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W e study the nonlinear interactions in the TGBa phase by using a rotationally invariant elastic
free energy. By deformm ing a single grain boundary so that the sm ectic layers undergo their rotation
within a nite Interval, we construct a consistent three-dim ensional structure. W ith this structure
we study the energetics and predict the ratio between the intragrain and intergrain defect spacing,
and com pare our results w ith those from linear elasticity and experin ent.
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T he resolution of frustration is a centralthem e In con—
densed m atter physics. C om peting term s In the free en—
ergy can favor incom patible spatial organizations, the
resolution of which often leads to a rich phase behav—
jor and intricate spatial pattems. The TGB phase of
chiral sn ectics is an ideal exam ple of the resolution of
frustration 'g:]. W hilke the an ectic part of the free energy
favorsa lam ellar structure, the chiralnem atic part favors
a unifom tw ist ofthe nem atic director. T hese tw o struc—
tures are incom patible and so the layered structure m ust
be riddled w ith defects to accom m odate the twist. The
T G B phasebalances the com peting interactionsby form —
Ing a lattice of screw dislocations arranged in tw ist grain
boundaries. In earlier work E ]we Investigated the geom —
etry of the TGB phase wihin a ham onic free energy in
w hich topological defects interact via screened exponen-—
tialpotentials. H owever, i was argued in E_'q’] and EI] that
defects in the sam e grain boundary interact via power-
law potentialsw hen those nonlinearities required by rota—
tional invariance w ere included in the free energy. In this
ktter we investigate the rotationally-invariant, nonlin-
ear energetics of the fill three-din ensionalT G B, phase,
w here the an ectic blocks between the grain boundaries
are snecticA . We nd that ntergrain and intragrain
Interactions of dislocations are both power-aw, and we
com pute the aspect ratio between the intragrain spacing
I and the Intergrain spacing k. O ur com puted value is
of the sam e order of m agnitude as that com puted from
the linear theory and m easured by experim ent. W e will
comm ent on the discrepancy and its source in the con—
clusion.

In an earlier paper g], we considered the screw dislo—
cation lattice n the TG B, phase near the transition to
the nem atic phase. In this regin e the dislocation den—
sity is low, so the interaction between dislocation cores
is negligbl. This inplies that the lattice structure is
com pltely determm ined by the elastic energy cost of the
an ectic distortions created by the screw dislocations. W e
dem onstrated in E_zi] that these distortion elds can be
consistently treated w ithin the ham onic approxin ation
to the elastic free energy. In this approxin ation, we ex—
press the elastic free energy In tem s of the Eulerian)
layer displacem ent eld u and the deviation n of the

nem atic director from the z-axis:
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whereB and D areelasticm oduliandK 1,K ; andK ;5 are
the sply, tw ist and bend Frank constants, respectively.
T his free energy is analogous to that of a type IT super-
conductor and the topological defects In a am ectic are
likew ise analogous to A brikosov vortices. Em ploying (].
the Interaction energy between tw o parallel screw defects
is
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where Ko is the m odi ed Bessel function of order zero,
d is the ilbrium layer spacihg of the sm ectic phase,
and K,=D.

A twist grain boundary is com posed of an array of
equidistant parallel dislocations, ssparated by a distance
Ja, which force the smn ectic layers to rotate. O n average,
the am ectic layers drag the nem atic director along and
allow it to twist. A s with screw defects and vortices,
the TGB phase is the analog of the Abrikosov vortex
lattice phase In superconductors @4', E], although the lat—
tice structure ofdefects In the TG B phase is signi cantly
m ore com plicated due to the relative rotation of disloca-
tions in di erent grain boundardes. W e showed in E_Z] that
the linearized interaction energy of two grain boundaries
is

= — e * : (3)

T hus the linear theory predicts an exponential interac—
tion between screw dislocations both wihin the grain
boundary and between di erent grain boundaries. It is
sim ple to check that the elastic interactions of disloca—
tions wihin a grain boundary are balanced by the in—
tefooundary interactions, which leads to a stable ratio

= L=} _ 0:95 [}, within the experim ental range of
o 74{1:08 f4, il].
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Since both am ectic and cholesteric ordering are spon-—
taneously broken sym m etries, it is essential that our free
energy be invariant w ith respect to rotations. T he har-
m onic free energy isonly invariant under in nitesim alro—
tations; the extra tem s needed to render the free energy

@:) nvariant under nite rotations lead to nonlinearities
that dram atically change the energetics of even an iso—
lated screw dislocation Eﬁ]. In order to investigate these
e ects, we work w ith a rotationally invariant theory that
depends on the only G oldstone m ode in the system , the
layer displacement eld u M

Z
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where v ru is the layer tilt eld, which, on average,

follow s the deviation of the nem atic director. The free
energy tl.') Includes director m odes and the interaction
energy @) accounts for those m odes outside the core. In
the nonlinear theory that we are now considering, these
director m odes are absent. W e believe that the essential
physics is unchanged but that the energetic details w ill
require incorporation of these m odes (_l-zj] Note that we
havenotused them ean curvatureH = r [@+Vv)=2+ V],
but ratherr v in thebendingtem . B oth expressionsare
rotationally Invariant and though the form er has greater
geom etric signi cance rE\'], the latter is signi cantly easier
to m anage. In the lin it of low -angle grain boundaries,
the two expressions concur. M oreover, for the energy
m inin izing structures we w ill consider here, the m ean
curvature ram ains nite everywhere as ongasr v is
nie.

W e construct a grain boundary as a linear superposi-
tion ofparallelequidistant screw dislocations (LSD ) iff,:g]
and then use i to construct a TGB, phase by com -
pressing each of these individual boundaries along the
pich axis to force their rotation into a nite Interval.
W e may then piece together a periodic lattice of these
grain boundaries through translation and rotation in or-
der to construct a fi1ll, three-dim ensionalT G B structure.
W e w ill calculate the free energy of this structure using
(:f!) to nd am ihinum energy solution and consequently
the geom etric param eter R =% for the system . As
noted In t_4], an in portant di erence between the nonlin—
ear and the ham onic theories is that in the fom er the
Interaction betw een the dislocation coresm ay not be ne—
glected: the size and shape of the core region is another
variational param eter.

W e start w ith the layer distortion eld for a linear su—
perposition of screw dislocations (LSD ) in a sm ectic lig—
uld crystal. Through deform ation this w ill becom e the
displacem ent eld In a sinhgle an ecticA block. Choosing
the average layer nom al to point along the z-axis, and
expressing the digplacem ent u and coordinates x and y
in units of 41=2 , we have ig]
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T he layer rotation angle across the grain boundary is
set by the topology of the grain boundary and, there—
fore, does not depend on speci ¢ details of the grain
boundary m odel. Tt is determ Ined by the layer spacing d
and the disbcation spacing l¢ through sin 5 = d=2l.
The rsttem in (E) descrbes an array of parallel screw
dislocations aligned along the z-direction at x = O,
y=0; l; 2L;:::, while the second tem ensures that
the nonlinear com pression energy com pletely vanishes far
away from the dislocation array.

To construct the TGB, phase out of ndividual tw ist
grain boundaries, we con ne the layer rotation of the
regular LSD to a nite interval, ( 1;1) so that the grain
boundaries are spaced 21 apart In units of L41=2 , o
21= %]b = 2? . Todo this, we replace the coordinate x In
@'5) w ith an odd deform ation fiinction, f; (x) which m ono—
tonically m aps the nie interval ( L) to ( 1 ;1 ). So
that we recover the single grain lim i, f; x) = x for large
1. The energetics of the con ned LSD will In pose ad—
ditional constraints on f; x). T hese constraints and the
optim al choice of f; (x) willbe the focus of our calcula—
tion. Since the energy depends on v we consider:
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T he com pression elastic free energy per dislocation per
unit length in thle ?—djrectjon can be found using @) and
the expressions («_é@):
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where Ioon pr is @ din ensionless functional that depends
on the deformm ation fuinction, a short distance cuto a (x)
required to excise the core from the integration dom ain
Eﬂ, -'_5:5], and the lattice aspect ratio R . It is interesting
that this energy is essentially nonlinear since it depends
on the fourth power of the displacem ent eld u |:_3I].

O n the other hand, the curvature contribution to the
free energy perdislocation need not have a short-distance
cuto : aswe will show, by jadicious choice of the defor-
m ation f; (x), the curvature is everywhere nie. Inte—
grating along the grain boundary direction (y) we nd:
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Since a single helicoidal screw dislocation has no curva-—
ture, we need not excise the core region in the curvature



energy as long aswem aintain the screw -lke character of
thedefect. Nearx = 0, f;®) Oisanalland sowem ay
expand the Integrand Toypy ¢
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Tt isevident from the above expression that the curvature
energy divergesnearx = 0 unless £(0) = 1 and £°(0) =
0. Thus we have two additional constraints on f; x). To

nish our analysis we m ust consider the behavior of the
energy halfway between grain boundariesat x = 1. It
is there also that we m ust take care to m atch the layer
nom als In successive blocks so that the nem atic director
iswellde ned everyw here.

Nearx = 1, the com pression energy is nite since v
is wellbehaved. However, the curvature energy ism ore
problem atic. Shee £ x) ! 1 asx ! 1, we can expand
the ntegrand in powers ofe f:

R
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Since f; k) diverges at x = 1, we m ight consider set—
ting the largest temm to zero, ie. then = 1 tem in
C_lZ_}'). Im plem enting the boundary conditions £;(0) = 0
and f11) = 1 ,we nd:
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It is straightforward to check that as x ! 1, the only
nonvanishing term in {14) isthen = 2 termm and that at

=1
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W e can em bellish C_l-,:’:) w ith a power series around kj= 1
so that the rst and second derivatives satisfy the re—
quired conditions at the origin:
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where ay, a; and a, m ay be straightforw ardly calculated
f_l-(_)']. These extra temm s do not spoil the divergent be-
havior at x = 1 and so i would appear that we have
found a Iow curvature deform ation of the original grain
boundary. However, our goal is to assem ble ndividual
blocks into the TGB structure. This is only possble if
the am ectic layers m atch at the m idplane. Com puting
the layer tilt at them idplane, we nd thatvy hasa snall
perdodic com ponent, while v, attains a constant value
corresponding to the rotated layers:
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Since vy re ects the periodicity of a sihgle dislocation
array and in ad-jpcent blocks the dislocation arrays are
rotated w ith respect to each other, the nonvanishing of
vy at the m ddplane m akes a perfect t inpossible. This
m ight be a consequence of the lim ited class of transfor-
m ations considered In our m odel that allow the sn ectic
layers to relax only in the direction of the pitch axis. A
m ore generalm odelw hich allow sthe defects in the layers
to ripple in ham ony w ith neighboring grain boundaries
m ght allow for a nontrivialvalie of vy, at x = 1 In-
deed, rippling defects have been considered to explain
com m ensurate tw ist grain boundary structures [_lg:]
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FIG.1: Dependence of Iouyrw R ;m ) on the defom ation pa—
ram eterm .

The am ectic layers could be m atched perfectly jj_flfl
were m odi ed to diverge faster than the orm in {13).
Consider a one-param eter fam ily of deform ations based
on (3):

£;m) = m sgn &) oo shhtm) L )
LR T wnid x9m ]

A sbefore, these deform ations can be altered so that they
satisfy allthe necessary boundary conditions. As kj! L
both £ x;m ) and [f)&;m )F divergeas 1 %3 ?,whike
expf 2fi;m)g (L kKIP . Exam hing Iy, we see
that as long asm 2, the curvature rem ains nie in
the whole region. In addition, vy @ %I !, and
o Prvy to vanish at x 1, wemust havem > 1. By
num erically evaluating Iy, we nd that the curvature
energy is an increasing function ofm , as shown in Figure
-:I:. Thuswe choosem = 2 In our calculation ofthe aspect
ratio R . W e note that the isohted m = 1 defom ation
has a still lower energy, though it is, unfortunately, not
allow ed because of geom etry. In future work we w ill re—
consider the m = 1 deform ation by allow ing for m ore
general variations of the dislocation lattice. T he equilb-
rium lattice con guration is detem ined by m Inin izing
the total free energy density w ith respect to the dislo—
cation spacing, core size, and param eters characterizing
the core shape. The total energy density inclides the
elastic energy we have discussed, an energetic cost from
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FIG .2: D ependence of the optin al Jattice aspect ratio R and
core size a on the control param eter = form=2.

the dislocation cores and the crucial chiral contribution
which favors twist. W e assum e that the core energy is
proportional to the cross—sectionalarea A of the core re—
gion, with an energy per uni area E . The chiralenergy
gain per dislocation H is independent of the details of
the dislocation arrangem ent, and so for given values ofE
and H wemustm inin ize

1 .
for = 77 2B sin® 5 =2 ) Toon pr B R)

+ 2K sin® Iuw R)+EA H (19)

w ith resgpect to Ly, L, and A . N ote that the integrals ap—
pearing in the com pression and layer curvature tem s do
not depend explicitly on the layer rotation angle . Ik is
convenient to sgparate the e ects of varying the disloca—
tion density 1=(4}) 1=¢ and the lattice aspect EU’Q
R k=k. Intem sofR andc,}y = C Eand]b=c= R.
For sim plicity, we assum e that dislocation core regions
are square with sides a in units of =2 . Our num eri-
cal investigation ofthe Ioom pr [f1 X);a (X);R ] suggest that
the core, though essential, does not greatly alter the en—

ergetics f_l-g;] In com puting Ieom pr, the core size has to
be reexpressed in units of 1=2 , so that it does not Eary
as ly isvaried. In units of =2 , the core size is a= R.
T he entire m inin ization procedure can be form ulated In
temm s of the dislocation density 1=c?, the aspect ratio of
the dislocation lattice R, and the core size a. Recalling

that sih 5 = d=21 and assum ing K =B = &, we have
Bd* 1 p_—
fror = m c4—RIcornpr(a= R;R)
+ L ZIc R)+ i (20)
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where (32 ?=Bd*)E and (32 ?=Bd*)H . W hen

wem inin ize fi+ with respectto ¢, a and R, we nd that
the equations for the optinum valies of R and a only
depend on the combiation 2= . The optin alvalies of
R and a com puted form = 2 are given in Fjgure:g.

W e nd that the varation in the lattice aspect ratio
mainly occurs for large core energies and then asym p—
totes rapidly to R 046 (see Fjgure:g). In com parison
w ith the linearized theory which predictsthatly 1, the
m odel studied here predicts that the repulsion between
grain boundaries is stronger than the repulsion between
the defects In the sam e grain boundary and hence 1 is
roughly tw ice as large as }y. Thism ay be a consequence
of our locking the director to the layer nom alnear the
defect cores i_Si]. Indeed, from F jgure:g: w e see that the op—
tin alcoresare rather large, about 1=6 the defect spacing.
In future work we w ill reintroduce the directorm odes In
a rotationally invariant fashion. Thisw illcertainly lower
the overall energy and should allow the cores to shrink.
A sa nalaside,wenotethatwereweto choosem = 1 in
{18) and sin ply ignore the directorm ism atch, we would
nd R 085. That solution willbe studied in further

work [_1-2_i]
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