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A coarse-grained simulation model eliminates microscolgigrees of freedom and represents
a polymer by a simplified structure. A priori, two classes oarse-grained models may be
distinguished: those which are designed for a specific pelyand reflect the underlying atom-
istic details to some extent, and those which retain onlyntiest basic features of a polymer
chain (chain connectivity, short-range excluded-volumeractions, etc.). In this article we
mainly focus on the second class of generic polymer modéidevthe first class of specific
coarse-grained models is only touched upon briefly. Gemeodels are suited to explore gen-
eral and universal properties of polymer systems, whicluoparticularly in the limit of long
chains. The simulation of long chains represents a chaligngroblem due to the large relax-
ation times involved. We present some of the Monte Carlo @ggives contrived to cope with
this problem. More specifically, our review contains two mparts. One part (Sec. 5) deals
with local and non-local updates of a polymer. While localvemallow to extract information
on the physical polymer dynamics from Monte Carlo simulatiothe chief aim of non-local
moves is to accelerate the relaxation of the polymers. Weudissome examples for such
non-local moves: the slithering-snake algorithm, the fpalgorithm, and its recently suggested
variant, the double-pivot algorithm, which is particujaduited for the simulations of concen-
trated polymer solutions or melts. The second part (Seco@)ses on modern Monte Carlo
methods that were inspired by the Rosenbluth-Rosenblgtbriiim proposed in the 1950s to
simulate self-avoiding walks. The modern variants disedsomprise the configuration-bias
Monte Carlo method, its recent extension, the recoil-gnoaitjorithm, and the pruned-enriched
Rosenbluth method, an algorithm particularly adapted ecstmulation of attractively interact-
ing polymers.

1 Introduction

Polymers are macromolecules in whishmonomeric repeat units are connected to form
long chains® Experimentally the chain lengthv is large, typically10® < N < 10°.
The size of a chain 103,&) thus exceeds that of a monomer {A) by several orders of
magnitude. However, contrary to granular materfatse chain is not so large that thermal
energy would be unimportant. Not at alll Thermal energy is the impot energy scale
for polymers. It provokes conformational transitions sattthe polymer can assume a
multitude of different configurations at ambient condigsn

“More precisely, this definition refers to “linear homopokrs’, i.e., linear chain molecules consisting of one
monomer species only. By contrast, polymer chemistry cavadays synthesize various other topologies, such
as cyclic, star- or H-polymers. For a very commendable vewae the physical chemistry of polymers see Ref. 1.
bHere, we mean the thermal energy supplied at ambient tetaperae. kgT = 4.1 - 10~21 J for T = 300 K.
¢Polymers are a paradigm for “soft matter” materials or “cterpfluids”. Roughly speaking, “soft matter”
consists of materials whose constituents have a mesossiapi¢microscopic scale 1A <« mesoscopic object

~ 102 — 10*A <« macroscopic scale- 1mm) and for whichkgT is the important energy scale (whence the
softness at ambient conditions). Examples other than peyrare colloidal suspensions, liquid crystals, or fluid
membranes.
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Changes of the configurations occur on very different scabegying from the local
scale of a bond to the global scale of the cHaiThis separation of length scales entails
simplifications and difficulties. Simplifications arise arde scales where the chain ex-
hibits universal behavior. That is, properties which agependent of chemical detafis.
These properties may be studied by simplified, “coarseagtiimodels, e.g. via com-
puter simulations. For simulations the large-scale priggrhowever, also give rise to a
principal difficulty. Long relaxation times are associatéith large chain length&:®

The present chapter focuses on some of the Monte Carlo agfe#o cope with this
difficulty. Why Monte Carlo? Within a computational frameskdt appears natural to
address dynamical problems via the techniques of Moledyaamics (see Ref. 10). A
Molecular Dynamics (MD) simulation numerically integratine equations of motion of
the (polymer) system, and thereby replicates, authehtidal (classical) dynamics. As the
polymer dynamics ranges from the (fast) local motion of trenomers to (slow) large-
scale rearrangements of a chain, there is a large spreatiénstales. The authenticity
of MD thus carries a price: Efficient equilibration and samglof equilibrium properties
becomes very tedious —sometimes even impossible— for loaigps. At that point, Monte
Carlo simulations may provide an alternative. Monte Carloves are not bound to be
local. They can be tailored to alter large portions of a chtiareby promising efficient
equilibration. The discussion of such moves is one of this gikthis review.

Outline and PrerequisitesThe plan of the chapter is as follows: We begin by gathering
necessary background information, both as to polymer pbySiec. 2) and as to the Monte
Carlo method (Sec. 3). Then, we present the simulation rsd&eic. 4), which have been
used to develop and to study various Monte Carlo algorithirhe.discussion of these algo-
rithms (Secs. 5 and 6) represents the core of the chaptdio®&aeals with local moves,
allowing to study the physical polymer dynamics via Montel@aand non-local moves
(slithering-snake algorithm, pivot algorithm, doublesquialgorithm), aiming at speeding
up the relaxation of the chains. Section 5 discusses theriRbgh-Rosenbluth method for
simulating self-avoiding walks and some of its modern vasgpruned-enriched Rosen-
bluth method, configuration-bias Monte Carlo, recoil-gtioalgorithm). The last section
(Sec. 7) briefly recapitulates the different methods anégysome advice when to em-
ploy which algorithm. Finally, the appendix A reviews a rettg proposed approach to
systematically derive coarse-grained models for speaifigrpers.

Our presentation is based on the following prerequisites:

e We will restrict our attention to homopolymers, i.e., to yrokrs consisting of one
monomer species only. However, (some of) the algorithmsudised may also be
applied e.g. to polymer blends or block-copolymers (see RBf

e The chains are monodisperse, ¥¢js constant.

e We do not consider long-range (e.g., electrostatic) orifipde.g., H-bonds) inter-
actions between the monomers. These interactions aredrzabther chapters (e.g.,
see Refs. 12,13).

e We do not treat the solvent molecules explicitly. They awdirictly accounted for
by the interactions between the monomers. The neglect afalvent does not affect



the static properties of chains in dilute solution. Howeitetoes affect their physical
dynamics (see Ref. 14).

2 A Primer to Polymer Physics

2.1 A Polymerin Good Solvent

To substantiate the remarks of the introduction about tiyetacale properties of polymers
let us consider a specific example, a dilute solution of pblylene. Polyethylene consists
of CHz-monomers which are joined to form a linear polymer (Fig.Axonfiguration of

the chain may be specified by the positions of the monofees (7, ..., 7x). Thermo-
dynamic properties are calculated by averaging an obskerviabver all configurations
1
(A) = = /dm A(z)exp [ — BU(x)] . 1)

Heres = kgT, Z is the partition function an@ (x) the interaction potential. We assume
thatU () can be split into two parts:

—

N-1
Ux) =Y Uo(bi,--,bjs- ., biting) + Ui (, SOlveN (2)
=1

“short-range”:£,0,¢,... “long-range”

Wherel;i = ;41 — 7; denotes the bond vector from tité to the(i + 1)th monomer.

The first term of Eq. (2)Uy, depends on the chemical nature of the polymer. It com-
prises the potentials of the bond lendththe bond angle®, the torsional angle, etc.
(Fig. 1)17 These potentials lead to correlations between the bonom};tandl;j. Typi-
cally, the correlations are of short range: they only exigmtb some bond vectd§_;;,.,,

With imax << N.

Although distant monomers along the backbone of the chairtrars orientationally
decorrelated, they can still come close in space. The megultteraction is long-range
along the chain backbone (Fig. 1). In Eq. (2), it is accouritecby the second term
U,.57 U, depends strongly on the quality of the solvérih good solvents the monomers
effectively repel one another (they want to be surroundesidbyent molecules), whereas
they attract each other if the solvent cannot dissolve tignper (bad solvent).

Due to its long-range character, one intuitively expégtgo influence the large-scale
behavior of the chain more strongly th&g. A possible test of this idea is to estimate how
the size of a chain scales wifti. Common measures of the chain size are the mean-square
end-to-end distancB; or the radius of gyratiok; (Fig. 1)

Rg:<(FN—F1)2>, RS—%%<(ﬁ—R)cm)2>v 3)
i=1

dHere, we adopt a description in terms of a so-called “uniteinamodel”. The united atom model repre-
sents a CH-group by a single, spherical interaction site and does istinduish between inner (GH and end
monomers (CH).® Furthermore, we neglect the momenta of the monomers tofgfbei configuration, as we
assume the observables and interaction potentials to depepositions only.

¢Equation (1) does not contain the degrees of freedom of tiverso They are assumed to be integrated out.
Thus,U () is an effective potential —in fact, a free energy— dependimghe properties of the solvent.

fIn Eq. (2) we assume thaf, is independent of the solvent quality.
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Figure 1. Schematic illustration of polyethylene. The Iquaperties of the polymer depend on its microscopic
degrees of freedom: the bond lendththe bond anglé®, and the torsional angle. Because the potential of
the bond length is fairly “stiff”,¢ may be kept fixed at its equilibrium valu® in a modeling approach. By
contrast, the potential of the torsional angle is much ‘&dft Thus, ¢, which characterizes rotations about
a middle C-C bond, mainly determines the local conformatibthe chain. All degrees of freedond, 0, ¢)
determine the intrinsic stiffness of the chain. The st#feeflects the persistence of orientational correlations
along the backbone of the chain. Orientational correlatidacouple on the length scale of the “persistence
length” ¢,. For typical chain lengthsN ~ 10%, ¢, is much smaller than the end-to-end distadgor the
radius of gyrationRg. (Rg measures the average distance of a monomer from the centeaissf (cm) of the
chain.) Thus, the chain appears flexible on length scalgerdahanép. If the polymer is dissolved in a good
solvent, distant monomers (filled grey circles) repel eablerowhen they come in contact. That is, the excluded-
volume parametes, measuring the effective interaction between distant mms along the chain, is positive.
Under these conditions (i.e., linear polymer with some Hiity and repulsive monomer-monomer interactions) a
correspondence between the large-scale properties oblyraer and a critical system close to its phase transition
can be established:® 1/N may be identified with the reduced distanegto the critical temperatur@; of the
phase transition, anfle or Ry scale with/N as the correlation length of the order parameter does with v is

a universal critical exponent, often called “Flory expotieém polymer science.

whereﬁcm is the position of the chain’s center of mass. Becalisec Ry we focus onRe
in the sequel to illustrate the role played Gy andU;.

Let b; denote the unit vector associated with the bonof fixed length?, (Fig. 1).
Then, quite generally, we may wrif¢? as

N—-1N-1 . . N—1N—-1—1 R R
RE=3> "> (bi-bj) =203 > (bi-bipx) — (N —1)E5 . (4)
i=1 j=1 i=1 k=0

Apparently, the large-scale behavior 8f depends on the range of orientational correla-
tions between bond vectors. Two cases may be distinguished:

9In part, the subsequent discussion closely follows that.d@p of Ref. 18.



1. If <l3i . ISH;C) is “short-range”, i.e., if it decays more rapidly thajk for largek, the
second term converges in the laryelimit. Then,

R2=N#23 {2 > by i) — 1} =: N¢2 [ﬁ - 1] (N =), (5)
k=0 b

where we introduce the persistence lengtim the last term. {, measures the “persis-
tence” of orientational correlations along the backborwtans the intrinsic stiffness
of the chain; see Fig. 1). Equation (5) shows that shorteamigntational correlations
only affect the prefactor —they renormalize the bond length= ¢,[2(¢p/4) — 1]*/2
(b is called “effective bond lengtA)— but they do not change the scaling®f with
N. The scaling is always “random-walk-liké&":Re ~ N'/2.7 In polymer science, a
chain exhibiting this random-walk-like behavior is comrhoreferred to as an “ideal
chain”.

Of course, the finite-range correlations, assumedfpm Eq. (2), are also of short
range. Thus, provideti; = 0, the end-to-end distance of a (long) chain is given
by Re = bN''/2, irrespective of the precise form &f,. The microscopic degrees
of freedom,?, 0, ¢, determine the prefactor, the effective bond lengtbut not the
scaling withN. Therefore, if we are interested in studying large-scabgerties, we
can replace a chemically realistic model for polyethylepalnuch simpler “coarse-
grained model”, which is microscopically unrealistic, lmarrectly reproduces the
large<N behavior. An example for such a coarse-grained model is ad4spring
model”, whereN effective monomers (“beads”) are connected by harmoninggr
of average length (Fig. 2).

2. However, if(b; - b;,1,) decays ad /k or more slowly (asl/k¥ with y < 1) due to
long-range correlations, the scaling behaviorifis changed. Instead @2 ~ N
we find

N -y
R2 ~ Neg/ dk (b(k) - b(0)) ~ {%jnN EZ i B f ©

Thus, long-range correlations lead to a “swelling” of thaiohsize with respect to a
pure random walk.

Such long-range correlations are embodied in the potdiitiah Eq. (2). For a poly-
mer in a good solvent a swelling of the chain dimension is ajly reasonable.

As soon as two (distant) monomers come close in space, tipey @ach other. On
the level of the coarse-grained bead-spring model we campiocate this repulsive
interaction by writingl; as (see e.g. Ref. 7 or the lucid discussion on pp. 16—20 of
Ref. 16)

N

Uy (7)) = /di“’F%kBTvp(F)2 with (i) = 3 _8(7 = 7) . 7)

=1

hBy the term “random-walk-like” we mean the diffusional nustiof a Brownian particle. This motion can be
thought of as resulting from the addition of many small dispments in random directions so that the overall
mean-square displacement of the particle in timi? (t) = ([7(t) — 7(0)]?), scales aft? ~ t. This allows for
the following identifications in regard to polymer physid®:<» Re andt <> N.
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Figure 2. From a chemically realistic model to a coarserg@ibead-spring model. Local properties of the
realistic model are determined by its microscopic degrédseedom: ¢, 6, and¢. On the global level of the
chain, however, the influence of the microscopic degreesesfdbm can be lumped into one parameter, the
effective bond lengttb. The microscopic degrees of freedom do not determine thingoaf the end-to-end
distance, which, under the sole effectid§, is given byRe = bN'/2 (‘ideal chain”). This behavior may
be recovered from Eq. (1) when calculatifi with the potentiaIUgS of a coarse-grained bead-spring model.
This model identifies the monomers with spherical “beadsitivlare bound to one another by harmonic springs
with forc<7e constanBkgT'/b%. (This bead-spring model is often called “Gaussian chaiodet in the polymer
literature!)

Here, p(¥) is the monomer density at pointandv (> 0) is the excluded-volume
parameterv measures the strength of the repulsion of a binary contaateles two
beads. Because a binary contact occurs with probabi(ity?, Eq. (7) expresses the
total energy penalty resulting from the repulsive contattl beads in the chain.

From the previous discussion &f, andU; the following conclusion may be drawn: When
focusing on the large-scale properties of linear polymeth wome flexibility and pre-
dominantly repulsive interactions we may forego a micrpscaescription in favor of a
coarse-grained model. An example is the bead-spring mattelduced above (Fig. 2),
which is characterized by two parametdrandv. Another possibility is a self-avoiding
walk (SAW) on a (hyper-cubic) lattice. That is, a random wafkich is not allowed to
visit an already occupied lattice site again (see Sec. 4k replacement “microscopic
model— SAW"” is permissible because a linear polymer in good soleantbe shown to
correspond to a critical system which undergoes a phasgtitanfor N — oo (Fig. 1). It
belongs to the universality class of thevector model in the limit. — 0.8 This implies
that the largeN behavior is determined by critical exponents. For instance

Rgox Re=bN" or Z~pNN77t (N — 00) , (8)

where the partition functio® counts the number oW -step SAW'’s starting at the origin
and ending anywhere. The connectivity constaahd the bond lengthare non-universal.
They depend on the polymer and the external conditions @eatpre, solvent, etc.). By
contrast, the critical exponentsand~ are universal. They only depend on the dimension
of spacé€. Thus, they can be determined for all polymers by studying tsimple) model.

‘Inthe course of the research on critical phenomena it haseclear that all systems with short-range, isotropic
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Figure 3. Schematic phase diagram of flexible polymers ($epC9 of Ref. 16 or Chap. 4 of Ref. 23). For
small monomer density the solution is dilute. Three different regimes may be dgtished according to the
temperaturel™: swollen chains [Eq. (8)]" > To: dilute (I)], nearly ideal chains [Eq. (10} =~ To: dilute
(1], and collapsed chains [Eq. (11); < Tg: dilute (lll)]. There is an intervalAT" around the©-point of
orderAT/Te ~ 1/+/N, where the chains are nearly ideal. Whereas the chains megrisidered as being
isolated in dilute solution, they strongly overlap in thengdilute regimes. Fof” < Tc(NN) phase separation in a
dilute phase of collapsed chains and a semidilute solutiorearly ideal chains occurs. If the monomer density
approaches 1, we obtain a polymer melt. At higthe melt is a (viscous) liquid, whereas at I@wit may become

a glassy* or a semicrystalli® solid, depending on the ability of the polymer to form or@kséructures or not.

In fact, the currently most precise valuesioind~ (see footnote on page 30) have been
obtained from high-precision Monte Carlo simulations oV$#.2%:22

2.2 Phase Diagram of a Polymer Solution

The utility of coarse-grained models to investigate théistteal physics of polymer sys-
tems is not limited to the previous example. A dilute solntio a good solvent is just
one region in the phase diagram. The phase diagram of flgxdheners is schematically
shown in Fig. 3. Out of the various regimes we choose to dsstws cases in more detail,
a chain in another than good solvent and (high-temperapotginer melts. In the follow-
ing sections we concentrate on those cases because noved Kario approaches have
been applied to them.

interactions, the same dimension of spdcand the same dimensionalityof the order parameten(= 1: scalar,
n > 2: n-dimensional vector) have critical exponents which depemigt on (d, n) and take the same values as
those of then-vector modef-%20



A Chain in a©-Solvent or a Bad SolvenfTo extend the discussion of the good solvent
to other solvents let us reconsider Eg. (7). This equatioresponds to the first term of a
virial expansion in the monomer densjiy). That is! 16

Uy = /d?’F BkBTvp(F)Q + ékBTwp(F)?’ +o ] (9)

This identifies the excluded-volume parametewith the second virial coefficient. In
general, the virial coefficients depend on temperaflireThe second virial coefficient
vanishes at some temperature, call@dtéemperaturdy” in polymer science, and behaves
asv = vg(1l — Te/T) close to thed-point (vy = const.> 0). This implies that we can
tune the solvent quality by temperature. In addition to #secof a good solvent (> Tg)
two further cases may be distinguished:

1. ©-solvent " = Te): Since binary interactions are absent [but ternary intevas are
presentw > 0 in Eq. (9)], the polymer behaves nearly as an ideal ch&in:

Rex Ry~ VN (4+1InN correction . (10)

2. Bad solventT < Tp): Since the binary interactions are attractive, the polyiser
collapsed to a dense sphere of monomers, implying that #r@ge monomer density
p inside the sphere is of order 1. Thus,

p%}%wl = Rex Ry~ N' with v=1 . (11)
The simulation of this situation is complicated becausetitine to equilibrate the
chain and to sample equilibrium properties from many indeljeat configurations
becomes exceedingly long. Two factors are responsiblenfidr tOn the one hand,
the local dynamics is sluggish (maybe even glass-like) dufe dense packing of
monomers that strongly attract each other. On the other,tla@golymer is entangled
with itself. Bonds cannot pass through each other. Thes#dgjzal constraints may
also lead to slow dynamics for long chains.

The Size of a Chain in a Polymer Melh a good solvent a chain expands with respect to the
ideal state, owing to long-range monomer-monomer repusdsid his is peculiar to dilute
solutions. In a dense liquid of chains, a “polymer melt”, Hiteation is quite different.
One can shofv" -2 that the intra-chain excluded-volume interactions areeswed by the
presence of the surrounding polymers. Thus, a chain in abe&kves on large scales as
an ideal chain, implyingze oc Ry ~ N'/2 (see Fig. 4).

This ideality, first proposed by Floy, appears fairly unexpected. Some feeling why
this should be so may be obtained from the following argumbrgide the volume of a
chain ¢ Rg) the monomer density resulting from ti monomers of the chain is very
small. For ideal chains it is of orde¥/R3 ~ N~'/2, whereas it scales as N 704
under good solvent conditions (using Eq. (8) and 0.588). We see that in dilute solution,
swelling reduces the monomer density inside the chain argittre total interaction energy
[see Eg. (7)]. However, no energetic advantage may be gairedhelt because the overall
monomer density is ~ 1. Swelling would reduce the number of intra-chain contamis,
this reduction must be compensated by inter-chain contadteepp constant. Thus, a
chain has to havév'/2 contacts with other chains, which is huge in the lafgdimit.
This strong interpenetration of the chains suppressestemsion of an individual chain.
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Figure 4. End-to-end distandee versus chain lengtiVv for the (athermal) bond-fluctuation model which will
be discussed in more detail in Secs. 4.1 and Sec. 5. Resuttgée volume fractions (of occupied lattice sites)
are given, illustrating the dilutep( = 0), the semidilute ¢ = 0.03125) and the melt$ = 0.5) limits of the
schematic phase diagram (Fig. 3). Using the slitherindresiaégorithm (Sec. 5.2) it is possible to simulate chains
containing up taV = 32768 monomers forp < 0.5. Since the slithering-snake algorithm becomes less efticie
at high densities (Sec. 5.2), the recently proposed dauilst-algorithm, described in Sec. 5.3, was harnessed
to probe systems of higher densities £ 0.5). Periodic boxes of linear sizé = 512 and containing up to
222 monomers are required to eliminate finite-size effects.hSueriodic boundary conditions are not needed
for single chains. Here, an infinite box was uséd¢ = 0) = oo). As only excluded-volume interactions
are taken into account, good solvent statistics applieglutedsolution. The chains are swollen, as indicated by
the exponent = 0.588 (solid line), which fits the data over three orders of magfétuln the opposite (so-
called) melt limit long-range correlations appear to beesned down to small chain lengths of abdlt~ 10
(grey dashed line}? Both chain statistics are visible for the intermediate dgr(® = 0.03125): Small chains

(N < g, Re < &) are swollen (solid line) and long chains are Gaussian @hshe). The intercept of both
lines defines the sizg of the “excluded volume blot§*” and the number of monomegsthat the blob contains.
The indicated numbers are specific to the volume fractiod (mrsistence length) given, but are independent of
chain length. For a given densigycorresponds to the chain size where the coils start to queA&so presented

in the figure is the spatial distandér; — 74 )?)*/2 along the longest chain fat = 0.03125 (dotted line).
With the exception of smalN or & (i.e., N, k < 10) this distance is, within the numerical accuracy of the data
identical toRe(N) with N = k. This agreement also demonstrates that the differencecbata segment of

a long chain and a chain having the same length as the segeenbs irrelevant for distances larger tigan

In precisely this sense the (long-range) excluded volurtezantions are screened in semidilute solutions and in
melts. Mean-field descriptions become appropriate on the & coarse-grained (Gaussian) chains of bloBs.

2.3 Dynamics of Polymer Melts: Rouse and Reptation Models

The Rouse ModelAs a monomer in a dilute solution moves, it creates a vorteaye”) in

the solvent. The solvent transports the “wave” which is¢parted to other monomers of
the chains so that a coupling between the motion of (distaatjomers arises (see Ref. 14).
This long-range hydrodynamic interaction becomes scidyeother chains when the
concentration of the solution increadesn a dense melt, hydrodynamic interactions are
completely suppressed. Thus, it is generally believed tti@tRouse theofy’ provides

a viable description for the long-time behavior of polymgndmics in a melt, provided
entanglements with other chains, giving rise to reptatipnasics’-® are not important
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Figure 5. Sketch of the reptation concept for the dynamidsraf-chain polymer melté? The chain is supposed

to be enclosed in a “tube” formed by its neighbors. The tubg b®characterized by an axis, the primitive
path. The tube confines the motion of the enclosed chain: edlgminantly moves along the primitive path.
Perpendicular excursions are suppressed beyond the tabeetérdr. The tube diameter is larger than the
effective bond lengtth: dr = b/Ne, Where the “entanglement lengti¥e > 1. The primitive path represents
the shortest connection between the chain ends, whichatsspe topology imposed on the enclosed chain by the
entanglements with its neighbors. The lengtiof the primitive path is thus larger thaRe, which is the shortest
connection between the chain ends in spdcearies linearly withNV: Ldr = R2 so thatL = dt(IN/Ne).

(see Fig. 5 and also below).

The Rouse theory assumes the chains to be ideal and modeisatha sequence of
Brownian beads, connected by harmonic springs and sulbljéata local random force
and a local frictiorf:” This bead-spring model is characterized by two parametbes:
effective bond lengtth and the monomer mobilityn. The mobility, or more precisly
1/m, measures the time it takes a bead to diffuse over the distarithus, the diffusion
coefficient of a monomer is proportional tob2. As the center of mass (CM) of a chain
does not experience any external force other than the ami&tgofriction and random
forces, the theory predicts that the CM diffuses freely kirales

g3(t) = <[}§cm(t) - ﬁcm(O)]2> — 6Dt (12)

Whereﬁcm(t) denotes the position of the CM at timeThe diffusion coefficient of a chain
is by a factor of NV slower than that of a monomer, i.e.,

From Egs. (12,13) the longest relaxation time can be obtained. Arguing that a chain is
relaxed when its CM has diffused over a distance of the orflés own size, we find

N
gS(TN)NDNTN’!\’RSNbQN = TN~ (14)

JTo our knowledge, there is no established derivation of thes® model from a microscopic theory. For a recent
attempt see Ref. 28.
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where the ideality of the chain was exploited.

Strongly Entangled Polymers and Reptation Modghe single-chain picture proposed by
the Rouse theory is supposed to be valid as long as entangfemi¢h other chains do not
dominate the polymer dynamics. This is believed to be the fmsshort chains, for which
N is smaller than the entanglement length(Fig. 5). ForN > N, the prevailing picture
is that a chain is enclosed in a temporary “tube” formed byéighbors. Entanglements
force the enclosed chain to diffuse along the contour ofube having a length af ~ N
(“reptation”; see Fig. 5%:” Because the curvilinear diffusion through the tube is presa
to be Rouse-like, reptation theory predicts the relaxdiime of the chain to scale withy

as

L N3 (15)
T /N
so that the diffusion coefficient of the CM in space is giverjiby. (14)]
! 1
gg(TN)NDNTNf‘VRSNN = DNNW (16)

Experimentally, one finds a still stronger dependenge~ N~34andDy ~ N=-24k

Clearly, simulation methods which attempt to model the phgsical dynamics, such
as Molecular Dynamics or Monte Carlo algorithms employimecal random moves, must
suffer from these long relaxation times. Various altereatlonte Carlo methods have
been proposed to efficiently equilibrate dense polymersnélve will present some of
these approaches (Sec. 5 and Sec. 6).

3 Monte Carlo Methods: A Brief Overview

In equilibrium statistical mechanics thermodynamic prtips are calculated as ensemble
averages over all points in a high-dimensional configuration spaké In the canonical
ensemble the average of an observatb(e) is given by

(A) = /dm A(x)Peg(x) = %/dm A(x) exp [— ﬂU(cc)] . a7

In general, the integral cannot be solved analytically. MdDarlo (MC) simulations pro-
vide a numerical approach to this problem by generating@marsample of configuration-
space pointy, ..., &y, ...,y according to some distributioRy(x). (A) is then esti-
mated by’-33

> Alwn)e V@ P@n) 3 Alwn)W (@)
A — m=1 y _ m=1 - , (18)
>, e fU@m) /| Py(x,,) > Wi(mm)
m=1 m=1

kThis exponent varies very little —if at all- with the chemipeoperties of the (linear) polymép.30
!We assume that the momenta can be integrated out, since skevables only depend on the positions of the
particles.
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where we introduced the “weightV (x) = Peq(x)/Ps(x). Note that, whilgA) is a num-

ber, A is still a random variable. Whethekrepresents a good estimate {et) depends on

on the total numbel/ of configurations used and, for a givé#, on the choice oPs(x).
To see this in more detéillet us define the mean value with respecPidy

()= [ e (IP). (19)

For largeM, the average ofl and its variance vafA) may be estimated from the small-
fluctuation approximatiori$

Y\ (Y)s YZ)s  (Z%s
<Z>s ~ s [1 R } | (20)
vy 1 2 (V)s(YZ)s  (Y)3(Z?)s
VarS(E)N<Z>z {” 7 N V¥ ] (&9
This give$
_ 1 _ 1 2
<A>Sx<A>_M[<WA>_<W><A>}, varS(A)xM<W(A—<A>) > (22)

Equation (22) shows that provides an unbiased estimate (of) in the limit M > 1
unless(W) > 1, i.e., unlessPs(x) is very different fromPeq(x). WhenPs(xz) deviates
considerably fromPq(x), it predominantly samples configuration-space pointscivare
not representative of the thermal equilibrium. One coulddrcompensate this inefficient
sampling by making\/ larger and larger. However, on the one hand this rendersrthe s
lation very time-consuming. On the other hand, there is revgutee that the maximund
one is willing (or able) to simulate suffices to outweigh th@eincurred by the inadequate
choice of Ps(x).

Thus, Ps(x) should approximatéq(x) as closely as possible to obtain meaningful
results from MC simulations. To this end, two approaches beaglistinguished* 3°

1. Static MC methodsStatic methods generate a sequencstatistically independent
configuration-space points from the distributi®(x). In this case one has to tune
the algorithm cleverly so that the weighf§(x) do not get out of hand. Examples
how to achieve this will be discussed in Sec. 6.

2. Dynamic MC methodsDynamic methods generate a sequenceasfelated con-
figuration-space points via some stochastic process whistPhy(x) as its unique
equilibrium distribution. In practice, this process is al taken to be a Markov
process? 33 The defining property of a Markov process is that it has no “rmerh
That is, the probability for the occurrence of the futurefagurationz depends only
on the present configuratiaef and not on the other configurations that the process
visited in the past.

Dynamic MC methods have become a widely used simulatiomtgale, to which we will
also heavily refer in the following sections. So, we provédarief introduction here (many
more details may be found in Ref. 36).

™|n part, our discussion closely follows Sec. 2.3 of Ref. 34.
"Note that{W)s = 1, (W A)s = (A), etc. In Eq. (22) thez-sign means that there are correctionsgf /M ?)
which we have neglected.

12



Let us assume that the configuration space is discrete ahdhinaarkov process
evolves in this space in discrete time steéyis(= 1). The time evolution of this Markov
chain may be characterized by the “master equation” for tbbability P(x, t) to find the
system in the state at timet

P(z.t+1) - Plx,i)= Y [w(m|m’)P(m', t) — w(#'|z) P(z, t)] . (@23)
xH#x’

Here,w(x|x’) denotes the transition probability fromf to « which is independent of
time. (In the continuous time limiXt — 0) it becomes a “transition rate”, i.e., a transition
probability per unit time.) Equation (23) expresses thabed between the flux of all other
statese’ towardse (first term of the rhs), leading to an increaseRifr), and the flux away
froma (second term of the rhs) which diminishBgéx). Note that only terms witke # 2’
contribute. We can rewrite Eqg. (23) by including the missiagn forxz = x’ if we
take into account thav(z|x’) is normalized. Since a transition fromf to some state,
includingz’, will occur with certaintyw(x|x’) satisfies

> wzlz’) =1. (24)

’
x

Inserting Eq. (24) into Eq. (23) the master equation take$dhowing form
P(z,t+1)=> w(xla' )Pz’ 1). (25)

’
xr

For the application of these results to statistical phy#ics necessary thaP(x, t) con-
verges to a unique stationary distribution, irrespectiivéhe initial configuration of the
system, in the long-time limit and that this distributiortliee (canonical) equilibrium dis-
tribution Peg(). Thus, the right-hand side of Eq. (23) must vanish®di’, t) = Peq(z’).
Certainly, this is the case if each term of the sum vanishesragely. This leads to the con-
dition of “detailed balance” (see Refs. 31-33, 36)

w(z|x") Peg(z’) = w(a'|x) Peg(x) - (26)

To exploit this condition in MC algorithms the transitionop@ability may be split into
two independent parts: First, we propose a transition fagnto = according to some
probability Pyro(z’ — ). Then, this move will be accepted or rejected with probtési
acda’ — x) andl — acdz’ — x), respectively. So, we have

w(x|x’) _ Ppro(x” — x)acqz’ — x) _ ¢ BlU@-UE)] 27
w(@'|z)  Pyolx — ') acqz — x’)
To solve this equation for a¢e’ — x) we set
Pyro(x — 2') e U =)
acdz’ — x) = F| —2° — ). 28
de @) (Ppro(m' — ) e AUE") (8)

From Eq. (27) we see that the functiét{x) satisfiesF'(z)/F(1/x) = 2. One solution to
this equation was proposed by Metropddisal .3’ F(x) = min(1, ). This leads to the
“Metropolis criterion” for the acceptance probability

. Poro(® = ') __s1u(2)-v(e’
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The Metropolis criterion is the core of essentially all dgmieMC algorithms. It embodies
detailed balance which guarantees that the simulatiespective of the initial configura-
tion, converges to the canonical equilibrium distributiprovided the set of chosen Monte
Carlo moves leads to ergodic samplihg.

Detailed Balance versus Stationaritypetailed balance is an important, but very strict
criterion. Less stringent is the condition of stationafityg. (25)]

Peg(a) =Y w(@|z’) Peg(a’) | (30)

’
x

implying that Peg(2) remains invariant under the Markov dynamics. Stationanitgon-
junction with the ergodicity of chosen set of MC moves ensarealid simulatiors 4°

In practice, this milder condition may be important. Imagthat we want to update
a polymer chain consisting af monomers and that each monomer can be displaced in
Nyis directions. One possibility is to select a monomer and actioe randomly. Thus,
Poro(®” = ) = 1/(N Ngis) = Poro(x — x’). This procedure obeys detailed balance: In
the next move the same monomer and the reverse displacemagrtierchosen with the
same a priori probability. On the other hand, one could afsmat to move one monomer
after the other, proceeding regularly from monomer 1 to nmegiaNV. This sequential
updating scheme violates detailed balance: The next stag selects again the monomer
whose displacement has just been attempted. So, the plibp&dithe reverse move is
zero.

However, sequential updating is a valid scheme if the imldial steps obey detailed
balancé® or at least stationarity. To see that we can write the tramsjtrobability from
x’ to x for sequential updating as

w(z|z’) Z Zzw N (x|zy) - @) (zg|z1)wM (z1]2’) . (31)

zZ2 z1

This means that the process passes sequentially first vatapility (") (z|z’) from 2’
to z; by attempting to move the first monomer, then fremto z» by attempting to move
the second monomer, and so on until configuratide reached. Multiplying Eq. (31) by
Pey(x”) and summing over alt’ we find

Z w(z|x") Peg(z”)
=22 2w alew) wBanl) 3, vl el Pl
- = Peq(21)
= ... = Peg) (32)

°By “ergodic” sampling we mean that the probability of findithg system in configuratios, starting from some
statez’ (including «), is non-zero for alke after a sufficiently long timé® This definition is a bit dangerous
because it conflicts with others in the literature. For ins& in mathematical texts on Markov chains (= discrete-
time Markov processes with a discrete configuration spageyefinition rather corresponds to an “irreducible
and aperiodic” chain (there, “ergodic” is a synonym forélucible”)34.35:39 In Ref. 40 our definition would be
termed “regular sampling”.
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i.e., sequential sampling preserves the stationarity efettuilibrium distribution. Thus,
it is a correct simulation procedure. This conclusion is am@ant for a variety of MC
methods which perform different trial moves in a fixed order.

4 Some Coarse-Grained Simulation Models

In Sec. 1 we introduced the term “coarse-grained model”.s Thas defined as a model
which associates a group of chemical monomers with a “beefféctive monomer) in
order to eliminate microscopic degrees of freedom (bongttenibrations, etc.). Here, we
refine our definition and distinguish between two types ofsearained models:

1. The coarse-grained model is derived from a specific polymeractice, this usually
implies that the properties of the model (potential paramsetensity, etc.) have to be
adjusted to results from atomistic simulations of the payomder consideration (see
Appendix A for an example). The incentive to devise such nedsts upon the fact
that they may be simulated much more efficiently than themastic counterpart.
Thus, it is tempting to split the simulation into two levelsrst, one uses the coarse-
grained model for equilibration and for the determinatiéange-scale properties.
Then, atomistic details may be reinserted to allow for adhgh comparison with
experiments. Recent attempts to perform such multi-sqgdecaches are described
in Refs. 41,42 (see also Appendix A).

2. The coarse-grained model has no direct connection to angifspgolymer. It is

a generic model retaining only features common to all polgnod the same chain
topology. For (uncharged) linear polymers these featureschain connectivity,
excluded-volume interactions, and, additionally, monemenomer attractions if
one wants to simulai®- or bad-solvent conditions (see Fig. 3). Many of these gener
models, be it lattice or continuum models, have been inttedun the literature (see
Refs. 43,44 for comprehensive overviews). In the followivepresent those models
in more detail, which will be discussed in Secs. 5,6.

4.1 Lattice Models

The Self-Avoiding WalkAbout 50 years ago Orr and Montrlproposed the self-avoiding
walk (SAW) as a model for a linear polymer in a good solvent.e BAW is defined
on a discrete lattice, often on a square or simple cubictafirig. 6). Each monomer
occupies one lattice site, the bond length equals the dattimstant, and the bond angles
are restricted by the lattice geometry and by the repulsarddsore monomer-monomer
interaction (e.g90° and180° for the cubic lattice, as immediate backfolding is forbidyle
This model can be complemented by attractive interactipfigriinstance, an energy gain
—e is associated with every occupied nearest neighbor*pain addition to excluded
volume interactions the simulation then also has to takewtcof the Boltzmann factor
exp(nnne/ksT'), wherenn, is the number of nearest neighbors.

To simulate the SAW by dynamic Monte Carlo one must first de@dout the ele-
mentary moves that propose a new SAW configuradidnom an old onez’. The earli-
est suggestid comprised one-bead excitatiéfd® 44(Fig. 6). In these algorithms, one
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Figure 6. Left figure Single-site self-avoiding walk (SAW) of chain lengffi = 10 on a simple cubic lattice
(solid lines and black dots). The grey dots and the grey ahBhes indicate the moves discussed in the text:
end-bond rotation, kink jumps ari)° crankshaft motion.Right figure Sketch of a possible configuration of
monomers in the 3D bond-fluctuation model (BFM). (A vectedzersion of the BFM algorithm can be found in
Ref. 45.) The bond vectdi3, 0, 0) (thick black arrow) blocks four lattice sites (marked®y) that are no longer
available to other monomers due to the excluded volumedatien. This interaction also prevents the jump of
the grey monomer in the direction of the large arrew-), since the corners of the monomers, indicated-by
would then occupy the same lattice site.

chooses a monomer at random. If the monomer is at the chajitenidond to its neighbor
is turned to a randomly selected lattice direction. Due toftked bond length an inner
monomer is only mobile if its bond angle %° on the square or simple cubic lattice. In
this case, one attempts a “kink-jump” motion, i.e., a onaebflip to the opposite lattice
site. End-bond rotation and kink jumps are accepted aacgitdi the Metropolis criterion
if the target sites are empty.

These moves are special examples of the class of “Feabnserving moves®! Quite
generally, a “local move” alters the configuration of a snpédice of the original SAW
while leaving the remaining monomers unchanged. This digfimbpens the possibility to
invent moves comprising more than one bead, such as twodrahtee-bead excitations.
Figure 6 shows a common example, #i& crankshaft motion (only possible in 3D). The
crankshaft motion removes an important drawback of kinkganit introduces new bond
vectors, whereas a kink jump does not. Therefore, if only-lemdd rotations and kink
jumps are allowed, new bond orientations have to diffuseftiee ends toward the interior
part of the chains. This algorithm is not very efficient intmeffling the bond vectors and
so in preparing independent configurations. The inclusfamankshaft motions remedies
this problem.

However, even then a disturbing feature remains. It has pemred that all localV-
conserving algorithms for two- and three-dimensional S&#re not ergodic for largh’.*°
There are dense configurations (“double cul-de-sac” in 2Dpts” in 3D; see Ref. 34)
which are completely frozen: They can neither be transforim®® nor reached from other
configurations. Whether this problem is serious in pradgi@question that, to our knowl-
edge, is not fully settled (see e.g. Ref. 43 or footnote 9 df B&). One can argue that,
if one starts from an extended configuration —for instanwenfa straight rod— and if one
is interested in highF properties only, non-ergodicity effects due to compaaicttires
should be small. This argument may be true for short chaimst should fail for long

PHere, it is not clear what “short” really means. FSr < 102 the error incurred by using locaV-conserving
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ones, since it has been proved that the fraction of SAW’sriggig to the ergodicity clags
of the straight rod is exponentially small in the largyelimit. Of course, if one is interested
in low-T" properties, problems with non-ergodicity might be sizableen for small chain
length®!

The Bond-Fluctuation ModelThe bond-fluctuation model (BFM) was propo3eéfas an
alternative to a (single-site) SAW model, which retains¢bmputational efficiency of the
lattice without being plagued by severe ergodicity proldemhe key idea is to increase
the size of a monomer which now occupies, instead of a sintglesswhole unit cell of the
lattice (e.g. a square for the 2D- or a cube for the 3D hypériedattice; see Fig. 6). This
enlarged monomer size has two important consequences:

1. A priori, many different bond vectors can occur. This ntudte is restricted by two
conditions. First, adjacent monomers may not overlap. Timis the bond length
to ¢ > Imin = 2 (in units of the lattice constant). Second, the hard-coraoneer-
monomer interaction should suffice to prevent two bonds firdersecting each other
in the course of the simulation. In 2D this only imposes ananfgound on the bond
length,? < fmax = /13,5253 whereas in 3D, in addition t6 < ¢max = /10, some
smaller bond vectors also have to be exclutfe@he resulting sets of allowed bond
vectors are:

{b} = [2,0], 2,1], 2,2),[3,0], 3, 1],[3,2] (2D),
{0} = [2,0,0],[2,1,0],[2,1,1],[2,2,1],[3,0,0],[3,1,0] (3D),

where[-] denotes a class of bond vectors sharing the same lengthjfteuindj in
direction. For instance, the claigs 0] ([2, 0, 0]) comprises all vectors with a length of
2 and direction along the lattice axis (4 directions in 2 8D). Equation (33) gives
rise to 41 bond angles in 2Dand to 87 bond angles in 3B This has to be compared
to 3 (2D) or 5 (3D) bond angles for the SAW model on the hypeiclditice where
a monomer is associated with a lattice site. Due to the radkitof different bond
lengths and bond angles the BFM is much closer to contingpase behavior than
the single-site lattice mode?’

(33)

2. Ergodicity problems are much less severe than for théessite SAW. For the BFM a
local N-conserving move consists of selecting a monomer at randahoBattempt-
ing a displacement by one lattice constant in a randomly endattice direction.
As these local jumgspermit transitions between different vectors, the al¢ponican
escape from configurations where a single-site model woelérdzen in>? If the
attempted displacement satisfies both the bond vectordraons of Eq. (33) and
the excluded volume interaction, the move is accepted. Ofse it is also possible

algorithms seems to be small (see Ref. 43 and the footnotd&k@fob0).

9By “ergodicity class of a straight rod” we mean all mutualcassible configurations, one of which is the rod.
"The main advantage of lattice models is their computatieffaliency. Longer length and times scales may be
probed. However later on, the results of the simulationl ffeatompared to theories or experiences, which “live”
in continuous space. So, the important question arisesvefiw! the lattice algorithm approximates continuum
properties. A general, intuitive answer is: The finer theédat i.e, the more sites are occupied by one patrticle, the
closer the continuum limit should be realized. Recentlig statement was made more precise by the example of
monatomic fluids interacting via a Lennard-Jones or a Bigtiém potentia?®

sLarger jumps distances were also tested (in 3D), but foussldéficient in concentrated solutio?fs.
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to include a finite interaction energy. Then, the move is pta according to the
Metropolis criterion. A possible choités to work with an energy-¢ between pairs
of monomers with distanc2 < » < /6. This interval comprises all neighbors which
contribute to the first peak of the pair-distribution funct® in a dense polymer sys-
tem>4 This choice was made in studies of Bepoint®® and of the phase transition in
binary polymer blends (see Ref. 11).

4.2 Continuum Models

Two Bead-Spring ModelsA widely used continuum model is the bead-spring model in-
troduced by Grest and Krem®f. In this model nearest-neighbor monomers along the
backbone of the chain are bonded to each other by a FENE [fie&éendible non-linear
elastic) potential

—%kéﬁ]axln [1 - (g/émax)Q:I g S émax,

0 else, (34)

Ur(¢) = {
whereas all monomers, bonded and non-bonded ones, int@mactruncated and shifted
Lennard-Jones (LJ) potential

el(o/r)? — (c/r)8 Tcu T = Teu
Ustr) = { o (/0" ~ O/ Cloma) o0y < ens @)

whereC'(rqyt) ensures that the potential vanishes at the cut-off paramgteSuch a cut-
off is commonly employed to render the interaction shoniged (Fig. 7f* The parameter
e defines the energy scale andhe length scale of the system. That is, weeseto = 1
(LJ units) in the following.

For small values of the bond length the FENE potential is lwevim(“elastic behav-
ior"), i.e., Ug(¢) = k£?/2 for 0 < ¢ < fmax, Whereas the logarithmic divergence imposes
{ < lmax (“finite extensibility”). The parameterg,.x andk have to be chosen such that
the possibility of bond crossing becomes so unlikely thateier occurs. Reference 61
suggestd = 30 and/max = 1.5 (in LJ units). This has become a standard choice.

The FENE potential alone does not prevent monomers fromlap@ng. To real-
ize excluded volume the LJ-interaction has to be taken intmant also between bonded
monomers. The superposition of the FENE- and the LI-patisntields a steep effective
bond potential with a minimum & ~ 0.96 (Fig. 7). The shape of the bond potential
depends on the cut-off parameter of the LJ-interaction:

e If one takesreyt = 7min = 2% (C(rewt) = 1), i.e., as the minimum of the LJ-
potential, the monomer-monomer interaction becomes ypueglulsive. This model
is commonly called “Kremer-Grest modél®. For isolated chains it realizes good
solvent conditions.

t Another choice uses a discretization of the Lennard-Jootnpial>®

“From a computational point of view short-range interaci@me convenient because the simulation can be
speeded up by neighbor lists 52 However, as the truncation ignores the contribution of &ileof the potential,

the error incurred must be corrected before comparing e#hilts for the full potential. For instance, the trunca-

tion shifts the location of the critical point of the liqughs transition in a LJ-liquid (see Ref. 63 or Sec. 3.2.2 of
Ref. 31 for details). To avoid these truncation effects samthors prefer to work with the full LJ-potentf.
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Figure 7. Bond and Lennard-Jones potentials versus thendist between two monomers of the bead-spring
model (for the bond potential = I;). The bond potential results from the superposition of E8#,35). For both
cut-off parameterscyt the bond potential was shifted by20 to show it on the same scale as the LJ-potentials.
The LJ-potential withrcyt = 21/6 is purely repulsive, whereas the potential wighy = 2 x 21/6 has an attractive
minimum atrp, = 21/6.

e The simulation 0©- or bad solvents requires to incorporate part of the Lketion
by increasing.,. Obviously, there is freedom where to cut off the attragbiagt. One
possibility isrey = 2 x 26 (C(rey) = 127/4096).85 This choice is a compromise
between the wish to include the major part of the attractiteraction and the need to
keep the potential short-ranged. The resulting phaseatiagras studied in Ref. 66.

(Yet) Another Bead-Spring Modelf we recall the idea of the coarse-graining —a coarse-
grained monomer stands for a group of chemical monomersppiéas plausible that
coarse-grained monomers are softer than their chemicalteqarts. Thus, an exponent
smaller than 12 in Eq. (35) may be better suited to reprebeirtrepulsion. In fact, such an
observation was made in a recent effort to develop a coaeregl model for poly(vinyl
alcohol) (see Ref. 67 and Appendix A). This study also suiggtee following generic
model which may be considered as a variant of the Kremert@redel.

In this (“Kremer-Grest-like”) model nhon-bonded monomenrteract via a purely repul-
sive 9-6 LJ-potential,

Ugd(r) = {80 [(00/7)° = (00/7)°] + C(rmin) Z;;;S rmin = (3/2)1/3 a9, (36)

whereeg = 1.511 and C(rmin) = 4e0/27. These non-bonded interactions are excluded
between nearest neighbors in the chain, which are connextsath other by a harmonic
potential

1
Ubond(f) = 5k;(e —lp)? (k=2141.840,2, £y =0.970) . (37)

The equilibrium bond length, agrees with that of the Kremer-Grest model. The spring
constantk has to be chosen so large to inhibit bond crossings (see Rdbr&urther
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discussion). A similar bond potential, in conjunction wigky. (35) andrcy = 2'/6, has
recently been used to study the effect of the bond length @sttlucture and dynamics of
polymer melt$?®

Local Moves for Continuum ModelsThe continuum models are constructed for use in
Molecular Dynamics simulations. However, simulation wittvionte Carlo schemes is
also possible. Similarly to the lattice models a local upgpscheme can be realized by
selecting a monomer and a direction at random and by attagptidisplacement in the
chosen direction. This proposition is again accepted a@egto the Metropolis criterion.

The sizeA of the displacement is a tunable parameter. It should neithéoo small
nor too large. IfA is too small, many moves may be accepted, but the system eglvan
only slowly in configuration space. Many displacements atestneeded to obtain well
decorrelated configurations. On the other hand\ ifs too large, many moves will be
rejected and the decorrelation is also slow. A scheme howtim@e the choice fon is
explained in Sec. 3.3 of Ref. 31.

5 Monte Carlo Methods for Polymers: From Local to Non-Local
Moves

The method of importance sampling is based on a Markov psdoenfiguration space.

A priori, this stochastic dynamics is merely a numericabailipm, aiming at an efficient
sampling according t@q(x). It need not correspond to the physical dynamics of the
(polymer) system under consideration. An appealing camsecg of this feature is the
freedom to invent clever MC moves which decorrelate the gonditions in the smallest
(CPU) time possible. These non-physical moves serve tadlsapguilibrate the system
and to produce statistically independent equilibrium apunfations for the study of struc-
tural and thermodynamic properties. We will pursue thiside Secs. 5.2,5.3. In the
following section we rather want to concentrate on local eso&nd the ensuing dynamic
interpretation of the MC method.

5.1 Local Moves: Studying Dynamic Properties with Monte Cato

By employing non-local moves we can explore the statics efsystem, but information
about its dynamic properties is lost. Of course, the equaitdd configurations could be
used in a Molecular Dynamics (MD) simulation to analyze tiieaimic properties. How-
ever, if one is not willing to do that, the question arisesmdier which conditions the MC
dynamics can be realistic. The answer to this comprises bwsp

1. Certainly, one can only expect the MC dynamics to becorigbte on length and
time scales where the deterministic motion of the monomasddeen damped by the
interaction with the surrounding (other monomers and/brestd). For instance, in a
(classical) MD simulation the monomers move ballisticatyearly times, i.e., their
displacement is proportional to This is a consequence of the underlying Newtonian
dynamics in the limit of vanishing force. At short times th@momers behave as
if they did not “feel” the bonding to their neighbors and thegence of other par-
ticles, that is, as if they were free particles. As time iages, the interaction with

20



the surrounding becomes important. The motion of the momgnsethen a result
of a multitude of individual collisions. This “averaging¥er fast degrees of free-
dom gradually lends a stochastic character to the dynanticdwultimately becomes
diffusive in the long-time limit.

2. The moves should be “physical”. Usually, this impliestttiey are local. Further-
more, the dynamics should not be dominated by the momentehvare absent in
Monte Carlo. The latter condition is satisfied in dense mélts$ not in dilute solu-
tion. In dilute solution the motion of distant monomers gdhe chain backbone are
coupled via hydrodynamic interactions (see Ref. 14). ard 38). Thus, we might
expect that a local Monte Carlo algorithm reproduces Roysarmhics where these
long-range interactions are neglected.

This expectation can be verified by estimating the scalintpcdl MC algorithms with
N. To this end, let us assume that the center of mass (CM) ofdatésl chain, be it
on a lattice or in the continuum, may be considered as a freaian particle. This is
reasonable, since the CM does not experience any extemta fvher than the random
force of the heat bath (resulting from the compound effe¢ghefrandom monomer hops
and the acceptance criterion). So, it should diffuse fr§gty. (12)]. The corresponding
diffusion constan , depends on chain length. To estimate this dependence wegaa a
that the center of mass is displacedby/N, if one monomer moves over a distance of
orderb while the other monomers remain fixed. This elementary madtées on average
the timel/m with m denoting again the (temperature, density, etc. dependuesti)lity

of the monomer. For the CM to diffuse over the distahc&’ such random motions are
needed. This take the time x N, which we use as our time unit hefeUtilizing Eq. (12)
we then findgs(t = 1) ~ (mN) x (b/N)? ~ Dy. So,

mb?
Dy ~ VAT (38)
Inserting this result in Eq. (14) we obtain the relaxationgiof a chain
N N&I+2v N (ideal chainw = 0.5) , (39)
™ m N7~2-176 (3D excluded-volume chain: = 0.588) .

Equations (38,39) agree with the predictions of the Rouserth[Eqs. (13,14)].

Monte Carlo Dynamics versus Molecular Dynamics: An Examflke previous argu-
ments suggest that the MC dynamics, based on local movesnasaealistic for time and
length scales outside the microscopic regime (of a bond)we to support this assertion
by a comparison between MC and MD simulations.

Figure 8 shows the diffusion coefficiehty of a chain versus chain lengtt2 ;y was
derived from the long-time limit of Eq. (12) for both the BFMimulated via MC, and
the Kremer-Grest-like continuum model of Eqgs. (36,37),dated via MD. The figure

vYExamples for local moves of lattice models are given in Figs€e the very end of Sec. 4.2 for a brief discussion
of local moves in continuum models.

WThis statement introduces the time uniics of a “Monte Carlo step (MCS)”. A MCS is defined as the time
it takes to give each of th&/ monomers the possibility to move onte32 Thus, we measure time in units of
attempted elementary moves per monomer.
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Figure 8. Diffusion coefficientD y versusN. Two simulation methods are compared: The open symbols rep-
resent MC data of the (lattice) BFM, the filled symbols wer¢aoted from MD simulations of a (continuum)
Kremer-Grest-like model [Egs. (36,37)]. For both modekuits obtained in 3D for a dilute solution and for a
melt are shown. For the BFM this corresponds to the followiolgime fractiong: ¢ = 0.0078 (dilute), ¢ = 0.5
(melt). For the Kremer-Grest-like model this corresporal¢he following monomer densities p = 0.0835
(dilute), p = 0.835 (melt). Qualitatively, the MD simulations yield the samepdadence oD on N. To
illustrate this agreement the MD data were vertically slifby an amount that optimizes the agreement with the
MC results. (The shift factors are different for the dilutdusion and the melt.) In dilute solution, we find Rouse
behavior [Eq. (13)] for both methods. In the melt, the chaliftuise more slowly. The dependence bfy on

N is qualitatively compatible with the Rouse-to-reptationssover wherV passes the thresholle (Sec. 2.3).
Quantitatively however, there are deviations. Partidylfar large N, the decrease db y appears to be stronger
than predicted by reptation theory [Eq. (16)]. Roughly, welfD 5y ~ N~~2-4, Adapted from Ref. 70.
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o

displays the results of the simulations for a dilute solutimd a dense meit. Clearly,
there is a high degree of accord between the results, dliusty that the BFM with local
moves reproduces the realistic dynamics of the MD simutatioThus, MC simulations
can be more than just a versatile tool to calculate high-dsimnal integrals. They may
provide information on the dynamics of a systém.

*|n the BFM, density is commonly specified in terms of the vodufraction ¢ of lattice sites occupied by
monomers. As a monomer comprises all sites of a unit cubentdm®mer density is smaller tharp by a factor

8, p = ¢/8. Although the valuep = 0.5 appears small, the work by Paefl al?” established that the chains
have melt-like properties at this density (see also RefS#jce theng = 0.5 has become a standard choice (in
3D). For the Kremer-Grest model, the work of Ref. 61 showed $hmonomer density gf = 0.85, or a value
close to this, is a good choice to realize melt-like behawle adopted this choice in our MD study. The MD
simulations were done at constant volume and constant tatope (Langevin thermost&).

YThere is further ample evidence for the correctness of thiement from other studies. For simple liquids of
LJ-particles see e.g. Ref. 71. For polymers see the revieRein 8 or the comparison of MD simulations for
polybutadiene and polyethylene with MC simulations of tHeMB’2 Furthermore, Monte Carlo methods have
been applied to simulate dynamic processes in such divetds fis relaxation phenomena in spin and structural
glasses, spinodal decomposition of mixtures, nucleatioegsses, diffusion-limited aggregation, etc. (see e.g.
the textbooks of Binder and Heerma&Amr Landau and Bindé?).
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Figure 9. Slithering-snake move (a) and general reptati@ves (b,c). Both moves are illustrated by the
shrinkage-growth implementation. For the slitheringk&nalgorithm, a randomly chosen end bond (dashed
line) is removed and then a new bond vector (also randomlgeasiois attached to the other chain end. For the
general reptation algorithm, three moves are shown: Kink-icansport (b) and kind-end/end-kink reptation (c).
Kink-kink transport implies that a randomly chosen kink figusk to a bond and a new kink is inserted some-
where else along the chain. Kink-end reptaties)(amounts to replacing a randomly chosen kink by a bond
and to appending two new bond vectors (also randomly chdeghg other chain end. End-kink reptation-}
corresponds to the reverse “reaction”.

Relaxation Time and Computational Complexi&n important issue in any algorithm is
its “computational complexity”. Quite generally, the com@tional complexity may be
defined as the time required to solve a computational proftertere, the computational
problem s to decorrelate chain configurations. Accordirigd. (39) this takes a relaxation
time 7y ~ N'*2 in units of the Monte Carlo step (MCS; see footnote on page 2%)
a MCS comprisegV attempted moves of a monomer, the computational complexity
scales withV asrec = N7y ~ N2t2v,

This rapid increase af,. with chain length —called “critical slowing-dowf- makes it
difficult in practice to efficiently decorrelate configuiais of long chains by local moves.
In order to be able to simulate large chains with sufficieatistics, moves have to be
implemented, which reduces.{ ~ N with o < 2 + 2v) or even eliminater,. ~ NY)
the critical slowing-down. These moves cannot be localy theve to act, in some way,
on all monomers of the chain. In the following we want to dsxtwo examples of such
global updates: bilocal moves and the pivot algorithm.

5.2 Bilocal Moves: The Slithering-Snake and the Extended Reation Algorithms

A bilocal N-conserving move consists in altering the configuratiomaf $mall groups of
consecutive monomers. The groups are usually far from ootanalong the backbone of
the chain. Typical examples are the slithering-snake améxttended reptation algorithm:

e The slithering-snakgor reptation) algorithm removes a bond from one chain end,
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adds a new one to the other end and shifts the inner monomerbanrd up along
the chain in direction of the new bond (Fig. 9a). As the posgi of the inner
monomers remain unchanged, the chains “slithers” alongpitgéour during the MC
move (whence the name of the algorithin).

e Theextended reptatiomalgorithm transports a kink or an end group via a slithering
motion along the chaifh. Commonly utilized moves are: (1) “Kink-kink reptation”,
which deletes a kink at some position along the chain andtmaaew one at another
position (Fig. 9b). (2) “Kink-end reptation”, which remava kink somewhere along
the chain and adds two new bonds at one of the chain ends @~ig). 93) “End-kink
reptation”, the inverse of “kink-end reptation” (Fig.949.

In the remainder of this section we will concentrate on thiheling-snake algorithm.
Extended reptation is only discussed in comparison to ftreesing-snake algorithm.

Implementation and ErgodicityThe slithering-snake and the extended reptation algo-
rithms can be implemented in two ways: in a shrinkage-grawtl growth-shrinkage
fashion. As growth-shrinkage is just the inverse of shrgg«growth, we illustrate the
procedure for the latter via the example of an isolated chalfor the slithering-snake
algorithm one chain end is selected at random, the bond teeitghbor is cleaved, and a
randomly chosen new bond vector is attached at the otherlétids move respects the
excluded-volume condition in the athermal case and adiditip passes the Metropolis test
in the thermal case, it is accepted. Otherwise the old coraigun is recounted. For the
extended reptation algorithm the procedure is more comgct Details may be found
for the SAW on a hypercubic lattice in Refs. 51, 76 and for atioorum bond-fluctuation
model in Ref. 77.

Usually, shrinkage-growth is preferred to the growth-skaige procedure because it is
computationally more efficient. The reason for this is titated in Fig. 10. The nested
configuration of Fig. 10a would be frozen, if a new bond hadacappended before an
end bond may be removed. However, it can be unraveled whémkalye is attempted
first. Thus, the shrinkage-growth algorithm is less plagbgd-though not exempt of-
non-ergodicity effects. An example is provided by the deutll-de-sac configuration of
Fig. 10b¢ Itis frozen in the shrinkage-growth procedure, but not fierkink-end reptation
move shown in Fig. 10c. In fact, kink-end/end-kink moveslkarewn to be ergodf® (as
well as other bilocal algorithms; see Ref. 50 for a thorouglkuksion).

Should one thus abandon the slithering-snake algorithamvorfof extended reptation?
Usually, the answer is “No”. For the SAW on the hypercubiti¢at problems with ergod-
icity arise to the constraints imposed by the small coottiimanumber of the lattice. If

#The slithering-snake algorithm was invented by Kron in tBéds and later independently by Wall and Man-
del.” For an overview of applications to SAW's see e.g. Ref. 43 arufftlattice models see e.g. Ref. 75.

aThis generalization of the slithering-snake algorithm \iest discussed in detail by Reitét. More recently,
algorithmic and statistical properties of extended rémtamoves were analyzed and their implementation was
discussed in Refs. 50, 51.

bFor the multi-chain system the only difference to the isadathain is that additionally one chain out of the
chains in the systems has to be chosen at random.

¢Non-ergodicity effects are less severe for the slithegngke algorithm than for th&'-conserving local moves
discussed before. For the slithering-snake algorithm thedicity class of a straight rod contains at least a
fraction of N—(*=1)/2 of all SAW configurations, whereas this fraction is exporsiyt small for the local
algorithms34.51
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Figure 10. Configurations of 2D SAW's to illustrate the erigitgt problem of the slithering-snake algorithm
(a,b) and its solution via extended reptation moves (c).eP&) shows a configuration that cannot be moved
by slithering-snake moves, if chain growth is attempted.fifowever, it is not blocked in the shrinkage-growth
scheme. By contrast, the configuration of panel (b) is frdperboth growth-shrinkage and shrinkage-growth
moves. Panel (c) shows that this configuration may be dieddby extended reptation moves, e.g. by kink-end
reptation if the chain end, where the kink is, happens to et for the attachment of the two bonds.

many more bond vectors are a priori possible, as for the ilmietliation model or for
(typical) continuum models, non-ergodicity should notressent a problerfi.

Relaxation Time and Computational Complexity: Isolatecift. One expects that the
slithering-snake algorithm is able to decorrelate confitjans more efficiently than a local
updating scheme, the speed-up factor being roughly of axdefhis expectation results
from the following heuristic argument; The elementary mo¥ehe algorithm may be
interpreted as a shift of all monomers along the contour efdhain. For the CM this
curvilinear motion has two consequences: (1) The cunalirgiffusion coefficientD,
should not depend ofV, since all monomers are always shifted at once, irrespeofiv
chain length. Thereby, the slithering-snake algorithnmgai factor of/V in regard to the
physical reptation dynamics, in which the curvilinear taggment is Rouse-like (Sec. 2.3).
(2) An elementary move displaces the CM-by along the chain backbone. Aftédf such
moves, the CM has diffused curvilinearly a distance of théeoiwf the contour length
L o< Nb. Thus, the relaxation timey should be given by

L2
~ De

dSee pp. 283/284 of Ref. 43 for further discussion of that padllontrary to SAW's, the equilibrium configura-
tions of collapsed chains are typically (very) dense. Quérerally with increasing density, the slithering-snake
or the extended reptation algorithm become less efficiantha “free volume” to add new bonds decreases (see
e.g. Ref. 78 for a comparison of various algorithms to siteutagh-density polymer systems and the subsequent
discussion). However, the recent study of Ref. 51 for 2D Se\With V' < 3200 at the©-point suggests that
extended reptation is almost as efficient as for pure SAW no attractive interactions.

~ o oy~ NR2 (40)
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Figure 11. Relaxation timex versusN. 7y is defined bygs(7n) = RS. In the dilute limit ¢p = 0.0078)
7N ~ N7=2, as expected from Eq. (40). In the melt & 0.5), the increase ofy with N is stronger. The
stretched exponentials are motivated by the activatedhtiopt hypothesig?82:83 7 ~ N2 exp(0.8N1/3)
(bold line) provides a better description thag ~ N2 exp(0.074N2/3) (dashed grey line). Adapted from
Ref. 80.

With respect to the computational complexity (page 22) ofpeetsr,. < 7n. Thereis
no extra factor ofV, as in the case of local moves, for the slithering-snakerétgn. The
algorithm is bilocal. It takes a time of order 1 to check andatp the chain ends.

Note that Eq. (40) is independent of the conformational prtgs of the chain, contrary
to Eq. (39) (which depends ar). Thus, it should be valid for both 2D and 3D dilute
polymer solutions as well as for dense melts. While for tlithesling-snake algorithfid
and for some extended reptation algoritim® the scaling found fory is very close to
Eq. (40), the behavior in dense systems is quite diffefe#t The influence of density on
the slithering-snake dynamitsas recently been studied by the bond-fluctuation métlel.
The following paragraphs briefly summarize some resulthisfwork.

From Dilute Solutions to Dense Melts: A Case Study by the BREference 80 describes
simulations for athermal systems containing chains oftleng < N < 1024 at different
volume fractionsp. ¢ ranges from dilute solutions to dense melts~ 0.5; see footnote
on page 22). Figure 11 compares the relaxation tiqaan dilute solution with that in
the melt. In dilute solution, the simulation results agreathwhe prediction of Eq. (40),
7~ ~ N2, This implies that the assumption of independent, freausiifle motion, which
underlies Eq. (40), is well borne out. If this assumption &0 true in the melt, the
sole effect of density would be to slow down the monomer nitybi.. However, the

¢Here, we assume that the time to shift the monomer index dloaghain is implemented in a way that it also
takes atime of order 1 only.

fFor local moves the set of allowed bond vectors automafigattvents bonds from crossing each other in the
course of the simulation (see Sec. 4.1). If slithering-enaloves are considered, the uncrossability of the bonds
has to be checked explicitly to avoid configurations whichne be attained or unraveled by local updates. Bond
crossing can occur if vectors from the clasfg, 1] or [3, 1, 0] are selectef!
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dependence ofy on N should not change. Figure 11 shows that this is not true. At
¢ = 0.5, 7n increases exponentially with'. This strong slowing-down of the dynamics
reflects correlations between the motion of the chains.

The importance of such intermolecular interactions forgblymer dynamics was first
discussed by Deutsci. However, Deutsch goes beyond a mere interpretation of the dy
namic properties of the slithering-snake algorithm. Hentdes the slithering dynamics
with the physical dynamics along the primitive path in thptagion model (see Fig. 5).
This suggests an attractive application: The slitherimgks algorithm mimics the back
and forth reptation motion of real chains without modelihg {time consuming) local
monomer fluctuations around the primitive path. It focusesh® long time behavior of
very large chains, where all of these local motions haveadiyeelaxed. This suggests
that the slithering-snake dynamics may be interpretedringef theories proposed for the
dynamics of strongly entangled polymer melts, such as tkesobDeutsch’?

The main results of this theory may be summarized as follofvshain can reptate
through the network of its neighbors only as long as the endam®r does not enter a
dense region which prohibits any further forward move. Thiy avay out of the trap is to
partially retract and to explore the environment for newhpatys. These intermolecular
interactions create a free energy barrier which tempagrhrializes the chain in the region
it initially occupied, and protracts the relaxation. Fenthrelaxation in a dense region
could only occur if the chain end encounters another end lwiioves out of its way.
This implies that the portion of the chain, which alterediitgial configuration while
exploring the environment, should span the typical digdrmetween chain endgng Let
there beg monomers in this portion. Then, by exploiting the idealifytioe chains in
the melt, we haveg) = (dena/b)> ~ N?/3 because the density of chain ends scales as
p/N dgn?a. Thus, g is large for long chains. If we now assume that the monomers
have to overcome the free energy barriéru, whereAp is the difference in the monomer
chemical potential between the newly explored environnaeutthe region of the initial
chain configuration, the barrier is large and the relaxatipnamics should be activated.
Thus,7x o N2 exp[constN?/?]. This is the main prediction by Deutsch. The assumption
of a finite Ay was challenged by SemerBwvho suggested that the barrier is due to
fluctuations of the molecular field rather than to a permaakemical potential difference
(see also Ref. 83). This picture implies that the barrieughbe proportional tq /g so
thatry oc N2 exp[constV1/3].

The simulation data of Fig. 11 appear to agree with the lateediction better than with
the original one of Ref. 79 (at least for the chain lengthsuéied up to now). Certainly,
more work is needed to test these predictions.

Slithering-Snake versus Local Movdsiom a merely computational point of view Fig. 11
appears to indicate that the slithering-snake dynamicstisery efficient in equilibrating
dense melts. Its relaxation time increases wthmore strongly than a power law which
is typically found for local updating schem@&s\Nevertheless, simulations of the BFM for
short chains § = 10, 20) suggest that the slithering-snake algorithm decorrglatelt
configurations¢ = 0.5) very efficiently®*

This point certainly needs more studies. Work in this dimttvas done in Ref. 80.
Figure 12 shows a preliminary result for the diffusion caiéfnt D as a function of chain
length. D was obtained from simulations employing a mixture of loaad slithering-
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Figure 12. Spatial diffusion coefficierd y versusN for the BFM at¢ = 0.5. Different ratiosw of local to
slithering-snake moves are compared:= 0 corresponds to pure slithering-snake dynamicss oo to the pure
local dynamics. The diffusion coefficient is scaled Ny A, where A is the acceptance rate. For both local and
slithering-snake dynamics the acceptance rate is roudtdy 0.1 for all N at¢ = 0.5. The data forv < 1 and

for w > 1 are very similar to the pure slithering-snake £ 0) and the pure local limit = o), respectively.
Forw ~ 8, NDy /A is approximately independent &f. This may define a reasonable choiceudbr efficient
equilibration of longer chains by local and slitheringdsmanoves. Adapted from Ref. 80.

shake moves. This introduces, as an additional paramie¢anatiow of local to slithering-
snake moves. The figure indicates that pure slitheringesdgkamicsg = 0) equilibrates
short chains more efficiently than pure local dynamigs< ~o), in accord with the obser-
vations made in Refs. 84,85. By contrast, with increasiragrclengthD 5 slows down ex-
ponentially for the slithering-snake algorithm, as expdalue taD  ~ RS/TN, whereas
the local dynamics exhibits a crossover from Rouse-likg, ~ 1/N, to reptation-like
behavior,Dy ~ 1/N~2?4 (see Sec. 2.3). If this trend persists, the pure slithesimajke
algorithm will become inefficient to equilibrate long chairHowever, one can speculate
that the addition of local moves weakens the confinement éagpdy neighboring chains
on the slithering-snake dynamics in the laiydimit. Indeed, this seems to be borne out
by the data. For short chaind/(< 64) Dy decreases monotonously with increasing
since local moves are less efficient in exploring the conéijan space and the confine-
ment is negligible. ASV increases, one finds a non-monotonous behavior. The dysaamic
first becomes more rapid, as local moves are added. Thist effgears to saturate at
w ~ 10. Larger values ofu causes the diffusion coefficient to decrease again strdagjly
fixed N). This implies that a judicious (model-dependent) choite as crucial if one
wants to equilibrate a melt of long chains efficiently by mixilocal and slithering-snake
moves.

Remark. The efficiency of the slithering-snake algorithm (with ortlvaut local moves)
or of the extended reptation algorithm deteriorates camaloly asp approaches 1, since
there is not sufficient space for the growth step. If one isrigdted in these high den-
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sities? an alternative simulation method may be provided by remathoves including
a “walker”.””"® A “walker” is defined as an isolated monomer (or as a small grou
monomers). In the MC move, the “walker” attaches to a chaitsineighborhood, which
then releases a monomer somewhere along its backboneingielchew “walker” at a
different position than the original one. Since the walkan be created by cleaving a
monomer from a chain, the algorithm works everat 1. In order to preserve monodis-
persity the update of the configuration is finished if the ‘keal attaches again to the chain
it was originally cleaved from.

5.3 Non-Local Moves: The Pivot Algorithm

A non-local N-conserving move attempts to update a chain portion of axddf success-
ful, it drastically modifies the chain dimension. Global peaties, such as the end-to-end
distance, should therefore relax within a feW-{ndependent) steps so that the critical
slowing-down is largely moderated —if not removed.

This appealing feature makes the search for appropriatdarah moves very attrac-
tive. However, not every conceivable move turns out to beiefit. This is mainly due to
two reasons:

1. A drastic modification of the chain configuration is muchrentikely to violate the
excluded-volume constraint than local or bilocal moves 8o, we expect the ac-
ceptance rate of non-local updates to decrease WithThe challenge consists in
inventing moves whose acceptance rate does not rapidlglvaisiv. — oo.

2. Anon-local move typically requires a CPU time of ordé(checking self-avoidance,
updating the configuration if accepted), in contrast to ofdfor a local or a bilocal
move. The extra factaN must be compensated by a very efficient decorrelation of
the configurations to justify the use of non-local moves.

A paradigm for a non-local algorithm, which satisfies thegteia, is the “pivot algo-
rithm”.?

Pivot Algorithm for the SAWThe elementary move of the pivot algorithm works as fol-
lows (Fig. 13): First, one randomly chooses a monofrard a symmetry operation (e.g.
a rotation, a reflection, etc.). The monomer serves as at'pemt’ for the symmetry
operation which turns the chain portion comprising the noecs: + 1,..., N to a new
position, while the other piece of the chain (monomiers ., i) remains unchanged. The

9Note thatp ~ 1 means that the polymer melt has zero compressibility By contrast, real polymer melts are
compressible, witkg T'pr being of the ordet0~! for temperatures above the glass transition or crysttithiza
temperature&® For the BFM* at ¢ ~ 0.5, ksTprsr =~ 0.2 and for the bead-spring models of Sec. 4.2 at
p~ 09,1072 < kgTprr < 107" (see Refs. 24,87). Thus, it appears that the limit> 1 is not needed to
model dense polymer melts.

hThis idea is related to that of cluster algoritt#h&8 employed in MC simulations of spin systems near criticality
Close to the phase transition, the spins are strongly eweel They form cluster of size(= correlation length,
corresponding tdRe in the polymer problem, see Sec. 1). A cluster algorithm fmmis cluster (Wolff algorithm)

or all of them (Swendsen-Wang algorithm) and updates atisspf the cluster(s) at once. This strongly reduces
or even eliminates, in favorable cases, the critical slgwiown3%-88

‘The pivot algorithm was invented by Lal in 1969. A compreliamsliscussion of the algorithm may be found
in Refs. 34, 89.
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Figure 13. lllustration of the pivot algorithm. A monoméi(= pivot point) is chosen at random. It divides the
chain into two pieces: The monomers. . . , ¢ remain fixed, while the monomeis-1, ..., N are translated to a
new position via a randomly chosen symmetry operation tiootareflection, etc.). In the example of the figure,
a180° rotation around the monoméis shown.

proposed move is accepted if the resulting configuratioelisavoiding. Otherwise, it is
rejected and the old configuration is recounted.

Qualitatively, the pivot move resembles an attempt to coests SAW of~ N mono-
mers by joining two SAW's of~ N/2 monomers at the pivot point. The probability for
the result to be self-avoiding should scalezsV)/22(N/2) ~ N~(—1) [see Eq. (8)].
This heuristic argument suggests that the acceptance aaishes asv~—°34 in 2D
(v = 43/32)?t and asN~~0-158 in 3D (y ~ 1.158)%. Although these estimates are quan-
titatively not very accurate, they correctly predict thealipative trends: The acceptance
rate decreases with increasing chain length as a poweMa® and the exponent is
larger in 2D than in 3D (2De ~ 0.19, 3D: v ~ 0.11).89

Relaxation Time and Computational ComplexiBortunately, the numerical value afis
small, implying that even for long chains, ed. = 10°, everyN%11 ~ 3.5th move is
accepted. Since a successful move implies a huge modificatithe conformation, one
can expect global properties to relax after a few steps.Heaglaxation time scales as
Tn ~ N This increase is distinctly slower than that of all algomis discussed so far.
Due to this property and due to the fact that the pivot alpatits known to be ergodid it
has become very popular (see e.g. the compilation of refesein Ref. 90). Currently, the
pivot algorithm is considered to be the most efficient algponifor studying configurational
properties of isolated SAW's?% 89,92

The pivot algorithm quickly decorrelates global quansitisuch as the end-to-end dis-
tance. However, it is not as efficient for local propertiekeTtonformation of a specific
monomer is only altered if this monomer is selected as a gwatt and if the move is
successful. A successful moves takes a time of oNernd, as the chain consists df
monomers, the decorrelation time of a local observableldrsmale asio. ~ N, This

7By configurational properties we mean quantities charaater the chain dimension, such &, Rg, etc. A
very accurate estimate of the critical exponenin 3D (v = 0.5877 £ 0.0006) was obtained by the pivot
algorithm?! By contrast, it appears difficult to measure precisely theitigm function Z(N), and so the ex-
ponenty with the pivot algorithm. For this purpose, other algorithrauch as the “join-and-cut” algorittfor
chain-growth algorithn®, are better suited. The current best estimateyfior 3D is+ = 0.1575 + 0.0006.2%
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extra factorN is felt if one starts from an arbitrary initial configuratiofull equilibration
on all length scales is required before large-scale eqiilibproperties may be sampled.
The equilibration time must be longer than the longest @iar time in the system, i.e,
thannec.

For a non-local algorithm the computational complexity ipaaticularly important
guantity because inefficient implementations may ruin theaatage gained by fast decor-
relation. The most naive check for self-avoidance wouletakime of orderV? so that
Tee = N?7y ~ N?te comparable to the slithering-snake algorithm [Eq. (4@vi-
ously, a faster check is called for. In Ref. 89 it was argued, thy starting at the pivot
point and working outwards, self-intersections may be ctetkin a time of ordeNV!—2,
This procedure must be repeatedN“ times to obtain one accepted pivot. So, the time
required per accepted pivot scales~asV.* Once the pivot is accepted, we still have to
update the monomer positions which also takes a time of akde6o, in total we find
Tee ~ N7y ~ Nt for global properties andé%c ~ NTjoc ~ N2t for local proper-
ties. The estimate forl%° is again comparable to the slithering-snake algorithm [E@)].
Therefore, one could also use slithering-snake moves terefeg an initial, equilibrated
configuration for the pivot algorithm.

5.4 Non-Local Moves in the Melt: The Double-Pivot Algorithm

Due to its efficiency in decorrelating SAW configurationssitémpting to apply the pivot
algorithm also to other situations, such as the collapssitian, SAW'’s in confined geom-
etry, or dense polymer melts. However, in these cases, ¢joeitdm becomes inefficient.
The non-local moves either lead to large energy differe(matapse transition) or violate
the excluded-volume condition (SAW's in confined geomeatense melts) so that they are
rejected.

Should one therefore give up the idea of using pivot-like emsay, for dense melts?
Recent work suggests that this conclusion might be wrongtedd of pivoting a piece of
one chain to a new position the MC move can involve two chabush a move was termed
“double-pivot (DP)” algorithnt. The basic idea of the algorithm is to cleave simultaneously
a bond in a chain and in one of its neighbor chains, and to resdrthe monomers such
that the chains remain monodispefsd.he algorithm works as follows (Fig. 14):

1. Amonomer, say monomein chaina, is chosen at random. Around this monomer the
neighborhood is inspected to find bridgeable neighbors berathains. A bridge-
able neighbor is defined by the following requirements:

(a) It must be possible to connect the neighbarlty a bond vector. This imposes a
restriction on the intermolecular distance betwéand its neighbor. In the ex-

kEThe pivotg%lgorithm may be implemented so that the time mequio obtain an accepted move is of ordét

with ¢ < 1.

'The double-pivot algorithm has been proposed recently in® In part, this work was motivated by a novel
chain-bridging algorithm which was successfully employedtomistic simulations of long polyethylene chains
(see Ref. 94). Our presentation of the DP algorithm is iespby the discussion of Ref. 94. Due to the newness
of the algorithm the implementation that we propose might wt not to be the most efficient one.

™|n general, connectivity-altering moves between arhitrapnnomer pairs of neighboring chains lead to a dis-
tribution of chain lengths, i.e., to polydispersity. Thedtti of the distribution can be controlled by introducing a
chemical potential. See Sec. 3.3 of Ref. 43 for further disimn in the context of lattice models and e.g. Ref. 94
for an application to atomistic MC simulations of polyetéryé.
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chaina

i+1 i+1

N 1 chainb N 1

Figure 14. lllustration of a double-pivot (DP) move on a sguattice. A DP move flips bonds between two adja-
cent chaing: andb. To this end, the neighborhood of mononién chaina is inspected to find potential bridging
sites on chairb. To preserve monodispersity a potential bridging site bamtisfy the following conditions: (a)
The (i 4+ 1)th monomer of chaib, denoted by’ + 1 in the figure, must be separated by a distance of the bond
length from monomet. (b) The same condition must also hold for the distance oftthenonomer of chairb,
denoted byi’, from monomer: + 1 of chaina. Between these four monomers a connectivity-altering nieve
attempted. The bonds fro#rto ¢ + 1 and from:’ to i’ 4 1 are broken, and new bondswith i’ + 1 and:’ with

i + 1, are created. The proposed move is accepted or rejectecdaggto Eq. (43). From the figure it is clear
that the DP algorithm can only be carried out if there are hiagcmonomers on a neighbor chain within the
distance of a bond. This is the more likely, the higher theceatration of the solution. Therefore, the algorithm
(presumably) works best in concentrated solutions or métsuccessful, the move entails a drastic change of
the chain configuration.

ample of Fig. 14 it must coincide with the lattice constarutr the BFM it must
be among the set of allowed bond vectors [Eqg. (33)], whefeas, continuum
model, the bond energy resulting from taking the intermali@cdistance as a
bond vector should not be so large that the proposed bondiwawer occur in
equilibrium. In the latter case, it might be necessary taicedthe strength of
the bond potential, e.g., the force constant of Eq. £34).

(b) To maintain monodispersity the neighbor must be either(t — 1)th or the
(¢ + 1)th monomer of the chaitn We distinguish the monomers of chaiby a
“prime”, e.g.7’, from those of chaim.

(c) Ifitis monomer:’ + 1, monomer’ must be separated from monomier 1 of
chaina by a distance which satisfies condition (a).

Using these three criteria we determine the total numberidfbable neighbors of
monomeri, Npp(i, x’). If Npp(i,x’) = 0 for all 4, the configuratione’” must be
updated by local (or bilocal) moves to bring the monomersananfavorable positions
for bridging %394

2. A double-pivot move is initiated by randomly selectingearf the bridgeable neigh-
bors, sayi’ + 1 in chainb, from Npp(é, 2’). Then, the bonds betweemnd: + 1 and
between’ andi’ + 1 are cleaved, and one attempts to create new bonds between
andi’ + 1 and between’ and: + 1. This move just switches the connectivity while
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preserving the chain length, and is proposed with prolgbili

1

Ppro(iﬂ' —T)= m .

(41)

3. To satisfy detailed balance we have to deternithg(x — «’) of the reverse move.
As the forward move only alters the connectivity betweendhains, but does not
displace the monomers, the number of bridgeable neighlfasspecific monomer
remains unchanged. That &pp(i, ) = Npp(i, x’). To reverse the forward move,
we have to select monomé&rt 1 on chainb and its bridgeable neighboon chaina.
This occurs with probability

1

Pool = @) = o) 2

so that the Metropolis criterion reads
: Noe(i, ") U’
acdz’ = 1, —oRb®) g AU@-U@E)]) 43
dz’ — x) mln( " Nos(i 1 1.2 (43)

The difference/ () — U(x’) is the local change in energy due to the switching of
the bonds between chainsandb.

The steps 1.—3. may be repeated several times. Howevenjthbear of iterations should
not be too large. Otherwise it is likely that an accepted menvaihilates one of its pre-
decessors by performing the transition between two chairiké reverse direction. To
avoid this inefficiency it is important to mix up the local diguration of the system. This
may be achieved by e.g. local MC moves or by combifiirige DP algorithm with MD
simulations.

6 Monte Carlo Methods for Polymers: Rosenbluth Sampling andts
Modern Variants

The first MC method to simulate a SAW was “simple samplifiy'This static method
(Sec. 3) works as follows:

1. Place the first monomer at the origin, randomly choose a bentor, and append it
to the monomer.

2. Choose the next bond vector, again randomly, connectlietsecond monomer, and
check the self-avoidance (Fig. 15).

3. Ifthe chain is self-avoiding, the random growth procesy ime continued. If not, the
self-avoiding piece of the SAW, obtained up to this pointstrhe discarded, and we
have to start from scratch at the first step again.

4. The steps 1. to 3. are repeated until a SAW of the desirgHié¥h is obtained. Then,
data analysis may be done.

5. Repeat steps 1. to 4. to gather sufficient statistics.
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Figure 15. lllustration of the simple-sampling (a) and tresénbluth-Rosenbluth (RR) methods [(b) and (c)] on
a square lattice. The coordination number of the lattide= 4) defines the number of possible bond vectors
{5}. In simple sampling, all of these vectors have the same ai gmiobability. Thus, the bond vectdr,_q

(= 7; — 7¥;—1) from monomer; — 1 to the new monomet can also point in the direction of already occupied
lattice sites. This leads to the attrition problem. The RRhwoe strongly reduces the attrition by takiﬁgl
only from the open directions; (= 2 in the example of the figure). The new bond vector can be cheiteer
uniformly from thek; possibilities, as indicated by the dashed lines and dashgdscin panel (b), or according
to the local Boltzmann factor [Eq. (48)], if e.g. an attraetmonomer-monomer interaction is present [filled grey
circle in panel (c)].

Apparently, completed SAW’s are independent of one anaheroccur with the same
probability Ps(x) = Psaw(IN). This is the main advantage of a static MC method. The
main disadvantage of simple sampling is ti#at(N) becomes exponentially small for
large N. To see that, let us calculaf,,(N) for a SAW on a hypercubic lattice. The
hypercubic lattice has the coordination numbet 2d. Thus, the number of random
walks (RW’s) starting at the origin and having — 1 steps, isZay = 2V Zaw is

the partition function of the RW. Out of thesé' —! random-walk configurations simple
sampling selects those which are self-avoiding. As thee&€dr~ N N1, Eq. (8)] such
configurationsPsaw(N) is given by

z

N
Paa(N) ~ (ﬁ) N7 = N le ™ L e W (N large) (44)

wherel = In(z/u) is called “attrition constant”. The attrition constantNs> 0 (in 2D
and 3D)? reflecting that the monomer partition function, i.e., thentner of ways to place

a monomer on the lattice, of a RW-(z) is, due to the neglect of self-avoidance, larger
than that of a SAW= p).

Equation (44) illustrates that simple sampling is not arcigffit simulation method
for SAW's. On average,’8' random walks have to be constructed to obtain one SAW
(“attrition problem™). As\ = 0.416 and 0.248 for the 2D and 3D hypercubic lattices, this
number of constructions is prohibitively large already /r> 50. Even if one modifies
the construction method by avoiding immediate backfoldsreby replacing by z — 1
(“Non-Reversal Random Walk (NRRW)”), the exponentialititn remains. Generation
of SAW’s with N > 102 is still unfeasible. Therefore, all alternative simulatiechniques
have to alleviate this attrition problem.

"For a compilation of attrition constants see Refs. 34,43d > oo, A goes to zero a3 — 1/2d for the
hypercubic lattice.
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6.1 Inversely Restricted Sampling: Rosenbluth-Rosenbliit Method

The attrition problem arises because simple sampling @sbbndly from the nearest-
neighbor sites to place a new monomer. A more clever algaritbuld scan the local
environment around the last monomer and exclude thoseliredtions which lead to self-
intersections. The position of the next monomean then be chosen with equal proba-
bility from the remainingk; open directions (Fig. 15).This method, known as “inversely
restricted sampling” or “Rosenbluth—Rosenbluth (RR) &thmn”,” strongly reduces the
attrition? at the expense of introducing a bias. A SAW is not generatédwwviiform prob-
ability, but with probability

N
Px)=][+ (=1, (45)
i=1 "

Equation (45) shows that configurations with sniglt have a higher probability of occur-
ring. This bias toward dense configurations in the produaatica SAW must be corrected
in its analysis by the weigh¥’ () « 1/Ps(x) when calculating observables [see Eq. (18)].

The RR algorithm is a static MC method. As such, it has the aidgpe that suc-
cessively generated SAW'’s are independent of each othépraéblems of decorrelating
configurations, discussed in Sec. 5, are absent by coristiu@n the other hand, Eg. (45)
also points to the major difficulty of the method. The RR meéiffiavors dense config-
urations which are not representative of long SAW's. ThRgx) differs from Peg(x).
As N increases, the difference becomes more pronounced. Toermate the discrep-
ancy between the two probabilities the distribution of virégmust become broad: Dense
configurations have small weights and open chains have iargklarger weights. A de-
tailed analysis of this problem was undertaken by Batouli$ liremer®® They showed
that the distribution of weights, obtained fral repetitions of the RR method W (x,,, ),
m=1,..., M), is dominated by few configurations having the largest WisigThe most
relevant SAW configurations have, however, smaller weigfits sample this portion of
the weight distribution sufficiently)M has to become very large [see the discussion of
Eqg. (22)]. This problem makes the RR algorithm not suitabletlie simulation of long
SAW'’s”

However, the RR algorithm should be well suited if the biasiduced by the sampling
engenders configurations which are close to the physical. ofteat is, if the equilibrium
configurations are less swollen than those of a SAW. As thitsigase close t©-pointin
3D (see Sec. 1), one might expect the RR algorithm to be méioteet forT" ~ Tg. In
fact, this expectation is nicely borne out. The biased samgif the RR method produces

°Here, we assumeé < k; < z — 1. If all neighbor sites are blocked{ = 0), the configuration obtained until
then is trapped. It must be discarded, and the construagumnes from the beginning. The first monomer can be
placed anywhere on the lattice. If the construction alwages say, from the origin, we sk{ = 1 in Eq. (45).
PSee Ref. 95 for a detailed statistical analysis of the RRrilgn® in the context of simulating SAW’s. Chap-
ter 11 of Ref. 31 gives a discussion in the larger contexted nergy calculations with applications to discrete
and continuous chain models.

9In the RR algorithm, attrition occurs because the growingirtimay be trapped, i.ek; = 0 for somes. In
practice, this does not appear to be a serious problem in BBigh-coordination lattice®> 97 It was suggested
that effects of trapping should become visible only #6r> 10%.%7 This implies that there is still exponential
attrition, asN — oo, but at a much lower rate than in Eq. (44).

"In the simulations on the (high-coordination) FCC lattideRef. 95 the systematic error due to the weights
rendered a precise determination/df impossible forN 2> 200.
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an effective attraction between the monomers which clossdgmbles that ob-chains.

An important consequence of this special property is thatihights are nearly compen-
sated by the Boltzmann fact®t. Thus, the RR method was employed to study properties
near the®-point (see e.g. Refs. 10,11 of Ref. 97), and it also reptesne core of a
modern algorithm, the “Pruned-Enriched Rosenbluth Me{RERMY"".

6.2 Pruned-Enriched Rosenbluth Method (PERM)

The simulation of a polymer chain close to tBepoint requires the introduction of an
attraction between the monomers to compensate their megpalsion. Typically, these
thermal interactions are modeled by a short range interamman potentiaf. As a chain is
grown according to the Rosenbluth scheme, the presence giotiential implies that the
internal energy of a chain changes:

wibi_1) = U7y, ... Fie1 + bio1) = UL, ..., Fic1) [ui(bo) == U(#)] . (46)

Here,U(71,...,Ti—1) is the potential energy of chain havitg— 1) monomers anﬂi_l
is the bond vector from th@ — 1)th to theith monomer. A priori, there are different ways

to incorporatmi(gi_l) in the construction. Two possible choices are the followfihg

1. The first method is the classical Rosenbluth scheme. T$iggoof theith monomer
is chosen from the free neighbors with uniform probabilggg Eq. (45)]. Thus, the

weight of the new chain configuratian(= 71, . . ., 7v) is given by?
e AU IV .
W r)=——"" = kieﬁui(bi1):| . 47

=1

2. An alternative consists in including the Boltzmann fagiothe probabilityPs ; for
placing theith monomer. Lel{l;} denote the ensemble of possible bond vectors. For

the hypercubic lattice{s} coincides with the number of lattice directionsfor the
BFM it is given by Eq. (33). Then, we may write fék ; (Fig. 15)

g Bui(bi—1) g Bui(bi—1) saw 1
p— H J—

Ps; = > )
S Z{E} e—Bui(b) w; k;

(48)

where the normalizatiom; reduces tas; if only excluded-volume interactions are
taken into account (SAW limit). This implies that the weid#tx) is given by

e BU@) N re—pui(bi-i) N
[ Fsi }_Z

=1 i=1

SFor the SAW on the hypercubic lattice the attraction is uguaiplemented between non-bonded nearest neigh-
bors#7 In a simulation of thed-transition with the BFM, a square-well potential of rangé (in units of the lat-
tice constant) was uséd.This choice ensures that the first peak of the pair-disidbufunction is encompassed
by the range of the potential. A more complicated choice waderin Ref. 98. In the continuum, a Gaussian
chain model with a non-truncated LJ-interaction was extehsstudied (see Refs. 64,99 and references therein).
tNote that, contrary to the definition & () in Sec. 3, Eq. (47) does not include the factor of the (unkjown
partition function.
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Both methods have been used to simutatpolymers via the Rosenbluth algoritHt.
Despite the fact that, precisely @b, the RR configurations more or less coincide
with the equilibrium configurations, the accuracy of the Inoetdeteriorates fav > N¢.*
Again, the reason is thd@(x) does not perfectly agree wifhq(x). As a result, the weight
distribution becomes so broad that chains with the biggesghts dominate the sample
(see Fig. 2 of Ref. 47). Due to Eq. (18) this leads to a largéamae of the computed
observables.
To improve the accuracy one has to reduce the variance. legnags proposed a clever
way to achieve thi¢/ Assume that we have constructed a chain up to monartier<
1 < N) via the RR method. This chain has the weigkit which we want to prevent from
fluctuating too much. That s, if; exceeds a lower or an upper bound, we interfere in the
following way:

1. IfW; < W, we “prune” the sample: 1#V; decreases below the threshéid ™, a
random numbe® < ¢ < 1 is uniformly drawn. If{ < 1/2, the chain is removed.
Otherwise, it is kept, its weight is doubledd{ — 2W;), and the step-by-step growth
continues.

2. IfW; > W;", we “enrictt” the sample: IfiV’; exceeds the upper bouiid;", c copies,
typically 2,190 of the configuration are made, each of which is given the neighte
W, — W;/c. These copies are then grown independently of each other.

This control of the weight distribution within the RR algitmin was termed “Pruned-En-
riched Rosenbluth Method (PERMj".

Of course, the question arises of how to choose the boWﬁsHere, itis importantto
note that neither the pruning nor the enrichment step inized any bias. In the calculation
of the sums in Eq. (18) the increaseldf by pruning is compensated by the probability
1/2 with which the configuration is retained, and the decread& o the enrichment is
compensated by the number of copieFhus, we are free to choose the bouhkl‘s“. Bad
choices can “only” render the method inefficient, but nobmect. In order to determine
optimum values fon the following procedure was proposed (for temperaturesatea
not too low)47, 100

e First, one choose’;” = 0 andW;" very large. That is, one performs a simulation
via the original RR method. This simulation yields the wegjiv; fori = 1,..., V.
First estimates for the boundig are then determined By,” = C~W; andW;" =
CHTW,; with C*/C~ ~ O(1)-O(10).

e These estimates are refined “on the fly”. Imagine that we hatamed)M; config-
urations of chain length from the simulation. Then, we first calculate the partition

“The critical chain lengthVe depends on the model. For a simple cubic lattice Wis~ 103.47

YEnrichment is a classical technique for simulating SAW'’siefly, it works as follows: If a chain survives the

s step,c copies of its configuration are made, which serve as indep#rsiarting points for further growth. The
method may be implemented in a “breadth-first” or a “depthtfifashion. The former implies that all copies are
first grown to size2s before the entire sample is copied again. By contrast, ther lmethod tries to complete
the construction of one copy up to chain lengthbefore passing to next one. The pros and cons of the two
implementations are discussed in the context of the PERMein &7. More details about enrichment may be
found in Refs. 34,43.
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functionby [x = (71, ...,7;), see Eq. (18)]

T I Y R
Zi=[deeUi® s~ — N T = — N Wi(z,), (50
Joe o~ S Sy~ X Wi (60

m=1

and from that, we determine the new boundsl/lziyF =C*z,.

Applications of the PERM.The PERM was invented to simulate the transition from an
excluded-volume to a collapsed chain at éheemperaturd’o. Theoretically, the transi-
tion is usually identified with a tricritical point in the linN — c0.1® A tricritical point
exhibits mean-field behavior in 3D. Thus, one expectsthat 1/2 andvy = 1 [Eq. (8)]
atTe for N — oo. This asymptotic largeV behavior is supplemented by (universal) cor-
rections of ordefl /In N for finite chain length (see e.g. Chap. 21 of Ref. 16 for a good
discussion). A significant test of the theory therefore nexuto study very long chains.

In Ref. 47 such a test was attempted. Grassberger perforroechparative study of
various models employed in the literature: a SAW on a simplacclattice with attrac-
tive nearest-neighbor interactions, the BFM with two venmsifor the attractive monomer-
monomer interaction®;*®and a LJ bead-spring modél Using the PERM these models
could be simulated with high precision and, partly, with fmmlenger chain lengths than
studied before. These simulations yielded refined estsnat®y for the various models,
confirmed the mean-field-like asymptotic character of @point, but also showed that
the leading-order logarithmic corrections cannot expllaefinite-N behavior found, even
for N = 10%.»

On the technical side, it was found that the selection of tbsitfpn of the next
monomer; with uniform probability from thek; open directions is only the best choice
for the SAW on the simple cubic lattice (first method of pagé. 3&s alluded to at the
end of Sec. 6.1, this is due to a near cancellation of the Rsgnweight and the Boltz-
mann factor: Many nearest-neigbor contacts lead to a loveRasth weight, but to a large
Boltzmann factor, and vice versa. For more long-range orencomplicated interactions
the degree of cancellation need not necessarily be the shnfact, for the BFM it was
found in Ref. 47 that a selection of the next monomer posaimording to the Boltzmann
factor [Eq. (48)] is more efficient. Similar approaches walso used to study e.g. simple
models of proteins.

The preceding discussion appears to suggest that the PER8ihgle-chain technique.
This is not true. We just quote two recent examples. The PERIS! wtilized to simulate
the denaturation transition of a simple model for doubtarsied DNA (two SAW’s):%2 A
truly multi-chain system was studied in Ref. 103. This warlconcerned with the phase
diagram of semidilute polymer solutions for< © (see Fig. 3). For a review of these and
other applications see Ref. 100.

wThese findings elicited further theoretit® and numerical worR%191 On the theoretical side, subleading
corrections of ordein(ln N)/(In N)2 were calculated and found to be as large as the leatliig N term.
On the numerical side, MC simulatich®$ for N < 10% of a NRRW, including weakly attractive two-body,
but repulsive three-body interactions, were performedis Tinodel shows logarithmic corrections which are
much weaker than those found in Ref. 47 and are roughly cabgatith the theoretical predictions. However,
Ref. 101 stresses a problem in the analysis of@hpoint. To estimatel'g, an infiniteV property, precisely
from the simulations one has to rely on the theoretical jstsis for the finite?V corrections to extrapolate to
N — oo. To this end, the simulated chains must be long enough faetiserrections to apply. This regime
appears to be very hard to attain, evenfor 106,
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6.3 Configurational-Bias Monte Carlo and Recoil-Growth Algorithm

An alternative multi-chain MC scheme, incorporating the RBthod, is the Configura-
tional-Bias Monte Carlo (CBMC) algorithrh. Contrary to the PERM, CBMC builds up
a new chain step-by-step without controlling the weights'on the go”. It is only after
a successful construction that the resultant bias is rechovlee new chain is accepted
according to the Metropolis criterion with a probabilitypdandent on the total Rosenbluth
weights of the new and the old chain configurations. Thistamithl test warrants sampling
from the Boltzmann distribution.

A recent extension of CBMC is the “Recoil-Growth (RG) aldgbm”.” Contrary to the
RR method, which only looks ahead one step while constrgetichain, the RG algorithm
uses a more sophisticated growth procedure. It places aré&tragrtable feeler at the head
of a growing chain. The feeler spys out the environment toffidrable pathways for the
chain construction. The efficiency of the method residekafact that the growth does not
terminate if the feeler encounters a trap. It merely redmlsk from the trap and pursues its
search in a different direction. After the constructionasnpleted, the new chain replaces
the old one, just as in CBMC, with a probability determinedtbgir respective weights
according to the Metropolis criterion.

6.3.1 Configurational-Bias Monte Carlo (CBMC)

To illustrate the CBMC scheme in more detail we consider atgnt of SAW's on a lattice
(Fig. 16):

1. Given the initial configuration:’ of the system we randomly select a chain and one
of its monomers. Let this be the monomérof chainb (1 < n’ < N). The confi-

guration of the chain portioh=n’, ..., N is characterized by the sequence of bonds
En/,l, . ,l;N,l. Each bond represents a specific choice from the set of ailges
bond vectorgb}. So, we can write the Rosenbluth weight of the monomérs ., N
of chainb as
N — -,
W) = [[ wh@), wha)=e Pl N gfu® (51
i=n’ b#£bi—1

Here,u?, (571/,1) is the energy of monomeyr’ at its actual position in the chain. Itin-
cludes the interactions with the monomers of all other chamd with the monomers
i=1,...,n — 1 ofits own chain [Eq. (46)]. The monomen$+ 1 to N have to be
omitted because one thinks of the chaias being (re-) constructed step-by-step via
the RR procedure with probability [Eq.(48)]

—Bul (b;—1)
b e Bu;
i@’ = =05y

*CBMC was introduced by Siepmann and Frenkel in the 1990s.artlie applied to lattice and off-lattice
models. The initial off-lattice applications have demoatgtd the power of the algorithm for the study of a large
variety of problems in polymer physics. Therefore, CBMC basome an important and widely used simulation
technique. A comprehensive and very pedagogical accouheahethod, including flowcharts of the algorithm
and examples, is given in the textbook by Frenkel and Shit.

¥The RG algorithm was introduced in Refs. 104, 105. A detailescription may be found in Chap. 13.7 of the
textbook by Frenkel and Smit. For practical applications, it is very helpful that tReRTRAN codes of the
“Case Studies” may be downloaded frématp: //molsim.chem.uva.nl/frenkel smit.

(52)
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chainb chaina

Figure 16. Schematic of a CBMC move executed in a polymertisolu The initial configurationz’ of the
solution is shown in the left figure. From all chainsaf the chainb and one of its monomers,’, are chosen.
Here,n’ = N — 2. The chain portiom/, ..., N is deleted (dashed grey lines connecting the open gregs)rcl
and reconstructed step-by-step. Upon completion we oltaiew chain configuration, “chais’, and so a new
configuration,z, of the solution. In the construction, the new boﬁdl from monomer; — 1 to monomer

i(= N — 1, N) is selected from the set of bond vectdis according to the local Boltzmann factéty; (=)

[Eq. (55)]. For lattice models this set, which defines the benof trial directions at each step, is finite and closely
related to lattice structure: E.g. for the hypercubic dattiit coincides with the number of lattice directiongor

z — 1 if backfolds shall be excluded a priori). For the BFM theltdaections may be taken as the ensemble of
allowed bonds [Eqg. (33)]. For a continuum model there is arpén infinite number of possible directions, from
which a suitable finite number of trial directions must beested so that new chain configurations are efficiently
generated (see Chap. 13.3 of Ref. 31 for details). If onlyuebed volume interactions are present, as assumed in
the figure,Pg; () = 1/2fori = N — 1 and Pg;(x) = 1/3 for the last monomeN. Thus, the total weight

We(z) of chaina is 6, whereas that of the chain portiet = N — 1, N of the old chairb is W (') = 4.
Thus,W(x)/Wb(x’) = 1.5, and chair will be accepted according to Eq. (58).

Thus, the potential energy of the chain portign. .., N is given by

N
Ub(@') = ul(bi1), (53)

and the probability to propose the chain portion may be esqee as

N _ bt
b/ b ’ € AU (")
Ps(fﬂ)zil;[llps,z‘(w)zm- (54)
2. The monomers’ to N of chainb are deleted. This corresponds to a “shrinkage-
growth” implementation of the algorithm, which is (presushd more efficient than

a “growth-shrinkage” procedure (see Sec. 5.2).

3. To obtain a new configuratian of the system the chaihis fully (n’ = 1) or only in
part (2" > 1) reconstructed:

e If n’ =1, we start building a new chain by randomly placing the firsniomer
somewhere in system. Let this new chain be labeled “ctraist the position,
where the monomer is inserted, it interacts with the othairchof the system.
It has an energyaflzl(go) [= U(™), see Eqg. (46)], giving rise to the weight

wy = exp[—/Su§(bg)].
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e If n/ > 1, we rebuild the chain portioh= n’,..., N monomer-by-monomer
via the RR method. This growing chain, comprising the ihjiartion of chain
b(t=1,...,n'—1)and the newly attached monomeis{n, ..., N) will also
be called “chair”. In the following we suppress the prim§ o indicate that a
new chain conformation is obtained, even if the first monomers are identical
with those of chairb. To add thenth monomer we proceed as described in the
next step.

4. Amonomer may be attached to the growing chain via a bond fhe set of possible
bond vectorgb}. Out of these trial directions we choose one according to(4R).

This implies for the monomer(=n, ..., N)
g—Buf (Bi—1) g Buf (Bi-1)
Fgi(x) = Pyl : (55)
’ Z{Z;} e Buj (b) w; (:B)

—

whereu?(b;_1) is the change in potential energy of the system due to thaiaddif
the new bond;_; from monomer — 1 to monomet [Eq. (46)].

5. The preceding step is repeated until the constructioheo€hain is completed. Thus,
the new chain configuration occurs with probability [Eq.)49

N —BU" (@)
a a _ €
PS (m) = il_nl Psz(w) - W“(cc) ’ (56)
whereW®(x) andU“(x) are defined analogously to Egs. (51,53).

6. Now, we recognize tha®?(x) may be interpreted as the probability of proposing a
transition from the old configuratiar’ to the new configuratiom. Correspondingly,
P2 (z') is the probability for the reverse step. That is,

Finally, we insert Eq. (57) into Eqg. (29) to obtain the acegje probability for the
new configuration

acda’ — ) — min (1 Boro(@ — ') eﬁ[U“(m)Ub(m')])

" Poro(x" — x)

= min (1, vafig,))) : (58)

Discussion.An important feature of the CBMC method is its non-local ewéer: A suc-
cessful CBMC construction implies a large-scale configoratl change. Either a new
chain is inserted somewhere in the system —this may be eeglmry efficiently to study
phase equilibria of polymer solutions in the btffkand in thin films®’— or part of a chain

#This part need not necessarily start at mononier 1 and terminate at the chain end, as assumed in our previous
discussion. It can also comprise an inner portion of thergtesy the monomers’ +1,...,n' +m/ —1 < N.

In this case, the reconstruction has to satisfy the additioondition that it starts at monomef and ends at the
position of monomer.” + m’ (see Chap. 13.4 of Ref. 31). This variant of CBMC may be usedlx e.g. ring
polymers, which have no free ends so that the method dedaaibeve could not be applied.
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is regrown. This leads to a rapid decorrelation of chain gaméitions and to efficient sam-
pling, provided the system has a low or moderate density ladhtains are not too long.
When dealing with long chains and/or dense melts the foligvproblems occur:

e Chain construction in CBMC is based on the Rosenbluth methiettling a distri-
bution of configurations that differs from the Boltzmanntdisition. This difference
becomes more pronounced with increasi¥sigeven for an isolated chain at tite
point (see Secs. 6.1,6.2). As CBMC does not control the vigighile synthesizing
the chain, contrary to the PERM, the acceptance rate fonaleaonstructions falls
exponentially inN for large chain lengths.

e Another problem results from the “shortsightedness” oRealgorithm. By looking
only one step ahead, the chain construction can run ints.tfeqr isolated chains this
trapping implies that there is still an exponential atbritin NV for long chains, albeit
with an attrition constant much smaller thaifsee Eq. (44) and footnote on page 35).

¢ In a dense system, in addition to trapping, a further proldesurs. If a (part of a)
new chain is inserted, it is fairly likely to be constructedtjin the space originally
occupied by the (part of the) old chain which was removedsThn lead to strong
correlations between the new and old chain configuratiorisaosampling becomes
inefficient’® In this situation, it might be best to combine CBMC with thighgring-
shake algorithm (Sec. 5.2). That s, to try to regrow justtéreninal bond at the other
chain end according to Eqg. (58). In a dense melt, it thus agpesaf CBMC cannot be
expected to decorrelate chain configurations more effigi#man the slithering-snake
algorithm.

6.3.2 Recoil-Growth (RG) Algorithm

The RG algorithm was suggested as an alternative to CBMhibiting two major
changes:

1. Instead of looking one step ahead the RG algorithm scanernhironment via a re-
tractable “feeler”. The feeler consists of a self-avoidagin portion having at most
Nrecoil Monomerg. The ability of the feeler to shrink and to grow helps to circum
vent dense regions. This allows for the search of suitaktlewss/s to complete the
construction of the chain.

2The RG algorithm was introduced for SAW'’s on a cubic latticeRief. 104. Reference 105 extends this study
to continuum models. A comprehensive discussion of thes&saoay be found in the textbook by Frenkel and
Smit (Chap. 13.7%%

bOf course, in generaN,ecoil > 2, implying that the feeler is longer than one bond. Otherytise “shortsight-
edness” of CBMC is not removed. The idea to improve the RR atkthy looking several steps ahead is not
new. It is embodied e.g. in the “scanning method” of Meirct®® This method still uses a one-step growth,
but chooses a new borig according to the probability that a SAW &fscan monomers can be constructed in
direction ofb;. As this implies an enumeration of all possible SAW’s of l#nd/scanStarting at some monomer
1, the scanning paramet@¥scanis usually much smaller thaiv. Thus, trapping cannot be avoided completely.
This would only be the case ¥scan= N — 1, i.e., if one scanned all possible ways to complete the chaito
monomerN in direction ofb;. For a comparative discussion of the RG algorithm and thersng method see
Ref. 104.
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2. Contrary to CBMC, the incremental weights for each newly added monomer are
not calculated “on the fly”, but only after a new chain has bseccessfully con-
structed. Thus, the computation of the weights is carrigcooly once. In CBMC,
it can happen that a lot of time is spent to calculate the wisigha partially grown
chain which must then be discarded because the constringtfomun into a trap before
completion.

Description of the RG AlgorithmThese differences show that the RG algorithm comprises
two independent steps: a construction step using the tablaecfeeler and an acceptance
step including the weight calculation. We discuss thegessteparately. In our discussion
we assume that a whole chain is inserted in the system afterdomly chosen old chain
has been removed (“shrinkage-growth procedure”). As leefthre new chain is called
“chain a”, the old “chaind”, and the respective new and old configurations of the system
are denoted by andx’.

Construction step (Fig. 17):

1. We place the first monomer of chairat the random trial positiofi; and determine
its energyU (71) = u{(bo). To decide whether the position is accessible (“open”) we
accept it with probability (see e.g. Ref. 31 for further dission of this point)

o 1 if 71 is unoccupie
P/"w) = min (1’67[5”1(%)) - {0 Otglerwise e (59)

where “SAW” means that there are only hard-core interastfoff the position is
“open”, we continue with step 2. Otherwise, step 1 is repkate

2. Assume that the chain construction has arrived at monanvée randomly choose a
new bondy; from monomes to monomei+1, computeP ?;(z:) for the trial position
of i+1, and decide whether it is open or not according to Eq. (59).idfclosed, we
keep choosing new bonds up to a maximum numbégeftrial directions? As soon

as the first open direction is found, we proceed to step 3.

Otherwise, a recoil step is performed. That s, the chaingadack to monomer 1
where it searches for an open direction, usingkhR& = krc — kcheckedPreviously
unchecked directions. The first open direction found is te@thce (again) monomer
1. If the chain fails to find an open direction from th@s;remaining ones at monomer
i— 1, itrecoils toi — 2 and checks the previously unused directions for a podyikili
grow from there. In difficult situations the chain keepsifajlback until a maximum
number of Niecoil recoil steps has been performed. If this number is excedbed,
construction of chain has to resume from step 1.

¢In the SAW-limit, the decision of whether the position is npe not probabilistic, but deterministic. One just
checks on overlaps with other monomers: If no overlap o¢thesposition is open. For continuous potentials,
however, the decision becomes probabilistic. We compgfé"( ) to a random numbe, uniformly distributed
between 0 and 1. The position is opertik P{P*\(z). Otherwise, it is closed. This means that we accept the
position with probabilityP**"(z).

d|n practical implementations, the number of trial diresineed not be the same for every monomet may
depend on. For instance, one could choose for half of the monomersaRdiiections and for the other half 3
directions so thakrg = 2.5 on average. Thuggrg need not be integer.
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Figure 17. lllustration of the recoil-growth procedure &BAW on a square lattice, usikgc = 2 andNyecoil =

3. The first monomer is placed at an empty (“open”) lattice. shé each site that the growing chain visits, it
haskgg trial directions for the next step (indicated by the daslieest there are 2 for each monomer). These
directions are chosen at random from the 1 forward lattice directions. Starting at monomer 1 the cHast
tries the pathl 2 3’. At that point, the first monomeB(— Nrecoil + 1) becomes fixed (indicated kfy) — e in the
figure). Then, the chain attempts to grow to positidrand finds it blocked. Thus, it recoils to monon®rand
tries the remaining direction leading to monomé&r. At that point, the monomet — Nyecoil + 1 = 2 becomes
fixed (O — o), as the “feeler”2 3’4" has attained its full lengttViecoii = 3 (grey thick solid line). However,
the next two trial directions}’ — 5’ and4’ — 5", are found blocked. So, the feeler first recoils3tpwhere

it realizes thatkrg trial directions have been exhausted so that it must falk i@cmaximum lengthViecoil to
monomer 2. From there, it finds the open path4’”’, 5’ so that monomer 3 becomes permanently attached to
the chain. In this way, the construction goes on up to mona’er Niecoil + 1. If this monomer was fixed, the
construction stops, as a feeler to monorieexists. Figure adapted from Ref. 104.

This shows that the RG algorithm is characterized by tworpatars:krc and Nyecoil-
Tuning of these parameters is important to optimize theieffiry of the method.

3. If the construction has successfully placed tite monomer, we attach monomer
n— Nrecoii+ 1 permanently to the chain, as recoiling can only fall back+aVecoi+1.
If this occurs and still no open direction is found at monomer Nyecoil + 1, the
growth process terminates and we must go back to step 1. T@S;ecoi monomers,
i = n— Nrecoit+ 1, - . ., n, may be regarded as “retractable feeler” of maximum length
Nrecoit Which probes the territory ahead of monomer Nyecoil-

4. Repeat steps 2 and 3 until the monomer- Necoil + 1 Was attached to the chain.
This implies that the feeler attained the chain end. A coteptbain of lengthV has
thus been constructed.

Acceptance step: If chaim has been successfully constructed, we have to determine its
weight W¢(z) and that of the old chaih, W*(z’), which chaina attempts to replace.
This may be done as follows:

1. In the construction step each monometisposes of (at most)rg trial directions
into which the growth of a feeler of maximum lengtecoi may be attempted. As-
sume that we have checkéd= 1, ..., kcheckedOf these directions and found that the
keheckedh direction is the first allowing us to complete the condinrcof the feeler

44



up to lengthNecoi. We now test the remainingest = krg — kcheckegdirections to
find out how many “feelers” of lengttV,ecoii can be grown. (For the last monomers,
N — Nrecoit + 1 < @ < N, the length of the feeler is shortened by one bond; as
advances step-by-step towahdl) For monomet let m;(x) denote the number of
directions where a feeler of full length can be grown. We hlagem, () < 1+ krest

As monometi is only irrevocably added to the chain, if its position waisialy open
[Eq. (59)] and if at least one feeler of lengdecoi may be grown from it, the proba-
bility with which we propose to place monomeis given by [see Eq. (55)]

1 1

mi(z)  wi(z)

Pi(@) = Pa) -

3

(60)

With respect to CBMCP¢,;(x) differs by the absence of the Boltzmann factor

exp[—puf (b;—1)], since only excluded-volume interactions are taken inioant
during the construction. So, the new chaiis proposed with probability

:ﬂ L _ L @ =1). (61)
U3 = wew)

2. The weight calculation of the old chailnhas two ingredients. First, we calculate

PP*(x’) for each monomei according to Eq. (59). Second, we attempt to grow
feelers inkrg — 1 randomly chosen directions and we count the number of fediat
attain lengthViecoii. This number plus 1 yieldsq; (’) (“plus 1", since one feeler of
length Nrecoil @lready exists along the backbone of chiginn analogy to chaim, we
thus write

open

N N 1
S HW (my(@)=1).  (62)

/7
i=1 i=1 (.’13 )

3. Finally, the total potential energy of chainsandb, U%(z) and U®(x’), must be
computed before the new chain can be accepted with protydlsiie Egs. (57,58)]

acdz’ — x) = min (1, VIM//:((;C')) e_'B[Ua(w)_Ub(w')]> . (63)

The RG algorithm has two adjustable parametkgg;, the (average) number of trial direc-
tions of a monomer, ani¥recoi, the length of the retractable feeler. Intuitively, one ess
that Viecoil Should be large, where&gs should be small. The main advantage of the RG al-
gorithm is its ability to avoid traps by probing the enviroamwith a feeler. A short feeler
will strongly reduce this ability and thus the rate of suafekchain construction. On the
other hand, the value df&g should not be too large because m;(x) < krs. (Remem-
ber thatm;(x) denotes the number of feelers of lengthcoi, which may be grown from
monomeri.) A large kg allows for many different values of.;(x), as we go along the
chain to calculate the weight’*(x). The spread im;(x) leads to a wide distribution of
We(x), which will strongly deviate from the Boltzmann distribori (see Sec. 6.1).

¢For the old chain we only calculatBOpe" x’). This is different from the construction step, where we deci

whether the position is open or closed according to protyabit’**\(x). That is, we first calculatd” P*(z)
and then compare it to a random numbemiformly distributed between 0 and 1.df< PP*\), the position
is open. Otherwise, it is closed [see Eq. (59)].
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Figure 18. Left: Acceptance probability verskigg for 8 < N < 2048 obtained from simulations of isolated
2D chains (“Kremer-Grest model”) via the RG algorithm. Fércases,Necoii = IN/2. Note the sharp peak
of acdkrg) for long chains. The value dfrg at the peak yields the optimum choie%g(N) for this chain

length. Forkpe we find: accec 1/N. Right: Plot of RZ /RZ versusN (main figure) and ofz2 and RZ versus
the number of bond®/ — 1 (inset). The dashed horizontal line in the main figure regmtsthe largeV limit of
R2/RZ [Eq. (64)]. The dotted line in the inset shows the theordfiqaredicted power lawR2 o R ~ N2V
with v = 3/4.

Applications of the RG AlgorithmThese expectations are confirmed by applications of the
RG algorithm to 3D lattic¥* and 3D off-latticé®® models of polymer solutions. For the
chain lengths studied\| < 100) good choices arg < krg < 3 and3 < Necoil < 10, with
the need to have larger values for both parameters if thatgiarighe solution increases.
Furthermore, it was observed that, for high densities angd khains, the RG algorithm
may be an order of magnitude more efficient than CBMC.

Our preliminary result€® on 2D polymer solutions, simulated with the Kremer-Grest
model (see Sec. 4.2), appear to confirm the trends obsenafdl. iRresumably due to the
fact that the risk of trapping is more severe in 2D than in®3®:°we found that, even for
an isolated chain, chain lengths > 100 are very difficult to simulate via CBMC. Here,
the RG algorithm provides a powerful alternative. While preeformance of the algorithm
depends only weakly on the choice dfqcoi, provided a long feeler is employed, e.g.
Nrecoit = N/2, krg must be optimized carefully. Figure 18 shows that the acrems
probability develops a pronounced peak for long chains.léWfbr N < 64 the acceptance
probability is fairly insensitive to the precise choiceigg, if krg = 2, it has to be adjusted
to 4 significant digits forV = 2048. In this case, the optimum vaIue/eig"Gt = 1.838. This
means that on average there are four monomers with two tredtébns, followed by one
monomer with only one trial directioh.

To exemplify that the RG algorithm produces correct stigasproperties Fig. 18 also
shows the radius of gyratioRig, the end-to-end distandg:, and the ratioRg/RZ. For
isolated, two-dimensional chains one expects to find theariexponent = 3/4%? and

fWe arrive at that conclusion in the following way. Suppose allew the monomers to have either 1 or 2
trial directions. Letp denote the probability that a monomer has two trial diretioThen, we posérg =
2-p+1-(1—p)sothatp = 0.838 with kgpé = 1.838 for N = 2048. Thus, out of 5 monomers, roughly four
monomers have two trial directions, leaving one trial dicecfor the remaining monomer.
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the ratid!t

R2
lim R—g = 0.14026 = 0.00011 . (64)
e

N —oc0

The figure illustrates that both predictions are well bor loy the simulation data.
Apparently, the 2D Kremer-Grest model quickly convergeshi larged limit, i.e, to
RZ o« R2 ~ N3/ and to Eq. (64). Deviations are only visible when investigathe
ratio Rg/Rg for N < 512. For longer chains corrections-to-scaling are small. fa th
respect, the Kremer-Grest model agrees with the resultsraat for the SAW on a square
lattice 111

7 Conclusions

Behind the title of this chapter “Monte Carlo Simulation afl{Amers: Coarse-Grained
Models” a topic of a large breadth is hidden. So, a selec8amecessary. We have em-
ployed several criteria in this selection.

First, we concentrate on simple generic models retainiryg lmasic features of a poly-
mer chain (chain connectivity, excluded volume, etc.; see 8). Coarse-grained models
derived from specific polymers are only touched upon brigflygendix A), although this
is an important current research topte*?

Second, we define a generic model as one consisting of mosomidr the sim-
plest imaginable structure. They are identified with sitasadattice or with Lennard-
Jones spheres in the continuum. The monomers in the chaiallatee same and un-
charged (“neutral homopolymers”). Their interaction iger purely repulsive or consists
of a short-range repulsion supplemented by an attractitengial at larger distances (see
Sec. 4). Thus, nor did we consider specific interactiond) siscelectrostatic interactions,
H-bonds, interactions between different species of momsieeg. binary mixtures, block-
copolymers), etc. —this will be done in other chapters o ttwok— neither did we dis-
Cuss current coarse-graining approaches which do not neodeéin as a concatenation
of monomers, but represent the whole polymer as a soft eitipé'2 13or spherical'*
particle.

Within the scope of these generic models we presented waaigorithms. What is the
upshot of this discussion for applications? Here are sorggestions:

e Dilute solutions:

— For isolated chains, exempt of strong monomer-monomendatiens, the pivot
algorithm is currently considered as being the most efficmeathod to study
global properties related to the chain extensifly, (R, the exponent, etc.).
To study properties related to the partition function (¢hg. exponent) other
algorithms are better suited (see footnote on page 30).

— To initialize the simulation via the pivot algorithm or fdne analysis of local
properties the slithering-snake algorithm representstaactive alternative (see
discussion on page 31).

— If attractive monomer-monomer interactions are presenit s the case close
to the©®-point, it appears as if the pruned-enriched RosenbluthoatetPERM)
is currently the most efficient algorithm (Sec. 6.2).
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e From dilute solutions to dense melts:

— As the density of the solution increases, the large-scajet phoves become
quickly inefficient. Here, either bilocal updating schepsgh as the slithering-
shake algorithm, or non-local chain reconstructions viafigorational-bias
Monte Carlo (CBMC) are better suited. CBMC has become a vetéildished
tool, particularly in its grand-canonical formulation fitre study of phase dia-
grams. It transpires that its range of applicability may kieeded by the re-
cently proposed recoil-growth (RG) algorithm (see Sec).8\hen the solution
becomes more and more concentrated, the probability taw#me configura-
tion of large chain portions becomes small. In this limie 8BMC and RG
methods reduce to the slithering-snake algorithm.

— In dense melts consisting of long chailV (> 103) also the slithering-snake
algorithm faces serious problems to equilibrate the sy¢&su. 5.2). Here, it is
better to use connectivity-altering moves instead of gbtémg to regrow (parts
of) a chain. An example is the recently proposed doubletgilgorithm which
appears to be very efficient in equilibrating dense melts &. 5.3).

The previous points only refer to the study of conformatlaarad structural properties
of polymer systems as well as to an efficient equilibratiorthe&f system. If the focus
of interest are dynamic properties, local moves should bel@red because they mimic
best the physical dynamics (if solvent-mediated hydrodyinanteractions are absent; see
Ref. 14).

The suggestions made above are a result of the discussien igithis chapter. Cer-
tainly, our discussion suffers from omissions. Personally feel that the most serious
one are generalized ensemble technidd®s!®such as simulated or parallel tempering
(see Chap. 14.1 of Ref. 31 for an introduction). In the contéyolymer physics, these
methods have been applied e.g. to determine the chemicahtdtof polymer chains
(simulated tempering)’, to accelerate the equilibration of dense polymer meltsaffe
tempering}'® or to the simulation of phase transitidhy

We apologize for this review-like end of our report, but haolpat its content, together
with the bibliography, will be helpful for those interestedMC simulations of polymer
models.

Appendix
A Realistic Models and Coarse-Graining of Real Polymers

The presentation of this chapter concentrated on geneaiseegrained models (Sec. 4).
They are particularly useful for the study of the large-edahavior of polymers. For these
generic models several simulation algorithms were dismlisE one is now interested in
properties of a specific molecule or material, the presemtethods can still be applied.
But their efficiency must be tested for the particular aglan/® The simulation of real
materials must use models which reflect the underlying cbalstructure of the polymer,
even at the coarse-grained level. So, some mapping betwisaited, chemically realistic
and a coarse-grained model must be establiéhé#i1?°The following paragraphs explain
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the need and the main steps of such a coarse-graining precadd briefly describe an
application to modeling a melt of poly(vinyl alcohol).

From Realistic to Coarse-Grained Modelé\n ideal simulation approach would consist
in studying systems of long chaind/(> 103) with potentials being calculated from the
simultaneous motion of all nuclei and electrons (via the-Rarinello methot?!). How-
ever, already for an isolated chain such an approach is astte due to the large spread
of subatomic and molecular time scafesFor N ~ 10° the relaxation time of a polymer in
dilute solution is about us, whereas the inclusion of the electrons requires a tinpeate
~10717 s in a MD simulation. This disparity of 11 orders of magnite@@not be covered
in present day simulations. A further restriction resuitsr the system sizes that may
be simulated. Typically, the total number of particles ¢&lens and nuclei) is limited to
~103,

Thus, simplifications are necessérfhere are several levels to tH&. In a first step,
the “on the fly” calculated quantum-mechanical potentials be replaced by empirical
potentials for the bond lengths, the bond angles, the toatiangles and the non-bonded
interactions between distant monomers along the backbbtine @hain (“quantum level
— atomistic level”). After careful optimization of the paraters of these potentials quan-
titative agreement between simulation and experimengallie can be obtainet:'> If
the system is to stay in thermal equilibrium on both the lanahomeric scale and the
global scale of the chain, such comparisons between siionlahd experiments are lim-
ited to high temperatures up to now. Extensions to low teatpees where crystallization
or sluggish glass-like relaxation occur still representeatchallenge for simulations on
atomistic scalé. To tackle these problems the models must be further singlifle a
second step of simplification, fast degrees of freedom (bemgth and bond angle vibra-
tions, etc.) may therefore be eliminated by a coarse-grgiprocedure (“atomistic level
— coarse-grained level”). This procedure leads either teegemodels, as those which
were discussed in the previous sections, or to a coarseegtraiodel for a specific polymer
(see Sec. 4). Recent approaches to the latter case havech@aamad in Refs. 41,42,120.

The first step, from the quantum to the atomistic level, maptezpreted as an ab-initio
approach or a bottom-up construction of the model. Whenipgghe simplifications of
the model beyond the atomistic to the coarse-grained l¢vséomes more and more
apparent that the empirical potentials are just simulatiarameters. So, instead of the
bottom-up construction, one may also choose a more pragtoatidown procedure. That
is, given some (measured) properties, what are the potentich can reproduce therh?
In practice, one often proceeds as follows: By the bottormathod a first guess of coarse-
grained potentials is constructed. In a second step, thetsmfials are optimized with
respect to some experimentally or theoretically known prags. With the final potentials

9Here, we assume that the whole chain is simulated at the sweleof modeling. Of course, it is also possible to
treat some part of the chain in atomistic detail (e.g. viaRarinello), whereas others are modeled on a coarse-
grained level. A recent example of such a multiscale apfréathe selective adsorption of polycarbonate on a
nickel surface:??

hAn important contribution to this field are the “amorphoudl’csimulations pioneered by Theodorou and
Sutef23.124 Here, the idea is to fold an infinitely long chain in the siatidn box such that the monomer density
is close to the experimental one and the resulting chairctstr is reasonable. With this approach mechanical
properties of the amorphous, glassy melt have been studeéssfully.

‘One such method for the solution of the inverse problem, knas/“reverse Monte Carlo”, is actually used to
interpret neutron and x-ray scattering d#126
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Figure 19. Schematic illustration of the coarse-grainimcpdure developed in Ref. 127. Starting from an atom-
istically detailed model of poly(vinyl alcohol) a bead-ggr model is constructed. A monomer of the atomistic
model is represented by a sphere on the coarse-grained [Eelspheres interact by a harmonic bond poten-
tial and a purely repulsive LJ-like potential [Eq. (65)]. élparameters of these potentials are optimized in the
following way. In an atomistic simulation at high temperatuthe structure of a melt of poly(vinyl alcohol) and
the local conformation of a polymer are determined: thecttime by the pair-distribution function(r)%® and

the conformation by the distribution of the angle betweea wectors formed by connecting the C-atom of the
CHOH-group of thez — 1)th monomer with that of théh monomer (first vector) and that of tti#a monomer
with that of the(s + 1)th monomer (second vector). From the angular distributipotantial of mean forc® is
calculated. In this case, it could directly be used as thelibgmpotential for the bond angle in the coarse-grained
model. Contrary to that, the parameters of the LJ-potenéieg iteratively optimized unti}(r) of the poly(vinyl
alcohol) melt coincides with that of the coarse-grained ehod

one may then (try to) predict quantities which are not easidasurable. In the following
we will sketch one such pragmatic approach.

An Example of How to Coarse-Grain Real Polymefhe idea and the realization of the
coarse-graining are illustrated by the example of poly(Maicohol) in Fig. A7

On the coarse-grained level, the chemical structure of tbeamers is suppressed.
They are represented by spheres, bound to each other by aianpotential. The orien-
tation of successive bonds along the chain is determinedbyd angle potential, whereas
other non-bonded monomers interact by the repulsive partidflike potential

n __ 6 .
U'%(r) = {BH(U/T) es(0/r)° + €o fe?;é”S Tmin (65)

wherermin is the minimum of the potential ang is chosen such that the minimum is
shifted to zero to have a continuous force. When fitting thempiial to real polymers it
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turned out’ that for the repulsive term, an exponent smaller than 12 redyelter adapted
because the coarse-grained units have to be somewhatthafteatoms. By comparing
high-temperature simulations of an atomistically dethded a coarse-grained model, the
potential parameters of the latter are adjusted in such atkayit faithfully reproduces
the backbone rigidity of poly(vinyl alcohol) and the locagking of its monomers in the
liquid state.

The construction of the model was done at one state poirgtaliriori not guaranteed
how far from this reference conditions the model still matsthe behavior of the original
one. It turns out that in the present case, the crystallinat lower temperatures is well
reproduced?®
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