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We discuss the influence of two-dimensional hexatic orderapillary waves and undu-
lation modes in spherical and cylindrical geometries. Bngr geometries, extended bond-
orientational order has only a minor effect on the fluctugiof liquid surfaces or lipid
bilayers. However, in curved geometries, the long-wawgleispectrum of these ripples is
altered. We calculate this frequency shift and discussiegdjins to spherical vesicles, lig-
uid metal droplets, bubbles and cylindrical jets coatedhwiirface-active molecules, and
to multielectron bubbles in liquid helium at low temperaisir Hexatic order also leads to a
shift in the threshold for the fission instability of chargdaplets and bubbles, and for the

Plateau-Rayleigh instability of liquid jets.

PACS numbers: 64.70.Dv, 68.03.-g, 82.70.-y

I. INTRODUCTION

In two dimensions the melting from a crystal to an isotropcild can be a two-stage process
[1], driven by the sequential unbinding of dislocatiofisflland disclinations [1]. At low temper-
aturesT < T, dislocations are suppressed due to their cost in elastiggndowever, their free
energy decreases with increasing temperature. At a tetopem = T, , the quasi-long-ranged
translational order of the crystal is destroyed by the digdmn of dislocation pairs. This transi-
tion leads to an intervening hexatic phase, which still bithiextended orientational correlations.
The unbinding of disclination pairs sets in at a higher terappgeT = T,. In this second transition
the quasi-long-ranged orientational order of the hexdtase is destroyed, leading to an isotropic
liquid. This mechanism allows the melting transition to batinuous in contrast to the first-order
melting (directly to an isotropic fluid) predicted by Land&i

Several experimental systems have illuminated the nafiveedimensional melting. A nearly
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ideal system is electrons on helium [4,'5, 6]. The electrarstmpped on the surface of liquid
helium by a submerged, positively charged capacitor plaleir separations are rarely less than
10004, so the in-plane physics is that of classical particlewaitrepulsivel=r potential. The
liquid helium does not freeze at low temperatures, so it ssfiibe to cool the electrons on this
liquid substrate well below a sharply defined 2d freezinggerature €., 035K ) [4]. On the
theoretical side, important parameters such as the 2d shadulus and dislocation core energy
are easily calculated with this potential [7]. Computer @imions [8] reveal a shear modulus
which appears to drop to zero at the melting temperature.siteaents of the shear modulus
[6] and specific heat [5] arevnsistent with a continuous dislocation mediated melting transition
However, in these experiments it is difficult to determin@exxmentally if hexatic order and a
disclination unbinding transition are in fact present aboy .

However, experimental evidence for hexatic orklerbeen found in a variety of other systems,
including free standing liquid crystal films;[9] and LangmBiodgett surfactant monolayefs [10].
A hexatic-to-liquid transition has been observed in twmeinsional magnetic bubble arrays;[11].
Furthermore, there is strong support for two-stage contisumelting from recent experiments on
two-dimensional colloidal crystals [12,:13]. In this casiee colloids can be directly imaged by
video-microscopy, thus allowing a precise test of the theor

The modest time scales available even on the fastest comsputke equilibration in Monte
Carlo or molecular dynamics simulations of two-dimenslanalting difficult. However, there
is now evidence via computer simulations for continuoustimgland a narrow sliver of hexatic
phase for hard disks [14] and for particles interacting waitlepulsivel=r'? potential {15]. There
are also indications of defect mediated melting transgiton the familiar Lennard-Jones 6-12 pair
potential [16].

In the above experiments, order was typically probed vitatifion or by direct measurement
of correlation functions in real space. It is difficult to ubese methods, however, when hexatic
order is present on a curved surface, such as a sphere ondarylExamples where hexatic and
crystalline order might be present on a sphere include $lypoes”, i.e., closed vesicles composed
of lipid bilayers [17,718], the surface of liquid metal drefd confined in Paul traps 19], and
multielectron bubbles submerged in liquid helium; [20].

Hexatic order in spherical liposomes seems likely becaasenb-dimensional planar layers of
lipids such as DMPC (Dimyristoyl phosphatidylcholine)[2dimilar to free standing liquid crys-

tal films [22], can exist in a variety of states with differefeigrees of positional and orientational



order. Examples include fluid, smectic C, hexatic and chyséephases.

Curved hexatic order may also arise on droplets. Celestial.e[23] have found evidence
from computer simulations for extended orientational elations at the flat surface of supercooled
heavy noble liquid metals, such as Au, Pt, or Ir. These mbatale a general tendency to reduce the
interatomic distance at the surface. Upon supercoolirgédfiect is enhanced, leading, generally
to a two-dimensional crystalline surface layer. Underahlé cooling conditions, hexatic order
can also appear on the free surface of undercooled liquidlsgX3]. Surface hexatic order may
also occur on water droplets coated with surface-activeeoubés, given that there are already
extensive observations of this type of order in Langmuieigjett monolayers [10].

Finally, one might expect spherical hexatic and crystallmder in multielectron bubbles in
helium. These arise when the helium surface undergoes atradigdrodynamic instability at
high electron densities. The surface then develops a negirtay of dimples, each containing®
electrons or more. As the electric field increases theseldsrgeepen until eventually electrons
break through the interface. After subduction, large numbéelectrons{0®>  10) then coat the
inside wall of a large (10-100n radius) sphere of helium vapor. These multielectron besbave
been observed to move through the helium after their creatimve a protruding anode [20, 24,
28]. They are stable at low electron densities since the@wohilpressure can be compensated by
the surface tension of the helium liquid-vapor interfacewldver, if the electron density becomes
too high the electrostatic repulsion exceeds the balarfoirmg and the bubble undergoes fission
[28,27].

One might hope that bond-orientational order in a flat memd@ interface could be detected
by its effects on the dynamics of undulation modes or capillaves. Unfortunately, hexatic order
couples only to th&aussian curvature [28], which vanishes for a simple sine wave deétiom of
a flat membrane or an interface (cf. Egs. (27) an¢l (84) bel®hg. situation is different, however,
when these excitations are superimposed on a nontrivikignagnd geometry such as that of a
sphere or a cylinder. In a recent short communication [2%ae determined the effect of hexatic
order on the undulation modes and capillary wave excitationthe spherical systems described
above. The frequency shift is large for liposomes with hiexatder. Observable effects could
also occur for liquid metal droplets, surfactant coatedewdtops and in multielectron bubbles in
helium. In this paper we describe hexatic dynamics on spalesurfaces in detail and extend the
theory to include cylindrical geometries.

Cylindrical geometries could be realized by, e.g., coating a liquid j&t ehexatic monolayer.



These jets will (similar to conventional liquids) underdp twell-known Plateau-Rayleigh shape
instability as soon as their length reaches a critical sitewever, the stiffness associated with
extended orientational correlations shifts the thresloblthis instability and alters the decay of
the cylinder into a chain of droplets. Cylinders provideoads example where hexatic order is
perfectly compatible with the underlying geometry: sinlge Gaussian curvature of the cylinder
vanishes, no disclination defects are present in the gretaid to complicate the analysis.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Firstawalyze the influence of surface
hexatic order on spheres by considering liquid dropletst(38. Then, in Sect. 1]l we apply our
analysis to cylindrical geometries. Here, we concentratiéquid jets and we determine the effect
of hexatic order on the Plateau-Rayleigh instability. Neye¢ compute the shifted instability due
to hexatic order in multielectron bubbles (Séct. 1V). Asst Epplication we investigate in Sect. V
the influence of hexatic order on the undulations of sphkviesicles. Finally, in Sect. VI we

elaborate in detail on experimental consequences of ol.wor

II. DYNAMICS OF LIQUID DROPLETS WITH HEXATIC ORDER

We first discuss liquid droplets with surface hexatic orddre equilibrium shape minimizes a
droplet free energy 4 given by contributions from an interfacial energy and thedtie degrees
of freedom 7 . 7

Fyg= F;+ F, da + 5KA da D in’D 'nj; (1)

where we use the summation convention throughout amttnotes the surface tension of the
interface of the liquid droplet. For a general manifold witlternal coordinates = *;x?),
the surface element is given lp = F g x)d?x, Whereg () is the determinant of the metric
tensorgy; (x). For an undeformed sphere with radrig, x ( ;") with polar coordinates and
’anddA = R2sih d d’. The quantitys is a unit vector in the tangent plane witth* = 1
which identifies (modul® =6) the long-range correlations in the hexatic bond directif#8].
Here, D ;n? g*D iny, whereg” is the inverse ofy;;. The operatoD ; denotes a covariant
derivative with respect to the metrig;. Thus,D ;n?  @ni+ .n*, where the /, are Christoffel
symbols of second kind. See, e.g.,:[30]. Close to the melénwperature,, , the hexatic stiffness
Ka E. ( r=a5)%, where : is the translational correlation length, is the particle spacing and
E . is the dislocation core energy, [1]. The rakiq =ks T jumps from an universal value= to

zero when the hexatic melts into an isotropic liquidat T, (see Fig:i/1)]1].
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FIG. 1. The hexatic stiffnesg 5 as function of the temperature. K , diverges neamr, and jumps

discontinuously to zero at; with 1m ., , Ka (T)= 72ks T= [L, 31].

Droplets have a nearly constant volumend the corresponding constraint could be included
in the free energy 5. However, here itis easier to first consider shape fluctoatichich explicitly
keep the volume fixed. Finally, in Eq:;(1) we neglect effegtsiag from gravity since we only
consider droplets with radkk, 1. much smaller than the capillary length which is of order
millimeters or more for typical droplets in the earth’s gtational field.

In the following we will consider the dynamics of shape fluattans of spherical droplets. As
the droplet deforms its geometrical properties change,the metric and the mean and Gaussian
curvature are altered. The free energy (1) thus has a furadtabependence on the underlying
droplet shape. This dependence can be treated most effjdgnparameterizing the surface of

the droplet by its surface vectar. For a sphere, we have
R &;x?) R(;")=Ry( ;') (s oos’;sh sin’;oos ): (2)

See Appendix A for important geometrical quantities suckhasmetric tensog;; (x), the mean
curvaturet (x) and the Gaussian curvatutex) in terms of the surface vecter x*;x?).

The fundamental assumption which underlies the hexate déreergy discussed above is that
the configuration of minimal elastic energy correspondswvector fields, wheren, x + dx) can
be obtained fromn, (x) by parallel transport of,. On a sphere however, curvature introduces

“frustration” since parallel transport &f along closed loops on the surface leads to a rotation of



n. Because of this frustration the ground state of hexatiemoth a sphere has at least 12 positive
disclinations. This constraint is a consequence of thed@oéindex theorem [32], which states
that a vector field on a surface with gengigind Euler characteristE = 21  g) must have
singularities with total vorticity2 E. As a consequence, order which is identified by a vector

order-parameter field on a curved geometry frustrated bynaero integrated Gaussian curvature
Z

G = JdAG &); (3)

always has topological defects {33]. On a sphere with 0 andE = 2 hexatics must have a
minimum of 12 defects with charges =6 [34].

The energy of an isolated disclination in a hexatic divetggarithmically in flat space. How-
ever, this energy is reduced due to screening by the Gaussiaature of the sphere. This point
can be made more precise by introducing a local bond-andge fi¢he angle betweesmand some
local reference frame. The transverse part aé then connected with the disclination density
[28,33]. As shown in AppendiX:B, the elastic free energy asged with hexatic order can then

be written asi[35]
z z

1
Fp= —Ka A A6 x) s&x)] &GD)6 ) sE)I: (4)

Here, x;x?% is the inverse Laplacian on the sphere (see Appendix B)satcthe disclination

density [33],
Wa

1
s P=—— G & X); (5)
gXx) .,
with N 4 disclinations of charge; = 2 =6 at positionsz. In deriving Eq. {#) we have assumed

that the regular part of the bond-angle fiefef relaxes rapidly on the time scale of shape deforma-
tions. In Sect: V we will show that this assumption is indegstified for the systems considered
here. Finally, it should be emphasized that Egs. (4) andd) tor arbitrary geometries, not just
for that of the sphere (cf. Appendix B).

The defects minimize,, by arranging themselves to approximately match the Gaussiaa-
ture, which isG (x)  1=R: for a rigid sphere of radiug ,. Deep in a hexatic phase on a sphere,
we expectN 4 = 12, corresponding to 12 fivefold disclinations which lie on thextices of an
icosahedron. With polar coordinates such that there acdimagions at the north and south pole,
the 12 defect locations entering Eg. (5) are given by

2 k

2k
(x7"x)2 (0;0);( ;?)0 x a7 ( ;g"' ?)0 x 45 (50) ; (6)



FIG. 2. Parameterization of the droplet shape by the sunactorr. The deformed surface can be

parameterized b °x;t) = Ry [L+ (x;t) 1N, whereN is the unit normal.

where

cos!p—: (7)

A. Fluctuation spectrum

To investigate the influence of hexatic order on spheriagbldts, we study deformations about
the equilibrium configuration. We expand the free energyn a small time-dependent displace-
ment field R ;t), where

RO°x;t) = Ry ®) + R (x;1) (8)

is the deformed surface am, ) is given by Eq. {2). For liquid droplets with hexatic ordeisit

sufficient to consider purely normal displacement fieldsFgg. 2. Thus,
R &;t) = Ry &N (x); 9)

whereN” (x) = R,=R, is the normal vector of the sphere. The dimensionless fanctican be

expanded in terms of spherical harmonics

®oxi
x;t) = T Y X): (10)



In the absence of defects, the expansiomofn  would be straightforward. On the sphere,
however, one has to deal with 12 discrete disclination asawgich produce a small static icosa-
hedral surface deformation. We initially neglect this dideness and approximate these defects by
a smeared distribution of defect “charge”. As will be showrsect. [I'B, corrections arising from
the discrete nature of (x) are irrelevant for the oscillation frequenciegl) with 1 < 6. These

considerations can be made more precise by expardi)gn terms of spherical harmonics
S()<)=G0+¥ SJmYJm (X),' (11)

P
whereG, is the undeformed Gaussian curvatuse, = 1=R3, and sy, Lzlqu]m ;). To
obtain the last equation, we have used the representatitire offunction in terms of spherical

harmonics,
® X!
(cos cos?) (' %) = Yo (57 09Ym (57): (12)
==0m= 1

In Eq. (4) we initially smear out the disclination charge kytimgs,, * 0forall 1> 0.

With this approximation, the hexatic order has no influencé¢he droplet shape and the equi-
librium configuration is a sphere with a radisg. However, the presence of hexatic order with
a nonzero stiffness constaknt, nevertheless has an important effect on the fluctuationtispac
! () of a spherical droplet.

To calculate! (1), we adopt the treatment of capillary waves on spherical ldtspvithout
hexatic order:[36] and consider the incompressible NaStekes equation for the fluid of the

droplet

li—z+ W rw= rp+ w (13a)

r w=0: (13b)

Here, p is the hydrostatic pressure in the presence of an interfade a andw denote the
density, shear viscosity, and the velocity of the liquiddeshe droplet, respectively.

For droplets the inertial terms in the Navier-Stokes equiafil3a) dominate and effects of
viscosity are irrelevant. Upon neglecting the non-lineam, the boundary conditions can be
treated most efficiently by introducing a velocity potehtiawith v = r . Then, integration

across the droplet interface leads to

Q @
1 ) v ) = pK); (14)

et r= Ro+ Ro) et r= Rot+ Ro)*




where , is the vapor density of the surrounding medium. Eq. (14}esléhe pressure difference
between the inside and outside of the droplet to the gemedalpressure discontinuityp (x)
caused by the shape displacement. Siiter = 0 one hasr 2 = 0, a Laplace equation with

solutions of the form:J36]

8
<

mxit)=  p

1

1w AL OYm &) for r<Ro@l+ )

o B (15)

m A OYm ) for r>Rod+ ):

0
r

The displacement field and the velocity potential are related by the boundary condition that

the interface velocity must match the fluid velocity,

@ @
Ro— R—= — : (16)

@t @r r=Ro+ Ro

Hence, the coefficients in Eq. (15) are given by

G

L

> — 2
AL (© R 17)
and
A © = Rggml(t): (18)
Upon setting
X X F) ()
p (x) Pm ©OYn &) = Y ®); (19)
Ry .y
Lm Lm

(wherer,, denotes the complex conjugatesgf andr ?the free energy of the deformed droplet),

one then finds
1 v

t)= —+
P © 1 1+ 1

Note the influence of hexatic order appears through the terfa r_ in Eq. (19).

R2ry, (B): (20)

To determine the coefficients, in Eq. (19), one has to calculate the variation of the droplet
free energy. Details about this calculation can be foundpgpekdix €. For small deviations from

a spherical shape, the deformed droplet has volureith
|
P__ ® X! ’
Flm= 1

(see Eq. (G6)). Thus, the volume constraint v °appropriate to droplets can be incorporated

directly by considering only displacements which fulfily (eading order in the;, ’s)

1 X!
Yoo = P— T pri (22)
4 Flm= 1
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With the constraint of fixed volume, the interfacial contttiion to the free energy becomes

Z e 1
P X
FP=  &x g+ g=Fi+ - R I f@ DA+ 2); (23)
Flm= 1

N

wherer; = 4 RZis the interfacial free energy of the undeformed droplet. 28) follows from

Egs. (Cb) andi(22). The hexatic free energy is given by

X Xt 2

1 @ 1Y@+ 2)

F2= -K ] ; 24
h 2 Al:lm: l]fjm 10+ 1) ( )

cf. Eq. (CZ3).
Upon settingr )= 2+ F2and

m = 1o ©e i e, (25)

and evaluating Eq: (19), we find for the fluctuation spectrpro\iided1> 0and . ) [B7]

Ka @ 1)+ 2)
3

1% = 10 1)@+ 2) 1+ —
R; R2 10+ 1)

(26)

Eqg. (26) shows that hexatic order only affects undulationlesan a curved geometry: In the flat

space limitof larger ; and1l  1withk  1=R, fixed, one has

3
2, ¥ Ka

- RZ (27)
which exhibits explicitely a hexatic correction to the uiscapillary wave spectrum. The hexatic
contribution, however, drops out &, ! 1 and we recover the result for capillary waves of a
flat fluid surface[36]. Thus, it is essential to study defatiores of a curved geometry to reveal
the presence of hexatic order.

In general, the undulation frequency Eg.;(26) depends orrdte KRAg which for hexatic

order on surfactant-coated water drops or at the surfacepsrsooled liquid metal droplets is

Ka=RZ’ (1=Ro)*E.~ a7). This ratio grows to become of order= a2 * 0 (1) close to a

continuous hexatic-to-crystal transition, i.e., when R, (see also Sect. VI).

B. Effect of defects on the spectrum

We now take the deformations associated with a discretg afrad2 disclination defects into

account, i.e. we consider nonzesg with 1> 0in Eq. (I1). We first neglect the possibility
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of disclination motion. Thus, we assume that on the timeesoélthe characteristic frequency
(28), the disclinations remain in fixed positions which miide the hexatic free energy of the
undeformed sphere. Thus, oy, = 12disclinations at the vertices of an icosahedron, the sti

x;in Eq. (B) are given by Eq: (6). As the sphere is deformed, éxatic free energy then changes

as (up to first order iy, )

® X!
@ 1)a+ 2
(1)Fh = Ka Ws]m Yo ¢ (28)

This follows from Eq. (C23) sinces, is of orderry, and the terms of ordey,, s, vanish since
the defect arrangement on the sphere minimizgsTo calculate the variation of the interfacial
contribution the volume constraint has to be included inftée energy. Thus, by considering the
modified free energy 7

Fy=Fq+ dVpK); (29)

(wherep  rx p. IS the pressure difference between outside and inside dafriy@et), the

complete first variation becomes
z z

P P
Dry = Ix gk) Y"gx)+ Ix gx)p PV &)
Z 1
p_—_ 1 X X' g 1a+2 X
Ky, o — Bl s S ¢ oY o o x); (30
ao dx gles o+ o ]m(x)lomorl% w0 @7 (30)

where ®gis given by Eq. (C4) and¥’v by Eqg. {C6). The shape equation for quasi-spherical

droplets with hexatic order becomes

® Xt
~ 1 @ 1)+ 2) _
p+ 2 H x) = KARS TSI R (31)

Flms=
Thus, nonzero coefficients,, affect the mean curvatune x) of the stationary droplet. This

equation simplifies upon making the ansatz

% Xl
H®=Ho+ H & H+ hip ¥ &); (32)
E=lm= 1
with
2H, + p= 0: (33)

One then finds the extremal equation for the mean curvatareely,

KAin X a na+2)

RgRo . 1a+ 1)

Sim Y]m (X): (34)
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FIG. 3: Shape of a liquid droplet with hexatic order and 1Zldations lying on the vertices of an

icosahedron (surface deformations associated with thexctiefire exaggerated).

On the other hand, a deformed sphere has mean curvaturesgel))

. 2 1%
2H®)= —+ — 1 1)+ 2)5 Yin ®): (35)
Ry Ry
Im
Comparison of the last two equations then leads immeditdelye static surface deformation

coefficients
Ka
R210+ 1)”

0
Yim = Sm

(36)

for 1> 0andr) = 0for 1= m = 0in the ground state. Thus, far, € 0the defects deform
the droplet as indicated in Fig, 3. However, nonzegp have no influence on the frequencies
'@ for 0 < 1< 6. Indeed, icosahedral symmetry insures that = 0, and hence? = 0,
unlessl= 6;10;12; :::[B8], so corrections of ordes;, have no influence on the frequenciegl)
for small 1 Thus, provided the positions of the disclinations remaiedion the time scale of
an undulation (i.e. s, = 0 holds in Eq. {C23)) the dispersion relation;(26) remainsdvdr

0 < 1< 6. Because disclination motion is catalyzed by absorptiahemission of dislocations
with mean spacing-, the disclination diffusion constant is5 @= 1 )?D o, Where theD , is
the particle diffusion constant. For a surfactant coatetemdroplet of radiuR, = Imm one
has (for = 10 °N=m) ! (1= 2) * 100HzandD, ’ 10 ®am?=sec. The estimate@,= 1) ’

10 2 suggests only minor disclination motion during an undolatperiod and the spectrum is

unaffected foro < 1< 6.



13
III. DYNAMICS AND INSTABILITIES IN CYLINDRICAL GEOMETRIES

Next, we will discuss the influence of hexatic order on thed®la-Rayleigh instability [39, 40]
of cylindrical liquid jets coated with a hexatic monolay@&ecause the Gaussian curvature of a
cylinder is zero, defect-free hexatic order is perfectlgpnpatible with this geometry in the absence
of deformations. However, the hexatic stiffness constaititresist deformations leading to a
nonzero Gaussian curvature. The complication of defedisaground state is absent for hexatic
order on cylinders.

The surface vector of a cylinder of undeformed radiygs given by
R (x)= Rocos’ jRosih’ ;z); (37)

with x = (' ;z). See again Appendix A for the fundamental geometrical dtiesibf the cylinder
in terms ofR.
The free energy of liquid cylinders (jets) is given by Eg. {@)ere nowda = R,d’ dz. The

displacement field can again be chosen to be purely norreal, i.
R°= R+ R, N'; (38)

where nowN" (" ;z) = (cos’ ;sin’ ;0). The displacement field can be expanded in plane waves

X
(2= 1n ©e*e™’; (39)

km
wherek = 2 n=L, withn = 0; 1; 2;::for a cylinder with lengthr. (we assume periodic
boundary conditions along the axis of the cylinder for sieipf) and

X ¥ X
(40)

km n= 1 m= 1
We neglect the density outside the jet (1), and make an ansatz for the velocity potential

inside in terms of cylindrical coordinates;’ ;z),

X
@z’ 0 = A, e**e™ I, kr); (41)

km
where1, kr) is the Bessel function of the first kind of imaginary argumi@df]. Eqgs. {1I4) and
(18) remain valid and yield

L (©

A;m (t): OkIrg (kRo);

(42)



14

wherer? &) df x)=dx.
If the cylinder is deformed, its surface area and volume gkanEq. {(C4) of Appendix:C
implies " 4
0 1% 21,2 2
A° A =2 RL Too + 3 Rk +m” T § 5 (43)
kim
and with Eq. (C6) one has
|
1X '
v O V=2R(2)L Yoot = Y § (44)
2 o
P 0
where thek = 0,m = Oterm is excluded from the sum  _ .
Upon choosing
1X
Yoo = 5 Fm jz; (45)

km

the displacement field keeps the volume fixed (corresportdiag incompressible liquid jet) and

the difference in interfacial free energy between deforened undeformed cylinder becomes

X
FO F= RoL "R+ m? 1w I (46)
km
Note that this energy difference vanishesko&= 0,m = 1 deformations, corresponding to a

uniform sideways translation.
We next calculate the hexatic contribution to the free ep@fgthe deformed cylinder. Eq.
(C13) with background Gaussian curvatagre- 0leads to the Gaussian curvature of the deformed

state, namely
X

GO ;z) = KL €%%e™ " ¢ 47)
km
Eq. (4), together with the representation of the Green’stion of the Laplacian on the cylinder,
R, X ,elkzain’ o j.kzoe im 7 0

;9 = ; 48
x;x") ZLk;m KRZt m? (48)

then yields for the hexatic free energy of the deformed d@im

L X k‘R 2
o_ _— : 0 .
Fh ROKA jrkmjszRg_l_mz' (49)
km
Eq. (I4) now leads to
&kRo) F 1
1R 0 Xin (t)Imoio = Pxm = %7”; (50)
kI, kRo) 2 R¢L 1.
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where
X

pz;’) = Din €% (51)

kim
Upon settingr,, = 2 e * &™)t one finds the fluctuation spectrum of a liquid cylinder with
surface hexatic order, namely

K, k'R}
R§k?R5+ m?2

I° kRo)

—3 Rok Rék2+m2 1+
Ry Iy kRy)

12 (k;m) =

(52)

Whenk , = 0, Eq. (52) showd * < 0form = 0andRZ2k* < 1. The cylinder thus becomes
unstable ifL. > 2 R,, leading to the well-known Plateau-Rayleigh instabil@®@[40]. However,
for K, 6 0 the stability of liquid cylinders is enhanced by hexaticedThe ’fastest growing’

modek,, which maximizes( !?), is now given by

LA R

= 0; 53
X g Tn B RZ" 3)

wherex = kR,. Thus, close to the hexatic-to-liquid transition wherg= RZ ’ 1, one has

RZkZ 7 025 compared withR3kZ * 048 for K, = 0. Thus, the characteristic wavelength
¢ = 2 =k of the undulations of the unstable cylinder is significastiyetched by the presence

of hexatic order. As we shall see in the next section, hexatier has a similar effect in stabilizing

multielectron bubbles against fission.

IV.  HEXATIC DYNAMICS AND FISSION IN MULTIELECTRON BUBBLES

Next, we will discuss multielectron bubbles in liguid e. These bubbles can undergo both a
freezing transition and a shape instability. Hexatic oafézcts both the fluctuation spectrum and
the instability threshold for fission. The free energy of dtelectron bubbler, = F4+ F.is that

of a droplet (cf. Eq./(1)) with an additional Coulomb contdion, i.e.,

Z 1 Z 1 z Z %) 60
Fp= dA + —-Ka dADinjD inj+ — dA dAOf: (54)
2 2" K39
Here, (x) denotes the charge distribution on the surface "aisdhe dielectric constant of liquid
‘He[42]. In an equilibrium fluid, = eN=4 R for a sphere withn electrons.
The assumptions underlying this theoretical descriptien @) The electrons are restricted to
the two-dimensional manifold given by the liquid-vaporariace. This is justified since density

functional calculations (cf. e.g. [43] and [26]) show tHaa electrons form a thin layer of thickness
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R, on the surface with * 1 4nm. (ii) One can neglect the effects on the shape of the
charged bubbles arising from: (a) applied electric fieldsctwhrap or hold the electrons; (b)
the movement of the bubbles in the system; and (c) gravitysuhsption (a) is justified since
typical external electric fields are of the order’ 3kv=an [25], while a charged sphere with
radiusR, * 10 m andN ’ 10’ produces an electric field approximately 300 times larger,
Egpn = % ’ 1M V=an :Similar arguments apply to (b) since typical drag forcesaneh weaker
than the Coulomb forces. Assumption (c) is justified sirgas much smaller than the capillary
length 1. of liquid helium, 1 P 2 =g’ 0wmm. Finally, (i) we assume that the electrons
can be treated classically, i.e. corrections arising fraramqum mechanics can be ignored. For
electrons on charged bubbles this is justified since at themgéemperature quantum mechanical
corrections become only relevant at higher densities, 10*?an 2 [25].

Upon once again neglecting defects by setépg 0, 1> 0, the stationary solutions of the
free energy:(84) are spherical bubbles. To determine thiditegum radius we use the partition
function of a noninteracting ideal gas to describe the vagbase. The free energy of a spherical

bubble is then given by

o Nie 3 4 3 2 e
F(V,T)—mRJn ks TNy, ]og4 3 1 +peX?R +4 R+ Saw (55)

whereN 4 . is the number of helium atoms; the thermal wavelength ang, the pressure outside
of the bubble. Minimization with respect to the first termyoyields, of course, ideal gas behavior,
ie.,

PinV = Ny kg T; (56)
wherepy, is the pressure inside the bubble. However, by taking alfrdmrtions into account the
equilibrium radiuR , of a charged multielectron bubble is determined by the Lagp&uation

&N )?
R, 8 Rg"

Thus, one obtains (fas,,  r.) as typical length scale fa, the classical Coulomb radius

&N )?

3 _
Rcl_ 16 n

(58)

Within the approximations described above, the fluctuagpectrum of a multielectron bubble
with hexatic order can be calculated. Compared with theudision of Sect. Il the only difference

arises from the Coulomb contribution. As derived in Apperidi3 one has for 1 (thus
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.
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I
7—‘)71

unstable

T R('l / R

FIG. 4. Schematic stability diagram for multielectron bldsbwith hexatic order. The stability of a spher-
ical bubble with radiu®R and chargesN depends on the temperature For hexatics in the temperature
rangeT, . T . Tj bubbles with radiR ., < R < R? are stable whereas far & T;they are not. The

enhanced stability is due internal hexatic order. We expeatven larger region of enhanced stability for

droplets with crystalline ordet [45].

neglecting the density inside the bubble)

(N )?

TR T Dk : (59)

Pm =

By combining the last equation with Eqs. (20),:(23) and (249 now finds (forL> 0) [44]

R>  Ka 0@ 1)@+2
1= — @1 1)@+ 1) @+2) 42+ AZ( ax 27
R3 Ry RZ 10+ 1)

(60)
Fork , = 0 spherical bubbles become unstable to fissiarjf< R, i.e. '?21= 1) < 0for
Ry < Rgandl = 2[28, 27].

Fork , € 0the stability of charged bubblesdshanced by the hexatic order of the electrons
on the sphere. Thus, far, < T < T;the unstable mode is still = 2, butnow!? @ = 2) < 0
forRy < R2with R? < R, cf. Fig. 4. The icosahedral symmetry of the deformed shaigie w
sm 6 0istoo high to have an influence on the fission instability whoccurs atL.= 2, justifying
our neglect of disclination defects.

Because the electrons (which determing) are far apart relative to the helium atoms (which
determine ) K , = R?Z will be smaller than for droplets of supercooled liquid ntetahenr , ’

R . For helium-bubbles witht 7 10° one hask, 10 m and we expect (see Se¢t.! VI) that
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“2- 7 10 *. Charged metal droplets also undergo the same fission instabilitysTh might be
possible to detect the onset of hexatic order by investigalie stability of charged liquid droplets
in Paul traps19].

In the flat space limitY! 1 , k= =R, fixed) one obtains, with = eN=4 RZ,
1,.12
w!Pk)= kK4 ¥—; (61)

in agreement with [25]. As Eq: (61) shows, planar He-intstare unstable to deformations with
k < ke = 4 n?= " This is the 'dimple’ instability discussed in the Introdien which triggers

the initial creation of multielectron bubbles.

V. DYNAMICS IN HEXATIC MEMBRANES WITH A SPHERICAL TOPOLOGY

As a last application we discuss the influence of hexaticradehe fluctuations of a spherical
vesicle. The free energy of a hexatic membrane is given by {17; 28]

F = Fo+F + F
blgrg’ =h z z

1 o
dA QH )+ o dA G + K da D in’D 'nj; (62)

NI

where we have neglected spontaneous curvature, and . are the mean and Gaussian rigidity,
respectively.

The equilibrium shape of enclosed vesicles (provided flind&le and outside cannot equili-
brate on experimental times scales) often correspondg tmiimum of the free energy (62) with
prescribed surface areaand volumer [48] (see also Ref.i [47]). The area and volume constraints

can be implemented by considering the modified free energy
A A
F=F+F,+F, F+ dA )+ dVpK): (63)

Often, a constant pressure difference between out-ardbipsi p, p. B P andsurface
tension are taken as Lagrange multipliers to enforce these contdrdilere, we allow for both
spatially varying surface tensionx) and pressure (x) to enforce local incompressibility (cf. Eq.
(72) below). In many situations, the average values ahdp will depend on the volume captured
by a vesicle of a given area at the moment of its formation.

In the following analysis we only consider surface shapeghvare topologically equivalent

to a sphere. Then, the second term of Eg. (62) can be neglsated it is a topological invariant.
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We again temporarily ignore discrete disclination defeetd show later that their inclusion does
not affect characteristic frequenciegl) with 1< 6.

Because plays a similar role for vesicles agplays for droplets, hexatic order should lead here
to similar effects on the spectrum(). For vesicles the dynamical fluctuations take place at very
small Reynolds numbers T48]. Therefore, the convectivetaadnertial terms can be neglected
in the Navier-Stokes equation (13a) for the surrounding Huld. Thus, here we must solve the
Stokes equation

rp= rv; (64)

where andw denote now the shear viscosity and the velocity of the bulkl flassumed to be
the same inside and outside the membrane. The undulatingpraemimposes the boundary
condition

N w) = Ro— (65)

r=Ro 1+ )

whereRr , is given by Eq. (2) and the membrane velocity by

@ (;"0
Ro— PQT: (66)

The following analysis simplifies somewhat by imposing baany conditions for the components
r @ w)andr  winstead ofandv.. Then,

N W[ wvE)]

r=Ro (1+ )

N vE)l

=Ro 1+ )

(67)

Il
=

Il
O
~e

(68)

where Eq. (67) follows from the conditiafivv = 0.

We proceed now as follows J46]: For a given (deformed) vesitlape the bending forces on
its surface are known. These forces must be balanced bydheus stresses. The induced flow
field v can be calculated by using Lamb’s solution with these bondanditions. Details about
this solution have been given by several authors, cf. e.ds.H€6], [49], and [50]. The main
formulas are summarized in Appendix D.

As shown in Appendix D, the viscous force N + ~.associated with Lamb’s solution
(see Egs..(D1) and (D4)) is given by Eqgs. (D12), (D13) and {DB# using Egs.(D9) and (D10),
one then obtains for the normal and tangential force diffees

X x @l+ 1) P+ 21 3)

NI > x) = o l:gm © 0 D Y X); (69)
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and

i - = X xt R 21+ 1
e &) T )= . fl“ ° Ta+ 1)

Y, X); (70)

where~: and~7 refer to forces inside and outside of the vesicle respdgtive

The tangential motion of the fluid along the membrane indlipasflow within the membrane
itself. However, the membrane stays locally incompressifilhis constraint is enforced by the
local surface tension in Eq: (63), which balances the tatigeromponent of the stress vector.
Then, with

®oxl
&)= o+ n OYn ®); (71)
E=lm= 1
one finds (forl 1)
21+ 1
m © = mm ©ORo EREh (72)

Since any non-stationary membrane configuration exertsad force on the surrounding fluid
the shape displacement leads to a generalized pressuontiiissty p (x) which balances the

normal component of the pressure discontinuity betweemtide and outside
L& I ®= pR); (73)

where p (x) can be expanded in spherical harmonics as in Eq; (19). Irr todgetermine the
coefficientspy, in Eq. (19) now the variation of the vesicle free energy habdacalculated.
Details are presented in Appendix C.

The deformed surface is characterized by the Gaussiantavev@ee Eq.. (C14))

1 1 X
“mitrr 0 DO 2EYa W (74)

Im
and the mean curvature given by Eq.;(35). The volume chargjeds by Eq. {21) and the change

in surface area by Eq. (C7), which becomes
|
P x® Xt )
A A=FR 2 4ot ¥ § A+ 10+ 1D=2) +0 @): (75)

Elm= 1
The volume constraint can again be implemented by consiglelisplacements which fulfill Eq.
(22). Then, upon defining the excess area (relative to asphgr A = A 4 R, the area
constraint reads
1 ®oxt
ERS mFQ 1)@+ 2)= A  const (76)
Flm= 1
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Similarly, the area term of Eq: (63) for the deformed sphe®oimes

. 2X 1 2X1 X1
Fl=F,+ 2R} ™ Tt R I A 1)A+ 2): (77)
1m ==1lm= 1

Finally, it has been shown im [51] and [52] that the bendingrgp of a quasi-spherical vesicle is
given by 7
Fl=Fp+ % R dA L ; (78)

whereF, = 8 andL can be evaluated on an undeformed sphere to leading order in

. . 2 .
L=DDiD’Dy+ —DDj: (79)
R0

Upon using the decomposition (10) ofix;t), one finds

1 ¥ xit
Fl= Fp+ > Im F10+ 1)@ 1) @+ 2): (80)
=1lm= 1

We now insert Eqs: (77); (24), and (80) into Eq[. (19) (wittreplacingr J) and set agaim, =
ry, e ¥ @t Upon equating the pressure discontinuity’if (19) to themabforce difference (69)

we find for the fluctuation spectrum of spherical vesiclewigxatic order (for.> 0)

o e 1)a+ 2)
Q= ?a 1)+ 2) 10+ 1)+ R+ KAW ; (81)
with
10+ 1
0} ar : (82)

@l+ 1) @E+ 21 1)
Note that! () vanishes forl= 1, corresponding to translations of the vesicle as a whole.

The eigenfrequencies (1) explicitly depend on thé = 0 component of the tension, which
acts as Lagrange-multiplier for the area. Since the value @ generally not known, one has to
use the area constraint [76) (and the fluctuation-dissipdieorem) to express in terms of A.
Which modes pick up the excess area depends on the~vatio RZ= . As shown in Ref. [47],
for floppy membranes (i.e. smal) each mode contributes equally to the excess area, wheneas f
stiff membranes (i.e. large) only the lowest model= 2) will develop a large amplitude [53].

For the purpose of estimating the effect of hexatic orderpvaeeed in a different way. The
area constraint becomes much easier to handle if the volumstraint can be neglected. By
assuming that the vesicle is permeable to both water andrlarglecules, the area constraint can

be incorporated directly (again to leading order in thes) by choosing

1 X Xt 10+ 1)
oo = —P— I F L1+
24
Flm= 1

(83)
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Then,A° = A and one can set, = 0in Eq. (81). Equivalently, we focus on floppy vesicles,
formed under conditions such thak 2
In the flat space limitof , = 0, largeR,and1l 1withk =R, fixed, one has
, 1 Ka
! i k> + Fk : (84)

0

As for the liquid droplets discussed in Sect. II, the hexabtatribution drops out ar, ! 1
and we recover the result for undulation modes of a flat fluidyler [54]. The frequency shift
(81) depends on the ratio, = . However, for large vesicles we expecttliat * 4 (auniversal
result for flat hexatic membranes at long wavelengths [%#}ling to a frequency enhancement
in Eq. (81) (with , = 0) by a factor’ 13=9 * 1:44 for the 1= 2 quadrupole mode. Note
the relatively pronounced effect of hexatic order. In gahexe expect the largest change in the
characteristic frequencies floppy vesicles with~ = R2= 1.

Similar to droplets, the presence of an icosahedral arralfacts in hexatic membranes leads
to an equilibrium configuration with a deformed surface. ¥esicles, the complete first variation

of the free energy” (see Eq.(83)) reads

z

1 P
Y= o dx gk @ &) Yg)+ 8 k) YH &)

oz P z P

+ 5 dx gk Ygx)+ Ix gxp PV &)

Z 1
p——1%X X' g 1a+2 X
Kn d’x g(X)R—g WSM Y X) Ty oY 19, 0 X) 7 (85)
=1m= 1 lO;mO

where (again) “g is given by Eq. (C4), YH by Eq. (C16) and ®v by Eq. {C®B). Since

integration by parts shows that
yA A
r—

r—
dFx gH ®Kr? &= dx gk) KIr’H K); (86)
the equilibrium shape equation for quasi-spherical vesialith hexatic order becomes now

p+ 2 oH x) 4H (x) H°&®) G &) 2 rH (x)=

® Xt

1 @ 1)yd+ 2)

R3 ar 1 m ®se (87)
O rim= 1

Ka

Upon making again the ansafZ(32) (where, , + p = 0) and usings = G, + 21 =R, one
finds for the mean curvature

1 X Xt K, @ 1)@+ 2)
R 10+ 1)+ (R 14+ 1)
FFlm= 1
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where the static surface deformation coefficients in theiggdcstate are given by

Ka
= 89
T TS T )2 g oR21(L+ 1) (89)

for 1> 0andr) = 0forl=m = 0.

However, icosahedral symmetry again insures that = 0, and hencer) = 0, unless
1= 6;10;12; ::; at least for floppy, approximately spherical vesicles. ¢égrworrections of order
sm have no influence on the frequenciegl) for small 1. Just as for hexatics on liquid droplets,
disclination motion is negligible during an undulation ijperand the dispersion relation’(81) re-
mains valid foro < 1< 6. This can be seen by using an estimate similar to that of B&:tHere,

! @= 2) " 40Hz for a1l vesicle and the disclination diffusion constanbig @= 1)°D 1ipias
whereb 14/ 10 ®an®=secand (@o=r)* ' 10 .

Finally, we show that our assumption that the regular pati@bond-angle field relaxes rapidly

on the time scale of undulation modes is indeed justifiedésrales with hexatic order. As follows

from Eqg. {B8) the relaxational dynamics fof* is described by

d 9 )
n gt =Kar?® ™9 (90)

where ,, is the shear surface viscosity of the membrane. For sinipglige have neglected in the
last equation defects which are immobile on the time scalgpfes anyhow. Upon expanding

re9 in terms of spherical harmonics

x Xt
= m OY m ®); (91)
=0m= 1
and setting
Jlr':g — 1Om e il (l)t; (92)
one finds
K
L= %1& 1): (93)
m

Thus, by comparing with the undulation spectrungiven by Eq. {(81) one obtains with, = h

(whereh ¥ 100 1000nm for bilayers) for floppy vesicles and large

|
0, Sy (94)
'@ 4KaRy

Thus,! @ ! @ forh Ry, justifying our assumption for large vesicles. Similarwargents

apply to spherical droplets and bubbles and cylindricahgetoes.
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VI. EXPERIMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

We conclude by discussing the implications of our resultspiwssible experiments. As dis-
cussed in the Introduction, one of our main motivations veasetarch for dynamic signatures of
hexatic order in curved geometries, order which is diffitaltietect by other means. As shown
in Sect.'V, the frequency shift due to hexatic order is paféidy large for vesicles. The= 2
guadrupole relaxation rate can be enhanced by a facto#4 due to bond-orientational order and
should be experimentally detectable by measuring the dedayof fluctuations by, e.g., video or
fluorescence microscopy f46].

For liquid droplets the influence of hexatic order on the flation spectrum is somewhat
weaker. For the magnitude of the hexatic stiffness one reestimate![1]

. 2

Ka=C(@T) — ; (95)

do

wherea, is the lattice constant,; is a translational correlation length which divergesraap-
proachesr, andcC (T)is a prefactor. Whem T, one hasC (T)’ 2E.(a=a)? [1], whereE .
is the energy of a dislocation core with diameter . On the other hand, for the liquid metal
droplets ’ ks T=aZ and withC (T) * ks T onehak ,= R’ 1for ; ' R, Thus, hexatic
order should also have experimentally relevant conseepsghoc the fluctuation spectrum of liquid
droplets and cylinders when the translational correlaamgth grows to become comparable to
the sphere size or cylinder radius. As we saw in Sect. |l|Pdlag¢eau-Rayleigh instability will also
be modified fork , 6 0. As the liquid cylinder decays into a chain of droplets th&talce be-
tween the droplets will depend on the ratig= RZ, as follows from Eq.(52). Fok ,= R2 " 1
onehas s = 2 =k¢ ’ 12:6R as typical distance between the droplets in contrastto 90R,
appropriate t& , = 0[39,40].

For multielectron bubbles is determined by the distangg between the helium atoms. Here,
we expect that ’ 3kg T, =, whereT, is the melting temperature ang ’ 3A for liquid

helium. From the experiments by Grimes and Adams [4] it iskmt¢hat for the planar case the

dimensionless ratio prT? ’ 140 andT, = 0:73K for a charge density = 10°am 2.
Thus, for'Heone has ’ 3 1¢J=m?atT T.. For helium bubbles witht 7 10° one
hasa; = @4 RZ=N )7/ 300A and the critical radiu® ., © 10 m. By using ther = 0 result
E. '’ 0:de’=a [#] one findsk = RZ 7 10 “. Itis worth mentioning thak ,= RZ 1=pN_

sincek, NE.andtE. R:=N 2 Thus, the influence of hexatic order will be somewhat
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stronger for bubbles with smaller.

Thus, hexatic order has only a weak influence on the stalufityultielectron bubbles. But
with sophisticated experimental setups it still might begble to measure its effects. A possible
scenario to study fission could, e.g., make use of the fattihiables become compactified as
they move under the influence of an external field away fromithed-vapor interface towards
the positive electrode immersed in the liquid. Thus, if for- T; multielectron bubbles with an
initial radiusr , are stable to fission up to a distancom the interface then they will be observed
at a somewhat larger distanees hforT, < T < T..

It also might be possible to experimentally confirm our tle¢ical predictions in the regime
of stable bubbles by measuring the characteristic freqasraf an oscillating bubble which is
stabilized by the balance of bouancy and electric field eate constant height below the surface.
Our predictions also apply to multiion bubbles which expemtally can be realized by charging
helium films with ions instead of electrons {20].

Finally, for charged droplets in Paul traps similar effesftsuld be observable by, e.g., trapping
a droplet and shooting charges on it until it undergoes fisdtor this purpose it might be neces-
sary to use more conventional liquids and to perform the exgaats at much higher temperatures.
Fission with ordered ions on droplets can still be achiewedding ions with high charge e since
T / 725 7. For example, for droplets with, 10 mandN ’ 10° the melting transition
should occur at room temperature for= 7. Provided the surface tension of the liquid is large
enough the droplets will still be stable at these parametieres.

In summary, we have shown that two-dimensional hexaticrasdeuld lead to experimentally
observable effects in a variety of systems with sphericdl@indrical geometry. Similar effects
could also occur in related systems such as, e.g., cyliadviesicles. Here, we expect that the
laser-induced pearling instability will be modified by theepence of hexatic order [56,57].

Crystalline order will also alter the fluctuation spectrufrspherical and cylindrical droplets
and membraneg [58,159,:60]. The effects discussed heredsheubvenarger if the hexatic
phase is bypassed and one freezes directly into a two-dioraisolid with shear modulus.
The resulting frequency shifts can be estimated by repdekin by R 2 in the formulas above.
Details will be given in an upcoming publication [45].

We thank S. Balibar, G. Gabrielse, N. Goddard, J. Lidmar areiftlak for helpful discussions.
This work has been supported by the NSF through Grant No. DMR&25 and through the
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FIG. 5: Orthonormal basis vectoss ande: of the tangential plane of the sphere and basis veetoend
e, of the tangential plane of the cylinder. One kas- R;=Ry, & = R,=Rsin for the sphere, see Eq.

(2). For the cylindere: = R;1=R, ande, = R, see Eq.(37).

APPENDIX A: PARAMETERIZATION OF SHAPE

Here, we review the elementary differential geometry ndedeletermine all relevant geomet-
rical properties, i.e. the first and second fundamental $omf a surface in terms of its surface
vectorR. For a more extensive review, see;[61]. For simplicity, wecsglize here to spherical
and cylindrical surfaceeformations of these shapes are treated in Apperidix C.

For an undeformed sphere with constant ragiyone can choose = (x*;x?) ( ;") with

polar coordinates and’ . The surface vector is then given by
R(;")=Ry(sh oos’;sh sh’;cos ): (A1)
The first fundamental form is defined by
gy Ri Ry; (A2)
with the covariant vectors
@R

[5h

On the sphere the vectof®; (x);R, (x)g form an orthogonal (but not orthonormal) basis in the

Rj R;j @SJR (AS)
tangential plane at the poigt cf. Fig.%. The contravariant components are giveRby= g“'R ;,
whereg is the inverse ofy;, i.e. ggy = . We use the summation convention throughout.

With the parameterization of Ed. (Al) we have

R; =Ry (s cos’;joos sin’; sn ); R=Rp( sh sh’;sh cos’;0): (Ad)
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The area element is generally givendry = P gdx*dx?, where

g det(gy): (A5)
For a sphere the first fundamental form is given by
0
R 0
@y =@ ° A (A6)
0 R2sin®

anddA = RZsin d d’.

The mean curvatune and the Gaussian curvatuzeare determined by thecond fundamental
form, which is defined by
whereN" is the (local) unit normal vector to the surface

R l; 2 R 1; 2

and the second equality of Eq. (A7) follows fratn N = 0. In terms of the second fundamental
form, and upon raising an index bf; via the operatiory“b; B, we have

detby) |

. . b
2H = and G = det@)= — : A9
i ’ g det(oy) (A9)
See Fig: b. For a sphere one has
R
N = o (sh cos’ ;sin sin’ ;cos ) (A10)
0
and the second fundamental form be%omes )
0
©y) = @ %o A . (A11)
0 R, sin?
Itis easy to check thag = =R, and hencefi = 1=R, andG = 1=Rj] in this case.

The covariant derivative of a vector with covariant compuse; and contravariant compo-
nentsa’ is defined by [62]

D @4 = Ay S K and D iaj = a?i+ ak ii: (A12)

i
Here, the % are the Christoffel symbols of the second kind. They aretedito the Christoffel

symbols of the first kind 55 by % = g 43, where

i3

1
x5 @G5+ Q4 @Qgy) : (A13)
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FIG. 6: Principal curvatures for spheres and cylinders. dthlzases the principal directions of curvature

are drawn. For a sphere both principal curvatures are ichntie.c; = C, = 1=R. For a cylinder one has

C1 = 1=R, C, = 0. The principal curvatures are the eigenvalues{]ofi). Thus,2H

G = C;Cy.

Note that the ;5 are symmetric in the first and last index, i.e.,

ikj = jkit

For a sphere with polar coordinates we have

= = , = ,,=0; ,= ;o= sin  cos

€ 1+ Cy)and

(Al4)

(A15)

As can be shown by a direct calculation, the covariant dévieaofg;;, g7, and ; vanish. Covari-

ant derivatives do not commute in general. For scalars os Ita;£ = D 5D ;f if @;@f = @;@;f.

However, for vectors the commutator of covariant derivegiis given by
D :iD jlax = @Ry ;0
Here,R,, is the (mixed) Riemann curvature tensor
Riji ¢ }l<i ] }l<j+ Eiij Ej ;i:

In two spatial dimensions one has the particularly simplgtian

1 m .
Rkjj__ Tkm 4G 7

where # is the antisymmetric contravariant tensor,

i i3 i3, P—
’ (13 23): g;

(A16)

(A17)

(A18)

(A19)
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FIG. 7. Geometrical interpretation of the Riemann cunatiensor on the sphere. Parallel transport of the
vectorv along the path shown in the figure leads to arotatel  v)* = Ry, ;v* x? x% wherer
is the Riemann curvature tensor, defined in Eq. (A17). As aeguence, on a curved surface covariant
derivatives do not commute. Indeep,;;D 5] i=¢ 5, whereG is the Gaussian curvature which in two

dimensions determines all componentgf;..

with covariant counterpart,; = “gyg5. Note, Eq. {A18) shows that the Gaussian curvature
is determined by the first fundamental form only. This is tatent of the famous theorema
egregium of Gauss. A geometrical interpretation of the Riemcurvature tensor is given in Fig.
.
For a sphere the nonzero components of the Riemann curtahser are
1 2 b

b .
Ry, = R:QLZl= — = sin® ; R512= Rip=—=1: (A20)
J11 Fo2

Covariant derivatives have another useful property: wasgover covariant derivatives of vec-
tor fields can be integrated by parts, similar to vector fighd$at space. This is the content of the
divergence theorem: for an arbitrary closed surfac@.e. a surface with no boundamgy = 0)

one has 7

dAD v'= 0 (A21)

M
for any vector/. HereD ;v = ?%@i(p g)v')  divvis the divergence of on a curved surface.

Finally, the Laplacian is defined by= D D ;. It becomes on the sphere

1 1 @ 1 @ e
R_g Sjnz @,2+ =n @— s @— . (A22)

sph —
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Note that the eigenfunctions of., are spherical harmonics

B (A23)
R 0

sth n =

For undeformed cylinders with radigs, one can choose = (' ;z). The surface vector is then

given by
R&)= Rgooos’ ;Rosin’ ;z): (A24)
Here, the first fundamental form is given by
0 1
RZ 0
@y)=¢ ° A (A25)
0 1
andda = R,d’ dz.
The second fundamental form becomes
0 1
0
©y) = @ ® %, (A26)
0 O

Thus,G, = 0andH , = 1=2R,,.
Since for cylindersy;; is independent of andz all Christoffel symbols vanish, i.e.f; = 0.

Thus,@; = D ; and the Laplacian becomes for this geometry

: 1 e* e
oyl = @ @j_= R_%@,z + @: (A27)
The eigenfunctions are plane waves
ikz _im ’ 1 2p 2 2y dkz _im '
i€ e = — KRy+ mo)e e (A28)

R
APPENDIX B: HEXATIC FREE ENERGY

In this Appendix we derive a useful representation of theatiexree energy for vesicles,
droplets and multielectron bubbles. The discussion is kaper general since it has to be valid
for both deformed and undeformed spheres and cylindersdiBloassion here generalizes earlier
approacheg [28, 55] to (arbitrary) curved geometries watiects. See also Ref. [35].

Consider, the free energy, introduced in Sect. Il, i.e.,
Z

1
Fn= JKa ="

§D injD inj: (Bl)
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We now introduce an orthrmal basisfe g of the tangential space. (Note that orthonormality is
not guaranteed for the tangent basis vectors discussedganiicA; for example, the "natural”
basis vector& andr. for the sphere are merely orthogonal). Then, for an arlyitvactor field

v one has the contravariant components
V=Ve; e e= : (B2)

Here, Greek indices have been used to distinguish this frasisthe fR ;g. The covariant deriva-

tive of v is now given in terms of

DV =e [@); (B3)
so that
D,V = @&V L Vo (B4)
withv = v e  eand
'y =e @ (B5)
is the affine connection appropriate for this basi$ [63]. dtthonormale one has!; = I

Thus, one can define a covariant vector fizlcoy
o= oAy (B6)

where" t 2 2 listhe Levi-Civita symbol.
We now seta = n e . Sincen’n; = n n = 1itis possible to introduce an bond-angle field

as angle between and the local reference frante gwith

n_,=0s ; N _,=-sh : (B7)
Then,g;n =" n @; ,anditis easy to show that Eq. (B1) becomes
Z
1 2 P — i i
Fo,=-K, dx gx)D*"+A"* O; +A;): (B8)

For six-fold bond-oriented order, we identifywith + 2 =6, which determines the minimum
charge of disclination defects. The vector figld is a "vector potential” associated with the

Gaussian curvature, i.e.,

DA; DA;=QA; Q@A;= G &) (B9)
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see Ref. [61]. The last result is a consequence of Eq. i(A18)ddrthe representation of the

curvature tensor in this basis, namely
R ;= @50, @ 4+ 10y 1l (B10)

Note that Eq. :(B9) allows an explicit construction for thetog potential for an arbitrary closed

surface with a given Gaussian curvature, that is
Z

Asx) = & Dy ) d“p x0) 4 &;x°)G ®%): (B11)

Here, , ;%" isthe Green'’s function for the Laplacian,,

5 o &ix) = —(><p§—£) : (B12)

Note that the Laplacian ; depends explicitly on the metrig; since
i 1 P— i
£ DDif= p—g@i gR*f : (B13)

We now divide the field into a regular part ¢ and a singular part **¢ which represents
the contribution of defects. The regular part© fulfills D .D ; "= D ;D; **9 we assume that
this part relaxes rapidly on the time scale of shape defoomsit The singular part s*¢ is related
to the disclination density ) by (cf. Eq. (5))

N . 1 X
“DDy M= s(x) p—61 g ® X); (B14)

i

whereg, = 2 =6for disclinations in a hexatic. Thus,
D) “M&) =g’ ljDk<x> x5 569 g9 4&;x)s&"); (B15)

where  x;x° is the same Green'’s function as in EY. (B11). Note that in thegg defined by
Eg. (B11), one has

DD ™9+ p.at=0; (B16)

which is the Euler-Lagrange equation of the functional (B8)
By using Egs.:(B11) and (B15) the hexatic free enelgy (B8pbes for an arbitrary manifold

with metricg and Gaussian curvatut:E(x)

Z

1 p_ dzop

Fo= ~Ka d'x g) g&) G &) s&) g&ix) G &) s); (B17)
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where we have integrated by parts and used Eq.1(B12).
In the planar case, the ground state has no defectssiz@. = 0. Then, using 4 x;x° =
= o EQ. {B1Y) reduces to the Liouville action

Z

Z
1 S — 1
Fo= “Ka d&x gk Fx7 G696 &) G &): (B18)

APPENDIX C: FREE ENERGY OF DEFORMED SPHERES AND CYLINDERS

As the spherical shape gets displaced its free energy chamgehis Appendix we calculate
the corresponding contributions arising from (i) the ifderal free energy and the bending energy
(Sect.,C1), (ii) the hexatic free energy (Sect. C 2), anjltfié Coulomb energy (Sec¢t. C3). We
begin by discussing the geometrical properties associatbdshape deformations.

1. Geometrical properties and variations of the mean and Gaussian curvature

The displacement of spherical shapes parameterized byBEads to new tangent vectors

R?= R; Ry BRy+ Ry N (C1)

Ri(l+ )+ Ro iN: (C2)

The first fundamental form then changes according to
9 ¢ %=R; RS R; Ry= 2R by Ry “by+RG (C3)

Correspondingly, the change in the area element is given by

p

_ 1.2
g+ g="g 1+ 28R, +GRG Y+ SRG Ty +0() (C4)

_ 1 X
:pg 1+2 + 2+§Rgli +O(3): (C5)

The volume change is given by
Z
V= JdAR, +HRy 2 +0 (%); (C6)

while the area of the deformed sphere is
z
A’=  d&x g+ g (C7)
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The spherical harmonic decomposition;(10) together with. HE5) and (22) then leads to Eq.
(23).
The change in the second fundamental form has only to be koo first order in . The

normal vector of the deformed sphere is given by
N%=N Ry ‘Ri+ O (?): (C8)

Therefore, the second fundamental form changes accoring t

With
@)= g™+ 2Ry B+ 0 (?); (C10)
one finds
©)°= Rifa )+ RD 7 1+ O (?): (C11)
0

The resulting Gaussian curvature of the deformed surfageén by

. P det.
Go= det@°)=%=ﬁ+o<2): (C12)
g g+ g
Therefore,
G°) G& = 2RHG + Ry ™ MoyuD,,+0 (7 (C13)
= 26 £ +0 (%); (C14)

which leads, upon expandirg ) and (<) in spherical harmonics, to Eq. (74).

Similarly, the mean curvature of the deformed surface ismgivy
2H°= ©)°= @)°0y)"= @7+ 9Nyt hy)+ 0 () (C15)
Therefore,
2H°=2H 2R, (H? G) RD';+ 0O (?); (C16)

which leads via spherical harmonics to Eq:(35).
Although not derived here, Egs. (C1), (C4), (C6), (C13) aidl&) actually hold forgeneral

geometries with mean curvatuee (x) and Gaussian curvature (x). These formulas will be

_____
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2. Hexatic free energy

Next, we calculate the change in hexatic free energy. Simpe B17) holds for arbitrary

manifolds one has for the deformed sphere

Z Z
1 p
F}? = EKA d?x g+ g dzxop g+ g

C'®) &) o &%) G'®) &) : (C17)

Here, .. ,;x9 isthe inverse Laplacian defined on the deformed spherg, i.e.

0 & %)
5 .

gt g g+ g(X,'X): g+ g-

(C18)

Furthermoreg °is given by Eq. (C14). As the surface gets displaced the ipasif the defects

might change. This can be taken into account by introducidigtarbed defect distribution

1 ® o oxt
k) = sk)+ o Sm Y m ()
O rom= 1
1 X
—  S0Yoo &)+ Brm + S ¥m ®) (C19)

=1

= G 0 +
Rj
The coefficient s, is determined by disclination "charge conservation”, i.e.
z P
Fx g+ gfdx)=4 : (C20)

Thus,
So =  2%: (C21)
Since the coefficientss,, are of order , &(x) andG °) differ only in order . Therefore, one

can replace in Eqi_'((_?',i'}))g+ gbypgand g+ ¢ &;x9) by 4 &;x%. Since for the spheré [35]

Xy (Y, (%O

0.,@ _
& ixT) 10+ 1)

; (C22)

Flm= 1
one finally gets

1 ¥ X o0 a2 @+ sh>32+

2 1+ 1)
Flm= 1

O (sm); (C23)

aresult needed in Sects. Il and V.
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3. Coulomb energy

The force (per unit area) acting on a dielectric (with digiecconstant") contributed by an

arbitrary electric field> is given by [27]

E2

p= (C24)
"8
Then, in terms of the electrostatic potentigle = r with r*> = 0, and one can make the
ansatz (forr> Ro 1+ )
eN X R 1+ 1
=+ ¥ — : (C25)
r r
Im

The liquid-vapor interface has to be a surface of constat¢mp@l. Thus, @« = R, +

R, ) =const. Upon setting,, = cry, , wherecis a constant, one then finds

Cm = R—Or]m (C26)
and !
N X
E = e;g ©=— 1+ @ DB Ym e (C27)
@r r=Ro+ R RO
0 0 1m
Thus, !
eN )? X
p= 8( R‘)*" 1+2 @ DYy +06h) : (C28)
0

Im

APPENDIX D: LAMB’S SOLUTION FOR SPHERICAL RIPPLES

Here, we present the main features of Lamb’s solution foaiobtg the fluid velocity fields
from the surface stresses. We follow here closely the ptagens in [46], {49], and:[50], where
more details can be found.

The inner solution [i.e. foe < R, @1+ )] of the Stokes equation (64) with viscosityis given

by

X 1+ 3 1
< — r < + < < ; Dl
v - T @i ey M @+ el 3) (B1)
with the velocity potential function
Xl r 1
T @Gxit) = " OYm &) (D2)
0
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P
and the hydrostatic pressuse = | p] (r;x;t) with

X! r !
Py (Gx;t) = P ©OY 1 &) = (D3)
0
m= 1
The outer solution can be obtained by performing the rephace1 ! 1+ 1) in the formulas
above. Thus, ”
1 2 1+ 1
> — 7 > - - > - - > . D4
VUt zier ot T Tler o™ (D4)
Here,
Xl R +1
T @GR = " OY 5 &) ?O (D5)
m= 1
and
Xl Ro I+ 1
p, (Gix;t) = Pr, OY m ) - : (D6)
m= 1
The boundary conditions become
N () _ " ;R S+ L © Yn &) (D7)
Y ke ) L 2 13 P Ry ™ ]“‘
and
N N[ v@®] r vk =
=R (1+ )
X 10+ 1) 1
—p — 10 1) Y : D
> @i 3P OF Y ( V' © Y &) (D8)

By comparing Eqgs. (D7) and (D8) with the right hand sides of.H65) andi(§7) one then obtains
. @1+ 3)@ 1) el 1)1+ 2)

= ; pL o= D9
P = 1 P = & 1+ 1 (D9)
and
< 1+ 1) , > 1
"n T mRoTpi T T mmRop (b10)
The stress vector associated with this velocity field is give
Y= N+ T
Qv W
= Np+ — - 4+ -r@® w): (D11)
Qr r r
Here, the inner normal component is given by
L= TalE= Rot R))—X 210 1’5+ L4 m Ym &) (D12)
n T oaET RO o R2 m Ty 1) elt 3yt R S

1m 0



39

The outer normal component reads

X P+3F 1
~r>1 = ~r<1 (ﬂ‘_’: (R0+ Ro)+ ) = 2R—S (l+ 2) (l+ 1)’§m mp;m Ylm (X): (D13)
1m

Finally, the difference between the inside and outsidedatigl component is given by

~s L = 2— (@ '3+ @+ 23
0

11+ 2) . @ 1) . )
0+ 1) elt 37" 1L 1w L¥m &) (B14)
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