the num ber ofm ovesbetw een sam pling is generally quie
an all, which puts into question the ergodiciy of m ple—
m entations of this algorithm . _

T o overcom e this problem , we proposed In [_11:] another
m ethod which we callthem ethod oftriangles, w hich does
not involve any relaxation. In this m ethod, we gener—
ate N =3 random Iy ordented triplets of vectors w ith zero
sum , reshu e them , and connect them head-to-tail, thus
obtaining a loop. As we shall explain in another pub-
lication, this m ethod produces loops with insigni cant
correlationswhen N is Jarger than a hundred or so.

Since ourm a pr attention in this article is the range of
relatively an allN , wehave to resort to a com putationally
m ore Intensive, but reliably unbiased m ethod based on
conditional probabilities. The idea is to generate step
number i in the loop of N steps using the conditional
probability that the given step arrives to a certain point
provided thatafterN  im orestepsthewalk w illarriveat
the origin. Thism ethod w as suggested and im plem ented
for G aussian chains in {_3-(_i] Here, we apply it for the
loopswith xed step length.



APPENDIX B:GENERATION OF LOOPS W ITH FIXED STEPLENGTH USING THE CONDITIONAL
PROBABILITY METHOD

1. D erivation of the C onditionalP robability M ethod

A walk is com posed of N stepsbetween N + 1 nodes, a step from nodes %; to xiy 1 having nom alized probability,
g (2i;%2i+15;1) . The probability for a random walk com posed ofN such steps is described by the G reen function which
ties the steps together,

G @iy ;N)= g 2)g& )iy % 1)dxpdxp ndxry g ®B1)

N ote that in this notation the walk stretches from %, to 2y . The speci cs of integration depend on the sort of steps
w hich are being taken. At tin es, these integrations can be di cul to evaluate. In such cases the convolution theorem
can be of som e utility. Suppose that the Fourder transform and inverse is de ned in the usualway,

= hooi
g, = ge)exp K  xdx
R L B2)
gX) = 9, eXp kX  =xdk:
Note that .n thisomulation = 2 ) 372. The convolution theorem allow s for the ©llow ing expression orN 2,
Z h i
Gy N)= 1= ) ? @) exp X fx =) d&: ®3)

If steplength is xed to a certain distance, Y, the probability distribution and its fourder transform are expressed,

ene _ (=3 M)
g®0i;%1i)fixea = 1
B4)
_ osinkY)
% = k!

U sing equations B3) and 84), along with di erential volime & = 2 k?dkd(cos ), the probability distribution for
awalk of N  xed-length steps spanning the displacem ent % is,

Z . “w N .
sin k'] ~ sin k &y x)]]kz
0 k* kj’{N ’&J]

G G20;%y iN eixea = °4 dk : B5)

Ifweuse thede nition of and express Sine tem s as exponentials, also using d= 3% % =" then,

Z
1 exp k'] expl ik f exp [ikd] expl ik‘d]}(2
G 320 N Vfixeq = —— - dk : 6
2072y ;N )fixea 27, 2k g ®6)
P 1
T hen using the Newton binom ial & + y)¥ = E:o f; N My where, f; = m!;yjeldsashjny prize, an
analytically tractable expression:
Z
1 1 LA N exp k)Y ™( expl ik'D (exp k'd] exp[ ik'd])
G &oixy N fixed = Z niomriwrig N1 ke
b d o ™ k
o=
B87)

At this point two further sinpli cations are made. The rst is to extend the integration from 1 tol, asthe
Integrand is even on the real axis (W ith proper incorporation of the factor of 1=2). The second sin pli cation is to

Integrate over the din ensionless num ber, = k‘. Note that the din ension of the integral rem ains 1=volum e.
21 W . .
o 1 N ! (1 expi @ 2m+d)] expi N 2m  d)]
G ®oi;2n iN )fixed = NI Tivg . N m)m! N 1 d B8)
m=0

T he integralwhich rem ains can be evaluated as a contour integral in the com plex plane. T he contour along the real
axis ischosen w ith a sm allbum p In the + idirection at = 0. T he upper or lower arch is chosen according to Jordan’s



Lemma. The residue at = 0 is obtained by Taylor expanding the exponent to resolve the coe cient corresponding
to the ! tem , which is the de nition of a residue. T he resul ollow s,

z ( .
1 exp [i ]d ~ 0 if 0 9
VT ST 2t 2o <o e
Integration w Innow s the sum considerably, the nalresul is,
N N 1)
G (%0;2y iN )fixed = N+ Z Pg J1N;d) &SWN;d) ; B10)
w here
S 1
J1 N ;d) = ﬁaﬂ om + dff ?; ®11)
(I} m)m !
m> M +d)=2
and
® ( 1F
J; ;d) = _ 2 2, 12
2 N ;d) T m ) ®12)

A table ofprobabilities can then be com posaed. N ote how ever that the probability isde ned on intervals over d, listed
In the right colum n below .
G (20;0;3fiea = 73 42 0;2]
6 (03053)r 1oy = ®=6@ ¥) d2 p;1]
0r¥r=itixed @ d)=@6 d°) d2 [;3]
@ 3d)=(4 ®) d2 D;2]

8 B13)
< 5 d&)=64 *) d2 ;1]
G 20;0;5)fixeq = @d®>  15& + 30d 5)=(@192 °d) d2 [1;3]
: d 5§=@84 *4) d2 B;5]
i (58>  24d + 96)=(1536 *) d2 ;2]
G ®0;0;6)fixeq = ( 54+ 7285 3604 + 672d  240)=(3072 3d) d2 R;4]
: d 6f=3E072 “d)) d2 {;6]

T hese piecew isede ned probability distribbutions approach the shape of the corresponding quantiy for gaussian
distributed steplength,

3=2

G (%0 ;2y iN )gaussian = exp (38 7’@)2 : B14)

2 NV

D ue to the com plexity and com putational expense of the conditionalm ethod, and noting the apparent sim ilarity of
the two curves, one m ight be tem pted to substitute the G aussian form ulation, equation @_E’,:l-_l!), when N isabove som e
threshold, N > N .. Ourown experience w ith this approxin ation lads us to discourage the Intem ingling of the two
distrbbutions. W hen included, at even the large N. = 30, a sharp discontinuity in the curve of curve or o, vsN
F gure @'_3)) was visble at N.. W e hypothesize that substitution of the G aussian ©mm ulation, equation B14), for
the xed-step fom ulation, equation -Ié_-l_b), allow s for slightly m ore in ated loop conform ations and thus leads to a
discontinuity when the approxin ation is used in the sin u]atljon code at N > N..

2. Im plem entation of C onditionalP robability ready derived equations. In agine that a wak ofN + M
M ethod steps isunderway and M steps have already been taken.

G eneration of a random walk which is looped, ie.
Ry 3% = 0; can be achieved with the use of the al-
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FIG.5: This geom etry is used In the In plem entation of the
conditional probability loop generation m ethod.

Thism eansthat a wak ofN steps rem ains, which starts
at the present ocation, %y, and nishes at the starting
point, %y . T he probability distribution for the next step,
from %, to x;, can then be w ritten,

G (%0;%1;1)G (21 ;%y ;N 1)
G (20;%n N )

P xo}1) = B15)

In principle one could generate new steps with proba-—
bility isotropic in direction, acospting them with condi-
tional probability de ned by equations '8 15) and 1B 1b)
or G'_B-_l-fl) . In the Interest ofe ciency, a betterm ethod is
to generate random stepsw ithin these probability distri-
butions. Now discussed istheway to transform a atran-—
dom distrbution (that produced by theUN IX m ath func—
tion drand48 () for exam ple) Into the distrdbution above.
Ifthe atly distrdbbuted variablke isqg, &P (@) = 1lon 0;1),
0 elsew here, the ©llow ng equation, wih &= 2y 2 ,de-
nes the transfom to the conditionaldistribution above,
G @),
% P50 G o @ON 1)

P )d@) = da@);
, P @de = G (o2 N ) @
®16)

In this statem ent ofnom alization, the fiinction of im por-
tance is f (@), which de nes the way the two probability
distrbbutions are m ade equal.

In principle the problem isnow solved. A com plete set
of probability distributions forwaksof xed or gaussian
steplength hasbeen de ned, and the the form ula which
m aps that distrdoution to a at, m achinegenerated dis—
tribution has also been expressed. If the form of equa—
tion G'I_B-_l-_é) is sin ple enough, m eaning relatively sm allN ,
the Integral equation can be solved directly for £ (@). In
practice however, N > 5 is an interesting regine and a
di erent technigque m ust be used to obtain £ (@).

Forthe caseof nishinga random walk of xed length
steps, Y, which isx away from the ending point, and has
N steps alloted to get to that point, we use the geom -
etry shown in gure :_('.5) In this diagram 2 is the new
distance away from the endpoint after the present step is

taken. T hus the expression above becom es,

Z
T, F@ 6 16 ;N 1)
G (N )

ds) ;

B17)
where, for convenience, the follow ing syntax is used,
G BON)=G BN ).

O f course the single step G @;1) is a delta-function,

@3 Y=4 %, so the Integration overd (xp) occurs over
m ost or all of the spherical shell created by the possble
orientations of ‘. Integration over the shell (@bout the
axism ade by %) isperform ed in \rings," each ring having
circum ference 2 ‘sin[ ], and width, d( ), w ith resulting
di erentialarea, dA = 2 Zsin[ (). is Integrated
over the range, 0; 1.

Tt should be apparent that, x,2 = x> + ¥+ 2x‘cos[ 1.
This yields the di erential transform, sih[ Jd() =
xp=x")d(xp). This sinpli cation allow s the integration
of equation @-_f:l) in the ©llow ng way,

0 0

Zq 1 Zf(q)
0 0 _
P @)dg =

- G (X' N
0 2%G (N ) 4o e

1)%d&p);

®18)
T his expression is nom alized to 1 if integrated over ap—
propriate x, bounds. In most cases, those bounds are
x Y;x + ‘], athough the physical lin it on the upper
bound, x, (N} 1) " isnecessary to keep the walk from
straying too far from the origin. A dditionally, ifthe walk
isvery close to the origin, x < %, the Integration bounds,
M x;'Y  x], areused.

AsEquation ©14) or xed steplength probabiliy is
de ned as a polynom ial, integration of that polynom ial,
described by E quation é_B-_fg), can be perfom ed exactly
w ithin sim ulation com puter code, and the resulting equa-—
tion for f () solved num erically. In practice we use the
Gnu M ultiple P recision lbrary to represent the polyno—
m ial coe cients and values as rational num bers. From
a com putational standpoint this is signi cantly m ore ex—
pensive than representing coe cients as doubl oating
point, but using rationals allow s us to represent all out—
puts of the polynom ialw ith great accuracy, the goal of
this sin ulation m ethod. At a relatively an allnum ber of
steps the coe cients becom e quite an all, for exam ple at
N = 15, in the region x 2 [L3;15], equation {§1%) reads,

@ 15)° . . )
10809403514880 (%4 ] * W e feelthe need In this routine to re—

tain accuracy when perform ing operationssuch asP  Q,
where P 1land Q 1 but P Q) P;0. In or
der to retain the accuracy of the conditional form ulation

it was in perative to perform this rational num ber alge-
bra. Forthe interested readerwe provide a table ofthese

polynom ialcoe clents as supplam entary m aterials.
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I. SUPPLEM ENTARY MATERIALS
A . Polynom ialD escription

In the associated work, we derive expressions for the
conditional probability of a random walk, G @“;n)fixedr
w ith end to end distance d" from n stepsof xed length
‘. In these supplem entary m aterials, we present these
probabilities n polynom ialform , m aking them com puta—
tionally m ore accessble.

F irst, note that the sum indices In EquationsB11 and
B12 lead to a piecew ise de nition of the functions (this
is seen In Equation B13). The function, G @%;n)fixeq, IS
de nedon (h+ 1)=2 intervals ifn isodd, and n=2 intervals
ifn iseven. A1l intervals span distance in d of 2, with
exoeption ofthe rst ntervalforodd n,d 2 [0;1].

U se of a com puter algebra system allow s for the ex—
pansion of equation B 10 into the form ,

1 X2
a;d’; 1€)

i=0

w herethe set ofa; coe cientsare rationalnum bers. N ote

how everthat therew illbe roughly n=2 such sum s foreach

n as described in the previous paragraph. It is therefore

usefilto think of the sets of coe cients as list elem ents,

an ;3;is Wwhere n refers to the num ber of steps in the walk,

j refers to the interval n d of de nition, and i to the
soeci cpower ofd in the polynom ial.

Polynom ialsarede ned in the attached fractions32 itxt
and fractionsl01 txt coe cient Jleson the intervalofn 2
Rinc], In this case ne = 32 and n. = 101 respectively.
The rstelementineach X isn.

Subsequent Ie elem ents are the & ;5;; coe clents, de—
lim ted by comm as, and provided as rational num bers.
Coe cients are listed by a nested ieration, st by step
num bern, then by intervalj, nally by polynom ialindex
i.Weren.= 3,the lwould read:

;?=l6; 1=16
{z—1}
An=3;9= 1;i

@)
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