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Smectic materials represent a unique state between fluids and solids, characterized by orientational
and partial positional order, making them notoriously difficult to model, particularly in confining
geometries. We propose a complex order parameter tensor to describe the local degree of lamel-
lar ordering, layer displacement and orientation. The theory accounts for both dislocations and
disclinations, as well as arrested configurations and colloid-induced local ordering. It considerably
simplifies numerics, facilitating studies on the dynamics of topologically complex lamellar systems.

The very properties that make smectic phases so in-
teresting contrive to make them challenging to model.
They are lamellar liquid crystals—stacking along one
direction while maintaining liquid-like positional disor-
der within layers. By breaking translational symme-
try, smectic layering allows dislocation defects[1–3], while
broken rotational symmetry of the layer normal allows
disclinations[1, 4]. This makes smectics excellent systems
for exploring self-assembly[5–7] and topology[8–10], es-
pecially in confining geometries[11–13] or in contact with
micropatterned structures[14]. Recent studies of confined
smectic colloidal liquid crystals[15, 16] and defect annihi-
lation in block copolymer films[17, 18] motivate the need
for alternative theoretical descriptions that allow simu-
lations to tackle more topologically complex geometries
without relying on microscale models. Here, we propose
a novel formalism to model simple lamellar smectics.

Traditionally, lamellar ordering of smectics is described
by expanding the mesogen density at each point r, as
ρ (r, t) =

∑∞
m=−∞ ψme

imq·r ≈ ρ0 + 2Re [Ψ], where ρ0 is

the mean density and Ψ = |ψ| ei(q0·r+φ). The argument
of the exponential includes the wave vector q0 and an ar-
bitrary phase φ. Rearranging as Ψ = ψeiq0·r allows one
to write the complex order parameter ψ (r, t) = |ψ| eiφ
in analogy to the order parameters for superfluids or
superconductors[19–23]. Commonly employed in Landau

free energy expansions[24, 25], |ψ| = (ψψ∗)
1/2

quanti-
fies the extent of layering, while the phase φ ≡ q0 · u
encodes the layer displacement field u (r, t). Varia-
tion of φ (r, t) indicates lamellar compression/dilation
deformations (hereafter referred to jointly as compres-
sion). Though elegant and economical, this formalism
has known shortcomings[26]. Fundamentally, only Re [Ψ]
is physical, and so φ is not truly a single-valued function
of position and ψ is not an element of the unit circle S1

but rather the orbifold S1/Z2[27–29]. As a result, the or-
der parameter does not faithfully reflect the nematic sym-
metry of the layer normal N. Instead, the layer normal
must be defined as a vector via the gradients ∇Φ/ |∇Φ|,
highlighting the relationship q0 = q0N.
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In contrast to smectics, nematic theory uses the ten-
sor Q = S (n⊗ n− δ/d) to collect both the scalar order
parameter S and apolar director n into a single order pa-
rameter, for dimensionality d and identity matrix δ[30].
The nematic order parameter simultaneously describes
the extent of phase ordering and local direction of bro-
ken symmetry in an arbitrary reference frame. Thus,
both the bulk and deformation free energy densities can
written in terms of Q (r, t). Practically, Q enables nu-
merical simulations of confined nematics[31, 32], colloidal
liquid crystals[33–35] and active fluids[36–38], by treating
defects as locally disordered cores, rather than singular-
ities. For smectic-A liquid crystals, Q-theories can be
coupled to models of smectics[39, 40].

In this letter, we propose a tensorial order parameter
field for lamellar smectics. The tensor E (r, t) is complex,
symmetric, traceless and globally gauge invariant. It in-
corporates the extent of layering and relative layer dis-
placement, previously described by ψ, as well as the layer
normal orientation N. It encompasses the advantages Q-
tensor formalism provides to nematics but for smectics.
Here, we exclusively consider the simplest smectics, with
only lamellar broken translational symmetry and layer-
normal broken rotational symmetry. In liquid crystalline
smectics, nematic director distortions are also possible,
though assuming that twist and bend are prohibited is
common. We focus solely on lamellae to show the suit-
ability of E for resolving the phase ambiguity and demon-
strate its utility in simulating confining geometries.

To account for the apolar layer normal and resolve the
phase ambiguity[10, 26], the smectic tensorial order pa-
rameter E (r, t) must contain the dyadic square of N,
making E symmetric. Furthermore, the absence of pref-
erential directions within planar layers indicates local ro-
tations about N are arbitrary. A traceless order param-
eter ensures linear terms do not contribute to the bulk
free energy. Based on these considerations, we propose
the complex-tensorial smectic order parameter

E (r, t) = ψ

(
N⊗N− δ

d

)
. (1)

The scalar order parameter ψ (r, t) = |ψ| eiφ ∈ C is
the eigenvalue of E and the layer normal N (r, t) ∈ Rd
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FIG. 1. Simulations for A = −1 (lamellar state), C = 2 and
κ2 = 0.75 in circular domains with boundary conditions re-
quiring single defects. Columns present three defect types:
(a) +1/2 disclination; (b) −1/2 disclination; (c) Edge dis-
location. Rows show plots of: (i) Re [Ψ]; (ii) |ψ| with N
overlayed; (iii) φ with N.

is the associated eigenvector. The order parameter is
symmetric, traceless and globally gauge invariant (under
E → eiθE for arbitrary θ); furthermore, it allows both
N → −N and resolves the double-valued nature of φ
through degeneracy of the eigenvalues (see Supplemen-
tary Information SI 1). The d + 1 degrees of freedom
embedded in E represent the extent of layering, layer
displacement, and the unit vector.

Though smectics and other lamellae have been mod-
elled from many perspectives[7, 18, 41, 42], we consider
a Landau free energy expansion. The total free energy
density f is the sum of bulk and two deformation (com-
pression and curvature) terms. All contributions to the
free energy must be real and invariant under E → E∗,
requiring pairings of E and its complex conjugate E∗.
Bulk : Since E is traceless, the bulk smectic free energy
density can be written

fbulk =
A

2
EijE

∗
ji +

C

4

(
EijE

∗
ij

)2
+ . . . (2)

where C > 0, and Einstein summation convention is
adopted. When A < 0 lamellar order is established, but
when A > 0 the fluid is isotropic. The bulk free energy
does not depend on phase or layer normal, but only on
|ψ|. By Eq. (1), fbulk = A%2 |ψ|2 /2 +C%4 |ψ|4 /4, where
% = (d− 1) /d, which demonstrates the consistency be-
tween this complex tensor theory approach and scalar-
based bulk free energies[43]. In the mean-field limit,
Eq. (2) predicts a second order phase transition.
Compression: Lamellae possess two deformation modes:
(i) compression, and (ii) curvature of the layers. We con-

sider first compression free energies, which involve real
derivatives of the tensor order parameter. The simplest
such term is Eij,kE

∗
ij,k, where k denotes the Cartesian

direction of the gradient. Additional real terms could
be constructed through combinations of similar forms,
which would allow different deformation modes to pos-
sess differing elastic modulii. For clarity, we make a one-
constant approximation

f comp = b1Eij,kE
∗
ij,k, (3)

where b1 is a layer compression elastic constant.
Curvature: Distortions from uniformly aligned layers
come with a free energy cost, akin to a membrane curva-
ture free energy density. We again make a one-constant
approximation and keep only the simplest term

f curv = b2Eij,kkE
∗
ij,``, (4)

where b2 is a bending modulus.
When the lamellae phase is free of deformations, min-

imizing the free energy produces the equilibrium values

|ψ|eq =

√
− A

′

C%
; qeq0 =

√
b1
2b2

, (5)

where A′ ≡ A − 2b1q
2
0 + 2b2q

4
0 , in agreement with com-

plex scalar Landau models[24, 25]. In this model, E is a
hydrodynamic-scale field that does not involve layer spac-
ing so identifying the wavenumber requires that covari-
ant derivatives replace gradients[43–45]. At equilibrium,

the free energy is uniformly f eq = −%2
A
CA
′
(

1− %
2
A′

A

)
. In

addition to the layer thickness 2π/qeq0 , the free energy ad-

mits two length scales: (i) coherence length ξ =
√
b1/A

and (ii) penetration depth λ =
√
b2/b1. The coherence

length ξ characterizes the defect core size and the ratio
of κ = λ/ξ is a Ginzburg parameter. As in superconduc-

tors, κ < 1/
√

2 is a type-I system, while κ > 1/
√

2 is
type-II[19]. We also take the strong anchoring limit by
fixing E at solid surfaces (limit of zero de Gennes-Kleman
extrapolation length).

Proven numerical schemes exist for minimizing the free
energy of real Q tensors. The numerical difficulty lies in
extending the methodology to allow for complex tensor
elements. We employ a gradient descent time evolution
of E (r, t) in 2D (see SI 1[46]). Defining the total free en-
ergy F =

∫
fdV , we adopt a time-dependent Ginzburg-

Landau model

µ
∂Eαβ
∂t

= − δF

δE∗αβ
+ Λαβ , (6)

where µ is a mobility coefficient and Λ constrains E to
be traceless and normal (see SI 2). It should be stressed
that E (r, t) is the sole subject of all calculations—the
complex amplitude ψ (r, t) and layer normal N (r, t) are
only found ex post facto. Both |ψ| and φ are calculated
directly from contractions of E with itself, while N is
found via eigen-decomposition (see SI 1). Defects are
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FIG. 2. Deep quenched simple smectic, initialized from isotropic state (|ψ| ' 0 and random N and φ) with A = −1 (lamellar
state), C = 2, κ2 = 0.5 and periodic boundary conditions. (a-c) Snapshots of Re [Ψ] in a system size 42ζ × 42ζ at times
(a)t = 2µ−1; (b) 5µ−1; and (c) long-time limit of a kinetically arrested state. Pink crosses (yellow trilaterals) mark +1/2
(−1/2) disclinations. Edge dislocations with winding number ±1 denoted by pink circles and yellow squares. (d) Average
defect density. (e) Free energy density, ∆f = f − feq, for small (14ζ × 14ζ) and large (42ζ × 42ζ) systems. (e- inset) Steady
state for 14ζ × 14ζ. (f) Snapshot of |ψ(r; t)| corresponding to (c). (g) The corresponding φ(r, t) field.

identified from the N and φ fields (see SI 3). While our
approach circumvents the ambiguity of ψ as a double-
valued function Re [ψ]±iIm [ψ][10, 26], visualizations and
post-processed layer displacements do not. In particular,
Re [Ψ] explicitly reveals lamellar structure (see Fig. 1 and
SI 4); however, these possess aberrations due to the phase
ambiguity that E itself does not.

To explore the capacity of this model to describe smec-
tic defects, consider a circular confining domain with
boundary conditions requiring a single +1/2 disclination
(Fig. 1a). After minimization of the free energy, Re [Ψ]
exhibits the lamellar structure around the disclination
(Fig. 1a.i). Since N is the layer normal, it mirrors the
layers (Fig. 1a.i-ii). The lamellar structure exhibits the
expected symmetries of a +1/2 disclination and defor-
mations are primarily bend on one side of the defect and
splay on the other[47]. The lamellae are highly ordered
away from the defect with |ψ| → |ψ|eq. However, |ψ| → 0
in the defect core (Fig. 1a.ii), verifying that E-theory
permits a finite sized defect core size. The deformations
are principally curvature distortions, rather than com-
pression, which is reflected in a constant phase every-
where in the vicinity of the disclination (Fig. 1a.iii). We
find no evidence of any artificial order parameter melt-
ing where φ → −φ, meaning that the non-physical free
energy penalty observed in scalar theories[26] is circum-

vented. The situation is analogous for a−1/2 disclination
(Fig. 1b): The layers are visualized by Re [Ψ] (Fig. 1b.i),
with perpendicular layer normals (Fig. 1b.ii). The defect
core is again seen to be locally disordered with no varia-
tion in phase, indicating negligible compression. In both
±1/2 disclinations, the free energy density is largest in
the immediate vicinity of the cores (Fig. SI. 1). Not only
is fbulk non-constant only at the core, but the deforma-
tion energy densities are strongly localized[47].

In addition to disclinations, lamellar states can sup-
port edge dislocations. While the phase φ is physically
invariant to a global shift, it is set to vary linearly at the
circular confining boundaries as φ = θ/2 for polar an-
gle θ in Fig. 1c. This results in a dislocation: An extra
layer is generated on the bottom half of Fig. 1c.i. While
the lamellar order |ψ| still decreases in the defect core
(Fig. 1c.ii) and the order parameter variations are still
localized around the core (Fig. SI. 1), the phase changes
by π around the dislocation (Fig. 1c.iii). The occurrence
of independent disclinations (Fig. 1a-b) and dislocations
(Fig. 1c) highlights a strength of E-theory: since theo-
ries of φ alone cannot model independent disclinations
and models that simulate Q near the nematic-smectic
transition cannot replicate dislocations. While disclina-
tions and dislocations are considered separately in Fig. 1,
they can co-reside in a single defect (Fig. 2).
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FIG. 3. (a) Circular inclusion embedded in a bulk isotropic phase showing boundary-induced local lamellar ordering (radius

R = 5ξ, A = 0.1 (isotropic state), C = 2, κ2 = 0.5, anchoring: ψ = eiπ/2, N parallel to the boundary). Exponential decay of
lamellar order |ψ| with distance from the surface r. (inset) Snapshot of |ψ| with layer normal shown in red. (b) Inverse of the
exponential decay length ζ as a function of Ginzburg parameter κ for the isotropic phase confined between planar walls. (c)
Lamellar phase field in the vicinity of an inclusion (same parameters as (a) except R = 4ξ and A = −1 (lamellar state)).

We now consider the role of defects in lamellar states
evolving to equilibrium by simulating 2D systems with
a deep quench from the isotropic to lamellar state, and
periodic boundary conditions (Fig. 2). At first, the sys-
tem is disordered (Fig. 2a), but relaxes through defect
annihilation (Fig. 2b) to form many locally ordered do-
mains (Fig. 2c). However, even at the longest times, the
system remains disordered on macroscopic scales: It is
kinetically arrested into a glassy configuration[48] with a
non-zero number of defects (Fig. 2d).

To clarify this pinning of long-lived non-equilibrium
structures, we compare simulations of large and small
systems. While the small system routinely relaxes to the
fully ordered lamellar state (Fig. 2e-inset and Movie 1)
with limt→∞ |ψ| → |ψ|eq, the large system never reaches
the global equilibrium (Fig. 2c). Correspondingly, the
free energy of the small system rapidly approaches f eq,
the equilibrium defect free value; whereas, the large
system is inevitably trapped away from equilibrium
(Fig. 2e). Snapshots and associated videos show that
both disclinations and edge dislocations are pinned[49]
(Fig. 2f-g and Movies 2-5). While strikingly different
than the relaxation dynamics of nematics[50, 51], this
highlights the importance of defects in lamellar order-
ing kinetics and the challenge posed for lamellar self-
assembly[5–7, 17, 18]. The kinetic arrest of coarsening
and long-lived domains are associated with pinned de-
fects (Fig. 2e)[48, 52] implies an energy barrier associ-
ated with the sliding of dislocations with respect to the
lamellar structure. This non-zero Peierls-Nabarro energy
barrier[26, 53] indicates the validity of our formulation.

The presence of inclusions embedded within the lamel-
lar material can act to locally order layers or to induce
additional defects. We evaluate boundary-induced lamel-
lar ordering within an isotropic fluid (A > 0), due to
strong anchoring to a circular inclusion (Fig. 3a). An in-
clusion with strong planar anchoring of N and ψ = eiπ/2

locally layers the smectic but the ordering rapidly decays
(Fig. 3a). By fitting an exponential to |ψ| in a channel
geomtery, we extract the decay length ζ (Fig. 3b). We see

that the decay length varies inversely with the Ginzburg
parameter κ, indicating ζ varies linearly with lamellar
coherence length ξ. This demonstrates the E-formalism
can be employed for nontrivial geometries. While strong
anchoring locally orders the isotropic phase, it induces a
pair of defects in the lamellar phase (Fig. 3c; Movie 6).
The topological charge of the circular inclusion is neutral-
ized by the two −1/2 disclinations on opposite poles of
the inclusion. Outside of the defect cores, the smectic re-
mains well ordered and the deformation free energy con-
tributions are localized around the inclusion (Fig. SI. 2).

We have proposed a complex, symmetric, traceless,
globally gauge invariant, normal, tensorial order param-
eter E (r, t) for describing simple smectic phases at large
scales. As a second-rank tensor, E encodes the apo-
lar nature of the layer normal in an arbitrary reference
frame and resolves the ambiguity of using the scalar
phase alone. It avoids employing a microscopic approach,
such as density functional theory[15] or particle-based
simulations[16, 54], which would also bypass such am-
biguities at the cost of computationally expensive sim-
ulations. By conjoining local layer orientation and the
extent of ordering into a single mathematical object,
the E tensor can reproduce both disclination and dis-
location defects with finite defect cores. While individ-
ual singularities can be analytically handled through lo-
cal branch cuts, whether in n → −n for nematics or
φ → −φ for smectics, the tensor order parameter de-
scription globally eliminates this ambiguity in a numer-
ically pragmatic manner. Akin to the nematic Q ten-
sor, this has the numerical advantage of avoiding point
singularities. Though we restricted consideration to the
simplest lamellar systems, generalizing to more com-
plex smectics, including smectic-A or -C through cou-
pling to Q-theories, is conceptually straightforward[24,
55]. We expect this framework to be advantageous
for simulating colloidal smectics[56–62], smectic-isotropic
interfaces[63, 64], smectic-smectic emulsions[65], smec-
tics in contact with active material[66] and swimming
bacteria in smectics[67].
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032805 (2019).

[65] S. P. Radzihovsky, C. Cranfill, Z. Nguyen, C. S. Park,
J. E. Maclennan, M. A. Glaser, and N. A. Clark, Soft
Matter 13, 6314 (2017).

[66] P. Guillamat, J. Ignés-Mullol, and F. Sagués, Nature
Comm 8, 1 (2017).
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