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W e study the transition from the cholesteric phase to two TG B¢ phases near the upper critical
tw ist ke ¢ the Renn-Lubensky TG B¢ phase, w ith Jayer nom al rotating In a plane perpendicular to
the pitch axis, and the Bordeaux TG B¢ phase, w ith the Jayer nom al rotating on a cone parallel to
the pitch axis. W e calculate properties, including orderparam eter pro ls, of both phases.

Sm ectic liquid crystalline phasesij:] are layered struc—
tures: they are uid-lke in two-din ensions and solid-lke
In the third. Tw istgrain-boundary or TGB phases'g, -'_IJ.,
4] are phases of sm ectic liquid crystals induced by m olec—
ular chirality. They consist of periodically spaced grain
boundaries, each com posed of an array of parallel dis—
locations, separating sm ectic shbs as depicted In Figs.
:]: and g The layer nom als N of the shbs rotate In
discrete jim ps across the grain boundaries. These re—
m arkable phases are the analog in liquid crysta]sij] of
the Abirkosov  ux lattice in superconductors|6] w ith the
com plex an ecticm assdensity-w aveam plitude theana—
log of the superconducting order param eter, dislocations
In the grain boundary the analog of vortices, and the
chiral coupling constant h induced by m olecular chirality
the analog of the extemalm agnetic eld H .

The sin plest TGB phase isthe TGB, phase in which
the am ectic slabsbetw een grain boundarieshave the char-
acterofa bulk sn ecticA phase in which the layernom al
N and the directorn, specifying the direction of average
m olecular alignm ent, are parallel to each other in a plane
perpendicularto the pitch axisalongp . In TG B¢ phases,
the am ectic slabs have the character of a buk sm ectic—
C wih n tilted relative to N . Two distinct structures
for the TGB: phase mmediately come to m iInd. In the

rsb'_ﬂ7,:_53], both N and n rotate in the plane perpendicu—

smectic slab

FIG.1: TheRL TGB¢ phase. There isa xed angl between
the Jayer nom al N and the director n, which rotate in the
plane perpendicular to the pitch axisp.

FIG.2: The Bordeaux TGB: phase. There isa xed angle
between N and n, but n rotates in the plane perpendicular
to p,and N rotates on a cone whose axis is parallel to p

lartop butwih a nie angl between them as shown
in Fx_:;g: W e will refer to this as the Renn-Lubensky

or RL TGB¢ phase. In the second TGB. phase, rst
discovered EJI] and subsequently studied In detail by the

B ordeaux group and ooﬂaboratorsf_l(_)'], n rotates in the

plane perpendicular to p, but N rotates on a cone w ith

a com ponent paralkel to p so that p does not lie parallel
to the an ectic layers as shown in Fjg.:_2:. W e will refer to

thisasthe Bordeaux orB TG B phase. No pure orm of
theRL phase hasbeen reported, though phasesw ith two—
din ensionalm odulation ofthe localRL TG B¢ structure
have been cbserved [11]. Though the RL TGB. structure
m ay be unstable w ith respect to these m odulations, we
assum e here that it can be stable. W e will not discuss
the TGB: phasefl]wih snectic€ shbs in which the

director rotates in a cone from layer to layer.

O urgoalisto study the structure ofboth theRL and B
phases near the upper critical eld h, where the TGB(
phase becom es unstable w ith respect to the cholesteric
phase In which the an ectic order param eter is zero and
the director tw ists in a helical fashion about p wih a
pich P . W e follow closely the procedure developed by
Abrikosov f§] In his analysis of the superconducting ux
phase near the upper critical eld H., and applied suc-
cessfully to the TGBa phase near he, '_iZ]. O ur analysis
of the transition to the bordeaux TGB phase is essen—
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FIG .3: The square am plitude j (x;O;O)jzsm ectic order pa—
ram eter as a function ofx in (@) the Bordeaux and () theRL
TGB¢ phases. These guresshow the squared shb wavefinc-
tions j (x nk)f withn= 1 centered at 1 (short dash,
short space) wih n = 1 centered at }, (long dash, short space)
and wih n = 0 (short and long dashes) and j (x;O;O)j2 (L
line). Though j (x)jdieso firly rapdly, j (x;0;0)f hasa

robust valie at grain-boundary positions x=}, = 035. Note
the asymm etry about x = 0 in the RL case.
Phase Hy b .
TG BA d2=du2 + uZ P 1:2d1:2 P 1:2d1:2 P 1:2d1:2
Bordeaux| d’=du®+ u'|p?7’d7}|p &7 |p 23t
RL d4 =du4 + uZ P 1:3d2:3 P 2:3d1:3 P 2:3d1:3

TABLE I:H, and proportionality of , L4, and to powers
ofP and d in TGB phases.

tially identical to that presented by Luk’yanchuk [L3].
Using a m ore general m odel than his, which does not
pem it a stable RL phase, we study both the B and RL
phases, Incluiding their orderparam eter pro les, but not
the T G B¢ phase he introduced.

Several resuls of our analysis are worthy of note.
T he linear stability operator associated w ith the TGB,
phase, like that associated wih the Abrikosov phase,
is a quantum ham onic oscillator Ham iltonian, H, =

d=du? + u?, where u is a rescaled coordinate along
p. The sam e operator associated w ith the B phase is
a u*-anham onic oscillator H am itonian, dJd=du® + u?,
w hereas that associated wih the RL phase is the dual
of the B ordeaux operator, d*=du’ + u?. T he dependence
ofthe grain-boundary spacing 1}, the dislocation spacing
L within a grain boundary, and the smn ectic coherence
length on the cholsteric pitch P and the layer spacing
d is di erent in the three phases as reviewed in Tablk
:_i. The near equality of i, and 3y In the TGB, phase
and their P =2d'=? dependence on pitch and layer spac—
ing has been veri ed.'_[‘a]. E xperin enta]Jy:_-ﬂ_b], 4 is sub-
stantially largerthan }y n the Bordeaux TGB. phase In
agreem ent w ith Tab]e'.;‘L. Finally, we nd thatthe an ectic
order param eter, though depressed at the grain bound-
aries, is reasonably constant in the two TG B phases as
shown in Fjg.:_fi. W e nd no evidence in the B phase of
m elted grain boundaries along which 0 as suggested
by D ozov {_l-I_i']

To describe the sn ectic properties ofthe TGB phases
near he, we use a slight modi cation of the Chen-—
Lubensky (CL) m odelf_l-l_i] for the nem aticto-am ecticA

and nem aticto-am ecticC transitions. In this m odel,
the amn ectic m olecular num ber density is expressed as

= 4+ , where is the com plex m assdensiy-wave
am plitude w ith wavenum bers wih m agnitude peaked
near ¢ = 2 =d. ThefneeenergyF K Fa + Fy1 Is
the sum ofa nonlinearpart, Fy 1y = 39 d’xj §,and a
part hamonicin

Z

Fn = Oxkj F+Dyirde)+ £l F

+D 3% )+ 1 F @)
+D 5 [rgj(x)+qf)] 2 &+, +ccil;

where r % x) M) rlandr?i x)=r?
W ith the identi cation ¢, C,=2D, and r= r
C 2—(4D 2 ), thism odelesmplyaall:ematJye representa-—
tion oftheCL m odeltlé] exoept forthe tem proportional
toD x4 ,which, aswe shall see, is needed to stabilize the
RL phase. W hen ¢f, < 0, thism odelhas a phase transi-
tion from the nem atic to the an ecticA phasewih =
2e®% where , = ( r=g}™® .When ¢f, > 0, thas
transition to the SmC phasewith = (e'9¢ ¥, where
=g} ™%, with qc = (@» cos ;%: sh ;q) or

rgj(x).

c =
any angle
To com plete the description of our system , we add the
Frank free energy, F,, , for the director including the con—

tribution from m olecular chirality:

zZ
Fn=% ExfK,c B+ K, h @ )]
+Ks;h @« nA+hn @ n)g: @)
W hen = 0, the equillbbriim state is the cholesteric

phase determ ined by F, alone w ith director

no )= (0; snkx;coskox); 3)

whereko=h=K2 2 =P .

There are several dim ensionless quantities in F =
F + F, thatply a rok in our analysis. O ne is the ratio
ko= = d=P , which is of order 10 ? or less. Our pri-
m ary concem w illbe the Ilim it in which ko= approaches
zero, and we w illconsideronly leading tem s in this ratio.
O ther param eters are the ratios,

» =D.=D % 0=%
and the twist Gizburg param eter, 2

@K 2=2)'"?=@D ji3). In at Jeast one m atenal{lS],

5 0 and - 1, but there is no a priori reason
why either of these conditions should not be violated.
tan? is a m easure of the equilbrium tilt anglke
between n and N . It ism ore convenient to use the tw ist
ko = h=K , rather than h as a m easure of chirality. The
critical twist at which the cholesteric phase becom es
unstable to the TGB phases iske; = he,=K 5.

To determm ine when the cholesteric phase rst becom es

unstable w ith respect to the developm ent of sm ectic or-
der and to nd our variationalwave ﬁmctjons'_I:Z] for the

557 ke = Dgp =D i



T GB phases, we calculate the low est eigenvalues and as—
sociated eigenfiinctions of the ham onic kemel obtained
from Fy wih n &) replaced by ng x). This kemel K

is a periodic function of x w ih period P=2. Its eigen-
functions are, therefore, plane waves in the yz plane
that can be expressed as  (x) = o, &)e'®* * where
gr = (0;9,/%) and where, as indicated, the form ofthe
function 4, x) can depend on gp . W hen ko = 0, the
eilgenfunctions associated w ith the lowest eigenvalue of
K are (x) = e9¢ * in which gc can have a nonvan-
ishing x-com ponent. W e allow explicitly for this com —

ponent of that varies periodically with x by setting
e ®) = o ®e** and () = 4, k)€ * where
g= (&;9p ). W ih this form for ,Fy becomes
Z
Fg =A dx o &H &%) q &) @)

where ~ = i! d=dx isthe m om entum operator and

H(Xr rq)_]—o+Dij (qu)+D”Q (xr r ) (5)
D Ry&ia)Q. &;7id)+ Q2 &;7;9)Q y&;a)l;

where Q 5 ;) = &) §
andQ-, &;";q) = “*+2g "+ )
T g

H x;";9) isa periodic function ofx with a band spec—
trum and B loch eigenfiinctions. To lowest order n ko=q,
how ever, eigenfiinctions are localized at spatialm inim a
n »x;9) = H x;0;9), which can be approxin ated by
the lowest-ordertermm s in a Taylor expansion about these
m inin a. Forany given g, »(x;q) willhaveam ininum at
somex = X, (@). Shce »(x;9) depends on x only in the
combination ng k) g,k U ( )q) = x @)+ =k, where

() is the operator that rotates ¢, through an angle
aboutp, it isalwayspossbkto ndag= g such that
Xpn @n ) = 0. If (%) isan elgenfunction ofH ;" ;dn )
with energy ,then )= & =k)eln () X where
dn () = U ()gq , s an elgenfunction of the hamm onic
kemelofFy wih energy forall

O ur approach, therefore, isto nd those g’sthatm ini-
m ize #(0;q) or, equivalently, those g’s forwhich Q 4 (0) =
and Q- (0;0) = 0. Sincef,0) = ¢, and & 0) = ¢ + o,
i ollows that »(0;q) is at ftsm ininum equalto r for
& = @ and (%;9) = P (Cos ;sin ) Prany . The
Bordeaux phase correspondsto = 0 and the RL phase
to = =2. Having found g, , we can expand Q 4 and
Q. In powersofx and ":

swih o) = @ ak)?,
q, ,wheref x) =

2kpp, sh x+ (cf cj? sn® )+
2y 2qp; cos © Qs (6)

Qy =
Q-

T hese expressions sin plify in the Bordeaux and RL cases
to

Q};:j = qgkox 7 QE’ = 2%" ~ (ﬁkgxz (7)
Q% = 2kapgex; Q5" =1 2kge:x @)

plus tem s, which we show shortly, that yield corrections
to the lowest ordertem sin (Ko=) . Ifis clear from these
expressionsthat theB and RL phasesen Py a sort ofdual-
ity obtained by interchanging x and . The H am iltonian
HrtheB phasew illhave term s proportionalto x*, ~? and
%%+ x? ", whereasthat forthe RL phase w illhave tem s
proportionalto ~, x?,and x*? + ~?x. Tn the B case, the
%%+ x?” temn can be rem oved by transform ing the wave
fiinction via 5 X) = exp (@ 5 x°) s &) for an appropri-
ate choice of 5 whik the x>~ + ~x* tem i the RL
case can be rempved by transfom ing the Fourier trans-
om  gp k)= dxe ¥ ;i &) toexpd rpk’) Ry k).
In both cases, the eigenfunction "3 ®) and “r1 &) are
Jocalized near x = 0 over som e characteristic length 1,
and it is convenient to express them as functions of the
unitless variable u = x=1. T his leads to the H am iltonians
for the RL and B phases expressed to lowest order in u

and %, = i'd=du:
H 0 r = 4D --ngZ ! (kol)z u2 + ! kg ? 51 a4
RL JJ ° (](0].)6 4q§S§I u
1 4k2 5!
0 4 4 4 0 2 " A2 .
HB r = DJJ%Sl (kol) u + WK u ,(9)
where s; = 1 (%?=?)andsz=1+ 5 25 . We

4 and

u

can choose 1to m ake the respective coe cientsof”

~2 inHY andH) beuniy:
koki)® = (o=ap)! »s1=WUs3!);
kok)® = 4dko=gp)® (-, !=s1): 10)

W ith these choices, HY | = =+ Eo ( )7 ko=gp)*™> b?+
~MlandHY = 2+ 27E( ko=g)* P’ + ~?], whereE, =
D s 16! ?s; '3, are duals to each other with u? + *!
and u? + "2 having the sam e low est eigenvalue .

T he eigenvalues of both H 2 rand H] =scakas
D¢ (ko—qo)4 3.H Jgherordertem s1in kox and * neglected
in Eq. (é ) yield corrections to the dom fhant (ko=q)*=>
behaviorofboth H) rand H), = oforder (=)’
or higher. Tn addjtjon H? » sca]es ask=gp when 6
0; =2, and corrections to HJ * and HY | r scale,
respectively, as 2 (ko=qp)?>~> and ( =2 ¥ ko=qp)>=3
ThustheB and RL phasesalw ayshave low er energy than
phases w ith Interm ediate values of

T he cholesteric phase becom es unstabl at kg = ke,
when the an allest eigenvalue of H ° becom es zero. T hus
3=4 L. 3=4

R .
’ c2 1_:2 oE o ’

%D ¥
(7 s2)4 0Eo

RL _
kCZ -

and near Jj= 0,both ke, RL) and ke, B ) scaleas F7°°.
Theirratio isk2,=kE}" = (s, - )™ . Thus, k5, > k2" and
the cholestreric phase becom es unstabl to the B phase
before the RL phase when s, = 1+ 25 > 24
ie,when 4 < 1=2,and it becom esunstable to theRL
phase before the B phasewhen 4, > 1=2. Thismeans
that the RL phase isnot stable in the originalCL m odel
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FIG . 4: Amplitude of eigenfunctions for (a) the Bordeaux
and (o) the RL case. Note that the RL wavefunction has an
oscillatory com ponent and it is slightly asym m etric.

In which D 5 = 0. Stability of the nem atic phase in the
absence of chirality requiresD 3D, D%, =D P71 > 0
%, < .. It is clearly possble to satisfy both this
condition and jp > 1=2, so that there is a range of
param eters for which the RL phase is stable.

or

The B elgenfunctions are of the fom w) =
. 0 3
e s " ) where @' + )@ = o7 @).
l]_ihe RL eigenfunctions are of the fom R @) =
@k=2 Je! 21X ™, k), where " @) and "5 k) are

dentical functions of di erent argum ents. "3 (u) can be
obtained num erically using the shooting m ethod, and i,
along wih g (u), is pbtted n Fig. fJ: The resulting
eigenvaluie is ¢ = 1:060357::. An excellent approxi-
m ation to ¢ (u) over the entire range of u is () =

exp[ 2Au? 1+ 3 @=A)?],whereA = 1:035. This finc-
tion satis es the requirement that “) ! exp( *31°)
as j! 1.

To determ ine the structure of the TGB.: phases, we
construct variational am ectic order param eters from the

degenerate set of low est eigenfiinctions of H (x;";q):

X

®)=C (x  ni)=Dhe'* )% a1

where gp () = U ( )(}} and, as discussed in the para—
graph preceding Eq. @), g, has di erent form s in the
Bordeaux and RL phases. Follow ing the treatm ent ofthe
cholestericto-T G B, transition ], we can w rite the total
free energy afferm inim izing over director uctuations as

2

F 1 A k
0 ko ; 12)

K,2V 2 4 G) ko

where (L=1) dependson the separation }, between grain
boundaries, and A depends on ky and 1 but not on
L. Thus, the equilbriim valie of } is that which
m inin izes (L,=1), which can be expressed as ([ *Ly

2> ko=)* P [ELy)=[ *E,, where f gs a complicated
fiinction of order * and Ly = V ' d3xg is the spa—
tial average of g. Carrying out thism inim ization proce—
dure using the analytic approxin ation for g (u),we nd
=1 2:15 for the Bordeaux and 3=1 30 for the RL
TGB(¢ phases, respectively. To nd the spacing between
dislocations In a grain boundary, we use the geom etric
relation kg = d=(sin ¢kly), where =2 o is the angk
between N and p. Our results for 1L & P d=land

O §=r)=? d=3P %73 are summ arized In tablke ..'I

The wave function  for our calculated valies of L for
both TGB. phases are shown in FJg:_I’z

W e have presented an overview of the properties of
the the Bordeaux and RL TGB. phases and the tran—
sition to them from the cholesteric phase obtained from
an Abrikosov-lke analysis near the upper critical tw ist
kez at which the cholesteric phase becom es unstable. In
a future publication [_lé], we w ill present m ore details of
our calculations, Including a discussion of the transition
from type Ito type IIbehavior. W e will also discuss the
relation between our work and that ofD ozov [_ié]

W e thank RandallK am ifen fora carefiil reading ofthis
m anuscript. This work was supported In part by the
N ationalScience Foundation undergrant DM R 00-96531.

[l1 P G .deGennesand J.P rost, T he P hysics of Liquid C rys—
tals, Second Edition (C Jarendon P ress, O xford, 1993).
R]1S.R.Renn, T.C. Lubensky, Phys. Rev. A 38, 2132

(1988).

Bl J.W .Goodby et. al, Nature 337, 449452 (1989).

A1 H G .K itzerow , Chap.10 of Chirality in Liguid C rystals,
Edied by H G .K itzerow and C .Bahr (SpringerVerlag,
New York, 2001).

B] P.de G ennes, Solid State Comm .14, 997 (1973).

6] A .A .Abrkosov, Sov.Phys.-JETP 5,1174 (1957);P G .
de G ennes, Superconductivity ofM etals and A lloys Ben—
Bm in, New York, 1966); M ichael T inkham , Introduction
to Superconductivity ™M oG raw Hill, New York, 1975).

[71T.C.Lubensky and S.R.Renn, M oL Cryst.Lig. Crys.
209, 349355 (1991).

B] SR.Renn,Phys.Rev.A 45, 953 (1992).

P]H T .Nguyen et al. J.Phys. IT France) 2 1889 (1992).

[10] L .N availles, P .Barois, and H .T .Nguyen,Phys.Rev.Lett
71,545 (1993); L.N availles, P .Barois, and H .T .N guyen,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 72, 1300 (1994).

l1]PA.Pramod, Y. Hatwalne, N V. M adhusudana, Lig.
Crystals 28 525 (2001); N A . C lark, private com m uni-
cation.

[12] I. Luk’yanchuk, PhysicalReview E 57, 574 (1998).

[13] I.D ozov, Phys.Rev. Lett. 74, 4245 (1995).

[14] Jing-hueiChen, T .C .Lubensky, Phys. Rev. A 14,1202
(1976).

5] L.J. M artinezM iranda, A R . Kortan, and R J. B irge-
neau, Phys.Rev.Lett. 56, 2264 (1986).

[16] A rindam Kundagram iand T C .Lubensky, unpublished.



