Stalled phase transition model of high-elastic pady

Vadim V. Atrazhev?®’, Sergei F. Burlatsky Dmitry V. Dmitriev'?, Vadim I. Sultano%

! Russian Academy of Science, Institute of BiochaiRhysics, Kosygin str. 4, Moscow,
119334, Russia

2 Science for Technology LLC, Leninskiy pr-t 95, 318, Moscow, Russia

% United Technologies Research Center, 411 Silvee| Bast Hartford, CT 06108, USA
" Corresponding author. Tel.: +7 495 939 08 88; #ék499 137 82 31.

E-mail address; vvatrazhev@deom.chph.ras(V.V. Atrazhev)

Abstract

The microscopic model of semi-crystalline polynehigh-elastic state is proposed. The model
is based on the assumption that, below the meiéimgerature, the semi-crystalline polymer
comprises crystal nuclei connected by stretchethdeyments (SCS) with random

configuration of monomers. The key factor thatlstdde phase transition below the melting
temperature is the tension of the SCS. Externasstapplied to the polymer also shifts the
equilibrium and causes unfolding of the nuclei, ethénables large reversible deformation of the
polymer without loss of integrity. The simple 1D d®b predicts plateau in stress-strain curve of
high-elastic polymer above the yield stress, wlaighees with experimental observations. The
model prediction for the temperature dependengmbtetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) yield stress

in high-elastic state is in satisfactory agreenvatt experiment.
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1. Introduction

The modeling of mechanical properties of solid podys is important for multiple industrial
applications. The popularity of polymer materi@saused by a large variability of their
mechanical properties. For example, elastic modofisslid polymers varies from several MPa
for rubbers to several GPa for polyamides. Desigmea polymers and polymer composite
materials could be accelerated by the model, wieldies the polymer structure and
composition to the mechanical properties. The nsiwopic model of polymer mechanical
properties also can be helpful for prediction offypter components durability, e.g. durability of
polymer membranes [1,2]. Polymers durability unaechanical cycling conditions is governed
by kinetics of chain free radical reactions [3]eTkinetics of chain reactions in polymer systems

depends on the microscopic structure of the polyandrmicroscopic stress distribution [3].
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Thereby, the polymer durability modeling can berapphed using the theory of chemical
reactions in polymer systems [4] and the microscoger-chain stress distribution calculated by
the microscopic model of polymer mechanical prapsrtin this paper, we propose the
microscopic model of deformation of semi-crystalolymer with the flexible chains that was
developed based on the hypothesized microscopyenaulstructure.
Polymer mechanical properties strongly depend erdmperature. Typically, three aggregate
states of the polymer are referred in the litetpolymer melt, rubber or entropy-elastic state,
energy-elastic or glassy state [5]. The later ttabes are considered as the solid states of the
polymer. Rubber is also referred to in the literatas a high-elastic state. Temperature transition
from the melt to the solid polymer is a first orgidrase transition with the heat release [6].
Moreover, melting of semi-crystalline polymers isamplex phase transition due to the
metastability of their structure and a number afiserystalline polymers exhibit double or
multiple melting upon heating in differential scamncalorimetry [7].
Above the melting temperature, the polymer behages very viscous liquid. Below the melting
temperature, the polymer conserves the shape@sla®e major differentiator of the solid
polymers from crystalline matter and low-molecigiass is that the elastic modulus of the
polymer is by two orders of magnitude smaller drat the polymer elongation to break is
extremely large (> 100%) [8,9]. The temperaturagitgon from the high-elastic state to the
glassy state is a relaxation transition in whiah tdlaxation time of the polymer sharply
changes. Mechanical properties of the polymer chalngstically at the glass transition
temperature]y. However, this transition occurs not at fixed temgture as phase transitions do
but in a narrow temperature region négf8]. The nature of glass transition is not cleafa.
The current understanding of the glass transitlenpmenon can be found in the review [10].
The behavior and properties of polymer glassestantially differ from that of the low-
molecular glasses. Polymers typically demonstrateast two glass transition temperatures,
which are detected by dynamic mechanical anal{3i4X) test and referred to in the literature
asa-relaxation and-relaxation [11,12]. Above the-relaxation temperature, most polymers
demonstrate high-elastic properties: low elasticluhas and high (>100%) reversible
elongation. Elastic modulus of the high-elasticypetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) increases with the
increase of the temperature [12]. Such temperatependence of elastic modulus is specific for
entropic elasticity of cross-linked rubbers.cAtelaxation temperatur@,, the elastic modulus
changes by the order of magnitude. Belwelastic modulus increases with decrease of
temperature. In addition, only a small fractiordeformation (~5%) remains reversible. The
large deformations become irreversible, a plastic deformation, and the polymer does not
recover its shape after unloading. However, thgelaleformations produced beldy can be
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recovered by the heating of the polymer to the tmaipires higher thah,. This phenomenon is
known as thermally stimulated recovery [13-16]. Po&/mer loses plasticity beloy

relaxation temperature, i.e. relatively small elatngn causes the polymer brittle fracture.
Fundamental bases of modern understanding of polyme# were founded by Flory [17],
Huggins [18,19], Doi and Edwards [20] and de Gen@&22]. Flory-Huggins theory describes
the thermodynamics of the polymer solution. Theagits of polymer melts and/or
concentrated polymer solutions is described by-wabwn ‘reptation’ mechanism proposed by
de Gennes [21]. The reptation model explains tipeementally observed dependence of the
macromolecule mobility on the molecular weight @dsed as a mechanism to explain the
viscous flow in an amorphous polymer. The coil-gilgtransition model was studied in pioneer
work of Flory [23], Lifshits, Grosberg and Khokhl§#4]. The theory of coil-globule transition

in semi-dilute solutions was further developedas,p6] where the new mechanism of coil-
globule phase transition was discovered. This n@shainvolves subsequent formation of
polymer folds on different spatial scales and rssal formation of self-similar, fractal, globular
structures and peculiar kinetic law. The fundaml@nteoduction into statistical physics of
polymer solution and polymer melt can be found2i][and [28].

The mechanical model of vulcanized rubber wasitiserhodel of the solid comprised of
macromolecules. The phenomenon of rubber elastiaitybe understood qualitatively and, to a
large extent, quantitatively in terms of statidtiteeory developed by James and Guth [29] and
Flory [30] and Treloar [31]. The model treats th#canized rubber as a network of cross-linked
polymer chains, and a thermodynamic equilibriurthe system is assumed. The entropy of the
chain segments depends on the distance betweesilirks. At the polymer deformation, the
distance between the cross-links changes and thepgrof the network decreases. As a result,
the free energy increases, which manifests itedlie elastic force that acts against the
deformation. The feature of the entropic elastistg small value of elastic modulus, equal to
approximately a few MPa. The rubber elastic modidysoportional to the absolute
temperature and inversely proportional to the cotreéion of the cross-links, which is in a good
agreement with experimental data for the crosselintubbers [30]. The further modifications of
the rubber elasticity model were proposed in ther lvorks [32—-37].

Mechanical properties of semi-crystalline polymierkigh-elastic state differ from that of cross-
linked rubbers. Elastic modulus of high-elastic ETRboveT, ~ 130°C) increases with increase
of the temperature, which agrees with predictiothefrubber elasticity model. However, the
value of the elastic modulus of the high-elastityper can be much larger than that of the
cross-linked rubber. For example, the elastic maglof the PTFE abovE, is approximately

equal to 50 MPa [38]. The stress-strain curvedgtidelastic semi-crystalline polymer
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demonstrate the abrupt increase of the stressvadéformations (<30%) followed by the region
with weak dependence of the stress on the str@jnwBile the strain of the cross-linked rubber
linearly increases with increase of the stress,[29fshown in Fig. 1. Thus, the experimental data
suggest that the rubber elasticity model is naaliy applicable to the semi-crystalline polymer

in the high-elastic state.
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Fig. 1. Stress-strain curves of rubber at room tempergf@jeand PTFE in high-elastic state at
T=204°C and T=260°C [39].

Haward proposed the phenomenological model of dedtion of the glassy polymer [40,41].
The model utilizes the analogy with mechanicalaystonsisting of Hookean spring in series
with a dashpot, which is in parallel with anothprisg. The microscopic interpretation of the
Hookean springs is a polymer Gaussian coil, whicvides the rubber-like entropic elasticity.
The dashpot results in the force of viscous frigthich depends on the deformation rate. The

model predicts the Gaussian equation for true stegs, , vs. polymer elongatiorny;:
O-true =Y+ GD()\Z a %j

HereY is extrapolated yield stresS;, is a strain hardening modulus. Many experimerdiga dor
glassy polymers are in a good agreement with Ganggjuation [40]. One of the model
limitations is related to the temperature dependa&iG,. The rubber elasticity model predicts
increase of5, with increase of the temperature, while experimetépendence @, for the
glassy polymers demonstrates a reverse trend.urtieef modification of the model includes
dependence of on deformation rate using the Eyring equation [#&jich predicts that the
deformation rate exponentially depends on the egtress [43]. The Gauss-Eyring model

predicts logarithmical dependenceYobn deformation rate, which agrees with the moshef
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experimental data for the glassy polymers. Therigymodel was extended to the case of stress
relaxation under constant loading in [2]. Howetke microscopic interpretation of the yield
stress of high-elastic polymers is still unclear.

The modern microscopic models of the solid polyntake into account semi-crystalline
molecular structure of the polymers below the mglfpoint. Semi-crystalline polymers consist
of both amorphous and crystalline domains, whesge#ircentage of crystallinity can vary from
10% to 90% in commercially available materials [84). The polymer elastic properties are
attributed to the amorphous regions, which areidensd as a solid melt of the randomly packed
polymer chains. The cluster model [45,46] of thikdspolymer was developed during the last
three decades. According to the cluster modelstheture of the amorphous regions represents
a network of clusters connected by the passinghshand inter-cluster matrix comprised of the
randomly packed and entangled chains. The cluatersmall regions of local ordering
consisting of the regular packed chain segmentiseolifferent macromolecules. The cluster
model successfully explains many experimental ofagems. However, it contains a large
number of phenomenological parameters, which resitiee predictive power of the model.

In this paper, we propose the microscopic modeleddérmation of the high-elastic polymer. The
model has a similarity with the cluster model. Waoaonsider the amorphous regions of the
polymer as the network of clusters connected byhan segments. However, in our model the
repeating unit of the network is crystalline nudeliat can exchange monomers with the
stretched chain segment (SCS) that connect theinécsimilar structure of the polymer below
the melting point was observed in molecular dynaniMD) simulations of the polymer
crystallization process [47-50]. Muthukumar prombtee model of polymer crystallization in
which the crystallization process is divided irftosie stages. The first stage is formation at the
chain of several "baby nuclei", connected by thraesaingle chain. The strands connecting these
baby nuclei are flexible with considerable confafional entropy. As time progresses, the
monomers in the flexible strands are reeled inéodtiby nuclei while the orientational order in
each nucleus increases making them “smectic pdd$”’ At the third stage, the smectic pearls
attach to each other and form lamellar structure.adsume that in the amorphous part of the
polymer, the attachment of the nuclei is stalleddpplogical restrictions and major number of
nuclei does not grow into the large crystals fdoWwemelting point.

In the present model, the mechanical propertigbehigh-elastic polymers are governed by
thermodynamics of the nucleus/SCS monomer exchdrgemodel analytically calculates the
yield stress of the high-elastic polymer as a fiomcof the temperature. In the model, the large
deformation of the polymer is enabled by the tranef the monomers from the nuclei to the
SCS. That agrees with recent MD study of mechampicgderties of semi-crystalline
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polyethylene [51]. The basic mechanism of plas@ifodmation observed in [51] is the pull-out

of the chains from the crystalline fraction of f@ymer. Conceptually, our model of the
polymer deformation is very similar. However, thelg stress ~0.5-1 GPa obtained in [51] is
much higher than the experimental one. We specthiatehis is a consequence of a short time
interval available in the MD simulations. Our mogegdicts analytically the yield stress value
that is close to experimental one for PTFE andadyces the experimentally observed increase
of the yield stress with decrease of the tempegatur

The physics and major features of the analyticptession for the tensile stress of the SCS
predicted by the current model are very similath®results obtained by Di Marzio and Guttman
[52] for the peeling force of a single polymer ehabsorbed on the surface. In both cases, the
equilibrium between the low and high energy statdke chain monomers governs the force
value. For high-elastic deformation, this is theiklgrium between the nucleus and the SCS. For
chain peeling, this is the equilibrium betweenahsorbed and peeled out fractions of the chain.
Consequently, both the peeling force and the terfgice of the SCS have similar qualitative
features.

The paper is organized as follows. The hypothesmiedoscopic structure of high-elastic
polymer is presented in section Il. The thermodyicanmodel of the polymer deformation that
calculates the apparent yield stress of the hightel polymer is presented in section Ill.
Comparison of the model predictions for high-e@Bf FE yield stress with experimental data is
also presented in this section. The molecular dynaimulation of the polyethylene nucleus
formation and melting is presented in section e ™odel results are summarized and

discussed in section V.

2. Microscopic structure of solid polymer

In this section, we propose the model of microscepiucture of the semi-crystalline polymer
below the melting temperaturg. In low-molecular liquids, crystallization procestgrts from
formation of nuclei, develops through the stagé&hefnuclei growth and finishes by formation of
monocrystal or polycrystalline granular structurbis phase transition is completed at a constant
temperature belovlpin a single component system. According to [48,6B]stallization in the
polymer melt also starts with nucleation processweler, topological restrictions in polymer
melt [54] caused by the connectivity of monomets the chain impede the growth stage. As a
result, the major number of nuclei does not grow the large crystals far beloty.

The chains in the polymer melt are randomly packadientangled as shown in Fig 2a. The high
level of entanglement restricts the conformationation of the chains in the melt. Particularly,

this restrictions result in switching from Rouseichdynamics [20,27,55] in diluted polymer
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solutions to reptation in the polymer melt [21,28)e assume that the reptation mechanism is

suppressed after the start of nucleation of the betbw the melting point.

a)

stretched.chain
egment (SCS

Entanglements

Fig. 2. The evolution of polymer structure at fixed tengiare belowl,. a) polymer melt, b)
beginning of nucleation process (nuclei A and Btheeneighboring nuclei belonging to one
chain), ¢) termination of nuclei growth (nuclei AcaB are arrested by entanglements), the SCS

is stretched between the nuclei A and B.



We hypothesize that at fixed temperature belgwa large number of crystal nuclei forms at each
chain. In this paper, we consider the flexible pody molecules such as PTFE or polyethylene
(PE) that nucleate by forming folds, as shown m B(b). This structure of the nuclei agrees
with experimental observations of the structur®®FE and PE crystals, with our MD
simulation of PE crystal presented in section Id anth MD simulation results presented in
[47,48,50]. Some nuclei comprises of the monoméssngle chain. Other nuclei comprises of
the monomers of two or more chains. The stretchathcsegment (SCS) connects two
neighboring nuclei belonging to one chain (A anoh Big. 2(b)). These nuclei can be separated
in the space by other nuclei, as shown in Fig..&BJow Ty, the nuclei A and B grow
consuming the monomers of the SCS. The reductioheohumber of monomers in the SCS
generates a tension fordepf the SCS, which pulls the nuclei A and B tovsaedich other. That
can result in formation of agglomerates of seveuglei and higher scale structures such as
lamellas and spherulites [56,57]. However, the wketl volume effects and topological
entanglements balance this tension force preveatiingction of nuclei from collapsing. We
speculate that reptation of the chain cannot gassigh the crystal nuclei. We assume that the
typical radius of the curvature of the entangleradodp in polymer melt is of the order of the
polymer persistent length (~1nm). The typical ©izéhe nuclei at the initial stages of nucleation
is of the order of several nanometers [47,49].h&teénd of crystallization process the lamellar
structure of the semi-crystalline polymer is formé&te thickness of lamella is about 10-50 nm
and breadths can be even larger [58]. Therefoeenticleus cannot penetrate through
entanglement loop even at initial stage of nuateatespecially at the stage of formation of
lamellar structure. Consequently, the nuclei moisoarrested at some distarR®etween the
nuclei, as shown in Fig. 2(c). The result of crijgtation process described above is a network
of the nuclei connected by the SCS.

We hypothesize, that the dynamic equilibrium betwt® nuclei and the SCS is established in
the area, indicated by pink circles in Fig. 2(d)eTthermodynamic driving force pushes the
monomers from the SCS into the nucleus. The SCsaerfiorce pulls the monomers from the
fold into the SCS. The nuclei tend to consume tbaamers of the SCS, which results in tension
of the SCS. This tension pulls the nuclei A an@®drd each other. The excluded volume
interaction balances the tension. As a resultntigei network is formed. This network is
characterized by the numbers of monomers in theenaed in the SCS and by the distances
between the nuclei. These parameters depend arathee of the polymer and on preparation
procedure. The tension force of the SCS resultisannternal stress in the polymer.

The number of the monomers in the SCS is minimaéeat absolute temperature, the free
segments are fully stretched, as shown in Fig. 3(afon-zero temperature, some fraction of the
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monomers transfers from the nuclei to the SCSdrease the entropy, as shown in Fig. 3(b).
When the temperature approachigsall the monomers transfer from the nuclei inte 8CS.

The size and volume fraction of the nuclei appreactero, as shown in Fig. 3(c).

a)

Fig. 3. The polymer structure at different temperaturea)0, the number of the monomers in
the SCS is minimal and the SCS is fully stretctgd, > 0, some fraction of the monomers

transfers from the nuclei into the SCSTc) To (melting temperature), the major fraction of the

monomers transfers into the SCS.



An external stress applied to the polymer shifestttermodynamic equilibrium between the
nuclei and the SCS. In equilibrium, the forcesragtn the nucleus from the neighboring nuclei
balance the tensile force of the SCS. The extetn@$s disturbs this balance and causes relative
motion of the nuclei. Large elongation of the pogmm x-direction leads to the transfer of the
monomers from the nuclei A and B to the SCS oretalengx-direction, as shown in Fig. 4.

This process can be considered as the meltingeafidlolei induced by the external stress. To
conserve the polymer density the other nuclei mowe andz-directions towards each other and
fill the free volume emerged after the extensiothefnuclei A and B. The initial shape of
polymer can recover after unloading. The distaRead the number of monomers in the nuclei
and in the SCS also can return to initial valuésrafnloading. This process can be considered as
reverse crystallization of the nuclei after unloadiThe melting/crystallization of the nuclei
under external stress enables large reversiblerdatmn of the polymer above the glass

transition temperature.

a)

AN

b)

R‘l

Fig. 4. The unfolding of the nuclei induced by large defation. The system a) before
deformation, b) after deformation. The distaRcand the number of the monomers in the SCS
after deformation are larger than that before #fernation. The number of the monomers in

the nuclei is smaller after deformation than thefobe the deformation.
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In this section, we proposed microscopic modehefdemi-crystalline polymer, which considers
the polymer as the network of the crystal nucleirexted by the randomly packed stretched
chain segments (SCS). The monomers in each SAB dyaamic equilibrium with the
monomers in the nuclei. This dynamic equilibriung@erned by the monomer to monomer
attraction force, temperature and the tension®f36S that depends on the applied external

stress and the temperature.

3. Thermodynamic model of polymer defor mation

In this section, we present a simplified one-dinnemal thermodynamic analysis of the model
that was discussed in section Il. According to thiedel, the number of the monomers in the
SCS is governed by the competition of the tenderi¢lie nucleus to grow to decrease the
energy and the tendency to increase the numbeponbmers in the SCS to increase the entropy
and decrease the tension force. Below we calcthatéensile force of the SCS as a function of
temperature and estimate the yield stress of than@w above the glass transition temperature.
We start with the Gaussian approximation for th&®@Gtropy and neglect the surface energy of
the nuclei. Then we discuss more general non-Gausistribution using scaling arguments and
incorporate the surface energy into the model.Iinae qualitatively compare the model
predictions for the yield stress to available expental data for PTFE.

As described in Sec.2 we model the polymer as Eenoetwork, where small crystalline nuclei
are separated by amorphous regions and/or oth&intibe nucleus with the SCS constitutes a
repeating element of the polymer network. Our madig@lolymer as nuclei network is
characterized by two parameters: the numbers obmers in the repeated unit (nucleus plus the
SCS),N, and by the distances between the nuBlei,he fraction of the numbers of the
monomers in the SCH, and nucleusN-n), is not fixed, it is governed by thermodynamiosi a
therefore, depend on the temperature.

We start with the simplest model that does not tateaccount the surface energy of the
nucleus. The free energy of the repeating elen€n{R), is:

F(n,R)=n(E, -TS(n,R)) (1)

HerekEy is the difference of the monomer energy in thdeugand in the SCS. Tiig is equal

to the specific heat of melting per one monor&ér, R) is the conformational entropy of the
SCS per one monomer. The conformational entroglgefhucleus is equal to zero.

The conformations of the SCS ndgrare similar to the conformations of the free clsggment
between two entanglements. According to Flory ta¢dr], the entropy of the SCS nékyis
approximately equal to the entropy of the free els@gment containingmonomers and fixed

between two entanglements in the points A and Be Me& model the SCS as a random walk
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containingn steps, started from the point A and finished mpbint B. We assume thaa >> R
and Gaussian approximation for random walk is applee. The entropy of the Gaussian coil
with the distanc&® between the ends of the chain is:

3R?
2na’

(2)

S, =nkin(z)-k

Herezis the number of states per one monomer in thg misl the monomer length arkds
Boltzmann constant. The paramdt&g) can be calculated throudl andT, as follows. The

entropy of the melt is

S, =nkinz (3)
At the melting point, the free energy of the melequal to the free energy of the crystal
nkT,Inz=nE, 4)
Solving equation (4) with respectlt(z) we obtain
E
In(z)=—= 5
@)= (5)

Substituting equations (2) and (5) into (1) we obthe equation for the free energy of the
repeating unit:
T,-T 3R’

+

KT 6
T, 2na’ (©)

F(n,R)=nE,

The majority of polymer materials are semi-crystal] though the thermodynamically stable
state is monocrystale [58]. The semi-crystalling/p@rs are in thermodynamically metastable
states that are separated by multiple high freeggrimarriers [45,53]. Transition of the polymer
into the global minimum is hindered by topologieatanglements and excluded volume effects
and can take longer than the polymer lifetime. Bxyistalline polymer consists of large number
of crystals separated by amorphous fraction. Glop@imization of equation (6) would result in
trivial solutionR=0. That corresponds to the system with zero disthet&een nuclei.e.
polymer monocrystal. In this paper, we constramgistem postulating the mean distance
between the nucleR, at the local minimum and analyze the mechaniagbgrties of the
polymer as a function d® during elongation process.

We assume thermodynamic equilibrium between théens@and the SCS. That implies fast
exchange of the monomers between the nuclei an8G&that results in the minimization of
the free energy with respect to the number of tbeeamers in the SCS during the deformation
or temperature change. The number of the monomeheiSCS at fixed distané&is calculated

through minimization of the free energy:
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oF(R,n)

=0 7
n (7)
Substituting equation (6) for the free energy iftpwe obtain
2
E, TooT —kT§(Bj =0 (8)
T, 2 na

Solving equation (8) with respectave obtain the equilibrium number of the monomarthe
SCS

Na(T.R)= E\/géKET T -7) ®)

The equilibrium number of the monomers in the SC&fisnction of temperature and the
distance between the neighboring nuclei, as folliraus equation (9). Equation (9) predicts that
at temperatur@, the number of the monomers in the SCS tends tatinf The singularity at the
phase transition point is a typical feature of mphgse transition models. Typically, this
divergence transforms to finite spike when finiteeseffects are taken into account. The
divergence of the number of the monomers in eqnd8p atT, was eliminated when the non-
leading logarithmic term was incorporated into ¢éx@ression for the entropy of Gaussian (see
Appendix). At the temperatures beldwthis term is small, however, it changes the system
behavior in the vicinity oTy.

Substituting equation (9) into (6) we obtain theatipn for the free energy as a functionfof

andR
KT T,-T (10)
E, T,

The free energy of the SCS linearly depend&oas follows from equation (10). The tensile

F.(T.R)=

force that attracts the neighboring nuclei to eattier is equal to the derivative of the free
energy with respect to the distance between thieni Differentiating equation (10) with
respect tdR we obtain the equation for the tensile foffeg,acting on the SCS:

E, |KT(T,-T
f )=S0 [pRL Jo2h 11
«(T) - EO( Toj (11)

Tensile force of the SCS vanishes when the temperapproaches,. The tensile force
increases as'AT (AT =T,-T ) when the temperature decreases. Such tempedspeadence

of the tensile force is a consequence of the Gansgproximation for the conformational
entropy of the SCS. The tensile force (11) resulisternal stress in the polymer below melting
point, which is caused by the tendency of the pelyta crystallize. Equation (11) is incorrect
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for very low temperatures. Since our assumptioruatiermodynamic equilibrium between the
nuclei and the SCS is wrong beldy the low-temperature is not relevant.

Equation (2) for the entropy of the SCS is validmine melting point, where the Gaussian
approximation for the SCS conformations is applieabhus, equations (9) and (11) are also
valid near the melting point. The length of the S approaches the distance R and the
Gaussian approximation fails when the temperataoeimes substantially lower th@p
Moreover, far below the melting point the esseritedtion of the volume is occupied by the
nuclei and is inaccessible for the SCS. That asalts in deviation of the statistics of the SCS
from the Gaussian statistics. The detailed modét®fSCS entropy far below the melting point
is out of the scope of current paper. Below we destrate that the application of a non-
Gaussian approximation for the entropy of the S6&dot break the conclusion about the
independence of the tensile force of the SCS ouligtance R.

We generalize the conclusion about the independeinte tensile force of the SCS on the
distancer relaxing the Gaussian approximation for the entrafthe SCS. We use more general
expression for the entropy of the SCS, assumingthiesentropy of the SCS is a function of a

lumped parametex = n—;. Without loss of generality, we write the entragythe SCS as
Sy = N(kInz—AS(x)) (12)

The arbitrary functiorAS(x) is the loss of the entropy per one monomer if8& with respect

to the chain segment in the melt. Substituting #gng12) and (5) into (1) we obtain

F(n,x)= n( E, TOT_ T +TAS(x)j (13)

0
Substituting equation (13) into (7) and taking atege ofn = XB we obtain following
a

equation for the optimal number of the monomernheaSCS:

T, 1 d(x[AS(x))
° T, dx

E =0 (14)

Equation (14) includes the number of the monomethe SCSn, only in the dimensionless

combinationx :n—F?. Therefore, the solution of equation (14), non-glisional equilibrium

number of the monomers in the SG,(T), is only a function of the temperature, ixg,(T) is
independent oR. The equilibrium number of the monomers in the $CS

R
neq(T,R)=gxeq(T) (15)
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The specific functionx,,(T) depends on the functiar§(x). Substitutingx,,(T) into equation

(13) for free energy, we obtain the average enefglye repeating unit as a functionTodndR:

F.(RT)="x, (T)( Eo(l—_l_lj +TAS(x,, (T))] (16)

a 0

Differentiating equation (16) with respectRove obtain the equation for the tensile force ef th
SCS:

£ ()= (T)[Eo(l—_l_lj +TAS(x,, (T))J (17)

a 0

The tensile force depends only on the temperatutedaas not depend on the distaRce
between the nuclei under assumption that the epwbfhe SCS depends only on the scaling

na
pal’ametel’x = E .

The external force should be applied to the nuolentve apart two neighboring nuclei
connected by the SCS. This external force acts sgtia SCS tensile force. The external force
that is smaller than the tensile force is not sigfit to initiate the nuclei displacement. The
nuclei displacement starts when the external fexoeeds the internal tensile force of the SCS.
Therefore, the critical stress is required to ibdithe large non-Hookean deformation of the
polymer. This critical value of the stress manifetsslIf as a yield stress in the polymer stress-
strain curve of the high-elastic polymer. In aduhtiequation (11) and equation (17) predict that
the tensile force is independent of the distaRbetween the connected nucleg, the stress in

the high-elastic polymer is independent of deforamatExperimental stress-strain curve of
PTFE demonstrates the plateau fren30% toe =200%, as shown in Fig. 1. We speculate that
this plateau is a result of the internal tensitess in the polymer that is caused by the SCS
tensile force. The origin of the gradual stressaase at large deformatiorss200%) is not
discussed in this work. We believe that at the H@aoklinear stage of stress-strain curve the
polymer deforms without unfolding of the nuclei. w@ver, both, the mechanism of small
Hookean deformation and the origin of the gradtralss increase at large deformatians (
200%) are out of the scope of the current work.

In the model presented above, we did not takeantmunt the surface energy of nuclei.
However, the effect of the surface energy is imgarnear the melting temperature. We
incorporate surface energy terms that were deiivgs9] into equation (6):

T,-T

0

F(n,R) = n( E, +TAS(n, R)J +0,21° + 0,4hL (20)
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Fig. 5. The sketch of folded nucleus containiiign) monomers.

The sketch of the nucleus is presented in Fig.8. Autleus of the sidex. xh contains IN-n)
monomers of polymer. In the nuclei the polymer nhaifolded along the vertical direction. The
sizeh is fixed and sizé& varies during melting/crystallization. The quaesto; andos in

Eq.(20) are the surface tensions of the nuclei/mtdtface for two surfacdsx<. and four
surfaced. xh, respectively.

The mass balance relates the size of the nutlewth the number of the monomers in the

nucleusN-n, and the nucleus thicknessa:

—n\¥?
Lz(N ”) a (21)
m
Substituting equation (21) into (20) we obtain:
T,-T 3R> 2E
F(n,R) =nE, —~—+KT +——2(N-n)+4E,/m(N -n 22
(R =NE, ==+ kT (N=n)+4E, (22)

HereE;= gia” andE,= g»a” are the surface energies of the nucleus per omemer.

The typical dependence of the free energy (22hdar several temperatures is presented in
Fig.6. At high temperature (560 K) the minimum bé tfree energy is archived @t N, which
corresponds to the state of all monomers in the.rAgllower temperature (540 K) a new local
minimum is obtained at low values of For this temperature, this local minimum corregjsto

a metastable state because the global minimumillisnsthe melt phase (ab=N). When the
temperature is further decreased, the local mininmgmomes more pronounced (520 K). At
some temperature the free energy in this minimuocoines equal to the free energy of the melt.
At lower temperatures, the state with snmal a global minimum and melt transforms into the
nuclei (500 K), i.e. the first-order transition ocs at this temperature.
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Fig. 6. Typical dependencies of free energy (22ndar temperatures 500K (red line), 520K
(green line), 540K (blue line) and 560K (pink linBependence for the free energyroior R=0
and temperature 500K is plotted by black dash kere we used Gaussian approximation for
the entropy of SCS and the paramet@gs:600K, Eq=5kJ/mol, N=5000, m=40, E;=E,=E/3,
R=N"a,

The minimization of the free energy overesults in the following equation:

T,-T 2E, 2E, [ m _3kT(Ej2_O 23)
T, mE, E, VN-n 2E,\na

Numerical solution of equation (23) as a functiémeonperature is presented in Fig.7. In the

limit n<<N, equation (23) can be expanded in the seriestbeesmall parameterN and solved
analytically:

Mo eq T1 _To

N ToT +O(N'2)J (24)

Ng(T,R) = noyeq(1+

where

_R3KT, T
nO,eq(T’R)_ a\ 2E, (Tl—T) (25)

To simplify notations, here we introduced the nmgjtiemperaturd, that corresponds to the

melting temperature of an imaginary state wheré eaain forms a single nucleus. In this stage

R=0, i.e. the second term in the right hand side of equg&@n is equal to zero:

T =T 1-| 25 +£JE (26)
mE, E, VN

The melting temperaturd, , is shifted fronily by the surface energy of the nuclei.
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The singularity temperatui® is slightly higher thar :

=T +T7,25 /M 27)
1 0 0
E, VN

The optimal number of the monomers in the SGJ, , calculated from equation (25) is

presented in Fig.7 as a function of temperaturefoRsws from Fig.7 the approximate analytical

solution of equation (22), ., , substantially differs from the exact numericdligion only in

small temperature interval negy, where the local minimum represents the metastihte. At
the temperatures lower thdy the second term in the brackets in the right rsdel of equation

(24) is small. The leading term  calculated from equation (25) has the same funatio
dependence of the model parametens@salculated from equation (9). The influence of the
surface energy of the nuclei results in the shithe singularity temperature frofi to T;. In the

range, where the nuclei are stableT, ) the impact of surface energy ng is negligible.

n/N

0.2 -
0.18 4
0.16
0.14 4
0.12 4

0.1
0.08 4
0.06
0.04

4
0.02 ~ ! :
0 T T T T T E‘Tn* T ET 1
400 420 440 460 480 500 520 540
T, K

Fig. 7. Exact solution of equation (22) (solid line) and @pjimate solutionno e, (triangles)
calculated by equation (25). Here we used Gausgiproximation for the entropy of SCS and
the parameter&o=600K, Eq=5kJ/mol, N=5000, m=40, E;=E,=Ey/3, R=N"?a.

Below we perform initial qualitative validation tfe model using two stress-strain experimental
curves available for PTFE in the temperature intelpesveenTy andT, [39] presented in Fig. 1.
The PTFE have a lamellar structure with the thickmé$amellas larger than 100 nm (the
breadths can be even larger) [60]. Two lamellaxanmected by multiple SCS. In the current
model, we consider a fraction of the PTFE lamellavbet two SCS and one of this SCS as a
repeating unit. We estimate the yield stress optiigmer above the glass transition temperature

as
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0 (T)= 1(T)5 29

HereL? is a mean cross-sectional area per one SCS, vghicted as a fitting parameter. In

generall is a function of temperature. It depends on teatpee throughn(T) according to
equation (21) and (25). However, as shown in Figig,much smaller thaN for temperature

rangeT <T, . Therefore, the dependencel¢T) is weak and can be neglected. To obtain the

explicit equation forys we utilize the Gaussian approximation for the @mgrof the SCS.

Substituting equation (11) into (28) we obtain

o =Eo 6kT (T,-T 29)
al?\ g, | T,

The current model is inapplicable below the glagsdition temperature, so that the low-

temperature limit is out of the scope of currentelo

From the experimental value of the yield stresa68°C we estimate® and make sure that the
obtained value is in the right range. Then usirggdbtained value df we predictoys at 204°C.
The experimental stress of PTFE at temperature@0d 100% strain is approximately equal
to 2.2 MPa. The melting temperature of PTFE is 828pecific heat of fusion is approximately
5 kJ per mole of CFmonomers [61] and the monomer size is approximdtdl. Using

equation (19) and these parameters we calculatedlae size of the nuclei of PTFELoE

6.3 nm. Using equation (19) we calculate the y#tdss al = 204°C, ovs = 2.8 MPa. The
experimental stress of PTFETat 204°C and 100% strain is approximately equ&.4oMPa,

which falls inside the 20% accuracy level.

4. Atomistic modeling of polymer nuclei

In this section, we present the results of moleady@amic (MD) simulation of polymer chains
folding, nuclei formation during cooling, and theatei melting during heating. The molecular
dynamic models of the polyethylene (PE) crystaltaiming one and two chains were
implemented in LAMMPS software package [62]. Thé&athatom version of the simplistic
Dreiding force-field [63] was used to model thestalization/melting of the PE nucleus. The
Nose-Hoover style thermostat and (when needed}kstaravere used in these calculations [64].
The results were used to support the hypothediseofiucleation through formation of the folds
at the early stage of crystallization of the polymwéh flexible chains.

The MD modeling of polymer melt crystallizationtime system containing long chains with

sufficient number of entanglements would requieegimulation time much longer than the time
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of reptation between two entanglements. Howeveteoutar dynamic is typically capable of
modeling too small time intervals, less than sevégaades of nanoseconds. To overcome this
limitation we prepared the MD models of polymer toeintaining one and two polymer
molecules in periodic boundary conditions and stddhe crystallization process in such
systems.

The MD model of single PE crystal consisted of onain was prepared using the following
systematic procedure. A straight all-trans PE clamprised of 1000 carbon atoms (500
monomeric units) in non-periodic boundary condiiavas constructed. The chain was heated up
to 1000 K with ends fixed in their initial positisnThen the distance between the chain ends was
gradually decreased during 1 ns. The temperatusesiaultaneously decreased to 500 K. A

final distance between the chain ends was chos#msthe system density was approximately
equal to the density of the solid PEs 0.9 g/cni. As a result, the chain packed irregularly into a
spherical drop, as shown in Fig. 8(a).

Then the chains ends were unfixed. After 1 ns 8tk@he chain formed several quasi-

crystalline regions, as shown in Fig. 8(b). In equhsi-crystal the chain fragments were oriented
parallel to each other. The overall chain shapatmecnon-spherical. Subsequently, the system
was subjected to thermalization at 500 K in NPTeentsle and periodic boundary conditions for

5 ns. After thermalization all chain fragments wernented parallel to each other. The front

view of the final crystal is shown in Fig. 8(c) aside view is shown in Fig. 8(d).
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Fig. 8. Snapshots of one chain at different time momeutsd the cooling.

To study the peculiarities of the polymer melting MD model of PE crystal containing one
polymer chain was subjected to melting in the bdatk weriodic boundary conditions. The
temperature of the system was increased stepvase300 K up to 900 K in NPT ensemble. In
each step, we raised the temperature by 50 K fer dnd maintained it constant for next 5 ns for
thermalization of the system. This step was repkeatdil the temperature 900 K was reached.
The snapshots of the system at four temperatures st®wn in Fig. 9.

At the temperatures 500 K and 650 K the systenctiystal. At 650 K the perturbations of the
regular structure of the crystal are obtained &edchain segments form loops at the edge of the
crystal, as shown in Fig. 9(b). That indicatestdmperature approaches the melting point. At
700 K the perturbations of the crystalline orderéase and the crystal changes the shape and
elongates, as shown in Fig. 9(c). This re-cry#afion leads to decrease of the crystal energy, as
shown in Fig. 10, and is a result of increase ohameers mobility in the crystal near the melting
point. The decrease of the crystal energy is cabgelde reduction of the number of
energetically unfavorable edge monomers, see Fag. Bhe crystalline order disappears at the
temperature 750 K, as shown in Fig. 9(d), and ier te this temperature as the melting point.

The experimental melting point of PE is about 410N attribute this disagreement of
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simulated melting point with experimental one tagbness of Dreiding force field used in our

MD simulation. Therefore, this simulation prediotdy qualitative behavior of PE chain.

b) 650 K

c) 700 K d) 750 K

Fig. 9. Snapshots of one chain in periodic boundary cantiitat different temperatures during

the heating.

The potential energy of the system is plotted famation of the temperature in Fig. 10. The
potential energy gradually increases in the tentpezaegions between 500 K and 650 K, and
above 750 K. The slight decrease of the potentiatgy is observed when the temperature is
changed from 650 K to 700 K. That is caused bygation of the crystal and reduction of the
number of the edge monomers (see Fig. 9(a)), wdnietenergetically unfavorable. Further
increase of the temperature leads to the meltingeotrystal and the stepwise increase of the
potential energy of the system. The disappearahceystalline order at = 750 K can also be

seen in the snapshot of the systeri at750 K, see Fig. 9(d).

22



1000

500 -

-500 -

-1000 -

U, kcal/mol (per whole chain) .

-1500 T T T T T
400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

T,K

Fig. 10. Dependence of the potential energy of the onenctrgistal on the temperature.

To understand the topology of multi-chain PE crystaprepared the MD model of the crystal
containing two polymer chains as follows. Two clsawith 1000 monomers in one chain were
placed into a large box at temperature 800 K. Tiedunulation was started and the box size
was gradually decreased until the system reacleedeahsity approximately equal to the density
of the solid PE. Then the temperature was graddaltyeased from 800 K to 200 K. At the
temperature approximately equal to 550 K the chyaation of the system was observed.
Crystallization manifests itself through the ordegrof the system. The snapshot of two-chain
crystal is shown in Fig. 11. The crystal looks l&ksingle structure that contains folded segments
of each chain. Apparently, there is no segregaifdhe chains, which would manifest itself as
separate crystals or structural defects insidecoystal. To distinguish two chains in Fig. 11 we
marked one chain by black color and the other gngréy. It is seen from Fig. 11 that the chains

are mixed inside the crystal without disruptingtwé crystal structure.
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Fig. 11. Front (a) and side view (b) of the two-chain caysDne chain is indicated by grey color

and other chain is indicated by black color.

5. Discussion and conclusions

The microscopic model of semi-crystalline polymethvilexible chains is presented in this
paper. The model is based on the assumption thlawtihe melting temperaturé,, the semi-
crystalline polymer comprises of crystal nuclei aaddomly packed chain segments that
connect the nuclei. At the melting temperaturergd number of crystal nuclei are formed along
the polymer chain and grow during cooling. Topotadjirestrictions caused by the connectivity
of the monomers into the chain impede crystallaaprocess in the polymer and the major
fraction of the nuclei does not grow into the laoggstals even at the temperatures far bélew
These nuclei are connected by the randomly padkettised chain segments (SCS). The nuclei
of the polymers with flexible chains (PE, PTFE) #re folds comprising of the segments of one
or more chains. The folded structure of the nu@sults in large reversible deformability of the
polymers. Unfolding of the nuclei under appliedezral stress leads to large polymer
deformation without loss of integrity. Subsequenitling of the chains after unloading results in
reversibility of the large deformation, i.e. thdyroer recovers its initial shape.

We assume that the fast exchange of the monomevede the nuclei and the SCS leads to
thermodynamic equilibrium between the nuclei arel3ICS abové&,. The simple

thermodynamic model predicts that the equilibriure ®f the nuclei and the SCS depend on the
temperature. The number of the monomers in theendekreases with increase of the
temperature. The model also predicts that the SE8raler tension. This tension is driven by
the tendency of the polymer to crystallize. Theéase of the temperature causes decrease of the

SCS tensile force. At the melting temperatUig the tensile force approach zero. We assume
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that the SCS tensile force governs the elasticgtigs of the polymer in the temperature
interval betweeffy andTo.

A typical experimental stress-strain curve of hadastic PTFE is presented in Fig. 1. It
demonstrates fast linear increase of the stress3@®6, which is referred to in the literature as a
Hookean regime. The plateau in the stress-strawveaf PTFE follows the Hookean regime.
This plateau resembles the yield stress in thenpehbelowT,. However, the large deformation
of high-elastic polymer is reversible while thegardeformation belowWy is irreversible. We
assume that the yield stress of the high-elastynper is governed by the SCS tension force. An
external force exceeding the total tensile foradsvben the polymer folds is required for large
deformation. The simple 1D thermodynamic model ted in this paper predicts that the
stress-strain curve of high-elastic polymer possetse flat region, which qualitatively agrees
with the experimental stress-strain curve of PT$ttown in Fig. 1.

To obtain a closed form of analytical expressiantfi@ SCS tensile force, the Gaussian chain

approximation for the conformational entropy of 8@S was utilized. The simplest
approximation predicts that the size of the nudtzireases a#ﬁ when the temperature
approacheg,. Also, the model predicts that the tensile fortthe SCS and yield stress of high-
elastic polymer tend to zero qﬁ when the temperature approachgsTo improve the

model predictions close to the melting point thdasze energy of the nuclei was taken into
account. The influence of the surface energy resaltermination of the gradual decrease of the

nuclei size upon approaching the melting pointth&temperaturd, the nuclei become

thermodynamically unstable and abruptly melt.

The more general expression for the entropy o568 was used assuming that the entropy of
the SCS depends only on the scaling paramete%, wheren is a number of the monomers in

the SCSa is the monomer size ailis a distance between the ends of SCS (see Fig Byth
cases, for the Gaussian and for the general expnefss the entropy, the model predicts that the
tensile force depends only on the temperature aped dot depend on the distaftbetween the
nuclei. As a consequence, the model predicts ligastress in the polymer is independent of the
strain when an external force is higher then thestmold value. This threshold value manifests
itself as the apparent yield stress in the streasascurve of the high-elastic polymer.

The temperature dependence of the PTFE yield stl#sseT, is calculated using the mean
cross-section area per one SCS as a fitting paeanidte model is in a satisfactory agreement

(~20% accuracy) with the experiment. This quak&tralidation of the model through the
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limited number of the experimental data of coursenot be considered as a complete and
rigorous validation.

To verify the model assumptions, the crystalliza@md melting processes of the single PE
crystal consisted of one and two polymer chainseweodeled by molecular dynamics. The MD
modeling shows that the PE chains form the fold$euwrystallization. Moreover, two chains
form a single crystal. No chains segregation waenked inside the crystal, i.e. the chains mix
inside the crystal without disrupting of the crystmucture. That indicates that the nucleus of the
flexible polymer consists of the segments of sdwdrains, and it is connected with several other
nuclei by the SCS. That results in formation obenplex network in the amorphous area of the
polymer, which consists of the nuclei with multigiennections by the SCS. The modeling of the
melting process shows that the perturbations ofdbalar structure of the crystal appear at

temperatures below the melting point of ab@yt5. These perturbations of the crystal structure

start from formations the loops at the edge ofcitystal and develop through the internal defects
of the crystal regular shape, as shown in Fig..9(b)

The results obtained in this work are very simitafundamental conclusions of Di Marzio and
Guttman paper [39]. In [39] the peeling force ciagle polymer chain absorbed on the surface
was calculated as a function of the temperaturetladistance between the chain end and the
surface. In both cases, the underlying physicahphenon is the equilibrium between the low
and high energy states of the chain monomers. igbrdiastic deformation, this is the
equilibrium between the nucleus and the SCS. Faingbeeling modeled in [39], this is the
equilibrium between the absorbed and peeled octidras of the chain. As a consequence, both
the peeling force and the tensile force have smgjlelitative features. To peel the polymer
chain from the surface the peeling force shoulekkegla threshold value that is a function of the
temperature, the absorption energy per one monantethe monomer size. The critical value of
tensile force, which governs the apparent yieldsstin high-elastic polymer calculated in the
present paper, is also a function of the tempezagpecific melting heat and the monomer size.
Both the peeling force and tensile force are inddpat of the displacement when the force is
higher then the threshold. The peeling force igpahdent of the distance between the chain end
and the surface and the tensile force is indepérafehe length of the SCS between two nuclei.

Moreover, both models utilize the Gaussian apprasiom for the entropy of the chain in the
high-energy state. Consequently, both models préeicsquare root dependencd,, — T , for

the force as a function of the deviation of thechion from the critical valueTy.
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Appendix
The entropy of the SCS in Gaussian approximati@alisulated as follows:
S(n,R) = kIn(Q(n,R)) (A1)
HereQ(n,R) is the number of configurations of random walkteamngn steps with distance
between initial and finish points. The number attstof the random walk reads:

2
Q(n,R)= Z”Wexr{— ;n—Zj (A2)
Herezis the number of configurations per one step efrindom walk and is the length of the
step. Substituting equation (A2) into (A1) we ohtai

3R 3
o kEIn(Zm) (A3)

S(n,R) = nkin(z)-k

Taking advantage of equation (5) and substitutongagon (A3) into (1) we obtain the equation
for the free energy of repeating element:

_ 2
F(n,R)=nE, TOT LI 3? ( R2 +In(2m)j (A4)
0

na

Differentiating equation (A4) with respectonve obtain equation for the optimal number of the

monomers.:

2
g To=T +3I<_T(Bj KT 1_

—==0 (A5)
T, 2 \na 2 n

Solving equation (A5) with respect towe obtain the optimal number of the monomers @& th
SCS:

2
. _13T, T 14420 (T, T)(Ej 1 (A6)
2 2, (T,-T) KT, T \a
2
In the vicinity of the melting point, when%@ << (%j , the square root in the right
0

hand side of equation (A6) can be expanded intedhies and al=T)
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e (To)=(5j2 (A7)

In the melt, where the chain obeys a GaussiarsstatiR = JVNa and equations (A7) reads:

N (Ty)=N (A8)
. 2, (T,-T)__(aY’ . . _
Below the melting point, i#B—->—~>>| — | , the approximate equation fog, reads:
KT, T R
neq=B 2E, (T,-T (A9)
a\3kT, T

Equation (A9) coincides with equation (9).
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Figuretitles

Fig. 1. Stress-strain curves of rubber at room tempergR8jeand PTFE in high-elastic state at
T=204°C and T=260°C [29].

Fig. 2. The evolution of polymer structure at fixed tengiare belowl,. a) polymer melt, b)
beginning of nucleation process (nuclei A and Btheeneighboring nuclei belonging to one
chain), ¢) termination of nuclei growth (nuclei AcaB are arrested by entanglements), the SCS

is stretched between the nuclei A and B.

Fig. 3. The polymer structure at different temperatureg a)0, the number of the monomers in
the SCS is minimal and the SCS is fully stretclgd, > 0, some fraction of the monomers
transfers from the nuclei into the SCSTc) To (melting temperature), the major fraction of the

monomers transfers into the SCS.

Fig. 4. The unfolding of the nuclei induced by large defation. The system a) before
deformation, b) after deformation. The distaRcand the number of the monomers in the SCS
after deformation are larger than that before #ferination. The number of the monomers in
the nuclei is smaller after deformation than trefobe the deformation.

Fig. 5. The sketch of folded nucleus containiihgn) monomers.

Fig. 6. Typical dependencies of free energy (22ndar temperatures 500K (red line), 520K
(green line), 540K (blue line) and 560K (pink linBependence for the free energyroior R=0
and temperature 500K is plotted by black dash lere we used Gaussian approximation for
the entropy of SCS and the paramet@&ss:600K, Eo=5kJ/mol, N=5000, m=40, E;=E,=Ey/3,
R=N"2a,

Fig. 7. Exact solution of equation (22) (solid line) angbagximate solutionfo e, (triangles)
calculated by equation (25). Here we used Gausgproximation for the entropy of SCS and
the parameterdo=600K, Eq=5kJ/mol, N=5000, m=40, E;=E,=Ey/3, R=N"?a.

Fig. 8. Snapshots of one chain at different time momeutsd the cooling.

Fig. 9. Snapshots of one chain in periodic boundary canditat different temperatures during
the heating.

Fig. 10. Dependence of the potential energy of the onerctrgstal on the temperature.

Fig. 11. Front (a) and side view (b) of the two-chain caysDne chain is indicated by grey color

and other chain is indicated by black color.
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