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Abstract

R ecent experin ents have found that polyisocyanates com posed of a m ix—
ture of opposite enantiom ers ©llow a chiral \m aprity rule:" the chiral order
of the copolym er, m easured by optical activity, is dom inated by whichever
enantiom er is in the m a prity. W e explain thism a prity rule theoretically by
m apping the random copolym er onto the random — eld Isingm odel. U sing this
m odel, we predict the chiral order as a function of enantiom er concentration,
In quantitative agreem ent w ith the experin ents, and show how the sharpness

of the m a prity—rule curve can be controlled.
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C ooperative chiral order plays a vital role In the sslfasssmbly of ordered supram olecular
structures In liquid crystals [}, organic thin - In s [R[p], and lipid m embranes [b[1R]. One
particularly sinpl and welloontrolled exam pl of cooperative chiral order is in random
copolym ers. R ecent experin ents have found that polyisocyanates form ed from a m ixture of
opposite enantiom ers ollow a chiral \m a prity rule" [J]. T he chiralorder ofthe copolym er,
m easured by optical activity, responds sharply to slight di erences in the concentrations
of the enantiom ers, and is dom inated by whichever enantiom er is in the m a prity. In this
paper, we show that them a prity rule can be understood through a m apping of the random
copolym er onto the random - eld Ising m odel [[k[IF]. Using this m odel, we predict the
chiral order as a function of enantiom er concentration, in quantitative agreem ent w ith the
experin ents, and show that the sharpness of the m a prity—rule curve is detemm ined by two
energy scales associated w ith the chiral packing ofm onom ers.

In a serdes of experim ents, Green et al. have investigated chiral order in polyiso—
cyanates [I7]. This polym er consists of a cartbon-nitrogen backbone w ith a pendant group
attached to each m onam er, as shown in Fig.[l]. A though the backbone is nonchiral, steric
constraints force the m olecule to polym erize In a helical structure. If the pendant group is
also nonchiral, the helix is random Iy right- or keft-handed. A long chain then consists of
dom ainsof xed helicity, ssparated by occasionalhelix reversals. O n average, there are equal
right-and left-handed dom ains, leading to zero net optical activity. H owever, if the pendant
group is chiral, there is a preference for one sense of the helix, which leads to a net optical
activity. Because of the cooperative interaction between the m onom ers in a dom ain, even a
very small chiralin uence kads to a large optical activity [[LB]. M ost recently, G reen et al.
have synthesized random copolym ers w ith a m ixture of right—and left-handed enantiom eric
pendant groups, w ith concentrations p and 1 p, respectively [IB]. The resulting optical
activity, shown iIn Fi.[], has a surprisihgly sharp dependence on p. A 56/44 m ixture of
enantiom ers has alm ost the sam e optical activity as a pure 100/0 hom opolym er, and even a
51/49 m ixture has a third of that optical activity.

To explain this cooperative chiral order theoretically, wem ap the random copolym eronto



the one-din ensional random — eld Ising m odel, a standard m odel In the theory of random
m agnetic system s [[4{[[q]. A lthough related m odels have been applied to other polym er
system s [[3{RF], our theory gives a new, direct correspondence between the Ising order
param eter and the optical activity. T his correspondence provides a novel experin ental test
of predictions for the random — eld Ising m odel. Let the Ising soin ; = 1 represent the
sense of the polym er helix at the m onom er i. The energy of a polym er can then be w ritten

as
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Here, the random eld h speci es the enantiom eric identity of the pendant group on
monom eri: h; = +h ifi isright-handed W ih probability p) and h; =  h ifit is eft-handed
(wih probability 1 p). This el isa quenched random variable; it is xed by the poly—
m erization of each ndividual chain. T he param eter 2h is the energy cost of a right-handed
monom er n a keft-handed helix, or vice versa. M olecular m odeling gives 2h 1:7 kJ/mol
(04 kcal/m o)) for the pendant group used in these experin ents P3]. The param eter 2J is
the energy cost of a helix reversal. F its of the optical activity of pure hom opolym ers as a
function of tem perature T give 2J 17 kJ/m ol (4 kcal/m o)) [IB]. Note that 2J ismuch

greaterthan kg T 25kJ/mol (0.6 kcal/m o), but 2h < k T . T he degree of polym erization

N ranges from 350 to 5800 in the experin ents [L3]. T he m agnetization of the Ising m odel,
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corresoonds to the chiral order param eter that ism easured by optical activity. To predict
the optical activity ofthe random copolym er as a function of enantiom er concentration, we
must calculate M as a function ofp.

To calculate the order param eter M , we note that each chain consists of dom ains of
uniform helicity ;. As an approxin ation, suppose that each dom ain has length L, which
is to be detem ned. Each dom aln responds to the total chiral eld h = F h; of the

m onom ers in it. Because the dom ain is uniform , the response isM  (hi) = tanh heee=ks T),



equivalent to a singke spin In a m agnetic eld. A veraging over the probability distribution

P (i), we cbtain
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T he probability distrdbution P (he,) is a binom ialdistribution. For large dom ains, it can be
approxin ated by a G aussian w thmean 2hL (o ) and standard deviation 2hLp(1  p)i™.
Forp %, the standard deviation becom es hL =2 . Furthem ore, ifthe w idth ofthe G aussian
ismuch greaterthan thew idth ofthetanh, hL.'® kg T, then the tanh can be approxin ated

by a step function. The expression forM then beocom es

)1:2
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W e must now estin ate the dom ain size L. The dom ain size is determm ined by (@) the
distance L r between helix reversals that are lnduced by the random eld, (o) the distance
Ly, between helix reversals that are nduced by them al uctuations, and (c) the chain length

N . Because each of these e ects contrbutes to the density 1=L of dom ain boundaries, we

expect
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Forp %, the random — eld dom ain size Ir can be estim ated using a varation of the Im ry—
M a argum ent for the random - eld Ising m odel[[l}]. A dom ain form swhen the eld energy
hL'*? grow s to equalthe boundary energy J. By equating these two energies, we obtain the

random — eld dom ain size

J 2
Lot n : (6)
W ith the values 2J 17kJ/mol (4 kcal/mol) and 2h  1:7 kJ/m ol (0.4 kcal/m o)) appropri-
ate Porthe experin ental system , the random — eld dom ain sizebecom esl,s 100 m onom ers.
By com parison, the them al dom ain size is Ly, = e T 800, and the chain length is
N 350{5800. Because L ismuch less than Ly and N, we obtain L Le¢; i e, the

dom ain size is lim ited by random — eld e ects.



To test this approxin ate calculation explicitly, and to cbtain a m ore precise value of
the dom ain size, we perform ed num erical sin ulations of the random — eld Ising m odel. In
these sinulations, we used a series of chain lengths from 4 to 230, and used the values
of J and h appropriate for the experin ents. For each chain length, we constructed an
explicit realization of the random  eld, then calculated the partition function and order
param eter using transferm atrix techniques. W e then averaged the order param eter over
at least 1000 realizations of the random eld. Figure[B shows M as a fiunction of p for
chain length N = 230. These results can be t very wellto Eq. [§}), with the dom ain size
L (230) = 96. The results for other values of N can be t equally well. Figure[}i show s the

tted dom ain size L N ) as a function of chain length N . These resuls can be extrapolated
using 1=L N ) = 1=Lax+ 12N ,wih L, ., = 164. Thisrandom — eld dom ain size agreeswell
with Eq. (§), especially considering that the In ry-M a argum ent is only a scaling argum ent.
T hus, the chiral order param eter should indeed be given by Eq. @), w ith the extrapolated
dom ain size L = 164.

To ocom pare our theory w ith the experim ent, we plot our prediction for the chiral order
param eterM on top ofthe experin entaldata forthe opticalactivity in F ig.}. T he prediction
agrees very well wih the data. In particular, M saturates at %) 006, a 56/44
com position, In agreem ent w ith the data. This saturation point is a direct m easure of
1= (L)', which is controlled by the ratio of the two energy scales J and h. W e em phasize
that the theory m atches the experin ental data w ith no adjustablke param eters, other than
the relative scale of the opticalactivity axis and the orderparam eter axis. That relative
scale is the optical activity of a pure 100/0 hom opolym er.

W e can m ake two rem arks about these results. F irst, both the random — eld dom ain size
L. and the them al dom ain size Ly, depend on p. The Im ry-M a argum ent above applies
only to the regin e where p % This is the approprate regin e for understanding the
experin ents, because all the signi cant varation in the chiral order param eter M occurs
around p % .Outside that regine, M saturatesat 1, and it isnot sensitive to L . Second,

the factthat L, Ly show sthat quenched disorder ismuch m ore signi cant than them al



disorder In this copolym er system . Thus, the system is e ectively In the low-tem perature
lin . If the tem perature T were increased so that Ly, < L., then them al disorder (i e.

entropy) would becom e m ore signi cant. However, that would require a tem perature of
T ” 400 K, which is unrealistic because the system would degrade chem icalk.

U sing our theory, we can m ake two predictions for future experim ents. F irst, the ex—
perin ent could be repeated using di erent degrees of polym erization. For short chains, the
dom ain size I is lin ited by the chain length N , particularly orN < 200, asshown in Fig.[4.
T hus, shorter chains should give a broader version of the m a prity—rule curve. By contrast,
Jonger chains should not give a sharper m a prity-rule curve, because the chains are already
in the regim e where L is approxin ately ilndependent ofN . Second, the experin ent could be
repeated using pendant groups that are \less chiral," i. e. polyisocyanates w ith a lower en—
ergy cost for a right-handed m onom er in a keft-handed helix. A lowervalue ofthe chiral eld
h should give a larger value of the dom ain size L (J=h¥, and hence a sharper m a prity—
rule curve. (Thisprediction appliesas longasL,s Luy,0r2h 2Je 7%= T 06 kJ/m ol
0.4 kcal/m ol]l. Thus, h can be reduced by a factor of 3 from is value in the current ex—
perin ents, and them a prity-rule curve can becom e 3 tin es sharper. Beyond that point, the
sharpness w ill be lim ited by the therm aldom ain size.) This second prediction m ight seem
counter-ntuiive, because one m ight expect a an aller chiral eld to give a analler e ect.
However, this prediction is reasonable, considering that the m a prity-rule curve is lim ited
by the num ber of m onom ers that cooperate inside a single dom ain. If the lbcalchiral eld
is reduced, then each m onom er is m ore lkely to have the sam e helicity as its neighbors,
Independent of the Iocalchiral eld, and hence the cooperativity increases.

F inally, we note that the sharp m aprity—rule curve in polyisocyanates can be exploited
in an optical switch R4]. Ifa m ixture of enantiom ers is exposed to a pulse of circularly po—
larized light, one enantiom er is preferentially excited into a higherenergy state. That state
can decay Into either chiral form . Thus, a light pulse deplktes the preferentially excited
enantiom er and changes the enantiom er concentration p, which changes the optical activity.

In other system s, this approach hasbeen lim ited by the fact that light pulses induce only a



slight change in p, and hence only a slight change In optical activity. H owever, In polyiso—
cyanates, a slight change in p closstop= % issu cient to induce a very signi cant change
In optical activity. Indeed, thispolym er has alm ost a binary response to changes in p, which

is needed for an optical sw itch. O ur theory show s how to optim ize the m a prity-rule curve

foruse In an optical sw itch.

In conclusion, we have shown that the cooperative chiral order In polyisocyanates can
be understood through the random — eld Ising m odel. The energy scales J and h, which
arise from the chiralpacking ofthe m onom ers, give the random — eld dom ain size Ly, which
Indicates how m any m onom ers are correlated in a single dom ain. This dom ain size deter-
m ines the sharpness of the m aprity-rule curve. Our theory agrees well with the current

experin ents, and it show s how future experin ents can control the chiral order.

Wethank M .M .G reen and J.M . Schnur form any helpfiil discussions.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. M okcular structure of the polyisocyanate w ith enantiom eric pendant groups derived

from citronellic acid, which was studied in Ref. E].
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FIG.2. Symbols: Optical activity [ b of the random copolym er at the sodium D -line as a
function of enantiom er concentration p, from Ref. E]. Solid line: T heoretical prediction for the
chiralorder param eterM from Eq. @), w ith the dom ain size L = 164. T he prediction agrees w ith

the data w ith no adjistable param eters, other than the relative scale of the vertical axes.
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FIG . 3. Num erical sin ulation of the chiral order param eter M as a function of enantiom er
concentration p for chain length N = 230. The solid line showsa t to the prediction ofE(g. @),

w hich gives the dom ain size L (230) = 96.
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FIG.4. The domain size L N ) from num erical sim ulations for several values of the chain
length N . The solid line shows a t to the extrapolation form 1=L N ) = 1=L,x + 1N, or
LEN)= LpaxN=CLpax + N ), which gives L, 5,x = 164. The inset show s the extrapolation up to

N = 6000.
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