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W e study the transition from the cholesteric phase to two TG B C phasesnearthe uppercritical

twistkc2:theRenn-Lubensky TG B C phase,with layernorm alrotating in a planeperpendicularto

thepitch axis,and theBordeaux TG B C phase,with thelayernorm alrotating on a coneparallelto

the pitch axis.W e calculate properties,including order-param eterpro�les,ofboth phases.

Sm ectic liquid crystalline phases[1]are layered struc-

tures:they are
 uid-likein two-dim ensionsand solid-like

in the third.Twist-grain-boundary orTG B phases[2,3,

4]arephasesofsm ecticliquid crystalsinduced by m olec-

ularchirality. They consistofperiodically spaced grain

boundaries,each com posed ofan array ofparalleldis-

locations,separating sm ectic slabs as depicted in Figs.

1 and 2. The layer norm als N of the slabs rotate in

discrete jum ps across the grain boundaries. These re-

m arkable phases are the analog in liquid crystals[5]of

theAbirkosov 
 ux latticein superconductors[6]with the

com plexsm ecticm ass-density-waveam plitude theana-

log ofthesuperconducting orderparam eter,dislocations

in the grain boundary the analog ofvortices, and the

chiralcoupling constanth induced by m olecularchirality

the analog ofthe externalm agnetic� eld H .

Thesim plestTG B phaseistheTG BA phasein which

thesm ecticslabsbetween grainboundarieshavethechar-

acterofabulk sm ectic-A phasein which thelayernorm al

N and thedirectorn,specifying thedirection ofaverage

m olecularalignm ent,areparalleltoeach otherin a plane

perpendiculartothepitch axisalongp.In TG BC phases,

the sm ectic slabs have the character ofa bulk sm ectic-

C with n tilted relative to N . Two distinct structures

forthe TG BC phase im m ediately com e to m ind. In the

� rst[7,8],both N and n rotatein the planeperpendicu-
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FIG .1:TheRL TG B C phase.Thereisa �xed anglebetween

the layer norm alN and the director n,which rotate in the

plane perpendicularto the pitch axisp.

N
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p
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FIG .2: The Bordeaux TG B C phase. There is a �xed angle

between N and n,but n rotates in the plane perpendicular

to p,and N rotateson a cone whose axisisparallelto p

larto p butwith a � nite angle between them asshown

in Fig.1. W e willrefer to this as the Renn-Lubensky

or RL TG BC phase. In the second TG BC phase,� rst

discovered[9]and subsequently studied in detailby the

Bordeaux group and collaborators[10],n rotates in the

plane perpendicularto p,butN rotateson a cone with

a com ponentparallelto p so thatp doesnotlieparallel

to thesm ecticlayersasshown in Fig.2.W ewillreferto

thisastheBordeaux orB TG BC phase.No pureform of

theRL phasehasbeen reported,though phaseswith two-

dim ensionalm odulation ofthelocalRL TG BC structure

havebeen observed[11].Though theRL TG BC structure

m ay be unstable with respectto these m odulations,we

assum e here that it can be stable. W e willnot discuss

the TG BC � phase[8]with sm ectic-C � slabsin which the

directorrotatesin a conefrom layerto layer.

O urgoalistostudythestructureofboth theRL and B

phasesneartheuppercritical� eld hc2 wheretheTG BC

phase becom es unstable with respect to the cholesteric

phase in which the sm ectic orderparam eteriszero and

the director twists in a helicalfashion about p with a

pitch P . W e follow closely the procedure developed by

Abrikosov[6]in his analysisofthe superconducting 
 ux

phase nearthe uppercritical� eld Hc2 and applied suc-

cessfully to the TG BA phase near hc2[2]. O ur analysis

ofthe transition to the bordeaux TG B phase is essen-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0303365v2
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FIG .3: The square am plitude j (x;0;0)j
2
sm ectic orderpa-

ram eterasa function ofx in (a)theBordeaux and (b)theRL

TG B C phases.These�guresshow thesquared slab wavefunc-

tionsj�(x � nlb)j
2
with n = � 1 centered at� lb (shortdash,

shortspace)with n = 1centered atlb (longdash,shortspace)

and with n = 0 (shortand long dashes)and j (x;0;0)j
2
(full

line). Though j�(x)jdieso� fairly rapidly,j (x;0;0)j
2
hasa

robustvalue at grain-boundary positions x=lb = � 0:5. Note

the asym m etry aboutx = 0 in the RL case.

Phase H u lb ld �

TG B A � d
2
=du

2
+ u

2
P

1=2
d
1=2

P
1=2

d
1=2

P
1=2

d
1=2

Bordeaux � d
2
=du

2
+ u

4
P

2=3
d
1=3

P
1=3

d
2=3

P
2=3

d
1=3

RL d
4
=du

4
+ u

2
P

1=3
d
2=3

P
2=3

d
1=3

P
2=3

d
1=3

TABLE I:H u and proportionality oflb,ld,and � to powers

ofP and d in TG B phases.

tially identicalto that presented by Luk’yanchuk [12].

Using a m ore generalm odelthan his, which does not

perm ita stable RL phase,we study both the B and RL

phases,including theirorder-param eterpro� les,butnot

the TG B2q phasehe introduced.

Several results of our analysis are worthy of note.

The linearstability operatorassociated with the TG BA

phase, like that associated with the Abrikosov phase,

is a quantum harm onic oscillator Ham iltonian, H u =

� d2=du2 + u2, where u is a rescaled coordinate along

p. The sam e operator associated with the B phase is

a u4-anharm onic oscillatorHam iltonian,� d2=du2 + u4,

whereas that associated with the RL phase is the dual

oftheBordeaux operator,d4=du4 + u2.Thedependence

ofthegrain-boundary spacing lb,thedislocation spacing

ld within a grain boundary,and the sm ectic coherence

length � on thecholestericpitch P and thelayerspacing

d is di� erent in the three phases as reviewed in Table

I. The near equality oflb and ld in the TG BA phase

and theirP 1=2d1=2 dependence on pitch and layerspac-

ing has been veri� ed[3]. Experim entally[10],lb is sub-

stantially largerthan ld in theBordeaux TG BC phasein

agreem entwith TableI.Finally,we� nd thatthesm ectic

orderparam eter,though depressed atthe grain bound-

aries,isreasonably constantin thetwo TG BC phasesas

shown in Fig.3. W e � nd no evidence in the B phase of

m elted grain boundariesalong which  � 0 assuggested

by Dozov[13].

To describe the sm ectic propertiesofthe TG B phases

near hc2, we use a slight m odi� cation of the Chen-

Lubensky (CL) m odel[14]for the nem atic-to-sm ectic-A

and nem atic-to-sm ectic-C transitions. In this m odel,

the sm ectic m olecular num ber density is expressed as

� =  +  �,where  is the com plex m ass-density-wave

am plitude with wavenum bers with m agnitude peaked

near q0 = 2�=d. The free energy,F = FH + FN L is

the sum ofa nonlinearpart,FN L = 1

2
g
R
d3xj j4,and a

partharm onicin  ,

FH =

Z

d
3
x[~rj j

2
+ D jjj[r

2

jj(x)+ q
2

0] j
2

+ D ? j[r
2

? (x)+ q
2

0? ] j
2

(1)

+ D jj? [r
2

jj(x)+ q
2

0] 
�
[r

2

? (x)+ q
2

0? ] + c:c:];

where r 2

jj
(x)� (n(x)� r )2 and r 2

?
(x)= r 2 � r2

jj
(x).

W ith the identi� cation q2
0? = � C? =2D ? and ~r = r�

C 2

?
=(4D ? ),thism odelissim ply aalternativerepresenta-

tion oftheCL m odel[14]exceptfortheterm proportional

to D kj? ,which,asweshallsee,isneeded to stabilizethe

RL phase.W hen q2
0?

< 0,thism odelhasa phasetransi-

tion from the nem atic to the sm ectic-A phase with  =

 A e
iq0z,where  A = (� r=g)1=2 . W hen q2

0?
> 0,ithas

transition to the Sm C phase with  =  C e
iqC �x,where

 C = (� ~r=g)1=2,with qC = (q0? cos
;q0? sin
;q0) for

any angle
.

To com pletethedescription ofoursystem ,weadd the

Frank freeenergy,Fn,forthedirectorincluding thecon-

tribution from m olecularchirality:

Fn =
1

2

Z

d
3
xfK 1(r � n)

2
+ K 2[n � (r � n)]

2

+ K 3[n � (r � n)]
2
+ hn � (r � n)g: (2)

W hen  = 0, the equilibrium state is the cholesteric

phasedeterm ined by Fn alonewith director

n0(x)= (0;� sink0x;cosk0x); (3)

wherek0 = h=K 2 � 2�=P .

There are several dim ensionless quantities in F =

F + Fn thatplay a rolein ouranalysis.O neistheratio

k0=q0 = d=P ,which is oforder 10�2 or less. O ur pri-

m ary concern willbethelim itin which k0=q0 approaches

zero,and wewillconsideronlyleadingterm sin thisratio.

O therparam etersarethe ratios,

�? = D ? =D jj; �kj? = D jj? =D jj; ! = q
2

? 0=q
2

0

and the twist G inzburg param eter, �2 =

(gK 2=2)
1=2=(4D jjq

3
0). In at least one m aterial[15],

�jj? � 0 and �? � 1,but there is no a priorireason

why either ofthese conditions should not be violated.

! = tan2 � is a m easure ofthe equilibrium tilt angle �

between n and N .Itism oreconvenientto usethetwist

k0 = h=K 2 ratherthan h asa m easure ofchirality.The

critical twist at which the cholesteric phase becom es

unstableto the TG B phasesiskc2 = hc2=K 2.

To determ inewhen thecholestericphase� rstbecom es

unstable with respectto the developm entofsm ectic or-

derand to � nd ourvariationalwave functions[2]forthe
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TG B phases,wecalculatethelowesteigenvaluesand as-

sociated eigenfunctionsofthe harm onic kernelobtained

from FH with n(x) replaced by n0(x). This kernelK

is a periodic function ofx with period P=2. Its eigen-

functions are, therefore, plane waves in the yz plane

that can be expressed as  (x) = �qP
(x)eiqP �x where

qP = (0;qy;qz)and where,asindicated,the form ofthe

function �qP
(x) can depend on qP . W hen k0 = 0,the

eigenfunctions associated with the lowest eigenvalue of

K are  (x) = eiqC �x in which qC can have a nonvan-

ishing x-com ponent. W e allow explicitly for this com -

ponent of that varies periodically with x by setting

�qP
(x) = �qP

(x)eiqx x and  (x) = �qP
(x)eiq�x where

q = (qx;qP ).W ith thisform for ,FH becom es

F
0

H = A

Z

dx�
�
qP
(x)H (x;�̂;q)�qP

(x) (4)

where �̂ = i�1 d=dx isthe m om entum operatorand

H (x;̂�;q)= ~r+ D jjQ
2

jj(x;q)+ D ? Q
2

? (x;̂�;q) (5)

+ D jj? [Q jj(x;q)Q ? (x;̂�;q)+ Q ? (x;̂�;q)Q jj(x;q)];

whereQ jj(x;q)= q2
jj
(x)� q20 ,with q

2

jj
(x)= (q � n0(x))

2,

andQ ? (x;̂�;q)= �̂2+ 2qx�̂ + q
2

? (x)� q2
0? ,whereq

2

? (x)=

q2 � q2
jj
(x).

H (x;̂�;q)isa periodicfunction ofx with a band spec-

trum and Bloch eigenfunctions.Tolowestorderin k0=q0,

however,eigenfunctions are localized at spatialm inim a

in ~r(x;q) = H (x;0;q),which can be approxim ated by

thelowest-orderterm sin a Taylorexpansion aboutthese

m inim a.Forany given q,~r(x;q)willhavea m inim um at

som ex = xm (q).Since ~r(x;q)dependson x only in the

com bination n0(x)� q,xm (U (�)q)= xm (q)+ �=k0,where

U (�)isthe operatorthatrotatesqm through an angle�

aboutp,itisalwayspossibleto � nd a q = qm such that

xm (qm )= 0. If�(x) isan eigenfunction ofH (x;̂�;qm )

with energy �,then  (x)= �(x � �=k0)e
iqm (�)�x,where

qm (�) = U (�)qm ,is an eigenfunction ofthe harm onic

kernelofFH with energy � forall�.

O urapproach,therefore,isto � nd thoseq’sthatm ini-

m ize~r(0;q)or,equivalently,thoseq’sforwhich Q jj(0)=

and Q ? (0;0)= 0.Sinceq2
jj
(0)= q2z,and q

2

?
(0)= q2x + q2y,

it follows that ~r(0;q) is at its m inim um equalto ~r for

qz = q0 and (qx;qy) = q0? (cos
;sin
) for any 
. The

Bordeaux phase correspondsto 
 = 0 and the RL phase

to 
 = �=2. Having found qm ,we can expand Q jj and

Q ? in powersofx and �̂:

Q jj = � 2k0q0q0? sin
x + (q
2

0 � q
2

0? sin
2

)+ :::

Q ? = �̂
2
+ 2q0? cos
�̂ � Qjj (6)

Theseexpressionssim plify in theBordeaux and RL cases

to

Q
B
jj = q

2

0k
2

0x
2
; Q

B
? = 2q0? �̂ � q

2

0k
2

0x
2

(7)

Q
R L
jj = � 2k0q0q0? x; Q

R L
? = �̂

2
� 2k0q0q0? x(8)

plusterm s,which weshow shortly,thatyield corrections

tothelowestorderterm sin (k0=q0).Ifisclearfrom these

expressionsthattheB andRL phasesenjoyasortofdual-

ity obtained by interchangingx and �̂.TheHam iltonian

fortheB phasewillhaveterm sproportionaltox4,�̂2 and

�̂x2+ x2�̂,whereasthatfortheRL phasewillhaveterm s

proportionalto �̂4,x2,and x�̂2+ �̂2x.In theB case,the

�̂x2+ x2�̂ term can berem oved by transform ingthewave

function via �B (x)= exp(i�B x
3)~�B (x)foran appropri-

ate choice of�B while the x2�̂ + �̂x2 term in the RL

case can be rem oved by transform ing the Fouriertrans-

form �R L (k)=
R
dxe�ikx �R L (x)to exp(i�R L k

3)~�R L (k).

In both cases,the eigenfunction ~�B (x) and
~�R L (x) are

localized near x = 0 over som e characteristic length l,

and itisconvenientto expressthem asfunctionsofthe

unitlessvariableu = x=l.Thisleadsto theHam iltonians

forthe RL and B phasesexpressed to lowestorderin u

and �̂u = i�1 d=du:

H
0

R L � ~r = 4Djjq
4

0s2!(k0l)
2

�

u
2
+

1

(k0l)
6

k40�? s1

4q4
0
s2
2
!
�̂
4

u

�

;

H
0

B � ~r = Djjq
4

0s1(k0l)
4

�

u
4
+

1

(k0l)
6

4k20�? !

q2
0
s1

�̂
2

u

�

;(9)

where s1 = 1� (�2
jj?
=�? )and s2 = 1+ �? � 2�jj? . W e

can chooselto m aketherespectivecoe� cientsof�̂4u and

�̂2u in H 0
R L and H 0

B be unity:

(k0lR L)
6
= (k0=q0)

4
�? s1=(4s

2

2!);

(k0lB )
6

= 4(k0=q0)
2
(�? !=s1): (10)

W ith thesechoices,H 0
R L = ~r+ E 0(�s2)

1=3(k0=q0)
4=3[u2+

�̂4u]and H
0
B = ~r+ �

2=3

?
E 0(k0=q0)

4=3[u4+ �̂2u],whereE 0 =

D jjq
4
0[16!

2s1]
1=3,are duals to each other with u2 + �̂4u

and u4 + �̂2u having the sam elowesteigenvalue�0.

Theeigenvaluesofboth H 0
R L � ~r and H0B � ~r scaleas

D q40(k0=q0)
4=3.Higherordertem sin k0x and �̂ neglected

in Eq.(6) yield corrections to the dom inant (k0=q0)
4=3

behaviorofboth H 0
B � ~r and H0R L � ~r oforder(k0=q0)

2

orhigher. In addition H 0 � ~r scalesask0=q0 when 
 6=

0;�=2,and corrections to H 0
B � ~r and H0R L � ~r scale,

respectively,as 
2(k0=q0)
2=3 and (�=2 � 
)2(k0=q0)

2=3.

ThustheB and RL phasesalwayshavelowerenergythan

phaseswith interm ediatevaluesof
.

The cholesteric phase becom es unstable at k0 = kc2

when the sm allesteigenvalueofH 0 becom eszero.Thus

k
R L
c2 =

q0

(�? s2)
1=4

�
j~rj

�0E 0

� 3=4

; k
B
c2 =

q0

�
1=2

?

�
j~rj

�0E 0

� 3=4

;

and nearj~rj= 0,both kc2(RL)and kc2(B )scaleasj~rj
3=4.

TheirratioiskBc2=k
R L
c2 = (s2�? )

1=4.Thus,kBc2 > kR Lc2 and

the cholestreric phase becom esunstable to the B phase

before the RL phase when s2 = 1 + �? � 2�jj? > �? ,

i.e.,when �jj? < 1=2,and itbecom esunstableto theRL

phase before the B phase when �jj? > 1=2. Thism eans

thattheRL phaseisnotstablein theoriginalCL m odel
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FIG .4: Am plitude of eigenfunctions for (a) the Bordeaux

and (b)the RL case. Note thatthe RL wavefunction hasan

oscillatory com ponentand itisslightly asym m etric.

in which D jj? = 0.Stability ofthe nem atic phasein the

absenceofchiralityrequiresD jjD ? � D2
jj?

= D jjD ? s1 > 0

or �2
jj?

< �? . It is clearly possible to satisfy both this

condition and �jj? > 1=2, so that there is a range of

param etersforwhich the RL phaseisstable.

The B eigenfunctions are of the form �(u) =

ei�
0

B
u
3 ~�B (u) where (u4 + �̂2u)

~�B (u) = �0
~�B (u).

The RL eigenfunctions are of the form �R L (u) =
R
(dk=2�)e�i�

0

R L
k
3 ~�B (k), where ~�B (u) and ~�B (k) are

identicalfunctionsofdi� erentargum ents.~�B (u)can be

obtained num erically using theshooting m ethod,and it,

along with �R L (u),is plotted in Fig.4. The resulting

eigenvalue is �0 = 1:060357:::. An excellent approxi-

m ation to �B (u) over the entire range ofu is ~�(u) =

exp[� 1

2
Au2

q

1+ 4

9
(u=A)2],whereA = 1:035.Thisfunc-

tion satis� es the requirem entthat~�(u) ! exp(� 1

3
ju3j)

asjuj! 1 .

To determ ine the structure ofthe TG BC phases,we

constructvariationalsm ectic orderparam etersfrom the

degeneratesetoflowesteigenfunctionsofH (x;̂�;q):

 (x)= C
X

s

�((x � nlb)=l)e
iqm (�)�x

; (11)

where qm (�) = U (�)qm and,as discussed in the para-

graph preceding Eq.(9),qm has di� erent form s in the

Bordeauxand RL phases.Followingthetreatm entofthe

cholesteric-to-TG BA transition[2],wecan writethetotal

freeenergy afterm inim izing overdirector
 uctuationsas

F

K 2q
2
0
V

= �
1

2
�

A

4�(lb=l)

�
k0 � kc2

k0

� 2

; (12)

where�(lb=l)dependson theseparation lb between grain

boundaries, and A depends on k0 and l but not on

lb. Thus, the equilibrium value of lb is that which

m inim izes �(lb=l),which can be expressed as ([ 4]av �

�
�2
2
(k0=q0)

2=3[f]av)=[ 
2]2av, where f is a com plicated

function oforder 4 and [g]av = V �1
R
d3xg is the spa-

tialaverageofg.Carrying outthism inim ization proce-

dureusing theanalyticapproxim ation for�B (u),we� nd

lb=l� 2:15 forthe Bordeaux and lb=l� 3:0 for the RL

TG BC phases,respectively.To � nd thespacing between

dislocations in a grain boundary,we use the geom etric

relation k0 = d=(sin�0lbld),where �=2� �0 isthe angle

between N and p. O urresultsforlb � l,ld � P d=land

� � (D q20=~r)
1=2 � d1=3P 2=3 are sum m arized in table I.

The wave function  for our calculated values oflb for

both TG BC phasesareshown in Fig.3.

W e have presented an overview of the properties of

the the Bordeaux and RL TG BC phases and the tran-

sition to them from the cholesteric phase obtained from

an Abrikosov-like analysis near the upper criticaltwist

kc2 atwhich the cholesteric phase becom esunstable. In

a future publication[16],we willpresentm ore detailsof

ourcalculations,including a discussion ofthe transition

from typeIto typeIIbehavior.W e willalso discussthe

relation between ourwork and thatofDozov[13].
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