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Sim ulation ofa Single Polym er C hain in Solution by C om bining Lattice B oltzm ann

and M olecular D ynam ics

Patrick Ahlrichs,Burkhard D �unweg
M ax Planck Institute for Polym er Research,Ackerm annweg 10,D-55128 M ainz,G erm any

(M arch 23,2024)

In thispaperwe establish a new e�cientm ethod forsim ulating polym er{solventsystem swhich

com bines a lattice Boltzm ann approach for the uid with a continuum m olecular dynam ics (M D )

m odelfor the polym er chain. The two parts are coupled by a sim ple dissipative force while the

system is driven by stochastic forces added to both the uid and the polym er. Extensive tests of

thenew m ethod forthecaseofa singlepolym erchain in a solventareperform ed.Thedynam icand

static scaling propertiespredicted by analyticaltheory are validated.In thiscontext,the inuence

ofthe �nite size ofthe sim ulation box is discussed. W hile usually the �nite size corrections scale

as L
� 1

(L denoting the linear dim ension ofthe box),the decay rate ofthe Rouse m odes is only

subjectto an L
� 3

�nite size e�ect.Furtherm ore,the m apping to an existing M D sim ulation ofthe

sam e system isdoneso thatallphysicalinputvaluesforthenew m ethod can be derived from pure

M D sim ulation.Both m ethodscan thusbe com pared quantitatively,showing thatthenew m ethod

allowsform uch largertim e steps.Com parison oftheresultsforboth m ethodsindicatessystem atic

deviationsdue to non{perfectm atch ofthe static chain conform ations.

PACS num bers:02.70.Ns,05.10.G g,47.11.+ j,83.10.Nn

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The com plexity and variety ofsoft condensed m atter
is largely due to the fact that length scales ofdi�erent
ordersofm agnitude are present1;2. W hen dealing with
polym ersin com putersim ulations,onethereforeoften in-
tendsto analyze the scaling behavior,where the nature
of the underlying chem istry becom es unim portant1;3.
W hen constructing m odelsforthesesystem sitiscrucial
tocoarse{grainthedetailsand tokeeptherelevantlength
scalesin ordertoobservethephenom enaoneisinterested
in. Since bead{spring m odelsin M D sim ulationsare an
appropriatem eansto yield therightuniversallaws,they
havebeen widely used tosim ulatethescalingbehaviorof
polym ersand m uch progresshasbeen m ade using these
m odels4{9.
W hile in som e system s,e.g. in highly concentrated

solutionsorin m elts,the dynam ic propertiesarenotaf-
fected by thesolvent| such thatthesecan besim ulated
by conventionalbead{spring m odels without explicitly
taking into accountthe solvent| there are m any phe-
nom ena in polym er science where the inuence of the
solvent on the polym er dynam ics cannot be neglected.
Forexam ple,in dilute orsem i{dilute polym ersolutions,
the dynam icalbehaviorischanged and even dom inated
by hydrodynam ic interaction between di�erent parts of
the polym ers. Thiseventually leadsto a long{rangein-
teraction which ism ediated by the solvent1;3.W ith this
paper, we want to provide a new e�cient m ethod for
thesim ulation ofpolym ersystem swherehydrodynam ics
playsa role.Theidea isto focuson the really necessary
partsonly,i.e.thehydrodynam icsofthesolventand the
(Brownian) m otion ofthe polym er chains,thereby try-
ing to keep the com putationalcostsata m inim um .O ur

test case is the dynam ics ofa single chain in a solvent.
This problem has continuously attracted the attention
ofM D researchers7{9,m ainly becauseexisting analytical
theories10{12 relyon uncontrollableassum ptionsthatcan
be tested using com putersim ulations.
Sim ulating such system sby M D isonly possibleifone

introduces explicit solvent particles. Hence one has to
facetheproblem thatalm ostallCPU tim egoesinto the
propagation ofthe solventparticles,while one ism ainly
interested in the chain properties. However,there are
alsoothercom putationalm ethodsthan M D availablefor
soft condensed m atter system s where hydrodynam icsis
im portant,notonly in the �eld ofpolym ersbutforex-
am plealso in colloidalsuspensions.TheseincludeBrow-
nian Dynam ics sim ulations13{16,and Dissipative Parti-
cle Dynam ics (DPD)17{23. Both ofthem have inherent
strengths,but also som e disadvantages: The �rst tech-
nique m ust face the problem that the algorithm scales
as the cube ofthe num ber ofparticles,and the latter
(likeM D)sim ulatesthesolventparticlesexplicitly,lead-
ing to sim ulationsofseveralthousand particleseven for
a single chain of,say,30 m onom ers. Com pared to M D,
DPD hastheadvantageofm uch largertim esteps,m ainly
because of the use of very soft potentials19. A lot of
progressin thetheoreticalfram ework ofthe m ethod has
been achieved20{22,butsom epracticalproblem srem ain,
like the tim e step dependenttem perature and the sm all
Schm idt num ber19. Recently,however,som e e�ort has
been m adeto �llthisgap23.
In this paper we use a recently proposed m ethod24

thatcouples a lattice Boltzm ann approach forthe uid
to bead{spring polym er chains. The lattice Boltzm ann
m ethod (LBM )25;26 wasdeveloped to sim ulatehydrody-
nam icson a grid.TheLBM wasshown to bean e�ective
and fastm ethod forsim ulatinguid ows,com parableto
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�nite{di�erence27 or spectralm ethods28. Ladd applied
the LBM successfully to colloidalsystem s27;29:The col-
loidalparticles are sim ulated as hard spheres by using
stick boundary conditions.Thisleadsto a very e�cient
algorithm : Its CPU cost scales linearly with the num -
ber ofparticles,and it uses a \m inim al" m odelto sim -
ulate the uid. Besides,Ladd also showed29 that uc-
tuationscan be incorporated into the LBM in the spirit
ofLandau{Lifshitz uctuating hydrodynam ics30,which
isessentialifonewantsto investigateBrownian m otion.
Now onem ightthink ofa directapplication ofLadd’s

m ethod to polym er{solvent system s. However, using
hard spheres to m odelthe m onom ers is not necessary
here, as rotationaldegrees offreedom as wellas stick
boundary conditions are not relevant: O n the large
length and tim e scaleswe are interested in,like the ra-
dius ofgyration and the Zim m tim e ofthe polym er,it
is su�cient that hydrodynam ic interaction has evolved.
The \m icroscopic details" ofthe coupling should then
not play a role. In this spirit,we couple the LBM to
bead{spring polym erchainsby a sim ple friction ansatz,
thereby treating the m onom ersaspointparticlesforthe
uid. W e willshow thatthisansatz issu�cientto sim -
ulate both the static and dynam ic scaling behavior of
thepolym er.Thesim ulation oftheuid by LBM rather
than explicitparticlesand thesim plefriction ansatzlead
to a largespeedup in com putertim eofabouta factorof
20 when com pared to pure M D,or even m ore ifone is
willing to be satis�ed with lessaccuratedata.
Additionally,wem ap ourm ethod to a pureM D sim u-

lation,i.e.weshow how to determ ine allphysicalinput
valuesfrom theresultsofM D,allowingustocom pareour
resultstoan existingM D sim ulation with explicitsolvent
particles7. In otherwords,the uid in the new m ethod
can be viewed as a coarse{grained M D uid,and there
existsa well{de�ned procedureforhow to do thecoarse{
graining.O fcourse,in using such a m esoscopicapproach
itisno longerpossibleto includedetailed chem istry like
in atom istic M D sim ulations. This is,however,a quite
com m on featureofm esoscopicsim ulation m ethods;DPD
sim ulationsdo notinclude atom isticdetailseither.
The rem ainder ofthis article is organized as follows:

W eoutlinethem ethod in Section II,and presentthenu-
m ericalresultsin Section III,which arecom pared topure
M D in Section IV. In Section V we conclude with som e
�nalrem arksand an outlook to furtherstudies.

II.T H E SIM U LA T IO N M ET H O D

A .T he Lattice B oltzm ann M ethod for the Solvent

The lattice Boltzm ann m ethod is a discrete form ula-
tion ofthe Boltzm ann equation on a lattice,leading to
the Navier{Stokesequationsin the incom pressible lim it
by m eans ofa Chapm an{Enskog expansion25;26. It has

been successfully applied to a variety ofuid ow prob-
lem s,and it is especially well{suited for com plex uids
becauseofthepossibility ofstraightforward im plem enta-
tion ofcom plex boundaries.The centralquantity ofthe
algorithm isni(r;t),thenum berofparticlesin a volum e
a3 at the grid point r at tim e t,which have the veloc-
ity ci

a

�
(i= 1;::;b),where a isthe lattice spacing,� the

tim e step and ci a vectorleading to the ith neighboron
a grid with unitlatticeconstant.Theevolution equation
forni(r;t)isthe lattice Boltzm ann equation

ni(r+ cia;t+ �)= ni(r;t) (1)

+
bX

j= 1

Lij

�
nj(r;t)� n

eq

j (�;u)
�
:

The last term expresses the relaxation ofni towards a
localpseudo{equilibrium ,which resem blesa Bhatnagar{
G ross{K rook (BG K ) collision operator31 in the contin-
uum Boltzm ann equation.The constantm atrix Lij can
be interpreted as the scattering between particle popu-
lation iand j. Its eigenvalues can be determ ined from
physicaland num ericalargum ents,such thatitsexplicit
form isnotnecessaryforthesim ulation algorithm 29.The
localpseudo{equilibrium distribution n

eq

i
(�;u) depends

on thedensity �(r;t)=
P

i
ni(r;t)�=a3 and uid current

j(r;t)� �u =
P

i
ni(r;t)ci�=(�a2)only. Here,� is the

m ass ofa uid particle. The usualfunctionalform for
n
eq

i (�;u)isassum ed
26:

n
eq

i (�;u)= �

�

A q + B q (ci� u)+ Cqu
2 + D q (ci� u)2

�

:

(2)

The coe�cients A q,B q,Cq and D q (which depend on
the sublattice q,i.e. the m agnitude ofci) are deter-
m ined to reproduce the correct m acroscopic hydrody-
nam ic behavior. Note that this is contrary to contin-
uum kinetic theory,where the M axwell{Boltzm ann dis-
tribution is determ ined by entropy considerations and
the Navier{Stokes equations follow naturally by the
Chapm an{Enskog expansion32;33. Hence it is called
pseudo{equilibrium . Explicit values for the coe�cients
A q,B q,Cq and D q areknown fordi�erentlattices34.
Here,we im plem entthe 18{velocity m odelofRef.29,

which correspondsto theD3Q 18m odelin thenom encla-
tureofRef.34.Thesetofci consistsofthe6nearestand
12 next{nearestneighborson a sim plecubiclattice.Via
a Chapm an{Enskog expansion one can show that this
m odelleadsto the Navier{Stokesequationsin the lim it
ofsm allK nudsen and M ach num bers25,and derivea re-
lation between the kinem atic viscosity � and the non{
trivialeigenvalue � ofL ij belonging to the eigenvector
ci�ci�;(�;�= x;y;z;�6= �) 34,

�= �
1

6

�
2

�
+ 1

�
a2

�
: (3)

In thispaper,wealwaysdealwith low Reynoldsnum -
ber ow,hence the linearized Navier{Stokes equations
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are su�cient. Forthis reason,we neglectthe nonlinear
term in the equilibrium distribution (2),i.e. we e�ec-
tively set Cq = D q = 0,thus obtaining a sim pler and
fasteralgorithm 29.
FluctuationscanbeincorporatedintothelatticeBoltz-

m ann m ethod29.The centralidea isto add uctuations
to the uxes ofthe conserved variables,i.e. the stress
tensor,and notto the hydrodynam ic �elds � and j. In
thisway,localm assand m om entum conservation can be
guaranteed30. The uctuating lattice Boltzm ann equa-
tion reads

ni(r+ cia;t+ �)= ni(r;t) (4)

+
bX

j= 1

Lij

�
nj(r;t)� n

eq

j (�;u)
�
+ n

0

i(r;t)

with the stochasticterm

n
0

i(r;t)= � Dq

X

��

�
0

�� ci�ci�: (5)

Therandom stressuctuations�0
��

areassum ed to have
white noisebehavior


�
0

�� (r;t)�
0

�(r
0
;t
0)
�
= A�rr 0�tt0 (6)
�

�� ��� + ����� �
2

3
��� ��

�

:

By solving the resulting discrete Langevin equation
for the current one �nds the uctuation{dissipation
relation29 forthis system ;the noise strength A isgiven
by

A =
2�kB T�2

a3�
; (7)

where�� ��isthe dynam ic viscosity.
The LBM was tested extensively,com pared to other

Navier{Stokes solvers and found to have com parable
speed and accuracy (see forexam pleRefs.25,27{29).

B .T he B ead{Spring M odelfor the Polym er C hain

The polym er m odel consists of repulsive Lennard{
Jones m onom ers connected via non{harm onic springs
(FENE potential)6:

VLJ = 4�

��
�

r

�12
�

�
�

r

�6
+
1

4

�

(r< 21=6�) (8)

VFEN E = �
kR 2

0

2
ln

 

1�

�
r

R 0

� 2
!

(r< R 0):

In order to m odel the excluded volum e e�ect the
Lennard{Jonespotentialactsbetween allm onom ers.As
usual, the param eters �, � and the m ass m of the
m onom er de�ne our unit system . Therefore we wrote

the LBM in dim ensionalform in the lastsection,rather
than using the usualdim ensionless lattice units. The
equations ofm otion resulting from these potentials are
integrated using the velocity Verlet algorithm 35 with a
tim e step �t. Note thatthere isa priorino need to set
�t= � and we willexploitthisfactbelow.

The polym er m odelhas been applied successfully to
the sim ulation of m any system s4{6 including a single
chain in explicitsolvent7,so thatwe can com pare chain
propertiesin using thesepotentials.

C .C oupling ofFluid and M onom er

Asm entioned above,forthe length and tim e scalesof
the polym erchain,the \m icroscopic" detailsofthe cou-
pling should notplay a role,aslong asone assuresthat
hydrodynam icsevolvesin the uid on tim e scalesfaster
than the di�usion tim e scale ofthe m onom ers.Itisnot
necessary to resolve the shape ofthe m onom er for the
uid. Thus,we can treatone m onom eras a pointpar-
ticle.In analogy to the Stokesform ula fora sphere in a
viscous uid,we assum e the force on the m onom er ex-
erted by the uid to be proportionalto the di�erence of
the velocity ofthe m onom erV and the uid velocity u
atthe m onom er’sposition,

Ffl= � �[V � u(R ;t)]: (9)

Here,� isaproportionality coe�cientwhich wewillrefer
to asthe\bare" friction coe�cient.Thisansatzhasalso
been used in the sim ulation ofsedim entation36.

∆a-

∆x ∆xa-

y∆

y

�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����

�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����

(0,1)

��

(1,1)

(0,0) (1,0)

FIG .1. Illustration ofthe quantitiesused forthe coupling

ofm onom erand uid (in twodim ensions).The�gureshowsa

sketch ofa m onom ersurrounded by theelem entary cellofthe

fournearestneighborgrid points.a isthe lattice constant.

3



Becausetheuid velocity isonly calculated atthedis-
cretelatticesitesin thesim ulation,onehastointerpolate
to getu(R ;t)atthem onom er’sposition.W eim plem ent
a sim plelinearinterpolation using thegrid pointson the
elem entary lattice cellcontaining the m onom er: Denot-
ing the relative position ofthe m onom erin this cellby
(�x;�y;�z),with theorigin beingatthelowerleftfront
edge(see Fig.1),wecan de�ne

�(0;0;0) = (1� �x=a)(1� �y=a)(1� �z=a); (10)

�(1;0;0) = �x=a� (1� �y=a)(1� �z=a);

etc.The form ula forthe linearinterpolation then reads

u(R ;t)=
X

r2ng

�ru(r;t) (11)

where ng denotesthe grid points on the considered ele-
m entary latticecell.
In orderto conservethe totalm om entum ofuid and

m onom erwehavetoassign theoppositeforcetotheuid
in thatcell.Notethatthen theinteractionispurelylocal.
In particular,the force density � Ffl=a

3 which is to be
given to the uid leadsto a m om entum density transfer
perM D tim e step �tof

� Ffl=a
3 =

�j

�t
=

X

i;r2ng

�n i(r;t)ci
�

a2��t
: (12)

The last equation has to be satis�ed for the change in
thenum berofparticles�n i ofthegrid pointson theele-
m entary latticecellin orderto exchangethem om entum
density �j. Besides,one m ustalso ensure m assconser-
vation in the uid,

X

i;r2ng

�n i(r;t)= 0: (13)

The way how to calculate the corresponding �n i atthe
nearestgrid pointsisnotunique;onepossibility waspre-
sented in Ref.24. Here,we follow a di�erent approach
which seem s slightly m ore natural: For given hydrody-
nam ic �elds �(r;t) and j(r;t) at a certain grid point r,
the equilibrium distribution can be calculated according
to Eq. 2. The change in the equilibrium distribution at
thepointsr2 ngduetothepresenceofthem onom ercan
therefore be determ ined:� staysconstant(m assconser-
vation),while j! j+ �r�j. Here � r isthe fraction (10)
ofthetotal�jwhich isgiven to thespeci�cgrid pointr.
Therefore,by requiringthatni� n

eq

i rem ainsunchanged,
weobtain

�n i(r)= B q�r�j� ci; (14)

where again the nonlinear part ofEq. 2 has been ne-
glected, consistent with our overall procedure. M ore
accurate algorithm s(which would howeverbe com puta-
tionally m oreexpensive)could beconstructed,using the

m ethod proposed in Ref.37;however,thisisnotneces-
sary forourpurposes:O ursim pleapproach isconsistent
with locality ofthe interaction,plusm om entum conser-
vation,and should thereforesu�ceto build up hydrody-
nam icinteractionsin the correctm anner.
Aswediscussed in Ref.24,onehasto takecarewhen

adding stochastic term s to the system . Due to the dis-
sipative nature ofthe coupling,itis necessary to incor-
porateuctuationsto both the uid and the m onom ers,
i.e.to the LBM like in Eq.4,and to the m onom ersby
extending Eq.9 to

Ffl= � �[V � u(R ;t)]+ f: (15)

Heref isa stochasticforceofzero m ean and

hf�(t)f�(t
0)i= �(t� t

0)2��� kB T�: (16)

The m om entum transferto the uid forthe uctuating
case is calculated in the sam e way as described above
withoutthe uctuations. Forthisreason,the totalm o-
m entum ofuid and polym erisconserved locally also in
theuctuatingcase.O necan show analyticallythatwith
thism ethod theuctuation{dissipation relation holdsfor
thecontinuum lim itofthem odel,wherethecoupling to
theLBM uid isreplaced by theanalogouscoupling to a
Navier{Stokesuid with therm aluctuationsoftheow
�eld. For the velocities ofthe m onom ers and the uid
ow velocity,theequilibrium distribution isthen givenby
the M axwell{Boltzm ann distribution,while the confor-
m ationalstatisticsofthechain isgiven bytheBoltzm ann
distribution,i.e.governed by the intra{chain potentials
VL J and VF E N E ,see Eq. 8. This should be contrasted
with theM D case,wherethepotentialdueto thesolvent
particles has an additionalinuence. For the discrete
case,one can check the uctuation{dissipation relation
by investigating the velocity relaxation ofone (initially
kicked)m onom erin the uid on the one hand,and the
velocity autocorrelation,ifuctuationsareadded,on the
otherhand.Thetwo quantitiescoincideforourm odel24,
which isexpected from linearresponse theory.Itisalso
interesting to note thatin the overdam ped lim itforthe
m onom erm otion,and the continuum lim itforthe uid,
ourapproach isidenticalto theO ono{Freed equationsof
m otion38,which arecom m only used in polym ersolution
theory.
The m ain justi�cation ofour approach relies on the

factthata hydrodynam ic(Navier{Stokes)description of
theuid worksdown to very short(actually,surprisingly
short)length and tim e scales.Therefore,one should ex-
pectthattheow around a m onom ershould bedescrib-
able by the solution of the Navier{Stokes equation as
soon asthedistanceislargerthan a few latticespacings.
Thesam eargum entholdsfortheanalogousM D system ,
whereoneexpectsNavier{Stokesbehaviorbeyond a few
particle diam eters. Therefore,we m ay say thatany two
localcouplings(forexam ple,ourLBM friction ansatzvs.
M D) are equivalent as soon as they produce the sam e
long{rangeow �eld.Ifthisisthe case,then the hydro-
dynam ic interaction between two m onom ers(aslong as
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they are nottoo close)willbe identical,and the single{
m onom erm obilitieswillalso m atch (notethatfora par-
ticlewhich ispulled through theuid atconstantvelocity
by a constantforce,thefriction coe�cientisdeterm ined
by the energy dissipated in the surrounding ow �eld).
Thislatterproperty actually allowsforan easy deter-

m ination ofthe sim ulation param eter �,which we will
now,forthe sake ofclarity,denote by the sym bol�bare.
A heuristic procedure,which wasfollowed in Ref.24,is
to vary this param eter in a set ofsim ulations ofa sin-
glem onom erin solvent(which can be donevery easily),
and to m easure the m om om er di�usion coe�cient D 0,
untilthe latter has the desired value. Ifviscosity and
uid density m atch aswell,then thelong{rangepartsof
the ow �elds(beyond a few lattice spacings)m ustlook
the sam e. Itshould be noted thatthe Einstein relation
D 0 = kB T=�e� thusde�nesan e�ective orrenorm alized
friction coe�cient,which di�ers from the originalbare
one,as it contains allthe backow e�ects. Since these
tend to increasethe m obility,one has�e� < �bare.M ore
quantitatively,onecan argueasfollows:Letusconsider
a particlewhich ispulled through thesolventatconstant
velocity V by an externalforce F. Then,rewriting Eq.
9,we�nd

V =
1

�bare
F + uav; (17)

where uav isthe ow velocity averaged overthe nearest
latticesitesoftheparticle,asim plem ented by ourinter-
polation procedure. However,to a good approxim ation,
the ow �eld should be given by the O seen tensor:

u =
1

8��r
(1 + r̂
 r̂)F; (18)

whereristhedistancefrom theparticle.Hencetheaver-
aged ow �eld should | in ourcaseofaveragingroughly
ata distancea from the particle| havethe form

uav =
1

g�a
F; (19)

where g isan unknown num eric constantdescribing the
detailsofthe lattice geom etry and ofthe averaging pro-
cedure. For exam ple,doing the average over a sphere
ofradiusd,one would directly obtain uav = F=(6��d),
from which one easily derives Stokes’law. Com bining
these resultsand using �e�V = F one obtains

1

�e�
=

1

�bare
+

1

g�a
; (20)

i.e. the overallm obility is sim ply the sum ofthe bare
m obility and a hydrodynam ic,Stokes{typecontribution,
where the lattice discretization serves to provide an ef-
fectiveStokesradiusofthem onom ers.Thisrelation has
been tested by running severalsim ulations at di�erent
barecouplingsand di�erentlattice constants;the agree-
m entisrem arkable,asseen from Fig. 2,where we plot
�a=�e� asafunction of�a=�bare.Theparam etergisthus
found to havethe valueg � 25 forourm ethod.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

ηa/ζ
bare

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

ηa
/ζ

e
ff

e
c
ti
v
e

a=1.0

a=2.0
1/g

FIG .2. Testofthepredicted relation between bareand ef-

fective friction coe�cient,Eq. 20. G rids ofdi�erent lattice

spacingswere used asindicated in the �gure.

Thelatticeconstanta henceappearsnotonly asa pa-
ram eterwhich controlshow accuratelytheNavier{Stokes
equationissolved(thisistheusualcaseforNavier{Stokes
equation solvers),butitisbeing assigned an additional
m eaning asan e�ective Stokes radius. For that reason,
itcannotbevaried arbitrarily,butonly within lim its:A
toosm alllatticeconstantwould resultin an unphysically
largeparticlem obility,even if�bare isvery large.Thisis
quitedi�erentfrom conventionalNavier{Stokesequation
solving,where one obtains system atically better results
when aisdecreased,and can beviewed asthepricewhich
hasto be paid forintroducing the sim ple and com puta-
tionallyfastconceptofapointparticle,which ishowever,
strictly spoken,unphysical.Itshould benoted that�bare
controlsthedegreeofcouplingtotheow �eld:Forsm all
�bare,onehas�e� � �bare,whileforlarge�bare theStokes
contribution prevails,�e� � g�a.Itshould havebecom e
clearthathence�bare hasno realphysicalm eaning what-
soever;itisreally thee�ectivefriction which m attersfor
the coupling.

III.SIN G LE C H A IN SIM U LA T IO N

A .Input Param eters

The present m odelis intended to representthe sam e
physicalsituation as an existing pure M D sim ulation7.
W ethereforechoosethephysicalinputvaluesforthenew
m ethod asobtained by theform er(allvaluesaregiven in
theunitsystem speci�ed in Sec.IIB).Theuid ischar-
acterized by thethetem peraturekB T = 1:2,thedensity
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� = 0:864,and the kinem atic viscosity � = 2:8. The
param eter�(theuid particlem ass)isunim portant;its
value can be absorbed in a re{de�nition ofthe ni. The
latticeconstantaofthegridissettounity;thisisroughly
the sam e asthe bond length ofthe polym er chain,and
theinterparticledistanceoftheM D uid.Asin thepure
M D sim ulation,we study chainsoflength N ch = 30;40
and 60. The corresponding grid sizes(which are im por-
tantparam eters,sincethey determ inethehydrodynam ic
interaction ofthechain with itsperiodicim ages,seeRef.
7)areL = 18,18,and 22,respectively,which isroughly
identicalto the corresponding M D box sizes.
Theparam etersfortheFENE potentialaretaken from

the M D sim ulation asR 0 = 2:0 and k = 7:0.Asalready
discussed in Sec.IIC,thisdoeshowevernotassurethat
the static conform ationsare identical: In the M D case,
thereisalso the inuence ofthesolvent,which isabsent
in the present m ethod. Actually,the data show a sys-
tem atic deviation,which is howevernot very large (see
Sec.IIIB).
The m assofthe m onom erswassetto unity. Thisac-

tually di�ersfrom theM D casewherethem onom erm ass
had been setto two. However,we also used a m onom er
ofm assonein orderto determ inethe\bare" friction co-
e�cient � bare,using the procedure outlined at the end
ofSec. IIC,such that we found �bare = 20:8 from the
requirem ent that the m onom er di�usion coe�cient has
the value known from M D,D 0 = 0:076. Had we used a
m onom erofdi�erentm ass,wewould also haveobtained
a slightly di�erent value for �bare (these are very sm all
e�ects,beyond whatthe sim ple picture which underlies
Eq.20 can capture).Since howeveron the tim e scaleof
Brownian m otion itisonly theparam eter�e� = kB T=D 0

which m atters,weexpectan inuenceofthem assparam -
eteronlyforshorttim es,wherethedynam icsdi�ersfrom
M D behavioranyways.

Itrem ainstospecify thetim esteps�tand �.A choice
of�t= 0:01 is optim alfor the M D part6. Concerning
the LBM tim e step � it is desirable to m ake itas large
aspossible because the uid calculation is the CPU in-
tensivepartofthem ethod.Testsim ulationsshowed the
lim iting factor to be that ni is getting negative for too
large tim e steps due to increasing uctuations,in par-
ticularnearthem onom ers.Thissituation,however,can
alwayshappen,although with decreasing probability for
sm allertim e steps. W e found that using a tim e step of
� = 0:05 only approxim ately each 104th random num -
ber one ni becam e negative, while for � = 0:01 such
a case never occurred during the observation tim e. W e
decided to generate new random num bers in such rare
cases,which ofcourse slightly changes the distribution
ofthe sim ulated noise,butisjusti�ed ifthe probability
fornegative ni’sislow enough. W e ran the sim ulations
at � = 0:05 and also did a sim ulation for the sm allest
system (N ch = 30,L = 18) using � = 0:01 in order to
check the results.

Furtherm ore,weshould com m entin som em oredetail
on the lattice constanta. The choice a = 1 seem sintu-
itivelyreasonable,sincethism atchesthebond length and
the interparticle distance in the M D system . However,
onewould in principleliketo m akethelatticespacing as
large aspossible,since,forconstantoverallvolum e,the
com putationale�ort scales as a� 3. For this reason,we
also did a testrun with a = 2 forthe N ch = 30 system ,
whereweofcoursehad re{adjusted thebarefriction,see
end ofSec. IIC. It turned out that the decay ofthe
dynam ic structure factor looks quite sim ilar. However,
there are system atic discrepancies(see Sec. IV B),such
thatthe gain in speed ispaid forby a certain lossin ac-
curacy. In whatfollowswe willalwaysreferto the case
a = 1,unlessexplicitly stated otherwise.

Chain length 30 30 40 60

LB tim e step � 0:05 0:01 0:05 0:05

exponent� 0:621� 0:004 0:620� 0:002 0:637� 0:002 0:637� 0:002

R
2

e

�
94� 5 90� 4 134� 4 217� 10



R
2

g

�
14:3� 0:5 13:9� 0:4 20:6� 0:3 33:5� 0:9



1

R H

�

1

0:299� 0:005 0:300� 0:005 0:261� 0:005 0:215� 0:004



1

R H

�

L

a
0:1512 0:1525 0:1179 0:0986

kB T 1:139� 0:003 1:2056� 0:003 1:139� 0:003 1:139� 0:003

g3-exp.
b

0:9951� 0:0004 1:009� 0:0002 1:0001� 0:0001 1:006� 0:003

g1-exp.
b

0:6415� 0:001 0:6747� 0:001 0:6630� 0:0006 0:6704� 0:002

D C M 6:533� 10
� 3

� 1� 10
� 5

6:102� 10
� 3

� 1� 10
� 5

4:860� 10
� 3

� 2� 10
� 5

3:387� 10
� 3

� 1� 10
� 5

D 0

c
0:081 0:062 0:076 0:054

�Z (estim ate) 365 380 705 1650

TABLE I. Single chain properties

a
no errordue to com plicated calculation

b
exponentobtained by �tting a powerlaw in the sub-di�usivescaling regim e t2 [20 :80]

c
calculated using Eq.31
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An im portant point concerning the com parison with
analyticaltheory should bem entioned here.Itisusually
assum ed in thesetheoriesthatthetim escalefortheevo-
lution ofthe hydrodynam ic interaction is m uch sm aller
than the di�usion tim e scale ofa m onom er, i.e. the
Schm idtnum berSc = �

D 0

� 1. Thisparam etercan be
set arbitrarily in our m ethod: � is an input param eter
and D 0 can be tuned by choosing �bare. In ourcase,we
haveSc� 32.

B .C hain Statics

The resultsforthe chain lengthsofN ch = 30,40 and
60 arelisted in TableI.Them easurem entofthechain’s
tem perature providesa �rstconsistency check ofthe al-
gorithm .The valuesforkB Tm easured �

2

3N ch

E kin show a
discretization errorof5% forthelargetim estep � = 0:05.
Forthe sm alltim e step � = 0:01 the errordecreasessig-
ni�cantly.
The radiusofgyration



R
2
G

�
=

1

2N 2
ch

X

ij



r
2
ij

�
; (21)

with rij = jri� rjj,and the end{to{end distance



R
2
e

�
=
D

(rN ch
� r1)

2
E

(22)

arerelated to thenum berofm onom ersby thestaticex-
ponent�,



R
2
g

�
/


R
2
e

�
/ N

2�
ch ; (23)

fora self{avoiding walk � � 0:588 from renorm alization
group theory m ethodsand M onteCarlo sim ulation39.In
principle,� can be obtained from the scaling law (23);
however,thiswould require sim ulationscovering a wide
rangeofN ch.Hence,itisadvantageousto usethestatic
structurefactor

S(k)= N
� 1

ch

X

ij

hexp(ik � rij)i (24)

= N
� 1

ch

X

ij

�
sin(krij)

krij

�

;

which probesdi�erentlength scalesevenforasinglepoly-
m er. In the scaling regim e R � 1

g � k � a
� 1
0 (a0 being a

m icroscopic length ofthe orderofthe bond length)the
relation

S(k)/ k
� 1=� (25)

holds3.By �ttingapowerlaw toourdata(seeFig.3)we
getthevaluesfor� ofTableIwhich areabout6% higher
than theasym ptotically correctvalue,resulting from the
�nite chain length.In Fig.3 we also include data which
have been generated from a sim ulation ofa single chain

withoutsurroundingLBM uid.Theconform ationsm ust
bethesam e,i.e.thestructurefactorsm ustcoincide(up
to discretization errors,which m ay look som ewhatdi�er-
entforthe chain coupled to the LBM uid). Asisseen
from the �gure,the agreem ent is very good,i.e. the
m ethod isvalidated to produce correctstatic conform a-
tions.

10
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10
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10
1

k

10
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10
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10
1

10
2

S
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)

N
ch

=30, τ=0.05

N
ch

=40, τ=0.05

N
ch

=60, τ=0.05

N
ch

=30, no solvent

FIG .3. The static structure factorofthe chains.

Thehydrodynam icradius
�

1

R H

�

1

=
1

N 2
ch

X

i6= j

�
1

rij

�

(26)

isan interesting quantity because the K irkwood predic-
tion forthedi�usion ofthe chain’scenterofm ass10;11

D C M =
D 0

N ch

+
kB T

6��

�
1

R H

�

1

(27)

dependson it.Thisform ula,however,isonly correctfor
a single chain in an in�nite m edium .In a �nite box one
has to take into account the hydrodynam ic interaction
with the periodic im ages. Thiswilleventually lead to a
�nite{size corrected hydrodynam ic radius. Q uite gener-
ally,one m ustexpecta �nite size e�ectoforderL � 1 for
every dynam ic quantity,corresponding to the slow r� 1

decay ofhydrodynam icinteractions.A detailed descrip-
tion can be found in Refs.7,40,so that we can restrict
ourselvesto the essentialpoints. W ithin the O seen ap-
proxim ation,the di�usion tensorisgiven by

D ij � D (rij)=
kB T

�L 3

X

k6= 0

1 � k̂ 
 k̂

k2
exp(ik � rij) (28)

for i6= j,where k = 2�n=L (n being a vector ofinte-
gers)runs overthe reciprocallattice vectorsand k̂ is a
unitvectorin the direction ofk. Fori= j,one hasthe
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m onom ericdi�usion coe�cientD 0,plusthecontribution
due to the hydrodynam ic interaction ofthat bead with
itsown periodicim ages,

D ii = D 01 + lim
r! 0

�

D (r)�
kB T

8��r
(1 + r̂
 r̂)

�

: (29)

Thelasttwo expressionscan becalculated e�ciently us-
ing theEwald sum m ation technique.Thecenterofm ass
di�usion constantisgiven by

D C M =
1

N 2
ch

X

ij

1

3
TrhD iji: (30)

Inserting Eqs.28 and 29 oneobtains7

D C M ;L =
D 0

N ch

�
2:837kB T

6��LN ch

+
1

3N ch2

X

i6= j

TrhD iji; (31)

which de�nes,by com parison with theK irkwood form ula
(27),a �nite sizecorrected hydrodynam icradius:

D C M ;L �
D 0

N ch

+
kB T

6��

�
1

R H

�

L

: (32)

R H is thuse�ectively increased by the periodic im ages.
Forourbox sizes,the discrepancy between



R
� 1

H

�

L
and



R
� 1

H

�

1
am ounts to approxim ately a factor oftwo (cf.

TableI).Thisisin agreem entwith thecorrectionsfound
in Ref.7.
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FIG .4. The m ean square displacem entofthe chain’scen-

terofm ass.

C .C hain D ynam ics

The dynam ic scaling picture for Zim m dynam ics3

starts from the prediction D C M / R � 1
g (cf. Eq. 27).

The Zim m tim e �Z ,i.e. the longestrelaxation tim e of
the chain,is given by the condition that the chain has
m oved itsown sizeduring �Z ,orD C M �Z / R 2

g,im plying
�Z / R 3

g,which de�nes the dynam ic exponent z = 3.
Thisexponentthen quite generally relatestim esto cor-
responding lengths, such that, for exam ple, the m ean
square displacem entofa m onom eron tim e scalesbelow
�Z ,butabove the m icroscopic tim e scales�0,should be
proportionalto t2=z = t2=3. Fora chain withouthydro-
dynam icinteraction (Rousem odel),whereD C M / N

� 1

ch
,

one�ndsz = 2+ 1=� from analogousconsiderations.
Figure 4 shows the m ean square displacem ent ofthe

chain’scenterofm ass

g3(t)=
D

(R C M (t0 + t)� RC M (t0))
2
E

: (33)

By �tting a powerlaw we obtain the exponentsand the
di�usion constantsshown in Table I.O bviously,the ex-
ponentssupporttheprediction ofsim pledi�usivebehav-
ior(t1). O ne would expecttheoretically thattwo di�u-
sive regim es exist,both exhibiting t1 behavior but dif-
ferent prefactors, with a sm ooth crossover around the
Zim m tim e. The accuracy ofthe data does not allow
to supportthiscrossover,which isnotsurprising asthe
short{tim eand long{tim edi�usion constantareexpected
to be ratherclose to each other16;41;42.In principle,the
scalingbehaviorofD C M providesatestoftheZim m pre-
diction D C M / N

� �

ch
. Butthere are large correctionsto

scalingdueto�nitechain length and bead sizee�ects7;43.
Thereforeitism oreusefultoanalyzethenon{asym ptotic
relation (31)by com paring thevaluesforD 0 thatcan be
obtained from Eq.31,where�nitechain length and �nite
box size are taken into account,with the inputvalue of
D 0 = 0:076. The valuesare also listed in Table Ishow-
ing quite reasonable agreem ent. W ithoutthe �nite size
corrections,the agreem entis unacceptable,such that a
negativevalue forD 0 would be obtained.

10
−1

10
0

10
1

10
2

10
3

10
4

Time t (LJ units)

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

10
1

10
2

10
3

g
1
(t

)

N
ch

=30, τ=0.05

N
ch

=40, τ=0.05

N
ch

=60, τ=0.05

N
ch

=30, τ=0.01

FIG .5. The m ean square displacem ent of the central

m onom er.
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The m ean square displacem entofa single m onom eri
(which should only be evaluated form onom ersnearthe
centerofthe chain to elim inate end e�ects)

g1(t)=
D

(ri(t+ t0)� ri(t0))
2
E

(34)

isplotted in Fig.5.In the tim e regim ebelow the Zim m
tim e and above the ballistic regim e,the scaling behav-
ior g1(t) / t2=3 is predicted. The corresponding �t to
ourdata yieldstheexponentsofTableI.Thevaluesob-
viously favor the Zim m m odelcom pared to the Rouse
m odel,which predictsg1(t)/ t2=z = t0:54.
TheZim m tim ecan beestim ated from them ean square

displacem entofa m onom erin thecenterofm asssystem ,

g2(t)= h([ri(t+ t0)� RC M (t+ t0)] (35)

� [ri(t0)� RC M (t0)])
2
E

;

which is depicted in Fig. 6. Theoretically,a crossover
to a plateau should evolve atthe Zim m tim e. However,
thecrossoverisquiteextended in oursim ulation,m aking
itdi�cultto extracta speci�c tim e forit.W e therefore
estim ate the Zim m tim e from

�Z =



R 2
g

�

6D C M

; (36)

which yieldsthe valuesshown in TableI.
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FIG .6. The m ean square displacem ent of the central

m onom erin the chain’scenterofm asssystem .

Itisinterestingtoperform aRousem odeanalysis.For
thispurposeonede�nesthe Rousem odesas44

X p = N
� 1

ch

N chX

n= 1

rn cos

�
p�

N ch

(n �
1

2
)

�

: (37)

Itiswellknown thatthese m odesarethe (independent)
eigenm odesofthe random walk Rousem odel3.
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FIG .7. Norm alized autocorrelation function ofthe Rouse

m ode X p for di�erent p, for the longest sim ulated chain

N ch = 60. The upper part ofthe �gure uses �pt as scaling

argum ent,where �p was calculated directly from the chain

conform ations. The m iddle part uses p
z�
t,where naive dy-

nam icscalinghasbeen applied,whilethelowerpartalsotakes

thecorrection factorr(p)(seeAppendix A)intoaccount.The

m eaning ofsym bolsisthesam eforallthreeparts(seem iddle

part).

However,forreasonsoftranslationalsym m etry along
the chain, one m ust expect that the cross correlation
hX p(t+ t0)X q(t0)i(p 6= q) is at any rate quite weak,
regardless of chain statistics and dynam ics, such that
them odescan beviewed asindependentm odeseven be-
yond the random walk Rouse case. Fora ring polym er,
this can be shown rigorously,since in this case there is
strict invariance under the transform ation n ! n + 1,

9



such thattheRousem odes(which arethen de�ned with
an exp(ip�n=N ch) factor)are eigenfunctions under this
transform ation.Hence,ifend e�ectsarenottoo strong,
one should also expect for our case an independence of
the Rouse m odes. Indeed, within the accuracy ofour
data,the crosscorrelation term sarezero.
Furtherm ore,within the approxim ationsofthe Zim m

m odel,the autocorrelation function ofthem odesshould
decay exponentially3,

hX p(t+ t0)X p(t0)i


X 2

p

� = exp(� t=�p): (38)

In Fig. 7,we therefore plot,for p � 1,the norm alized
autocorrelation function sem i{logarithm ically asa func-
tion ofproperly scaled tim e. Firstly,we estim ate �p via
the initialdecay rate

�
� 1
p = �p = �

d

dt

 

hX p(t)X p(0)i


X 2

p

�

! �
�
�
�
�
t= 0

; (39)

which can,within thefram eworkofK irkwood{Zim m the-
ory, be calculated in term s of purely static averages,
i.e. from the chain conform ationsin com bination with
a m odeldi�usion tensor,for which we use Eqs.28 and
29. The details ofthis approach are described in Ap-
pendix A. Interestingly,it turns out that this quantity
is only subject to an L� 3 �nite size e�ect (which we
neglect), in contrast to the usualL� 1 behavior. This
result holds beyond the various approxim ations ofAp-
pendix A;ourinterpretation isthatany contribution of
globalcenter{of{m assm otion ofthe chain isbeing sub-
tracted,such that the leading{order hydrodynam ic in-
teraction with the periodicim agescancelsout,and only
a dipole{type interaction rem ains. In the upperpartof
Fig.7,we thusplotthe autocorrelation asa function of
�pt,where�p wascalculated directly from thesim ulated
chain conform ations,in com bination with theO seen ten-
sor.Itisseen thattheO seen form uladescribesthedecay
quite well;however,the data collapseisnotparticularly
good. There is also som e curvature,indicating a non{
exponentialdecay. The m iddle part ofthe �gure then
uses the scaling argum ent pz�t. This p{dependence re-
sultsfrom thecalculation of�p,whereinstead oftheac-
tualchain conform ations asym ptotic self{avoiding walk
statistics is em ployed (see Appendix A),as the leading
powerlaw.Thiscorrespondsto sim ple dynam ic scaling,
which views the pth m ode as equivalent to a chain of
length N ch=p,such that �p / (N ch=p)�z. However,the
m oredetailed calculation ofAppendix A yieldsan addi-
tionalweak p{dependence,i.e.a correction factorr(p),
whosepresenceindicates,in ouropinion,thatthesim ple
pictureofsubchainsoflength N ch=pisnotfully justi�ed.
Taking this correction into account, we obtain a very
nicedata collapse(seelowerpartofFig.7).Thisisquite
rem arkable;onewould ofcourseexpectthebestdatacol-
lapsefortheupperm ostpartwhich involvesthesm allest
num berofapproxim ations.Itseem sthatthere arevari-
ouserrorsinvolved which som ehow happen tocancelout.
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FIG .8. Scaling plot of the dynam ic structure factor for

N ch = 60,forRousescaling (z = 3:7),asym ptoticZim m scal-

ing (z = 3),and z = 2:8,which producesthe bestcollapse.

As far as the absolute value of the decay rate is
concerned we �nd reasonable agreem ent: W hile the
lower part of Fig. 7 shows a decay rate of roughly
3 � 10� 4p3�r(p), Eq.A21 predicts a decay rate ofor-
der5:4� 10� 4p3�r(p)where we have forsim plicity used
the random walk value forthe constantA,and b3 = 2:0
(extracted from the resultsforR 2

e via R
2
e = b2N 2�).

Thedynam ic structurefactor

S(k;t)=
1

N ch

X

ij

hexp(ik � [ri(t)� rj(0)])i (40)
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ispredicted3 to exhibitthe scaling behavior

S(k;t)= S(k;0)f(kzt) (41)

ifboth wavenum berand tim e are in the scaling regim e,
i.e. R � 1

g � k � a
� 1
0 and �0 � t � �Z . It is even

possibleto calculateexplicitform ulas(rigorously forthe
random walk Rouse m odeland using the linearization
approxim ation in the Zim m case)3;45;46,which suggest
thatthere isan exponentialdependency on (kzt)2=z for
�kt � 1, where �k is the (k{dependent) decay rate.
Hence a plot of S(k;t)k1=� against (kzt)2=z should |
for the correctm odel| collapse to a straightline in a
log{linearrepresentation. ForN ch = 60,the resultsare
shown in Fig.8(theplotsfortheotherchain lengthslook
quite sim ilar). The data were restricted to the scaling
regim e 20 � t� 80 and 0:7 � k � 2.These rangeswere
obtained from thesingle{m onom erm ean squaredisplace-
m ent,Fig.5,and from thestaticstructurefactor,Fig.3,
respectively.ValuesofS(k;t)below 0:01 werediscarded,
for reasons ofstatisticalaccuracy. It is clearly visible
thatthe sim ulation showsZim m ratherthan Rouse be-
havior. A dynam ic exponent ofz = 2:8 yields the best
data collapse. Such an e�ective value,which is,due to
corrections to scaling,som ewhat sm aller than the cor-
rectasym ptotic one,isquite usually observed,notonly
in sim ulations8,butalso in experim ents1.
Concerning �nite size e�ects,one hasfora �nite box

sizeS = S(k;t;L),and scalingiscorrupted by thesecond
length L in theproblem .Theinuencecan beestim ated,
in closeanalogy to theprocedurepresented in Appendix
A,by studying the Akcasu form ula forthe k{dependent
di�usion coe�cient 46;47,

D (k;L)=

P

ij

D

k̂ � Dij �k̂ exp(ikrij)
E

P

ij
hexp(ikrij)i

; (42)

which isL{dependentbecauseofthe�nitesizeform (28)
ofD ij. D (k;L)is related to the initialslope ofthe dy-
nam icstructure factorvia

D (k;L)= � lim
t! 0

1

k2t
ln

�
S(k;t;L)

S(k;0;L)

�

(43)

W e do not present the details ofour sem i{quantitative
analysishere since they have been outlined in Ref.7 al-
ready. The result is a k{independent correction term
oforderL� 1 (note thatS(k;t)does contain the overall
chain m otion,for every wavenum ber). As the leading{
order(L = 1 ) term is proportionalto k in the scaling
regim e,the conclusion is that scaling is corrupted,but
therelativecontribution ofthe�nite sizecorrection gets
weakerwith increasing k.Forthe k ! 0 lim it�nite size
correctionsam ountto roughly 100% ,ashasbeen shown
by the calculationsforthe hydrodynam ic radiusin Sec.
IIIB. In the scaling regim e the corrections are m uch
sm aller,because itiscloserto the kL ! 1 lim it. This
is,in ouropinion,them ain reason why thedata collapse
worksso nicely.

IV .C O M PA R ISO N T O T H E C O R R ESP O N D IN G

M D SY ST EM

A .E� ciency

Sincethesystem ishighly dilute,theCPU costforthe
M D partforthepolym erchain isnegligible,and thelat-
ticeBoltzm ann partusesup practicallyallcom putational
resources. It should be noted that this partcan be op-
tim ized by choosing appropriate sim ulation param eters;
our choice (a = 1,� = 0:05) is probably not the m ost
e�cientone.Firstly,itispossible to increasethe lattice
spacing som ewhat,withoutsubstantiallossin accuracy.
Forexam ple,goingfrom a = 1 to a = 2 reducesthecom -
putationale�ortby afactorofeight.Thisincreaseseem s
however to be slightly too large already;as outlined in
Sec. IV B,a = 2 produceslessaccurate data. Secondly,
onecan try to exploitEq.3 by varying� ora whilekeep-
ing � = 2:8,such that the sim ulation runs at � = � 1,
forwhich theLBM algorithm takesa particularly sim ple
form in which a substantialnum berofoperationscan be
saved29.Furtherspeedup can beexpected iftherequire-
m ent� = 2:8 and D 0 = 0:076 (form apping to M D)were
released. However,we have notchecked these questions
in a system aticfashion;in particular,ourdiscussion has
nottaken into accountthatthelim itofstabletim esteps
� depends on both a and � in a non{trivialway. W e
hencewantto sim ply statethatourpresentchoiceofpa-
ram etersis not yet a fully optim ized one;therefore the
num bers given below (for a = 1 and � = 0:05) should
be viewed as a lower bound ofthe e�ciency which the
m ethod can attain.

O n one EV5.6 processor ofa 433 M Hz DEC Alpha
server8400 (for a typicalbox size ofL = 40) our code
obtains 3:1 � 105 grid point updates per second. In
order to com pare this num ber with the m olecular dy-
nam icssystem ,we note thatone grid pointcorresponds
to 0:86 solvent particles for � = 0:86 and a = 1:0.
Therefore, the e�ciency of the code in M D units is
3:1� 105 � 0:86� 2:7� 105 particleupdatespersecond.
Thisnum bershould be contrasted with the e�ciency of
optim ized M D codesforshort{rangeLJuids,which is48

(on thesam em achine)2:1� 105 particleupdatespersec-
ond,using thecodedescribed in Ref.49.Thus,theLBM
would run by a factorof1:3 fasterthan M D ifthe sam e
tim e step were used. However,the lattice Boltzm ann
tim e step � = 0:05 is m ore than an orderofm agnitude
largerthan forthepureM D system :Thelatterm ustbe
run withoutfriction and noise,i.e.in them icrocanonical
ensem ble,in ordertostrictlyconservem om entum (other-
wisethehydrodynam icinteraction would bescreened50).
Such a sim ulation can only be stableon long tim escales
if the tim e step is su�ciently sm all; according to our
experiences44,one needs �t= 0:003. Taking these fac-
torsinto account,weobtain a netspeedup ofa factorof
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22,which,asoutlined above,can beincreased furtherby
choosing a coarser lattice,i.e. by trading in accuracy
forspeed.A detailed com parison with the \com petitor"
DPD 17{23 ishighly desirable,butnotdonehere,lastnot
leastbecausethem atch oftheviscosity ism uch lesstriv-
ialin DPD 21;22.From whatweknow from theliterature,
we expectthatthe two m ethodswould be roughly com -
parablein speed,atleastby orderofm agnitude.
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FIG .9. The dynam ic structure factor S(k;t) for the new

m ethod with � = 0:05 (circles)and � = 0:01 (line)com pared

to pure M D sim ulation (crosses) for three di�erent k values

(N ch = 30).

B .Static and D ynam ic B ehavior

In orderto check how wellthe new m ethod produces
thesam ephysicsastheoriginalM D m odel7,from which
allsim ulation param eterswere derived,we focuson the

com parison ofthestructurefactorS(k;t)forboth m eth-
ods,asshown in Fig.9 (tim edependenceatconstantk),
Fig. 10 (k dependence at constant tim e),and Fig. 11
(tim e dependence forthe norm alized structure factor).

Letus�rstconsiderthe static case t= 0. The corre-
sponding plot (Fig. 10,upperm ost part) for N ch = 30
shows system atic deviations. These m anifest for exam -
ple in the discrepancies of the static scaling exponent
(� = 0:59 forthe pure M D sim ulation,� = 0:62:::0:64
forthe new m ethod);the chain is m ore stretched using
thenew m ethod.Theabsolutevaluesforthestaticstruc-
ture factordi�erup to about25% . Sim ilarresultshold
ifone com paresotherstatic quantitieslike the radiusof
gyration or the end{to{end distance. It can be veri�ed
that the discrepancies show no signi�cant dependency
on the chain length forthe range investigated here (30{
60).M oreover,they arenotdueto a discretization error
in tim e,as the plots for � = 0:05 and � = 0:01 show.
The reason israthersim ply the factthatthe M D chain
is subject to a di�erent potential(intra{chain plus sol-
vent)than the LBM chain (intra{chain only). Forthat
reason,thereisa system aticdi�erencein the staticcon-
form ations,which then,in turn,willalso a�ectthe dy-
nam ic propertiessom ewhat.Forexam ple,the N ch = 60

chain has a gyration radius


R 2
g

�1=2
= 5:79,while the

corresponding M D chain7 has a gyration radiusofonly
4:78. It is hence not surprising that the largerchain is
also som ewhatslower,asthecom parison ofthedi�usion
constants con�rm s (D C M = 3:39 � 10� 3 for the larger
LBM chain,and D C M = 4:25� 10� 3 forthesm allerM D
chain). Therefore,in orderto achieve a betterm atch of
static and dynam ic properties,itwould be necessary to
re{adjustthe potentialforthe LBM chain such thatthe
conform ationsarem oresim ilar.Thisispossible,butnot
com pletely trivial,and has not been attem pted in this
work. O n the otherhand,forthe dynam icsparam eters
(i.e.theviscosity and thefriction coe�cient),itisquite
easy to achieve m atching,ashasbeen described in Sec.
IIIA.

Turning to the decay ofS(k;t),we �rstnote thatthe
directcom parison ofthedata (Fig.9 and 10)yieldssim -
ilardiscrepanciesofup to 25% asforthestaticcase.The
overallagreem entishoweverquite reasonable. In order
to divide out the trivialam plitude e�ect,we also plot
S(k;t)=S(k;0)forthreedi�erentk valuesin Fig.11.For
k in the scaling regim e,the agreem ent is m uch better,
with di�erences ofa few percent only. This is not too
surprising,since in thisregim e the decay rate should in
essencebegiven by k3kB T=�tim esanum ericalprefactor
which depends only weakly on the details ofthe chain
statistics46;47. In the long{wavelength regim e (inset of
Fig.11)the decay isgiven by exp

�
� DC M k

2t
�
,which is

nicely con�rm ed by the data,and thus the ratio ofthe
decay rates is just the ratio ofthe di�usion constants,
i.e.thereisagain a discrepancy ofroughly 20 % (thisis
hardly visiblein Fig.11,due to noisein the M D data).
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m ethod with � = 0:05 (circles) and � = 0:01 (line) com -

pared to pure M D sim ulation (crosses) for three di�erent

tim es(N ch = 30).

To sum m arize,we �nd that both m ethods are well{
suited for quantitatively reproducing the dynam ics of
polym erchainsin solvent,and both revealZim m behav-
ior very nicely. The discrepancies which we �nd in the
dynam ic properties can be directly traced back to the
non{perfectm atch ofthe static conform ations. Ifthose
had been m atched by an adjustm ent of the potential,
then the agreem entwould probably be closeto perfect.
Finally,letus discuss in m ore quantitative term s the

inuence ofthe lattice spacing. To this end, Fig. 12
com paresthedecay ofthenorm alized dynam icstructure
factorofan N ch = 30 chain forthree k values,obtained
by running the sam e system with two di�erent lattice

spacingsa = 1 (asdiscussed previously)and a = 2. All
other sim ulation param eters (in particular the box vol-
um e,and the m onom eric di�usion coe�cientD 0 | not

the bare coupling �bare)were leftidentical. Asone sees
from the�gure,thelargerlatticespacing inducesdecays
which aresystem atically slower,by roughly 20% to25% .
Itisthusa question ofdesired accuracy ifone wantsto
considerthese resultsasstillacceptableornot.The ob-
served e�ectgoesin thedirection which oneexpects,for
the following reasons:Assoon asthe lattice spacing ex-
ceedsthesizeofthechain,therewillbeno hydrodynam -
icsleftand onewillobservepureRousedynam ics,which
isslower.O fcourse,thism ustbea system aticcrossover
asa function oflattice spacing. Thusone expectsa de-
crease ofthe hydrodynam ic correlationswith increasing
a (also consistentwith the reasoning atthe end ofSec.
IIC),and hencea system aticslowdown ofthedynam ics.
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FIG .11. S(k;t)=S(k;0)forN ch = 60usingthenew m ethod

(solid lines) with � = 0:05 com pared to pure M D sim ulation

(dashed lines)forthree di�erentk values.

V .C O N C LU SIO N A N D O U T LO O K

W ith thispaperwehaveestablished a new m ethod to
sim ulate polym er{solventsystem s. The solventis m od-
eled by the lattice Boltzm ann m ethod and the polym er
by a continuum bead{spring m odel. The two parts are
coupled using a sim ple dissipative friction ansatz which
locallyconservesm assand m om entum .Thedrivingforce
ofthe system are therm aluctuations which are added
to both the uid and the polym er.The m ain advantage
ofthenew m ethod com pared to M D isitscom putational
e�ciency,which am ountsto a factorof20,oreven m ore,
ifoneiswilling to be satis�ed with lessaccurateresults.
Asdescribed in Sec.IIIA,itispossible to obtain the

physicalinput param etersfor the new m ethod from re-
sultsofexistingM D sim ulations.Therefore,onecan view
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thepresentm ethod asacoarse{grainingprocedurewhere
one goesin a well{controlled way from sm alllength and
tim e scales to larger ones. As the results show,this is
possiblewithoutsubstantiallossofinform ation aboutthe
staticsand dynam icson the m esoscopicscale.

Theinputwhich isneeded from am orem icroscopicap-
proach consistsof:(i)E�ectivepotentialsforthecoarse{
grained m onom erssuch thatthe static chain conform a-
tionsareroughly reproduced (thiswasthepartto which
wedid notpay m uch attention,with theresultthatthis
isthelargestsourcefortheobserved deviations);(ii)the
solventtem perature,density and viscosity,and (iii)the
m onom eric di�usion coe�cient,from which one adjusts
the coupling.

Itseem sthata lattice spacing which roughly m atches
the chain’sbond length and the interparticledistanceof
thesolventisoptim al.A latticeconstantwhich ischosen
too largewillresultin underestim ated hydrodynam icin-
teractions,asseen from thedata with a = 2,whilea too
sm alllatticespacing willresultin a largecom putational
e�ort,plus(ifitbecom esvery sm all)a m onom ericdi�u-
sion coe�cientwhich willexceed any realisticvalue,due
to an e�ectiveStokesradiuswhich istoo sm all.

W ehavechosentheparam etersofRef.7foroursim ula-
tion and perform ed adetailed quantitativecom parison of
the results.The m ain deviationsresultfrom insu�cient
m atch ofthe static conform ations. The current m odel
isthereforeasappropriateasthe originalM D m odelfor
veri�cation of Zim m dynam ics in dilute polym er solu-
tions. The dynam ic scaling laws (in particular the k3t
decayofthedynam icstructurefactor)could beobserved,
and there is good agreem ent with the decay rates pre-
dicted by the Zim m m odel,ifthe �nite box size e�ects
are taken into account. Interestingly enough,the decay
ofthe Rouse m odesisonly subjectto an L� 3 �nite size
e�ect,while m ostotherdecay rateshave a largeL � 1 �-
nitesizecorrection,dueto ther� 1 behavioroftheO seen
tensor.

After having tested the m ethod successfully future
work can now deal with m ore controversialproblem s,
like the inuence of hydrodynam ics on the m otion of
a sem i{exible chain or the hydrodynam ic screening in
sem idliute solutions.Itshould howeverbe keptin m ind
that the algorithm in its current version is only suit-
able for problem s where the polym er concentration is
low. The coupling only takes into accountthe m om en-
tum transferbetween m onom ersand solvent.Excluded{
volum e e�ectsbetween solventparticlesand m onom ers,
which areveryim portantforprocesseslike,e.g.,thepen-
etration ofsolventinto a dense polym erm atrix,are not
properly m odeled.A study ofsuch topicswould require
a generalization ofthe algorithm which would assign a
�nite volum eto the m onom ers.

Itisa pleasureto thank RalfEveraersand Alexander
K olb forhelpfuldiscussions,and the latterfora critical
reading ofthe m anuscript.
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A P P EN D IX A :IN IT IA L D EC A Y R A T E O F

R O U SE M O D ES

In this appendix we outline the details ofthe calcu-
lation of�p,i.e. the initialdecay rate ofthe autocor-
relation function ofthe Rouse m odes for p � 1,where
we treat the generalcase ofa chain whose statistics is
described by an exponent� (i.e. � = 0:5 fora random
walk (RW ),and �= 0:6fora self{avoidingwalk (SAW )).
W estartby stating theresultoflinearresponsetheory3,

�p = �
d

dt

 

hX p(t)X p(0)i


X 2

p

�

! �
�
�
�
�
t= 0

(A1)

=
1



X 2

p

�
X

i;j;�;�;

�
@X p

@ri�
D ij��

@X p

@rj�

�

;

whereG reek indicesagain denoteCartesian coordinates.
Evaluating the derivativesofthe Rouse m odes,one ob-
tains

�p =
1



X 2

p

�
N 2
ch

X

i;j

cos

�
p�

N ch

(i� 1=2)

�

(A2)

cos

�
p�

N ch

(j� 1=2)

�

TrhD iji:

From the de�nition ofthe Rouse m odes,Eq. 37,one
�nds
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2
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�
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hri� rjicos

�
p�
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�

;
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which isevaluated via (bisthe bond length)

ri� rj =
1

2

h

r
2
i + r

2
j � (ri� rj)

2
i

(A4)

0=
N chX

i= 1

cos

�
p�

N ch

(i� 1=2)

�

(A5)

D

(ri� rj)
2
E

= b
2 ji� jj

2� (A6)

(notethatthelastrelation holdsonly asym ptotically for
largeji� jj).Approxim ation by an integralyields
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:

Furtherm ore,weusethe relation

cos�cos�=
1

2
[cos(�� �)+ cos(�+ �)] (A8)

and transform to the variables

u =
p�

N ch

(x � y); v =
p�

N ch

(x + y): (A9)

Exploiting the sym m etry ofthe integrand with respect
to u,and perform ing the integration overv,we�nd



X

2
p

�
=

b2N 2�
ch

2(p�)1+ 2�
f(p) (A10)

with

f(p)=
1

p�

Z p�

0

duu
2� [sinu � (p�� u)cosu]: (A11)

FortheRW case,f(p)isexactlyunity,whilefortheSAW
case a weak dependence on p rem ains;however,also in
thiscasef(p)isclosetoone.UsingtheM APLE software
package,wehavenum erically evaluated thisfunction;for
the �rst20 Rousem odesitistabulated in TableII.
The calculation ofthe num erator ofEq. A2 is per-

form ed using precisely the sam eprocedure,the only dif-

ference being that
D

(ri� rj)
2
E

is replaced by TrhD iji,

which wecalculateusing the�nitebox sizeform ,Eq.28:

TrhD iji=
kB T

��2

Z
1

k0

dkhexp(ik � rij)i; (A12)

where we have replaced the sum m ation over wavenum -
bersby an integral

1

L3

X

k6= 0

!
1

(2�)3

Z
1

k0

4�k2
dk; (A13)

k0 = 2�=L denoting the cuto� wavenum ber due to the
�nite box size.

Thefactorhexp(ik � rij)idescribesthestructureofthe
chain,and m ust,forreasonsofscaling1,asym ptotically
havethe form

hexp(ik � rij)i= g

�

k
2
b
2 ji� jj

2�
�

: (A14)

Itshould benoted that,forreasonsofinection sym m e-
try,g m ustdepend on k2,and thatg(0)= 1.W efurther
introducethe constants

A =

Z
1

0

dwg(w 2) (A15)

B =
dg(w 2)

dw 2

�
�
�
�
w = 0

: (A16)

For exam ple, for a random walk one has g =
exp

�
� (b2=6)k2 ji� jj

�
,i.e. g(w 2)= exp(� w2=6),A =

p
3�=2,B = � 1=6. W e now calculate TrhD ijiby per-

form ingaTaylorexpansion with respecttok0 = O (L� 1);
the resultis

TrhD iji =
kB T

��2

�
A

bji� jj
� � k0 �

B

3
b
2 ji� jj

2�
k
3
0

�

+ O (k50): (A17)

Interestingly, the linear term does not depend on the
m onom erindicesatall.From this,weconcludethatthe
linear L� 1 contribution to the decay rate exactly van-
ishes,due to Eq. A5,and that the leading order �nite
size e�ectisactually oforderL � 3,i.e. quite sm all. In
what follows we willtherefore only concentrate on the
leading{orderterm for an in�nite box. Using the sam e
procedureasfor



X 2

p

�
,one�nds

RW SAW

p h(p)= r(p) f(p) h(p) r(p)

1 1.040901 1.229939 1.531335 1.245049

2 1.155368 1.096321 1.671897 1.525007

3 1.186325 1.099453 1.711021 1.556248

4 1.203640 1.075431 1.732468 1.610952

5 1.213328 1.077224 1.744639 1.619569

6 1.220118 1.067140 1.753074 1.642778

7 1.224789 1.068286 1.758929 1.646496

8 1.228399 1.062691 1.763420 1.659391

9 1.231138 1.063494 1.766850 1.661363

10 1.233376 1.059915 1.769636 1.669601

11 1.235174 1.060514 1.771886 1.670781

12 1.236696 1.058018 1.773782 1.676515

13 1.237967 1.058484 1.775371 1.677278

14 1.239069 1.056638 1.776745 1.681508

15 1.240014 1.057013 1.777926 1.682029

16 1.240849 1.055589 1.778967 1.685283

17 1.241579 1.055899 1.779880 1.685654

18 1.242234 1.054765 1.780696 1.688239

19 1.242815 1.055026 1.781422 1.688510

20 1.243341 1.054101 1.782079 1.690615

TABLE II. The functions f(p),h(p),and r(p),as de�ned

in the text,forboth the RW and the SAW case.
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with

h(p)=
1

p�

Z p�

0

du
1

u�
[(p�� u)cosu � sinu]: (A19)

Thisfunction alsoexhibitsa weak p{dependence,seeTa-
ble II,even fora RW .Finally,introducing

r(p)= h(p)=f(p); (A20)

also tabulated in TableII,wecan writetheresultfor�p
as

�p = A
2

�2

kB T

�b3

�
p�

N ch

� 3�

r(p): (A21)

The leading power{law dependence on p and N ch isex-
actly whatoneexpectsfrom dynam icscaling.Thefunc-
tion r(p)isa correction to scaling.Asfarasthe num er-
icalprefactor is concerned,we get (in the RW case) a
relaxation which is roughly the sam e asthatcalculated
in the textbook by Doiand Edwards3.
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