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We discuss the generalization of a classical problem involving an N -step ideal

polymer adsorption at a sticky boundary (potential well of depth U). It is known

that as N approaches infinity, the path undergoes a 2nd-order localization transition

at a certain value of Utr. By considering the random walk on a half-line with a

sticky boundary (Model I), we demonstrate that the order of the phase transition

can be altered by adjusting the scaling of the first return probability to the boundary.

Additionally, we present a model of a random path on a discrete 1D lattice with non-

uniform local hopping amplitudes and a potential well at the boundary (Model II).

We illustrate that one can tailor such amplitudes so that the polymer undergoes a

3rd-order phase transition.

I. INTRODUCTION

Despite having a long history, the issue of polymer adsorption continues to be a prominent
topic in modern statistical physics of polymers. The sustained interest in the adsorption
and localization of polymer chains at surfaces and interfaces serves a dual purpose. On one
hand, this interest revolves around establishing a fundamental connection between polymer
statistics and a general theory of phase transitions in condensed matter physics. On the
other hand, it is driven by the practical applications in polymer chemistry and the design
of new tailor-made materials.

Without claiming to be exhaustive, let us outline the main directions of polymer physics
that have evolved from various aspects of polymer adsorption. Primarily, there is the coil-to-
globule phase transition problem rooted in the localization of a random walk at the potential
well of depth U in three-dimensional space (see [1, 2] and references therein). Understanding
the fundamental principles behind polymer adsorption on sticky surfaces has proven crucial
in the investigation of polymers grafted at surfaces [3] (polymer brushes). Another class of
problems originating from random walk adsorption at potential wells deals with localization
at interfaces [4], inhomogeneities in space [5], or networks (graphs) [6]. The potential well in
these cases often has an entropic nature. A specific class of such problems has been studied
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in [7, 8], where the localization of random walks on regular graphs (trees) with a single
special vertex (called a “heavy root”), decorated stars, and hyperbolic graphs have been
analyzed. In all those cases, it has been shown that the presence of a “heavy root” may
lead to a localization transition if the functionality of a special vertex exceeds some critical
value.

In this study, we focus on the following problem. Consider a random path in one-
dimensional semi-infinite space with a potential well located at the boundary. Since the
boundary is sticky, the system undergoes a localization transition at some critical stickiness
Utr. Could we control the order of the phase transition by changing the details of a walker’s
bulk dynamics? Two models (I and II) are under our attention:

I. The N -step random walk on a continuous semi-infinite line x ∈ [0,∞) with a specific
scaling of the first return probability P (N) ∝ N−α (α > 0) interacting with a potential
well of depth U located at the boundary x = 0;

II. The N -step inhomogeneous random walk on a discrete lattice k = 1, 2, ...K with the
specific scaling of position-dependent hopping amplitudes, b(k) ∝ (K − k)χ (χ > 0),
where k ∈ [1, K] (K → ∞), interacting with a potential well of depth U located at the
boundary k = 1. We demonstrate that in model I, one can obtain any order θ > 0 of a
phase transition by tuning α (α > 1). In model II, one can change the 2nd-order phase
transition to the 3rd-order one by replacing χ = 0 with χ = 1

2
. Model II can also be

visualized as a Brownian bridge (the closed random loop) on a tree (nonhomogeneous
in general) with the sticky root at which the potential well is located.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section II, we revisit the adsorption of the random
path at the potential well and pay attention to the dependence of the phase transition order
on the return probability. In Section III, we study the critical behavior of the walker on the
semi-infinite lattice with inhomogeneous hopping rates and analyze the dependence of the
transition order on the scaling of hopping amplitudes. Section IV summarizes the results
obtained in the work.

II. ADSORPTION OF A FRACTAL POLYMER: FIRST RETURN

PROBABILITY AND THE PHASE TRANSITION ORDER

Consider the 1D problem of fractal polymer adsorption on a half-line x ≥ 0 at a sticky
surface located at x = 0. Supposing that the polymer is grafted at its extremities at the
point x = 0, we can represent a polymer configuration as a consecutive set of s “bridges” of
lengths t1, t2, t3, ..., ts. Within each bridge, the polymer does not touch the point x = 0. So,
the partition function Z(tj) of the polymer subchain of length tj (j = 1, ..., s) is the “first
return” partition function, which can be written in the following generic form

Z(tj) ≈
λtj

tαj
(1)

where λ accounts for the statistical weight of each monomer and is a non-universal quan-
tity since it depends on the space dimensionality, lattice structure, polymer flexibility, etc.
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Besides, the critical exponent α = α(H) is universal and characterizes the first return prob-
ability of a polymer with a given Hurst exponent H on a half-line x ≥ 0. Schematically, the
particular polymer configuration is depicted in Fig. 1: the panel (a) represents the path in
the upper (t, x)-plane, while the panel (b) designates the typical chamomile-like structure
of the path in a D-dimensional space interacting with a point-like potential well.

...

.....
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Figure 1. Left: Representation of the adsorbed fractal polymer in terms of first returns to the

point x = 0; Right: schematic chamomile-like configuration of a fractal polymer interacting with

a point-like potential well in a D-dimensional space (the drawing emphasizes the independence of

loops).

Denoting by β the Boltzmann weight of a monomer located at the point x = 0, we can
represent the polymer partition function ZN(β) (where N = t1 + t2 + t3 + ... + ts) in the
following form:

ZN(β) = β
∞∑
s=1

∑
{t1+...+ts=N}

s∏
j=1

(βZ(tj)) = β
∞∑
s=1

∞∑
t1=1

...
∞∑

ts=1

∆(t1+...+ts−N)
s∏

j=1

(βZ(tj)) (2)

Using the integral representation of the ∆-function

∆(x) =
1

2πi

∮
dξ

ξx+1
=

{
1 x = 0

0 x ̸= 0
(3)

with x = N − (t1 + ...+ ts), we get

ZN(β) =
βλN

2πi

∮
dξ

ξN+1

∞∑
s=1

(
β

∞∑
t=1

ξt

tα

)s

=
βλN

2πi

∮
dξ

ξN+1

1

1− β Liα(ξ)
(4)

where Liα(ξ) is the polylogarithm function.

Since the value ξ = 1 corresponds to N → ∞, the divergence of the denominator in (4)
at ξ = 1 defines the phase transition point, βtr, in the infinitely long chain:

βtr = Li−1
α (1) = ζ−1(α) (5)

where ζ(α) is the Riemann ζ-function. The order of the phase transition, γ, can be found by
evaluating the first non-vanishing finite-size correction to the free energy, F = −T lnZ(β)
of the system at large but finite N :

F (β) = F (βtr) + constN |β − βtr|θ (|β − βtr| ≪ 1) (6)



4

The transition order, γ, depends on the “loop factor” (i.e. on the first return probability to
the point x = 0) which is controlled by the critical exponent α. Expanding Liα(ξ) in the
vicinity of the point ξ = 1 (note that 0 < ξ ≤ 1), we have

Li−1
α (ξ)

∣∣∣
ξ↗1

= ζ−1(α) +
|Γ(1− α)|
ζ2(α)

|1− ξ|α−1 (7)

From (7) we can establish the relation between the deviations |ξ− 1| ≪ 1 and |β−βtr| ≪ 1:

|β − βtr| ≈
|Γ(1− α)|
ζ2(α)

|1− ξ|α−1 ⇒ |1− ξ| ≈ ζ2(α)

|Γ(α− 1)|
|β − βtr|1/(α−1) (8)

Note that the transition point in a chain of a finite length (0 < ξ < 1) has always bigger β
than the transition point βtr = Li−1(α) in a chain of infinite length for any α > 1. According
to (4), the partition function in the localized phase at N ≫ 1 is determined by the pole, ξ0
of the function (1− β Liα(ξ))

−1 in the vicinity of the point ξ = 1. Thus we can define the
free energy F (β) = −T lnZN and consider the normalized free energy per one monomer,
f(β) = F (β)/(NT ) at N ≫ 1:

ZN(β)
∣∣∣
N≫1

≈ βλNξN0 ; f(β) = − lnλ− ln ξ0 (9)

The requested pole ξ0 is given by (8), i.e.

ξ0 = 1− ζ2(α)

|Γ(α− 1)|
|β − βtr|1/(α−1) (10)

Eq. (10) provides the final expression for the dependence of the order of the phase transition
γ (see (6)) on the critical exponent α in the loop factor of the propagator (1). Substituting
(10) into (9) we get for |β − βtr| ≪ 1:

f(β) = − lnλ+
ζ2(α)

|Γ(α− 1)|
|β − βtr|θ, θ =

1

α− 1
(α > 1) (11)

The 2nd order phase transition (θ = 2) corresponds to α = 3
2
. The exponent α = 3

2
is the

standard critical exponent of: (i) the first return probability for a random walk on a half-line
x ≥ 0 with a sticky boundary at x = 0, or (ii) the return probability in a three-dimensional
space for a problem of a random walk adsorption at a point-like potential well.

The exponent α in (1) is related to the fractal dimension, Df , of the polymer. Recall that

Df is determined by the relation
√

⟨R2⟩ ∼ N1/Df where ⟨R2⟩ is the mean-square distance
of the trajectory with open ends, or the square of the gyration radius for closed chain. For
the standard random walk Df = 2, for subdiffusive paths Df > 2, while for superdiffusive
ones 0 < Df < 2. For weakly correlated fractal polymers the relation between Df and α
can be established using the “image method” [9], which provides the following equation in
the one-dimensional case:

α = D−1
f + 1 (12)

It is noteworthy that the relation (12) fails for the fractal Brownian motion (fBm) due
to strong long-distance correlations perturbing the path structure in the vicinity of the
boundary [10]. Typically, the first return exponent α for fBm is expressed in terms of the
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α (first return) Df (fractal dimension) θ (transition order)

4/3 3 3

3/2 2 2

2 1 1

Table I. Summary of critical exponents and relations between them for polymer adsorption at a

potential well on a half-line.

Hurst exponent H via the Molchan’s formula α = 2−H (see [11]). Taking into account that
by definition H = D−1

f , we get for fBm: α = 2−D−1
f . However, the case of fBm is beyond

the scope of our consideration.

Substituting (12) into (11) and applying the image method, we can establish a simple
relation between the phase transition order θ ≡ θDf

and the fractal dimension Df of the
polymer:

θDf
= Df (13)

From (13) we conclude that the adsorption transition of a polymer with the fractal dimen-
sions Df = 3 and Df = 1 are, respectively, of 3rd (θ = θ3 = 3) and 1st (θ = θ1 = 1) orders.
In Table I we summarize various exponents and relations between them.

III. UNCONVENTIONAL PHASE TRANSITION IN AN INHOMOGENEOUS

RANDOM WALK HOPPING PROBLEM ON A 1D LATTICE

In this Section we study fluctuations of the midpoint of the Brownian bridge (Bb) on a
one-dimensional nonuniform lattice k = 1, 2, ..., K (K → ∞) with a sticky boundary at k =
1. We demonstrate that the fractal dimension of the Bb depends on the random walk hopping
amplitude, bk, where k is the distance from the boundary. Introducing nonuniformity to bk
along the lattice allows for a change in the scaling of the size of the Bb. Consequently, by
applying the results from the previous section, one can modify the order of the adsorption
transition at a sticky boundary.

We consider the following scaling of hopping rates, bk:

bk = (K − k)χ =

{
1 uniform amplitudes, χ = 0
√
K − k descending amplitudes, χ = 1/2

(14)

where K is the lattice size. The corresponding master equation for the partition function,
ΦN(k), of the N -step polymer which ends at a level k = 1, 2, ..., K can be written as follows

ΦN+1(k) = bk−1ΦN(k − 1) + bkΦN(k + 1) + βKχδk,1ΦN(k) for k = 2, 3, ..., K

ΦN(k = 0) = ΦN(k = K + 1) = 0

ΦN(k) = δN,0 δk,1

(15)

where β = eU is the weight of potential well of depth U at the boundary site k = 1 and the
Kronecker δ-function is equal to 1 for k = 1 and 0 otherwise. One can straightforwardly
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prove that the partition function of the Brownian bridge, ΦN(k = 0), can be written in two
different ways, giving the same result:

ΦN(k = 1) =
〈
vin|TN |vout

〉
(16)

where

T =



βKχ (K − 1)χ 0 0 0 . . .

(K − 1)χ 0 (K − 2)χ 0 0

0 (K − 2)χ 0 (K − 3)χ 0

0 0 (K − 3)χ 0 (K − 4)χ

0 0 0 (K − 4)χ 0
...

. . .


, vin = v⊤

out =



1

0

0

0

0
...


(17)

or
ΦN(k = 1) =

〈
vin|(T ′)N |vout

〉
(18)

where

T ′ =



βKχ 1 0 0 0 . . .

(K − 1)2χ 0 1 0 0

0 (K − 2)2χ 0 1 0

0 0 (K − 3)2χ 0 1

0 0 0 (K − 4)2χ 0
...

. . .


, vin = v⊤

out =



1

0

0

0

0
...


(19)

It was argued in [12, 13] that T ′ at χ = 1/2 can be interpreted as a transfer matrix of a
path counting problem on a finite tree of K generations with a linearly descending vertex
degree. In these works, it was also shown that such a scaling of vertex degree corresponds
to the special mean-field representation of the Gaussian matrix ensemble [14]. Recently, the
tridiagonal representation of matrices in the 1D hopping problem has been identified with
the construction of the Krylov basis in matrix models [15].

Here, we remain in the same paradigm as in the model I considered in the previous
Section: the very presence of the transition is controlled by the depth of the potential well,
U , at the boundary (i.e., by the “stickiness” β ), while the order of the phase transition
depends on the scaling exponent χ of the hopping amplitude. The statistics of a Bb on a
1D lattice is determined by the conditional probability QN(k, n|K) to find the n’th step of
a Bb at the distance k from the boundary:

QN(k, n|K) =
Pn(k)PN−n(k)

K∑
k=1

Pn(k)PN−n(k)

=
1

N
[T n]k,1[T

N−n]k,1 (20)

where PN(k) ∝ ΦN(k) is the probability to find the end of the open path of length N at
the distance k, [TN ]k,1 is the element (k, 1) of the matrix TN , and N is the normalization
constant for the conditional distribution QN(k, n|K). In what follows without the loss of
generality and for simplicity, we take n = N/2, i.e., we consider the distribution of the
Brownian bridge midpoint.
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Equation (20) permits us to compute the scaling of a typical span ∆(N) ∼ Nγ of a
Brownian bridge on a 1D lattice with descending hopping amplitudes in the doubly scaling
limit N → ∞, K → ∞, N/K = const and find the critical exponent γ, which coincides
with the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) growth exponent, γKPZ = 1/3. To the contrary, the
critical exponent γ for the Bb on a lattice with uniform transition rates has been repeatedly
computed (see, for example, [16]) where it has been shown that such a Bb has a span ∆
controlled by the exponent γGauss = 1/2. The plots demonstrating the saturation of the
exponent γ for the lattices with uniform and descending amplitudes are shown in Fig. 2.

0.5 1.0 1.5
0.30

0.35

0.40

0.45

0.50

0.55

N/K

g

g =1/3 (KPZ)

g =1/2 (Gaussian)

Figure 2. Limiting behavior of critical exponent γ of Brownian bridge in a double-scaling regime

(N → ∞, K → ∞, N/K = const): Blue triangles – for the uniform hopping rates (χ = 0), red

circles – for the descending hopping rates (χ = 1/2).

To determine numerically the order of the localization transition of a Bb on the 1D
lattice with a sticky boundary, we proceed as follows. First, we define the dependence of the
rescaled variance, σ̃(β) = σ(β)/σ(β = 0), of the Brownian bridge midpoint on the stickiness
β for two different kinds of hopping amplitudes (uniform and descending) and for various
lattice sizes K. The corresponding plots are shown in Fig. 3a,b.
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Figure 3. Dependence of the rescaled variance, σ̃ on β for a few values of K: (a) Uniform hopping

amplitudes (χ = 0); (b) Descending hopping amplitudes (χ = 1/2).

Next, we numerically compute the derivative σ̃′(β) ≡ dσ̃(β)
dβ

and associate the transition



8

width, ∆, with the width of the function σ̃′(β) at the level min(σ(β))/
√
2 for every K – see

Fig. 4a,b for uniform and descending hopping amplitudes.
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β
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β

Figure 4. Plot of the function σ̃′(β): (a) Uniform hopping amplitudes (χ = 0); (b) Descending

hopping amplitudes (χ = 1/2).

It is well known [17] that the order of the phase transition, θ, can be extracted from the
finite-size dependence of the transition width, ∆ on K. Namely, if ∆ shrinks with K as
∆ ∼ K−1/θ, then the transition order at K → ∞ is θ. The dependence of the width ∆ on
the lattice size, K, together with the power-law approximation aK−1/θ, are plotted in Fig. 5
in doubly-logarithmic coordinates.

50 100 150 200 250

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

K

D

g=1/2 (Gaussian)

g=1/3 (KPZ)

Figure 5. The finite-size scaling (in a log-log scale) of the width of adsorption transition as a

function of a size of a tree: the Gaussian exponent γ = 1/2 for uniform amplitudes (blue triangles);

the KPZ exponent γ = 1/3 for descending amplitudes (red circles).

For both rates bk, uniform (χ = 0) and descending (χ = 1/2), the localization transition
width, ∆, behaves as ∆ ∝ K−1/θ where θ = Df and Df is the fractal dimension of Brownian
bridge on the corresponding lattice. From plots shown in Fig. 5 we conclude that θGauss =
Df = 2 (the 2nd order phase transition) for a uniform hopping amplitudes (χ = 0), and
θKPZ = Df = 3 (the 3rd order phase transition) for a descending hopping amplitudes with
χ = 1/2.
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IV. DISCUSSION

In this note, we discuss random walks on the semi-infinite line with a sticky boundary,
exploring various scaling laws of path dynamics. The main attention was addressed to
the question how the order of the localization phase transition at a critical value of the
boundary stickiness depends on scaling details of the random walk in bulk. In Section II
it was demonstrated that the order of the phase (adsorption) transition can be changed
by tuning the scaling exponent of the first return probability. In Section III we discussed
the localization of the closed inhomogeneous random walk (the inhomogeneous Brownian
bridge) on a one-dimensional lattice at a sticky boundary. We have shown that by changing
the scaling exponent χ of local hopping amplitudes from χ = 0 to χ = 1/2 as it is defined
in (14), the 2nd order localization transition gets transformed into the 3rd order one.

A similar inhomogeneous hopping problem on a one-dimensional lattice can be viewed as
motion in the Krylov space. We will explore related aspects of criticality in an upcoming
publication, where we will also address nonuniform lattices with scaling of hopping ampli-
tudes χ different from 0 and 1/2 [18].
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