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Abstract

W ecalculate thecorrection-to-scaling exponent!T thatcharacterizesthe

approach to the scaling lim it in m ulticom ponent polym er solutions. A di-

rectM onteCarlo determ ination of!T in a system ofinteracting self-avoiding

walks gives !T = 0:415 � 0:020. A �eld-theory analysis based on �ve-and

six-loop perturbative series leads to !T = 0:41 � 0:04. W e also verify the

renorm alization-group predictionsforthe scaling behaviorclose to the ideal-

m ixing point.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The behaviorofdilute orsem idilute solutions oflong polym ers have been investigated

atlength by using the renorm alization group,1{3 which hasexplained the scaling behavior

observed in thesesystem sand hasprovided quantitativepredictionsthatbecom eexactwhen

thedegreeofpolym erization becom esin�nite.M ostofthework hasbeen devoted to binary

system s,i.e.to solutions ofone polym er species in a solvent. The m ethod,however,can

be extended to m ulticom ponent polym er system s, i.e. to solutions ofseveralchem ically

di�erentpolym ers. The generaltheory hasbeen worked outin detailin Refs.4{6. In the

good-solventregim e in which polym ersare swollen,the scaling lim itdoesnotchange. For

instance,theradiusofgyration R g increasesasN
�,where7;8 � � 0:5876 and N isthelength

ofthe polym er. However,the presence ofchem ically di�erent polym ers gives rise to new

scaling correctionsin quantitiesthatarerelated to thepolym er-polym erinteraction.In the

dilute regim e one m ay consider,forinstance,the second virialcoe�cient B 2 between two

polym ersofdi�erentspecies.Itsscaling behavioris4{6

B 2 = A(R g;1R g;2)
3=2

�

1+ a(R g;1R g;2)
� !T =2 + � � � + b(Rg;1R g;2)

� !=2 + � � �

�

; (1.1)

where R g;1 and R g;2 are the gyration radiiofthe two polym ers,A,a,b are functions of

R g;1=R g;2,and !T,! arecorrection-to-scalingexponents.Eq.(1.1)isvalid forlongpolym ers

in thegood-solventregim e;m oreprecisely,forN 1;N 2 ! 1 at�xed N 1=N 2 (or,equivalently,

at�xed R g;1=R g;2),where N 1 and N 2 are the lengths ofthe two polym ers. The exponent

! is the one that controls the scaling corrections in binary system s. The m ost accurate

estim ateoftheexponentso faryields7 � = !� = 0:517� 0:007+ 0:010
� 0:000,corresponding to ! =

0:880� 0:012+ 0:017
� 0:000.Theexponent!T isa new exponentthatcharacterizesm ulticom ponent

system s.Perturbativecalculations9;6 indicatethat!T isquitesm all,!T � 0:4.Thus,scaling

corrections decrease very slowly in m ulticom ponent system s and can be quite relevant for

the valuesofN 1 and N 2 thatcan be attained in practice. Therefore,the determ ination of

the scaling behaviorin m ulticom ponentsystem sm ay require extrapolationsin N 1 and N 2,

which,in turn,requirea preciseknowledge ofthescaling exponents.
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In this paper we im prove the previous determ inations9;6 of!T. First,we extend the

perturbative three-loop calculations ofRef.6. W e analyze the �ve-loop expansion of!T

in powers ofd = 4 � �,d being the space dim ension,and the six-loop expansion of!T

in the �xed-dim ension m assive zero-m om entum (M ZM ) schem e. Second,we com pute !T

by num ericalsim ulations. Forthispurpose we considerinteracting self-avoiding walksand

com pute the second virialcoe�cient. A carefulanalysisofitsscaling behaviorprovidesus

with aestim ateof!T.W ealsoconsidertheideal-m ixingpointwheretheinteraction between

thetwodi�erentchem icalspeciesvanishes.A renorm alization-group analysisofthebehavior

close to thispointwaspresented in Ref.6.An extensive M onte Carlo sim ulation allowsus

to verify thetheoreticalpredictions.

The paperisorganized asfollows. In Sec.IIwe presentourrenorm alization-group cal-

culations.In Sec.IIIwedeterm ine thecorrection-to-scaling exponentby m eansofa M onte

Carlosim ulation.In Sec.IV wediscusstheideal-m ixingpointwherethee�ectiveinteraction

between thetwo chem ically di�erentspeciesvanishes.Conclusionsarepresented in Sec.V.

II.P ERT U R B AT IV E D ET ER M IN AT IO N O F !T

Thestarting pointofthecalculation istheLandau-Ginzburg-W ilson Ham iltonian6

H =
R

ddx
�
1

2

�

(@��1)
2
+ (@��2)

2
+ r1�

2
1
+ r2�

2
2

�

+

1

4!
[u0�

4
1
+ 2w0�

2
1
�2
2
+ v0�

4
2
]
	

; (2.1)

where�1 and �2 aren-com ponent�elds.Asusual,thepolym ertheoryisobtained in thelim it

n ! 0. In this speci�c case,the �xed-point structure ofthe theory isparticularly sim ple

and is explained in detailin Ref.6. One �nds that the � functions satisfy the following

properties: �u(u;v;w)= �(u),�v(u;v;w)= �(v),�w(g;g;g)= �(g),where �(g)is the �

function in thevectorO (n = 0)’4 m odeland u;v;w arerenorm alized four-pointcouplings

norm alized so thatu � Cu0,v � Cv0,w � Cw0 attreelevel.Therelevant�xed pointisthe

sym m etric one u� = v� = w � = g�,where g� isthe zero of�(g). The exponent!T isgiven
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by

!T =
@�w

@w

�
�
�
�
u= v= w = g�

: (2.2)

Theexponent!T can becom puted directlyin theO (n = 0)’4 m odel.Indeed,asdiscussed in

Ref.6,!T = �y4,wherey4 istherenorm alization-group dim ension of�
2
1�

2
2 in thesym m etric

theory with u0 = v0 = w0. Itcorrespondsto an O (2n)vectortheory and,forn ! 0,one

isback to the O (n = 0)’4 m odel. Using the resultsofRef.10 one can also show that,for

n ! 0,�21�
2
2 isa spin-4 perturbation oftheO (2n)m odeland thusy4 istherenorm alization-

group dim ension ofthe cubic-sym m etric perturbation
P

a
’4a ofthe O (n = 0) ’4 m odel.

Thus,onecan usetheperturbativeexpansionsreported in Refs.11and 12.The� expansion

of!T is

!T =
1

2
� �

19

64
�
2 + 0:777867�3 � 2:65211�4 + 11:0225�5 + O (�6): (2.3)

Atorder�3 itagreeswith thatgiven in Ref.6.In the�xed-dim ension M ZM schem ewehave

atsix loops

!T = �1+
3

2
g�

185

216
g
2 + 0:916668g3 � 1:22868g4 + 1:97599g5 � 3:59753g6 + O (g7); (2.4)

whereg isthefour-pointzero-m om entum renorm alized coupling norm alized so that�(g)=

�g+ g2 + O (g3),asused in,e.g.,Ref.13;the �xed pointcorrespondsto14{18 g� = 1:40�

0:02. In orderto obtain quantitative predictions,the perturbative seriesm ustbe properly

resum m ed. W e use here the conform al-m apping m ethod13;19 that takes into account the

large-orderbehavioroftheperturbativeseries.

From thestandard � expansion weobtain in three dim ensions(� = 1)!T = 0:42� 0:04,

while in the �xed-dim ension M ZM schem e we �nd !T = 0:37� 0:04. Using the pseudo-�

expansion,Ref.20 obtained !T = 0:380 � 0:018 in the M ZM schem e. Though com pati-

ble,the M ZM result is lower than the �-expansion one. This phenom enon also occurs for

otherexponentsand isprobably related to thenonanalyticity oftherenorm alization-group

functionsatthe�xed point.14;21;15;16
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A m ore precise estim ate is obtained by considering � � !T � !=2. The perturbative

expansion of� hassm allercoe�cientsthan thatof! T and thus� can bedeterm ined m ore

precisely.Its� expansion is

� =
1

32
�
2
� 0:133936�3 + 0:490572�4 � 2:41405�5 + O (�6): (2.5)

Theterm proportionalto � ism issing,whiletheothercoe�cientsaresm allerby a factorof

5-10 approxim ately.Sim ilarcancellationsoccurin theM ZM schem e:

� = �
1

2
+
1

2
g�

85

432
g
2 + 0:136823g3

�0:110394g4 + 0:074425g5 + 0:024718g6 + O (g7): (2.6)

Resum m ing theperturbativeseries,weobtain

� = �0:006� 0:009 (M ZM );

� = �0:008� 0:012 (� exp): (2.7)

W ecan com binetheseestim ateswith thosefor!.IfweusetheM onteCarlo resultofRef.7

reported in theintroduction,weobtain

!T = 0:433� 0:016+ 0:008
� 0:000: (2.8)

Ifinstead weusethe�eld-theory estim atesof! reported in Ref.17,weobtain

!T = 0:399� 0:018 (M ZM );

!T = 0:407� 0:022 (� exp): (2.9)

Collecting results,weestim ate

!T = 0:41� 0:04; (2.10)

wheretheerrorshould bequiteconservative.
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III.M O N T E C A R LO R ESU LT S

In order to determ ine !T num erically,we consider lattice self-avoiding walks (SAW s)

with an attractiveinteraction �� between nonbonded nearest-neighborpairs.If� � �=kT is

the reduced inverse tem perature,thism odeldescribesa polym erin a good solventaslong

as� < ��,where �� � 0:269 correspondsto the collapse � transition.22;23 W e considertwo

walkswith di�erentinteraction energies�1 and �2,i.e.with di�erent�1 and �2.W eassum e

�1;�2 < ��,sothatboth walksarein thegood-solventregim e.Then,weconsiderthesecond

virialcoe�cient

B 2(N 1;N 2;�1;�2;�12)�
1

2

Z

d
3
rh1� e

� H (1;2)
i0;r; (3.1)

where the statisticalaverage isoverallpairsofSAW ssuch thatthe �rstone startsatthe

origin,has N 1 steps,and corresponds to an inverse reduced tem perature �1; the second

one startsatr,hasN 2 steps,and correspondsto an inverse reduced tem perature �2. Here

H (1;2) is the reduced interaction energy: H (1;2) = +1 ifthe two walks intersect each

other;otherwise,H (1;2)= ��12N nnc,whereN nncisthenum berofnearest-neighborcontacts

between the two walks and �12 � �12=kT isthe reduced inverse tem perature. In orderto

generatethewalksweusethepivotalgorithm 24{28 with a M etropolistest,whilethesecond

virialcoe�cientisdeterm ined by using the hit-or-m issalgorithm discussed in Ref.29. W e

study theinvariantratio

A 2(N 1;N 2;�1;�2;�12)=
B 2(N 1;N 2;�1;�2;�12)

[R g(N 1;�1)R g(N 2;�2)]
3=2

; (3.2)

whereR g(N ;�)istheradiusofgyration.Aswehavealreadydiscussed,in thelim itN 1;N 2 !

1 atR g(N 2;�2)=R g(N 1;�1)�xed,A 2 obeysa scaling law oftheform 6

A 2(N 1;N 2;�1;�2;�12)= f

�

R g(N 2;�2)

R g(N 1;�1)

�

; (3.3)

wheref(x)isuniversal.Thisappliesfor�1;�2 < �� and,asweshallsee,for�12 su�ciently

sm all. Note thatallthe dependence on the inverse tem peratures isencoded in a function

ofa single variable. M oreover,f(x)isalso the scaling function associated with a polym er
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solution m ade oftwo di�erenttypesofpolym ersthathave the sam e chem icalcom position

(hence�1 = �2 = �12)butdi�erentlengths.In thatcaseR g(N 2;�2)=R g(N 1;�1)= (N 2=N 1)
�,

so thatEq.(3.3)im pliesthatA 2(N 1;N 2;�;�;�)= g(N1=N 2),with g(x)= f(x�)universal.

Thefunction f(x)satis�esthecondition f(x)= f(1=x)and deGennes’relation30 f(x)� xp,

p= 3=4� 1=(2�),forx ! 0.

W e willbe interested here in the corrections to Eq.(3.3). In the scaling lim it we can

write

A 2(N 1;N 2;�1;�2;�12)= f(�)+
X

n+ m � 1

anm (�1;�2;�12)

xn!T + m !
fnm (�)+ � � � (3.4)

where� � Rg(N 2;�2)=R g(N 1;�1),x � [R g(N 2;�2)R g(N 1;�1)]
1=2,and wehave neglected the

contributions ofthe additionalcorrection-to-scaling operators with renorm alization-group

dim ensions �!i. They give rise to additionalcorrections proportionalto x� p,p = n!T +

m ! +
P

ni!i.Littleisknown about!i,though weexpectthem to satisfy !i> !T,!i> !.

In the following we willassum e thatallsuch exponents satisfy !i & 3!T � !T + !. The

scalingfunctionsgnm (�)areuniversalonceaspeci�cnorm alization hasbeen chosen.Instead,

the coe�cients a nm depend on the m odeland,in particular,on the speci�c values ofthe

param eters�1,�2,and �12.

W e have sim ulated two SAW s with �1 = 0:05 and �2 = 0:15,two values thatare well

within the good-solventregion. Then,we have com puted A 2 for100 � N 1 = N 2 � 64000

and severalvaluesof�12 in therange0� �12 � 0:30.Theresultsareplotted in Fig.1.For

�12 < 0:25,asN = N 1 = N 2 increases,the estim atesofA 2 tend to becom e independentof

�12 although theconvergence isvery slow.The behaviorchangesfor�12 & 0:25 and indeed

thedataindicatethatA 2 = 0forN ! 1 forsom e�12 = �12;c slightly largerthan 0.25.This

valuecorrespondstothecasein which theshort-distancerepulsion isexactly balanced by the

solvent-induced attraction proportionalto �12. In �eld-theoreticalterm s,this m eans that

therenorm alization-group 
ow isnolongerattracted by thesym m etric�xed pointdiscussed

in Sec.II,butratherby the unstable �xed pointwith w � = 0. Thus,at�12 = �12;c there

ise�ectively no interaction between the chem ically di�erentpolym ers. For�12 > �12;c,A 2

7



becom esnegativesignallingdem ixing.ThebehaviorofA 2 doesnotchangesigni�cantly if�1

and �2 arevaried.In Fig.2 we reportresultsforshorterwalksfordi�erentpairsof�1 and

�2,and also forwalkswith N 1 = 4N 2.Notethat�12;c dependsvery littleon theparam eters

�1 and �2.

In orderto determ ine!T,wehaveconsidered thedata with �12 = 0;0:05;0:10;0:15 that

aresu�ciently farfrom thecriticalvalue� 12;c.W eperform ed a �tthatislinearin !T

ln[A 2(N ;�12 = 0)� A 2(N ;�12)]= c1(�12)� !T lnx+
c2(�12)

x!a
+
c3(�12)

x!b
; (3.5)

where�12 = 0:05;0:10;0:15.Theexponents!a and!bshould takeintoaccounttheadditional

scalingcorrections.Since2!T � !,weshould have!a � !T � !� !T.Usingthe�eld-theory

estim ateof!T and ! � 0:88� 0:03(Ref.7),itshould besafetotake31 !a = 0:43� 0:06.Asfor

!b weshould have!b � 2!T � !.M oreover,thereisalso thepossibility thatthereexistsan

additionalcorrection exponent!1 notvery m uch di�erentfrom 3!T,which would contribute

a correction with exponent!1 � !T. Forthisreason we have taken !b = 0:85� 0:20. The

errorshould belargeenough to includeallpossibilities.Theresultsarereported in TableI.

The system atic errorreported there gives the variation ofthe estim ate as!a and !b vary

within the reported errors. The results with N m in = 250 and 500 are com patible within

errorsand thuswecan taketheestim atethatcorrespondsto N m in = 500 asour�nalresult.

To be conservative,however,the errorbartakes also into accountthe possibility thatthe

observed sm alltrend isa realone.Iftheneglected correctionsareoforderx� 3!T weexpect

theresultsto depend on N m in asN
� 3�!T
m in

� N
� 0:7

m in
.Thisim pliesthattheestim ateof!T can

decreaseatm ostby 0.005 when N m in isfurtherdecreased.Thisleadsto theresult

!T = 0:415� 0:020: (3.6)

Asa check weperform a nonlinear�toftheform (�t2)

A 2(N ;�12)= A
�

2
+
a1(�12)

x!T
+
a2(�12)

x2!T
+
a3(�12)

x3!T
; (3.7)

since,x � N �,wecan also �tthedata to (�t3)
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A 2(N ;�12)= A
�

2 +
a1(�12)

N � T

+
a2(�12)

N 2� T

+
a3(�12)

N 3� T

; (3.8)

where � T = !T�. The results are reported in Table I. They agree with those obtained

before and allow usto estim ate the universalconstantA �

2 [A
�

2 = f(�)for� � 1:24;f(�)is

de�ned in Eq.(3.3)]:A �

2
= 5:495� 0:020.

IV .ID EA L-M IX IN G P O IN T

In this section we consider the behavior close to the ideal-m ixing point (IM P) �12;c

where the e�ective interaction between the two chem ically di�erent species vanishes. The

renorm alization-group analysisispresented in Ref.6.Thebehavioriscontrolled byan unsta-

ble�xed pointcharacterized by an unstabledirection with renorm alization-group dim ension

yI = 2=� � 3 and by a stable direction with exponent �!,where ! � 0:88 is the usual

correction-to-scalingexponent.Theseresultsim ply thatclosetotheIM P arenorm alization-

group invariant quantity R (for instance,the invariant ratio A 2 introduced above) scales

as

R (�12)= fR [(�12 � �12;c)(R g;1R g;2)
yI=2;R g;1=R g;2]

+
1

(R g;1R g;2)
!=2

gR [(�12 � �12;c)(R g;1R g;2)
yI=2;R g;1=R g;2]: (4.1)

In thissection we wish to verify thisscaling behaviorforthe second virialcoe�cient. For

this purpose we have m ade sim ulations forsix di�erent pairs of�1 and �2 with N 1 = N 2

and 0:25 � �12 � 0:28. Since N 1 = N 2 = N and R g(N ;�)� a(�)N �,we can rewrite the

previousequation as

R (N ;�1;�2;�12)= f̂R (b;�)+
1

N �
ĝR (b;�);

b� (�12 � �12;c)N
�
;

� � Rg(N ;�1)=R g(N ;�2); (4.2)

where�12;c also dependson �1 and �2,and

9



� � �yI = 2� 3� = 0:2372� 0:0003: (4.3)

The criticalvalue �12;c can be characterized by requiring A 2(N ! 1 ;�1;�2;�12;c)= 0.W e

can also de�ne a �nite-N IM P asthe value of�12 where A 2(N ;�1;�2;�12)vanishes(thisis

theanalogousoftheBoylepointin � solutions):wede�ne�e�
12;c(N )such that

A 2(N ;�1;�2;�
e�

12;c(N ))= 0: (4.4)

Inserting in Eq.(4.2)weobtain forN ! 1 thebehavior

�
e�

12;c(N )= �12;c+
a

N !+ �
: (4.5)

Finally,wecan replace�12;c with �
e�
12;c(N )in Eq.(4.2)obtaining theequivalentform

R (N ;�1;�2;�12)= f̂R [(�12 � �
e�

12;c)N
�
;�]+

1

N �
�gR [(�12 � �

e�

12;c)N
�
;�]; (4.6)

where �gR (b;�)vanishesatthe IM P b= 0. Eq.(4.6)ism ore suitable fora num ericalcheck

closetotheIM P than Eq.(4.2),sincescalingcorrectionsvanish attheIM P and aretherefore

sm allcloseto it.In thefollowing weverify num erically predictions(4.5)and (4.6).

In Fig.3 we show �e�12;c(N ) vs N
� !� � forthree di�erent pairs of�1 and �2. The data

show aquitegood linearbehavior:only thetwo pointscorresponding to N = 2000and 4000

are in som e caseso� the linear�t,probably because oursam pling isnotyetadequate for

theselargevaluesofN .Theseresultsallow usto obtain �12;c:

�12;c = 0:2574� 0:0006 �1 = 0:05,�2 = 0:10;

�12;c = 0:2588� 0:0007 �1 = 0:05,�2 = 0:15;

�12;c = 0:2609� 0:0003 �1 = 0:05,�2 = 0:20;

�12;c = 0:2596� 0:0004 �1 = 0:10,�2 = 0:15;

�12;c = 0:2609� 0:0009 �1 = 0:10,�2 = 0:20;

�12;c = 0:2626� 0:0009 �1 = 0:15,�2 = 0:20:

Notethatthedependence on �1 and �2 istiny.
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Then,weverify Eq.(4.6).In Fig.4 wereportA 2 vsthescaling variable(�12 � �e�12;c)N
�

fordi�erent�1,�2.Allpointswith 100� N � 1000 fallon top ofeach othercon�rm ing the

scaling behaviorpredicted by the renorm alization group. The scaling functionsdepend on

�1 and �2 through theratio �.M oreover,oneshould also takeinto accountthatthescaling

variableisonly de�ned up toan arbitrary prefactor.W enow show thatthedependenceon �

istiny fortherangeofvaluesof� wehaveconsidered,sincealldata with di�erentvaluesof

N ,�1,and �2 fallon asinglecurveonceonetakesasscalingvariableR(�1;�2)(�12� �
e�
12;c)N

�,

where R(�1;�2)isa properly chosen constantthatdependson �1 and �2. Thisisevident

in Fig.5,where we report data with di�erent �1 and �2. W e only consider N = 500 for

clarity,sincewehavealready veri�ed thatdatawith di�erentvaluesofN show thepredicted

scaling.Thescalingisvery good,indicatingthatthe� dependenceisnegligible.Ifwechoose

R(0:05;0:10)= 1 thescaling curvecan beparam etrized asA 2 = �19:773x� 46:457x2,with

x = R(�1;�2)(�12 � �e�
12;c)N

�.Finally,notethatR(�1;�2)doesnotdepend very m uch on �1

and �2.Forinstance,R(0:15;0:20)=R(0:05;0:10)� 0:88.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwe have considered thecorrectionsto scaling expected in m ulticom ponent

polym er solutions. A high-precision M onte Carlo sim ulation with very long walks,up to

N = 64000,gives!T = 0:415� 0:020. Thisestim ate isconsistentwith the estim ate !T =

0:41� 0:04obtained by usingtheperturbativerenorm alization group.Previousperturbative

renorm alization-group calculations gave !T � 0:37 (Ref.9) and !T � 0:40 (Ref.6): they

substantially agree with ourestim ate. On the otherhand,the num ericalresult6 !T � 0:35

obtained by exploiting the relation between !T and the growth exponentforfour-arm star

polym ersseem sslightly too sm all.

One should note that !T is quite sm alland thus convergence m ay be quite slow. For

instance, in the case we have considered num erically, A �

2
= 5:495 � 0:020 for N ! 1 .

On the other hand,for �12 = 0 (resp. �12 = 0:15) we �nd A 2 = 5:790 � 0:005 (resp.

11



A 2 = 5:232� 0:005)forN = N 1 = N 2 = 64000.Even ifthewalksarevery long,thereisstill

a 5% discrepancy.ForN = 1000,di�erencesarelarger,approxim ately of15% .

In orderto obtain a betterqualitativeunderstanding ofthecorrectionswehavealso per-

form ed additionalsim ulations.Theresultsarereported in Fig.2.Thequalitative behavior

isvery sim ilarin allcasesand alm ostindependentof�1 and �2. In particular,corrections

appearto vanish in allcasesfor0:05 . �12 . 0:10 and to increase strongly for�12 & 0:20.

M orever,�12;c isalwayscloseto ��,and showsa tiny dependence on �1 and �2.

The discussion presented here addressed the behaviorofm ulticom ponentsolutions,but

it should be noted that the results are also relevant for copolym ers in which chem ically

di�erentpolym ersarelinked together.32 Also in thiscasescaling correctionswith exponent

!T arepresent.

Finally, we have also considered the behavior close to the ideal-m ixing point, where

there isno e�ective interaction between the two chem ically di�erentpolym erspecies. Our

num ericalresultsarein very good agreem entwith therenorm alization-group predictionsof

Ref.6.
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TABLES

type N m in !T A
�

2
�
2 DO F

�t1 100 0:424� 0:002� 0:004 15.2 20

�t1 250 0:418� 0:004� 0:006 12.4 17

�t1 500 0:415� 0:007� 0:008 11.8 14

�t2 100 0:426� 0:015 5:498� 0:011 32.2 26

�t2 250 0:421� 0:030 5:495� 0:018 32.1 22

�t3 100 0:426� 0:015 5:499� 0:011 32.1 26

�t3 250 0:423� 0:029 5:496� 0:017 32.0 22

TABLE I. Resultsofthe�ts.W hen two errorsarequoted,the�rstoneisthestatisticalerror,

whilethesecond oneisthesystem aticerror.DO F isthethenum berofdegreesoffreedom ofthe�t.

Fit3 providesan estim ate of� T = �!T.W e com pute !T = � T=� by using � = 0:5876� 0:0001.
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