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Abstract. The dynamics of randomly crosslinked liquids is addressad v
a Rouse- and a Zimm-type model with crosslink statisticenadither from
bond percolation or Erdés—Rényi random graphs. WhileRbese-type
model isolates the effects of the random connectivity ondyx@amics of
molecular clusters, the Zimm-type model also accounts yarddynamic
interactions on a preaveraged level. The incoherent irgdiate scattering
function is computed in thermal equilibrium, its criticatmviour near the
sol-gel transition is analysed and related to the scalingjusfter diffusion
constants at the critical point. Second, non-equilibrigmaimics is studied
by looking at stress relaxation in a simple shear flow. Anamusistress
relaxation and critical rheological properties are detiveSome of the
results contradict long-standing scaling arguments, whie shown to be
flawed by inconsistencies.

1. Introduction

Gelling liquids are part of everyday life. One encountersnth for example, when
preparing a chocolate pudding or when sticking two materiafether with the help of
glue. From a microscopic point of view, gelling liquids c@tsof irregularly structured
clusters of molecules or macromolecules. The formatiomes$é¢ clusters is either a result of
intermolecular association, produced by e.g. van der Waaigs, electrostatic attractions or
hydrogen bonding, or a result of chemical reactions suclogpndensation, polymerisation
or vulcanisation induced by a chemical crosslinker [1, 2jtefmolecular association, also
called physical gelation, leads to weakly bound clustetsckvtypically form and dissolve
reversibly in the course of time during an experiment. Ondtineer hand, chemical gelation
leads to permanent clusters at temperatures of interedtit & this situation that we will
exclusively consider here.

When increasing the concentration of crosslinks in a ligead) one observes a more and
more viscous behaviour under shear stresses, until a stigdesfiormation to an amorphous
solid state takes place at a certain critical crosslink eatration. This point marks the
gelation transition or sol-gel transition. The static shdacosity diverges at the transition,
and the onset of a static shear modulus is found.
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Carothers [3] was the first to interpret the gelation tramsitis due to the formation of
a macroscopic cluster of molecules in the system. His cengitbns were quantified and
refined by Flory [4, 5] and Stockmayer [6, 7] to what is nowasleglled “classical theory”, a
percolation model of tree-like structures, closely ralate percolation on Bethe lattices [8].
So the classical theory arises [9] in the mean-field appration of lattice-bond percolation
[10]. Stauffer [11] and de Gennes [12] suggested the lakes anathematical model for
gelation, in particular, if caused by polycondensationtica-bond-percolation clusters may
also contain loops, and the spatial dimension becomesamie@o. More importantly, upon
identifying the gelation transition with the lattice-bepdrcolation transition, it is revealed
to be a continuous phase transition. Its driving parametarasslink concentration, not
temperature. Within this theoretical picture, the critioahaviour at the gelation transition
is dictated by scaling and universality [13, 10].

The resulting predictions for static properties of gelatidusters agree well with
experiments in the vicinity of the sol-gel transition [158]4-a substantial improvement over
the mean-field like classical theory. As far as dynamicahpineena are concerned, a variety
of competing attempts have been made to seek an interpretatterms of the percolation
picture, see e.g. [16—18] for contradictory predictionaaarning the shear viscosity. Yet,
all of these attempts rely on more or lesm$ hocassumptions needed to compensate for the
lack of thermal fluctuations or any sort of dynamics in a pueecplation model. Rather,
the appropriate strategy should be to start from a (semieyancopic dynamical model
for gelation clusters, from which the desired link to qutesi in percolation theory can be
deduced This route will be followed here. Other analytical apprioas to gelation from a
microscopic model include [19-27]. Among others, they dbscthermostatic fluctuations
in the gel phase and calculate the static shear modulus. @emgmulations of microscopic
models for gelation have been done by e.g. [28-34].

In this survey we will concentrate on the sol phase and repontesults obtained in
[35—-42]. The dynamics of the sol phase is characterisedrbpgtprecursors of the gelation
transition, even well below it. These include anomaloustshed-exponential decays in time
of both dynamical density correlations [43] and shearsstrelaxation [44]. Both decays are
characterised by typical time scales which diverge whercthial crosslink concentration
is approached. Our exact results on critical rheologicapprties contradict long-standing
scaling arguments, which are shown to be flawed by incomsigts.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we briefly layacsuitable generalisation
of the usual Rouse and Zimm model for linear polymers to diesgelling liquids. The model
is then used to investigate time-dependent density fluctgmtn Section 3. Section 4 deals
with stress relaxation and critical rheological propertiea simple shear flow. Both Section 3
and Section 4 are subdivided in a part pertaining to the Rmez#el, a part pertaining to the
Zimm model and a part where the results are discussed and autider perspective. Finally,
Section 5 adds some closing remarks.

2. Rouse and Zimm model for randomly crosslinked monomers

In this section we give a brief description of a model whichtds be considered a
theoretical minimal model for the dynamics of gelling complfluids. This model is a
generalisation of one of the most fundamental models of pelyphysics [45-48] to the
case of randomly connected monomers. In this context, ibkas discussed before by e.g.
[49-56, 35,3739, 57-59, 40-42].
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2.1. Dynamical equation

We considerN point-like monomers, which are characterised by their {dependent

position vectorsR;(t),i = 1,..., N, in three-dimensional Euclidean spate Permanently
formed, harmonic crosslinks connetf randomly chosen pairs of particl¢s, j.), where
1<i.#jo<Nforalle=1,...,M. The potential energy associated with these entropic

Hookean springs takes the form

3 U 2 3 &
V::%§Z]R%—RQ :ﬁﬁ-z:anJRﬁ 1)
e=1 i,j=1

where the lengtlu > 0 plays the role of an inverse crosslink strength, and phsices
have been chosen such thagfT" = 1. It will be convenient to specify a given crosslink
configurationG := {(i.,j.)}*£, in terms of itsN x N-connectivity matrixI', which is
defined by the right equality in (1). For part of what follovirést setting could be generalised
to the crosslinking ofV identical molecular units which consist themselves of @gimumber
of monomers that are connected in some fixed manner, sughidentical chains, rings or
stars of monomers [37, 38]. For the ease of presentationevemwe will not consider such
a generalisation here.

We study the dynamics of these harmonically crosslinked anars in the presence
of an incompressible solvent fluid, which may induce hydraaiyic interactions between
them. Hydrodynamic interactions will be incorporated orreaperaged level in the spirit of
Kirkwood and Riseman [60] and Zimm [46]. This is a tradititpaccepted way of doing so
albeit the limitations of this approach are still not suffitily well explored [47, 48]. We also
allow for the presence of an externally imposed, simple isth@a in z-direction

v(r,t) :=5(t)y eq )
with a time-dependent shear raté). Herer = (z,y, z). A purely relaxational monomer
dynamics is then described by [47, 48]

d al oV

2R — . - _ eq 77 .

T Ri) —v(Ri(t),1) ;:1 M5 aR e (3)
fori = 1,...,n. This is the defining equation of ttmm model for crosslinked monomers

(in solution) The rest of this subsection is devoted to a brief explanatitd discussion of
(3), see [41, 42] for more details.

The jointly Gaussian thermal noises in (3) have zero mean and covariance
gi(t)‘ﬁ;(t') = 2H7%6(t — t')1, as is required by the fluctuation-response theorem. As
usual, theg, “thermalize” the system in the long-time limit. Here, thegdar denotes the
transposition of a vectod, the Dirac-delta function antithe3 x 3-unit matrix.

Interactions between the monomers and the solvent fluidudrgusned in the spatially
isotropic and homogeneous preaveraged mobility matrix

% 8ij+ (1= 6ij) h(s? ”/Ri’j)} “

It emerges [41,42] from taking Oseen’s expression [61, @0]the mobility tensor and
averaging it with respect to the suitably normalised Bolimm weight~ e~". However,
when it is indispensable to have a positive definite mobititstrix in the sequel, we will
replace the Oseen tensor with the Rotne—Prager—Yamakas@ 62, 63] in this procedure.
Depending on which tensor is used, the functian (4) is given by [64]

o x/m Oseen
h(z) == ()
' erf(v/2) — (1 —e ™) /\/7x Rotne—Prager—Yamakawa

eq . _
Hij =



Dynamics of gelling liquids: a short survey 4

The expression in the second line of (5) involves the errorction erf and reduces to
the expression of the Oseen case asymptotically ag 0. The diagonal term in the
preaveraged mobility matrix(4), which is proportionalhe tkronecker symbd; ;, accounts
for a frictional force with friction constan{ that acts when a monomer moves relative
to the externally imposed flow field (2). The non-diagonahtereflects the solvent-
mediated average influence of the motion of monorh@n monomer;. The parameter
k= +/6/7 (/(67nsa) involves the solvent viscosity, and serves as the coupling constant
of the hydrodynamic interaction. Formally setting= 0 in (4) yieldstf} = (19, ;, and the
Zimm model for crosslinked monomers reduces toRloeise model for crosslinked monomers
[35-40]

d
dt

1 oV
" (ORi(t)

Ri(t) —v(Ry(t),t) = +&;(1), (6)

wherei = 1, ..., n and the jointly Gaussian thermal noiggshave zero mean and covariance

£i(t)§;f.(t’) = (2/¢)do(t — t/)1. It is only for convenience that we introduced the Rouse
model as the special case= 0 of the Zimm model here. Physically, it has its own standing
asthe minimal model for polymer melts under theta conditions, seg [47, 48] for the case
of linear polymer chains. In particular, all the approxifoas that entered the derivation of
the (off-diagonal part of the) preaveraged mobility matti¢ do not affect the Rouse model,
of course.

It remains to explain the quantitR;; in (4), which is simply the mean squared
displacement between monomeérand j in the thermal-equilibrium state characterised by
the suitably normalised Boltzmann weighte =Y. In order to write down a formula faR,; ;,
let us remark that, by construction, the connectivity mxalfri= I'(G) is block-diagonal with
respect to the clusters of a given crosslink configurafigwhich are the maximal connected
components off). Moreover['(G) possesses as many zero eigenvalues as there are clusters in
G. This is easily seen from the fact that the centre of massaif elaister does not feel a force
from the potential energy/. Hence,I' cannot be inverted, but it possesses a Moore—Penrose
pseudo-inversg [65], which is the inverse df on the complement of its zero eigenspace and
zero elsewhere. It can be represented as- (1 — Eg)/T", whereE, denotes the projector
on the zero eigenspace Bfin RY and1 denotes théV x N-unit matrix. The mean-squared
displacemenR; ; is then given in terms of according to

Rij i { Zii+ 2725 —2Z; if 4 and.j belong to the same cluster, %

+o0 otherwise.
There is also another interpretation @y ;, which we will use below: Viewing each monomer
as an electric contact and each crosslink as a unit Ohmigstaesonnecting two contacts,
R;,; is the effective electric resistance between the contaatsd j of this corresponding
electrical resistor network [66]. Thisxactcorrespondence between Hookean bead-spring
clusters and Ohmian electrical resistor networks relietherinearity of Hooke’s and Ohm’s
law.

Since both the connectivity matrixand the preaveraged mobility matii¢® are block-
diagonal, it follows that clusters mowedependentlyf each other in this model. The salient
feature of the Zimm and Rouse equations (3) and (6) is thgtarelinear in the monomers’
positions. Hence, they admit an explicitly known solutiofhe results we present in this
paper rely heavily on this solution.
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2.2. Average over crosslink ensemble

So far, everything in this section was meant for an arbitiamy fixed realisationG of

M crosslinks amongV monomers. For practical reasong, can never be determined
experimentally in macroscopically large gelling fluids.itder should physically meaningful
observables depend on specific microscopic detail§,0but only on some macroscopic
characteristics of it. Therefore, we follow the generalgtophy of the theory of disordered
systems and takg as an element of a statistical ensemble of crosslink coratguns, within
which it occurs with probability?y (G). The just made statement on physically meaningful
observablesi(G) now translates into self-averaging propertythe two quantitiesA(G) and

its ensemble average ;, Pn(G')A(G’) coincide (with probability one) in the macroscopic
limit. Therefore we will compute the macroscopic limit

(4) = lim_ > Py(G)A(9) (8)
g

of such averages with a fixemosslink concentration := lim x_,~, M/N. This will be done
for two different crosslink ensembles.

(i) Clusters are generated according to three-dimensamrdinuum percolation, which
is closely related to the intuitive picture of gelation, waenonomers are more likely to
be crosslinked when they are close to each other. Sincencmmii percolation and lattice
percolation are believed to be in the same universalitysc[a8], we employ the scaling
description of the latter. It predicts [10] a cluster-sizgtiibution of the form

Tn ~n~ " exp{—n/n"} 9

for e := (cait — ¢) < 1 andn — oo with a typical cluster size*(¢) ~ £~1/7 that diverges
ase — 0. Here,o andr are (static) critical exponents, see Table 1 below for themerical
values.

(i) Each pair of monomers is chosen independently with equabability ¢/N,
corresponding to Erdés—Rényi random graphs, which amvknto resemble the critical
properties of mean-field percolation [9]. After performit@ macroscopic limit, there is no
macroscopic cluster far < c..;;+ = 1/2 and almost all clusters are trees [67]. Furthermore,
all n"—2 trees of a given “sizeh, that is, withn monomers, are equally likely. The cluster-
size distribution can also be cast into the scaling form (8hwhe exactly known critical
exponents ando listed below in Table 1.

3. Time-dependent density fluctuations

In this section we address dynamical properties of gelliggidls in thermal equilibrium.
Therefore we will assume throughout this section that thiere externally imposed shear
flow, i.e.4 = 0.

Experiments [43, 68] on quasi-elastic light scatteringetligg liquids allow to measure
how spatial density fluctuations of a given wave veajoare correlated to each other at
different timest. This information is encoded in the incoherent intermedisdattering
function

N
S(q,t) := lim %Zeiq'[Ri(t"'tO)_Ri(to)] ) (10)

to——00
i=1

The right-hand side of (10) is determined by the solutRyt) of the dynamical equation (3)
for a given crosslink realisatiofi and with initial conditions being imposed at timg The
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average over the thermal noise and the subsequenttimit —oo in (10) ensure that the
system reaches its thermal-equilibrium state. Then, fgelaetardation timeg one expects
[69, 43] that this correlation is determined by the slowesdxation processes in the system.
Due to the independent motion of different clusters in thedetainder consideration, the
slowest relaxation processes correspond to the centneasé diffusion of whole clusters of
monomers. This argument can be quantified—see e.g. [39]of#q. (4.12) in [37]—and
yields

K
oo N,

Sq.t) "X ; = exp{=¢*tD(Ni)} . (11)
Here we have set:= |q| and introduced the clustefé;, k = 1,. .., K, of the given crosslink
configurationg. The number of monomers in the clusté is denoted byV, and

o1 5 1 -1
D) = lim & [Rea, (1)~ Ron, (0)]” = < Py {H] | j) (12)
i,JEN L.

defines its diffusion constant in terms of the mean-squagaitement of its centre of mass
Rey, (1) := N * > ien, Ri(t). The right equality in (12) follows from a short calculation
with the exact solution of the dynamical equation (3). It yasviously established in [70].
Another diffusion constant has been introduced by Kirkwpt&] 47]

~ 1 .
D(N) = ¥ > H (13)
k 'L,jGNk
It provides an upper bound to the former,
D(Ni) < DWG), (14)

as can be shown by applying the Jensen—Peierls inequalye.g. Sect. 8c in [71], to (12).
Customarily, one also defines an effective diffusion camstag for the whole gelling liquid

by

> SN 1
—1._ i 2 — k-
Dt = lma® [ ars(a.n - > ¥ oo (15)
SinceS(q, t) is expected to develop a time-persistent part in the gelgHasg: is expected
to vanish when approaching the gelation transition fronstiieside.

3.1. Rouse dynamics

We recall from Sect. 2.1 that in the absence of hydrodynamé@ractionsx = 0, we have
Hf:‘j = (7'4;;. Hence, the cluster-diffusion constant (12) and the Kirdaliffusion
constant (13) are equal
~ 1
D(Nk) = D(Nk) N (16)

and inversely proportional to the number of monomers in tbster [35]. In other words,
cluster topology does not influence diffusion within Rougaanics.

Next, we discuss the long-time behaviour of the incoheratdrinediate scattering
function in the macroscopic limit. According to Sect. 2.Bistamounts to calculating the
average of (11)

K
(Sta.0) "X (Y- 5 ep{-PD} ). a7)
k=1
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Thanks to (16) this average is easily performed by reordetie clusters according to their
size

(S(g, 1)) "2y et/ Cn) (18)

n=1

where

|
Tp = <Z N 6Nk7n> (19)

k=1

is the cluster-size distribution and (18) holds in the abeenf an infinite cluster. Using the
scaling form (9) ofr,,, we find [35, 37]

t—oo [ C )Y 1 e=0,
(5@ 1)~ <%) { [t/t;(s)](y_l/g)mexp{—const. [t/t;(s)]l/g} e>0. (20)

At the critical point, the long-time decay is algebraic watleritical exponenyy = 7 — 2. In
the sol phase one has a Kohlrausch or stretched-exponeaiialiour with a time scale that
diverges as; (e) ~ (¢/q?)e—* with a critical exponent, = 1/, when the critical point is
approached.

For the effective diffusion constant (15) we conclude fr@f)(that it vanishes like

(De) ~ lim[g°t (<)) "B o with a = (3—7)/c  (21)

ase | 0.

The exponent could have also been deduced directly from the right expmess (15).
Indeed, given angluster-additive observabl@ reordering of the clusters according to their
size yields

K e’}
(4) = <Z % A(Nk)> =3 nr (A, (22)
k=1 n=1
where
K
(A)y = T—ln <kzl % ONyn A(Nk)> (23)

is the partial average ofl over all clusters of a given size. Now, if the partial averages
exhibit the critical divergence

A, = <A>n| ~nb, (24)
then
(A) ~e™™ as ¢]l0 with u=2-7+0b)/0, (25)

provided that: > 0.
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Table 1. Numerical values for the critical exponents of the clusiee distribution (9) and the
two fractal dimensions of Gaussian phantom clusters in. (Bfg values are listed for cluster
statistics according to three-dimensional bond peramia3D) and Erdés—Rényi random
graphs (ER).

@
dy

T o ds

3D 218 045 133 3.97
ER 5/2 1/2 4/3 4

3.2. Zimm dynamics

In contrast to the free-draining limit described by Rousaatyics in the last subsection,
one expects that with hydrodynamic interactions beinggrgluster topology will have an
influence on the diffusion constants.

For simplicity, let us start with the Kirkwood diffusion cstant. In order to extract a
size dependence out @, we look at the averag(aD) over all clusters of a given size
and study its behaviour as a functionsf More specifically, we will perform this average
precisely at the critical concentratiog., where we expect an algebraic decrease as oo
due to the absence of any other length scale at criticalityeéd, using the Oseen tensor for
the hydrodynamic interactions we deduce from (13), (4) &)dhat

~ ~ _ n—oo 1 [ 1 AR
Dn = <D>n|c—c - 1/2 c c ?\J ~ (_ + ﬁ) ) (26)
=Cecrit CnQ l]zl crit C n nl/dfc
i#£j

where )\ is some dimensionless proportionality constant. The asgticpbehaviour of the
average over the resistances in (26) is derived in [41]. Térivation has to distinguish
between the two different cases for the crosslink ensenfaeErdés—Rényi random graphs
the asymptotics can be deduced from the exact probabilityilolution of R; ; in [72]. For
three-dimensional bond percolation we use the scaling fafrthe probability distribution,
which was established within two-loop order of a renornaitn-group treatment of an
associated field theory [73, 74]. Equation (26) involvesfthetal Hausdorff dimension

4 = 2d, /(2 — dy) 27)

of Gaussian phantom clusters, which also determines thimgad their radius of gyration
according to [50, 52, 55]

1 n 1/2n - @
Heomn 1= {W D AR R |, | TR (28)
i,j=1

The other fractal dimension in (27) is tispectral dimensiod, of the incipient percolating
cluster [75,76]. Their numerical values are listed in TableWe conclude from (26) that

D,, shows a crossover from Rouse behaviblr ~ n~! for n < fi(k) ~ 1/ (=17d57) 4
Zimm behaviour
~ (@)
Do ~n Y95 <~ 1/Rypen (29)
for asymptotically larger > n(x).
Now we turn to the averaged diffusion constant
Dy, == (D), "X pbe (30)

C=Ccrit
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of clusters of size: at the gel point, which is also expected to obey a criticalisgdor large
cluster sizes:. From the Jensen-Peierls inequality, < D,,, see (14), we then infer the
inequality

bp >1/d} (31)

for the critical exponents. Figure 1 shows numerical dataHe cluster diffusion constant
D,,, plotted against, for different values of the hydrodynamic interaction sggth <. The
crosslink ensemble in Fig. 1(a) corresponds to ErdésyR@mdom graphs. In Fig. 1(b)
crosslinks were chosen according to three-dimensionalltp@mcolation. In the numerical
computations we have usétf? corresponding to the Rotne—Prager—Yamakawa tensor so
that a positive definite mobility matrix is always guaramteé.ike the Kirkwood diffusion
constant,D,, also exhibits a crossover from Rouse to Zimm behaviour atuatet size
comparable tai(x). Figure 2 shows the exponety of the power-law fit (30) to the data
of Fig. 1 in the largen-regime for the different values of. The horizontal dashed lines
in Figs. 2(a) and (b) correspond to the exponent val %) of the respective Kirkwood
diffusion constant. The bigger exponent values that ocousimall values of still show
residual Rouse behaviour for the largest system sizes atette For bigger values af the
crossover can hardly be felt any more in the largest systentsthe extracted exponent value
bp corresponds to Zimm dynamics. This value is very close testaing exponent in (29)
for the Kirkwood diffusion constant, and, in fact, we corjge that

bp = 1/d\. (32)

We now turn to the long-time behaviour of the incoherent rimediate scattering
function (10). The asymptotics (11), (22) and Jensen’suaéty yield the lower bound [41]

(S(q,1)) > i et P (33)
n=1

In fact, there is numerical evidence that this inequalityally captures the correct long-time
asymptotics of(S(g,t)). Evaluating the right-hand side of (33) for large tinteshis then
leads to the scaling form [41]

too [ C )Y 1 e=0,
(5@, 1)~ <%) { [t/t:(e)]* W1/ exp{—const. [t/t}(e)]"} e>0 (34)

with the time scalé () X

r=(14+bp)"t, y=(1—-2)/bp, z=bp/o (35)

and are expressed in termstgf ~ 0.25, see (32) and Table 1. The Rouse limit (20) of (34)
corresponds to settingy, = 1 in the above expressions.
The critical vanishing

(Degr) ~ €* with a=((2—-71+bp)/o (36)

of the effective diffusion constant follows from directlyoin (22) — (25) provided that > 0.
This condition is fulfilled for three-dimensional bond pelation where: = 0.16, but violated
for Erd6s—Rényi random graphs. Finally, we like to point that, regardless of the cluster
statistics, the ensemble averaged diffusion congtBitnever vanishes at the critical point.
This is simply because it has non-vanishing contributisamfall clusters, which add up.

q~2e7*. The exponents are given by

1 Note that there is a misprint in the second line after Eq. ({8031]. The algebraic prefactor in the scaling form of
the functions(\) should read\*(¥=1/2) instead ofA*¥.
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Figure 1. (a) D,, at the gel point for mean field percolation and different loglynamic
interaction strengths. (b) Same for three-dimensionabtim@rcolation.
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Figure 2. (a) Critical exponent$p, corresponding to a power-law fiD,, ~ n=°D in
Fig. 1(a). (b) Same for Fig. 1(b).

3.3. Discussion

We have studied the critical scalidg, ~ n~"? of the averaged cluster diffusion constants
over clusters of sizex and used it to obtain the scaling behaviour of the intermedia
incoherent scattering functioft(g,t)) near criticality. The associated critical exponents
are summarised in Table 2. Within Rouse dynamics clustéugiifn constants are inversely
proportional to the cluster size, irrespective of the cluster topology, thatbg, = 1. Zimm
dynamics leads tép = 1/d(fG), see (32), and topology does play a role: Indeed, it is
well known [48] that within Zimm dynamics the diffusion cdast of alinear chainof n
monomers decreases a5'/2. Sincebp =~ 0.25 < 1/2, this means that, on average, a
monomer in a branched cluster feels less friction—whichtsitively appealing, because
monomers in the interior of a cluster should be dragged al@egond, (28), (30) and (32)
imply for Zimm dynamics thaD,, ~ 1/R,,. . Hence, this relation does not only hold for
linear chains, for which it has been well known [48], but ireaerage sense fail percolation
clusters.

Concerning the scaling exponents of the incoherent intdiaie scattering function,
Table 2 shows that neither Rouse nor Zimm dynamics proviges @ reasonably good
description of the experimental findings, despite thearsjrscatter. There are several reasons
for the discrepancies between the model predictions anédrerpnts. (i) Our results
pertain tod-conditions, in so far as excluded-volume interactionsehaeen neglected in the
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Table 2. Summary of critical exponents for cluster diffusion conssaand the incoherent
intermediate scattering function (see Egs. (30), (20) &%) for their definitions). The

numerical values for Rouse and Zimm dynamics—listed fostelu statistics from three-

dimensional bond percolation (3D) and Erdés—Rényi ramdoaphs (ER)—are compared to
experimental findings.

Zimm Rouse
Exponent 3D ER 3D ER [68] [77] [78]
bp 025 14 1 1

080 4/5 12 12 066 03-08 064
071 2 018 1/2 027 02-03 0.34
056 12 222 2 25

016 ) 182 1 1.9 05-1 1.9

Q nww gy

() no divergence

models. Excluded-volume interactions could cause a svgetf the clusters, which results
in a different fractal Hausdorff dimension. (i) We chosaster statistics according to
three-dimensional bond percolation. This accounts weltfosslinking in a dense melt, say,
but not in dilute solutions. (iii) It has been suggested [B&}t hydrodynamic interactions
between monomers in a cluster are screened by smaller rdustehe reaction bath so that
the Rouse rather than the Zimm model should apply. Our aisadypports this conclusion
in so far as the exponents of the Rouse model are closer togegimental values. So the
more striking failure of the Zimm model can be traced backtmoeslow decay of),, with n.
(iv) Preaveraging of the hydrodynamic interactions is acamtrolled approximation, and it
remains to be seen what a full treatment of hydrodynamicactens predicts for the critical
dynamics of gelling solutions.

4. Stress relaxation

Gelling liquids exhibit striking rheological propertiedieh have been continuously studied
over the years by experiments [79-86], theories [11, 16835 8, 35, 89, 36,37, 90, 38, 39]

and simulations [28, 29, 31, 91, 32-34]. For example, whdajested to the homogeneous
shear flow (2), distinct relaxation patterns are observéilware due to the participation of

many different excitation modes of all sorts of clusters.r&lprecisely, experiments suggest
the scaling form [92, 44, 80-82, 86, 87]

(G(t)) ~ t™2g(t/T) with i(e) ~e ? (37)

for the macroscopic (shear-) stress-relaxation functiothe sol phase for asymptotically
long timest and crosslink concentrations close to the critical paiatfor ¢ < 1. The typical
relaxation timef diverges with a critical exponent> 0 for € | 0. The scaling functior is
of order unity for small arguments so that one finds the algielstecay(G(t)) ~ ¢t~ with a
critical exponent < A <1 fort — oo at the critical point. For large argumenjjecreases
faster than any inverse power. Sometimes a stretched empaligas been proposed fgiin
this asymptotic regime [82, 87].

In this section we will investigate to what extent such catiproperties can be predicted
by the Rouse and the Zimm model. Thus we will explore the ogueseces of the dynamics
(3), resp. (6), in the presence of the externally applieconshear flow (2). In reaction to
the flow, the system of crosslinked monomers builds up amsitr shear stress. Following
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Kirkwood, see e.g. Chap. 3in [48] or Chap. 16.3 in [47], thiear stress is given by the force
per unit area exerted by the monomers

N
o PN TR
o(t)=, lim - Z; F()R](1). (38)
Here, R;(t) is the solution of the equation of motion (3) with some iditiandition at time

to in the distant past (so that the noise average yields a thigedatate in which all transient
effects stemming from the initial condition have died outyloreover, p, stands for the
monomer concentration afd (¢) := —0V/JR;(t) is the net spring force acting on monomer
1 attimet. The explicit computation [37, 38] of the right-hand sidg88) yields

2 [LdsH(s) 1 0)
(39)

dt’ G(t —t")5(t) 1 00
0 0 0

t

am:G@1+/

— 00

for arbitrary strengths of the shear ratdt). Here, we have defined the stress-relaxation
function

_ Po =~ 6t ~
as a trace over the matrix exponentialbf= (H°®)1/2I" (H°)}/2, Due to the occurrence of
the spectral projectdt, on the kernel of’, this trace is effectively restricted to the subspace
of non-zero eigenvalues.
For a time-independent shear ratethe shear stress (39) is also independent of time.
The viscosityn is then related to shear stress via
LT e @ 1
= 0= — = — —— IT
T 500 " po Jo 3 2N

1 iﬁﬂ . (41)
r

Apparently, the viscosity is determined by the trace of thmoké—Penrose inverse bf The
normal stress coefficients are given by

00 2\ 2 -
(1) ._ Oza ~— Oyy _ 3/ _ (& 1 1-Ep
(AN 7’,}/2/)0 oo ). dt tG(t) 3 N Tr = (42)

and

2 ._ 9%y " 0zz
LA e 0. (43)
The vanishing oft'() s typical for Rouse/Zimm-type models and has been well kntov
the case of linear polymers [48]. SinEeis block-diagonal with respect to the clusters, the
observableg!(t), n and¥ (") are all cluster-additive in the sense of (22).
The scaling form (37) of the macroscopic stress-relaxdtioation (G (¢)) implies that
the macroscopic viscosity and first normal stress coeffi@rhibit a critical divergence

(n) ~e* and <\I/(1)) ~et (44)
at the sol-gel transition as| 0 with critical exponents given by the scaling relations [89),
kE=z(1-A4A) and b=2z2-A)=k+=z. (45)

Thus, it suffices to know any two of the four critical exporefyt z, &k and/.
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4.1. Rouse dynamics

For Rouse dynamics we hale = I'/¢ so that the computation of the stress-relaxation
function, the viscosity or the first normal stress coeffitir@guires the knowledge of spectral
properties of the connectivity matrix

Concerning the macroscopic viscosity), there are several ways of calculating the
critical exponentk in (44). The different ways explore connections to problémdifferent
branches of research. Given a clustéy, the trace of the Moore—Penrose inversé of/},)
can be expressed in terms of the resistances (7) accordj86,t87]

Ca? {1 - Eo(Nk)] Ca?
Ni) = T = Rii. 46
n(Nk) 6NV, r F(/\/'k) 12N,? ”%;/k ¥ (46)

We stress that this is an exact relation [66]. It has nothindd with electrical analogues
put forward in scaling arguments [69]. For the case of Ex&&s1yi random graphs there are
only tree clusters foe < ccrit = 1/2. In this special case the resistariRe; reduces to the
graph distance afand; in AV, and the right-hand side of (46) is known as the Wiener index
W (N%) in graph theory. From a graph-theoretical point of view, tight equality in (46)
follows also as an application of the matrix-tree theoreee, &.g. [93], Thm. 5.5. Moreover,
the partial average§V) are exactly known [72], and, using (22), one finds the examilte

36, 37]
(n) = % [m<ﬁ> _ 20} . (47)

It can be interpreted as a critical divergence with expokeat0. Alternatively, (47) can also
be obtained from a replica approach [37] instead of usinglgtheory. The replica approach
is also capable of providing us with higher inverse momémts® Tr [(1 — Eq)/T¥]) for not
too large positive integens [90]. Using these results for = 2, a (somewhat lengthy) exact
expression for(\) was derived in [39] for crosslink statistics from Erdé®gi random
graphs. It exhibits the critical behaviour

(@Y ~ g~ with (=3. (48)

Now we turn to the crosslink ensemble of three-dimensionatipercolation. In order
to proceed from (46) in this case, one needs to know the ageemistancéR; ;), between
two nodes in bond-percolation clusters of sizd_uckily, random electric resistance networks
have been studied extensively, and the asymptotic behaviou

(Rij)yn ~ nbn with by = (2/ds) — 1 (49)

can be extracted [36,37] from highly developed renormtdisagroup treatments of an
associated field theory [73,74]. Thus, (46), (22) and (2&yléo the critical behaviour
(n) ~ e~* with

k=(1-r1+2/d)/o (50)

ase | 0. Of course, this exact scaling behaviour reduces to the€i@ényi result = 0
from (47), when inserting the appropriate mean-field vafoethe exponents.

None of the above approaches is able to yield any of the otfterat exponentg\ and
z—or also/ in the case of three-dimensional percolation statisticereHa connection to
random walks in random environments is helpful. For the tiraang, let us concentrate on
the case of three-dimensional percolation statistics,reviige maximum number of bonds
emanating from any vertex is limited t& = 6 on the simple cubic lattice. Now, consider a
random walker—coined “blind ant” by de Gennes [12]—that e®along a bond from one
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site to another in the same cluster at discrete time step3 104, 95]. If the ant happens to
visit site at times, which is connected witln; < m bonds to other sites, then it will move
with equal probabilityl /m along any one of the:; bonds within the next time step and stay
at sitei with probabilityl — m;/m. By definition of the connectivity matriX of the cluster,
one had’;; = m; for its diagonal matrix element§,; = —1 if two different sitesi # j are
connected by a bond and zero otherwise. Hence, the assboiatger equation for the ant’s
sojourn probability; (s) for sitei at times reads

pz(5+1) (1 _Fzz/m pz +Z zy/m py ) (51)
JFi
which is equivalent to

pi(s +1) —pi(s) = —m ™" Z Lijpi(s). (52)

Here the summation extends over all sites in the clusterdpgrtimess > 1, it is legitimate

to replace the difference (quotient) on the left-hand sitig8) by a derivative. This yields
the solutionp;(s) = [e*sr/m]iio, which corresponds to the initial conditign(0) = &; ;,
Next we consideP™ (s) := (p;,(s))n|._,, the mean return probability to the starting point
after time s, where the average is taken over all critical percolatiarstelrs withn sites.
Clearly, these definitions are independent of the startaigtp,, because on average there is
no distinguished site by assumption. Thus we can also write

1
PM(s) = <— Tr e_sr/m>
n nle=0

for finite n. The return probability behaves as [76, 95, 94]
P (s) ~ 5742 F(s/s,) +1/n, (54)

wheres,, ~ n?/% and the cut-off functioF (z) is of order one forx < 1 and decreases
rapidly to zero forx — oco. Basically, (54) says that for times>> s,, the walker has no
memory of where he had started from. For timesS s,, the fractal-like nature of a cluster at
¢ = cqriy leads to an algebraic decrease of the return probabiliticiwinvolves the spectral
dimensiond,. Now, assuming thatG(t)) obeys the scaling form (37), the information
provided by (54) for = ¢, is sufficient to conclude [40] the exponent relations

(53)

ds 2
A= 5 (t—1) and z = io (55)
When plugging (55) into (45), we recover (50) and get the nealiisg relation
(=(1—-74+4/ds)/o. (56)

Since, the critical behaviour of Erdés—Rényi random gsagnincides with that of mean-field
percolation, we get the missing exponefts@nd z for that case by inserting the mean-field
values into (55).

4.2. Zimm dynamics

The matrixI', which determines stress relaxation, is by far more corafgid than” in the
presence of hydrodynamic interactions. In particulargftects cluster topology only in a
much more subtle way than. In fact, it was that apparent encoding of topologylithat
made the analytical methods of the last subsection worlhdrabsence of suitable analytical
tools, numerical methods remain to investigate stresgaitm in the Zimm model.
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Figure 3. Numerical data to determine the scaling (57) for randomtetssin the case
of Erdés—Reényi random graphs (left column) and threeedisional bond percolation (right
column). In each case the averaged viscosity(top) and normal stress coefficiemgzl)
(middle) are plotted for different strengths of the hydnodmic interaction parameteras a
function of the cluster size on a double logarithmic scale. Power-law fits to the datadyiel
the exponent$,, andbg as a function of (bottom).

We determined the scaling as— oo of the partial averages
b o) .= <\1;(1)>n}€:

~ n’n b\ll

and

M : <n>n}‘€:0 o~ (57)

at criticality by numerically diagonalisinﬁ and performing the disorder average over the
crosslink ensemble [42]. The critical exponehtand/ then follow from (25). All numerical
computations were done with the Rotne—Prager—Yamakav&oitdor the hydrodynamic
interactions. The reader who is interested in more detdithe numerical computations

is referred to [42].
In Figs. 3(a) and (b) we plat,, and \Ifﬁll) as a function ofr on a double-logarithmic
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scale for different values of the hydrodynamic interacti@mameter:. Crosslink statistics
were chosen according to Erd6s—Rényi random graphs. dfenents,, andby are obtained
from power-law fits in the large-range and are displayed in Fig. 3(c). The viscosity expbnen
decreases frorh, = 0.28 for x = 0.05 to b, = 0.11 for x = 0.3. We recall from (46) and
(49) that the Rouse exponent for= 0 is exactly given by,, = 1/2. The exponeniy of the
normal stress coefficient ranges frég = 1.2 for k = 0.05 to by = 0.73 for k = 0.25. The
exact Rouse valuly = (4/d;) — 1 = 2 for k = 0 follows from (48) and (25).

The same is done for three-dimensional bond percolationanight column of Fig. 3.

Figures 3(d) and (e) contaip, and o', respectively, as a function of on a double-
logarithmic scale for different values af. The exponents,, andby, extracted by fitting
the curves in Figs. 3(d) and (e) to a power law for largeare shown in Fig. 3(f). The
numerical values fob,, are nearly identical to those obtained for Erd6s—Rémydcan graphs.
Again, one observes a decrease frgn= 0.21 for x = 0.05 to b, = 0.11 for x = 0.3.
The exponenby of the normal stress coefficient ranges frém = 1.1 for k = 0.05 to
by = 0.78 for k = 0.25. The corresponding exact Rouse valbtgs= (2/d;) —1 ~ 1/2 and
by = (4/ds) — 1 = 2 for k = 0 follow from (50) and (56) in the last subsection togethehwit
(25).

A careful analysis of the data in [42] reveals that the truaiZi exponents, andby
are universal inc and that their seeming dependencex<an Figs. 3(c) and (f) is most likely
due to finite-size effects. More precisely, for smathe data suffer from a crossover to their
respective Rouse values so that they come out too large.afged, on the other hand, the
asymptoticsh(z) ~ 1 — (mz)~ /2 asz — oo of the lower line in (5) leads to a slower growth
of b, andby at intermediate:. Hence, the exponents come out too small for largeThe
most reliable values for the universal Zimm exponéntsnd by should be obtained from
aroundx ~ 0.3. It it these values which are listed in Table 3 below. Theealtbehaviour
of the averaged viscosityy) ~ % and of the averaged first normal stress coefficient
(T ~ e~ for a polydisperse gelling solution of crosslinked monosriteen follows from
(25). For the viscosity this impliesfaite value at the gel point for both, Erd6s—Rényi random
graphs and three-dimensional bond percolation. In cantresfirst normal stress coefficient
is found to diverge with an exponent that depends on thearsiaitistics. Choosing the
cluster statistics according to Erd6s—Rényi random lgsawve find¢ =~ 0.54. The case of
three-dimensional bond percolation leads to the higheredak: 1.3. These exponent values
are less than a third in magnitude than the correspondingt exelytical predictions of the
Rouse model from (56) with the corresponding cluster diesis All exponent values are
summarised in Table 3.

4.3. Discussion

A fairly complete scaling picture of the gelation transitibas been obtained within Rouse
dynamics. All critical exponents, ¢, A andz of the stress-relaxation function in the sol phase
and at criticality could be expressed in terms of two indeleen static percolation exponents
o andr plus the spectral dimensiafy of the incipient percolating cluster, see the scaling
relations (50), (55) and (56). These scaling relations &edrésulting numerical exponent
values listed in Table 3 contradict the predictidns 2v — § andA = dv/(dv + k) of earlier
scaling arguments [80,81, 84, 16,87,104]. What is the re&sothis discrepancy? The
scaling arguments involve the fractal Hausdorff dimensgipr= d — /v of rigid percolation
clusters at.,i;. Rouse clusters, however, are thermally stabilised, Gaughantom clusters
with the fractal Hausdorff dimensiodlf), see (27) [50, 52, 55]. The latter is different from
dy in space dimensions below the upper critical dimengipa= 6. Indeed, if one replacet
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Table 3. Summary of critical exponents for stress relaxation (see BY), (44) and (57) for
their definitions). The numerical values for Rouse dynararesbased on the scaling relations
(49), (50), (55) and (56). Those for Zimm dynamics are basethe data analysis of Fig. 3.
The values are listed for cluster statistics accordingreettdimensional bond percolation (3D)
and Erd6és—Reényi random graphs (ER), and are comparedrte sgperimental findings.

Ziﬂn Rouse
Exponent 30 ER 3D ER [96] [83] [97] [98] [99] [100] [101] [81]8#] [102] [103]
k ) ) 0710%# 02 07 082 11 127 13 136 1.4>1.46.1
l 1.3 05441 3
A 0.79 1 0.72 0.71 0.69 0.67-0.68 0.66 0.70 0.33 0.69-0.77
z 33 3 29 2.67
by 0.11 0.11 0.50 1/2
by 0.77 0.77 20 2
(*) no divergence (#) logarithmic divergence

by d(fG) in these scaling arguments, as one should consistentlyttigwei Rouse description,
the results will coincide with the ones obtained here.

Since the long-standing scaling relatidns- 2v — 3 andA = dv/(dv + k) involve the
Hausdorff fractal dimensiod; of rigid percolation clusters, it is sometimes argued thayt
describe the behaviour of a more realistic model, whichdidition to the interactions of the
Rouse model, accounts for excluded-volume effects, tamesg [104]. As far as we know,
this claim has not been verified by analytical argumentsiwithmicroscopic model. One
may even have doubts whether this claim is generally trugeriSive molecular-dynamics
simulations [29] of a system of crosslinked soft sphereshied dimensions, with cluster
statistics from percolation and an additional stronglyutepe interaction at short distances,
yield the valuest ~ 0.7 and A ~ 0.75, which are remarkably close to the predictions
of the Rouse model for randomly crosslinked monomers, sekeTa On the other hand,
simulations of the bond-fluctuation model in [28] im@ly= 1.3 and are thus in favour of the
claim. However, the viscosity is not measured directly s latter simulations. Rather it is
derived from the scaling of diffusion constants and an dafut scaling assumption that may
be questioned [29]. Hence, it is an open problem to what éxtbercritical Rouse exponents
of Table 3 are modified by excluded-volume interactions.

In the context of dynamical critical phenomena, one usugtiyects dynamical scaling
to hold. Thereby one can infer critical properties of the please from those of the sol
phase. In particular, the critical behaviour of the sheaduhas G, ~ |e|* follows from the
scaling form (37) of the stress-relaxation function. Theute, = Az = (7 — 1) /o involves
only the two exponents andr of the cluster-size distribution. Using well-known scaglin
relations of percolation theory, this can be rewrittenuas: dv in terms of the correlation-
length exponent and the spatial dimensiaf It is in agreement with the simple scaling
argument based on dimensional analysis of the free-enemgsity. In a recent letter [105],
the scaling of entropic shear rigidity was analysed for @thntom chains and those with
excluded-volume interactions. In both cases the gel wagapeel by crosslinking a melt
of chains with excluded-volume interactions. Our choicg@eifcolation statistics combined
with Rouse dynamics should be comparable to phantom chegpsed in an ensemble with
excluded-volume interactions. However, the results ob]Xor . disagree with the above
dynamic-scaling argument. The reasons for the discrepamcyot understood.

Let us return to the sol phase and discuss the Zimm resultghvare based on the
exact numerical determination of the scaling exponénendby for the fixed-size averages
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(57) of the viscosity and of the first normal stress coeffitidine resulting finiteness of the
macroscopic viscosityn) at the transition is clearly the most serious drawback ofiinem
model for randomly crosslinked monomers. Also, this falaomes unexpected, because a
well-known scaling argument [14, 106, 50] predicts a logpamic divergence. This scaling
argument uses the (correct) scalig ~ 1/Rg,. , of diffusion constants together with the
Stokes—Einstein relation and yieltls = d/d; — 1. Consequently, one gets from (25) the
scaling relations = (1 — 7 + d/dy)/o. Inserting hyperscaling and the fractal dimension
of rigid percolation clusters, one would get= 0 from that, which was interpreted as a
logarithmic divergence. But as we remarked already eastien this subsection, the correct

fractal dimensioni; for Gaussian phantom cIustersd%G). For both cluster statistics this
would give an unphysical negative value arounti/4 for b, which can be definitely ruled
out by our datg Thus, we conclude that the scaling approach of [14, 106, 68F chot
apply to the Zimm model for randomly crosslinked monomersother scaling approach
to this model by [17] is also falsified by our data. On the othand, Brownian-dynamics
simulations of hyperbranched polymers were performed it].[9They also account for
fluctuatinghydrodynamic interactions corresponding«do= 0.35, as well as for excluded-
volume interactions and lead tg = 0.13. This result is remarkably close to our finding
b, ~ 0.11 for the highest coupling strength = 0.3 that we have considered, whereas
experimental findings (see below) are consistently abovealue.

Next, we comment on how the Rouse and Zimm predictions fesstrelaxation compare
to experimental reality. Table 3 shows an enormous scattbecexperimental data. Thus, a
serious check of theoretical predictions is currently selydhampered. The origin of this wide
spread of the data is unclear so that even the question avbs¢her the dynamical critical
behaviour at the gelation transition was indeed univedsal]. Possible explanations for non-
universal behaviour include the splitting of a static undadity class into two dynamical ones
[92,17] and, for the case of crosslinking long polymer-chaiolecules (vulcanisation), a
decrease of the width of the critical region with increasthgin length [108]. The latter may
explain the observation of a crossover behaviour to medshgi®perties in certain gelation
experiments, if measurements were not performed well énid true critical region.

As far as we know, no measurements of the critical behavibtheofirst normal stress
coefficient have been reported. The Rouse vadlue: 0.71 for the viscosity and three-
dimensional percolation statistics agrees well with thgeexnents of [79, 107, 80, 83] (only
[83] was included in Table 3 to demonstrate the broad scatttire viscosity data). On the
other hand, it is not compatible with the possibly oversifgpig albeit attractive proposal
[92, 17]to interpret the wide variation of the viscosity exgntk as a signature of a splitting
of the static universality class of gelation into differelynamic ones. Indeed, Rouse and
Zimm dynamics are considered [109, 48] to be at the extrends ehthe strength of the
hydrodynamic interaction. Since the Zimm model does nohgwuedict a divergence at
the transition, the actual value éfshould then lie below the Rouse value according to that
proposal.

Hence, the broad scatter of the experimental data callsliftitianal relevant interactions
beyond those accounted for in the Zimm or Rouse model. Thysheaue to the preaveraging
approximation. In particular, it throws away hydrodynariiteractions among different
clusters. But we do not expect this to be the sole relevantlgination of the Zimm model,
because linear polymers show a decrease in the viscosity albendoning the preaveraging
approximation [110], and effects of preaveraging for bhatt molecules are even more

§ Unfortunately, the value ob,, resulting from this scaling argument in the case of Erd&wiRrandom graphs
was incorrectly ascribed té = 6 dimensions in the second last paragraph of [42], leadingdontrong statement
b, = 1/2 there.
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pronounced than those for linear ones [111]. Rather it sébatghere are no satisfactory
explanations without considering excluded-volume ird8oms. Indeed, simulations [28] of
the bond-fluctuation model deliver higher values~ 1.3 in accordance with the scaling
relationk = 2v— 43, which arises from heuristically merging Rouse-type ardweded-volume
properties, see above. On the other hand, entanglementseffee neglected, too. These
topological interactions are argued to play a vital roldiass relaxation. Howevdemporary
entanglements are expected to play only a minor role [84]tHerdynamics close to the
gelation transition. This is because the time scale of a tearp entanglement is determined
by the smaller clusters, whereas near-critical dynamiceisrmined by the largest clusters,
which contribute the longest time scales. Yet, there rerpaimanententanglements due
to interlocking loops. They are clearly far beyond the scopthe present and many other
theoretical approaches.

5. Closing remarks

The list of shortcomings of the Rouse and the Zimm model fosslinked monomers is
long, and it was discussed in Sections 3.3 and 4.3. Yet, ooeldmot underestimate the
importance of these models for our understanding of geliopgids. First, the success of
Theoretical Physics and, in particular, Statistical Ptgy$ias always relied on capturing the
essence of observable phenomena in simple mathematicalsnddbdels that isolate certain
physical mechanisms and, at the same time, sacrifice maaydet the observed reality. It
is safe to say that, at least for linear polymers, the Rouddla Zimm model have proven
to be among this class [47,48]. Second, simple exactly b@vanodels always represent
cornerstones against which more elaborate theories, sipprtion methods and numerical
simulations can be tested. Moreover, in the absence of anaié theoretical picture, the
predictions of such minimal models also serve as a stanééedence for experimental data.
Indeed, this has been common practice in experimentaltigati®ns on gelling liquids over
the years, see e.g. the review articles [112, 44]. All theanibis important to have reliable
and mathematically firmly based predictions of these model.

Acknowledgments

We gratefully acknowledge the collaboration with M. Kieltbn self-diffusion in the Zimm
model. This work was supported by the Deutsche Forschungmigechaft (DFG) under grant
numbers Zi 209/6-1, Zi 209/7-1, Mu 1056/2-1 and through SBB.6

References

[1] Flory P J 1992Principles of polymer chemistrd5th printing (Ithaca: Cornell University Press)
[2] Larson R G 1999 he structure and rheology of complex flu{thew York: Oxford University Press)
[3] Carothers W H 193@rans. Faraday So&2 39
[4] Flory P J 1941). Am. Chem. S063 3083, 3091, 3096
[5] Flory P J1942]. Phys. Chen¥6 132
[6] Stockmayer W H 1943. Chem. Physl145
[7] Stockmayer W H 1944. Chem. Physl2 125
[8] Fisher M E and Essam J W 1961 Math. Phys2 609
[9] Stephen M J 197Phys. Rev. B55674
[10] Stauffer D and Aharony A 1994htroduction to percolation theoryevised 2nd ed (London: Taylor and
Francis)
[11] Stauffer D 1976). Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans.1R 1354
[12] de Gennes P-G 19716 Recherch& 919



Dynamics of gelling liquids: a short survey 20

[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]
(18]
[19]
[20]

[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]
[25]
[26]
[27]
(28]
[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]
(33]
[34]
[35]
[36]
[37]
(38]
[39]
[40]
[41]
[42]
[43]
[44]
[45]
[46]
[47]

(48]
[49]
[50]

[51]
[52]
(53]
[54]
[55]
[56]
[57]
[58]
[59]
[60]
[61]
[62]
(63]
(64]
(65]
[66]
[67]

(68]
[69]

Plischke M and Bergersen B 1984uilibrium statistical physic&nd ed (Singapore: World Scientific)

Stauffer D, Coniglio A and Adam M 198&dv. Polym. Sci44 103

de Gennes P-G 1998caling concepts in polymer physith printing (Ithaca: Cornell University Press)

de Gennes P-G 197%8omptes Rendus Acad. Sci. (Paé8pB 131

Arbabi S and Sahimi M 199Phys. Rev. Let65 725

Sahimi M 1994Applications of percolation theorfondon: Taylor and Francis)

Goldbart P M, Castillo H E and Zippelius A 39&lv. Phys45 1996

Zippelius A and Goldbart P M 199%pin glasses and random fielésl A P Young (Singapore: World
Scientific) pp 357

Theissen O, Zippelius A and Goldbart P M 1945 J. Mod. Phys. B11997

Castillo H E and Goldbart P M R2Bhys. Rev. (581998

Peng W, Castillo H E, Goldbart P M and Zippelius A 838ys. Rev. 57 1998

Castillo H E, Goldbart P M and Zippelius A 147®@2ys. Rev. B0 1999

Peng W and Goldbart P M 333%hys. Rev. 612000

Broderix K, Weigt M and Zippelius A 200Eur. Phys. J. 9441

Mukhopadhyay S, Goldbart P M and Zippelius A 2@®drophys. Lett67 49

Del Gado E, de Arcangelis L and Coniglio A 2080r. Phys. J. E2 359

Vernon D, Plischke M and Jobs B 20@hys. Rev. B4 031505

Jespersen S N 20@zhys. Rev. B6 031502

Del Gado E, de Arcangelis L, Coniglio A 20GZhys. Rev. 65041803

Plischke M, Vernon D C, Joos B 20@3hys. Rev. 67011401

Jespersen S N, Plischke M 20B8ys. Rev. 68021403

Del Gado E, Fierro A, de Arcangelis L and Coniglio A 20P4ys. Rev. 659051103

Broderix K, Goldbart P M and Zippelius A 19%hys. Rev. Let79 3688

Broderix K, Lowe H, Mller P and Zippelius A 19%urophys. Lettd8421

Broderix K, Lowe H, Miller P and Zippelius A 20(Rhys. Rev. 53011510

Broderix K, Lowe H, Miller P and Zippelius A 20(Rhysica A302279

Broderix K, Muller P and Zippelius A 200Rhys. Rev. 5041505

Muller P 2003J. Phys. A36 10443

Kuntzel M, Lowe H, Muller P and Zippelius A 200Bur. Phys. J. EL2 325

Lowe H, Muller P and Zippelius A 2004. Chem. Physn press

Martin J E and Wilcoxon J P 1988hys. Rev. Let61 373

Winter H H and Mours M 199Adv. Polym. Scil34 165

Rouse P E 1953. Chem. Phy211272

Zimm B H 1956J. Chem. Phy24 269

Bird R B, Curtiss C F, Armstrong R C and Hassager O 1B§namics of polymeric liquidsol 2, 2nd ed
(New York: Wiley)

Doi M and Edwards S F 1988he theory of polymer dynami@®xford: Clarendon Press)

Eichinger B E 198Macromoleculed31

Cates M E 198#hys. Rev. Let63926

Cates M E 1989. Physique (France36 1059

Neuburger N A and Eichinger B E 1985 Chem. Phys33 884

Vilgis T A 1988 Physica A153341

Shy LY and Eichinger B E 1989. Chem. Phy€905179

Sommer J-U, Schulz M and Trautenberg H L 199&hem. Phy98 7515

Sommer J-U and Blumen A 1996 Phys. A: Math. Gen28 6669

Zimm B H and Kilb R W 1996J. Pol. Sci., Part B, Polymer Physics E84 1367

Blumen A and Jurjiu A 2003. Chem. Physl162636

von Ferber C and Blumen A 20Q2 Chem. Physl168616

Jurjiu A, Koslowski T and Blumen A 2003 Chem. Physl1182398

Kirkwood J G and Riseman J 1948Chem. Physl6 565

Oseen C W 191@rk. Mat. Astr. Fys6 (29) 1

Rotne J and Prager S 1969Chem. Phy$04831

Yamakawa H 1970. Chem. Phy$3 436

Fixman M 1983J. Chem. Phys/8 1594

Albert A E 1972Regression and the Moore—Penrose pseudoiny@isa York: Academic Press)

Klein D J and Randic M 1993. Math. Cheni281

Erd6s P and Rényi A 196PBubl. Math. Inst. Hung. Acad. Sci.3\17; reprinted in:

Spencer J (ed) 197R Erdés: the art of countingCambridge, MA: MIT Press) Chap 14, Article 324

Martin J E, Wilcoxon J and Odinek J 19%hys. Rev. 43858

de Gennes P-G 1970 Physique (France) Let0, L-197



Dynamics of gelling liquids: a short survey 21

[70]
[71]
[72]
[73]
[74]
[75]
[76]

[77]
(78]
[79]
(80]
(81]
(82]
(83]
(84]
(85]
(86]
(87]
(88]
(89]
[90]
[91]
[92]
[93]
[94]
[95]
[96]
[97]
[98]
[99]
[100]
[101]
[102]
[103]
[104]

[105]
[106]
[107]
[108]
[109]
[110]
[111]
[112]

Ottinger H C 1987. Chem. Phys87 3156

Simon B 197%unctional integration and quantum physi@éew York: Academic Press)

Meir A and Moon J W 197@. Combinatorial Theor 99

Harris A B and Lubensky T C 1987hys. Rev. B5 6964

Stenull O, Janssen H K and Oerding K 1998ys. Rev. 594919

Nakayama T, Yakubo K and Orbach R L 1984v. Mod. Phys66 381

Bunde A and Havlin S 199Bractals and disordered systerad A Bunde and S Havlin (Berlin: Springer) pp
59, 115

Adam M, Delsanti M, Munch J P and Durand D 198Bys. Rev. Let61 706

Bauer J and Burchard W 1992 Phys. Il (FranceR 1053

Adam M, Delsanti M, Durand D, Hild G and Munch J P 198are Appl. Chem53 1489

Durand D, Delsanti M, Adam M and Luck J M 19&urophys. Lett3 297

Martin J E, Adolf D and Wilcoxon J P 198Bhys. Rev. Let61 2620

Adolf D and Martin J E 199Macromolecule®3 3700

Devreux F, Boilot J P, Chaput F, Malier L and Axelos M A Va®Phys. Rev. B7 2689

Colby R H, Gillmor J R and Rubinstein M 19%hys. Rev. B83712

Vlassopoulos D, Chira I, Loppinet B and McGrail P T 19RBeol. Acta837 614

Tordjeman P, Fargette C and Mutin P H 2QDRheol 45995

Martin J E, Adolf D and Wilcoxon J P 198Bhys. Rev. 89 1325

Rubinstein M, Zurek S, McLeish T C B and Ball R C 1990Physique (Francej1 757

Zilman A G and Granek R 1998hys. Rev. B8 R2725

Broderix K, Aspelmeier T, Hartmann A K and Zippelius A@DPhys. Rev. B4 021404

Sheridan P F, Adolf D B, Lyulin A V, Neelov | and Davies G R@J. Chem. Physl17 7802

Daoud M and Lapp A 1990. Phys. Cond. Matte? 4021

Merris R 1994Linear Algebra Appl197-198143

Alexander S and Orbach R 1982Physique (France33L-625

Havlin S and Ben-Avraham D 200%dv. Phys51 187

Takigawa T, Urayama K and Masuda T 199@Chem. Phy€937310

Axelos M A V and Kolb M 1990Phys. Rev. Let64 1457

Adam M, Lairez D, Karpasas M and Gottlieb M 19Macromolecules80 5920

Zheng H, Zhang Q, Jiang K, Zhang H and Wang J 1996hem. Physl057746

Takahashi M, Yokoyama K, Masuda T 1994Chem. Physl01798

Lusignan C P, Mourey T H, Wilson J C and Colby R H 19®8ys. Rev. (526271

Lusignan C P, Mourey T H, Wilson J C and Colby R H 19®ys. Rev. 605657

Tixier T, Tordjeman P, Cohen-Solal G and Mutin P H 200&heol 48 39

Rubinstein M, Colby R H and Gillmor J R 1989pace-time organization in macromolecular fluiel$ F
Tanaka, M Doi and T Ohta (New York: Springer)

Xiangjun Xing, Mukhopadyhay S and Goldbart P M 2@Riys. Rev. LetB3 225701

Muthukumar M 198%. Chem. Phys833161

Adam M, Delsanti M and Durand D 1988acromoleculed8 2285

de Gennes P-G 1977 Physique (Paris38 L-355

Oono Y 1985Adv. chem. Phy€1 301

Fixman M 1981Macromolecules4 1710

Burchard W, Schmidt M and Stockmayer W H 19@@cromoleculed 3580

Martin J E and Adolf D 199Annu. Rev. Phys. Ched2 311



