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Nonlinear response theory is employed to derive a closure to the polymer reference interaction site model
(PRISM) equation. The closure applies to a liquid of neutral polymers at melt densities. It can be considered
a molecular generalization of the mean spherical approximation (MSA) closure of Lebowitz and Percus to
the atomic Ornstein-Zernike (OZ) equation, and is similar in some aspects to the reference “molecular” MSA
(R-MMSA) closure of Schweizer and Yethiraj to PRISM. For a model binary blend of freely-jointed chains,
the new closure predicts an unmixing critical temperature, Tc, via the susceptibility route that scales linearly
with molecular weight, N , in agreement with Flory theory. Predictions for Tc of the new closure differ greatest
from those of the R-MMSA at intermediate N , the latter being about 40% higher than the former there, but
at large N both theories give about the same values. For an isotopic blend of polyethylene, the new and
R-MMSA closures predict a Tc about 25% higher than the experimental value, which is only moderately less
accurate than the prediction of atomic OZ-MSA theory for Tc of methane. In this way, the derivation and its
consequences help to identify the ingredients in a theory needed to model properly the equilibrium properties
of a polymeric liquid at both short and long lengthscales.

I. INTRODUCTION

There are at least five generalizations of the Ornstein-
Zernike (OZ) theory of homogeneous, equilibrium
atomic liquids1 to molecules: molecular Ornstein-Zernike
theory;2,3 the reference interaction site model (RISM)4,5

and its specialization to polymers (polymer-RISM or
PRISM);6,7 the diagrammatically proper integral equa-
tion theory8 and the (at least in one case) formally equiv-
alent optimized cluster theory;9,10 the Wertheim associ-
ating fluid theory;11,12 and two-molecule theory.13,14 By
far the most popular though, perhaps from its ease of
use,15 has been RISM/PRISM.

However, as has been shown,16 RISM is not diagram-
matically proper. As a consequence there has been up
to now only a few formally derived closures to it. In
one approach, Chandler employed a functional derivative
scheme to derive a closure to RISM.17 While this closure
has been shown to be accurate primarily at low density,18

its form was used17 to justify interpreting RISM as an
optimized random phase approximation (RPA) theory,
i.e., identifying the atomic mean spherical approxima-
tion (MSA)19 as an accurate closure. A later analysis
of a model liquid of thread polymers using a Gaussian
field theory concluded similarly.20 In another approach
done in two-molecule theory, classical density functional
theory21 was used to derive an equation for the radial dis-
tribution function. While strictly a separate theory, the
medium-induced potential appearing in the two-molecule
equation can be recast to connect to RISM.14,22 Efficient
algorithms to solve this theory have not been developed
until recently though.23 In practical use of RISM then,
choosing a particular closure has tended to be more em-
pirical than that done for atomic liquids with OZ theory.

a)Electronic mail: jpdonley7@icloud.com

In a previous work,24 referred hereafter as (I), a self-
consistent equation for the pair radial distribution func-
tion was derived using a molecular density functional the-
ory for classical liquids. The general properties of poly-
mer blends and diblock copolymer melts were analyzed.
The theory was shown to predict properly the molecular
weight dependence of the blend critical temperature, and
the disordered to ordered lamellar transition in diblocks.
However, the manner of enforcing the core condition on
the radial distribution function was not as strong as that
commonly done in the OZ class of theories.
In this work, nonlinear response theory is used to de-

rive more simply the basic equations obtained in (I).
Then making approximations appropriate to liquids at
melt densities with nonbonded potentials that consist
of a strongly repulsive, short-range core, and a weak,
long-range tail, such as a Lennard-Jones, a closure to the
PRISM equation results. In that way, the closure is de-
rived in an indirect manner, similar to that done in the
derivations in two-molecule theory, but more deliberately.
Evidence is presented that this closure for polymeric liq-
uids is almost as accurate as the MSA closure for atomic
liquids.

II. THEORY

A. System definition

It is convenient to work in the grand canonical en-
semble. Consider then a liquid of identical molecules in
equilibrium in a fixed volume V , in strong contact with
an external bath at temperature T , and in strong contact
with an external source of molecules at chemical poten-
tial µ. This potential sets the average number of system
molecules at M , giving an average molecular density of
ρ = M/V . Each molecule is composed of nt types of
spherical sites, with Nk sites of type k. The average den-
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sity of type-k sites is then ρk = Nkρ. Let the sites on a
molecule be labelled by α = 1, 2, · · · , N , where N is the
total number of sites per molecule. Further, let the po-
sition of the αth site on the ith molecule be denoted by
riα. Unless explicitly stated otherwise, in what follows
all energies will be expressed in units of kBT , where kB
is Boltzmann’s constant.

Of particular interest is the density-density correlation
function between a site of type k at position r and one
of type k′ at position r′:

Skk′(r, r′) =
N∑

α∈k
β∈k′

Sαβ(r, r
′). (II.1)

where Sαβ(r, r
′) is the density-density correlation func-

tion between the αth site on a molecule at r and the βth
site on the same or different molecule at r′. It is defined
as

Sαβ(r, r
′) = ⟨ρ̂α(r)ρ̂β(r′)⟩ − ⟨ρ̂α(r)⟩⟨ρ̂β(r′)⟩, (II.2)

where

ρ̂α(r) =

M∑
i=1

δ (r− riα) (II.3)

is the microscopic density of sites α at point r, with δ(r)
being the Dirac delta function. The brackets denote ther-
modynamic averages. If the liquid is homogeneous and
isotropic, Skk′(r, r′) → Skk′(r), with r = |r − r′|. The
Fourier transform of Skk′(r) is the partial structure fac-

tor, Ŝkk′(q), where q ≡ |q| is the wavevector conjugate
to r.
It is convenient to represent Skk′(r) as the sum of intra-

and intermolecular contributions

Skk′(r) = Ωkk′(r) +Hkk′(r). (II.4)

The intramolecular correlation function

Ωkk′(r) = ρ
N∑

α∈k
β∈k′

ωαβ(r), (II.5)

where

ωαβ(r) =
1

M

M∑
i=1

⟨δ(r− riα + riβ)⟩ (II.6)

is the probability density of sites α and β on the same
molecule being a distance r apart. The intermolecular
correlation function

Hkk′(r) = ρkρk′hkk′(r) = ρkρk′ [gkk′(r)− 1], (II.7)

where

gkk′(r) =
1

NkNk′

N∑
α∈k
β∈k′

gαβ(r), (II.8)

is the site averaged form of

gαβ(r) =
1

M(M − 1)

M∑
i ̸=j

⟨V δ(r− riα + rjβ)⟩ , (II.9)

which is the radial distribution function between sites of
type α and β on different molecules.
With gkk′(r) and Ŝkk′(q) one can compute thermody-

namic quantities such as the pressure, the intermolecular
contribution to the internal energy, and portions of the
phase diagram, which is the goal here. The partial struc-
ture factors, being proportional to the scattered intensity
in the single scattering limit, can also be compared di-
rectly with experiment.

B. Nonlinear response to an external field

The essence of the approach here is to use the standard
statistical mechanical formalism for classical molecules to
derive an expression for the equilibrium density response
of the system to an externally imposed field. This density
response is then related to the radial distribution function
of a homogeneous liquid, and from that Eqs. (II.4)-(II.7)
are used to obtain the partial structure factors.
To that end, impose an external field ϕ on the liq-

uid. The field depends on the molecule site and can
vary spatially, and so has components ϕα(r). Further,
instead of having a fixed value, let the field strength
vary with a parameter λ, so that ϕα(r, λ = 0) = 0, and
ϕα(r, λ = 1) = ϕα(r), its full value. In the following
derivation, quantities will be assumed to vary continu-
ously with λ. In the theory of classical liquids, this pro-
cedure is a variation on the thermodynamic integration,
i.e., “charging” technique,25 and goes back at least to
Kirkwood.26 The technique tends to greatly reduce the
dimensionality of important integrals, though at a cost
of an additional integration over λ.
When this field ϕ is turned on, the system molecules

will redistribute themselves, causing the average local
density, ⟨ρ̂α(r)⟩, to deviate from its spatial average ρα =
ρ. What then is ⟨ρ̂α(r)⟩ for some ϕα(r, λ)?
It is helpful to consider this field as changing the con-

stant chemical potential to a spatially varying one, which
acts on a site α as

µα(r, λ) =
µ

N
− ϕα(r, λ). (II.10)

The energy of the coupling of the liquid molecules to this
spatially dependent field is then

−
∑
α

∫
dr µα(r, λ)ρ̂α(r). (II.11)

The relevant grand potential is G([µ], V, T ) with [µ]
denoting that it is a functional of the field µα(r, λ). This
potential is related to the grand partition function, Ξ, as

G([µ], V, T ) = − ln [Ξ([µ], V, T )] . (II.12)
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Within this formalism, it is straightforward to show that
the average local density for site α is

ρα(r, λ) ≡ ⟨ρ̂α(r)⟩λ = −δG([µ], V, T )
δµα(r, λ)

, (II.13)

where δ/δµα(r, λ) is a functional derivative with respect
to the chemical potential field acting on a site α at po-
sition r, the field strength held fixed at λ. Eq.(II.13) is
merely a statement that ρα(r, λ) and µα(r, λ) are conju-
gate to each other.

Now, let λ be increased by a small amount ∆λ. How
would this average local density change? One can per-
form similar manipulations used to obtain Eq.(II.13) and
find

dρα(r, λ)

dλ
≡ ⟨ρ̂α(r)⟩λ+∆λ − ⟨ρ̂α(r)⟩λ

∆λ

∣∣∣
∆λ→0

= −
∑
β

∫
dr′Sαβ(r, r

′, λ)
dϕβ(r

′, λ)
dλ

, (II.14)

where Sαβ(r, r
′, λ) is the total density correlation func-

tion of the liquid in the external field with strength λ,
and is the analog of Eq.(II.2). Eq.(II.14) is one form
of the exact expression for the nonlinear response of the
average local density to an external field.

C. Equation for the radial distribution function

Eq.(II.14) will now be used to obtain an expression for
the pair intermolecular correlation function of the bulk
liquid. To make further progress, an approximation for
Sαβ(r, r

′, λ) is needed.
Consider first the intramolecular contribution to this

function, which is ρωαβ(r, r
′, λ), where ωαβ(r, r

′, λ) is
an inhomogeneous generalization of Eq.(II.6). As men-
tioned above, the field ϕ will make the liquid inhomo-
geneous, attracting a site α to regions where ϕα is neg-
ative and repelling it from regions where this potential
is positive. The local density ρα(r, λ) will then change
correspondingly. The change in ρωαβ(r, r

′, λ) due to ϕ
will then come from two effects: this change in the lo-
cal density from its average value ρ, and the change in
the intramolecular structure of the molecule due to this
change in the local density. Since the interest in this work
is liquids at high density, ignore the second effect, which
should be less pronounced there due to screening from
the other molecules. So,

ρωαβ(r, r
′, λ) ≈ [ρα(r, λ)ρβ(r

′, λ)]
1/2

ωαβ(r−r′), (II.15)

where ωαβ(r− r′) is the intramolecular correlation func-
tion of a uniform liquid at density ρ and is given by
Eq.(II.6). Here, the square root averages the effects of
the two sites being at different positions in the field ϕ.
Note that Eq.(II.15) is exact for atomic liquids.

Next consider the intermolecular contribution to
Sαβ(r, r

′, λ), which is ρ2hαβ(r, r
′, λ), where hαβ(r, r

′, λ)

is the inhomogeneous analog of that in Eq. (II.7). As for
the intramolecular contribution above, the change in it
due to the inhomogeneous field ϕ will also come from two
effects: the change in the local density from its average
value ρ, and changes in the intermolecular correlations
due to this change in local density. Ignore the second
effect though, so

ρ2hαβ(r, r
′, λ) ≈ ρα(r, λ)ρβ(r

′, λ)hαβ(r− r′), (II.16)

where hαβ(r− r′) is the intermolecular correlation func-
tion of a uniform liquid at density ρ, given by that in
Eq.(II.7). Eq.(II.16) is a variation on the Kirkwood su-
perposition approximation, which is most accurate at low
density.27

To create a useful form for Sαβ(r, r
′, λ), it is helpful to

reconcile the approximations of Eqs.(II.15) and (II.16) by
letting the latter become

ρ2hαβ(r, r
′, λ) ≈ [ρα(r, λ)ρβ(r

′, λ)]
1/2

ρhαβ(r− r′).
(II.17)

This form sacrifices the accuracy of Eq.(II.16) at low den-
sity, but should be more accurate at high density any-
ways, which is the interest of this work. So as in (I):

Sαβ(r, r
′, λ) ≈ 1

ρ
[ρα(r, λ)]

1−η[ρβ(r
′, λ)]ηSαβ(|r− r′|),

(II.18)
where Sαβ(r) is the total density correlation function of
a homogeneous liquid, a case of Eq.(II.2) above. Given
the above arguments and by symmetry, the exponent η =
1/2, but to derive a closure to PRISM another value will
be used.
With Eqs. (II.14) and (II.18) one finds

dxα(r, λ)

dλ
= −η

ρ

∑
β

∫
dr′Sαβ(r−r′)

dϕβ(r
′, λ)

dλ
xβ(r

′, λ),

(II.19)
where

xα(r, λ) =

[
ρα(r, λ)

ρ

]η
. (II.20)

Now, let the field ϕ be due to a molecule of the same
type as in the bulk liquid. This molecule is inserted in
a fixed configuration ℜ = {R1,R2, · · · }, where R1 is the
position of site 1 on the inserted molecule, etc. So,

ϕβ(r, λ) =
∑
γ

vβγ(r−Rγ , λ), (II.21)

and vβγ(r, λ) is the pair potential between sites β and γ
on different molecules a distance r apart with strength λ.
When λ = 1, this potential becomes the true potential
between these two sites in the bulk liquid. So, xα(r, λ) →
xα(r,ℜ, λ).
Next, with Eq.(II.21), average Eq.(II.19) over the con-

figurations ℜ of the inserted molecule, but hold its site
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ζ fixed at r′. One obtains a two-point intermolecular
correlation function from Eq.(II.20):

xαζ(r, r
′, λ) = ⟨xα(r,ℜ, λ)V δ(r′ −Rζ)⟩ℜ , (II.22)

with the brackets denoting an average with respect to
the intramolecular probability density, P(ℜ, λ), of the in-
serted molecule, which has normalization

∫
dℜ P(ℜ, λ) =

1. It will be helpful here that no matter the charging
strength, λ, P(ℜ, λ) will be such that the statistical dis-
tribution of configurations of the inserted molecule are
the same as a molecule in the fully interacting liquid.

Then, upon integrating with respect to λ from λ1 to
λ2, Eq.(II.19) becomes

xαζ(r− r′, λ2) = xαζ(r− r′, λ1)−
η

ρ

∑
β

∫
dr1

× Sαβ(r− r1)Ψβζ(r1 − r′, λ1, λ2), (II.23)

where xαζ(r, 0) = 1, and

Ψβζ(r1 − r′, λ1, λ2) =
∑
γ

∫ λ2

λ1

dλ′
∫

dr2
dvβγ(r1 − r2, λ

′)
dλ′

×x
(3)
βγζ(r1, r2, r

′, λ′), (II.24)

with the three-point function

x
(3)
βγζ (r1, r2, r

′, λ) =

⟨xβ(r1,ℜ, λ)V δ(r2 −Rγ)δ(r
′ −Rζ)⟩ℜ .(II.25)

In the limit |r1−r2| → ∞ (or |r1−r′| → ∞), Eq.(II.25)
reduces to ωγζ(r2 − r′, λ), the intramolecular probability
density between sites γ and ζ on the inserted molecule
at potential strength λ. With the above stipulation on
the form of P(ℜ, λ), this function is the same as that for
a molecule in the fully interacting liquid, and so is given
by Eq.(II.6). A similar three-point function appears in
the expression for the virial pressure for flexible polymers
with fixed bond lengths.28

For the case η = 1 and λ = 1, Eq.(II.22) is an alterna-
tive but equivalent definition for the radial distribution
function of a homogeneous liquid as noted by Percus.1

Given that, for any η let

gαβ(r) ≈ xαβ(r, 1)
1/η (II.26)

as the pair radial distribution function of the homoge-
neous liquid. Eqs.(II.23)-(II.26) were the main result of
(I).

Note that the three-point function, Eq.(II.25), con-
tains physical effects that are beyond those modeled by
the standard atomic closures to the PRISM equation, in-
tramolecular effects in particular. The intent of the next
section is to draw out the dominant ones in a simple
manner.

FIG. 1. Pictorial representation of the sites, their coordi-
nates, and the potential contained in the definitions of Ψβζ

and x
(3)
βγζ , Eqs. (II.24) and (II.25), respectively. For simplicity,

the molecules are shown as linear chains. Sites of the inserted
molecule are solid blue, and those of a molecule in the liquid
are striped red.

D. Closure to PRISM

As stated above, the aim of this work is to derive a
closure to the PRISM equation. To that end, set η =
1 so that Eq.(II.26) gives gαβ(r) = xαβ(r, 1). Let the
intermolecular site-site potential, vαβ(r), be the sum of a
short-range, hard core and a long-range, weak tail. This
potential depends only on the type of sites, so,

vαβ(r) ≡ vkk′(r)|α∈k
β∈k′

= vhckk′(r) + vtailkk′ (r), (II.27)

where vhckk′(r) = ∞, for r < dkk′ and zero otherwise, and
vtailαβ (r) = 0 for r < dkk′ . Restrict the liquid to high,
melt densities, so that the radial distribution functions
are close to unity outside the core, r > dkk′ .
In the following, it will be helpful to imagine that a

Kirkwood superposition approximation1,29 to the three-
point function, Eq.(II.25), will be sufficient:

x
(3)
βγζ(r1, r2, r

′, λ) ≈ gβζ(r1 − r′, λ)gβγ(r1 − r2, λ)

× ωγζ(r2 − r′), (II.28)

where gβζ(r1−r′, λ) denotes the radial distribution func-
tion between a site β in the bulk liquid at position r1 and
site ζ on the inserted molecule at position r′ with charg-
ing strength λ, etc. This approximation is not univer-
sally accurate as it neglects explicit three-body orienta-
tional correlations,29 but the charging path taken below
for Eq.(II.24) will allow us to skirt conditions for which
they are important.
For the full charging path, let the intermolecular po-

tentials between the sites of the inserted molecule and
those of the surrounding liquid molecules be turned on
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in two steps: first the hard-core with the tail off, then
second the tail with the hard-core already on, with λx

denoting the charging value that separates the two steps.
Then with Eq.(II.24) one can define

Ψhc
βζ(r) ≡ Ψβζ(r, 0, λx),

Ψtail
βζ (r) ≡ Ψβζ(r, λx, 1), (II.29)

as the contributions from the first and second steps,
respectively. The aim here then is first to com-
pute xαζ(r, λx) from Eq.(II.23) using Ψhc

βζ(r), and then

compute the fully interacting xαζ(r, 1) using that and
Ψtail

βζ (r).
First, turn on the hard-core potentials and consider

Ψhc
βζ . In this case one can expect that the most im-

portant intermolecular correlation in x
(3)
βγζ(r1, r2, r

′, λ) in
Eq.(II.24) will be between sites β and γ as it will strongly
moderate the hard-core potential. See Figure 1. The in-
termolecular dependence of this three-point function on
r′ can then be ignored and so gβζ(r1−r′, λ) in Eq.(II.28)
can be set to 1. As such,

x
(3)
βγζ(r1, r2, r

′, λ) ≈ ghcβγ(r1 − r2, λ)ωγζ(r2 − r′), (II.30)

where ghcβγ(r, λ) denotes the radial distribution function
at the hard-core charging strength λ. One then finds,

Ψhc
βζ(r) ≈

∑
γ

[∫ λx

0

dλ
dvhcβγ
dλ

ghcβγ

]
∗ ωγζ(r), (II.31)

where the asterisk (∗) denotes a convolution. The bracket
term in Eq.(II.31) will be zero beyond the range of the
hard-core, and if it were very accurate, Ψhc

βζ would enable

the core condition, gαβ(r) = 0 for r < dkk′ |α∈k,β∈k′ , to
be satisfied in Eq.(II.23). Since one cannot necessarily
expect the latter condition to hold exactly, replace this
bracket term by an effective potential, −chcβγ(r), that has

the same range as vhcβγ(r), but is optimized so that the

core condition is enforced4.
Substituting Eq.(II.31) into Eq.(II.23) and averaging

over sites of the same type, one obtains a PRISM equa-
tion:

Hhc
kk′(r) =

∑
l,l′

Ωkl ∗ chcll′ ∗ Sl′k′(r), (II.32)

where Hhc
kk′(r) ≡ ρkρk′ [ghckk′(r)−1], with ghckk′(r) being the

radial distribution function between the inserted hard-
core molecule and the molecules in the fully interact-
ing liquid. Also, the intramolecular correlation function
Ωkk′(r) is given by Eq.(II.5). The closure has the familiar
hard-core Percus-Yevick (PY) form:1,4

chckk′(r) = 0, r > dkk′ ,

ghckk′(r) = 0, r < dkk′ . (II.33)

Note though that Eqs.(II.32) and (II.33) are solved with
the fully interacting Sl′k′(r), which is held constant.

Next, turn on the tail potentials and consider Ψtail
βζ .

Since the tail potential is zero inside the core, and weak
and long-ranged, one can expect that the important in-

termolecular correlation in x
(3)
βγζ(r1, r2, r

′, λ) will be be-
tween the sites β and ζ, the function dropping to zero
when |r1 − r′| < dkk′ |β∈k,ζ∈k′ . See Figure 1. The inter-
molecular dependence of this function on r2 can then be
ignored, and so gβγ(r1−r2, λ) in Eq.(II.28) can be set to
1. As such,

x
(3)
βγζ(r1, r2, r

′, λ) ≈ gtailβζ (r1 − r′, λ)ωγζ(r2 − r′), (II.34)

where gtailβζ (r, λ) denotes the radial distribution function
at the tail charging strength λ. And so,

Ψtail
βζ (r) ≈

∫ 1

λx

dλ gtailβζ (r, λ)
∑
γ

[
dvtailβγ

dλ
∗ ωγζ(r)

]
.

(II.35)
In this expression, gtailβζ (r, λ) can be set to 1 outside the

core at melt densities, and its dependence on λ inside the
core can be ignored. Then the charging integration over
the tail potential yields just itself at λ = 1. While Ψtail

βζ
then is formally zero inside the core, that behavior is
not expected to be enough to enforce the core condition
exactly on the radial distribution function in Eq.(II.23).
So, replace all of Eq.(II.35) with an effective potential

−C̃tail
βζ (r) that equals Eq.(II.35) outside the core, but is

optimized inside.
Combining Eqs.(II.23)-(II.35), making the above re-

placements, and averaging over sites of the same type,
yields another PRISM equation:

Hkk′(r) = Hhc
kk′(r) +

∑
l

C̃tail
kl ∗ Slk′(r),

=
∑
l

C̃kl ∗ Slk′(r), (II.36)

where C̃kk′(r) ≡
∑

l Ωkl ∗ chclk′(r) + C̃tail
kk′ (r) using

Eq.(II.32). Also, Hkk′(r) ≡ ρkρk′ [gkk′(r) − 1], where
gkk′(r) is the radial distribution function between the in-
serted molecule and the other molecules in the liquid at
λ = 1, which is the same as that between the molecules
in the fully interacting liquid.
Optimizing C̃tail

kk′ (r) inside the core is the same as opti-

mizing C̃kk′(r) there, so the closure to Eq.(II.36) is then

C̃kk′(r) =
∑
l

Ωkl ∗
[
chclk′ − vtaillk′

]
(r), r > dkk′ ,

gkk′(r) = 0, r < dkk′ . (II.37)

Since Eqs.(II.36) and (II.37) are for the fully interacting
liquid, Skk′(r) can then be obtained self-consistently.
Eqs.(II.32), (II.33), (II.36) and (II.37) form a closed set

for the radial distribution functions of a homogeneous liq-
uid. While derived for a single component liquid, they
apply also to a multi-component one. Given the sim-
ilarity of the closure Eq.(II.37) to the MSA, it will be
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convenient for the rest of this work to refer to the theory
above as PRISM with an “OCMSA” closure, with “OC”
standing for Ω ∗ c. It can be shown that this theory be-
haves properly in the united atom limit,30 the violation
of which tends to doom closures at low density.

This closure will not always have a solution though.
The cause lies in Eqs.(II.32) and (II.33), which describe
a hard-core molecule immersed in a fully interacting liq-
uid. If the liquid is cohesive and the temperature is low
enough, the surface tension between the inserted hard-
core molecule and the liquid may act to expel the inserted
molecule. Since the inserted molecule is really the same
as any other molecule of that type in the liquid, this
problem is an artifact of the two-step charging process
above.

Only Lennard-Jones liquids will be examined in this
work, and it is well known that the local structure of such
liquids at melt densities is dominated by the short-range,
essentially hard-core repulsions. The simplest remedy
then is to make a reference approximation to the OCMSA
closure, similar to that done by Schweizer and Yethiraj
(SY)31,32 and other researchers.1 That is, in Eq.(II.32),
one lets Sl′k′(r) → Shc

l′k′(r), so that Eqs.(II.32) and (II.33)
now describe a liquid of hard-core molecules. Denote this
closure as “R-OCMSA”.

These closures are similar to the reference “molecular”
MSA (R-MMSA) one suggested by SY:31

Csy
kk′(r) =

∑
ll′

Ωkl ∗
[
c
(0)
ll′ − vtailll′

]
∗ Ωl′k′(r), r > dkk′ ,

gkk′(r) = 0, r < dkk′ , (II.38)

which closes a PRISM equation

Hkk′(r) =
∑
ll′

Csy
kl ∗ Ω

−1
ll′ ∗ Sl′k′(r). (II.39)

Here, c
(0)
kk′(r) is the direct correlation function of a ref-

erence liquid of hard-core molecules, and Ω−1
kk′(r) is the

functional and matrix inverse of Ωkk′(r), i.e.,∑
l

∫
dr′′Ωkl(r−r′′)Ω−1

lk′ (r
′′−r′) = δ(r−r′)δkk′ , (II.40)

where δkk′ is the Kronecker delta.
There are one or two differences though. The OCMSA

and R-OCMSA closures for the tail effective potential,
Eq.(II.37), involve an average over the conformations
of only the inserted molecule, while as can seen from
Eq.(II.38), the SY closures, similar to the original RISM
closure derived by Chandler,17,33 have an additional con-
formational average making them symmetric. In addi-
tion, the portion of the OCMSA closure that models the
insertion of a hard-core molecule, Eq.(II.32), is not a
reference one, i.e., a hard-core molecule in a liquid of
hard-core molecules, but a hard-core molecule in a fully
interacting liquid.

Note that in the approximation that x
(3)
βγζ is either zero

or one at melt densities, and given that the tail potential,

vtailβζ , is zero inside the core, the only possible intermolec-

ular correlations that matter in x
(3)
βγζ during the charging

of the tail potential are between sites β and ζ. This neces-
sitates that the hard-core condition be enforced in Ψtail

βζ
by optimization after the intramolecular average of the
tail potential. The closure then must contain intramolec-
ular correlations, making it a “molecular” one a’ la SY.31

III. NUMERICAL SOLUTION

With known site-site intermolecular potentials,
vkk′(r), and intramolecular structure factors, Ω̂kk′(q),
the above equations were solved numerically by iteration
on a grid of Nr points with spacing ∆r in real space or
∆q = π/(Nr∆r) in reciprocal space. In this work, ∆r
was set to 0.025 or 0.05 Å, and Nr was set to 216.

The algorithm to solve the theory with the R-OCMSA
closure was as follows. A guess for ckk′(r) began the al-
gorithm. This was used to obtained an initial value for
C̃kk′(r) =

∑
l Ωkl ∗ clk′(r) for r < dkk′ , while the closure,

Eq.(II.37), gave the value for r > dkk′ , with chckk′(r) being
obtained from solution of the PRISM equation for hard-
core molecules. The PRISM equation and Fourier trans-
form techniques were then used to obtain gkk′(r) from

C̃kk′(r). In analogy with what was implemented in Don-
ley, Heine and Wu,34 a measure of the error was defined
as γkk′(r) =

∑
l ρkρlg

<
kl ∗Ω

−1
lk′ (r), where g<kk′(r) = gkk′(r)

for r < dkk′ and zero otherwise, and Ω−1
kk′(r) is the func-

tional inverse of Ωkk′(r). The change in C̃kk′(r) from its
last iteration value was identified with the quasi-Newton-
Raphson expression δC̃kk′(r) = −γkk′(r) for r < dkk′

and zero otherwise. Instead of the standard Picard, the
modified method of direct inversion in iterative subspace
(MDIIS) of Kovalenko, Ten-no and Hirata3,35 was used to

mix this change δC̃kk′(r) with the input values of C̃kk′(r)
from this and previous iterations.

For the OCMSA closure, the procedure was sim-
ilar to the above, except chckk′(r) was determined
self-consistently. It was found efficient to iterate
Eqs.(II.32) and (II.33) to convergence for each iteration
of Eqs.(II.36) and (II.37).

PRISM with the atomic MSA closure and the R-
MMSA closure were also solved in most cases. These so-
lutions were obtained in a manner similar to that above,
except that the definition of the error measure, γkk′(r),
differed given that the MSA and R-MMSA closures in-
volve ckk′(r) and Csy

kk′(r),32 respectively.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, predictions of PRISM theory with the
above closures are given for various alkanes, and binary
homopolymer blends of freely-jointed chains and isotopic
polyethylene (PE). The main quantity of interest here is
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the critical temperature, Tc, be it the liquid-gas one for
the small alkanes or the unmixing one for the blends.

A. Symmetric blend of freely-jointed chains

Consider first a binary blend of freely-jointed chains.
Denote the binary blend components as A and B. Let
the chains be structurally symmetric, so NA = NB ≡ N
and the bond lengths, bA = bB ≡ b. The structure factor
of a linear and overlapping freely-jointed chain, which
depends only upon N and b, is well known and given in,
e.g., Schweizer and Curro.36 For simplicity, the site-site
potentials were chosen to be shifted Lennard-Jones:37

vkk′(r) =

{
∞, r < dkk′

ϵkk′
[
(σkk′

r )12 − 2(σkk′
r )6

]
, r > dkk′ .

(IV.1)
The hard-core diameter, dkk′ , was set equal to the length-
scale parameter, σkk′ , and all had the same value σ,
which was assumed independent of temperature. The
bond length b was set to σ, with σ = 1 Å, so that
∆r/σ = 0.05. Only on-critical mixtures were considered,
so ρA = ρB . Since the chains overlap, the total density
must to be increased with increasing N to keep the pack-
ing fraction constant.36 The packing fraction was set to
0.5 for all results in this section. The energy parame-
ters were set to ϵAA = ϵBB = 0 and ϵAB = −ϵ, making
the blend completely symmetric. The liquid then is not
cohesive, so the OCMSA closure is expected to give a
solution for all cases. With this specification the only
varying parameters were N and ϵ.
The critical point for phase separation of the A-B

blend was determined using the susceptibility, aka com-
pressibility, route. The predictions using this route have
been the most sensitive to approximations in liquid-state
theory.7 Determining the critical point then involved
lowering the temperature, i.e., increasing ϵ, and mon-
itoring the susceptibilities, Ŝkk′(q = 0). Let Λ(q) ≡
det(Ω̂(q)Ŝ(q)−1), where the boldface indicates an nt×nt

matrix, and matrix multiplication and inversion are im-
plied. Then for any N , the spinodal, which in this case
was also the critical point, was considered to have been
reached when Λ(0) ≤ ξ, a small number. (The ceiling ξ
varied in this work from 0.01 to 1, depending on the sys-
tem examined.) The value of ϵ at this point was identified
with its critical value, ϵc.
Figure 2 shows 1/ϵc as a function of chain length N

for PRISM theory using the OCMSA and R-OCMSA
closures. The predictions of these two closures are es-
sentially identical for this system. Since Tc ∼ 1/ϵc, it
can be seen that at large N the critical temperature is
proportional to Nν with ν = 1.03 ≈ 1, in agreement with
Flory theory.

As can be also seen, the predictions of the R-MMSA
closure for Tc for N > 1 are higher than that for the
OCMSA and R-OCMSA closures, reaching a maximum
of about 40% between N = 10 and 30. For very large
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FIG. 2. Inverse of the critical value of the scaled energy
parameter, ϵc, as a function of chain length, N , for a sym-
metric polymer blend of freely-jointed chains as described in
Sec. IVA. The critical temperature, Tc, is proportional to
1/ϵc. PRISM theory predictions using the OCMSA and R-
OCMSA (solid blue), R-MMSA (long dashed red) and MSA
(short dashed gray) closures are shown.

N though, the predictions of the R-MMSA appear to
approach asymptotically that of the OCMSA closures,
differing by only 4% for N = 10000. As measured by the
number of temperature steps needed for Λ(0) to stably
drop to ξ, the difficulty of solving all these closures was
about the same for all N . The difficulty of determining
Tc using the MSA closure though increased rapidly with
N , with the number of steps increasing almost linearly
with N . Here, the largest N for which Tc was computed
for the MSA closure was 30. At these smaller N for
the MSA, Tc was determined to scale with an exponent
ν ≈ 0.57, in rough agreement with the known asymptotic
value of 0.5.7

B. Methane and ethane

While the focus of this paper is on polymeric liquids,
particularly isotopic PE in Sec. IVD below, it is inter-
esting for comparison to explore the predictions of the
theories for two smaller alkanes, methane and ethane.
Examined will be their liquid-gas critical temperature,
Tc, and critical molecular number density, ρc, both which
have been measured experimentally.38

Methane, CH4, and ethane, (CH3)
2, were modeled in

the usual way as a united atom and dimer, respectively.
Theory then requires their site-site potentials, each suit-
ably mapped to a short-range hard-core and long-range
tail, and the pair intramolecular structure factor of the
dimer. The latter is well known,14 and the bond length
was set to 1.54 Å as done for the TraPPE model39 of
alkanes. The nonbonded site-site potentials were approx-
imated as Lennard-Jones with the length parameters, σ,
and scaled energy parameters, ϵ, for the CH3 and CH4

groups also given by the TraPPE model. Values are
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TABLE I. Lennard-Jones parameters for the alkane united
atom sites used in this work. These are from the TraPPE
model of Martin and Siepmann.39 For the scaled energy pa-
rameter, ϵ, the temperature is in units of Kelvin (recall that
all energies in this work are scaled in units of kBT ).

Site σ (Å) ϵ
CH2 3.95 46/T
CH3 3.75 98/T
CH4 3.73 148/T

shown in Table I.

Estimates of the hard-core diameters, dkk′ , are needed
to map each of the above site-site Lennard-Jones poten-
tials onto a hard-core plus tail. The Barker-Henderson
and Weeks-Chandler-Andersen mappings have been the
most common.1 Here however, the perhaps simpler
and more accurate method of range optimization was
used.40–43 Applied to Lennard-Jones potentials, the
range optimized value for dkk′ is the smallest that allows
gkk′(r) to be non-negative for all r.40 It can be shown
that it also makes the effective potentials, i.e., direct cor-
relation functions, ckk′(r), continuous at r = dkk′ . Range
optimization plays a similar function for handling inter-
actions in ionic liquids as the Kovalenko-Hirata lineariza-
tion scheme for the atomic hypernetted-chain (HNC)
closure,44 but is not tied to any particular theory.41

In past work modeling polyelectrolyte solutions, range
optimization was accomplished by solving the theory
with guesses for the hard-core diameters and then varying
them until the range optimized criterion was satisfied.34

For the alkanes and isotopic PE though it was found that
the hard-core diameters varied little with temperature.
For these liquids, range optimization was achieved by
approximating the potential as hard-core if it exceeded
a threshold, vthres, at any point r. A value for vthres of
1.1, 0.95 and 0.6 was found to work for methane, ethane
and PE, respectively, in most cases.

As can be seen in Table II, the OZ-MSA prediction for
the liquid-gas Tc for methane is about 14% less than the
experimental value, while ρc is within 1%. All the molec-
ular closures considered here, OCMSA, R-OCMSA and
R-MMSA, rely more or less on the PRISM-PY solution
for a hard-core reference state, which is known to be less
accurate at low density for polymers.45 As such the pre-
dictions of these closures for liquid-gas critical properties
should be most accurate in the atomic limit where they
all reduce to the MSA. Thus, one can consider this accu-
racy for methane as the best the PRISM closures could
achieve for the liquid-gas critical properties of alkanes,
including PE.

For the dimer ethane, data in Table II shows that the
predictions of the PRISM closures are in better agree-
ment with experiment for Tc than for methane, being
2-5% less. Given the discussion above, this very good
agreement can be considered fortuitous. As expected,
the predictions for ρc are not as accurate as for methane,

being 6-13% higher than the experimental value.

C. Normal polyethylene melt

The properties of a melt of linear hydrogenated, i.e.,
normal, PE are examined here for a single temperature,
pressure and chain length. The temperature and pres-
sure were chosen to be 430 K and 1 atm, respectively,
which is consistent with an experiment on PE of Zoller47

who measured the average monomer number density to
be ρm = 0.0334 Å−3. For a reason stated in Sec. IVD be-
low, the chain length N was set to 4373. The statistical
segment length measured by Londono et al. at a similar
temperature and density was 6Å,46 which for N = 4373
gives an average radius of gyration, Rg = 162 Å.
Theory requires that the equilibrium chain structure

factor, Ω̂(q), and intermolecular potentials be specified.
Previous theoretical work used the rotational isomeric
state (RIS) model to compute Ω̂(q),10,48 but given that
only one case was needed here, it was computed instead
by molecular dynamics (MD) simulation. The simulation
consisted of 50 PE chains, each with the same number
of 4373 monomers. The initial configuration was cho-
sen so that the average Rg was 161Å, close to the ex-
perimental value mentioned above. As is usual for long
chains, end effects were ignored, so that all sites were
modeled as united atoms of CH2.The nonbonded poten-
tials were modeled as Lennard-Jones, with values for the
length and energy parameters, σHH and ϵHH (the sub-
script H denoting a CH2 group), respectively, specified
by the TraPPE model for CH2 monomers, given in Ta-
ble I above. The bond angular and torsion potentials
were set to be the same as those used by Martin and
Siepmann in their study39 of alkanes. The bond stretch
potential was modeled as a stiff harmonic, with the aver-
age value set to 1.54 Å appropriate to PE. The LAMMPS
simulation package49 was used. The constant NPT sim-
ulation was run to 50 ns, which was not long enough to
equilibrate fully the chains, they being much larger than
the simulation box size, but long enough to equilibrate
the density modes with wavelength less than the box size
and the chain structure on those length scales. The aver-
age chain Rg changed only slightly then. Averages were
taken using data from 40 to 50 ns. The average ρm for the
above T and P was measured to be 0.0337 Å−3, which is
within 1% of the experimental value.

Theory further requires that the Lennard-Jones po-
tential between CH2 sites be suitably mapped to a short-
range hard-core and long-range tail. The mapping was
the same as described in Sec. IVB above. No solution
using the OCMSA closure was found below T = 600 K
at this density.

Figure 3 shows the monomer-monomer structure fac-
tor Ŝ(q) as a function of wavevector q for the PE melt.
As can be seen, PRISM with the MSA, R-OCMSA and
R-MMSA closures give about the same predictions for
Ŝ(q) for all wavevectors. For PE melts of shorter chains,
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TABLE II. Summary of the comparisons in Secs. IVB, IVC and IVD of the various theories with experiment and MD simulation.
Definitions of the measured quantities are given in the text. All critical properties are obtained from the susceptibility route.
Each theory source is denoted by its closure. The system “PE” denotes a polyethylene melt with properties stated in Sec. IVC.
The system “IsoPE” denotes a binary isotopic blend of PE with properties stated in Sec. IVD. If a numerical solution to a
theory was not found, it is denoted by “n/f”.

System Source Tc (K) ρc (×103 Å−3) Ts (K) Ŝ(0)/ρm ũinter (Å−3)
Methane Expt38 191 6.1

MSA 165 6.1
Ethane Expt38 305 4.07

MSA 289 4.61
OCMSA 300 4.58

R-OCMSA 290 4.45
R-MMSA 292 4.32

PE MD 0.291 −0.032± 0.001
MSA n/f 1.13 −0.035

R-OCMSA 278 1.03 −0.035
R-MMSA 278 1.03 −0.035

IsoPE Expt46 400
MSA n/f

R-OCMSA 500
R-MMSA 505

two-molecule theory appears to give better agreement
with MD simulation data for local structure, 0.5 < q <
4.0 Å−1, but the accuracy of these types of MSA clo-
sures in Figure 3 for the susceptibility, Ŝ(q = 0), are

comparable.23 See Table II. The overestimation of Ŝ(q =
0) and thus the compressibility is typical for PRISM the-
ories when cohesive liquids are modeled.45 A possible ex-
planation for that observed with two-molecule theory is
that the HNC-like medium-induced potential in that the-
ory overestimates the compression effect of surrounding
chains.23 A remedy then would be to include “bridge”
corrections in the medium-induced potential.1,22 For the
MSA class of PRISM closures here, the cause is not as
straightforward, but could be partly due to the product
approximation for the density-density correlation func-
tion in Eq. (II.18).

The radial distribution function, g(r), was also exam-
ined for the PE melt. Since the average chain end-to-end
distance, Ree ≈ 402 Å, was larger than the simulation
box width, L ≈ 186 Å, extra care was needed to compute
this quantity from the MD data.50 Figure 4 shows g(r).
The predictions of all the closures are pretty much iden-
tical at these short lengthscales for this system and are
thus shown by the same curve. As can be seen, the the-
oretical predictions are in good agreement with the MD
data. The theoretical g(r) has a form midway between
the simulation data and a past prediction of hard-core
PRISM-PY theory for a similar PE system.48

A measure of the cohesiveness of the liquid is the in-
termolecular contribution to the internal energy per unit

volume. For the PE liquid it is defined as1

ũinter =
1

2V

∑
i ̸=j

∑
αβ

⟨u(|riα − rjβ |)⟩

≃ 2πρ2m

∫ ∞

0

dr r2u(r)g(r), (IV.2)

where u(r) is the intermolecular pair potential between
CH2 sites. As can be seen from Table II, the theory
prediction is in good agreement with the MD value (per
particle this energy is about 1 kBT ). Here, the variance
in the MD value is from the two types of smoothing pro-
cedures done for the MD data for g(r), the value of ũinter

being sensitive to the shape of g(r) around the effective
hard-core diameter.
Recall that the OCMSA and R-OCMSA closures were

derived with the intermolecular correlations embodied
in the three-point function, x(3), defined by Eq. (II.25),
approximated as zero if the two chains overlapped and
unity if they did not. This translates to g(r) = θ(r − d),
where θ(x) is the Heaviside step function and d is the
hard-core diameter. If that approximation is used in
Eq. (IV.2) with d = 3.575 Å as determined by solution of
the PRISM equation with any of the MSA closures, one
finds, ũinter = −0.033 Å−3. This value agrees better with
the MD data than the full theory prediction. While this
better agreement can be considered partly fortuitous, it
seems to support the validity of the step function approx-
imation to x(3) for melts.
Since P = 1 atm, this thermodynamic state should

be close to the liquid-gas coexistence boundary. It is
interesting then to determine the spinodal temperature,
Ts, at this density. It was found that PRISM with the R-
OCMSA and R-MMSA closures both predict that Ts ≃
278 K, which is above the glass transition temperature.51

See Table II. At temperatures below 296K, PRISM with
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FIG. 3. Scaled monomer-monomer structure factor,
Ŝ(q)/ρm, as a function of wavevector q for a melt of hy-
drogenated, i.e., normal, PE. Conditions are described in
Sec. IVC. The meaning of the symbols is given in the fig-
ure legend.
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FIG. 4. Monomer-monomer radial distribution function,
g(r), as a function of radial distance r for a melt of normal
PE. The conditions are the same as for Figure 3. The meaning
of the symbols is given in the figure legend. The predictions of
the various closures are essentially the same at these length-
scales and so are shown as a single curve.

the MSA closure developed multiple solutions, so Ts was
not found. It became progressively more difficult to find
a solution using the R-MMSA closure for T < 450 K. In
particular the sensitivity to the initial guess for ckk′(r)
greatly increased. A similar difficulty was encountered in
the application of the R-MMSA to diblock copolymers.37

It was unclear though whether these issues at low T with
that closure and the MSA were intrinsic to them, or that
the algorithm used here could be improved.

D. Isotopic polyethylene blend

In this section, comparison is made with experimental
thermodynamic data from Londono et al.46 for a melt bi-
nary blend of linear isotopic PE. In particular, the exper-

imental sample of interest had NH = 4598, ND = 4148
and ϕD = 0.457, where NH and ND are the average num-
ber of monomers per chain for the hydrogenated (normal)
and deuterated component, respectively, and ϕD is the
volume fraction of the deuterated component. For this
sample, the critical χ parameter given their equation 3
was 4.6 × 10−4, which using their figure 7 the critical
temperature was inferred to be approximately 400 K.

First, it was found convenient to approximate the
above experimental case as one with NH = ND ≡ N =
(4598 + 4148)/2 = 4373 and ϕD = 0.5. As usual
for long chains, end effects were ignored, so all sites
on the hydrogenated and deuterated chains were CH2

and CD2 groups, respectively. As for the alkanes in
Secs. IVB and IVC above, the nonbonded site-site po-
tentials were approximated as Lennard-Jones. The val-
ues for the length and energy parameters between CH2

sites, σHH and ϵHH , respectively, are given in Table I.
The volume change upon mixing for the isotopic PE
liquid is small10,52 and so was ignored. Consequently,
σHD and σDD were set equal to σHH . The scaled en-
ergy parameter between CD2 groups, ϵDD, was repre-
sented as ϵHH/(1 + δ)2. Averaging the four experimen-
tal estimates quoted in Bates et al.,53 along with the
original Bell one,54 gives δ ≈ 0.0161 ± 0.0007, indepen-
dent of temperature. Bertholet scaling was assumed, so
ϵHD = (ϵHHϵDD)1/2 = ϵHH/(1 + δ).

Next, any differences between the intramolecular corre-
lations in the hydrogenated and deuterated liquids were
ignored, so Ω̂DD(q) = Ω̂HH(q) ≡ Ω̂(q). While Ω̂(q) in
general varies with density and temperature, in the the-
ory for unmixing of blends the overall density was held
fixed and the temperature changes were not that large,
so this function was needed for only one density and tem-
perature. Thus, Ω̂(q) was set to be the same as for the
PE melt described in Sec. IVC above.

For the isotopic blend, it was found that PRISM with
the R-OCMSA and R-MMSA closures predicts an unmix-
ing critical temperature, Tc, about 25% higher than the
above experimental estimate. See Table II. The critical
point using PRISM-MSA was not found, though if it ex-
ists it is below 320 K. As described in Sec. IVB and can
be also seen inTable II, the prediction of atomic OZ-MSA
theory for Tc for methane is 14% less than the experimen-
tal value. So the predictions for Tc for isotopic PE are
not terribly worse, though they overestimate rather than
underestimate. This overestimation could be expected
from the trend for Tc of ethane versus methane as shown
in Table II.

While this comparison involved no adjustable param-
eters, some sources of uncertainty for Tc are δ and the
potentials used for hydrogenated PE. The uncertainty in
δ translates in this case to an uncertainty in Tc of about
17 K. A better estimate of δ would thus be helpful, there
being an enduring interest in deuterated polymers.55

For temperatures at least slightly above these values
for Tc, the MSA closure gives predictions for the partial
structure factors of this binary blend that are about the
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FIG. 5. Scaled partial structure factor, ŜHH(q)/ρH , as a
function of wavevector q for the isotopic PE blend described
in Sec. IVD. Here, T = 600 K, so the liquid is about 100
degrees above Tc as predicted by PRISM theory with the R-
OCMSA and R-MMSA closures. The meaning of the curves
is given in the figure legend.

same as those from the R-OCMSA and R-MMSA closures
for wavevectors away from q = 0. For example at T =
600 K, the MSA prediction for ŜHH(q)/ρH is essentially
identical to that of the R-OMCSA and R-MMSA closures
for q ≥ 0.02 Å−1 ≈ π/Rg, till diverging at smaller q,
reaching 2362, 5572 and 5644, respectively, at q = 0. See
Figure 5.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In summary, building on the previous work in (I),24

a simpler derivation of an integral equation for the ra-
dial distribution function of molecular liquids in equilib-
rium was presented. Relations from nonlinear response
theory were used. Further approximations were then
made to derive a closure to the PRISM equation ap-
propriate to neutral polymer melts. The resultant clo-
sure, “OCMSA”, was found to not always have a so-
lution though. It was argued that the cause was the
particular charging path taken in the derivation, it be-
ing needed to separate out the effects from the hard-core
and tail portions of the site-site potentials. But given the
nature of correlations in neutral polymer melts, a refer-
ence approximation to this closure could be made. This
reference closure, “R-OCMSA”, was found to have solu-
tions for all systems and thermodynamic states studied.
The R-OCMSA closure has a form similar to the ref-
erence molecular MSA (R-MMSA) closure of Schweizer
and Yethiraj (SY), except the latter has an additional in-
tramolecular molecular average on the direct correlation
function, making it symmetric.31

For a model homopolymer binary blend of freely-
jointed chains, the OCMSA and R-OCMSA closures gave
essentially identical predictions for the unmixing critical
temperature, Tc, from the susceptibility route. This Tc

was determined to scale linearly with molecular weight
in agreement with Flory theory. The prediction for Tc of
these closures differed greatest from that of the R-MMSA
for intermediate chain lengths, 10 ≤ N ≤ 30, with the
latter closure about 40% higher there. At the largest
chain lengths though, the closures appeared to approach
the same value with the difference for N = 10000 being
only 4%.

In comparison with experimental data for isotopic
polyethylene blends, the R-OCMSA closure predicted a
Tc about 25% too high. The R-MMSA closure gave only
a slightly higher value for Tc, which is consistent with
that seen for the freely-jointed chain blend in the limit
of large molecular weight. Both these values reflect an
accuracy only moderately worse than the predictions of
Ornstein-Zernike-MSA theory for neutral atomic liquids,
at least for the one case examined.

With the exception of the melt blend of freely-jointed
chains at intermediate chain lengths, the R-OCMSA and
R-MMSA closures gave about the same predictions for
all cases of liquids of homogenous molecules examined.
The ease of finding a numerical solution sometimes varied
between them though.

The derivation given in Sec. IID shows that PRISM-
MSA is not the most sound theoretical description of
neutral polymer melts. That is, for such a liquid, in-
tramolecular correlations necessarily appear in a closure
to the PRISM equation.31 It can be argued that RISM-
MSA, whether viewed as an optimized RPA theory4 or
derived from a Gaussian field theory,20 incorporates the
effect of the short-range, hard-core repulsion portion of
potentials in a first order manner beyond the RPA. If
so, then the derivation here (and the earlier work of SY)
shows that achieving proper scaling for Tc via the suscep-
tibility route for a polymer blend within PRISM can be
attained when the hard-core condition is enforced, but
only if the feedback of that onto the original contribu-
tion from the long-range tail is treated properly, which
is a second order effect. As mentioned in (I), all theo-
ries are approximate, and since liquid-state theories by
their nature concentrate on local structure, it should not
be surprising, at least in hindsight, that extra effort has
been needed to get PRISM theory to model properly such
a long wavelength property.56

In spite of this limitation of the MSA closure, it was
shown here that if the thermodynamic state was at least
moderately distant from a second order phase transition
boundary, the predictions of this closure for liquid struc-
ture were very similar to that of the R-OCMSA and R-
MMSA, especially for wavevectors q > 0. There is not
a large body of research comparing PRISM-MSA with
simulation or experiment.7 An example though from our
past work was explaining the invariance of density corre-
lations seen in experiments of strongly charged polyelec-
trolyte solutions57 as primarily due to liquid-state effects,
rather than the conventional explanation of counterion
condensation.40,58 In this case, this success can viewed
as at least partly due to RISM/PRISM originating as
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an optimized RPA theory.4 To my knowledge no theory
of classical ionic liquids to date predicts a second order
phase transition from the susceptibility route.59,60 Yet,
it still would be interesting to capture this behavior of
strongly charged polyelectrolytes in a molecular version
of the MSA closure, such as the OCMSA or similar.
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