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W e study the shape,elasticity and 
uctuations ofthe recently predicted
1
and subsequently ob-

served (in num ericalsim ulations)
2
tubule phase of anisotropic m em branes, as wellas the phase

transitionsinto and outofit.Thisnovelphaseliesbetween thepreviously predicted 
atand crum -

pled phases,both in tem perature and in its physicalproperties: it is crum pled in one direction,

and extended in the other. Its shape and elastic properties are characterized by a radius ofgyra-

tion exponent � and an anisotropy exponent z. W e derive scaling laws for the radius ofgyration

R G (L? ;Ly)(i.e. the average thickness)ofthe tubule abouta spontaneously selected straightaxis

and forthe tubule undulationshrm s(L? ;Ly)transverse to itsaverage extension.W e show thatfor

square m em branes (with intrinsic size L? = Ly = L),R G / L
�,and hrm s / L

1�� � z=2,with ��

a bending rigidity anom alous elasticity exponent related to � and z. For phantom (i.e. non-self-

avoiding)m em branes,we predict� = 1=4,z = 1=2 and �� = 0,exactly,in excellentagreem entwith

sim ulations. ForD = 2 dim ensionalm em branesem bedded in the space ofdim ension d < 11,self-

avoidancegreatly swellsthetubuleand suppressesitswild transverseundulations,changingitsshape

exponents�,z,and ��. For a D -dim ensionalm em brane em bedded in d > d� (d�(D = 2)> 7=2),

�� = 0and z = (D � 1+ 2�)=3,whileford < d�,�� > 0and z = (D � 1+ 2�)=(3� ��).\Flory"theory

yields,in the physicalcase ofD = 2 and d = 3,� = 3=4,while the recent11� � expansion results
3

yields� = 0:52.The actualvalue of� probably liescloserto the Flory estim ate,between thesetwo

lim its. W e give detailed scaling resultsforthe shape ofthe tubule ofan arbitrary aspectratio,i.e.

forthe tubule thickness,itstransverse undulations,and a variety ofothercorrelation functions,as

wellasfortheanom alouselasticity ofthetubules,in term sof� and z.Finally we presenta scaling

theory for the shape and speci�c heat near the continuous transitions into and out ofthe tubule

phaseand perform detailed renorm alization group calculationsforthecrum pled-to-tubuletransition

forphantom m em branes.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Tethered m em branes4 becam e a subject ofgreat in-

terest when it was theoretically predicted5 that,unlike

polym ers, which are always orientationally disordered,

m em branes can exhibit two distinct phases: crum pled

and 
at,with a \crum pling" transition between them .

The 
at phase is particularly noveland intriguing,be-

causeitprovidesan exam pleofatwodim ensionalsystem

with a continuoussym m etry thatnonethelessexhibitsa

long-ranged order(speci�cally,long-ranged orientational

orderin thenorm alto them em brane)in apparentviola-

tion ofthe Hohenberg-M erm in-W agnertheorem 6. This

ordering ism adepossibleby \anom alouselasticity"5;7;8:

therm al
uctuationsin�nitely enhancethebendingrigid-

ity � ofthe m em braneatlong wavelengths,thereby sta-

bilizing the orientationalorder against these very 
uc-

tuations.Thisisperhapsthe m ostdram atic illustration

yetfound ofthe phenom enon of\orderfrom disorder".

Rich as these phenom ena are,m ost past theoretical

work4 hasbeen restricted to isotropic m em branes. In a

recentpaper1 weextended theseconsiderationstointrin-

sically anisotropic m em branes (e.g.,polym erized m em -

braneswith in-planetiltorder9)andfound,astonishingly,

that anisotropy, a seem ingly innocuous generalization,

actually leadsto a wealth ofnew phenom ena.M ostdra-

m atically,we found an entire new phase ofm em branes,

which we called the \tubule" phase,ubiquitously inter-

venes between the high tem perature crum pled and low

tem perature \
at" phases.The de�ning property ofthe

tubule phase is that it is crum pled in one of the two

m em brane directions,but \
at" (i.e.,extended) in the

other.Itsaverageshapeisa long,thin cylinderoflength

R y = Ly � O (1) and radius RG (L? ) � L? ,where Ly

and L? arethedim ensionsthem em branewould havein

the extended and crum pled directionsrespectively,were

itto be
attened out.Itshould beclari�ed herethatwe

use the term \cylinder" extrem ely loosely;asillustrated

in Fig.2,a crosssection ofthe m em brane perpendicular

to thetubuleaxis(y)willlook asdisordered asa 
exible

1
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polym er. These tubules, occurring as a low tem pera-

ture phase ofanisotropic polym erized m em branes,have

little in com m on (and therefore should notbe confused)

with m icro-tubulesthatarefound in liquid phospholipid

m em branes10.

O nly in the special case of perfectly isotropic

m em branes11 isitpossibleforthem em branetoundergoa

directtransitionfrom the
attothecrum pled phase.The

theoretically predicted1 and recently observed2 phasedi-

agram isshown in Fig.1.

FLAT

CRUMPLED
t y

P1

P2

ζ   > 0 ,  ζ   > 0
y

ζ   = ζ   = 0yTUBULE
ζ   > 0 ,  ζ   = 0y

yζ   = 0 ,  ζ   > 0
Y-TUBULE

t

FIG .1. Phasediagram foranisotropictethered m em branes

showing thenew tubuleand previously studied 
atand crum -

pled phases.

Thedirectcrum pling transition studied previously oc-

cursin ourm ore generic m odelonly forthatspecialset

ofcuts through the phase diagram (like P2) that pass

through the origin. G eneric paths (like P1) will ex-

perience two phase transitions,crum pled-to-tubule,and

tubule-to-
at,thatarein new,heretoforeuninvestigated

universality classes.

This prediction was recently dram atically con�rm ed

in M onte Carlo sim ulations ofphantom (i.e., non-self-

avoiding)m em branesby Bowick,Falcioniand Thorleif-

sson (BFT).2. They sim ulated m em branes with di�er-

entbare bending m oduli�x and �y in the orthogonalx

and y directions. As tem perature (or one ofthe bend-

ing rigiditiese.g. �x)isvaried,we predicted ourm odel

would follow a generic path like P1 in Fig.1. And,

indeed, these sim ulations2 observed two speci�c heat

bum ps,corresponding to two distinctcontinuoustransi-

tionscrum pled-to-tubule and tubule-to-
at(rounded by

�nite m em brane size),just as we predicted1. Further-

m ore,the shape ofthe m em brane in the phase between

thesetwotransitionswasexactlythatofthetubuleabove

(seeFigure2),andhad,within num ericalerrors,precisely

the scaling properties and exponents that we predicted

forphantom tubules1.Herewepresentourdetailed study

ofthesetransitionsand thetubulephase,in thepresence

ofboth therm al
uctuationsand self-avoidance.

There are a num ber ofpossible experim entalrealiza-

tions of anisotropic m em branes. O ne is polym erized

m em branes with in-plane tilt order9. Fluid m em branes

with such orderhavealreadybeen found12;13;itshould be

possible to polym erize these without destroying the tilt

order.Secondly,m em branescould befabricatedbycross-

linkingDNA m oleculestrapped in a
uid m em brane12;13.

Perform ing the cross-linking in an applied electric �eld

would align the DNA and "freeze in" the anisotropy in-

duced by theelectric�eld,which could then berem oved.

Thetubulecross-sectionalradiusR G ,(hereaftercalled

the radiusofgyration),and itsundulationshrm s trans-

verse to itsaverageaxisoforientation,obey the scaling

laws:

R G (L? ;Ly)= L
�
? SR (Ly=L

z
? ); (1.1)

hrm s(L? ;Ly)= L
�
ySh(Ly=L

z
? ); (1.2)

where� = �=z,

z =
1

3� ��
(1+ 2�); (1.3)

we have specialized in Eq.1.3 to D = 2 (with general

expression for a D -dim ensionalm em brane given in the

m ain text),the universalexponents� and z are < 1,��
istheanom alouselasticity exponentforthetubulebend-

ingrigidity� (asde�ned by� � L��y ,alsoseebelow),and

forconveniencewechoseto m easuretheintrinsiclengths

Ly and L? in unitsoftheultravioletcuto�,setapproxi-

m ately by the them onom er(e.g.phospholipid)size.

L y

R 
G

rmsh

FIG . 2. Schem atic picture of the tubule phase of

anisotropic polym erized m em brane,with the de�nition ofits

thicknessR G and roughness hrm s,ourpredictions for which

are given in Eqs.1.1 and 1.2.

Thescaling functionsSR ;h(x)havethelim iting form s:

SR (x)/

�
x���p=z; forx ! 0

constant; forx ! 1
(1.4)

Sh(x)/

�
constant; forx ! 0

x
3

2
�� ; forx ! 1

; (1.5)

where�p istheradiusofgyration exponentofacoiled lin-

earpolym er� 3=5.Thesescalingfunctionsareuniversal

(i.e.,independent ofm aterialparam eters and tem pera-

ture),up to an overallnon-universalm ultiplicative fac-

tor,which can,and will,depend on m aterialparam eters

and tem perature.
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The scaling form s, Eq.1.4 and 1.5 im ply that for a

"roughly square" m em brane { that is,one with L? �

Ly � L { in the lim itL ! 1

R G (L? � Ly � L)/ L
�
; (1.6)

hrm s(L? � Ly � L)/ L
1�� � z=2 ; (1.7)

wherewehaveused thefactthatforLy � L? ,theargu-

m entx � Ly=L
z
?
ofthescalingfunctionsSR ;h(x)goesto

in�nity asL ! 1 ,and used Eq.1.3 to sim plify Eq.1.7.

Detailed renorm alization group calculationsshow that

�� isstrictly positive. Hence,hrm s < < L fora roughly

square m em brane asL ! 1 . Thus,the end-to-end ori-

entational
uctuations � � hrm s=L / L�� � z=2 ! 0 as

L ! 1 for such a roughly square m em brane,proving

that tubule order (which requires orientationalpersis-

tence in the extended direction)is stable againstundu-

lationsofthe tubule em bedded in d = 3 dim ensions.

O n the otherhand,in the lim it Ly > > L? ,in which

the tubule looksm oreand m orelike a linearpolym er(a

ribbon ofwidth L? and length Ly),we�nd

hrm s /
L
3=2
y

L
z(3=2��)

?

=
L
3=2
y

L
1=2+ �� z=2

?

� Ly

�
Ly

LP (L? )

� 1=2

;

(1.8)

acting likea rigid polym erwith a polym erbending rigid-

ity

�p(L? )/ L
1+ z��
?

: (1.9)

It is wellknown14, of course,that a linear polym er

doesnothavelong-ranged orientationalorderi.e.,ithas

a �nite orientationalpersistence length LP . For length

sm allerthan LP (L? )we recoverthe well-known
14 L

3=2
y

growthoftransverse
uctuations.Byequatinghrm s from

Eq.1.8 with the length Ly ofthe tubule, and de�ning

(ribbon width-dependent persistent length) LP (L? ) to

be the value ofLy atwhich thisequality occurs,we ob-

tain an estim ate forthe orientationalpersistence length

LP ofa long,skinny tubule:

LP (L? )/ L
1+ �� z

?
: (1.10)

W eseethatonly verylong,skinny m em branes(Ly > >

L? )willbeorientationallydisordered;forany m em brane

with a reasonable aspect ratio (i.e., Ly � L? ), Ly is

m uch less than LP (L? ),and the orientationalorder of

the tubule persists throughoutit. This provesthat the

tubulephaseisstablein thetherm odynam iclim itagainst

therm al
uctuations.

Equation 1.9 indicatesthatthee�ectivepolym erbend

m odulus�p(L? )is\anom alous",by which we m ean the

fact that �p(L? ),grows as a power ofL? greater (by

the \anom alous dim ension" ��z) than 1 (naively ex-

pected based on dim ensionalanalysis). This together

with theconcom itantanom alousdim ension ofthepersis-

tentlength LP (L? ),Eq.1.10 em bodiesthe phenom enon

known as \anom alous elasticity".15;5;7;8 In addition to


uctuating m em branes,they haveconsequencesforpoly-

m erswhoseinternalstructureisthatofa long ribbon of

dim ension L? � Ly,with Ly > > LP (L? )> > L? . Pro-

vided thatL? islargeenough thattheanom alouselastic-

ity can m anifestitself,the radiusofgyration R
p

G
ofthis

polym er (which,since Ly > > LP ,willbe coiled) will,

in fact,grow m orerapidly with thetransversedim ension

L? ofthe polym er than the conventionalelastic theory

would predict.Speci�cally,weexpect:

R
p

G
� LP (L? )

�
Ly

LP (L? )

� �p

;

/ L
�p
y L

(1�� p)(1+ �� z)

?
; (1.11)

while conventional elastic theory would im ply R
p

G
/

L
1�� p

?
.

In addition to this anom alous elasticity in the e�ec-

tive polym er bend m odulus,the 
uctuating tubule also

displays anom alous elasticity for stretching the tubule.

In particular,experim entsthatattem pt to m easure the

stretching m odulus gy ofthe tubule (de�ned m ore pre-

cisely by the renorm alized version ofEqs.5.5 and 5.7)at

wavevectorq willproduce results that depend strongly

on q,even in the lim it q ! 0. In particular,this ap-

parent wavevector-dependent stretching m odulus gy(q)

vanishesasjqj! 0,according to the scaling law

gy(q)= q
�u
y Sg(qy=q

z
? ); (1.12)

where �u > 0 is another universalexponent,and Sg(x)

anotheruniversalscaling function.

Sim ilarly, the tubule bend m odulus � (also de�ned

m orepreciselybytherenorm alized versionofEqs.5.4and

5.6)becom es strongly wavevectordependent as q ! 0,

butitdivergesin thatlim it:

�(q)= q
�� �

y S�(qy=q
z
? ); (1.13)

with �� � 0 yetanother universalexponent,and S�(x)

yetanotheruniversalscaling function.

The relationsEqs.1.1-1.2 sum m arize allofthe scaling

propertiesin term softhetwo universalexponents� and

z (orequivalently ��). Clearly,we would like to predict

theirnum ericalvalues.There arethree distinctcasesto

be considered,aswe decrease the em bedding dim ension

d in which the D = 2-dim ensionalm em brane 
uctuates,

asillustrated in Fig.3 (the generalization to arbitrary D

isgiven in the m ain text).

=11 ddSA
uc3   6.5d*

regime III regime II regime I
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FIG .3. Illustration (in D = 2) of the three regim es of

em bedding dim ension d with qualitatively and quantitatively

di�erent tubule shape scaling properties. O ur estim ates of

d� � 6:5 place thephysicaltubule(d = 3)deep in regim e III;

the strictbound d� > 7=2 guarantees this.

Regim eI:

Foraphantom m em brane,orforam em branewith intrin-

sic dim ension D = 2 em bedded in a space ofdim ension

d � duc = 11,self-avoidance e�ects can be asym ptoti-

cally ignored in the tubule phase,and wepredict1

� =
1

4
; (1.14)

z =
1

2
; (1.15)

�� = 0 ; (1.16)

�u = 1 ; (1.17)

Regim eII:

For a self-avoiding m em brane with d� < d < duc = 11

(with d� > 7=2),wehaveshown (aswedescribein detail

in Sec.VI)thatthe bending elasticity isnotanom alous,

i.e.,�� = 0,as guaranteed by an exact\tubule-gauge"

sym m etry(seeSec.VIB).This,usingEq.1.3im m ediately

leadsto thetheexponentrelation,z = (1+ 2�)=3,which

states that for d > d� allproperties ofa self-avoiding

tubule can be expressed in term s ofa single radius of

gyration exponent �. In this range d� < d < duc = 11

ofem bedding dim ensionality,theexponents� and z can

be com puted in an � = 11� d-expansion.Thishasbeen

done recently by Bowick and G uitter (BG )3 who have

veri�ed the validity ofthe W ard identity z = (1+ 2�)=3

(for D = 2) perturbatively,to allorders in �. Further-

m ore, for all em bedding dim ensions d > d�, the ab-

sence of anom alous bend elasticity (i.e., �� = 0) ren-

ders the self-avoiding interaction ine�ective in stabiliz-

ing wild transverse tubule undulationsand fora square

m em branes, Eqs.1.7 and 1.10 show that the D = 2-

dim ensionaltubule phase isonly m arginally stable. For

D = 2,thisd� < d < duc = 11 regim ehas:

2

5
> � >

1

4
; (1.18)

z =
1

3
(1+ 2�); (1.19)

�� = 0 ; (1.20)

�u = 3�
1

z
; (1.21)

Regim eIII:

Finally,aswedescribein Sec.VI,thephysicsofthephys-

icaltubule (i.e.,D = 2-dim ensionaltubule em bedded in

d = 3 dim ensions)ism uch richerthan thatforthe em -

bedding dim ensionsd > d�,where \tubule-gauge" sym -

m etry im poses strict nonrenorm alization ofthe tubule

bending rigidity �. Ford < d�,because ofthe presence

ofadditionalelastic nonlinearities (which are irrelevant

for d near duc = 11,but becom e strongly relevant for

physicaldim ensionality d < d�),this�-expansion about

d = duc = 11 givesno inform ation aboutthe sim ultane-

ous role that the self-avoidance and elastic nonlinearity

play in the physicaltubule (D = 2,d = 3 < d�(D = 2)),

wherethey areboth im portant.W e�nd that,astheem -

bedding dim ension d is lowered below d� < duc = 11

(d�(D = 2) > 7=2), the nonlinear elasticity becom es

relevant,destabilizing the �xed point studied in Ref.3,

and leading to the breakdown of the z = (1 + 2�)=3

relation (with the am ount of breakdown described by

a new anom alous elasticity exponent ��). Hence phys-

icaltubules (D = 2, d = 3) are described by a new

infra-red stable �xed point,that is non-perturbative in

� = 11� d,which incorporatesthesim ultaneouse�ectsof

self-avoidance and nonlinear anom alouselasticity. This

new �xed pointcharacterizesthe d < d� regim e (appro-

priateto aphysicaltubule)with shapescaling exponents

� �
2

5
; (1.22)

� >
1

d� 1
; (1.23)

z =
1

3� ��
(1+ 2�); (1.24)

2�� + �u = 3�
1

z
; (1.25)

�� ;�u > 0 ; (1.26)

W e cannot calculate exactly the critical em bedding

dim ension d�(D ) that separates regim e II and regim e

III, but we can derive a rigorous lower bound on it

d�(2) > 7=2. Thus the physicaltubule,D = 2,d = 3

falls in regim e III.O urbest estim ate ofd�(2)is that it

liesbetween 5 and 7.

Itshould be em phasized thatallofthe exponentsare

universalin a given em bedding dim ension d.Indeed,for

d� < d < 11,where allofthe exponentsare determ ined

bythesingleunknown exponent�,therearetwodi�erent

analyticalapproxim ationsto � thatagreeto betterthan

1% for d > 8,and to better than 10% for d’s greater

than the likely values ofd�. These analyticalm ethods

are:Flory theory1,which predicts

�F =
3

d+ 1
; (1.27)

and the leading orderin � = 11� d expansion ofBowick

and G uitter3,which gives,

�� =
3

4� c�
�
1

2
; (1.28)

with

c= 0:13125; (1.29)

W e suspect,based on the experience ofcom paring poly-

m er exponents obtained from Flory theory with those

4



obtained from the �-expansion,that,although BG ’s re-

sultsare certainly m ore accurate neard = 11,when the

BG and Flory resultsstartto disagree appreciably (i.e.,

below d = 7),theFlory resultisprobably them oreaccu-

rate.Nonetheless,theextrem elycloseagreem entbetween

thesetwo very di�erentapproachesin thesehigh em bed-

ding dim ensionsincreasesourfaith in both ofthem .

In fact,aswedescribein detailin Sec.VIB,forD = 2-

dim ensionalm em brane,d� is determ ined by the condi-

tion that�(d)! 2=5 asd ! d+� .Using the Flory result

(Eq.1.27),thisgivesd� = 13=2= 6:5;whileusingtheBG

result(Eq.1.28)givesd� = 11� 2=(3c)= 5:92.

Allofthe exponentsjum p discontinuously (asa func-

tion ofd)atd�;�gure9 showssuch aplot,schem atically,

for�(d)and ��(d).

Fora physicaltubule,Flory theory,Eq.1.27,im plies

�F (D = 2;d = 3)= 3=4; (1.30)

in contrast to the BG result Eq.1.28, which im plies

��(D = 2;d = 3) = 0:517. W hat is the correct value

of� in d = 3? Asdiscussed above,ourexperience with

polym ers suggests that Flory theory is m ore reliable16

than the �-expansion when both are pushed wellbelow

the upper criticaldim ension. O ne m ight be concerned

thatthisceasesto betruefortubules,dueto thediscon-

tinuousbehaviorofalloftheexponentsatd�,butwewill

presentargum entslaterthatsuggestthatthisisnotthe

case,and thatFlory theory isprobably quiteaccuratein

the physicalcaseofd = 3.

It is widely17;18,though not universally,19;20 believed

thatself-avoidance destroysthe crum pled phase. W hat

isde�nitely known isthatthe crum pled phase hasonly

been seen in sim ulations of phantom m em branes and

in m ore recent sim ulations by Baum gartner19 ofa self-

avoiding plaquette m em branem odel.Itisthereforerea-

sonable to ask whether our tubule phase willsu�er the

sam efate.W e think not,forthe following reasons:

1.It is clear that self-avoidance, though a relevant

perturbation(in physicalem beddingdim ensiond <

duc = 11) has far less e�ect on the tubule than

thecrum pled phase,sincepointson them em brane

widelyseparated in they-direction neverbum p into

each otherin thetubulephase,butdo in thecrum -

pled phase.

2.Theanalyticargum entthatself-avoidancedestroys

the crum pled phaseisbased on the G aussian vari-

ational (G V) approxim ation21;22, which predicts

that the radius ofgyration exponent �
crum pled

G V
=

4=d,which im pliesthat� � 1 ford � 4,and hence

thatthe m em braneisextended (i.e.
at)forthose

dim ensions(which,ofcourse,include the physical

case ofd = 3). W e �nd that the sam e G aussian

variationalapproxim ation leads to the sam e con-

clusion forthe tubule phase.O urresultforD = 2

is

�
tubule
G V =

7

3d� 5
; (1.31)

and im plies�tubuleG V � 1 ford � 4,and hencean in-

stability oftheself-avoiding tubule to an extended

(i.e.
at)m em branein physicaldim ensions.

W e are not,however,overly concerned by this re-

sult,fora num berofreasons:

(a) The G aussian variational approxim ation is

known to be far from trustworthy. For ex-

am ple, it predicts � = 2=d for linear poly-

m ers,which not only is less accurate for all

d between 1 and 4 than the Flory result

� = 3=(d + 2),but also incorrectly predicts

that the lower critical dim ension dlc below

which linearpolym ersare alwaysextended is

dlc = 2,whereas,in fact,itisknown exactly

that dlc = 1,a result that is also predicted

exactly by the Flory theory.Thus,the G aus-

sian variationalapproxim ation isvery unreli-

ablein predicting thelowercriticaldim ension

ofa crum pled object.

(b) Thereisa good reason to believeitisequally

unreliable for our problem as well. If we

com pare the Flory prediction for � with the

�-expansion calculation of Ref. 3 (which is

asym ptotically exact in d ! 11), in, e.g.,

d = 8,we�nd they di�erlessthan 1=3 of1% :

�� = 0:332 3,�F lory = 1=3 1;while the G aus-

sian variationalresult�tubuleG V = 7=19= 0:3684

isnearly 40 tim esasfaro� �� astheFlory re-

sult. This strongly suggests that both Flory

theory and the �-expansion are m ore reliable

than theG aussian variationalapproxim ation,

and both ofthem predict� substantially < 1

in d = 3:�F = 3=4 1,�� = 0:517 3.

(c) Finally, on m ore generalgrounds,while the

G aussian variationalm ethod can bequiteuse-

ful, only som e ofits results can be trusted.

Certainlyitislikelythatthetrendsof,e.g.,ex-

ponentswith dim ensionality dand D ,arecap-

tured correctly by thistheory.The very exis-

tenceofthecrum pled phaserelieson thepre-

cisevalueof�(d)(itdisappearsifthed < dlc,

with dlc de�ned by �(dlc) = 1). However,

as with any approxim ate m ethod,especially

with uncontrolled approxim ationssuch asthe

G aussian m ethod,there islittle credibility in

the actualvalues ofthe exponents. Further-

m ore,theG aussian variationalapproxim ation

isvery closely related to a large expansion in

1=d about the em bedding dim ension d ! 1

lim it.23 Itisthereforeintrinsicallyuntrustwor-

thy and ad hoc forsm allvaluesofd atwhich

oneisassessing the stability ofthe tubule (or

crum pled) phase, which very delicately and
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sensitively depends on the precise value of�

atsm alld.

In the rem ainderofthis paper we presentthe details

ofourcalculations. In Sec.IIwe introduce the Landau-

G inzburg-W ilson free energy for our generalized m odel

of anisotropic polym erized m em branes. In Sec.III we

will�rst solve this m odelin m ean �eld theory. From

thissolution weobtain thephasediagram foranisotropic

polym erized m em branes,and identify and characterize

the new tubule phase as wellas the previously studied

crum pled and 
at phases. In Sec.IV we show that the

scaling properties ofthe 
at and crum pled phases are

una�ected by the anisotropy.In Secs.V and VIwe then

considerthee�ectsofboth therm al
uctuationsand self-

avoidance on the tubule phase. W e treat this problem

using Flory theory,renorm alization group and G aussian

variationalm ethods.W ecalculatetheuppercriticalem -

bedding and intrinsic dim ensions for both e�ects, and

thereby show thatboth arerelevantforthephysicalcase

oftwo-dim ensionalm em branesem bedded in threedim en-

sions.W ealsoshow that,although thereisnoanom alous

elasticity forthe bend m odulus� along the tubule near

d = duc = 11 (due to aforem entioned \tubule gauge"

sym m etry),such anom aly m ustsetin forem bedding di-

m ensions d < d�,with d� > 7=2. W hen this happens,

the �xed point(perturbative around d = 11)3 which de-

scribes a self-avoiding (bend elastically non-anom alous)

tubule,becom esunstable,and a new �xed pointcontrols

thetubulephase.W ederivenew exactrelationsEqs.6.62

and 6.63between � and z,which involveanom alouselas-

ticity exponent �� (or �u,related to it) and are appro-

priatefora physical(with anharm onicelasticity)tubule,

described bythisnew �xed point.W ethen usetheFlory1

and extrapolated � = 11� d{expansion3 resultsfor� in

this relation to determ ine z and allother tubule shape

exponentsin term softwo constantsthat,unfortunately,

wewerenotable to com pute accurately.

In Section V we also derive the scaling resultsEq.1.1

and Eq.1.2forR G and hrm s,and fortheanom alouselas-

tic theory aswell.

In Section VII we use the renorm alization group to

analyzethecrum pled-to-tubuletransition.W ethen con-

struct a scaling theory of the crum pled-to-tubule and

tubule-to-
attransitions,and com putewithin Flory the-

ory the criticalexponentsforthesetransitions.

In Section VIII we sum m arize, conclude, and m ake

som esuggestionsforfurtheranalytic,num erical,and ex-

perim entalwork.

II.M O D EL

O urm odelforanisotropic m em branesisa generaliza-

tion of the isotropic m odelconsidered in Ref.24. As

there,wecharacterizethecon�guration ofthem em brane

by giving the position ~r(x)in the d-dim ensionalem bed-

ding space,ofthepointin them em branelabeled by a D -

dim ensionalinternalco-ordinatex.In the physicalcase,

d = 3 and D = 2,ofcourse. Throughoutthe rem ainder

ofthispaper,wewilldistinguish between D -dim ensional

"intrinsic" vectorsand d-dim ensional"extrinsic" vectors

by using boldfacetypefortheform er,and vectorarrows

overthe latter.

W e now construct the Landau-G inzburg-W ilson free

energy F for this system , by expanding F to leading

order in powers of~r(x) and its gradients with respect

to internalspace x,keeping only those term sconsistent

with the sym m etriesofthe problem . These sym m etries

are globaltranslation invariance ~r(x)! ~r(x)+ ~ro,and

globalrotationalinvariance ~r(x) !
~~M � ~r(x),where ~ro

and
~~M are a constant (i.e. x-independent) vector and

a constant rotation m atrix,respectively. G lobaltrans-

lationalinvariance requiresthatF be expanded only in

powersofgradients with respectto x. W e willfurther-

m ore take the m em brane to be isotropic in the D � 1

m em brane directions(hereafterdenoted by x? )orthog-

onalto onespecialdirection (which wecally).Sincethe

physicalcaseisD = 2,thisspecialization isinnocuous.

The m ost generalm odelconsistent with allofthese

sym m etries,neglecting irrelevantterm s,is,

F [~r(x)]=
1

2

Z

d
D �1

x? dy

�

�?
�
@
2

? ~r
�2
+ �y

�
@
2

y~r
�2

+ �? y@
2

y~r� @
2

? ~r+ t?
�
@
?
� ~r

�2
+ ty (@y~r)

2

+
u? ?

2

�
@
?
� ~r� @

?
� ~r

�2
+
uyy

2
(@y~r� @y~r)

2
+ u? y

�
@
?
� ~r� @y~r

�2

+
v? ?

2

�
@
?
� ~r� @

?
� ~r

�2
+ v? y

�
@
?
� ~r

�2
(@y~r)

2

�

+
b

2

Z

d
D
x

Z

d
D
x
0
�
(d)
�
~r(x)� ~r(x0)

�
; (2.1)

wherethe�’s,t’s,u’s,v’sareelasticconstants.The�rst

threeterm sin F (the � term s)representthe anisotropic

bending energy ofthe m em brane. The elastic constants

t? and ty are the m oststrongly tem perature dependent

param etersin them odel,changing sign from large,posi-

tivevaluesathigh tem peraturestonegativevaluesatlow

tem peratures. Theirpositivity athigh tem peraturesre-


ectsthem em brane’sentropicpreferenceforcrum pling.

To seethis,notethatthiscrum pled stateisonein which

alltheparticlesin them em braneattem ptto cram them -

selvesinto the sam e point~r;in thisstate,the gradients

with respect to the internalspace @?� ~r and @y~r seek to

m inim izethem selves,which isclearly favorablewhen t? ,

ty > 0.However,when eitherofthesebecom esnegative,

it becom es favorable for the m em brane to 
atten (i.e.,

extend) in the associated direction,as we shallshow in

a m om ent. The u and v quartic term s are higher or-

der elastic constants needed to stabilize the m em brane

when one orboth ofthe �rstorderelastic constantst? ,

ty becom e negative.Stability requiresthat
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u
0
? ? > 0; (2.2)

uyy > 0; (2.3)

v? y > �

q

u0
? ?

uyy ; (2.4)

where

u
0
? ? � v? ? + u? ? =(D � 1): (2.5)

The �nal,b term in Eq.2.1 representsthe self-avoidance

ofthe m em branes;i.e.,itssteric orexcluded volum e in-

teraction.

Equation 2.1 reducesto the m odelforisotropic m em -

branes considered in Ref.24 when t? = ty,�? ? = �y,

�? y = 0, uyy = 4(~v + u), u? ? = u? y = 4u, and

v? ? = v? y = 4~v.

III.M EA N FIELD T H EO R Y

W e begin our analysis ofthis m odelby obtaining its

m ean �eld phase diagram , at �rst neglecting the self-

avoidance interaction. Later,we willconsider both the

e�ectsof
uctuationsand self-avoidance.

In m ean-�eld theory, we seek a con�guration ~r(x)

thatm inim izesthe free energy Eq.2.1 (withoutthe self-

avoidanceterm ).The curvature energies�?
�
@2? ~r

�2
and

�y
�
@2y~r

�2
areclearly m inim ized when ~r(x)islinearin x.

W e willthereforeseek m inim a ofF ofthe form

~r(x)= (�? x? ;�yy;0;0;:::;0) : (3.1)

O bviously,uniform rotations ~r(x) !
~~M � ~r(x), ofany

such m inim um ,with
~~M a constantrotation m atrix,will

also be m inim a.A continuousdegeneratesetofm inim a

isthereby obtained,asusualfora system with a broken

continuoussym m etry.Uniform translationsoftheentire

m em branearealso allowed,ofcourse.

InsertingEq.3.1intoEq.2.1,and fornow neglectingthe

self-avoidanceterm ,weobtain them ean-�eld freeenergy

foranisotropicm em branes

F =
1

2
L
D �1

?
Ly

�

ty�
2

y + t? (D � 1)�2?

+
1

2
u
0
? ? (D � 1)2�4? +

1

2
uyy�

4

y + v? y(D � 1)�2? �
2

y

�

; (3.2)

where L? and Ly are the linear dim ensions ofthe 
at-

tened m em branein the ? and y directions,respectively.

This m ean �eld theory is precisely that studied long

ago by Fisher et al.25 for a com pletely di�erent (m ag-

netic)problem .M inim izing the free energy over�? and

�y yieldstwo possiblephasediagram topologies,depend-

ing on whetheru0
? ?

uyy > v2
? y

oru0
? ?

uyy < v2
? y

.

For u0? ? uyy > v2? y,we obtain the phase diagram in

Fig.1.Both �? and �y vanish fort? ,ty > 0.Thisisthe

crum pled phase:theentirem em brane,in m ean-�eld the-

ory,collapsesinto the origin,�? = �y = 0 i.e.,~r(x)= 0

forallx.

In the regim e between the positive t? -axis (i.e.,the

locus ty = 0 and t? > 0) and the ty < 0 part ofthe

ty = (uyy=v? y)t? line,liesournew y-tubulephase,char-

acterized by �? = 0 and �y =
p
jtyj=uyy > 0:the m em -

brane isextended in the y-direction butcrum pled in all

D � 1 ? -directions.

The ? -tubule phase is the analogous phase with

the y and ? directions reversed, �y = 0 and �? =
p
jt? j=u? ? > 0 (obviously a sym m etricalreversalfor

thephysicalcaseofD = 2),and liesbetween the t? < 0

segm entofthe line ty = (v? y=u
0
? ?

)t? and the positive

ty axis.Finally,the 
atphase,characterized by both

�? =
�
(jt? juyy � jtyjv? y)=(u

0
? ? uyy � v

2

? y)
�1=2

> 0; (3.3)

�y =
�
(jtyju? ? � jt? jv? y)=(u

0
? ? uyy � v

2

? y)
�1=2

> 0 ; (3.4)

lies between the t? < 0 segm ent of the line ty =

(uyy=v? y)t? and the ty < 0 segm ent ofthe line ty =

(v? y=u
0
? ?

)t? .

For u0
? ?

uyy < v2
? y
,the 
at phase disappears,and is

replaced by a direct�rst-ordertransition from ? -tubule

toy-tubulealongthelocusty = (v? y=u
0
? ?

)t? (seeFig.4)

.

CRUMPLED

t y

t

TUBULE

ζ   > 0 ,  ζ   = 0y
ζ   = ζ   = 0y

Y-TUBULE

yζ   = 0 ,  ζ   > 0

FIG .4. Phase diagram for tethered m em branes showing

our new tubule phase, for the range of elastic param eters

when the interm ediate 
at phase disappears. A �rst-order

phase transition separatesy-and ? -tubulephases.

The boundaries between the tubule and the crum -

pled phases rem ain the positive ty and t? axes,as for

u0
? ?

uyy > v2
? y

case.

Note thata directcrum pling transition (i.e. a direct

transition between the crum pled and 
atphase)isvery

non-generic in this picture: only experim entallocithat

pass from ty, t? > 0 through the origin (locus P2 in

Fig.1)can experience such a transition. Thistransition

is,in fact,tetra-criticalin thispicture.

This does not,however,im ply that direct crum pling

transitions are non-generic. M any m em branes willbe
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perfectly isotropic,by virtueofbeing form ed undercon-

ditionsofunbroken rotationalsym m etry (e.g.,random ly

polym erized m em branes).Asdiscussed earlier,thissetof

m em branes,which isundoubtedly of�nitem easure,nec-

essarily lies on the specialisotropic subspace ofthe full

param eter space ofthe m odelde�ned by Eq.2.1 speci-

�ed by t? = ty,�? ? = �y,�? y = 0,uyy = 4(~v + u),

u? ? = u? y = 4u, and v? ? = v? y = 4~v. The val-

ues ofthe quartic couplingsthen satisfy u0? ? uyy > v2? y
(for u,~v > 0),and hence the topology ofthe phase di-

agram isFigure 1. The boundariesofthe 
atphase for

those isotropic values of the quartic couplings becom e

ty = t?
�
1+ u=~v=(D � 1)

�
and ty = (1+ u=~v)t? ,respec-

tively. Foru and v both positive (asrequired by stabil-

ity),the slopes ofthese lines are less than and greater

than 1,respectively;the isotropic locus ty = t? there-

fore lies between the two (i.e., in the 
at phase), and

hence,thatm odeldoesundergo a direct
atto crum pled

transition.

M em branes with any intrinsic broken orientational

sym m etry (e.g., in-plane tilt order9, which is quite

com m on12),willgenerically have ty 6= t? . Furtherm ore,

they willnot generically have both t? and ty vanish at

thesam etem perature.A genericlocusthrough thephase

diagram in Fig.1willbelikelocusP1,and willnecessarily

haveoneofthetubulephasesinterveningbetween the
at

and crum pled phases.O urnew tubule phaseisnotonly

generically possible,but actually unavoidable,in m em -

braneswith any typeoram ountofintrinsic anisotropy.

IV .FLU C T U A T IO N S A N D SELF-AV O ID A N C E IN

T H E FLA T A N D C R U M P LED P H A SES

In this section, we show that both the 
at and the

crum pled phases of anisotropic m em branes are identi-

calin theirscaling properties,atsu�ciently long length

scales,to theeponym ousphasesofisotropicm em branes.

Consider�rstthe 
atphase. W e can include 
uctua-

tionsaboutthe m ean-�eld solution by considering sm all

deviationsfrom the solution in Eq.3.1

~r(x)=

�

�? x? + u? (x);�yy+ uy(x);~h(x)

�

; (4.1)

Inserting thisinto ourinitialfreeenergy,Eq.2.1,with t?
and ty both in the range in which the 
atphase issta-

ble,we obtain the uniaxialelastic energy ofRef.26.As

shown in thatreference,
uctuation e�ectsin turn renor-

m alize the anisotropic elastic energy into the isotropic

m em braneelasticenergyconsidered byRefs.5,7,8.In the


atphase,and atsu�ciently long scales,theanisotropic

m em branesthereforebehaveexactly like isotropicm em -

branes. Thisin particularim pliesthatthe 
atphase of

anisotropic m em branesis stable againsttherm al
uctu-

ations. As in isotropic m em branes,this is due to the

factthatthese very therm al
uctuationsdrive the bend

m odulus� to in�nity atlong wavelengths5;7;8.

Speci�cally, � becom es wavevector dependent, and

�(q) diverges like q�� � as q ! 0. In the 
at phase

the standard Lam �e coe�cients � and � 27 are also in-

�nitely renorm alized and becom ewavevectordependent,

vanishing in the q ! 0 lim it as �(q) � �(q) � q�u ;

the values of �� and �u in the 
at phase di�er from

those in the tubule phase, as does their physical in-

terpretation. The 
at phase is furtherm ore novel in

that it is characterized by a universalnegative Poisson

ratio7;28 which for D = 2 is de�ned as the long wave-

length lim it q ! 0 of� = �(q)=(2�(q)+ �(q)). The

transverse undulations in the 
at phase,i.e. the m em -

braneroughnesshrm s scaleswith theinternalsizeofthe

m em brane as hrm s � L�, with � = (4 � D � ��)=2,

exactly. Furtherm ore,an underlying rotationalinvari-

anceim posesan exactW ard identity between �� and �u,

�u + 2�� = 4 � D ,leaving only a single nontrivialin-

dependentexponentcharacterizing the propertiesofthe


atphase ofeven anisotropic m em branes. The bestes-

tim ate for �� in the physicalcase ofa two-dim ensional

m em brane (D = 2),em bedded in a d = 3-dim ensional

space com es from the self-consistent screening approxi-

m ation (SCSA) ofLe Doussaland Radzihovsky28,who

�nd �� = 4=(1+
p
15) � 0:82. The exponent relations

above then predict �u = 0:36 and � = 0:59. These ex-

ponents,togetherwith thenegativePoisson ratio predic-

tionsofLeDoussaland Radzihovskyof� = � 1=328 have

been recently spectacularly veri�ed to high precision in

very largescalesim ulations(largestto date)by Falcioni,

Bowick,G uitterand Thorleifsson29.

The root-m ean-square (rm s) therm al 
uctuation

hĵn(x)� ẑj
2
i� hj�~n(x)j2iofthe localm em branenorm al

n̂(x)aboutitsm ean value(here taken to be ẑ)is

hj�~n(x)j2i= hjr ~h(x)j2i;

=

Z

d
D
qq

2hj~h(q)j2i;

/

Z
dD q

�(q)q2
/

Z
dD q

q2�� �

;

/ L
2�� � �D ; (4.2)

where we have im posed an infra-red cuto� q > L�1 ,on

theintegraloverwavevectors,L being thesm allerofthe

intrinsiclineardim ensionsL? ,Ly ofthe
attened m em -

brane. These 
uctuations are �nite as L ! 1 ,when

2� ��� D < 0.In thephysicalcaseD = 2,thiscondition

isalwayssatis�ed since �� > 0. Thus,m em brane orien-

tational
uctuationsrem ain bounded,and the
atphase

is stable against therm al
uctuations, for the physical

caseD = 2.Indeed,theSCSA predictsthatthey rem ain

bounded down to the lowercriticaldim ension D =
p
2.

28

Note thatthisstability ofthe 
atphase dependscru-

cially on the anom alouselasticity,i.e.,the divergence of

�(q)asq! 0.In theabsenceofthise�ect,which would

correspond to �� = 0,the integralover wavevector in
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Eq.4.2 would divergelogarithm ically forD = 2,describ-

ing divergentorientational
uctuationsleading to an in-

stability ofthe 
at phase atany non-zero tem perature.

Hence,the
atphaseowesitsstability to theanom alous

elasticity (i.e.,the factthat�� > 0). In contrast,aswe

shallshow in a m om ent,the tubule phase ism arginally

stable againsttherm al
uctuations,even in the absence

ofanom alous elastic e�ects. Such e�ects are,nonethe-

less,actually presentfor self-avoiding tubules,butthey

arenotessentialto the stability ofthe phase.

Becauseofthispersistentlong-ranged orientationalor-

der(i.e.,because the m em brane is
at),widely intrinsi-

cally separated parts ofthe m em branes (i.e., points x

and x0,with jx � x0jlarge)do notbum p into each other

(i.e.,neverhave~r(x)= ~r(x0));hence,the self-avoidance

interaction in Eq.2.1 isirrelevantin the 
atphase.

Thatthe crum pled phaseofanisotropicm em branesis

identicalto that ofisotropic m em branes is even easier

to see. W hen both t? and ty are positive, allof the

other localterm s in Eq.2.1,i.e.,the �,u,and v-term s,

areirrelevantatlong wavelengths(since they allinvolve

m ore derivatives than the t-term s). O nce these irrele-

vant term s are neglected,a sim ple change ofvariables

x? = x0
p
t? =ty m akes the rem aining energy isotropic.

Thus,theentirecrum pled phaseisidenticalin itsscaling

propertiesto thatofisotropicm em branes.

In particular,them em branein thisphasehasa radius

of gyration R G (L) which scales with m em brane linear

dim ension L like L�,with � = (D + 2)=(d+ 2)in Flory

theory,and very sim ilarvaluespredicted by �-expansion

techniques30{32.

V .FLU C T U A T IO N S IN P H A N T O M T U B U LES

In this section, we ignore self-avoidance (i.e., treat

\phantom " m em branes),and considerthee�ectsof
uc-

tuations on phantom tubules. W e willshow that these


uctuationsdo notdestroy the tubule phase,orchange

the topology ofthe phase diagram . The detailed prop-

ertiesofthe tubule phase are,however,m odi�ed by the


uctuations.

Let us consider the y-tubule phase (i.e., the tubule

phase with the tubule axis along the y-axis). To treat


uctuations,we perturb around the m ean-�eld solution

~ro(x)= �y
�
y;~0

�
by writing

~r(x)=
�
�yy+ u(x);~h(x)

�
; (5.1)

where ~h(x) is a d � 1-com ponent vector orthogonalto

thetubule’saxis,which wetaketo beoriented along the

y-axis. The average extension factor�y is nearbut not

exactlyequaltoitsm ean-�eld value,because
uctuations

willchangeit.Rather,wewillchoose�y sothatalllinear

term s in ~h(x) and u(x) in the resultant elastic free en-

ergy forthesevariablesareexactly cancelled,in thelong

wavelength lim it,by their 
uctuation renorm alizations.

This criterion guarantees that~h(x) and u(x) represent


uctuations around the true ground state of F . Pre-

cisely analogouschoiceshave been used in the study of

bulk sm ectic A elasticity15,and the 
at-phase elasticity

ofisotropicm em branes5;7;8.

Insertingthedecom position Eq.5.1intothefreeenergy

Eq.2.1,neglecting irrelevantterm s,and,forthe m om ent

ignoring the self-avoidanceinteraction,gives,aftersom e

algebra,the elasticfreeenergy Ftot = Fm ft+ Fel,where

Fm ft issim ply the m ean-�eld free energy forthe tubule

phase

Fm ft =
1

2
L
D �1

?
Ly

�
ty�

2

y +
1

4
uyy�

4

y

�
; (5.2)

and Fel[u(x);~h(x)]is the 
uctuating elastic free energy

part

Fel=
1

2

Z

d
D �1

x? dy

�




�

@yu +
1

2
(@y~h)

2 +
1

2
(@yu)

2

�

+ �(@2y
~h)2 + t(@?�

~h)2 + g? (@
?
� u)

2

+ gy

�

@yu +
1

2
(@y~h)

2 +
1

2
(@yu)

2

� 2�

; (5.3)

where � � �y, t � t? + v? y�
2
y, gy � uyy�

2
y=2, g? �

t+ u? y�
2
y,and 
 = ty + uyy�

2
y are constantcoe�cients.

Note �rst that the coe�cient 
 ofthe linear term s in

Fel is also the coe�cient of the (@y~h)
2 term . This is

a consequence of the rotation invariance of the origi-

nalfree energy Eq.2.1,which leads to the existence of

the G oldstone m ode @y
~h. The com bination E (u;~h) �

@yu+
1

2
(@y~h)

2 + 1

2
(@yu)

2 istheonly com bination of�rst

y-derivatives ofu and ~h that is invariant under global

rotations of the tubule. It is analogous to the non-

linear strain tensor ofconventionalelasticity theory.27.

O n these generalsym m etry grounds,therefore,the free

energy can only depend on @yu and @y
~h through pow-

ersofE (u;~h),and thisproperty m ustbepreserved upon

renorm alization. This hastwo im portantconsequences:

the �rst is that, since, as discussed earlier, the coe�-

cient ofthis linear term willbe chosen to vanish upon

renorm alization via a judicious choice ofthe stretching

factor�y,the coe�cientof(@y~h)
2 willlikewise vanish.33

Thism eansthatthe y-direction becom esa \soft" direc-

tion for 
uctuations of~h in the tubule phase. W e can

trace thissoftnessback to the spontaneously broken ro-

tationalsym m etry of the tubule state. It is precisely

analogous to the softness ofheight 
uctuations in the


atphaseofisotropicm em branes,m anifested by theab-

senceof(@x~h)
2,(@y~h)

2 term sin theelasticfreeenergy of

the 
atphase,analogousto Eq.5.3 (when 
 istuned to

0).

The second im portant consequence is that the ratios

ofthecoe�cientsofthequadratic(@yu)
2 and theanhar-

m onic @yu(@y~h)
2 and (@y~h)

4 term s in Fel m ust always

be exactly 4 :4 :1,since they m ustappear togetheras

9



a result ofexpanding (@yu +
1

2
(@y~h)

2 + 1

2
(@yu)

2)2. W e

willshow in a few m om entsthat,forthisspecialvalueof

these ratios,the long-wavelength anom alous elastic be-

haviorofthe \phantom " tubule phase can be calculated

exactly.

Recognizing that
 vanishesafterrenorm alization,we

can now calculatethepropagators(i.e.,theharm onicap-

proxim ation to theFouriertransform ed correlation func-

tions)by setting 
 = 0 in Eq.5.3.W e thereby obtain

hhi(q)hj(� q)i= kB T�
?
ijG h(q); (5.4)

hu(q)u(� q)i= kB TG u(q); (5.5)

where

G
�1

h
(q)= tq

2

? + �q
4

y ; (5.6)

G
�1
u (q)= g? q

2

? + gyq
2

y ; (5.7)

and �?ij is a K roneckerdelta when both indices iand j

6= y,and iszero ifeitheriorj = y.

Inspection ofthe propagatorsG h and G u revealsthat

the~h-
uctuationsarem uch largerthan theu-
uctuations

for jq? j � q2y, and that it is precisely this regim e of

wavevectors that dom inates the 
uctuations. Thus,in

powercounting to determ inetherelevanceorirrelevance

ofvariousoperators,we m ustcounteach powerofjq? j

astwo powersofqy.Itisthispowercounting thatleads

to the identi�cation ofthe term s explicitly displayed in

Eq.5.3 asthe m ostrelevantones.

Calculating the root-m ean-squared (rm s) real space

positional
uctuationshj~h(x)j2iin theharm onicapprox-

im ation by integrating thepropagatorsoverallwavevec-

tors,we�nd

hj~h(x)j2i/

Z

q? > L
� 1

?

dD �1 q? dqy

(2�)D

1

tq2
?
+ �q4y

;

/

Z

q? > L
� 1

?

dD �1 q?

q
3=2

?

/ L
5=2�D

?
; (5.8)

wherewehaveintroduced an infra-red cuto� jq? j> L
�1

?

in the lastintegral. Thisexpression clearly revealsthat

for\phantom " tubules,theuppercriticaldim ension D uc

forthisproblem ,below which transversepositional
uc-

tuationsdiverge isD uc = 5=2;thisin principle (butsee

discussion ofdom inantzero m odesin Sec.VIB)allowsa

quantitatively trustworthy � = Duc � 2 = 1=2 expansion

forthephysicalm em braneofD = 2.Thisshould becon-

trasted with theresultD uc = 4 fortheanalogouscritical

dim ension in the 
atphase.7;8

The lower critical dim ension D lc below which the

tubuleisnecessarilycrum pled in thisproblem isalsolow-

ered by the anisotropy. Considering the 
uctuations of

the m em brane norm alsr ~h in the harm onic approxim a-

tion,oneseesim m ediately thatthelargestoftheseisthe


uctuation in the y-direction,

hj�ny(x)j
2i= hj@y~h(x)j

2i;

/

Z

q? > L
� 1

?

dD �1 q? dqy

(2�)D

q2y

tq2
?
+ �q4y

;

/

Z

q? > L
� 1

?

dD �1 q?

q
1=2

?

/ L
3=2�D

?
; (5.9)

which clearlyonlydivergesin theinfra-redL? ! 1 lim it

forD � Dlc = 3=2 (butagain seediscussion ofdom inant

zero m odesin Sec.VIB).

In the argot ofthe m em brane �eld,the elasticity of

phantom tubules is anom alous. In contrast to the 
at

phase,however,forphantom tubules,theexponentschar-

acterizing theanom alouselasticity can becalculated ex-

actly.To seethis,we�rstnotethattheu-
uctuationsgo

like1=q2 in alldirectionsand hencearenegligible(in the

relevantwavevectorregim e jq? j� q2y)relative to the
~h-


uctuationswhich scalelike1=q4 in thisregim e.Thisjus-

ti�esneglectingthe1
2
(@yu)

2 pieceoftheinvariantE (u;~h)

operator. Thisalso em ergesfrom a fullrenorm alization

grouptreatm ent33,which showsthatthisterm isstrongly

irrelevant.O nceitisneglected,the elasticfreeenergy is

quadraticin u,and thesephonon m odescan thereforebe

integrated exactly outofthe partition function

Z =

Z

D uD~he��F el[u;
~h]
: (5.10)

O ncethisisdone,theonlyrem aininganharm onicterm in

thee�ectiveelasticfreeenergy for~h is,in Fourierspace,

Fanh[~h]=
1

4

Z

k1;k3;k3

�
~h(k1)�~h(k2)

� �
~h(k3)�~h(k4)

�

�

ky1ky2ky3ky4Vh(q); (5.11)

whereq = ~k1+ ~k2 and~k1+ ~k2+ ~k3+ ~k4 = 0.Thee�ective

vertex Vh(q)abovereducesto

Vh(q)=
gyg? q

2
?

gyq
2
y + g? q

2

?

; (5.12)

which isirrelevantneartheG aussian �xed point(butsee

Sec.VIB),ascan beseen by thesim pleanisotropicpower

counting described above.

Theexactcancelation oftherelevantterm sin Fanh[~h]

aboveisa directconsequenceofthe4 :4:1 ratiosofthe

coe�cientsofthe quadratic (@yu)
2 and the anharm onic

@yu(@y~h)
2 and (@y~h)

4 term s in Fel that was discussed

earlier. G iven this cancelation,Fanh[~h]is now clearly

less relevant than the anharm onic vertices @yu(@y~h)
2

and (@y~h)
4 in the originalfree energy (before we inte-

grated out the phonons u). This is because the factor

Vh(q) / q2? =(gyq
2
y + g? q

2

? ) vanishes like q
2
y in the rele-

vantlim itjq? j� q2y,qy ! 0 (theotherfactorsin Eq.5.11

areprecisely the Fouriertransform of(@y~h)
4,ofcourse).

This lowers the upper criticaldim ension for anom alous

10



elasticity ofthe~h �eld to D uc = 3=2.Thus,in thephys-

icalcase D = 2,there is no anom alouselasticity in ~h ;

thatis,the elastic constantstand � in Eq.5.6 are �nite

and non-zero asqy ! 0.

However,asasserted earlier,the fullelasticity Eq.5.3,

before u is integrated out,is anom alous,because gy is

driven to zero asqy ! 0. Indeed,a self-consistentone-

loop perturbativecalculation ofgy(q),obtained by eval-

uating the Feynm an graph in Fig.5,gives

gy(q)= g
o
y � (5.13)

Z
kB Tg

2
y(q)p

2
y(py � qy)

2 dD �1 p? dpy=(2�)
D

�
tp2

?
+ �(p)p4y

�
(tjp? � q? j

2 + �(jp � qj)(py � qy)
4)

;

wheregoy isthe \bare" orunrenorm alized value ofgy.

= +

FIG .5. Feynm an graph equation for the self-consistent

evaluation ofgy(q).

O urearlierargum entshowsthat�(p)can bereplaced

by a constantin Eq.5.13 asp ! 0 ,sincethe~h elasticity

is not anom alous. The self-consistent equation Eq.5.13

can be solved by the ansatz,

gy(q)= q
�u
y Sg(qy=q

z
? ): (5.14)

Sim plepowercounting34 then showsthatwem ustchoose

z =
1

2
; (5.15)

�u = 5� 2D : (5.16)

Itisstraightforward toverify thattheseresultshold to

allordersin perturbation theory;thatis,atevery order,

the leading dependence on q ofthe contribution to gy

scaleslikeq�uy Sg(qy=q
1=2

?
)with �u = 5� 2D .

Itisstraightforward to verify to allordersin perturba-

tion theory thatthere isno such renorm alization ofg? .

Thisisbecauseoftheanisotropicscaling q? � q2y,which

im pliesthatallverticesproportionaltopowersofperpen-

diculargradientsof~h,i.e.,powersofr ?
~h areirrelevant.

Sinceonly such verticescan renorm alizeg? jr ? uj
2,there

areno relevantrenorm alization ofg? .Asa result,g? re-

m ains�niteand non-zero,or,in a word,non-anom alous,

asjqj! 0.

Using the facts that gy(q) is independent of q? as

jq? j� q? ! 0 for �xed qy,and,likewise,to be inde-

pendentofqy asqy ! 0 for�xed q? ,we can obtain the

lim itsofthe scaling function Sg(x):

Sg(x)/

�
constant; x ! 1

x�� u ; x ! 0 :
(5.17)

For phantom m em branes with D = 2, �u = 1 and

z = 1=2,so we�nd:

gy(q)/

�
qy; qy > >

p
q?p

q? ; qy < <
p
q? :

(5.18)

W e will now use this result to com pute the m ean-

squared realspace 
uctuationsh(u(L? ;y)� u(0;y))
2
i�

h�u2iofu(x).Thesecan be obtained via the equiparti-

tion theorem and by sum m ing allofthe Fourierm odes,

yielding:

h�u2i�

Z

q? > L
� 1

?
;qy > L

� 1

y

dq? dqy

(2�)2

1� eiq? �L?

gy(q)q
2
y + g? q

2

?

:

(5.19)

Let us assum e,and verify a posteriori,that the inte-

gralin thisexpression isdom inated by wavevectorswith

qy < <
p
q? .Then,using Eq.5.18,wesee that

h�u2i�

Z

q? > L
� 1

?
;qy > L

� 1
y

dq? dqy

(2�)D

1� eiq? �L?

c
p
q? q

2
y + g? q

2

?

;

(5.20)

where c isa constant.Inspection ofthisintegralreveals

thatitisdom inated by q’sforwhich thetwoterm sin the

denom inatorbalance;thism eansqy � q
3=4

?
< <

p
q? ,the

lastextrem e inequality holding asjqj! 0.Thisveri�es

our earlier a posterioriassum ption that qy < <
p
q? in

the dom inantwavevectorregim e.

Now,changing variablesin the integralq? � Q? =L? ,

qy � Qy=L
3=4

?
,we�nd

h�u2i= L
1=4

?
Su(Ly=L

3=4

?
); (5.21)

where

Su(x)�

Z

Q ? > 1;Q y > x
� 1

dQ ? dQ y

(2�)2

1� eiQ ?

c
p
Q ? Q

2
y + g? Q

2

?

:

(5.22)

W e note thatthe scaling form forthe u phonon correla-

tionsisdi�erentthan thatofthe height�eld~h assum -

m arized in e.g. Eqs.1.1 and 1.2,and discussed in m ore

detailbelow.

The lim its ofSu(x) scaling function can be obtained

justaswedid forSg(x);we�nd,including \zero m odes"

(seebelow):

Su(x)/

�
constant; x ! 1

x�1 ; x ! 0 :
(5.23)

Forroughly square m em branes,Ly � L? = L,so,as

L ! 1 ,Ly=L
3=4

?
! 1 ,and the �rstlim itofEq.5.23 is

the appropriateone.Thisgives
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h�u2i/ L
1=4

?
: (5.24)

The authors of Ref. 2 m easured a quantity that

should scale like h�u2i in their sim ulations ofa square

anisotropic m em brane. They did this via their vividly

nam ed \salam i" m ethod: m easuring the m om ent ofin-

ertia tensor ofa \salam i" slice,a set ofN points that

allhad the sam e internaly coordinate (for a y-tubule

phase). It is straightforward to show that the sm allest

eigenvalueofthistensorshould scalelikeN hu(x)2i,since,

asweshallseein a m om ent,the m ean squared displace-

m entsin theotherdirectionsarem uch biggerthan those

in the y direction. Therefore,from Eq.5.24 we predict

thatthe sm allesteigenvalue ofthissalam islice m om ent

ofinertia tensorscaleslikeN L1=4.BFT actually �tthis

eigenvalue to N logL, which m ight appear to disagree

with ourprediction,untilonerecognizesthatforL’sbe-

tween 32 and 100 (where m ost ofthe data ofRef.2 is

taken),L1=4 = (e=4)logL to an accuracy ofbetterthan

1% . Thus,their�tiscertainly consistentwith ourpre-

dictions. To m ore strenuously test our fullscaling pre-

dictionsEq.5.21and 5.23,onecould sim ulatem em branes

with aspectratiosquite di�erentfrom 1. In particular,

we predictbased on Eq.5.21 thatincreasing Ly at�xed

L? from an initially square con�guration would notin-

creasethissm allesteigenvalue;norwould decreasing Ly

decrease it,untilan aspect ratio Ly � L
3=4

?
is reached,

beyond which thiseigenvaluewould increaselikeL�1
y .

W e now turn to the com putation, for the phantom

tubule,ofthetubuleradiusofgyrationR G and roughness

hrm s,de�ned by:

R
2

G � hj~h(L? ;y)� ~h(0? ;y)j
2i; (5.25)

h
2

rm s � hj~h(x? ;Ly)� ~h(x? ;0)j
2i; (5.26)

where L? spansthe intrinsic ? space ofthe m em brane.

Because R G isby de�nition the root-m ean-square(rm s)

distance between two pointsatthe sam ey,itisroughly

the radius ofa typicalcross-section ofthe tubule per-

pendicular to the tubule axis. Likewise,hrm s m easures


uctuations between points widely separated along the

tubule axis;hence,it gives the polym er-like transverse

"wandering" ofthe tubule. See Fig.2 foran illustration

ofR G and hrm s.

Thereasonwedistinguish between thesetwoquantities

is that they scale in di�erent ways with the m em brane

dim ensionsL? and Ly,in contrastto one’snaiveexpec-

tations. Thishappensbecause there are large contribu-

tionsto both quantitiesfrom "zero m odes",by which we

m ean Fourier m odes with either q? or qy = 0. Those

with q? = 0 correspond to polym er-like undulations of

theentiretubule.Recognizingtheexistenceofboth types

ofm odes,weFourierdecom pose~h(x)asfollows:

~h(x)=
1

q

L
D �1

?
Ly

X

q

~hB (q)e
iq�x+

1
p
Ly

X

qy

~h0y(qy)e
iqy y

+
1

q

L
D �1

?

X

q?

~h0? (q? )e
iq? �x? ;

(5.27)

where B ,0y,and 0 ? denote "bulk m odes" (i.e.,m odes

with neither q? nor qy = 0), and "zero m odes" (i.e.,

m odes with either q? or qy = 0), respectively. Note

thatwehavechosen di�erentnorm alizationsforthethree

typesofm odes.Forphantom m em branes,weproceed by

inserting this Fourier decom position into the harm onic,
~h dependentpieceoftheelasticfreeenergy Fel (which is

justi�ed,since,asshown above,the elasticity for~h fora

phantom tubule isnotanom alous),obtaining:

F0 =
1

2

X

q

(tq2? + �q
4

y)j
~hB (q)j

2 +
1

2
L
D �1

?

X

qy

�q
4

yj
~h0y(qy)j

2

+
1

2
Ly

X

q?

tq
2

? j
~h0? (q? )j

2);

(5.28)

NotetheexplicitpresenceofthefactorsofLD �1

?
and Ly

forthe 0-m odes. Applying equipartition to Eq.5.28,we

can obtain the m ean squared 
uctuationsofthe Fourier

m odes:

hj~hB (q)j
2i =

kB T(d� D )

tq2
?
+ �q4y

(5.29)

hj~h0y(qy)j
2i =

kB T(d� D )

L
D �1

?
�q4y

(5.30)

hj~h0? (q? )j
2i =

kB T(d� D )

Lytq
2

?

(5.31)

UsingtheseexpressionsinsideEqs.5.25and 5.26,and be-

ing carefulaboutconverting sum son q into integrals,we

get

R
2

G = 2(d� D )

�
kB T

Ly

Z

L
� 1

?

dD �1 q?

(2�)D �1

1

tq2
?

(1� e
iq? �L? )

+ kB T

Z

L
� 1

?
;L

� 1
y

dD �1 q? dqy

(2�)D

(1� eiq? �L? )

tq2
?
+ �q4y

�

; (5.32)

where the subscriptsL�1

?
and L�1

y denote infra-red cut-

o�sjq? j> L
�1

?
;qy > L�1

y ,with L? � jL? j.

W e observe here thatR G in Eq.5.32 does notreceive

any contribution from the q? = 0 "zero m ode" (i.e.,in

addition to the bulk m ode,R G receives a contribution

only from the qy = 0 \zero m ode").

Scaling L? outofboth integralsforR G by thechange

ofvariablesQ ? � q? L? and Q y � qy
p
L? ,weobtain

R
2

G =
�C1L

3�D

?

Ly

+ L
5=2�D

?
IR (

Ly
p
L?

)
�
; (5.33)
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where

C1 � 2(d� D )kB T

Z

1

dD �1 q?

(2�)D �1

(1� eiq? �̂L ? )

tq2
?

: (5.34)

isa constantofO (1),and

IR (x)� 2(d� D )kB T

Z

1;x

dD �1 q? dqy

(2�)D

(1� eiq? �̂L ? )

tq2
?
+ �q4y

:

(5.35)

with L̂? the unitvectoralong L? . De�ning the scaling

function

SR (x)�

r
C1

x
+ IR (x); (5.36)

weseethatR G can be rewritten in the scaling form

R G (L? ;Ly)= L
�
? SR (Ly=L

z
? ) (5.37)

with,forphantom m em branes,

� =
5� 2D

4
; (5.38)

z =
1

2
: (5.39)

W ewillseelaterthatthescaling form Eq.5.37 continues

to apply when self-avoidance is included,but with dif-

ferentvaluesof� and z,and a di�erentscaling function

SR (x). For phantom m em branes,from our explicit ex-

pression for the scaling function SR ,we see that it has

the lim iting form s:

SR (x)/

�
1=
p
x forx ! 0

constant; forx ! 1
(5.40)

In particular,the lim iting form as x ! 1 im plies that

for the physically relevant case of a square m em brane

L? � Ly � L ! 1 ,forwhich Ly > > Lz
? ,bulk m odes

dom inate,and weobtain,

R G / L
�
? : (5.41)

The sim ulations ofBFT2 m easured R G for phantom

tubulesby calculating the largestm om entofinertia for

fora setofm em branepointsthatallhad thesam evalue

ofthe intrinsic coordinate y. W hile we have used here

a slightly di�erentde�nition,Eq.5.25,thesquarerootof

this m om ent ofinertia should scale like our R G . And,

indeed,BFT found thatitdid scalelikea powerofL,as

in Eq.5.41,with � = 0:24� 0:02in excellentquantitative

agreem entwith ourpredictionsof� = 1=4,Eq.5.38 eval-

uated in D = 2.Itwould be ofgreatinterestto testour

fullanisotropic scaling prediction ofEq.5.37 by varying

the aspect ratio ofthe m em brane in such sim ulations.

Forinstance,one could �x L? and increase Ly;we pre-

dictthatoneshould observeno changein R G .Thesam e

should hold ifone decreased Ly at�xed L? : R G should

rem ain unchanged untilLy �
p
L? ,atwhich pointthe

tubule should begin to get thinner (i.e. R G should de-

crease).

Equations5.36and 5.40alsocorrectlyrecoverthelim it

ofLy = constant< < Lz
? ! 1 ,where the qy = 0 \zero

m odes"dom inate,thetubulesim plybecom esaphantom ,

coiled up,D � 1-dim ensionalpolym eric network ofsize

L? em bedded in d� 1 dim ensions,with theradiusofgy-

ration R G (L? )� L
(3�D )=2

?
. In the physicaldim ensions

(D = 2 and d = 3) in particular this gives a coiled up

idealpolym eroflength L? with R G � L
1=2

?
,asexpected.

W e now turn our attention to the calculation ofthe

tubule roughnesshrm s. Aswe willsee,here the q? = 0

zero m ode willplay an essentialrole and willdom inate

thetransverseundulationsfor\verylong"tubules,which

(because of anisotropic scaling) in particular includes

tubules m ade from square m em branes. Using the de�-

nition ofhrm s,Eq.5.26,we have

h
2

rm s = 2(d� D )

�
kB T

L
D �1

?

Z

L
� 1
y

dqy

(2�)

1

�(qy)q
4
y

(1� e
iqy L y )

+ kB T

Z

L
� 1

?
;L

� 1
y

dD �1 q? dqy

(2�)D

(1� eiqy L y )

tq2
?
+ �q4y

�

: (5.42)

Here we observe that hrm s in Eq.5.42 does not receive

any contribution from the qy = 0 "zero m ode" (i.e.,in

addition to the bulk m ode,hrm s receivesa contribution

only from the q? = 0 \zero m ode"). Thisisto be con-

trasted with thebehaviorofR G thatwenoted following

Eq.5.32,and isresponsible forthe di�erencesin scaling

propertiesofR G and hrm s,notesabove.

Now, for perverse and twisted reasons of our own,

we choose to scale Ly,rather than L? ,out ofthe in-

tegrals in this expression, via the change of variables

Q y � qyLy;Q ? � q? L
2
y,which leadsto

h
2

rm s = (
C2L

3
y

L
D �1

?

+ L
5�2D
y Ih(

Ly
p
L?

)) (5.43)

where

C2 � 2(d� D )kB T

Z

1

dQ y

2�

(1� eiQ y )

�Q 4
y

: (5.44)

isyetanotherconstantofO (1),and

Ih(x)� 2(d� D )kB T

Z

x2;1

dD �1 Q ? dQ y

(2�)D

(1� eiQ y )

tQ 2

?
+ �Q 4

y

:

(5.45)

De�ning the scaling function

Sh(x)�

q

C2x
2(D �1) + Ih(x); (5.46)

weseethathrm s can be rewritten in the scaling form
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hrm s(L? ;Ly)= L
�
ySh(Ly=L

z
? ) (5.47)

with,forphantom m em branes,

� =
5� 2D

2
; (5.48)

z =
1

2
: (5.49)

Again,thisscaling law Eq.5.47 continuesto apply when

self-avoidance isincluded,butwith di�erentvaluesof�

and z.

Equations 5.37 and 5.47 give inform ation about the

tubule roughness for arbitrarily large size L? and Ly,

and arbitrary aspect ratio. For the physically relevant

case of a square m em brane L? � Ly � L ! 1 , for

which Ly > > Lz
? ,we obtain,

hrm s /
L
�+ (D �1)=2z
y

L
(D �1)=2

?

; (5.50)

/ L
�+ (D �1)(1�z)=2z

; (5.51)

Equations5.48,5.49 then give,fora D = 2 phantom

tubule,� = 1=2,z = 1=2

hrm s �
L
3=2
y

L
1=2

?

; (5.52)

and thereforepredictsfora squarem em brane

hrm s � L : (5.53)

This prediction for square phantom m em branes has

also been spectacularly quantitatively con�rm ed in sim -

ulationsby BFT2. Theiringeniousprocedure fordeter-

m ining hrm s isratherinvolved,and theinterested reader

is referred to their paper for a clear and com plete dis-

cussion ofit. The bottom line, however,is that they

�nd hrm s � L
, (our 
 is � in their notation) with


 = 0:895� 0:06,in excellent agreem ent with our pre-

diction 
 = 1 from Eq.5.53 above.Aswith RG ,itwould

beinteresting to testthefullscaling law Eq.5.47 by sim -

ulating non-square m em branes,and testing for the in-

dependent scaling ofhrm s with Ly and L? . Note that,

unlike R G ,according to Eq.5.52,hrm s willshow im m e-

diate growth (reduction)when one increases(decreases)

Ly at�xed L? .

Because,unlike the 
atphase,no log(L=a)correction

arises,the (D = 2) phantom tubule is just m arginally

stable,butwith wild transverseundulationswhich scale

linearly with its length. As we willsee in Sec.VI,these

wild 
uctuations willbe suppressed when the e�ects of

self-avoidanceareincluded.

Theabovediscussion also revealsthatourearliercon-

clusions about the lower criticaldim ension D lc for the

existence ofthe tubule are strongly dependent on how

L? and Ly go to in�nity relative to each other;i.e.,on

the m em brane aspectratio. The earlierconclusion that

D lc = 3=2 only strictly applies when the bulk m odes

dom inate the physics,which isthe case fora very squat

m em brane,with Ly � Lz? ,in which case Ly < < L? .

Forthe physically m ore relevantcase ofa square phan-

tom m em brane,from the discussion above,we �nd that

D lc = 2� ,wherethe � superscriptm eansthatthere are

nologarithm iccorrectionsatD = 2and thereforestrictly

speaking the D = 2 tubule ism arginally stable.

Equations5.37and 5.47alsocorrectlyrecoverthelim it

ofLz
? = constant< < Ly ! 1 ,wherethe tubule sim ply

becom esapolym erofthicknessR G (L? )given in Eq.5.25

oflength Ly em bedded in d� 1 dim ensions. Asalready

discussed in the Introduction fora m ore generalcase of

a self-avoiding tubule,theseequationsthen correctly re-

coverthispolym erlim itgiving

hrm s � LP (Ly=LP )
3=2

; (5.54)

with L? -dependentpersistentlength

LP (L? )/ L
D �1

?
: (5.55)

which agreeswith Eq.1.10 ofSec.I,forD = 2 when one

rem em bers that,for the phantom m em branes,�� = 0.

So,asexpected foraphantom tubule,ifL? doesnotgrow

fastenough (e.g.rem ainsconstant),while Ly ! 1 ,the

tubule behaves as a linear polym er and crum ples along

its axis and the distinction between the crum pled and

tubule phasesdisappears.

To sum m arize: the radius of gyration R G and the

tubule roughness hrm s scale di�erently with m em brane

sizeL fora squarem em branebecausetheform erisdom -

inated by bulk m odes,while the latter is dom inated by

q? = 0 \zero m odes".

V I.SELF-AV O ID A N C E IN T H E T U B U LE P H A SE

W e now look at the e�ects of self-avoidance on the

tubulephase,and begin by calculating theuppercritical

em bedding dim ension duc below which theself-avoidance

becom esrelevantin thetubulephase.A m odelofa self-

avoiding m em brane in the the tubule phase isdescribed

by a freeenergy functionalwhich isa com bination ofthe

elastic free energy Fel from Eq.5.3 and the self-avoiding

interaction FSA from Eq.2.1specialized to thetubuleex-

tended in y-direction using Eq.5.1 for~r(x)

FSA =
b

2

Z

dydy
0
d
D �1

x? d
D �1

x
0
? �

(d�1)
�
~h(x? ;y)� ~h(x0? ;y)

�

� �
�
�yy+ u(x? ;y)� �yy

0� u(x0? ;y
0)
�
: (6.1)

Ifthe in-plane 
uctuations u scale sub-linearly with y

(which we willself-consistently verify a posteriorithat

theydo),atlonglength scalesonecan ignorethephonons

inside the self-avoiding interaction above. This can be

con�rm ed m ore form ally by an explicit renorm alization
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group analysis33. W e then obtain a self-avoiding inter-

action thatis localin y,with correctionsthatare irrel-

evant in the renorm alization group sense and therefore

subdom inantatlong length scales.Theappropriatefree

energy thatdescribesa self-avoidingtubuleisthen given

by

F =
1

2

Z

d
D �1

x? dy

�




�

@yu +
1

2
(@y~h)

2 +
1

2
(@yu)

2

�

+ �(@2y
~h)2 + t(@?�

~h)2 + g? (@
?
� u)

2

+ gy

�

@yu +
1

2
(@y~h)

2 +
1

2
(@yu)

2

� 2�

+ v

Z

dyd
D �1

x? d
D �1

x
0
? �

(d�1)
�
~h(x? ;y)� ~h(x0? ;y)

�
;

(6.2)

wherev = b=2�y.

It is im portant for sim ulators to note that,although

theself-avoidinginteractionise�ectivelylocalin intrinsic

coordinatey,thisdoesnotm ean thatthe e�ectsofself-

avoidancecan be included in sim ulationsthathaveeach

particleon them em braneavoid only thoselabeled by the

sam e intrinsic y coordinate. Such a sim ulation,rather,

m odelstheverydi�erent(unphysical)self-avoidinginter-

action

F
w rong

SA
= v

Z

dyd
D �1

x? d
D �1

x
0
? �(u(x? ;y)� u(x0? ;y)

� �
(d�1)

�
~h(x? ;y)� ~h(x0? ;y)

�
; (6.3)

which accountsforinteraction only ofparticlesthathave

the sam e intrinsic coordinate y and the sam e extrinsic

coordinate. Forlarge m em branes,thisunphysicalinter-

action issm allerthan thetrueself-avoidinginteraction in

Eq.6.2 by a factorthatscaleslike the inverseofthe rm s


uctuationsofu:hu2i�1=2 ,ascan be seen trivially from

the scaling ofthe �-function ofu in Eq.6.3. Since these


uctuations ofu diverge as L? ! 1 like urm s � L
�u
?
,

with �u > 0 (e.g.,�u = 1=8,ford � 11 and D = 2),the

wrong self-avoiding interaction in Eq.6.3 drastically un-

derestim atesthetrueself-avoidinginteraction by afactor

that diverges in the therm odynam ic lim it. Although it

istem pting to do so in sim ulations,one m ustbe careful

nottoim plem enttheunphysicalself-avoidinginteraction

in Eq.6.3. Since it m ight be di�cult to im plem ent the

approxim ate(butasym ptotically exact)self-avoiding in-

teraction ofEq.6.2in sim ulations,itiseasiesttosim ulate

the unapproxim ated interaction in Eq.6.1.

In thenextthreesubsectionsweanalyzetheproperties

ofa self-avoidingtubuledescribed by thisnonlinearelas-

tic free energy,using Flory theory1,the renorm alization

group,and the G aussian variationalm ethod1.

A .Flory theory

The e�ects ofself-avoidance in the tubule phase can

be estim ated by generalizing standard Flory argum ents

from polym erphysics14 totheextended tubulegeom etry.

Thetotalself-avoidanceenergy scalesas

E SA / V �
2
; (6.4)

where

V / R
d�1

G
Ly (6.5)

is the volum e in the em bedding space occupied by the

tubule and � = M =V isthe em bedding space density of

thetubule.Using thefactthatthetubulem assM scales

likeL
D �1

?
Ly,weseethat

E SA /
LyL

2(D �1)

?

R
d�1

G

; (6.6)

Using the radiusofgyration R G / L�
?
,and consider-

ing,asrequired by the anisotropic scaling,a m em brane

with L? / L2
y,we �nd that ESA / L�S A

y around the

phantom �xed point,with

�SA = 1+ 4(D � 1)� 2(d� 1)� ; (6.7)

Self-avoidance isrelevantwhen �SA > 0,which,from

the above equation,happens for � = �ph = (5� 2D )=4

(asperEq.5.38)when the em bedding dim ension

d < d
SA
uc =

6D � 1

5� 2D
: (6.8)

For D = 2-dim ensionalm em branes,dSAuc = 11. Thus,

self-avoidance is strongly relevantfor the tubule phase

in d = 3,in contrastto the 
atphase.

W e can estim ate the e�ectofthe self-avoidanceinter-

actionson R G (L? )in Flory theory,by balancing the es-

tim ateEq.6.6fortheself-avoidanceenergy with asim ilar

estim ateforthe elastic energy:

E elastic = t

�
R G

L?

� 2

L
D �1

?
Ly : (6.9)

Equating E elastic with E SA ,we obtain a Flory estim ate

forthe radiusofgyration R G :

R G (L? )/ L
�F
?

;�F =
D + 1

d+ 1
; (6.10)

which should be contrasted with the Flory estim ate of

�cF = (D + 2)=(d+ 2)forthe crum pled phase. The sim -

ilarity ofthe expressionsis notsurprising,since for the

tubule phase the y-dim ension decouples in both the in-

trinsic and the em bedding spacesand isnota�ected by

the self-avoidance. For the physicalcase D = 2,d = 3

Eq.6.10 gives

R G / L
3=4

?
; (6.11)
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a result that is known to be exact for the radius of

gyration of a D = 1-polym er em bedded in d = 2-

dim ensions.35 Since the cross-section of the D = 2-

tubule,crudely speaking,tracesouta crum pled polym er

em bedded in two dim ensions(see Fig.2),itisintriguing

to conjecture that � = 3=4 is also the exact result for

thescaling ofthethicknessofthetubule.Unfortunately,

we have no strong argum entssupporting this appealing

conjecture.

Forasquarem em brane,Ly � L? ,itisstraightforward

toargue,aswedid previously,thattheqy = 0zerom odes

do notcontribute to R G ,and L? is the relevantcuto�.

HenceEq.6.10 givesthecorrectradiusofgyration.M ore

generally,weexpect

R G (L? ;Ly)/ L
�
? SR

�
Ly

Lz
?

�

; (6.12)

where SR (x)isthe scaling function given in Eq.1.5 and

z isthe anisotropy exponentgiven in Eq.1.3.

B .R enorm alization group and scaling relations

In thissubsection,wepresenta renorm alization group

analysis ofthe physicalself-avoiding m em brane,which

willalso require a sim ultaneous treatm ent ofthe non-

linear elasticity that was already present in a phantom

m em brane,asdiscussed in Sec.V.

The correct m odel,which incorporates the e�ects of

both the self-avoiding interaction and the anharm onic

elasticity,isde�ned by the freeenergy Eq.6.2.

F =
1

2

Z

d
D �1

x? dy

�

�(@2y
~h)2 + t(@?�

~h)2 + g? (@
?
� u)

2

+ gy

�

@yu +
1

2
(@y~h)

2

� 2�

+ v

Z

dyd
D �1

x? d
D �1

x
0
? �

(d�1)
�
~h(x? ;y)� ~h(x0? ;y)

�
;

(6.13)

where we have set
 = 0 and dropped the subdom inant

phonon anharm onicity.

It is convenient for the purposes of this section to

choose the unitsoflength such thatt= � = 1 through-

out,and choose the renorm alization group rescalingsto

keep them �xed at 1 even after the diagram m atic cor-

rections are taken into account (i.e., beyond the tree-

level). W e follow the standard renorm alization group

procedure36:

(i)Integrateout
uctuationsoftheFourierm odesu(q)

and ~h(q)ofthe�eldsu(x)and~h(x)with wavevectorsin

the high wavevectorshell�e�l < q? < �,� 1 < qy <

1 ,where the ultravioletcuto� � is oforderan inverse

m icroscopic length,and lis a param eter known as the

\renorm alization group tim e". This integration can,of

course only be accom plished perturbatively in the non-

linearcouplingsv and gy.

(ii) Anisotropically rescale lengths (x? ,y) and �elds

(~h(x);u(x)),so asto restoretheultravioletcuto� to �:

x? = e
l
x
0
? ; (6.14a)

y = e
zl
y
0
; (6.14b)

~h(x)= e
�l~h

0(x0); (6.14c)

u(x)= e
(2��z)l

u
0(x0); (6.14d)

wherewehavechosen theconvenient(butnotnecessary)

rescaling ofthephonon �eld u so asto preservetheform

ofthe rotation-invariantoperator(@yu +
1

2
(@y~h)

2)2.

(iii) De�ne the e�ective length-scale dependent cou-

pling constants so as to bring the resulting long wave-

length e�ectivefreeenergyintothesam eform asEq.6.13.

Asdiscussed above,wewillchoosethearbitraryrescal-

ingexponents� and z soastokeep therenorm alized �(l)

and t(l)equaltoone.Thischoiceof� and zcan beshown

by standard renorm alization group argum entsto be the

� and z thatappearin the scaling function Eqs.1.1 and

1.2,aswewilldem onstratelaterin thissubsection.

Theresultofthethreestepsoftheaboverenorm aliza-

tion group transform ation (i.e.,m odeintegration,rescal-

ing,and coupling rede�nition)can besum m arized in dif-

ferentialrecursion relationsforthe
owing coupling con-

stants:

dt

dl
= [2� + z+ D � 3� ft(v)]t; (6.15)

d�

dl
= [2� � 3z+ D � 1+ f�(gy;g? )]� ; (6.16)

dgy

dl
= [4� � 3z+ D � 1� fg(gy)]gy ; (6.17)

dg?

dl
= [4� � z+ D � 3]g? ; (6.18)

dv

dl
= [2D � 2+ z� (d� 1)� � fv(v)]v ; (6.19)

where the various f-functions represent the graphical

(i.e., perturbative) corrections. Since the self-avoiding

interaction only involves~h,and the param eters in the
~h propagator(tand �) are going to be held �xed at 1,

thegraphicalcorrectionscom ingfrom self-avoidinginter-

action alone depend only on the strength v ofthe self-

avoiding interaction. Therefore,to allorders in v,and

leading orderin gy,ft(v)and fv(v)areonly functionsof

v and f�(gy;g? )and fg(gy)areonly functionsofgy and

g? .

It is im portant to note that g? su�ers no graphical

corrections,i.e.,Eq.6.18 isexact.Thisisenforced by an

exactsym m etry

u(x? ;y)! u(x? ;y)+ �(x? ); (6.20)

where�(x? )isan arbitrary function ofx? ,underwhich

the nonlinearitiesin F areinvariant.

W e further note that there is an additional tubule

\gauge"-likesym m etry forgy = 0
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~h(x? ;y)! ~h(x? ;y)+ ~�(y); (6.21)

under which the only rem aining nonlinearity, the self-

avoiding interaction, being local in y, is invariant.

This \tubule gauge" sym m etry dem ands that f�(gy =

0;g? ) = 0, which im plies that if gy = 0, there is no

divergent renorm alization of �, exactly, i.e., the self-

avoiding interaction alone cannot renorm alize �. This

non-renorm alization of � by the self-avoiding interac-

tion,in a truncated (unphysical)m em brane m odelwith

gy = 0,hasbeen recently veri�ed to allordersin a per-

turbativerenorm alization group calculation3.

To see thatthe � and z obtained as�xed pointsolu-

tionsofEqs.6.15-6.19havethesam ephysicalsigni�cance

asthe � and z de�ned in the scaling expressionsEqs.1.1

and 1.2 for the radius ofgyration R G and tubule wig-

glynesshrm s,weusetherenorm alization group transfor-

m ation to relate these quantities in the unrenorm alized

system to those in the renorm alized one.Thisgives,for

instance,forthe radiusofgyration

R G (L? ;Ly;t(0);�(0);:::)=

= hj~h(L? ;y)� ~h(0? ;y)j
2i1=2

�
�
�
�
L y;t(0);�(0);:::

= e
�lhj~h(e�lL? ;y)� ~h(0? ;y)j

2i1=2
�
�
�
�
e� zlL y;t(l);�(l);:::

= e
�l
R G (e

�l
L? ;e

�zl
Ly;t(l);�(l);:::);

(6.22)

where t(l);�(l);::: stand for all 
owing coupling con-

stantswhoseevolution with lisdeterm ined by therecur-

sion relations Eqs.6.15-6.19. Choosing l= l� = logL?

thisbecom es:

R G (L? ;Ly;t;�;:::)= L
�
? R G (1;Ly=L

z
? ;t(l�);�(l�);:::):

(6.23)

Thisrelation holdsforany choice ofthe (afterall,arbi-

trary)rescaling exponents� and z.However,ifwem ake

the specialchoice such that Eqs.6.15-6.19 lead to �xed

points (see Eqs.6.36-6.39),t(l�),�(l�);:::in Eq.6.23 go

to constants,independent ofl� (and hence L? ),as L?

and hencel�,gotoin�nity.Thus,in thislim it,weobtain

from Eq.6.23

R G (L? ;Ly;t;�;:::)= L
�
? R G (1;Ly=L

z
? ;t�;��;:::);

(6.24)

wheret�;��;:::arethe�xed pointvaluesofcouplingcon-

stants. Thisresultclearly agreeswith the scaling form s

forR G ,Eq.1.1(with analogousderivation forhrm s)ifwe

de�ne SR (x)� RG (1;x;t�;��;g
�
y;v

�).

The recursion relationsEqs.6.15-6.19 reproduce allof

our phantom m em brane results, as well as the upper

criticalem bedding dim ension dSAuc forself-avoidancepre-

dicted by Flory theory, Eq.6.7, and the upper critical

intrinsic dim ension D uc = 5=2 for anom alous elasticity

forphantom m em branes. To see this,consider�rstthe

phantom m em brane;i.e.,v = 0. In thiscase,ft(v)= 0,

and to keep t(l)�xed we see from the recursion relation

Eq.6.15 fort(l)thatwem ustchoose

2� + z+ D � 3= 0: (6.25)

Assum ing forthem om entthatf�(gy;g? )! 0 asl! 1 ,

which,as we shallsee in a m om ent,it does for phan-

tom m em branesforD > 3=2,we see from the recursion

relation Eq.6.16 for�(l)thatwem ustchoose

2� � 3z+ D � 1 = 0: (6.26)

SolvingEqs.6.25and 6.26forz and � yieldsthephantom

m em brane resultsz = 1=2,� = (5� 2D )=4,asobtained

in Eqs.5.38 and 5.39.

To extract the upper-critical em bedding dim ension

dSAuc for self-avoidance from the renorm alization group

recursion relations,weconstructfrom them a 
ow equa-

tion fora dim ensionlesscoupling constant

~v = vt
a
�
b
; (6.27)

where a and b willbe chosen to elim inate the arbitrary

rescaling exponents� and z from the recursion relation

for~v.Thisrequirem entlead to the choice

a = (3d� 5)=8; (6.28)

b= (d+ 1)=8; (6.29)

which im plies:

d~v

dl
=

�

[6D � 1� (5� 2D )d]=4� fv +
d+ 1

8
f�

�
3d� 5

8
ft

�

~v ; (6.30)

O fcourse,an identical
ow equation isobtained forv(l)

ifone instead requires that t(l) and �(l) are �xed,i.e.,

independentofl,thereby determ ining � and z and using

them inside Eq.6.19.

Itiseasy toseethatthesign oftheterm sin thesquare

bracketdeterm inesthe relevance ofthe self-avoiding in-

teraction,which becom esrelevantwhen

6D � 1� (5� 2D )d > 0; (6.31)

i.e.,for d < dSAuc = (6D � 1)=(5� 2D ),consistent with

the analysisofthe Flory theory,Eq.6.7.

Likewise, the renorm alization group 
ow equations

contain inform ation abouttheupper-criticalintrinsicdi-

m ension forthe anom alouselasticity,D uc,below which

tubule elasticity becom es anom alous. This can be seen

(analogously to the discussion ofthe relevance ofself-

avoidancecouplingv)byusingEqs.6.15-6.17toconstruct

the renorm alization group 
ow equation for the dim en-

sionlesscoupling constant
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~gy =
gy

t3=4�5=4
; (6.32)

chosen such thatits
ow

d~gy

dl
=

�
5

2
� D � fg �

5

4
f� +

3

4
ft

�

~gy ; (6.33)

isindependentofthearbitrary rescalingexponentsz and

�.Again thesam erecursion relation can beobtained by

instead using the valuesofz and � required to keep t(l)

and �(l)�xed insidethe
ow equation forgy(l),Eq.6.17.

It is then obvious that anharm onic elasticity becom es

relevant for D < D uc = 5=2,where anom alous elastic-

ity ofthe tubule is induced. As we willsee below,in a

phantom tubule or a tubule em bedded in d > d� ,this

anom alouselasticity m anifests itselfonly in phonon (u)


uctuations,i.e.,softensgy,butdoesnotrenorm alizethe

bending rigidity �. In physicaltubules,however,which

areself-avoiding and areem bedded in d = 3 < d� � 6:5,

theelasticity isfully anom alous,both with respecttothe

phonon u 
uctuations(i.e.gy vanishesasq! 0)and the

height~h undulations(i.e.� divergesasq! 0).

To further analyze the renorm alization of� in a self-

avoiding m em brane,itisconvenientto integrateoutthe

phonon �eld u aswedid in Sec.V forthephantom tubule,

obtaining

F =
1

2

Z

d
D �1

x? dy
�
�(@2y

~h)2 + t(@?�
~h)2

�

+ Fanh[~h]+ FSA [~h] (6.34)

where,Fanh isthe non-localinteraction,Eq.5.11,m edi-

ated by integrated outphonons,with a kernel

Vh(q)=
gyg? q

2
?

gyq
2
y + g? q

2

?

; (6.35)

and FSA isthe self-avoiding interaction.

The long wavelength properties of the tubule phase

willvery m uch depend on thebehaviorofthedenom ina-

torin thekernelVh atlong length scales.Ifgy(q)q
2
y > >

g? (q)q
2

?
(aswe saw fora phantom tubule)then atlong

scalesVh(q)� g? q
2
? =q

2
y,which behaveslike � q2y in the

relevant lim it ofq? � q2y. In this case,sim ple power

counting around the Gaussian �xed point then shows

that this elastic nonlinearity only becom es relevant for

D < D uc = 3=2,i.e. isirrelevantfora physicalD = 2-

dim ensionaltubule,aswe argued in Sec.V.

O n theotherhand,ifthescaling issuch thatg? (q)q
2
?

dom inatesovergy(q)q
2
y,then Vh(q)� gy,i.e.a constant

atlong length scales.Sim plepower-counting then shows

thatthiscoupling isrelevantforD < D uc = 5=2 and the

bending rigidity m odulusofa D = 2-dim ensionaltubule

isanom alousin thiscase.

As we saw in our analysis ofa phantom tubule, for

which one is perturbing around a Gaussian �xed point

described by q? � q2y < < qy (in the long wavelength

lim it),theanharm onicnonlinearity isirrelevantforD >

3=2 and � isnotanom alous.W enow need to extend this

analysisto a physicaltubule,i.e.,to include the e�ects

ofself-avoidance.

The analysis ofthe behavior ofVh(q) (which deter-

m ines the relevance of anharm onic elasticity) at long

scales,around an arbitrary �xed point,is m ore conve-

niently done using the language ofthe renorm alization

group through therecursion relationsEqs.6.15 and 6.19.

Attheglobally stable�xed point,in thepresenceofboth

thenonlinearelasticity and theself-avoiding interaction,

we can keep t= � = 1 and gy and v �xed at�xed point

values,by requiring

2� + z+ D � 3� ft(v
�)= 0; (6.36)

2� � 3z+ D � 1+ f�(g
�
y;g

�
? )= 0; (6.37)

4� � 3z+ D � 1� fg(g
�
y)= 0; (6.38)

2(D � 1)+ z� �(d� 1)� fv(v
�)= 0: (6.39)

In lightofthe above discussion,the anharm onic vertex

for~h in thisrenorm alization group picturebecom esrele-

vantwhen g? (l! 1 )renorm alizesto in�nity,whileitis

irrelevantwhen g? (l! 1 )
owsto zero.Thus,therele-

vanceofVh isdecided by thesign oftherenorm alization

group 
ow eigenvalueofg? (l)in Eq.6.18

�g? = 4� � z+ D � 3 ; (6.40)

which is exactly determ ined by the values of� and z,

sinceg? su�ersno graphicalrenorm alization.

Aswehavediscussed in previoussections,fora phan-

tom tubule � = (5� 2D )=4 and z = 1=2.Ford < dSAuc =

(6D � 1)=(5� 2D )(= 11forD = 2),thesevaluesarem od-

i�ed by the self-avoiding interaction,but only by order

� � d� dSAuc ,i.e.

� = (5� 2D )=4+ O (�); (6.41)

z = 1=2+ O (�): (6.42)

Hence a D = 2-dim ensionaltubule,em bedded in d di-

m ensionscloseto dSAuc = 11,�g? = � 1=2 and g? (l)
ows

according to

dg?

dl
= [�

1

2
+ O (�)]g? ; (6.43)

i.e. g? is irrelevantnear d = 11 (for � � 1),Vh(q) �

g? q
2
? =q

2
y � q

2�O (�)
y is irrelevant for a physicalD = 2-

dim ensionaltubule ,and,hence,f� in Eq.6.16 vanishes

as l ! 1 . So � is unrenorm alized near d = 11, for

D = 2. Thatis,aswe described above,the anharm onic

elasticityisirrelevanttothebendelasticityforem bedding

dim ensionsneardSAuc ,and in thiscasethefullm odelofa

self-avoiding tubule with nonlinear elasticity reduces to

thelinearelastictruncated m odelintroduced by us1 and

recently furtheranalyzed in Ref.3.

In this sim pler (but unphysical) case,one is justi�ed

in ignoring the nonlinearelasticity. O ne isthen able to

analyze(perturbatively in � = dSAuc � d)thee�ectsofthe
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self-avoiding interaction alone,by com puting the func-

tions ft(v) and fv(v) appearing in Eqs.6.15 and 6.19.3

Since,as we discussed above,the \tubule gauge" sym -

m etry guarantees that in this case the self-avoiding in-

teraction alone cannotrenorm alize �,f� = 0. Thus,for

d neardSAuc ,Eq.6.37,leadsto �� = 0 and an exactexpo-

nent relation (leaving only a single independent tubule

shapeexponent):

z =
1

3
(2� + D � 1); (6.44)

which isexactfora �nite range d� < d < dSAuc ofem bed-

ding dim ensions, and for phantom tubules in any em -

bedding dim ension. Thisresulthasbeen independently

obtained in Ref.3.

However,this sim ple scenario,and,in particular,the

scalingrelation Eq.6.44,isguaranteed tobreak down asd

isreduced.The reason forthisisthat,asd decreases,�

increases,and eventuallybecom essolargethattheeigen-

value �g? ofg? changessign and becom espositive. As

discussed earlier,once this happens,the nonlinear ver-

tex Eq.6.35 becom esrelevant,and � acquiresa divergent

renorm alization,i.e.,f� 6= 0,and bend tubule elasticity

becom es anom alous. W e willnow show that the criti-

caldim ension d� below which thishappensforD = 2 is

guaranteed to be > 7=2,and hence,obviously,> 3.

To show this,we use the exponent relation Eq.6.44,

which is valid for d > d�,inside the expression for the

eigenvalue�g? ,Eq.6.40,obtaining

�g? =
1

3
(10� + 2D � 8): (6.45)

W e then takeadvantageofa rigorouslowerbound on �

� >
D � 1

d� 1
; (6.46)

im posed by the condition that the m onom er density

� / L
D �1

?
=R

d�1

G
/ L

D �1��(d�1)

?
rem ain �nite in the

therm odynam ic L? ! 1 lim it. Using this bound in-

side Eq.6.45 weobtain

�g? �
1

3

�

10
D � 1

d� 1
+ 2D � 8

�

; (6.47)

from which itfollowsthat�g? m ustbecom e positive for

d < dlb� (D )with

d
lb
� (D )=

4D � 1

4� D
; (6.48)

d
lb
� (2)= 7=2; (6.49)

asasserted above.

In fact,d�(2)isprobablyquiteabitbiggerthan its7=2

lowerbound,astwoestim atesofitindicate.If,forexam -

ple,wetaketheFlorytubuleexponent� = (D + 1)=(d+ 1)

in Eq.6.45,weobtain:

d
F
� =

6D + 1

4� D
; (6.50)

d
F
� (2)= 13=2; (6.51)

while ifwe use the � = 11� d{expansion resultfor� of

Bowick and G uitter,(D = 2)3

�� =
3

4+ �
�
1

2
; (6.52)

with

� = � 1:05

�
�

8

�

; (6.53)

weobtain

d
�
� = 5:92: (6.54)

So,based on the above estim ates,we expect that in a

D = 2-dim ensionaltubule,em bedded in d < d� � 6,the

�xed pointofthe truncated tubule m odelintroduced by

us1 and studied in Ref.3,isunstableto anharm onicelas-

ticity Fanh. This m eans that � diverges at long length

scales,and the scaling relation Eq.6.44 between z and �

breaksdown. Thus,forthe physicalem bedding dim en-

sion d = 3,thetubulebend elasticity iscertainly anom a-

lous,in the sense that � diverges,and probably quite

strongly. W e have sum m arized the above discussion in

Fig.6,schem atically illustrating how therenorm alization

group 
ow ofg? ,and thereforethe anom alous� elastic-

ity,change(atd�)asa function ofem bedding dim ension

d.

=11 ddSA

uc3

η
κ=0η

κ
>0 η

κ=0

η
u
>0

g

  6.5d*

ν >ν
η

u >2ν
z 0=

ν=ν   
4
1ν=

η
u =2ν

z 1=

ε ε

FIG .6. Schem atic illustration (specialized to D = 2) of

change in relevance ofg? (l)which occursatd�. Forem bed-

ding dim ensionsbelow d� (which includesthephysicalcaseof

d = 3),g? (l) becom es relevant,leading to anom alous bend-

ing elasticity with �(q)� q
�� �
y ,which divergesatlong length

scales. O ther consequences ofthis qualitative and quantita-

tive change ford < d� are discussed in the text.
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O nced < d�,thenew nontrivialrelationsEqs.6.37and

6.38hold,with functionsf�(gy;g? )and fg(gy)evaluated

atthe �xed pointvaluesg�y and g
�
? .

Using the sort of renorm alization group correla-

tion function m atching calculations described earlier,

Eqs.6.22-6.24,itisstraightforward to show thatthecor-

relation functions of the tubule, including anom alous

elastice�ects,arecorrectlygivenbytheharm onicresults,

Eqs.5.6 and 5.7,exceptthatthe elastic constantsgy and

� m ustbe replaced by wavevectordependentquantities

thatvanish and diverge,respectively asq ! 0:

gy(q)= q
�u
y Sg(qy=q

z
? ); (6.55)

�(q)= q
�� �

y S�(qy=q
z
? ); (6.56)

with

z�� = f�(g
�
y;g

�
? ); (6.57)

z�u = fg(g
�
y): (6.58)

O ur earlierconclusion thatthe relevance ofVh is de-

term ined by thesign of�g? (Eq.6.40)can bereproduced

by sim ply noting that gy(q)q
2
y scales like q�u + 2y ,and in

the long wavelength lim it is therefore subdom inant to

g? q
2

?
� q

2=z
y when

z�u > 2� 2z; (6.59)

which, upon using Eq.6.38 and the de�nition of �u =

fg(g
�
y)=z,isidenticalto the condition that�g? > 0.

The scaling functionshavethe asym ptoticform s

Sg(x ! 0)! x
�� u ; (6.60)

S�(x ! 0)! x
�� : (6.61)

Com bining the expressions Eqs.6.57 and 6.58 for ��
and �u with the RG �xed pointconditionsEqs.6.37 and

6.38 showsthat,atthisnew globally stable �xed point,

two exactrelationshold between fourindependentexpo-

nentsz,�,��,and �u (instead ofasinglerelation Eq.6.44

between two exponents)

z =
1

3� ��
(2� + D � 1); (6.62)

z =
1

3+ �u
(4� + D � 1): (6.63)

Thatis,in contrasttothebehaviorford > d�,ford < d�
there are two independent exponents characterizing the

tubule phase,notone. W e furtherm ore note thatthese

exponent relations autom atically contain the rotational

sym m etryW ard identity.Thiscan beeasilyseen byelim -

inating � from Eqs.6.62 and 6.63,obtaining

2�� + �u = 3� (D � 1)=z : (6.64)

Ultim ately,the origin ofthisrelation isthe requirem ent

thatgraphicalcorrectionsdo notchangetheform ofthe

rotationally invariantoperator(@yu +
1

2
(@y~h)

2).

Justasthedivergenceof� iscontrolled by f�(g
�
y;g

�
? ),

the softening ofgy(q)� q�uy is determ ined by the �u =

zfg(g
�
y). Because fg(0)= 0,thisphysicalgy(q)rem ains

non-zero and �nite as q ! 0,only ifthe running cou-

pling gy(l)in the renorm alization group recursion equa-

tion Eq.6.17 doesgo to zero (becausethen the graphical

piece fg(g
�)vanishes). Exam ining the 
ow equation for

gy(l),Eq.6.17,forgy(l)to vanish,wem usthave

4� � 3z+ D � 1 < 0: (6.65)

However, using the lower bound on �, Eq.6.46 in the

physicalcase ofD = 2 and d = 3,we �nd � > 1=2.

Hence,aslong asz < 1,thecondition Eq.6.65 isnotsat-

is�ed,and thereforegy(q ! 0)! 0,thatis,�u > 0.W e

sum m arizethe abovediscussion in Fig.7.

D

d
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d

5
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dSA

uc

2
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η
κ=0

η
κ
>0

Self-avoidance
   irrelevant

Self-avoidance
    relevant

η
κ=0

η
u
>0η

u
>0

η
u
>0

FIG .7. Schem atic ofthe tubule \phase" diagram in the

em bedding d vsintrinsicD dim ensions.Self-avoiding interac-

tion becom esrelevantford < d
S A
uc (D )= (6D � 1)=(5� 2D ),

(= 11,for D = 2). Below the d�(D ) curve (for which the

lower bound is d
lb
� (D )= (4D � 1)=(4 � D )) the anharm onic

elasticity becom es relevant, leading to anom alous elasticity

with a divergentbending rigidity.

W enow show thattheabovegeneralanalysisoftubule

anom alous elasticity in the presence of self avoidance,

obtained using the renorm alization group, can be re-

produced via a heuristic, but beautiful physicalargu-

m ent sim ilar to that used by Landau and Lifshitz27 to

derive shelltheory. For a tubule ofdiam eter R G ,the

non-zero shear gy elasticity leads to an e�ective RG -

dependent bending rigidity m odulus which willbe L?

and Ly-dependentifthetubulediam eterdependson L?

and Ly.Thiscan be seen asfollows(see Fig.8):

20



R 
G R c

FIG .8. Illustration ofthe physicalm echanism for the en-

hancem entofthebending rigidity � by thesheargy elasticity.

To bend a polym erized tubule ofthicknessR G into an arc of

radius R c requires R G =R c fraction of bond stretching and

therefore costs elastic shear energy,which when interpreted

as bending energy leads to a length-scale dependent renor-

m alization ofthebending rigidity � and to theW ard identity

Eq.6.67,asdescribed in m ore detailin the text.

Ifwe bend the tubule with som e radius ofcurvature

R c � R G , sim ple geom etry tells us that this willin-

duce a strain " � @yu along the tubule axis of order

" � RG =R c,since the outeredge ofthe tubule m ustbe

stretched by this factor,and the inneredge com pressed

by it,in order to accom plish the required bend. This

strain induces an additionalelastic energy density (i.e.,

additional to those com ing from the bare �), nam ely

those com ing from the u elastic energy. This goes like

gy(Ly;L? )"
2 = gy(Ly;L? )(R G (Ly)=R c)

2. Interpreting

thisadditionalenergyasan e�ectivebendingenergyden-

sity �y(L? ;Ly)=R
2
c,leadsto the e�ective bending m od-

ulus�y(L? ;Ly),

�y(L? ;Ly)� gy(L? ;Ly)R G (L? ;Ly)
2
; (6.66)

Insertingthescalingform s�y(L? ;Ly)= L��
y S�(Ly=L

z
?
),

gy(L? ;Ly) = L�� u

y Sg(Ly=L
z
? ) and R G (L? ;Ly) =

L�
?
SR (Ly=L

z
?
) into above expression,we obtain a rela-

tion between the scaling exponents

2� = z(�� + �u): (6.67)

which is exactly the exponent relation one obtains by

subtracting Eq.6.37 from Eq.6.38,and using the expres-

sions Eq.6.57 and 6.58 for �� and �u,allofwhich were

obtained using renorm alization group argum ents.

Since the above physicalshellargum ent is very gen-

eral,Eqs.6.66 and 6.67 hold independent ofthe m echa-

nism that generates anom alous elasticity. For the case

ofthephantom m em brane(forD > 3=2)Eq.6.66 reveals

that� isnotanom alousbecausethesofteningoftheshear

m odulusgy(q)by therm al
uctuationsprecisely com pen-

satesthebendingrigidityproduced bythe�nitediam eter

R G ofthe tubule. Equation 6.67 then correctly predicts

for the phantom tubule that �u = 2�=z,which is con-

sistent with the phantom tubule results �u = 5 � 2D ,

� = (5� 2D )=4,and z = 1=2.Furtherm ore,because the

anharm onicelasticity Vh(q)isirrelevantford > d�,

�u = 2�=z; (6.68)

isvalid,even in a self-avoidingtubuleem bedded in these

high dim ensions.

W e note,�nally,thatallofthe exponentsm ustshow

a jum p discontinuity at d�,as shown in Fig.9. There-

fore,unfortunately,an extrapolation from � = 11 � d{

expansion in a truncated m odelwith linear elasticity3

down to thephysicaldim ension ofd = 3 (which isbelow

d�)giveslittleinform ation aboutthepropertiesofa real

tubule.

dd* 113

1
4

ν
3
4

exponents

0

ηκ

FIG .9. Schem atic graph of the shape exponent � and

anom alous bend exponent �� (for D = 2). Note the jum p

discontinuity asa function ofem bedding dim ension d,occur-

ring atd = d� � 6.

The com putationsfora physicaltubule m ustbe per-

form ed ford < d�,whereboth theself-avoidanceand the

anharm onicnonlinearitiesarerelevantand m ustbehan-

dled sim ultaneously.Aswe discussed above,ford < d�,

the eigenvalue �g? > 0,leading to the 
ow ofg? (l) to

in�nity,which in turn leads to Vh(q) = gy. Physically

this regim e ofg? ! 1 correspondsto freezing out the

phononsu,i.e. setting u = 0 in the free energy F [~h;u]

in Eq.6.13. This is consistentwith our �nding that for

d < d�,in thee�ectivefreeenergyF [~h](with phononsin-

tegrated out),Eq.6.34,thekernelVh = gy.Theresulting

e�ectivefreeenergyfunctionalforaphysicalself-avoiding

tubule is

F =
1

2

Z

d
D �1

x? dy

�

�(@2y
~h)2 + t(@?�

~h)2 +
1

4
gy(@y~h)

4

+ v

Z

dyd
D �1

x? d
D �1

x
0
? �

(d�1)
�
~h(x? ;y)� ~h(x0? ;y)

�
;

(6.69)
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Unfortunately,no controlled perturbativestudy ispossi-

ble for d < d�,since one m ust perturb in gy around a

nontrivial,strong coupling �xed described by v� = O (1)

and g�y = 0. Furtherm ore,as we willshow below, at

this �xed point there is no upper criticaldim ension for

gy,i.e.anharm onicnonlinearitiesarealwaysrelevantfor

d = 3 < d�,forany D .Thisstrongly contrastswith the

G aussian �xed point (describing phantom m em branes)

atwhich theanharm onicnonlinearity isonly relevantfor

D < D uc = 5=2.

In what follows,we willillustrate how one m ight at-

tem pt to actually calculate the exponents�,z,��,and

�u,ford < d�,and enum eratethe(m any)technicaldi�-

cultiesthatpreventusfrom doing so,and concludewith

a cautionary listofseveralunsuccessfuluncontrolled ap-

proxim ationsthatwehavetried.

In principle, all we need to do is calculate the fi
(i= t;v;g;�)functionsin therecursionrelationEqs.6.15-

6.19,which representtheperturbative(\graphical")cor-

rectionstotheassociated couplingconstants.O ncethese

f-functions are known they give 4 equations (Eqs.6.36-

6.39)thatuniquely determ ining the 4 unknownstubule

shape exponents, �, z, v�, and g�y, as wellas the the


ow ofg? (l),and therefore com pletely characterize the

long wavelength properties ofself-avoiding anharm onic

tubules.

O urgoalthen isto calculate ft(v),fv(v),f�(gy),and

fg(gy). The functionsfg(gy)and f�(gy)are determ ined

by the diagram m atic corrections to gy and �,with the

corresponding Feynm an diagram s displayed in Fig.10.

The resultsto leading orderin gy,are

f�(gy)= C�g
2

y ; (6.70)

fg(gy)= Cggy ; (6.71)

where C� and Cg are d and D -dependent constants,

whose calculation provesto be the sticking point,aswe

willdescribebelow.

(a)

(b)

FIG .10. Feynm an graphsthatrenorm alize:(a)theanhar-

m onic elasticity gy,and (b)the bending rigidity �.

O fcourse,onced isbelow d�,no m atterhow close itis

to d�,the �xed pointthatcontrolsthe elasticproperties

ofthetubulephaseisnotperturbativein gy.Thatis,we

do notexpectgy to beO (d� � d),but,rather,O (1),even

ford� � d < < 1. Furtherm ore,ofcourse,since d� � 6,

d� � d is not sm allin the physicalcase d = 3 anyway.

Forboth ofthese reasons,truncating the calculationsof

f� and fg atthe leading orderin gy,aswehavedone in

Eqs.6.70and 6.71,isan uncontrolled,and farfrom trust-

worthy approxim ation. However,we know ofno other

analyticalapproach. Furtherm ore,aswe shallsee,even

thisuncontrolled analyticapproach provesintractable:a

reliablecalculation ofthevaluesoftheconstantsC� and

Cg haseluded us.

To com pletethecharacterization ofthe�xed pointwe

can proceed in two ways. The m ost direct way is to

sim ply perturbatively evaluatethefunctionsft(v),fv(v).

Luckily (for us) this has recently been done by Bowick

and G uitter3 in atruncated harm onictubulem odel(pre-

viously introduced and studied by us1) near d = dSAuc .

Although,forthereasonsthatwediscussed above,these

calculations are not rigorously applicable to a physical

tubulein d = 3< d� (whereanharm onicelasticity iscer-

tainly im portant),forlack ofbeing ableto do any better

we extrapolate these functions,com puted neard = 11,3

down to d = 3

ft(v)= Ctv ; (6.72)

fv(v)= Cvv ; (6.73)

Now using Eqs.6.70{6.73 in Eqs.6.36{6.39 we obtain

fourequationsforfourunknowns(z,�,g�y,and v�),ex-

pressed in term sconstantsC�,Cg,Ct and Cv,(special-

ized here to D = 2).

2� + z� 1� Ctv
� = 0 ; (6.74)

2� � 3z+ 1+ C�g
�
y

2
= 0 ; (6.75)

4� � 3z+ 1� Cgg
�
y = 0 ; (6.76)

2+ z� �(d� 1)� Cvv
� = 0 : (6.77)

where the constants Ct and Cv (com puted in the trun-

cated tubule m odelneard = dSAuc for D = 2) are given

by3

Ct =
1

8�2
; (6.78)

Cv =
0:068

�5=2
; (6.79)

Theseequationscan be uniquely solved for�,z,g�y,and

v�.In term sofC� and Cg,in D = 2and d = 3weobtain

for� and z

� =
1

4C�

; (6.80)

z =
1

3
+

1

6C�

+
Cg

6C�

; (6.81)
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from which �� and �u can also be determ ined using the

solution forg�y insideEqs.6.57 and 6.58

�� =
3Cg

1+ Cg + 2C�

; (6.82)

�u =
3� 3Cg

1+ Cg + 2C�

; (6.83)

Anotherapproach to estim ating the tubule shape ex-

ponentsisto rely on theusualaccuracy oftheFlory the-

ory (in treating the e�ectsofself-avoidance),instead of

theextrapolation offunctionsfv(v)and ft(v)down from

�-expansion. Although itisusually notstated thisway,

in the language ofrenorm alization group,Flory theory

am ountsto assum ing thatthe graphicalcorrectionsto t

and to v arethesam e,i.e.fv(v
�)= ft(v

�).Using thisin

Eqs.6.36 and 6.39,weobtain the Flory resultfor�

�F =
D + 1

d+ 1
; (6.84)

=
3

4
; for d = 3 ; D = 2; (6.85)

consistent with our earlier analysis in subsection VIA.

Note that,iffv(v)= ft(v)forallv,thisresultwould be

exactindependentofthe jum p in the otherexponentsz,

��,and �u atd�.Thatis,itwould apply even below d�,

and � would notjum p,orbein any way non-analytic,at

d�.

Now,ofcourse,weknow from theexplicitleadingorder

calculation in Ref.3 thatfv(v)doesnot= ft(v)exactly.

However,wedo know from thatcalculation thatthey are

quiteclose,atleastto leadingorder,asillustrated by the

good agreem entbetween Flory theory and the extrapo-

lated �-expansion. Ifthis persists down to d = 3,and

to large v,and our experience with polym ers suggests

thatitwill,then � m ay bequiteaccurately predicted by

Flory theory,despite the com plications associated with

the onsetofanom alousbend elasticity atd�.

Using the Flory value for � (Eq.6.84)inside Eqs.6.75

and 6.76,togetherwith the diagram m aticcorrectionsto

� and gy given in Eqs.6.70and 6.71,weobtain two equa-

tions(specialized to D = 2)

6=(d+ 1)� 3z+ 1+ C�g
�
y

2
= 0; (6.86)

12=(d+ 1)� 3z+ 1� Cgg
�
y = 0; (6.87)

which givesford = 3

z =
4

3
+

C 2
g

6C�

�
Cg(C

2
g + 6C�)

1=2

6C�

; (6.88)

Now, at least in this uncontrolled approxim ation of

truncated perturbation theoryatoneloop order,itseem s

that we are left with the straightforward task ofcalcu-

lating the constantsC� and Cg. Alas,thingsare notso

sim ple,forreasonsthatareundoubtedly connected with

thefactthatd� isnotperturbatively closeto d
SA
uc ,which

is the only dim ension about which one can do a gen-

uinely controlled approxim ation1;3,and the m uch m ore

surprisingfactthat,even though �I � 5=2� D isonly 1=2

(forD = 2),this�I-expansion in intrinsic dim ension,as

we willshow,isdem onstrably extrem ely unreliable,giv-

ing qualitatively di�erent answers,such as a reduction,

ratherthan an increaseof� due to 
uctuations.

O urunsuccessful(butheroic)attem ptstocalculateCg

and C� wereasfollows:

(I)

Calculate them in an �I � 5=2 � D -expansion for a

phantom m em brane,then use these sam e constants Cg

and C� for the real,self-avoiding m em brane. This ap-

proach obviously m akesm any errors,since,by the tim e

we getdown to d�(5=2),the correlation functionsofthe

true,self-avoiding m em brane are already quite di�erent

from thoseofthephantom m em brane,dueto thee�ects

ofself-avoidance.Furtherm ore,thesee�ectsareparticu-

larly pronounced forintrinsicdim ensionsD = 5=2,since

dSAuc (5=2)= 1 ,asillustrated in Fig.7.

Nonetheless, since no other analyticalcalculation is

available (and we are persistent young lads), we at-

tem pted this �I � 5=2 � D -expansion. However, the

resultsm ade no physicalsense: we found a negative ��,

i.e.,a downward renorm alization of�. The detailed cal-

culations are virtually identicalto those for the renor-

m alization of� atthe tubule-to-crum pled phase transi-

tion,which are described in Sec.VII. W e note here sim -

ply that the origin ofthis negative contribution to � is

a negative region ofthe real-space correlation function

G (x? ;y)= C (x? =y
2)1=4Y (x? =y

2),asgiven by Eq.7.31.

Theintegrand x5=4Y 3(x)in thex-integralofEq.7.37 has

a negative region which,though narrow,actually over-

whelm s the positive contribution to �� from the m uch

longer,but sm aller,tail,as we have veri�ed by direct

num ericalintegration38.

Thisnegativeregion ispurely an artifactofcalculating

in a fractionalintrinsicdim ension D = 5=2.In D = 2 for

a phantom m em brane,wherethereisno relevantanom a-

louselasticity for~h,and hencewecan calculate~h-~h cor-

relation functionsexactly,we �nd the analog ofEq.7.31

is

G (x;y)=

Z
dqxdqy

(2�)2

eiqx x+ iqy y q2y

q2x + q4y
; (6.89)

=
1

4(�jxj)1=2
e
�y

2
=(4jxj)

; (6.90)

which,unlike the analogouscorrelation function in D =

5=2,Eq.7.31,is positive de�nite. Thus,the anom alous

contribution to� in D = 2willalsobepositive,asweex-

pecton physicalgrounds(i.e.,theshelltheory argum ent

sum m arized in Eq.6.66),while the 5=2� D -expansion is

qualitatively wrong in predicting a negativerenorm aliza-

tion of�. Clearly,it cannot be trusted quantitatively

either,and is,in fact,totally useless.

(II)

23



Direct,uncontrolledRG in D = 2.Now,weatleastget

qualitatively correctupward renorm alization of�.How-

ever,here we have a di�erent problem ,that appears in

any perturbativecalculation away from an uppercritical

dim ension (and isusually \sweptunderthe rug"):even

though D = 2 would not,a priori,appearto befarbelow

D = 5=2,itis,in thesensethatgraphsthatonly diverge

logarithm ically in D = 5=2 divergeextrem ely strongly in

D = 2.In particular,following very closely the m anipu-

lationsthatlead to Eq.7.35,we �nd a contribution to �

ofthe form

�� = c1

Z c2q
� 1

y

0

ydy

Z 1

0

dx
e�3=(4x)

x3=2
; (6.91)

wherec1 isawell-determ ined constantthatwecould cal-

culate,and c2 isan arbitrary constantwhich dependson

precisely how the infrared divergence ofthe above inte-

graliscuto� with qy.Thisarbitraryconstantistheprob-

lem :iftheintegralEq.6.91 had diverged logarithm ically,

the precise value ofthe constantc2 would be unim por-

tant (it would just lead to a �nite additive constant).

But, since the integralin Eq.6.91 diverges so strongly

(like (c2=qy)
2)in D = 2,itisextrem ely sensitive to the

precise value of c2, which we have no clue as how to

choose.Thus,we have no ability to predict�� atallby

thisapproach.

This strong divergence indicates that in this sense

D = 2 is quite far from D = 5=2,and any kind ofper-

turbative approach,even to sim ply calculating one loop

constantslikeCg and C�,isdoom ed.

C .G aussian variationaltheory ofself-avoiding

tubules

Here we study the e�ectsofself-avoidance within the

tubule phase using the G aussian variational m ethod,

which was previously applied to the study of self-

avoidance in crum pled isotropic m em branes21;22 and in

polym ers37.Itisim portanttoem phasizethatboth Flory

theory and the G aussian variationalm ethod are uncon-

trolled approxim ationsin thatthereisno way to system -

atically estim ateand reducethe error.

W ebegin with thee�ectiveHam iltonian thatdescribes

the long wavelength behaviorofthe tubule ford < d�.

H =
1

2

Z

d
D �1

x? dy

�

�(@2y
~h)2 + t(@?�

~h)2 +
1

4
gy(@y~h)

4

�

+ v

Z

dyd
D �1

x? d
D �1

x
0
? �

(d�1)
�
~h(x? ;y)� ~h(x0? ;y)

�
;

(6.92)

where,in contrastto othersectionswe use the notation

H to distinguish long-wavelength e�ective Ham iltonian

(the free energy functional) from the actualfree energy

F .Com putation ofcorrelation functionsin thepresence

ofthe self-avoiding nonlinearity cannotbe done exactly.

However, we can replace the Ham iltonian H , Eq.6.92

by a variationalHam iltonian H v,quadratic in the �elds
~h(x? ;y),which allows exact calculations ofany corre-

lation function. Following the standard variationalpro-

cedure,we then pick the \best" form ofthisvariational

Ham iltonian,whereby \best"wem ean thatitm inim izes

an upperbound on the true freeenergy F :39

F � ~F � hH � Hviv + Fv : (6.93)

W e takeourvariation ansatzHam iltonian to be

H v =
1

2

Z
dkyd

D �1 k?

(2�)D
G v(k? ;ky)j~h(k? ;ky)j

2
; (6.94)

where G v(k? ;ky) is the variationalkernelto be opti-

m ized over.Note thatbecause ofanisotropy intrinsic to

the tubule,G v(k? ;ky)isnotrotationally invariantasit

isforthe analogousanalysisofthe crum pled phase.

W e now com pute the right-hand-side ofEq.6.93 and

m inim ize itoverG v(k? ;ky).

hH � Hviv =
A

2

Z

k

�

�k
4

y + tk
2

? � Gv(k? ;ky)

�

hj~h(k? ;ky)j
2iv

+
gy

8

Z

x

h(@y~h)
4iv + v

Z

x



�
(d�1)

�
~h(x? ;y)� ~h(x0? ;y)

��

v
;

(6.95)

where A = LyL
D �1

?
is the \area" of the m em brane

and we de�ned
R

x
�

R
dydD �1 x? d

D �1 x0
?
, and

R

k
�

R
dkyd

D �1 k? =(2�)
D .

The above averages are easily evaluated with

hj~h(k? ;ky)j
2iv = (d � 1)=Gv(k) and h�iv �

h�(d�1)
�
~h(x? ;y)� ~h(x0? ;y)

�
iv given by

h�iv =


Z

dd�1 ~q

(2�)d�1
e
i~q�

�
~h(x? ;y)�

~h(x
0

?
;y)

�
�

v
;

=

Z
dd�1 ~q

(2�)d�1
e
�q

2
K (jx? �x

0

?
j)
;

=
1

(2�)d�1

�
�

K (jx? � x0
?
j)

� (d�1)=2

; (6.96)

where,

K (jx? j)=
1

2(d� 1)
hj~h(x? ;0)� ~h(0? ;0)j

2iv ;

=

Z

k

�
1� cos(k? � x? )

�

G v(k)
; (6.97)

and we have used in Eq.6.96 the Fourierrepresentation

ofthe d� 1-dim ensionaldelta-function.

Putting allthistogetherweobtain fortheright-hand-

sideofEq.6.93
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~F

(d� 1)A=2
=

Z

k

 
�k4y + tk2?

G v(k)
� 1

!

+
gy(d+ 1)

4(d� 1)

 Z

k

k2y

G v(k)

! 2

+
4v

(2�)d�1 (d� 1)

Z

d
D �1

x?

�
�

K (x? )

� (d�1)=2

+

Z

k

log(G v(k)) ; (6.98)

which when m inim ized with respect to G v(k),

�~F =�Gv(k)= 0 givesan integralequation

G v(~k)= �k
4

y + tk
2

? �
2v

(4�)(d�1)=2

Z
dD �1 x? (1� cos(k? � x? ))

K (x? )
(d+ 1)=2

:

(6.99)

The only e�ect ofthe anharm onic elasticity term gy is

to generate an upward renorm alization ofthe e�ective

tension along the y-axis

�ty =
gy(d+ 1)

2(d� 1)

Z

k

k2y

G v(k)
: (6.100)

Sincewem ustchoosetherenorm alized tension along the

extended tubule axis (y) to be exactly zero in order to

treatthefreetubule,alloftheanharm onicelastice�ects

disappear in this G aussian variational approxim ation.

That is,to correctly m odela tubule with free bound-

aries,weshould havestarted with an elasticHam iltonian

with abare,negativetension piecethatexactly cancelled

therm ally generated positivecontribution in Eq.6.100.

The sim ultaneous integral equations Eq.6.97 and

Eq.6.99 determ ine G v(k) and K (x? ). At long length

scalesthey are solved by K (x? )� x2�? ,where from the

de�nition Eq.6.97,we see that K (x? = L? ) is propor-

tionaltothesquareoftheradiusofgyration orthetubule

thicknessthatwe are after,and hence the � thatsolves

these coupled non-linear integralequations willbe the

G aussian variationalprediction for the radius ofgyra-

tion exponentaswell. W e substitute thisscaling ansatz

into Eq.6.99 forG v(~k),and �nd thatwhile ford > dSAuc
the self-avoidance is irrelevantand � = (5� 2D )=4 (as

found in Sec.VIA),ford < dSAuc these integralequations

can only be solved ifthe tk2
?
term in Eq.6.99 isexactly

cancelled by a partcom ing from the integralin the last

term and the resulting propagatortakesthe form

G v(k)= �k
4

y + ~vk
(d+ 1)��D + 1

?
; (6.101)

where ~v / v is an e�ective self-avoiding interaction pa-

ram eter. Substituting thisform into Eq.6.97 forG v(k),

and requiring self-consistency with our originalansatz

K (x? )� x2�? gives

x
2�
? /

Z
dD �1 q? dqy

�
1� cos(k? � x? )

�

�k4y + ~vk
(d+ 1)��D + 1

?

: (6.102)

M aking the change of variables q? � ~q? =jx? j and

qy � ~qy=jx? j
�,with � = (�(d + 1)� D + 1)=4 reveals

that the right hand side ofEq.6.102 is proportionalto

x



?
with


 = 1� D + 3� ;

=
7(1� D )+ 3�(d+ 1)

4
: (6.103)

To satisfy the self-consistent condition Eq.6.102, 


m ustbeequalto2�.Theresultingsim plelinearequation

for� hasa solution (ford < dSAuc (D )):

� =
7D � 7

3d� 5
; (6.104)

which forthe physicalcaseofD = 2 gives

� =
7

3d� 5
; for d < 11; (6.105)

=
1

4
; for d � 11 (6.106)

W e observe that �(d = 4) = 1, and therefore (ac-

cording to the G aussian variationalapproxim ation)the

tubuleisno longercrum pled along the? -direction.This

suggests that the tubule phase is unstable to the 
at

phase in em bedding dim ensions d < 4 (which unfortu-

nately includesthe physicalcase ofd = 3).However,as

discussed in the Introduction,the G aussian variational

m ethod is an uncontrolled approxim ation. It probably

does give the correcttrends of,e.g.,exponents with di-

m ensionalityd.However,thevariationalapproachisvery

close,in spiritand technically,to the large d expansion

m ethods,and thereforeintrinsically unableto obtain the

sm alld dependence correctly. Itistherefore di�cultto

placeany faith in theactualvaluesofexponents,partic-

ularly when thevalueof� atsm alld actually determ ines

whetherthe tubule phasesurvivesornot.

W e believe that this G aussian variation theory is in-

correctin predicting thatthetubulephasedoesnotexist

in the presence ofself-avoidance in d = 3,and reiterate

ourearlierobservation thatboth Flory theory1 and the

� = 11� d-expansion3 predictthatthetubulephasesur-

vivesself-avoidance. Since both these latterapproaches

agree quite closely with each other,and since,further-

m ore,the �-expansion isthe only controlled approxim a-

tion, we are far m ore inclined to trust them than the

uncontrolled G aussian approxim ation,which agreeswith

neither.

The �naldeterm ination ofwhether ornotthe tubule

phase survives self-avoidance will,or course,rest upon

sim ulationsand experim ents,both ofwhich wehopeour

analyticwork stim ulates.

V II.FLU C T U A T IO N EFFEC T S A T

C R U M P LED -T O -T U B U LE A N D

T U B U LE-T O -FLA T T R A N SIT IO N S

The transition from the crum pled-to-
at phase in

isotropicm em braneshasbeen previouslystudied24 and is

25



predicted to bedriven �rstorderby 
uctuationsforem -

bedding dim ensionsd < dc = 219. Ascan be seen from

Fig.1 thisdirecttransition isvery specialforanisotropic

m em branes.Itiseasytoseethatanypath �nelytuned to

passthrough thetetracriticalpointwillundergo a direct

crum pled-to-
attransition identicalto that ofisotropic

m em branes,discussed in Ref.24.

Here we focus on the new transitions crum pled-to-

tubule and tubule-to-
at, which are generic for m em -

braneswith any am ountofanisotropy. Aswe discussed

at the end ofSec.III,there are two possible m ean �eld

phasediagram topologiesdepending on thevaluesofm i-

croscopic elastic m oduliofthe m em brane. However,for

the crum pled-to-tubule transition there isno di�erence.

In thissectionwe�rststudythecrum pled-to-tubuletran-

sition for a phantom m em brane using a detailed renor-

m alization group analyses. W e then study both the

crum pled-to-tubule and tubule-to-
at transition using

scaling theory,incorporating the e�ects ofboth the an-

harm onicelasticity and self-avoidance.W epostponethe

m oretechnically challengingrenorm alization group anal-

ysisofthephantom tubule-to-
attransition41 and renor-

m alization group analysis of crum pled-to-tubule and

tubule-to-
at transitions for self-avoiding m em branes33

forfuture publications.

A .R enorm alization group analysis of

crum pled-to-tubule transition

W e start out with the generalfree energy de�ned in

Eq.2.1, for now ignoring the self-avoiding interaction.

W ithout loss ofgenerality we willstudy the transition

from the crum pled to the y-tubule phase. As discussed

above,in m ean-�eld theory,thistransition occurswhen

ty ! 0 from above, while t? rem ains �nite and pos-

itive. Hence, sim ple power-counting on the quadratic

partofthefreeenergy leadsto anisotropicscaling atthe

transition with q? / q2y. Therefore,the only relevant

term squadraticin ~rnearthetransition are:thebending

rigidity alongthey-direction (�y
�
@2y~r

�2
),and thesurface

tension term salong they and ? -directionsty (@y~r)
2
and

t?
�
@?� ~r

�2
,respectively.The corresponding noninteract-

ing propagatoratthe transition is

hri(q)rj(� q)i=
�ij

t? q
2
?
+ tyq

2
y + �yq

4
y

� C (q)�ij ; (7.1)

Theanisotropicscalingdictated by thisnoninteracting

propagatoratthe transition (ty = 0)leadsto signi�cant

sim pli�cation ofthe interaction term in the free energy.

K eeping only the dom inantnonlinearity weobtain

F [~r(x)]=
1

2

Z

d
D �1

x? dy

�

�y
�
@
2

y~r
�2
+ t?

�
@
?
� ~r

�2

+ ty (@y~r)
2
+
uyy

2
(@y~r� @y~r)

2

�

: (7.2)

The criticalpropertiesofthe crum pled-to-tubule transi-

tion can be obtained by applying scaling theory and the

renorm alization group to this free energy exactly as we

did earlier in treating 
uctuations in the tubule phase

itself.In thiscase,\lengths" m eansintrinsiccoordinates

x = (x? ;y),and the \�elds" are the extrinsic positions

~r(x). Because of the strong scaling anisotropy of the

quadratic piecesofthe free energy,we rescale x? and y

anisotropically:

x? = x
0
? e

l
; (7.3)

y = y
0
e
zl
; (7.4)

and rescalethe \�elds" according to

~r(x)= e
�l
~r
0(x0): (7.5)

Underthistransform ation

�y(l)= �ye
(D �1�3z+ 2�)l

; (7.6)

t? (l)= t? e
(D �3+ z+ 2�)l

; (7.7)

Requiring that both �y and t? rem ain �xed under this

rescaling (zeroth order RG transform ation) �xes the

\anisotropy" exponentz and the \roughness" exponent

� (which isthe analog of� forthe tubule phase):

z =
1

2
; (7.8)

� = (5=2� D )=2: (7.9)

Although thischoicekeepsthequadratic(in ~r)partofF

Eq.7.2)unchanged,itdoeschangethe quarticpiece:

uyy(l)= uyye
(D �1�3z+ 4�)l

; (7.10)

= uyye
(5=2�D )l

; (7.11)

where in the second equality we have used the results

Eqs.7.8 and 7.9 for z and �. W e see thatfor D < 5=2,

uyy growsupon rescaling.Physically,thism eansthatits

e�ects becom e m ore im portant at longer length scales.

At su�ciently long length scales, it com pletely invali-

datesthe harm onic elastic theory and the naive pertur-

bation theory in the nonlinearity uyy around it, even

for arbitrarily sm all coupling uyy. Sim ple additional

anisotropic rescaling ofx? = �x0
?
and y = �y0,with

� = (t? =�y)
1=2�2,which rescales�y and t? to 1,reveals

thatthee�ectivecoupling constantofthenonlinearity is

uyy=�y. This,together with Eq.7.11,predicts that the

characteristiclength scale Lnl
?
beyond which the dim en-

sionless coupling constant becom es oforder 1 and the

harm onicelastictheory and perturbation theory (around

it)break down is

L
nl
? =

�
�y

uyy

� 1=(5=2�D )

: (7.12)
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To analyze the new behavior that prevails on even

longerlength scalesrequiresafull-blown renorm alization

group analysis.

Such an analysis36 willlead to correctionsto the sim -

ple rescaling of�y,t? ,and ty,due to the non-linearities

(in thiscaseuyy,asdiscussed above).Thesecorrections

can beabsorbed into \anom alous" exponents��,�t,and

��, de�ned by the large renorm alization group \tim e"

(l! 1 )lim itsof�y(l),t? (l),and ty(l),respectively:

�y(l)= �ye
(D �1�3z+ z� � + 2�)l; (7.13)

t? (l)= t? e
(D �3+ z+ � t+ 2�)l; (7.14)

ty(l)= tye
(D �1�z���+ 2�)l � tye

�tl; (7.15)

The exponent �t de�ned above is the therm al eigen-

value ofthe reduced tem perature (surface tension along

y-direction)which isan inverseofthe correlation length

exponent along the ? -direction (see below). Requiring

that �y and t? rem ain invariant under the renorm al-

ization group transform ation determ ines the values the

anisotropy exponent z and the �eld rescaling exponent

�,

z =
2� �t

4� ��
; (7.16)

� =
10� 4D + ��(D � 3+ �t)� 3�t

8� 2��
;

which, as quoted above in Eqs.7.8 and 7.9, reduce to

z = 1=2 and � = (5=2� D )=2,for�� = �t = 0,asisvalid

atzero orderin perturbation theory in uyy.

O nce the values of�t,�� and � at the criticalpoint

are determ ined,the renorm alization group gives a rela-

tion between correlation functions at or near criticality

(sm allty)and atsm allwavectors(functionsthataredif-

�cultto com pute,because directperturbation theory is

divergent) to the sam e correlation functions away from

criticality and at large wavevectors(functions that can

beaccurately com puted using perturbation theory).For

exam plethebehaviorofthecorrelation lengthsnearthe

transition can be deduced in thisway:

�? (ty)= e
l
�? (tye

�tl); (7.17)

�y(ty)= e
zl
�y(tye

�tl); (7.18)

wherein theaboveweassum ed thatacritical�xed point

existsand allothercoupling constantshavewell-de�ned

valuesatthe �xed point. Using the above equationsfor

tye
�tl� 1,weobtain,

�? (ty)� a t
�� ?

y ; (7.19)

�y(ty)� a t
�� y

y ;

wherea � �(1)isthe m icroscopiccuto� and,

�? =
1

�t
=

4� ��

2(2� �t� 2��)� ��(2� �t� ��)
; (7.20)

�y = z�? : (7.21)

W e now com pute the anom alousexponents to lowest

non-zero order in �,where � = 5=2 � D . As usualin

the �-expansion, the order at which a given graphical

correction entersthe perturbation theory isequalto the

num ber ofloops in the associated Feynm an graph. W e

splitthe �eld ~r(x)into shortand long wavevectorparts

~r(x)= ~r< (x)+ ~r> (x) and integrate overthe fast �elds

~r> (x). Diagram m atically this leads to one-loop correc-

tions to uyy and ty. There are no corrections to �y to

�rst order in �, i.e., �� = O (�2). Furtherm ore, since

the interaction uyy alwayscarriesa factorofqy with ev-

ery �eld ~r,the t? tension rem ainsunrenorm alized,and

�t = 0 to all orders, im plying z = 1=2 + O (�2) and

� = (5=2� D )=2+ O (�2).

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG .11. Feynm an graphs that renorm alize: (a) the non-

linearity uyy,(b)the tension ty and (c)the bending rigidity

�y.

The�rsttwodiagram sin Fig.11,followedbytherescal-

ing introduced above (necessary to restore the original

uv cuto� ), lead to the one-loop recursion relations for

u = (K 3=2=
p
2)uyy=(�

5=4
y t

3=4

?
)and ty,respectively,

@u

@l
= �u � (d+ 8)u2 ; (7.22)

@ty

@l
= (1� (d+ 2)u)ty ; (7.23)
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where � = 5=2� D and K3=2 isthe surface ofarea ofa

3=2-dim ensionalsphere divided by (2�)3=2.Asusual,in

the above,we also rede�ned ty to be the reduced tem -

perature,m easured from itstrue value atthe transition

(which in m ean-�eld theory startsoutat0,butisshifted

to a negative value by 
uctuations). Note that,in con-

trast to the fam iliar � = 4 � D - expansion for critical

phenom ena,forwhich � = 1 in the physicalcase D = 3,

herewehave� = 1=2 in thephysicalcaseD = 2.Hence,

ourone-loop expansion should bequantitativelym oreac-

curate by a factorof��2 = 4,than the 4� D -expansion

atthe sam e order.Thus,we expectourone-loop values

for�? and �y to be accurateto � 0:02.

Exam ining Eq.7.23,we observe that for D < D uc =

5=2,(i.e.,for � > 0) the G aussian �xed point is unsta-

ble and the criticalpropertiesofthe crum pled-to-tubule

transition are characterized by a nontrivial�xed point

with a �xed pointvalueu� ofu given by:

u� =
�

d+ 8
: (7.24)

Note that,in contrastto the treatm entofcrum pled-to-


attransition in isotropicm em branes24,wherethecriti-

calpointwasonlystableforanunphysicallylargevalueof

theem beddingdim ensiond > 219,thecriticalpointchar-

acterizing the crum pled-to-tubule transition found here

isstable foralld.

Equation 7.23 can be easily integrated once the �xed

pointvalueu�,Eq.7.24,isinsertedforu;com parisonwith

the generalEq.7.16 then gives�t:

�t = 1�

�
d+ 2

d+ 8

�

� ; (7.25)

which,upon using Eqs.7.20and 7.21,givesfora physical

m em brane(D = 2,d = 3)

�? � 1:227; (7.26)

�y � 0:614: (7.27)

The �� exponent to O (�2) is determ ined by the dia-

gram in Fig.11c. Evaluating this diagram in realspace

and then Fourier transform ing, we �nd that this con-

tributesto the free energy

�F = � 16u2(d+ 2)

Z

q

q
2

yj~r(q)j
2�(q); (7.28)

where

�(q)�

Z

d
3=2

x? dy e
iq�x

G
3(x); (7.29)

with,in turn,

G (x? ;y)=

Z
d3=2q? dqy

(2�)5=2

eiq? �x? eiqy y q2y

q2
?
+ q4y

; (7.30)

wherewehaverescaled lengthsso that�y = t? = 1.

Aftera contourintegraloverqy,and an angularinte-

gral
R�
0
d�(sin�)(D �2)eiq? �x? ,weobtain,

G (x? ;y)= 2�7=4 ��3=4 y�2
�
x?

y2

� 1=4

Y

�
x?

y2

�

; (7.31)

wherewehavede�ned

Y (x)�

Z 1

0

du u
1=4

J�1=4 (xu)e
�
p
u=2 cos(

p
u=2+ �=4):

(7.32)

Now going back to Eq.7.28 we observethatthe q = 0

piece of�(q)contributesto the q2yj~r(q)j
2 partofF ,ad-

ditively renorm alizing ty which correspondsto the usual

inconsequentialTc (criticaltension)shift. The orderq
2
y

pieceof�(q)renorm alizes�y.W e de�ne

�(q)= �(0)�
1

2
q
2

yB (qy); (7.33)

where

B (qy)�

Z

� � 1< jyj< q
� 1
y

dy d
3=2

x? y
2
G
3(x? ;y): (7.34)

Note that the infra-red cuto� on the integralover y is

q�1y . This integraldiverges logarithm ically as qy ! 0.

W e can identify the coe�cientofthe logarithm with ��
in the expression �y(qy)/ q�� �

y .

To extract this logarithm ic divergence, we m ake a

changeofvariablesin the integraljx? j� xy2 and �nd

B (qy)� �
1

213=4�3=2�(3=4)

Z q
� 1

y

� � 1

dy

y

Z 1

0

dx x
5=4

Y
3(x);

(7.35)

where we have used the fact that the surface area ofa

3=2-dim ensionalsphere is 2�3=2=�(3=4),and taken into

accountthefactorof2com ingfrom thefactthattheorig-

inalintegralovery extendsoverboth y > 0 and y < 0.

Putting allofthe above together and evaluating the

coe�cient ofthe log(qy) at the �xed point value ofg�y
from Eq.7.24,weobtain

�� =
C (2)(d+ 2)

8(d+ 8)2
�
2
; (7.36)

where

C (2)� 223=4�(3=4)

Z 1

0

dx x
5=4

Y
3(x); (7.37)

The value ofC (2)has been calculated num erically40 to

beC (2)� � 1:166� 0:001.Using thisvalue,� = 1=2,and

d = 3 in Eq.7.36,we �nd that�� isvery sm all,

��(D = 2;d = 3)� � 0:0015: (7.38)
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Asnoted earlierin ourdiscussion ofthe tubule phase

itself, we do not trust this negative value of ��, but,

rather,believeittobean artifactofthepeculiarnegative

regim ethatappearsin thecorrelation function G (x? ;y)

in D = 5=2.W e expect�� to be positive,butstillquite

sm all,atthe phantom tubule-to-crum pled transition.

G iven the sm allnessof�� and �,and the vanishing of

�t,the exponents com puted here to �rst order in � are

expected to be very accurate.

B .Scaling theory ofcrum pled-to-tubule and

tubule-to-
at transitions

W e willnow incorporate the e�ects ofself-avoidance

on these transitions. W e have not yet done the full

renorm alization group analysis of this problem (which

m ustincludeboththeelasticand self-avoidinginteraction

nonlinearities)33,and lim it ourselves here to discussing

scaling theory and the Flory approxim ation.

Near the crum pled-to-tubule transition, for square

m em branesofinternalsizeL,wem akethefollowinggen-

eralscaling ansatz forthe extensionsR y and R G ofthe

m em brane along and orthogonalto the tubule axis,re-

spectively:

R G ;y = L
�
G ;y

ct fG ;y(tyL
�);

/

8
><

>:

t


G ;y

+

y L�c; ty > 0;L > > �ct

L�
G ;y

ct ; L < < �ct

jtyj


G ;y

� L�
G ;y

t ; ty < 0;L > > �ct

(7.39)

where subscripts t, c and ct refer to tubule, crum -

pled and tubule-to-crum pled transition,respectively,and

�ct / jtyj
�1=� isa correlation length forthecrum pled-to-

tubuletransition,ty = (T � Tct)=Tct,Tct isthecrum pled-

to-tubuletransition tem perature,and ty > 0corresponds

to the crum pled phase.

Note thatwe have builtinto the scaling lawsthe fact

that both R y and R G scale like L�c in the crum pled

phase,with �c the radius ofgyration exponent for the

crum pled phase (which,asnoted earlier,isthe sam e for

anisotropic and isotropic m em branes). Due to the ex-

tended nature ofthe tubule phase,�
y

t = 1,ofcourse.

Theanisotropyin m anifested in thecrum pled phaseonly

through the di�erent tem perature dependences of RG
and R y.The form erofthese vanishesasty ! 0+ (since

the radius ofgyration in the tubule phase is m uch less

than thatin the crum pled phase,since �t < �c),which

im plies 
G+ > 0,while the latter diverges as ty ! 0+ ,

since the tubule ultim ately extends in that direction,

which im plies

y

+ < 0.

Note also thatourexpression Eq.7.39,and,in partic-

ular,the fact that R G 6= R y even above the crum pled-

to-tubuletransition (i.e.,in thecrum pled phase),im plies

a spontaneousbreaking ofrotationalinvariance even in

the crum pled phase! This seem ingly bizarre (but cor-

rect)resultisactually notallthatunfam iliar:polym ers,

which arealwayscrum pled,nonethelessassum e,on aver-

age,non-sphericalshapes42,ascan beseen,forexam ple,

by lookingattheratiooftheaveragem axim um and m in-

im um eigenvaluesofthe m om entofinertia tensor. O ur

resultEq.7.39 forty > 0 isonly a little m ore surprising,

sinceitpredictsan aspectratio R y=R G thatactually di-

vergesasT ! T
+

ct,and m em branebeginsto extend into

a tubule con�guration.

The exponents 

G ;y

+ =�
de�ned in above equation obey

the scaling laws



G ;y

+ =
�c � �

G ;y

ct

�
; (7.40)



G ;y

� =
�
G ;y

t � �
G ;y

ct

�
: (7.41)

Asalways,these scaling lawsfollow from requiring that

thegeneralized scalingform m atcheson to known results

in the appropriatelim its.

From Flory theory,wecan derivethevaluesofthecrit-

icalexponentsin Eq.7.39,aswehavealready derived the

exponents�t and �c characterizing thetubuleand crum -

pled phases,sim ply by being m ore carefulabout tem -

peraturedependentfactorsin thatderivation.Again,we

startby estim atingthetotalself-avoidanceenergy Eq.2.1

in the tubule phase (i.e.,ty < 0)asE SA � V �2. Now,

however,wevery carefully writethevolum eV in theem -

bedding space occupied by the tubule as V � R
d�1

G
R y.

W riting

R y = �yLy ; (7.42)

aswedid earlierin ourdiscussion ofm ean �eld theory in

theabsenceofself-avoidance,and using� = M =V forthe

em bedding space density ofthe tubule,and again using

thefactthatthetubule m assM � L
D �1

?
Ly,weseethat

E SA � v
LyL

2(D �1)

?

�yR
d�1

G

: (7.43)

Using this estim ate of the self-avoidance energy in

Eq.2.1,and estim atingtheotherterm sin thatexpression

by scaling,weobtain thefullFlory theory forthetubule

phase,with alltem peraturedependente�ectstaken (ad-

m ittedly crudely)into account:

E F L =

�

ty�
2

y + uyy�
4

y + t?

�
R G

L?

� 2 �

L
D �1

?
Ly + v

LyL
2(D �1)

?

�yR
d�1

G

:

(7.44)

M inim izing thisoverR G ,weobtain

R G � L
�t
?

�
v

t? �y

� 1=(d+ 1)

; (7.45)

where,aswe found earlier,�t =
D + 1

d+ 1
,butnow we have

the singular tem perature dependence of R G near the
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crum pled-to-tubule transition explicitthrough the pres-

enceofthe�y term .Inserting thisexpression forR G into

Eq.7.44,we�nd

E F L =

 

ty�
2

y + uyy�
4

y + t
d� 1

d+ 1

?

�
v

�y

� 2

d+ 1

L
�

2(d� D )

d+ 1

?

!

L
D �1

?
Ly :

(7.46)

Theexponentsde�ned by Eq.7.39can now beobtained

by m inim izing E F L in Eq.7.46 with respectto �y,which

am ounts to balancing two of the three term s in E F L ,

which two,depending on whetheroneisinterested in the

crum pled phase (ty > 0),the tubule phase (ty < 0),or

the transition between them (ty = 0).

In the crum pled phase ty > 0,as a result,the order

param eter �y vanishes in the therm odynam ic lim it,al-

lowing us to neglectthe quartic �4y term relative to the

quadratic�2y one.Balancing the rem aining two term s

ty�
2

y � t
d� 1

d+ 1

?

�
v

�y

� 2

d+ 1

L
�

2(d� D )

d+ 1

?
; (7.47)

weobtain

�y �

 

v2t
d�1

?

t
d+ 1
y

! 1

2(d+ 2)

L
�

d� D

d+ 2

?
; (7.48)

Using thisexpression for�y inside Eq.7.42 forR y gives,

fora squarem em brane(Ly = L? = L)

R y �
�
v
2
t
d�1

?

� 1

2(d+ 2)
t
�

d+ 1

2(d+ 2)

y L
D + 2

d+ 2

?
; (7.49)

which, after com paring with the generalform for R y,

Eq.7.39,gives

�c =
D + 2

d+ 2
; (7.50)



y

+ = �
d+ 1

2(d+ 2)
; (7.51)

equation 7.50 being a well-known Flory result for the

radiusofgyration exponent�c fora D -dim ensionalm an-

ifold,em bedded in d dim ensions,30{32 and 

y

+ new and

specialto anisotropic m em branes. Furtherm ore,insert-

ing �y,Eq.7.48 inside Eq.7.45 forR G ,weobtain

R G �

�

v
d+ 3

(d+ 2)(d+ 1)t
�

d+ 5

2(d+ 2)(d+ 1)

?

�

t
1

2(d+ 2)

y L
D + 2

d+ 2

?
; (7.52)

which,notsurprisingly givesthe sam e expression for�c
asin Eq.7.50,and predicts



G
+ =

1

2(d+ 2)
: (7.53)



y

+ 6= 
G+ supportsourearlierclaim thateven the crum -

pled phasespontaneously breaksrotationalinvariancein

the em bedding space. It does so gently by having the

identicalgrowth (forsquare m em branes)ofR G and R y

with L,butexhibitinganisotropyviatheprefactors,with

the ratio R y=R G diverging as the crum pled-to-tubule

transition isapproached.

The tubule phase ischaracterized by ty < 0 and a �-

niteorderparam eter�y > 0.Thereforein thisphase,the

term proportionalto t
d�1=(d+ 1)

?
in E F L ,Eq.7.46,clearly

becom es negligible relative to the �rst two term s when

L? ! 1 .Therefore,wecan neglectthatterm forasu�-

ciently largem em brane(i.e.,a m em branelargerthan the

criticalcorrelationlength �cr).M inim izingtherem aining

�rst two term s in EF L therefore gives �y /
p
jtyj,(in-

dependentofL? )asin m ean-�eld theory in the absence

ofself-avoidance. Inserting this inside R y,Eq.7.42 and

com paring with the generalscaling form forR y,im plies

fora squarem em brane

�
y

t = 1 ; (7.54)



y

� =
1

2
: (7.55)

Using this in the earlier expression Eq.7.45 for R G ,we

obtain the lastline ofEq.7.39,with

�
G
t =

D + 1

d+ 1
; (7.56)



G
� = �

1

2(d+ 1)
: (7.57)

(7.58)

Finally, right at the crum pled-to-tubule transition,

ty = 0 and we m ustbalance the lasttwo term sin E F L ,

Eq.7.46.M inim izing E F L over�y,we �nd atthe transi-

tion

�y / L
�

(d� D )

3+ 2d

?
(7.59)

which, when inserted in Eq.7.42 for R y im plies for a

squarem em branethat

R y / L
D + d+ 3

3+ 2d (7.60)

rightatthe transition.Thisleadsto

�
y

ct =
D + d+ 3

2d+ 3
(7.61)

fora square m em brane. Using the resultEq.7.59 for�y
in Eq.7.45 forR G gives,rightatthe transition,

R G / L
�
G

ct

?
; (7.62)

with

�
G
ct = �t+

1

d+ 1

�
d� D

3+ 2d

�

; (7.63)

=
2D + 3

2d+ 3
; (7.64)
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The scaling relations Eqs.7.40 and 7.41,quoted above,

then give

� =
2(d� D )

2d+ 3
; (7.65)

and arereassuringlyconsistentwith ourindependentcal-

culations ofexponents 

G ;y

+ ;� ,�c,�
G ;y

t ,and �
G ;y

ct ,given

in Eqs.7.51,7.53,7.55,7.57,7.50,7.54,7.56,7.61,and 7.64,

above.Forthe physicalcase ofa two dim ensionalm em -

brane em bedded in a three dim ensional space, (D =

2;d = 3)

�c = 4=5; (7.66a)

�
G
ct = 7=9; (7.66b)

�
y

ct = 8=9; (7.66c)

�t = 3=4; (7.66d)



G
+ = 1=10; (7.66e)



y

+ = � 2=5; (7.66f)



G
� = � 1=8; (7.66g)



y

� = 1=2: (7.66h)

� = 2=9; (7.66i)

Notethatthesignsofthe

G ;y

+ =�
im ply thatR G shrinks

asthe crum pled-to-tubule transition isapproached from

above,and growsasitis approached from below,while

R y does the opposite. Note also that the crum pled-to-

tubule transition is quite rounded by �nite size e�ects,

even forlarge m em branes,because ofthe sm allvalue of

thecrossoverexponent�,which leadsto a largecorrela-

tion length �ct(ty). Taking an exam ple ofa L = 10�m

m em brane with lattice constant a = 10�A,we �nd that

thecrum pled-to-tubuletransitionisroundedatareduced

tem perature ty � (L=a)�� � 0:13,while ourhypotheti-

calsim ulation ofa 104 particlenetexperiencesrounding

atty � 0:36.Thus,thetransition m ay notappearsharp

experim entally or in sim ulations,even though it is,in

principle,in the therm odynam ic lim it.

The singular parts ofother therm odynam ic variables

obey scaling lawssim ilarto thatforR G ;y,Eq.7.39. For

exam plethesingularpartofthespeci�cheatperparticle

Cv,i.e.,a second derivative ofthe intensive free energy

with respectto tem perature,isgiven by

Cv �
1

LD

@2

@t2y

�
1

2
tyR

2

yL
D �2

�

; (7.67)

which,using Eq.7.39 leadsto the scaling form forCv

Cv = L
�
g(tyL

�);

/

8
<

:

t
�� +

y L��� + �; ty > 0;L > > �ct

L�; L < < �ct

jtyj
�� � L��� � �; ty < 0;L > > �ct

(7.68)

where,

g(x)�
d2

dx2

�
f
2

y(x)
�
: (7.69)

Using theexponentscharacterizingR y derived above,we

obtain:

� = 2�
y

ct� 2+ � ; (7.70a)

= 0; Flory theory (7.70b)

�+ = � 2

y

+ + 1 ; (7.71a)

=
2d+ 3

d+ 2
; Flory theory (7.71b)

=
9

5
; Flory theory; d = 3 (7.71c)

�� = � 2

y

� + 1 ; (7.72a)

= 0; Flory theory (7.72b)

Thisleadsto theunusualfeaturethatoutsidethecrit-

ical regim e (i.e. for L > > �ct), the singular part of

the speci�c heat above the crum pled-to-tubule transi-

tion vanishesin the therm odynam ic lim itlike L�� + � �

L�2(d�D )=(d+ 2) � L�2=5 ;in the lastexpression we have

used the Flory estim atesofthe exponents,evaluated in

D = 2 and d = 3. O nly within the criticalregim e does

thesingularpartofthespeci�cheatperparticlebecom es

nonvanishing asL ! 1 .Sim ilarresultswere�rstfound

forthe directcrum pled-to-
attransition by Paczuskiet

al.24.

W e now turn to the tubule-to-
at(tf) transition. O n

both sidesofthistransition,R y = Ly � O (1).Therefore

only the other two radiiofgyration R x and R z exhibit

criticalbehavior,which can besum m arized bythescaling

law:

R x;z = L
�
x ;z

tf fx;z(t? L
�tf );

/

8
><

>:

t


x ;z

+

?
L�t; t? > 0;L > > �tf

L
�
x ;z

tf ; L < < �tf

jt? j


x ;z

� L
�
x ;z

f ; t? < 0;L > > �tf

(7.73)

where t? = (T � Ttf)=Ttf,t? > 0 is assum ed to corre-

spond to the tubule phase,�tf / jt? j
�1=� tf isthe corre-

lation length forthistransition,and the exponentsobey

the scaling relations

�
z
f = � � 0:59; (7.74a)

�
x
f = 1 ; (7.74b)



x;z

+ =
�t� �

x;z

tf

�tf
; (7.74c)



x;z

� =
�
x;z

f
� �

x;z

tf

�tf
: (7.74d)

In theabovewehavetaken thex-direction to bethenew

(in addition to y) extended direction in the 
at phase
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(which iswhy �xf = 1),and � istheroughnessexponent28

ofthe
atphase(quoted forthephysicalcaseD = 2 and

d = 3),giving the transverse height 
uctuations ofthe

d � 2 com ponents ofthe displacem entperpendicular to

the 
atm em brane.

To calculate these exponents,we can use Flory the-

ory in the tubule phase,and at the transition,while in

the 
at phase,where as discussed above,self-avoidance

isirrelevant,we sim ply m atch onto the scaling theory28

ofthe 
at phase. Doing so,we �nd that Flory theory

predictsidenticalbehaviorforR x and R z in the tubule

phaseand atthe transition:

�
x
tf = �

z
tf =

D + 3

d+ 3
; (7.75a)

=
5

6
; for D = 2;d = 3 ; (7.75b)



x
+ = 


z
+ = �

1

d+ 1
; (7.75c)

= �
1

4
; for D = 2 ;d = 3: (7.75d)

W ebelievethattheidenticaltem perature(t? )and scal-

ing (with L)behaviorofR x and R z asthetubule-to-
at

transition isapproached from the tubule side(Eqs.7.75a

and 7.75c)isan artifactofFlory theory and thatin fact

R x > > R z throughoutthisregion,with theratio R x=R z

actually diverging as the transition is approached from

above. Thatis,we expectthatin reality �x
tf
> �z

tf
and


x+ < 
z+ .

In addition,Flory theory predicts

�tf =
2(d� D )

d+ 3
; (7.76)

=
1

3
; for D = 2 ;d = 3: (7.77)

In the 
at phase,
x� follows from sim ply m inim izing

the m ean �eld free energy withoutself-avoidance (since

self-avoidanceisirrelevantin the 
atphase),giving



x
� =

1

2
; (7.78)

while m atching R z = L�jt? j


z

� onto the critical pre-

diction R z / L
�
z

tf at the correlation length L = � =

jt? j
�1=� tf gives



z
� =

� � �z
tf

�tf
; (7.79)

� � 0:73; (7.80)

wherethe�rstequality isan exactscaling law,whilethe

second,approxim ate one uses Flory theory for �tf and

�x
tf
,and the SCSA calculation28 of� forthe 
atphase,

allevaluated in the physicalcaseD = 2 and d = 3.

Asthetubule-to-
attransition isapproached from be-

low (the
atphaseside)Rx shrinksasR x � jt? j
1=2L and

R z increasesasR z � jt? j
�0:73 L0:59 with vanishing jt? j.

Approachingthistransition from above(thetubulephase

side)R x and R z both extend asR x;z � jt? j
�1=4 L3=4 with

vanishingt? totheL5=6 scalingatthetubule-to-
atcrit-

icalpoint.

The singular part ofthe speci�c heat again obeys a

scaling law:

Cv = L
�tf gtf(t? L

�tf );

/

8
><

>:

t
��

tf

+

?
L
�tf ��

tf

+
�tf ; t? > 0;L > > �tf

L�tf ; L < < �tf

jt? j
��

tf

� L
�tf ��

tf

�
�tf ; ty < 0;L > > �tf

(7.81)

where,in Flory theory,

�
tf

+ =
3

2
; (7.82a)

�
tf

� = 0 ; (7.82b)

�tf = 2�tf + �tf � 2= 0 ; (7.82c)

Thus,again,thesingularpartofthespeci�cheatvan-

ishes(now likeL�1=2 )in thetherm odynam iclim itabove

(i.e.,on thetubuleside)ofthetransition,whileitisO (1)

and sm ooth asafunction oftem peraturein both thecrit-

icalregim eand in the 
atphase.

V III.SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,we have studied the e�ects ofintrinsic

anisotropyin polym erized m em brane.W efound thatthis

seem ingly innocuousgeneralization leads to a wealth of

new phenom ena,m ost rem arkable ofwhich is that any

am ountofanisotropy leadsto a new,tubulephasewhich

intervenes between the previously predicted 
at and

crum pled phases in anisotropic m em branes (See Fig.1).

W e have presented a detailed theory ofthe anisotropic

m em brane focusing on the new tubule phase. Consid-

ering therm al
uctuations in the tubule phase we have

shown that the phantom tubule phase exhibits anom a-

louselasticity,and calculated theelasticityand sizeexpo-

nents exactly,as sum m arized in Eqs.5.15,5.16,5.38,5.48.

W e then considered the physically m ore relevant case

of a self-avoiding tubule, �nding that self-avoiding in-

teraction isim portantforphysicaldim ensionalities. Es-

tablishing relationsbetween theexponentcharacterizing

thediam eterofthetubule and the exponentsdescribing

anom alouselasticity and transverseundulations,wecal-

culated the tubule diam eter,sizeofthe undulationsand

theanom alouselasticitywithin theFloryand � = duc� d{

expansion theories. W e have also studied self-avoidance

within a G aussian variationalapproxim ation,which un-

fortunately but,webelieveincorrectly predictsthatself-

avoidinginteraction destroysthetubulephase(asitdoes

thecrum pled phase)ford < 4.W estudied thecrum pled-

to-tubule transition in m ean-�eld theory and with the
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� = 4� D -expansion.Finally wedeveloped a scalingthe-

ory ofthe crum pled-to-tubule and tubule-to-
attransi-

tions.

O ur exact predictions for the phantom tubules

Eqs.5.15,5.16,5.38,5.48 have been quantitatively veri�ed

in the recentsim ulationsby the authorsofRef.2.

The possibility of the existence of a new tubule

phase interm ediate between the fully disordered crum -

pled phase and fully ordered 
atphase is exciting from

both basic physics and potentialapplications points of

view. Recently m uch attention has focussed on utiliz-

ing self-assem bled m icrostructuresforencapsulationsfor

various applications,m ost notably controlled and slow

drug delivery.10 The structuralstability ofpolym erized

m em branesissuperiorto theirliquid m em braneanalogs.

Thetheoreticaldiscoveryofthetubulephasesigni�cantly

expands the num ber ofpossibilities,and also o�ers the

potentialtunability (by,e.g.,adjusting the strength of

self-avoidance)ofthe tubule diam eterand therefore the

am ountofencapsulation and rateofdelivery.

The realization of the tubule phase in polym erized

m em branes carries even m ore signi�cance ifthe claim s

thatthefully crum pled phasein polym erized m em branes

does not exist are in fact correct,since in this case the

tubule phase isthe only disordered phase ofa polym er-

ized m em brane.

W ith therecentfocuson self-assem bly,itm ay bepos-

siblein thenearfuturetofreezein intrinsicanisotropyby

polym erizing tilted phase ofliquid m em branesorcross-

linking polym ers. Further num ericalsim ulations which

includeself-avoidanceo�eranotheravenueto investigate

ourpredictions. W e hope thatourwork stim ulatesfur-

thertheory,sim ulationsand experim entsin thisarea.
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