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Thewandering exponent� foran isotropicpolym erispredicted rem arkably wellby a

sim pleargum entdueto Flory.By considering oriented polym erslivingin a one-param eter

fam ily ofbackground tangent�elds,we are able to relate the wandering exponentto the

exponentin thebackground �eld through an �-expansion.W ethen choosethebackground

�eld to havethesam ecorrelationsastheindividualpolym er,thusself-consistently solving

for�. W e �nd � = 3=(d+ 2)ford < 4 and � = 1=2 ford � 4,which isexactly the Flory

result.

2 April1993;Revised 2 June 1993

1 em ail:kam ien@ guinness.ias.edu

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9304004v2


1. Introduction

Thetheoryofpolym erconform ationsisatonceelegantand confounding.Florytheory,

which isbased on dim ensionalanalysis,doesa rem arkablejob in predicting thewandering

exponent� de�ned by h[r(L)� r(0)]2 i� L2� [1].Nonetheless,controlled approxim ations

which attem pt to im prove on Flory theory for polym ers are not nearly as good. Flory

theory predicts�F = 1=2 ford � 4 and �F = 3=(d+ 2)ford � 4,which isexactin and

above the criticaldim ension dc = 4,where the polym er acts as a random walk [2]. It

hasbeen shown [3]that�F isexactin d = 2 dim ensionsaswell.In three-dim ensionsthe

resum m ed �-expansion gives� = 0:5880� 0:0010 [4],Flory theory gives�F = 0:6,and the

m ostrecentnum ericalsim ulationscannotdistinguish between thetwo [5].

In thisnotewerederivetheFlory exponent.W edo thisby considering oriented poly-

m ersinteracting with a background directing �eld. Flory theory would predictthe sam e

value of� fororiented ornon-oriented polym ers.Fora fam ily ofdirecting �elds,param e-

terized by �,wecan derivean exactresultfor� in term sof�.Unlikeotherself-consistent

analyses,we�nd theself-consistentexponentby m atchingexponents,notcorrelation func-

tion prefactors[6].W e then choose � so thatthe tangent-tangentcorrelation function of

the polym erscaleswith the sam e exponentasthe background �eld correlation,thusself-

consistently choosing �. W e �nd the Flory value,nam ely � = 1=z = 3=(d+ 2),where z

isthedynam icalexponent,aswediscussbelow.Itisam using thattheFlory resultcom es

from an � expansion which happensto be,in thiscase,exact.Thism ay suggestwhy Flory

theory isso good.Additionally,itsuggestshow onem ightstudy tethered surfaces,where

Flory theory isnotso good and �-expansionsarenotso easy.

2. Form ulation

W e considera d dim ensionalsystem with a background tangent�eld u,

Zu[r;s]= N

Z r(s)= r

r(0)= 0

[dr]exp

"

�
1

4D

Z s

0

ds
0

�
dr(s0)

ds0
� �u(r(s0);s0)

� 2
#

; (2:1)

where s labelsthe m onom eralong thepolym er.Then the annealed partition function is

Zan(r;s)=

Z

[du]Zu(r;s)P [u]: (2:2)
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A factor of� has been introduced to help to organize the perturbation expansion,and

will,in the end,be setto unity. In addition,itis needed to m ake the units correct,i.e.

[�]= LS�1 .

The vector �eld u(x;s) is a function ofboth space and the m onom er labels,as if

each m onom erinteractswith a di�erentvector�eld,even though they could beneareach

other in space. Note that in m ean �eld theory dr(s)=ds = �u(r(s);s). Consider the

tangent correlations oftwo m onom ers at two nearby points in space,A and B. Ifthe

polym ertakesa shortroute from A to B,then the tangentvectorsalong thatlength will

bestrongly correlated,sincethey m ustm ostly liealong thelineconnecting thetwo points.

On the other hand,ifthe polym ertakes a long circuitous path while getting from A to

B,the two tangentvectorswillnotbe very correlated. Since u(x;s)isthe self-consistent

tangent �eld,it m ust reect this sim ple geom etric argum ent. Ifu did not depend on s,

the tangent-tangent correlationsalong the polym erwould only depend on theirdistance

in space,and would notrespecttheconstraintrelating the path to the tangentvectors.

W e now view the functionalintegraloverr(s)asa quantum m echanicalpropagator

in im aginary tim e. That is, Zu willsatisfy a Fokker-Planck equation with the initial

condition r(0)= 0. In thiscase the Euclidean Lagrangian isjust ourHam iltonian. The

Euclidean Ham iltonian istheLegendretransform oftheLagrangian.However,aswith the

theory ofa pointparticlein an electrom agnetic�eld,there isan ordering am biguity.The

functionalintegralproducesthesym m etricHam iltonian.Because,in statisticalm echanics,

theHam iltonian com esfrom atransferm atrix,wem usttakethesym m etricorderingofthe

m om entum and thevelocity �eld,asisdone in electrodynam icsofa quantum m echanical

particle[7].

The Fokker-Planck (Euclidean Schr�odinger)equation obtained is:

@Zu(r;s)

@s
= D r

2
Zu(r;s)�

1

2
�fr � [u(r;s)Zu(r;s)]+ u(r;s)� r Zu(r;s)g: (2:3)

Ifwewrite (r;s)= �(s)Zu(r;s)and Fouriertransform in space and tim e,we get:

(�i! + D k
2) (k;!)=  0(k)�

1

2
(i�)

Z
d�

2�

Z
ddq

(2�)d
ui(k� q)(ki+ q

i) (q;�) (2:4)

where ! isthefouriervariableconjugate to s,k isthefouriervariableconjugate to x and

 0 is the fourier transform ofthe initialconditions. The boundary condition r(0) = 0

correspondsto  0 � 1.Equation (2.4)can besolved recursively in powersof�.
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Now we m ust consider the random �eld u. If u is to describe the self-consistent

background,then,ifthe polym ers have no ends (by either being cyclic or spanning the

system ),r � u = 0.W ith thisconstraint,we take

hui(k;!)uj(k
0
;!

0)i=
�ij � kikj=k

2

A!2 + B k2�
�(! + !

0)�d(k+ k
0) (2:5)

W e willself-consistently choose � atthe end ofthe calculation. W e have chosen the ! 2

dependence in the denom inatorforsim plicity.Ifwe had chosen a dependence otherthan

quadraticwecould alwayscapturethesam erelativescaling of! and k by an appropriate

choice of� in (2.5).

W e note an im portant sim pli�cation due to the constraint r � u = 0, [8]nam ely

thatthere is no di�erence between taking u to be quenched orannealed. The quenched

probability distribution forr isjust:

Pqu(r;s)=

Z

[du]
Zu(r;s)R
ddrZu(r;s)

P [u] (2:6)

However,by integrating (2.3)overspace,we�nd that

@

@s

Z

d
d
rZu(r;s)=

Z

d
d
rr � [D r Zu(r;s)� �u(r)Zu(r;s)]: (2:7)

where wehaveused thefactthatr � u = 0.By gauss’slaw,theintegralon the righthand

side willvanish since Zu(r;s) willfallto 0 at in�nity. Thus the norm alization ofZ u is

s-independent.Since
R
ddrZu(r;0)isa constant,independentofu,so is

R
ddrZu(r;s),and

itfactorsoutofthefunctionalintegrand in (2.6).Butthen wesee that

Pan(r;s)=

R
[du]Zu(r;s)P [u]

R
ddr

R
[du]Zu(r;s)P [u]

=

R
[du]Zu(r;s)P [u]

R
ddrZu(r;s)

R
[du]P [u]

= Pqu(r;s):

(2:8)

Becauseofthedirected natureofthepropagator,itispossibletoarguethatz� = 2� �

to allorders.Sincethisproblem can beviewed asquenched disorder,u willnotsu�erany

nontrivialrescalings,and so A and B willonly rescale trivially. In addition,as we will

arguein Appendix A,� doesnotgetrenorm alized atany orderofperturbation theory.
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3. Perturbation T heory and the R enorm alization G roup

W e analyze this m odelwithin the context ofthe dynam icalrenorm alization group,

along the lines of[9]. For a renorm alization group with param eter ‘,we rescale lengths

according to k0 = e‘k and !0 = e(‘)!,where (‘) is an arbitrary function of‘ to be

determ ined later. W hen integrating out high-m om entum m odes in a m om entum shell

�e�‘ < k < �,we integrate over allvalues of!. W e can choose the �eld u to have

dim ension 0.W e�nd di�erentialrecursion relations:

dD (‘)

d‘
= D (‘)

�
� 2+ z+

�2

2B D
(1�

1

d
)A d

�
(3:1a)

d�(‘)

d‘
= �(‘)

�
� 1+ z

�
(3:1b)

dB (‘)

d‘
= B (‘)

�
d� 2�+ z

�
(3:1c)

where z(‘) = 0(‘) and A d = 2(4�)d=2=�(d=2) is a geom etricalfactor. Putting these

together,we can geta recursion relation forg = �2(1� 1

d
)A d=2B D :

dg

d‘
= g(� � g) (3:2)

where� = 2�� d.Thusin d � 2�dim ensionsthereisastable�xed pointatg = 0,whereas

ifd < 2� then there is a stable �xed point at g = �. In the details ofthe calculation,

itisessentialthat� < 2. Succinctly put,thisisbecause the pole in ! which isused to

evaluate the self-energy correction (! =
p
(B =A)k� )m ustdom inate the di�usive partof

the propagator(D k2)at sm allk. W e willcheck that thisconstraint holds when �nding

the self-consistentvalueof�.

4. Self-C onsistent Value of�

Choosing D to be �xed sim pli�escalculations(though doesnotchange the results),

so we choose z(‘)= 2� g(‘). As we show in Appendix A,atthe nontrivial�xed point,

z = 2� � exactly. Using thiswe �nd the following two scaling relationsforthe position

and velocity correlations:

h[r(L)� r(0)]2 i= 2dD L2=z (4:1)

and

h
dr(L)

ds
�
dr(0)

ds
i=

4dD (2� z)

z2
L
(2=z)�2 (4:2)
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Now we would like to look at the tangent �eld correlations,corresponding to (4.1)

and (4.2).W e would liketo evaluate

hui(r(s);s)ui(0;0)i=

Z
ddk

(2�)d

d!

2�

eik�r(s)e�i!s (d� 1)

A!2 + B k2�
(4:3)

Since hr(s)i = 0, we take r(s) = 0 in (4.3) and then check that the corrections are

them selvesconsistent.W e �nd

hui(r(s);s)ui(0;0)i=
(d� 1)A d�(1� �)A(d�2� )=2�

2B d=2� �
L
(� �d)=� (4:4)

M atching the scaling exponents,wehave

�� d

�
=
2� 2z

z
=
4�� 2d� 2

2� 2�+ d
(4:5)

Solvingfor�,we�nd � = d=2or�= (d+ 2)=3.Theform ergives� = 2(d=2)� d = 0,and

hence z = 2. In thiscase (4.2)isincorrect,since the second derivative of(4.1)vanishes.

Thus,we m ust choose � = (d + 2)=3. W e note that this solution satis�es both � � 2

and 2� � d for d � 4,and so we can say that the criticaldim ension ofthis m odelis

dc = 4. Above this,� isnegative,and we return to the sim ple random walk �xed point,

z = 2.Finally,wecom putez = 2� 2�+ d = (d+ 2)=3,in com pleteagreem entwith Flory

theory.W epointoutthatthem atching ofexponentsbreaksdown when d = 4,forif(4.1)

isdescribed solely by an exponent,withoutlogarithm s,there isno m atching to do { that

is,theexponentin (4.2)would be0.Thus,wedo notexpect,and in factdonot,reproduce

the correctlogarithm iccorrectionsto scaling.

Ifwe expand the com plex exponent in the integrand of(4.3) in powers ofr(s) we

would �nd an expansion ofthe form

1X

j= 0

(�1)j
(k)2j[r(s)]2j

(2j)!
(4:6)

where we have suppressed the indices. This sum only contains even powers since the

integration overk willelim inateodd powersofk by rotationalinvariance.Sincehr(s)2ij �

s2j=z and each powerofk2 willproduce a factorofs�2=� ,we �nd thatthe higherorder

correctionsscale thesam e way asthe leading term if� = z,which,in fact,itdoes.Thus

the approxim ation istruly self-consistent.
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5. C onclusions

One m ightim agine adding to thism odelin a num ber ofways. One possibility isto

add an explicitself-avoiding term to (2.1).Thiswould only causethesam ecom plications

present in Flory theory. Another possibility would be to add a sm alldivergence to the

�eld u,corresponding to polym erheadsand tails[10].W e would then have

hui(k;!)uj(k
0
;!

0)i=
�ij � �kikj=k

2

A!2 + B k2�
�(! + !

0)�d(k+ k
0) (5:1)

where � isclose to,butnotequalto 1. In thiscase we �nd thatnew graphsarise which

spoiltheexactargum entin Appendix A.M oreover,som eofthesenew graphswilldiverge

logarithm ically when � = � F = (d+ 2)=3.Onem ightadd a sm allcorrection � to �F and

do a � expansion around � = 0. Unfortunately,now,there isa new �xed point,and the

self-consistentcorrection � isnotsm all.

Itwould have been m ore naturalto considera walk in a random potentialand then

self-consistently choose the two-point correlation ofthe potentialto m atch the density-

density correlation.Itis,unfortunately,notoriouslydi�culttostudypolym ersin arandom

potentialin an arbitrarydim ension [11].Herewehaveexploited thesolubility ofarandom -

walkerin a random velocity �eld.

It isperhaps a curiosity thatself-avoidance was not involved in thiscalculation. In

fact,by m apping thesystem to quantum m echanics,wehaveactually m apped thesystem

to a directed walk in an externalvector�eld,ignoring theenergy costofself-intersections

entirely.The self-consistentvector�eld isa strange object,asitdependsnotonly on the

polym erposition r(s),butalso the pointalong the polym ers. This isnecessary from a

geom etricpointofview,and suppressestangentvectorcorrelationsbetween twom onom ers

farapartalong thepolym ersequence.In (2.2)wecan im agineintegrating outthevelocity

�eld u.The detailsofthisare in Appendix B,and the resulting free energy lookssim ilar

to thatfora self-avoiding walk,with an energy costforself-intersections.Reproducing the

Flory exponent then,suggests that the Flory theory m ay be m ore robust,and that the

m odelstudied here isin the sam e universality class. The quality ofthe Flory prediction

m ayliein thefactthattheself-consistentanalysishereincorporated an exactresult,within

the epsilon expansion.
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A ppendix A .Exact Value ofz

In the above discussion we used the result that z = 2� � at the �xed point,to all

ordersin � [12].Thisresultissim ilarto thatin [9]whereG alilean invarianceassured that

thescaling�eld oftheinteraction would only rescaleby itsna��vedim ension.Ourargum ent

willbe perturbative.The �rstrequirem entisthatu only rescalesby itsna��ve dim ension.

Since the quenched and annealed problem sare the sam e,we can regard u asa quenched

random �eld. W hile itistypicalto absorb the coupling � into u,we willnotdo so here,

and hence itwillnotbe non-trivially renorm alized.W e also note that(2.3)islinearin  

so any nontrivialrescaling of willnota�ect�.

W e consider a generalgraph with an incom ing  line,carrying m om entum p,and

outgoing  � line,carrying m om entum p0,and an outgoing u line,carrying m om entum

p� p0. The incom ing  line m ust�rstm eeta vertex with u. Atthisvertex,letu carry

away m om entum k1.The contribution to the graph from thisvertex isthen proportional

to:

p�
�
(k1)

2
�
��
� k

�

1
k
�

1

�
= p�

�
(k1)

2
�
��
� k

�

1
k
�

1

�
(A.1)

Thusthe graph willbe explicitly proportionalto p�. Sim ilarly,the outgoing  � line will

em erge from such a vertex. Ifthe u line carries m om entum k2,then itwillcontribute a

term proportionalto:

(p0� k2)
� �
(k2)

2
�
��

� k
�
2k

�
2

�
= (p0)�

�
(k2)

2
�
��

� k
�
2k

�
2

�
(A.2)

due to the transverse nature ofthe u propagator. Thus the graph willgenerate a term

with atleasttwopowersoftheexternalm om entum .Thiswillnotthen renorm alize� since

itisthe coe�cientofa term with only one powerofm om entum . Indeed,thisgraph will

generate term s,which by powercounting,are irrelevant operators. Hence,the recursion

relation for� willsim ply be
d�(‘)

d‘
= �(�1+ z) (A.3)
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to allorders.

Now,

dB (‘)

d‘
= B (d� 2�+ z) (A.4)

and ifD hasthe recursion relation:

dD (‘)

d‘
= D

�
� 2+ z+ f(g)

�
(A.5)

where f(g)representsthe perturbation expansion renorm alizing D ,then g m usthave the

recursion relation:

dg(‘)

d‘
= g[2f�1+ zg� fd� 2�+ zg� f�2+ z+ f(g)g]

= g[2�� d� f(g)]

= g[� � f(g)]

(A.6)

since the dim ension ofg � �2=B D willinclude a contribution from B and D . Thus,if

there is a �xed point,then f(g)= � to allorders in g. Hence,we see that at the �xed

pointz = 2� � to allorders.

A ppendix B .E�ective Self-A voidance Interaction

Starting with (2.2),thecoupling ofthe polym erto the random �eld can bewritten

Fint=
�

2D

Z

d
d
xds�

d(r(s)� x)u(x;s)�
dr(s)

ds
(B.1)

Upon integratingoutu,we�nd to order�2 (notethatthiswillnotincludetheO (�2)term

in (2.1))

Fint= ��
2

Z
ddk

(2�)d
dsds

0

e�
p
(B =A )k

�
js�s

0
j

16D
p
AB k� + 2

�
k
2
�ij � kikj

�
e
ik�[r(s)�r(s

0
)]
dri(s)

ds

drj(s
0)

ds0

(B.2)

Because ofphase oscillations,the integraloverk issm allifr(s)� r(s0)islarge.Ifr(s)�

r(s0)= 0 wecan replacek2�ij by kikjd in thek integration,through rotationalinvariance.
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M aking thissubstitution then isa good approxim ation,and thecorrectionsaresuppressed

due to the oscillations.W ethen have

Fint� �
�2(d� 1)

16D
p
AB

Z
ddk

(2�)d
dsds

0e
�
p
(B =A )k

�
js�s

0
j

k� + 2

d

ds

d

ds0
e
ik�[r(s)�r(s

0
)]

= �
�2(d� 1)

16D
p
AB

Z
ddk

(2�)d
dsds

0e
ik�[r(s)�r(s

0
)]

k� + 2

d

ds

d

ds0
e
�
p

(B =A )k
�
js�s

0
j

=
�2(d� 1)

p
B

16D
p
A 3

Z
ddk

(2�)d
dsds

0
k
� �2

e
ik�[r(s)�r(s

0
)]
e
�
p

(B =A )k
�
js�s

0
j

+ constant

(B.3)

W ithin theself-consistentapproxim ation wefound �= (d+ 2)=3,so�� 2 = d� 2�= ��.

W e now expand in powers ofjs� s0j,since by self-avoidance large values ofjs� s0jwill

typically beaccom panied by largevaluesofr(s)� r(s0)which willsuppresstheintegral.In

addition wecan expand in powersof� assum ingthatawayfrom thecriticaldim ension d = 4

we only have a slightly m odi�ed potential,corresponding to a renorm alized interaction.

The �rstterm in a double expansion in powersof� and js� s0jis

Fint� �
2

Z

dsds
0
�
d(r(s)� r(s0)); (B.4)

looking very sim ilarindeed to a self-avoidanceterm .W ecan also seethattherepulsion is

proportionalto �2,which itselfisproportionalto the expansion param eterofthe m odel

discussed in thispaper.
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