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W e study the nonlinearinteractionsin the TG B A phase by using a rotationally invariantelastic

freeenergy.By deform ing a single grain boundary so thatthesm ectic layersundergo theirrotation

within a �nite interval,we constructa consistentthree-dim ensionalstructure. W ith thisstructure

we study the energeticsand predictthe ratio between the intragrain and intergrain defectspacing,

and com pare ourresultswith those from linearelasticity and experim ent.

PACS num bers:61.30.Jf,61.30.-v,61.30.Cz,61.72.G i,61.72.M m

Theresolution offrustration isa centralthem ein con-

densed m atterphysics.Com peting term sin the free en-

ergy can favor incom patible spatial organizations, the

resolution ofwhich often leads to a rich phase behav-

ior and intricate spatialpatterns. The TG B phase of

chiralsm ectics is an idealexam ple ofthe resolution of

frustration [1].W hilethesm ecticpartofthefreeenergy

favorsalam ellarstructure,thechiralnem aticpartfavors

auniform twistofthenem aticdirector.Thesetwostruc-

turesareincom patibleand so thelayered structurem ust

be riddled with defects to accom m odate the twist. The

TG B phasebalancesthecom petinginteractionsby form -

ing a latticeofscrew dislocationsarranged in twistgrain

boundaries.In earlierwork [2]weinvestigated thegeom -

etry ofthe TG B phase within a harm onicfreeenergy in

which topologicaldefectsinteractvia screened exponen-

tialpotentials.However,itwasargued in [3]and [4]that

defects in the sam e grain boundary interact via power-

law potentialswhen thosenonlinearitiesrequired byrota-

tionalinvariancewereincluded in thefreeenergy.In this

letter we investigate the rotationally-invariant,nonlin-

earenergeticsofthefullthree-dim ensionalTG BA phase,

where the sm ectic blocks between the grain boundaries

are sm ectic-A. W e �nd that intergrain and intragrain

interactions ofdislocations are both power-law,and we

com putetheaspectratio between theintragrain spacing

ld and the intergrain spacing lb. O urcom puted value is

ofthe sam e orderofm agnitude as thatcom puted from

the lineartheory and m easured by experim ent. W e will

com m ent on the discrepancy and its source in the con-

clusion.

In an earlierpaper[2],we considered the screw dislo-

cation lattice in the TG BA phase nearthe transition to

the nem atic phase. In this regim e the dislocation den-

sity is low,so the interaction between dislocation cores

is negligible. This im plies that the lattice structure is

com pletely determ ined by the elastic energy costofthe

sm ecticdistortionscreated by thescrew dislocations.W e

dem onstrated in [2]that these distortion �elds can be

consistently treated within the harm onic approxim ation

to the elastic free energy. In thisapproxim ation,we ex-

press the elastic free energy in term s ofthe (Eulerian)

layer displacem ent �eld u and the deviation �n ofthe

nem aticdirectorfrom the z-axis:

F =
1

2

Z

d
3
x

�

B (@zu)
2
+ D (r? u + �n)

2
(1)

+ K 1(r? � �n)
2
+ K 2(r? � �n)

2
+ K 3(@z�n)

2

�

;

whereB and D areelasticm oduliand K 1,K 2 and K 3 are

the splay,twistand bend Frank constants,respectively.

Thisfree energy isanalogousto thatofa type IIsuper-

conductor and the topologicaldefects in a sm ectic are

likewiseanalogousto Abrikosov vortices.Em ploying (1)

theinteraction energy between twoparallelscrew defects

is

Fint

L
=
D d2

2�
K 0

�
r

�

�

; (2)

where K 0 is the m odi�ed Besselfunction oforder zero,

d is the equilibrium layerspacing ofthe sm ectic phase,

and � �
p
K 2=D .

A twist grain boundary is com posed of an array of

equidistantparalleldislocations,separated by a distance

ld,which force the sm ectic layersto rotate.O n average,

the sm ectic layers drag the nem atic director along and

allow it to twist. As with screw defects and vortices,

the TG B phase is the analog of the Abrikosov vortex

latticephasein superconductors[1,5],although the lat-

ticestructureofdefectsin theTG B phaseissigni�cantly

m orecom plicated dueto therelativerotation ofdisloca-

tionsin di�erentgrain boundaries.W eshowed in [2]that

thelinearized interaction energy oftwo grain boundaries

is

Fint

A
=
D d2

2l2
d

�e
� l=�

: (3)

Thus the linear theory predicts an exponentialinterac-

tion between screw dislocations both within the grain

boundary and between di�erent grain boundaries. It is

sim ple to check that the elastic interactions ofdisloca-

tions within a grain boundary are balanced by the in-

terboundary interactions,which leads to a stable ratio

R = ld=lb � 0:95 [2],within the experim entalrange of

0:74{1:08 [6,7].
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Since both sm ectic and cholesteric ordering are spon-

taneously broken sym m etries,itisessentialthatourfree

energy be invariantwith respectto rotations. The har-

m onicfreeenergyisonly invariantunderin�nitesim alro-

tations;theextra term sneeded to renderthefreeenergy

(1)invariantunder�nite rotationslead to nonlinearities

that dram atically change the energetics ofeven an iso-

lated screw dislocation [4]. In orderto investigate these

e�ects,wework with a rotationally invarianttheory that

dependson the only G oldstone m ode in the system ,the

layerdisplacem ent�eld u [4]:

F =
1

2

Z

d
3
x
�
B (vz + v

2
=2)

2
+ K (r � v)

2
	
; (4)

where v � r u is the layertilt �eld,which,on average,

follows the deviation ofthe nem atic director. The free

energy (1) includes director m odes and the interaction

energy (2)accountsforthosem odesoutsidethecore.In

the nonlineartheory thatwe are now considering,these

directorm odesareabsent.W e believethatthe essential

physics is unchanged but that the energetic details will

require incorporation ofthese m odes[12]. Note thatwe

havenotused them ean curvatureH = r� [(̂z+ v)=ĵz+ vj],

butratherr� v in thebendingterm .Both expressionsare

rotationally invariantand though theform erhasgreater

geom etricsigni�cance[3],thelatterissigni�cantly easier

to m anage. In the lim it oflow-angle grain boundaries,

the two expressions concur. M oreover,for the energy

m inim izing structures we willconsider here,the m ean

curvature rem ains �nite everywhere as long as r � v is

�nite.

W e constructa grain boundary asa linearsuperposi-

tion ofparallelequidistantscrew dislocations(LSD)[4,8]

and then use it to construct a TG BA phase by com -

pressing each ofthese individualboundaries along the

pitch axis to force their rotation into a �nite interval.

W e m ay then piece together a periodic lattice ofthese

grain boundariesthrough translation and rotation in or-

dertoconstructafull,three-dim ensionalTG B structure.

W e willcalculate the free energy ofthisstructure using

(4)to �nd a m inim um energy solution and consequently

the geom etric param eter R � ld=lb for the system . As

noted in [4],an im portantdi�erencebetween thenonlin-

earand the harm onic theoriesisthatin the form erthe

interaction between thedislocation coresm ay notbene-

glected:the size and shape ofthe core region isanother

variationalparam eter.

W estartwith thelayerdistortion �eld fora linearsu-

perposition ofscrew dislocations(LSD)in a sm ectic liq-

uid crystal. Through deform ation this willbecom e the

displacem ent�eld in a singlesm ectic-A block.Choosing

the average layernorm alto pointalong the z-axis,and

expressing the displacem ent u and co�ordinatesx and y

in unitsofld=2�,wehave[8]

u(x;y;z) = � 2sin

�
�

2

�

tan
� 1

�
tanh(x=2)

tan(y=2)

�

+ (cos

�
�

2

�

� 1)z: (5)

The layerrotation angle � acrossthe grain boundary is

set by the topology ofthe grain boundary and,there-

fore, does not depend on speci�c details of the grain

boundary m odel.Itisdeterm ined by thelayerspacing d

and the dislocation spacing ld through sin
�
�

2

�
= d=2ld.

The�rstterm in (5)describesan array ofparallelscrew

dislocations aligned along the z-direction at x = 0,

y = 0;� ld;� 2ld;:::,while the second term ensuresthat

thenonlinearcom pression energycom pletelyvanishesfar

away from the dislocation array.

To constructthe TG BA phase outofindividualtwist

grain boundaries, we con�ne the layer rotation of the

regularLSD to a �nite interval,(� l;l)so thatthe grain

boundaries are spaced 2l apart in units of ld=2�, so

2l= 2�

ld
lb =

2�

R
.Todothis,wereplacetheco�ordinatex in

(5)with an odd deform ation function,fl(x)which m ono-

tonically m apsthe �nite interval(� l;l)to (� 1 ;1 ).So

thatwerecoverthesinglegrain lim it,fl(x)= x forlarge

l. The energetics ofthe con�ned LSD willim pose ad-

ditionalconstraintson fl(x). These constraintsand the

optim alchoice offl(x) willbe the focus ofourcalcula-

tion.Since theenergy dependson v weconsider:

vx = � sin

�
�

2

�
siny

coshfl(x)� cosy
f
0

l(x); (6)

vy = sin

�
�

2

�
sinhfl(x)

coshfl(x)� cosy
; (7)

vz = cos

�
�

2

�

� 1: (8)

The com pression elastic free energy per dislocation per

unitlength in thez-direction can befound using (4)and

the expressions(6-8):

Fcom pr

lz
= 2B sin

4
�
�

2

��
ld

2�

� 2

Icom pr[fl;a;R]; (9)

where Icom pr isa dim ensionlessfunctionalthatdepends

on thedeform ation function,a shortdistancecuto� a(x)

required to excise the core from the integration dom ain

[4,9],and the lattice aspect ratio R. It is interesting

thatthisenergy isessentially nonlinearsince itdepends

on the fourth powerofthe displacem ent�eld u [3].

O n the otherhand,the curvature contribution to the

freeenergyperdislocation need nothaveashort-distance

cuto�:aswe willshow,by judiciouschoice ofthe defor-

m ation fl(x),the curvature is everywhere �nite. Inte-

grating along the grain boundary direction (y)we�nd:

Fcurv

2K lz
= sin

2
�
�

2

�

�

Z �=R

0

dx

�
1

2

cothfl

sinh
2
fl
[(f

0

l)
2
� 1]

2

�
1

sinh
2
fl
[(f

0

l)
2
� 1]f

00

l + (cothfl� 1)(f
00

l )
2

�

� sin
2
�
�

2

�
Icurv[fl;R]

2K
: (10)

Since a single helicoidalscrew dislocation hasno curva-

ture,weneed notexcisethecoreregion in thecurvature
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energy aslong aswem aintain thescrew-likecharacterof

thedefect.Nearx = 0,fl(x)� 0 issm alland so wem ay

expand the integrand Icurv:

Icurv =
�[(f0

l
)2 � 1]2

2f3
l

�
�[(f0

l
)2 � 1]f00

l

f2
l

+
�(f00

l
)2

fl
: (11)

Itisevidentfrom theaboveexpression thatthecurvature

energy divergesnearx = 0 unlessf0
l
(0)= 1 and f00

l
(0)=

0.Thuswehavetwo additionalconstraintson fl(x).To

�nish ouranalysiswe m ustconsiderthe behaviorofthe

energy halfway between grain boundariesatx = � l. It

is there also that we m usttake care to m atch the layer

norm alsin successiveblocksso thatthenem aticdirector

iswellde�ned everywhere.

Nearx = � l,the com pression energy is�nite since v

iswellbehaved. However,the curvature energy ism ore

problem atic.Since fl(x)! 1 asx ! l,we can expand

the integrand in powersofe� fl:

Icurv = 2�

1X

n= 1

e
� 2nfl[f

00

l � n(f
0

l)
2
+ n]

2
: (12)

Since fl(x) diverges at x = l, we m ight consider set-

ting the largest term to zero,i.e. the n = 1 term in

(12). Im plem enting the boundary conditions fl(0) = 0

and fl(l)= 1 ,we�nd:

fl(x)= sgn(x)log

�
sinhl

sinh(l� jxj)

�

: (13)

It is straightforward to check that as x ! l,the only

nonvanishing term in (12)isthe n = 2 term and thatat

x = l

Icurv =
2�

sinh
4
l
: (14)

W ecan em bellish (13)with a powerseriesaround jxj= l

so that the �rst and second derivatives satisfy the re-

quired conditionsatthe origin:

fl(x)= sgn(x)log

�
sinhl

sinh(l� jxj)

�

(15)

+ sgn(x)[a0 + a2(l� jxj)
2
+ a4(l� jxj)

4
];

wherea0,a2 and a4 m ay bestraightforwardly calculated

[10]. These extra term s do not spoilthe divergent be-

havior at x = l and so it would appear that we have

found a low curvature deform ation ofthe originalgrain

boundary. However,our goalis to assem ble individual

blocks into the TG B structure. This is only possible if

the sm ectic layers m atch at the m idplane. Com puting

thelayertiltatthem idplane,we�nd thatvx hasa sm all

periodic com ponent, while vy attains a constant value

corresponding to the rotated layers:

vx(l;y) = � 2sin

�
�

2

�
siny

sinhl
; (16)

vy(l;y) = sin

�
�

2

�

: (17)

Since vx re
ects the periodicity ofa single dislocation

array and in adjacent blocks the dislocation arrays are

rotated with respectto each other,the nonvanishing of

vx atthe m idplane m akesa perfect�tim possible. This

m ightbe a consequence ofthe lim ited classoftransfor-

m ationsconsidered in ourm odelthatallow the sm ectic

layersto relax only in the direction ofthe pitch axis. A

m oregeneralm odelwhich allowsthedefectsin thelayers

to ripple in harm ony with neighboring grain boundaries

m ight allow for a nontrivialvalue ofvx at x = � l. In-

deed, rippling defects have been considered to explain

com m ensuratetwistgrain boundary structures[11].
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FIG .1: D ependence ofIcurv(R ;m ) on the deform ation pa-

ram eterm .

The sm ectic layers could be m atched perfectly if fl

were m odi�ed to diverge faster than the form in (13).

Considera one-param eterfam ily ofdeform ations based

on (13):

fl(x;m )= m sgn(x)log

�
sinh(l=m )

sinh[(l� jxj)=m ]

�

: (18)

Asbefore,thesedeform ationscan bealtered sothatthey

satisfy allthenecessaryboundaryconditions.Asjxj! l,

both f00
l
(x;m )and [f0

l
(x;m )]2 divergeas(l� jxj)� 2,while

expf� 2fl(x;m )g � (l� jxj)2m .Exam ining Icurv,we see

that as long as m � 2,the curvature rem ains �nite in

the whole region. In addition,vx � (l� jxj)m � 1,and

so for vx to vanish at x � l,we m ust have m > 1. By

num erically evaluating Icurv,we �nd thatthe curvature

energy isan increasing function ofm ,asshown in Figure

1.Thuswechoosem = 2 in ourcalculation oftheaspect

ratio R. W e note that the isolated m = 1 deform ation

hasa stilllowerenergy,though itis,unfortunately,not

allowed because ofgeom etry. In future work we willre-

consider the m = 1 deform ation by allowing for m ore

generalvariationsofthedislocation lattice.Theequilib-

rium lattice con�guration is determ ined by m inim izing

the totalfree energy density with respect to the dislo-

cation spacing,core size,and param eterscharacterizing

the core shape. The totalenergy density includes the

elastic energy we have discussed,an energetic costfrom
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FIG .2:D ependenceoftheoptim allatticeaspectratio R and

core size a on the controlparam eter�
2
=� form = 2.

the dislocation coresand the crucialchiralcontribution

which favors twist. W e assum e that the core energy is

proportionalto thecross-sectionalarea A ofthecorere-

gion,with an energy perunitarea E .The chiralenergy

gain per dislocation H is independent ofthe details of

thedislocation arrangem ent,and soforgiven valuesofE

and H wem ustm inim ize

ftot =
1

ldlb

�

2B sin
4
�
�

2

�

(ld=2�)
2
Icom pr(A;R)

+ 2K sin
2
�
�

2

�

Icurv(R)+ E A � H

�

(19)

with respectto ld,lb,and A.Notethattheintegralsap-

pearing in thecom pression and layercurvatureterm sdo

notdepend explicitly on thelayerrotation angle�.Itis

convenientto separatethe e�ectsofvarying thedisloca-

tion density 1=(ldlb)� 1=c2 and the lattice aspectratio

R � ld=lb.In term sofR and c,ld = c
p
R and lb = c=

p
R.

For sim plicity,we assum e that dislocation core regions

are square with sides a in units ofc=2�. O ur num eri-

calinvestigation oftheIcom pr[fl(x);a(x);R]suggestthat

the core,though essential,doesnotgreatly alterthe en-

ergetics [12]. In com puting Icom pr,the core size has to

bere�expressed in unitsofld=2�,so thatitdoesnotvary

asld isvaried. In unitsofld=2�,the core size isa=
p
R.

Theentirem inim ization procedurecan be form ulated in

term softhe dislocation density 1=c2,the aspectratio of

the dislocation lattice R,and the core size a. Recalling

thatsin
�
�

2

�
= d=2ld and assum ing K =B = d2,wehave

ftot =
B d4

32�2

�
1

c4R
Icom pr(a=

p
R;R)

+
16�2

c4R
Icurv(R)+

�a2

4�2
�

�

c2

�

; (20)

where � � (32�2=B d4)E and � � (32�2=B d4)H . W hen

wem inim izeftot with respectto c,a and R,we�nd that

the equations for the optim um values ofR and a only

depend on the com bination �2=�. The optim alvaluesof

R and a com puted form = 2 aregiven in Figure2.

W e �nd that the variation in the lattice aspect ratio

m ainly occurs for large core energies and then asym p-

totesrapidly to R � 0:46 (see Figure 2). In com parison

with thelinearized theorywhich predictsthatld � lb,the

m odelstudied here predicts that the repulsion between

grain boundariesisstrongerthan the repulsion between

the defects in the sam e grain boundary and hence lb is

roughly twice aslargeasld.Thism ay be a consequence

ofourlocking the directorto the layernorm alnearthe

defectcores[9].Indeed,from Figure2weseethattheop-

tim alcoresareratherlarge,about1=6thedefectspacing.

In futurework wewillreintroducethe directorm odesin

a rotationally invariantfashion.Thiswillcertainly lower

the overallenergy and should allow the coresto shrink.

Asa �nalaside,wenotethatwereweto choosem = 1 in

(18)and sim ply ignorethe directorm ism atch,we would

�nd R � 0:85. That solution willbe studied in further

work [12].
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