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The equilibrium and 
uctuation m ethods for determ ining the surface tension,�,and bending

m odulus,�,ofa bilayer m em brane with a �xed projected area are discussed. In the 
uctuation

m ethod the elastic coe�cients � and � are m easured from the am plitude oftherm al
uctuations

ofthe planar m em brane,while in the equilibrium m ethod the free energy required to deform the

m em braneisconsidered.Thelatterapproach isused to derivenew expressionsfor� and � (aswell

asforthesaddle-splay m odulus),which relatethem tothepair-interactionsbetween theam phiphiles

form ing the m em brane.W e use linearresponse theory to argue thatthe two routeslead to sim ilar

valuesfor� and �.Thisargum entiscon�rm ed by M onte Carlo sim ulationsofa m odelm em brane

whose elastic coe�cientsare calculated using both m ethods.

PACS num bers:

�Electronic address:farago@ m rl.ucsb.edu

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

TheBilayerm em brane,adoublesheetofsurfactantsseparatingtwo aqueousphases,isoneofthestructuresform ed

by theself-assem bly ofam phiphilic m oleculesin water[1].Thedriving forcein thisprocessisthehydrophobice�ect

which favorsexposing thehydrophilicpartofthem oleculesto thewaterwhileshielding the\oily" partfrom aqueous

contact[2,3].The ongoing interestin such m em branesisdue to m any reasons,am ong which aretheirpredom inant

rolein theorganization ofthebiologicalcells[4],and theirvariousapplicationsin m any industrialsectors[5].Bilayer

am phiphilic sheets have very specialm echanicalproperties: W hile being strongly resistant to lateralm echanical

stretching or com pression,they are highly 
exible and can exhibitlarge therm ally excited undulations [6,7]. This

unique elastic behavior,nam ely the stability againstexternalperturbationson the one hand,butthe ease in going

from oneshapeto anotheron theotherhand,isim portantfortheactivity ofliving cells[8].Consequently,therehas

been a greate�ortto understand the elasticity ofbilayersystem s[6,7,9,10].

Bilayerm em branesarequasitwo-dim ensional(2D)objects:theirthicknessistypicallyofthesizeofafew nanom eters

(roughly,twice the length ofthe constituent am phiphilic m olecules),while their lateralextension can reach up to

severalm icrom eters.Since the m em brane appearsasa thin �lm on the m esoscopic scale,itsphysicalpropertiesare

often studied using coarse-grained phenom enologicalm odelstreating them em braneasa sm ooth continuous2D sheet

[6,7,9,11].M em braneelasticity hasbeen traditionally studied using theHelfrich e�ectivesurfaceHam iltonian which

relatesthe elastic energy to the localprinciple curvaturesofthe m em brane c1 and c2,and which hasthe following

form [12]:

H =

Z

A

dS

�

�0 +
1

2
�0 (J � 2c0)

2
+ ��0K

�

; (1)

whereJ � c1+ c2 and K � c1c2 arethetotaland G aussian curvaturesrespectively.Theintegration in Eq.(1)iscarried

overthe whole surface ofthe m em brane.The Helfrich Ham iltonian isderived by assum ing thatlocalcurvaturesare

sm all,and the free energy can be expanded to second orderin J and to �rstorderin K .It,therefore,involvesfour

phenom enologicalparam eters:thespontaneouscurvaturec0,and threeelasticcoe�cients-thesurfacetension � 0,the

bending m odulus�0,and thesaddle-splaym odulus��0,whosevaluesdepend on theareadensity oftheam phiphiles.If

thenum beroftheseis�xed,then oneshould alsoconsiderthecorrectionstoHam iltonian (1)duetothechangesin the

area ofthe 
uctuating m em brane.Forweakly 
uctuating m em branesthese correctionscan be assum ed to be sm all.

The surfacetension,which isusually associated with the free energy costforadding m oleculesto the m em brane (at

a �xed density),isrelated in thecaseofm em braneswith �xed num berofam phiphilesto thearea-density dependent

(Schulm an)elasticenergy [13,14,15].
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The Helfrich Ham iltonian has been very successfulin describing the shape and the phase diagram ofcom plex

interfaces[16,17,18].Italso yieldsa correctdescription ofthe therm al
uctuationsaround the equilibrium surface

state [19,20,21],and ofthe entropic forcesbetween m em branes[22]. Because itisphenom enological,the Helfrich

Ham iltonian providesno inform ation aboutthe valuesofthe elastic coe�cients.M any theorieshavebeen developed

thatattem ptto relate the elastic coe�cientsintroduced by the Helfrich Ham iltonian to m icroscopicentitiesand the

interactionsbetween them [23,24,25,26,27].In fact,thesetheoriesareusually concerned with thefreeenergy ofthe

surface,ratherthan theHam iltonian.Thefreeenergy isassum ed to havethesam eform astheHelfrich Ham iltonian

and,hence,usually called the Helfrich free energy (see a m ore detailed discussion in section II). The coe�cients

appearing in the expression forthe free energy,which we denote by �,�,and ��,are also referred to asthe surface

tension,the bending m odulus,and the saddle-splay m odulus,respectively. Despite the sim ilarity in nam es,there is

a signi�cantdi�erence between the Ham iltonian coe�cients (with the subscript0) and the free energy coe�cients.

The form erare \m aterialproperties" which depend on the internal(potential)energy ofthe surface.The latter,on

the otherhand,are therm odynam ic quantitiesand,assuch,are also in
uenced by the entropy associated with the

therm al
uctuationsofthe system .Theirvalues,therefore,m ay also depend on the tem perature and the size ofthe

system .

In addition to the above m entioned theories,there has been also an e�ort to analyze the elastic behavior in the

context of the therm odynam ics and statisticalm echanics of curved interfaces [28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33]. The last

approach hasthe potentialofproviding exact\virial" expressionsfor�,�,and �� in term softhe m icroscopic forces

between theam phiphilesand thepairdistribution function.O neofthesystem swhosestatisticalm echanicshasbeen

studied extensively isthatofa sim ple liquid-vaporinterface.Although thisseem sto be a rathersim ple system ,the

determ ination ofitselasticm oduliisquitecom plicated and involvesasetoftechnicaland conceptualproblem s.Below

wediscusssom eofthem :

� O ne problem isrelated to the �nite thicknessofthe interface,nam ely to the factthatthe localconcentration

is not a step function but changes gradually while going from one phase to the other. Consequently,there

is som e am biguity about the location ofthe dividing plane that separates the two phases and to which the

Helfrich Ham iltonian isapplied. Itturnsoutthatthe valuesofthe rigidity constants� and �� (the coe�cients

ofthe second orderterm sin the curvaturesc1 and c2)depend on the choice ofthe dividing surface [34]. The

dependenceoftherigidity constantson thereferencesurfacehad led peopletoquestion thevalidity ofcontinuing

theHelfrich freeenergy expansion beyond thelinearterm in curvature.Thisproblem hasbeen recently tackled

by van G iessen and Blokhuis[35]who used com putersim ulation to determ inetherigidity constantsofa curved

liquid-vaporinterface in a system ofparticlesinteracting via a truncated Lennard-Jones(LJ)potential. They

havedem onstrated thatalthough one needsto state which convention forlocating the dividing surface isused

when providing the values of� and ��,this fact does not render the Helfrich free energy useless,nor does it

dim inish the im portanceofthese quantitiesin describing the elasticpropertiesofthe interface.

� A second problem that m akesthe determ ination ofthe rigidity constantsdi�cultis a technicalone: In their

papervan G iessen and Blokhuisused thevirialexpressionsgiven in Ref.[36]to evaluatethevaluesof� and ��.

These expressionsrelate the rigidity constantsto the derivative ofthe pairdensity distribution function with

respectto theradiusofcurvatureR c.Thism eansthatthevaluesoftherigidity constantsofa planarinterface

cannotbedeterm ined from thesim ulation ofthatsystem only,butitisnecessary toperform asetofsim ulations

ofcurved interfaceswith very large valuesofR c. Forthe interfacesinvestigated in Ref.[35],itturnsoutthat

in the large R c regim e the dependence ofthe pair density function on R c is very weak. Consequently,itwas

im possibleto determ ine� and �� accurately,and only a rough estim ate ofthese quantitiescould be obtained.

� A third problem ,a m ore fundam entalone,is related to the m ethod ofcalculating the rigidity constants �

and �� and to our interpretation oftheir physicalm eaning. The theoreticaland experim entalm ethods for

determ ining the elastic coe�cientsofinterfacescan be classi�ed into equilibrium (orm echanical)m ethodsand


uctuation m ethods [37, 38]. The di�erence between these two approaches is in the context in which the

Helfrich Ham iltonian and the associated free energy are used: In the equilibrium approach one extracts the

elastic coe�cientsby com paring the free energiesoftwo equilibrium surfaceswith di�erentcurvatures. In the


uctuation approach,on the otherhand,the Helfrich Ham iltonian isused to calculatethe freeenergy costdue

to a therm al
uctuation thatchangesthelocalcurvaturefrom itsequilibrium value.Theelasticcoe�cientsare

derived from them ean-squaream plitudesofthe
uctuations.Thesituation in which thereexisttwom ethodsfor

calculating elasticm oduliisrem iniscentofothercases,forinstance,thetwo di�erentm ethodsofevaluating the

elastic constantsoftherm odynam ic system sin linearelasticity theory [39,40,41,42],and the two approaches

fordeterm ining thesurfacetension ofa planarinterface[43,44].In thelatterexam plesthedi�erentapproaches

lead to thesam evaluesforthem echanicalm oduli,in accord with thelinearresponse theory[45,46].Thisisnot

the case with the rigidity constantsofa liquid-vaporinterface [37].The discrepancy between the two m ethods
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isdue to the factthatin orderto changethe equilibrium radiusofcurvature of,say,a sphericalliquid drop,it

isnecessary to change itsvolum e aswell.Thism eansa change in the volum e fractionsofthe two phases(i.e.,

thecondensation ofvaporortheevaporation ofliquid),and itthusrequiresthevariation ofthetherm odynam ic

variableslikethetem peratureorthechem icalpotential.In the
uctuation casetheradiusofcurvatureisvaried

by therm al
uctuations,whilethe therm odynam ic variablesarenotaltered.

In thispaperwediscussthestatisticalm echanicsof
uid bilayerm em branes.W e deriveexpressionsforthe elastic

coe�cients �,�,and �� ofthe m em branes,relating them to the interactions and the correlation functions between

the am phiphilesform ing the bilayer. W e use these expressionsfora M onte Carlo (M C)determ ination ofthe elastic

coe�cients ofa bilayer m em brane com puter m odel. Unlike the expressions derived for the rigidity constants ofa

liquid-vaporinterface,ourexpressionsare such thatthey can be evaluated using a single M C run perform ed on the

(quasi)
atm em branereferencesystem only.Thisfeaturegreatlysim pli�esthecom putationalprocedure,and m akesit

m oree�cientand well-controlled.Anotherim portantdistinction between them em branesdiscussed in thispaperand

the system ofliquid-vaporinterface studied in Ref.[35]isthe factthatthe m echanicaland the 
uctuation m ethods

for determ ining their rigidity constants lead to sim ilar results. O ur expressions are derived using the m echanical

approach,nam ely by calculating thefreeenergy variationsresulting from thechangein thearea and curvatureofthe

m em brane.Thenum ericalvaluesoftheelasticcoe�cientswhich weobtain from theseexpressionsarecom pared with

the valuesextracted from a spectralanalysisofthe therm al
uctuations around the 
atreference state. W e �nd a

very good agreem entbetween thetwom ethods.Thisagreem ent,which isexpected by virtueoflinearresponsetheory

(see discussion in section II),re
ects the fact that the curvature ofthe m em brane can be varied by changing the

shapeofthecontainer(nam ely,by theapplication ofexternalforces)withouta�ecting thetherm odynam icproperties

ofthe bulk aqueousphasessurrounding it. Itshould be noted thatthe experim entalvaluesof� m easured (forthe

sam elipid bilayers)using m echanicaland 
uctuation m ethodscan di�erby asm uch asa factorof3 [38].Theorigin

ofthesediscrepanciesisnotwellunderstood.

The bilayercom puterm odelwhich we use in thispaperhasbeen recently introduced by one ofus[47]. (Here we

use a slightly m odi�ed version ofthatm odelwhich we describe in section IV.) Thism odelhastwo featureswhich

sim plify thederivation oftherm odynam icexpressionsfortheelasticcoe�cientsand thesim ulationsperform ed forthe

calculation ofthese expressions.First,the sim ulationsareconducted with no solventpresentin the sim ulationscell,

i.e.,asifthe m em brane isin vacuum . Thisfeature greatly reducesthe num berofatom sin the sim ulation cell,thus

enabling usto sim ulatea relatively largem em braneovera very long M C run.Theability to perform long M C runsis

very im portantsincethequantitieswhosetherm alaverageswetry to evaluatearevery \noisy",and accurateresults

can be obtained only ifthey are m easured fora large num berofcon�gurations. The otherfeature isthe nature of

theinteractionsbetween them oleculesform ing them em brane.In ourcom puterm odeltheam phiphilicm oleculesare

m odeled astrim ersand theinteractionsbetween theirconstituentatom sarepair-wiseadditive.Forsuch system sthe

derivation ofexpression forthe elastic coe�cients(see section III)issim plerthan forsystem sincluding m any-body

potentials.O urdiscussion in thispaperis,therefore,restricted to centralforcesystem sonly.

The paper is organized in the following way: The theoreticalaspects ofour study are presented in sections II

and III. In section IIwe describe the relation between the equilibrium and the 
uctuation routes for determ ining

the surface tension � and the bending m odulus � ofbilayer m em branes,and explain why these m ethods (ifused

appropriately)lead to sim ilar results. Then,in section III,we derive expressionsfor these quantities based on the

equilibrium approach. O urexpressionsrelate � and � to the interactionsand the correlation functionsbetween the

\interaction sites" oftheam phiphilicm olecules.Thenum ericalresultsarepresented in section IV wherewecalculate

the elastic coe�cients ofour m odelsystem using the two m ethods and �nd a very good agreem entbetween them .

Som etechnicalaspectsofthe sim ulationsarediscussed in the Appendix.Finally weconclude in section V.

II. T H E EQ U ILIB R IU M A N D FLU C T U A T IO N R O U T ES T O M EM B R A N E ELA ST IC IT Y

Linearresponse isa fundam entaltheorem which relatesthe 
uctuationsofa system around itsequilibrium state

and the response ofthe system to weak perturbations[45,46]. In the contextofelasticity theory itprovidesa link

between the shape 
uctuations oftherm odynam ic system s and their elastic m oduli. For exam ple,when a 2D 
at

interfaceisslightly stretched orcom pressed from itsequilibrium area A 0,thevariation ofthe(sm all)surfacepressure

� isgiven by [48,49]

K A = � A0
@�

@A
; (2)

whereA isthearea oftheinterfaceand K A isthestretching/com pression m odulus.Theaboverelation providesone

way to m easureK A .An alternativeapproach form easuring K A isto considerthetherm al
uctuationsofthearea A
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around the equilibrium area A 0 [40,50].The equipartition theorem suggeststhatin the low tem peraturelim itwhen


uctuationsaround A 0 aresm all

h(A � A0)
2
i=

kB TA

K A

; (3)

wherekB istheBoltzm ann constantand T isthetem perature,whileh� � � idenotesatherm alaverage.Linearresponse

theory can bealso applied to describethenorm al,curvature-form ing,
uctuationsofthe2D interface.Thediscussion

in thiscase(ofnorm al
uctuations)is,however,som ewhatm orecom plicated.A proofoftheequivalencebetween the

equilibrium and the
uctuation routestothesurfacetension � ofa
uctuatinginterfacehad been presented with great

clarity by Caietal.[51]. Below we extend thatproofand addressthe two routesto the bending m odulus � aswell.

O ne im portantdi�erence between the presentdiscussion and the one presented in Ref.[51]isrelated to the nature

ofthe
uctuating surfacesin question.Here,weconsideran elasticsurfaceconsisting ofa �xed num berofm olecules

whosearea density isvaried when it
uctuates.By contrast,thesurfacestudied in Ref.[51]isincom pressibleand its

area density is�xed to itsequilibrium value.Thevariation ofthetotalarea ofthelatterisachieved via theexchange

ofm oleculesbetween the surface and the em bedding solvent.A m ore detailed discussion on the di�erencesbetween

the elasticpropertiesofcom pressibleand incom pressiblesurfacesappearsin Ref.[15].

Letusconsidera 2D surfacethatspansa planarfram eofa totalarea A p which doesnotnecessarily coincidewith

the equilibrium (Schulm an)area A 0.The surfaceisfree to undulate in the direction norm alto fram e.Theensem ble

ofconform ationswhich the surface attainsisgoverned by a Ham iltonian H (h(~r))relating the elastic energy to the

conform ation ofthe surface. The conform ation ofthe surface is described by som e \gauge" function h(~r),where

~r = (x;y) labelthe points on the reference surface. The exactform ofthe Ham iltonian H is unim portant and,in

particular,it is notlim ited to the Helfrich form (1). As we are interested in m oderately-
uctuating surfaces(with

no overhangs),we shalluse the the so called M onge gauge z = h(~r),where h isthe heightofthe surface above the

fram ereferenceplane.In whatfollowswewillrestrictourdiscussion to sym m etricsurfaces(such asbilayers)with no

spontaneouscurvature,i.e.,with no preference to bend toward eitherthe \upper" or\lower" side ofthe surface.In

otherwords,we assum ethatthe averageconform ation ofthe surfaceis
atand foreach ~r

hh(~r)i= 0: (4)

W ealso assum ethatthesurfaceunderconsideration ism echanically stable,and thatthevalidity ofEq.(4)isnotdue

to the partition ofthe con�gurationsphasespaceinto severalsub spacesforwhich hh(~r)i6= 0.

Ifthe fram e (projected)area A p isnotequalto the equilibrium area A 0 then itisnecessary to apply a tangential

surfacepressurein orderto �x theareaofthefram e.If,in addition,norm alforcesareapplied then relation (4)breaks

down.The function

�h(~r)= hh(~r)i (5)

can beregarded asthestrain �eld describing thedeform ed stateofthesurface.Thefreeenergy ofa system subjected

to a sm alldeform ation can be expanded in a powerseriesin the strain variables.In fullanalogy to Ham iltonian (1),

wecan write the Helfrich free energy ofthe surfacein the following form :

F
�
�h
�
= F

�
�h = 0

�
+ �

�
A
�
�h
�
� Ap

�
+
1

2
� �J 2

�
�h
�
+ �� �K

�
�h
�
+ h:o:t; (6)

whereA
�
�h
�
istotalarea ofthe surfacede�ned by the function �h(~r),while �J

�
�h
�
and �K

�
�h
�
denote,respectively,the

integrated totaland G aussian curvaturesde�ned by

�J 2
�

Z

A p

d~rJ
2
�
�h(~r)

�
; (7)

and

�K �

Z

A p

d~rK
�
�h(~r)

�
: (8)

In Eq.(6)we set the spontaneous curvature c0 = 0 [see Eqs.(4) and (5)],and use the e�ective (norm alized) values

ofthe elasticcoe�cientswhich aredi�erentfrom the \bare" valuesappearing in the Ham iltonian (1)(see discussion

earlierin section I).Thehigherorderterm s(h.o.t)in Eq.(6)includeboth productsofthesm allvariables(A � Ap)=A p,
�J 2,and �K ,aswellasterm sinvolving thegradients ofthelocalcurvatures.Thelatterareassum ed to besm allsince

we consideronly nearly-
atsurfacesdescribed by functions �h which vary slowly in space. Since �,�,and �� appear
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asthe coe�cientsofthe free energy expansion in strain variables[Eq.(6)],they can be also related to the following

partialderivatives

� =
@F

@A

�
�
�
�
�
�h(~r)= 0

; (9)

� =
@2F

@ �J 2

�
�
�
�
�
�h(~r)= 0

; (10)

and

�� =
@F

@ �K

�
�
�
�
�
�h(~r)= 0

; (11)

evaluated atthe referencestate �h(~r)= 0.

Equations (9){(11) express the equilibrium (m echanical) route to �,�,and ��. The com plem entary 
uctuations

approach is m ore easily form ulated in Fourier ratherthan in realspace. Let us take a square fram e (the reference

surface)oflinearsizeLp =
p
A p,and discretized itinto N

2 squarecells(\patches")oflinearsizel= Lp=N ,wherelis

som em icroscopiclength ofthe orderofthe size ofthe constituentm olecules.Since the description ofthe m em brane

asa 2D continuoussheetbreaksdown on length scalesbelow l,the surfacehasto be de�ned only overa discreteset

ofpointsf~rg = (xg;yg)g each ofwhich located in thecenterofa grid cell.O utsidethefram eregion,thefunction can

be de�ned by periodic extension ofperiod L p,i.e.�h(xg + n1Lp;yg + n2Lp)= �h(xg;yg)where n1 and n2 areinteger

num bers.The Fouriertransform ofthe (real)function �h(~rg)isde�ned by

�h~q =
l

Lp

X

~rg

�h(~rg)e
�i~q�~rg: (12)

wherethe two dim ensionalwave-vector~q hasN 2 discretevaluessatisfying

fqx;qy = 2�m =Lp; m = � N =2;:::;N =2� 1g: (13)

The inversetransform isgiven by

�h(~rg)=
l

Lp

X

~q

�h~q e
i~q�~rg; (14)

Ifthe topology ofthe surfaceis�xed and itdoesnotform \handles" then the periodicity ofthe surface leadsto the

vanishing oftheG aussian curvature(8)(G auss-Bonnettheorem ).W riting theexpressionsforthearea A
�
�h
�
and the

integrated totalcurvature �J in term sofFouriercoordinates:

A
�
�h
�
= A p +

l2

2

X

~q

q
2�h~q�h�~q + O

�
j�h~qj

4
�

(15)

and

�J 2
�
�h
�
= l

2
X

~q

q
4�h~q�h�~q + O

�
j�h~qj

4
�
; (16)

and substituting them in Eq.(6),weobtain the following expression forthe freeenergy

F
�
�h
�
= F

�
�h = 0

�
+
l2

2

X

~q

�
�q

2 + �q
4 + O (q6)

�
�h~q�h�~q + O

�
j�h~qj

4
�
: (17)

Thefreeenergy (17)can berelated to thesurfaceHam iltonian H (fh(~rg)g)via thepartition function.W em ay use

the Fouriertransform

h~q =
l

Lp

X

~rg

h(~rg)e
�i~q�~rg (18)
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ofthe function h(f~rgg),and expressthe Ham iltonian asa function ofthe Fourierm odes:H (fh~qg).Introducing the

setofLagrangem ultipliersfj~qg each ofwhich enforcing thevalueof�h~q = hh~qi,wewritethepartition function ofthe

surfaceas

ZG [A p;fj~qg]=

Z

D [fh~qg]exp

8
<

:
� �

2

4H (fj~qg)�
X

~q

h~qj~q

3

5

9
=

;
; (19)

where� = (kB T)
�1 .The associated G ibbsfreeenergy is

G [A p;fj~qg]= � kB T lnZG : (20)

From Eqs.(19)and (20)itiseasy to derivethe following relation

�h~q = hh~qi= �
dG

dj~q
; (21)

and

hh~qh�~q i� hh~qihh�~q i= � kB T
d2G

dj~qdj�~q
: (22)

The Helm holtz freeenergy F isrelated to G via

F
�
A p;

�
�h~q
	�

= G [A p;fj~qg]+
X

~q

�h~qj~q; (23)

where

dF

d�h~q
= j~q: (24)

Ifweuse expression (17)forthe Helm holtz freeenergy,we�nd from Eq.(24)that

j~q = l
2
�
�q

2 + �q
4 + O (q6)

�
�h�~q + � � � (25)

[note that�h~q (j~q = 0)= 0].Com bining Eqs.(17),(23),and (25)we obtain to the following expression forG ibbsfree

energy

G = F
��
�h~q
	
= f0g

�
�
X

~q

j~qj�~q

2l2[�q2 + �q4 + O (q6)]
+ O

�
jj~qj

4
�
: (26)

W hen thisexpression forG issubstituted in Eq.(22)and evaluated forfj~qg= f0g(which correspondsto thereference

state f�h~qg = f0g),we �nd that the m ean square am plitude ofthe 
uctuations with a wave-vector~q (the \spectral

intensity")isgiven by

hh~qh�~q i

�
�
�
f�h~qg= f0g

= hjh~qj
2
i

�
�
�
f�h~qg= f0g

=
kB T

l2[�q2 + �q4 + O (q6)]
: (27)

Thisresult,which quanti�esthe m agnitude ofthe 
uctuationsaround the 
atequilibrium state,providesa second

(\
uctuation")route forcalculating � and � (butnotforthe saddle-splay m odulus ��).Itisfrequently quoted in an

incorrectform with �0 and �0,the coe�cientsin the Helfrich Ham iltonian (1),instead of� and �.The equivalence

ofthe two routesto m em braneelasticity isexpressed by the factthatthe elastic coe�cientsappearing in expression

(27)arethesam easthoseobtained from Eqs.(9){(11),and which areassociated the\equilibrium " route.In thenext

section weuseEqs.(9){(11)toderivestatistical-m echanicalexpressionsfortheelasticcoe�cients.Then,in section IV,

we dem onstrate,using com putersim ulationsofa bilayerm em brane m odel,the agreem entbetween the two di�erent

m ethodsofcalculation.
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III. T H ER M O D Y N A M IC EX P R ESSIO N S FO R T H E ELA ST IC C O EFFIC IEN T S

A . T he surface tension

Letusreturn totheequilibrium routetom em braneelasticity and toexpressions(9){(11)which describetherelation

between thefreeenergyand theelasticcoe�cients.Thesurfacetension can becom puted by com paringthefreeenergy

ofthe m em brane at the reference state (which is assum ed to be 
at) and the free energy ofa 
at m em brane with

a slightly larger area. These two m em branes are shown schem atically,without the underlying m icroscopic details,

in Figs.1 (a) and (b). W e reem phasize that the totalnum ber ofam phiphilic m olecules which form the m em brane

is �xed,and that the surface tension should be related to the free energy dependence on the area density ofthe

am phiphiles(ratherthan the free energy costto add m oleculesto the m em brane).The characteristic surface ofthe

m em braneto which thefreeenergy isapplied,ischosen asthem id surfacebetween thetwo layers.Thetotalvolum e

ofthe m em brane is assum ed to be �xed;otherwise,an additionalterm involving the volum e com pression m odulus

m ustbe introduced in Eq.(6).

Itisim portantto rem em berthatin Figs.1(a)and (b),only them ean con�gurationsofthesurface(in thereference

and deform ed states)are depicted,and thatthe surface undulates around these (ensem ble) average conform ations.

In otherwords,\the stateofthe surface" refersto itsaverageconform ation.Ashasbeen discussed earlierin section

II,norm alforces m ust be applied in order to deform the surface from its reference state [52]. Ifthe m em brane is

em bedded in asolution and placed in acontainer,than theseforcescan begenerated bydeform ingtheentirecontainer,

asdem onstrated in Fig.1 (d).Such a system can beconceptually divided into bulk aqueousphasesand theinterface

between them which includesthem em braneand theadjacenthydration layers.Thevolum esofthebulk phasesabove

and below the m em brane are �xed by the presence ofsolute particles that cannot perm eate the m em brane. The

deform ation ofthe boundariesofthe container\percolates" to the interface and the latteracquiresthe shape ofthe

surfaceofthecontainer.However,sincethebulk solution is
uid and hasa vanishing shearm odulus,itsdeform ation

withoutchanging itsvolum edoesnotadd any contribution to the freeenergy.

Even thoughtrealbilayersystem sarealwaysem bedded in a solvent(which in
uencestheirelasticproperties),the

calculation ofthe surface tension can be also perform ed for m odelsystem s that exclude the latter and leave only

the interfacialregion. This is possible due to the fact that the surface tension can be calculated by considering a

deform ed 
atm em brane. Such a m em brane can be uniquely de�ned by the perim eterP
�
�h(~r)

�
ofthe characteristic

surface[represented by open circlesin Fig.1 (d)].Thefreeenergy ofthem em branecan bederived from thepartition

function Z via the relation

F = � kB T lnZ: (28)

The expression forthe partition function m usttake into accountthe m icroscopic nature ofthe m em brane,and the

potentialenergy E dueto theinteractionsbetween theam phiphilicm olecules.In whatfollowsweassum ethatE can

be written asthe sum ofpairinteractionsbetween the atom s(\interaction sites")form ing the m olecules

E =
X

h��i

�
�
r
��
�
; (29)

where r�� is the distance between atom s � and �,and sum m ation overallpairsofatom sh��i is perform ed. The

variousinteractionsare notidenticalbutratherpair-dependent,aseach am phiphilic m olecule istypically com posed

ofm any di�erentatom s. They also depend on whetherthe atom sbelong to di�erentm oleculesorpartofthe sam e

am phiphile.In thelattercasesom eatom sarecovalently bonded whatbringsin an additionalcontribution to E .For

brevity we willom itthe subscriptsofthe potentialand the indicesofthe argum entr�� willserveasan indicatorof

the speci�c potential.W ith the potentialenergy described by Eq.(29),the partition function isgiven by

Z =
X

P � C onf:

exp

0

@ �
X

h��i

�
�
r
��
�
=kB T

1

A ; (30)

where the sum runs over allthe conform ations is which the perim eter ofthe characteristic surface is depicted by

the closed curve P . O urassum ption thatthe m em brane has no spontaneouscurvature guaranteesthatits average

conform ation isindeed 
at. Alternatively,one m ay considerthe system togetherwith the bulk phases,and replace

the sum in Eq.(30)with integration ofthe coordinatesofallatom sf~r
g overthe entire volum e ofcontainer(orthe

sim ulation cell)Vcell

Z =

Z

V cell

NY


= 1

d~r

 exp

0

@ �
X

h��i

�
�
r
��
�
=kB T

1

A : (31)
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In addition totheaboveintegral,itisnecessarytospecify theboundary conditionsforthepositionsoftheam phiphiles

nearthe wallsofthe container,so thatthe perim eterofthe characteristicsurfacewould be described by P .

Letusassum e thatourcell(container)hasa square crosssection oflinearsize Lp with � Lp=2 � x;y < + Lp=2.

The deform ation ofthe celldepicted in Fig.1 (d)can be described by the following lineartransform ation

0

@
rx
ry

rz

1

A =

0

@
1 0 0

0 1 0

� 0 1

1

A

0

@
R x

R y

R z

1

A ; (32)

which m apseverypoint~R on theboundariesoftheundeform ed celltoitsstrained spatialposition~r.Thecharacteristic

surfacehasthe sam eshapeasthe upperand lowerfacesofthe cell,and itsarea isgiven by

A = A p

p
1+ �2 = A p

�

1+
�2

2
+ O

�
�
4
�
�

; (33)

where A p = L2
p is the area ofthe reference surface. Since the deform ed surface which we consider is 
at,its free

energy isgiven by [seeEqs.(6)and (33)]

F = F (� = 0)+ �Ap
�2

2
� � � ; (34)

from which weconcludethat

� =
1

A p

d2F

d�2

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

: (35)

Using therelation between the freeenergy and thepartition function (28),wem ay also writetheaboveresultin the

following form

� = �
kB T

A p

"

1

Z

d2Z

d�2
�

1

Z 2

�
dZ

d�

� 2
# �
�
�
�
�
�= 0

: (36)

Ifwe now turn to our expression (31) for the partition function,we notice that it depends on � only through

the integration volum e Vcell. The di�erentiation ofZ with respect to �,however,could be carried out m ore easily

ifthe dependence on � is rem oved from Vcell and brought into the integrand. In other words,we wish to change

the integration variables in (31) from ~r
 to ~R 
,where the latter are con�ned inside the undeform ed cell. This is

achieved using transform ation (32),which originally described the deform ation ofthe boundary points,and is now

being applied insidethevolum eofintegration [53].W ith thenew setofvariables,thedistancebetween two atom sis

given by

r
�� =

h�
R
��
�2
+ 2�R��x R

��
z + �

2
�
R
��
x

�2
i1=2

: (37)

In the undeform ed referencestater�� (� = 0)= R�� .The partition function reads

Z =

Z

V0

NY


= 1

d~R

 exp

0

@ �
X

h��i

�

"r

(R �� )
2
+ 2�R

��
x R

��
z + �2

�

R
��
x

�2
#

=kB T

1

A ; (38)

whereV0 � Vcell(� = 0)isthevolum eoftheundeform ed cell.TheJacobian ofthetransform ation hasbeen elim inated

from the integrand in the above expression since it is unity. The di�erentiation of Z with respect to � is now

straightforward butlengthy.W e skip the detailsofthecalculation,and writebelow the�nalexpressionsforthe�rst

and second derivatives,evaluated for� = 0 [only the value at� = 0 isrequired in Eq.(36)]

dZ

d�

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

=

Z

V0

NY


= 1

d~R

 exp

2

4�
X

h��i

�
�
R
��
�

3

5 �

2

4�
X

h��i

�0
�
R ��

�

kB T

R ��
x R ��

z

R ��

3

5 ; (39)
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and

d2Z

d�2

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

=

Z

V0

NY


= 1

d~R

 exp

2

4�
X

h��i

�
�
R
��
�

3

5 �

8
><

>:

2

4
X

h��i

�0
�
R ��

�

kB T

R ��
x R ��

z

R ��

3

5

2

(40)

�
X

h��i

2

6
6
4

�00
�
R ��

�

kB T

�
R ��
x R ��

z

R ��

� 2

+
�0
�
R ��

�

kB T

�
R ��
x

�2

R ��
�
�0
�
R ��

�

kB T

�
R ��
x R ��

z

�2

(R �� )
3

3

7
7
5

9
>>=

>>;

;

where�0� d�=dR and �00� d2�=dR 2.W hen these expression aresubstituted into Eq.(36)wereadily �nd that

� =
1

A pkB T

8
><

>:

2

4

*
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

+ 3

5

2

�

* 2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2+
9
>=

>;

+
1

A p

*
X

h��i

�
00
�
R
��
�
�
R ��
x R ��

z

R ��

� 2
+

+
1

A p

*
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�
�
R ��
x

�2

R ��

+

�
1

A p

*
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�
�
R ��
x R ��

z

�2

(R �� )
3

+

; (41)

where the therm alaveragesare evaluated at the undeform ed reference state ofthe system (� = 0). Ifthe system

is m acroscopically invariantwith respectto reversalofthe sign ofthe z coordinates(z ! � z),then the �rstterm

in the above expression for � vanishes. If,in addition,the system is invariantwith respectto rotation around the

z axis (x ! y; y ! � x),then another expression can be derived with R��x replaced by R ��
y . De�ning R

��

t �
r
�

R
��
x

�2
+

�

R
��
y

�2
,we �nally arriveto the following expression:

� = �
1

2A pkB T

* 2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2

+

2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�R ��

y R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2+

+
1

2A p

*
X

h��i

�
00
�
R
��
�
 

R
��

t R ��
z

R ��

! 2+

+
1

2A p

*
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�

�

R
��

t

�2

R ��

+

�
1

2A p

*
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�

�

R
��

t R ��
z

�2

(R �� )
3

+

: (42)

Thisexpression can be also written in the following com pactform

� = Lz

�
Cxzxz + Cyzyz � Pxx � Pyy

2

�

� Lz�zt; (43)

whereLz isthelinearsizeofthesystem (thecell)in thez direction (norm alto them em brane),whileP and C denote

thepressuretensorand thetensorofelasticconstantsofthesystem .Thequantity �zt istheshearm odulusassociated

with the deform ation depicted atFig.1 (d)[42,49].

In isinteresting to com pare the above results(42){(43)with the m uch betterknown (and m ore frequently used)

expression forthe surfacetension [28,34]

~� =
1

2A p

*
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�

�

R
��

t

�2
� 2

�
R ��
z

�2

R ��

+

= Lz

�
2Pzz � Pxx � Pyy

2

�

: (44)
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The latter expression is obtained when one considers the variation ofthe free energy resulting from the (volum e-

preserving)variation ofthe projected area A p

~� =
@F

@A p

�
�
�
�
�
V

: (45)

The deform ed state associated with the surface tension ~� isshown in Fig.1 (c). For
uid m em braneswe anticipate

that� = ~� sincethe di�erence between them

� � ~� = Lz

�
Cxzxz + Cyzyz

2
� Pzz

�

� Lz�tz; (46)

is proportionalto the shearm odulus �tz associated with the deform ation shown in Fig.1 (e). The shear m odulus

�tz isexpected to vanish because the areasofthe characteristicsurfacesofthe m em branesin Figs.1 (a)and (e)are

identical;and the Helfrich free energy ofa 
atm em branedependsonly on the area ofthe characteristicsurface,but

noton the orientation ofthe plane ofthe m em brane with respectto the wallsofthe container. This argum entfor

the coincidence of� and ~� could be applied directly to the m em branesin Figs.1 (b)and (c),whose characteristic

areas(aswellastheirvolum es)are also identical. The tiltofthe cell’swall,however,can be safely ignored only in

thetherm odynam iclim it,when thewidth ofthem em branebecom esm uch sm allerthan itslateraldim ensions.Ifthe

system isnotsu�ciently largethan theHelfrich form forthefreeenergy in which them em braneisassociated with a

2D characteristicsurfaceisnotentirely applicable.The�nitewidth ofthem em branem ustshow up in theexpression

forthe freeenergy,and the surfacetensions� and ~� do notperfectly agree.

B . T he bending m odulus

The bending m odulus can be calculated by considering a deform ation ofthe characteristic surface from a 
atto

cylindricalgeom etry. The deform ation,which is depicted in Fig.2,can be described by the following nonlinear

transform ation ofthe boundariesofthe cell[com parewith Eq.(32)]

rx = R x

ry = R y

rz = R z +

q

R 2
0 � x2 �

q

R 2
0 � L2p=4; (47)

where � Lp=2 � x < + Lp=2,and R 0 � Lp isthe radiusofcurvature ofthe cylinder.The integrated totalcurvature

[Eq.(7)]ofthe characteristicsurfaceis

�J =
Lp

R 0

; (48)

and itsarea is

A = A p + 2arcsin

�
Lp

2R 0

�

’ A p

�

1+
1

24
�J 2 + O (�J 4)

�

: (49)

The freeenergy is,hence,given by

F =

�
�L2

24
+
1

2
�

�

�J 2 + � � � ; (50)

from which wededuce the following relation

�L2

12
+ � =

1

A p

d2F

dJ2

�
�
�
�
�
J= 0

; (51)

where

J �
1

R 0

: (52)
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The calculation ofthe r.h.softhe above equation isvery sim ilarto the one presented in section IIIA which was

based on expression (38) for the partition function. The deform ed pair distance,which in that case was given by

Eq.(37),isnow depicted by the following relation

r
�� =

h�
R
��
�2
� 2�X ��

R
��
x R

��
z J +

�
�X ��

�2 �
R
��
x

�2
J
2
i1=2

; (53)

where

�X ��
�
X � + X �

2
(54)

isthe averageofthe x-coordinatesofatom s� and � (in the undeform ed state). Com paring Eqs.(37)and (53),and

respectively,Eqs.(35)and (51),itiseasy to realizethatthe resultofthe calculation isthe following expression

�L2

12
+ � =

1

A pkB T

8
><

>:

2

4

*
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
� �X �� R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

+ 3

5

2

�

* 2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
� �X �� R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2+
9
>=

>;

+
1

A p

*
X

h��i

�
00
�
R
��
�
�
�X �� R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

� 2
+

+
1

A p

*
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�
�
�X �� R ��

x

�2

R ��

+

�
1

A p

*
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�
�
�X �� R ��

x R ��
z

�2

(R �� )
3

+

; (55)

which issim ilarto Eq.(41),exceptforthe factthatR ��
x iseverywherereplaced by � �X �� R ��

x .

Am ong the�veterm son ther.h.sofEq.(55),only thesecond involvesaveragesofquantitiesincluding theproduct

�X �� �X 
� with h��i6= h
�i.In theotherfourterm s,thequantities�X �� and
�
�X ��

�2
can bereplaced by theiraverages



�X ��

�
=

1

Lp

Z L p=2

�L p=2

xdx = 0; (56)

and

D�
�X ��

�2
E

=
1

Lp

Z L p=2

�L p=2

x
2
dx =

L2
p

12
; (57)

since they m ultiply quantities which depend only on the separation between atom s � and � and whose averages,

therefore,areindependentofthe location ofthe pair(provided thesystem isinvariantto translationsin the x and y

directions).This,in com bination with Eq.(41),yield the following expression for�

� =
1

A pkB T

8
><

>:

*
L2
p

12

2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2+

�

* 2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
� �X �� R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2+
9
>=

>;
: (58)

Replacing R ��
x with R ��

y ,and �X �� with �Y �� � (Y� + Y �)=2,weobtain the \sym m etric" form ula

� =
1

2A pkB T

8
><

>:

*
L2
p

12

2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2

+
L2
p

12

2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
�R ��

y R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2+

�

* 2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
� �X �� R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2+

�

* 2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
� �Y �� R ��

y R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2+
9
>=

>;
: (59)

Itisim portantto rem em berhere thatthe aboveexpression for� (59)appliesto squarem em branesonly with the

origin ofaxes located at the center ofthe m em brane so that � Lp=2 � x;y < + Lp=2. A form ula which does not
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depend neitheron the shape ofthe m em brane noron the location ofthe origin isobtained asfollows:The �rstand

third term sin Eq.(59)can be written jointly in the following form

X

h��i

X

h
�i

�

�
0
�
R
��
�
�
0
�
R

�
�R ��

x R ��
z R 
�

x R 
�
z

R �� R 
�

�
L2

12
� �X �� �X 
�

��

= (60)

X

h��i

X

h
�i

�

�
0
�
R
��
�
�
0
�
R

�
�R ��

x R ��
z R 
�

x R 
�
z

R �� R 
�

�
L2

12
�
�
�X ��;
�

�2
+

�

�
��;
�

X

�2
��

; (61)

where

�X ��;
�
�

�X �� + �X 
�

2
; (62)

and

�
��;
�

X
�

�X �� � �X 
�

2
: (63)

The term s appearing before the square brackets in Eq.(61) depend only on the relative coordinates ofatom s with

respectto each other.Therefore,the averageof
�
�X ��;
�

�2
(the second term in square brackets,which dependsonly

the location ofthe center ofthe pair/triplet/quartet in question) can be perform ed separately. As in Eq.(57) we

have

D�
�X ��;
�

�2
E

= L2
p=12,what leads to the cancellation ofthe �rst two term s in square brackets in Eq.(61).

Applying thesam eargum entforthesecond and fourth term sin Eq.(59),and de�ning �Y ��;
� �
�
�Y �� + �Y 
�

�
=2,and

�
��;
�

Y
�
�
�Y �� � �Y 
�

�
=2,wearriveto the following expression

� =
1

2A pkB T

X

h��i

X

h
�i

�

�
0
�
R
��
�
�
0
�
R

�
�R ��

z R 
�
z

R �� R 
�

�

R
��
x R


�
x

�

�
��;
�

X

�2
+ R

��
y R


�
y

�

�
��;
�

Y

�2
��

; (64)

which isthe m ore generalform forexpression (59)since itisindependentofthe shape ofthe m em brane and ofthe

location ofthe origin ofaxes.

The deform ed m em brane,shown schem atically in gray shade in Fig.2,m ay be considered as part ofa closed

cylindricalvesicle(depicted by the dashed line Fig.2).Accordingly,onem ay arguethatitsfreeenergy isgiven by

F =
�

2�
Fvesicle (65)

where Fvesicle is the free energy ofthe vesicle and � is the apex angle ofthe deform ed m em brane. This relation,

however,is incorrect since Fvesicle includes a term which is unique to closed vesicles and should be om itted in the

case ofopen m em branes. The additionalcontribution to Fvesicle which hasbeen term ed \the area-di�erence elastic

energy",should notbeconfused with thebendingenergy.Thelatteristhefreeenergy required to bend them em brane

whilekeeping itsarea density �xed.Theform er,on theotherhand,originatesfrom thesim plefactthatupon closure

ofthevesicle,itbecom esim possibleto preservethearea densitiesoftheam phiphilesin both theouterand theinner

m onolayers.Theouterm onolayerisstretched and theinnerm onolayeriscom pressed relativetothem id characteristic

surface.Theelasticenergy resulting from such curvature-induced changesin them onolayerareasisa non-locale�ect

because the m onolayersare capable ofindependent lateralredistribution to equalize the area per m olecule ofeach

lea
et.Thedistinction between (local)bending elasticity and (non-local)area-di�erenceelasticity hasbeen discussed

by Helfrich,notlong afterintroducing hisfam ousHam iltonian [54].Theidea,however,did notgain m uch popularity

untilthe issue hasbeen analyzed system atically by Svetina etal.som e yearslater[55]. Early theoreticalworksand

experim entalm easurem entsofthebending m odulusfailed to separatethelocaland non-localcontributions[56].This

is not the case with our expression (64) for � which has been derived by considering an open m em brane. For an

open m em brane,the two lea
etshavethe sam earea asthe top (button)surfaceofthe containersand,consequently,

area-di�erenceelasticity do notshow up.
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C . T he saddle-splay m odulus

Finally,we derive our expression for the saddle-splay m odulus ��. The following transform ation,applied to the

boundariesofthe container

rx = R x

ry = R y

rz = R z +

q

R 2
0 � x2 � y2 �

q

R 2
0 � L2p=2 (66)

(with � Lp=2 � x < + Lp=2),describesa deform ation ofthe surface to sphericalgeom etry where the sphere’sradius

R 0 � Lp.Itisnotdi�cultto show thatthe freeenergy ofthe sphericalsurfaceisgiven by

F = A p

�
�L2

12
+ 2� + ��

�

H
2 + � � � ; (67)

whereH = 1=R 0.From the aboveexpression forF ,the following relation

�L2

6
+ 4� + 2�� =

1

A p

d2F

dH 2

�
�
�
�
�
H = 0

; (68)

iseasily derived.The deform ed pairdistance is

r
�� =

h�
R
��
�2
� 2

�
�X ��

R
��
x + �Y ��

R
��
y

�
R
��
z H +

�
�X ��

R
��
x + �Y ��

R
��
y

�2
H

2
i1=2

; (69)

where �X �� and �Y �� havebeen de�ned in section IIIB.SinceEqs.(68)and (69)have,respectively,the sam eform as

Eqs.(51)and (53),we im m ediately conclude thatthe r.h.sofEq.(68)isgiven by expression sim ilarto (55)in which
�X �� R ��

x iseverywhereexchanged with �X �� R ��
x + �Y �� R ��

y .Following the sam estepsdescribed in the derivation of

Eq.(59)from (55),and using the additionalrelation



�X �� �Y ��

�
=

1

L2
p

Z L p=2

�L p=2

Z L p=2

�L p=2

xydxdy = 0; (70)

we�nally arriveto the following result

�� = � � �
1

A pkB T

* 2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
� �X �� R ��

x R ��
z

R ��

3

5

2

4
X

h��i

�
0
�
R
��
� �Y �� R ��

y R ��
z

R ��

3

5

+

: (71)

Thisexpression appliesto squarem em branesonly,with the origin located atthe centerofthem em brane.The m ore

generalexpression is

�� = � � �
1

A pkB T

X

h��i

X

h
�i

�

�
0
�
R
��
�
�
0
�
R

�
�R ��

z R 
�
z

R �� R 
�
R
��
x �

��;
�

X
R

�
y �

��;
�

Y

�

: (72)

IV . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

The purpose ofthe M C sim ulations which we conducted and present in this section is twofold: The �rst is to

testthe validity and accuracy ofourexpressionsforthe elasticcoe�cients.The second isto exam ine the agreem ent

between the m echanicaland the 
uctuation routes to m em brane elasticity,as discussed in section II. The m odel

system whose elastic properties were studied by the sim ulations has been described in great details in Ref.[47].

Brie
y,the \lipids" thatserve asthe building blocksofthe m em brane consistofthree sphericalatom sofdiam eter

a (see Fig.3)interacting with each other via pair-wise LJ potentials (whose details can be found in Ref.[47]). To

avoid the com plicationsinvolved with long-rangeinteractions,the LJ potentialshavebeen truncated atsom ecut-o�

separation R �� = rc = 2:5a and,in addition,m odi�ed to ensure the vanishing of� and its �rst two derivatives,

�0 and �00,at rc. The continuity ofthe second derivative ofthe pair potentials is an im portant feature since �00
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appearsin ourexpressions(42)for�. Two changeshave been m ade in com parison to the originalm odelpresented

in Ref.[47].The�rstisa sm allreduction ofthe tem peraturewhich,in thispaper,hasbeen setto 0:9T0 whereT0 is

theoriginaltem perature(in Ref.[47]).Thesecond istheaddition ofnew interactionsbetween atom swhich arepart

ofthe sam e m olecule.In Ref.[47]the m olecule werelinearrigid trim erswith a �xed distance a between the centers

ofthe constituentatom s. Here,we allow som e little variationsofthe separation between the atom s. The m id atom

(labeled 2)hasbeen linked to the two end atom s(labeled 1 and 3)via harm onicspringswith spring constantK and

equilibrium length a:

�(R)=
1

2
K (R � a)2; (73)

while the pairpotentialbetween the end atom shasbeen setto

�(R)=
1

2
K (R � 2a)2: (74)

W e use a largevalue forthe spring constantK = 8000kB T=a
2,forwhich the separationsbetween the atom sdo not

exceed the orderof1% oftheirequlibrium values. W hile thism eansthatthe m oleculesin ourm odelare \alm ost"

linearand rigid,theuseoftheabovepotentials(73)and (74)createsa situation in which allinter-atom icinteractions

(whether between atom s belonging to the sam e or di�erent m olecules) are depicted by sm ooth potentials;and so,

ourexpressionsforthe elastic constantscan be used withoutany furthercom plications. The totalnum beroflipids

in oursim ulationswasN = 1000 (500 lipidsin each m onolayer),and no additionalsolventm oleculeswere included

insidethesim ulation cell(asifthem em braneisvacuum ).Periodicboundary conditionswereapplied in the planeof

the m em brane,and no boundariesforthe sim ulation cellwerede�ned in thenorm aldirection.The linearsizeofthe

(square)m em brane wassetto Lp = 29:375a. SubsequentM C con�gurationswere generated by two types ofm ove

attem pts:translationsoflipids(which also included som em inutechangesin therelativelocationsofthethreeatom s

with respect to each other) and rotations around the m id atom . A set of2N = 2000 m ove attem pts ofrandom ly

chosen m oleculesisde�ned asthe M C tim e unit. Both typesofm oves(translationsand rotations)were attem pted

with equalprobability,and theacceptanceprobabilitiesofboth ofthem wasapproxim ately half.TheM C relaxation

tim e hasbeen evaluated in Ref.[47].Itisofthe orderof104 M C tim e unitsand hasbeen very little a�ected by the

changesintroduced in the m odel.A typicalequilibrium con�guration ofthe m em braneisshown in Fig.4.

A . T he 
uctuation route

The 
uctuation approach fordeterm ining the surface tension � and the bending m odulus� isstraightforward to

im plem ent:Thepro�leofthem em branein oursim ulationswasde�ned by m appingthesystem ontoan 8� 8grid,and

de�ning theheighth(f~rgg)ofthem em branein each grid cellastheaverageofthelocalheightsofthetwom onolayers.

The latterwere evaluated by the m ean heightofthe lipids(whose positionswere identi�ed with the coordinatesof

theirm id atom s)belonging to each layer,which wereinstantaneously located insidethelocalgrid cell.Notethatthe

m esh size l= Lp=8 ’ 3:67a is som ewhatlargerthan the size ofthe lipids,as required in our discussion in section

II. The Fouriertransform ofh(f~rgg)wasobtained using Eq.(18),and the m ean squared am plitudesofthe di�erent

m odeswere,eventually,�tted to the inverseform ofEq.(27)

1

hjh~qj
2i

=
l2[�q2 + �q4 + O (q6)]

kB T
: (75)

The results ofthis spectralanalysisare sum m arized in Fig.5,where we plotthe value of1=l2hjh~qj
2i as a function

ofq2. The errorbarsrepresentone standard deviation in the estim ates ofthe averages,which were obtained from

sim ulationsof16 di�erentm em branesand a totalnum berof1:25� 104 m easurem entsofthespectrum perm em brane.

Them easurem entsweredoneattim eintervalsof100 M C tim eunits.Thecurvedepictsthebest�tto Eq.(75),which

isobtained when � and � takethe following values:

� = (� 0:6� 0:2)
kB T

a2

� = (46� 2) kB T: (76)

The contribution ofthe q6 term to the �twas,indeed,signi�cantly sm allerthan thatofthe othertwo term son the

r.h.s.ofEq.(75).
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B . T he equilibrium route

W hile the m easurem ent of� and � using the 
uctuation approach was a relatively straightforward m atter,the

application oftheequilibrium approach em erged assom ewhatm orechallenging task.Them ostsigni�cantdi�erences

between the two approaches was the am ount ofcom puter resources required for an accurate determ ination ofthe

elastic coe�cients. The results which we present in this section have been obtained using 64 nodes on a Beowolf

clusterconsisting ofIntelarchitecturePCs,wheretheCPU tim epernodewasoftheorderofthreem onths.Theneed

ofsuch a large com putertim e should be com pared to the relative ease with which the resultsin Eq.(76)have been

obtained -using a totalnum berofonly 16 nodesovera period ofabout10 days. The reason thatthe equilibrium

approach isso m uch com puter-tim e-consum ing isthe\noisy" natureofthestatisticsoftheterm swhoseaveragesare

evaluated in expressions(42)and (59). From the conceptualpointofview,the determ ination ofthe surface tension

� using expression (42) is pretty sim ple. The determ ination ofthe surface tension ~� from expression (44) is even

easiersinceitisa m uch lessnoisy quantity.In fact,the com putationale�ortrequired foran accuratedeterm ination

ofthevalueof~� iseven sm allerthan theonerequired forthecalculation of� by the
uctuation m ethod.Thesurface

tension ~� doesnotapply directly to m em braneswith a �xed projected area.Yet,itisexpected to coincidewith � in

the therm odynam iclim it

The determ ination of� ism ore com plicated.Here wecan,in principle,choosebetween expressions(59)and (64).

The latterism ore general(since itisnotrestricted to square m em branes),butprohibitively tim e consum ing. This

can be understood by considering the num ber ofoperations required for a single m easurem ent ofthe quantities of

interest. Assum ing each atom in oursim ulationsinteractwith a �nite num berofotheratom s,the totalnum berof

operationsrequired by expression (64)isO (N 2),while the num berrequired by expression (59)isonly O (N ).In our

sim ulationsthetotalnum berofatom sis3000,which m eansa di�erenceofabout4 ordersofm agnitudein e�ciency.

Using expression (59)to m easure� is,however,tricky becausethisexpression involvesnotonly therelativelocations

ofthe particles with respect to each other (as in the case ofthe expressions for the surface tension),but also the

absolute coordinatesofatom s. This would not create a problem ifonly the centralcoordinates(�X �� and �Y �� )of

the pairshad to be found [asone m ay,naively,conclude from Eq.(59)],since thatam ong the setincluding the pair

(�;�)and allitsperiodicim ages,only onesatis�estherequirem ent� Lp=2� �X �� ; �Y �� < + Lp=2.However[and this

becom esclearfrom the derivation ofexpression (64)from expression (59)],whatwe actually have here isa periodic

boundary conditionsproblem wherethepairs play theroleoftheparticles,and �X �� and �Y �� serveasthecoordinates

ofthese\particles".Thism eansthateach quartet((�;�);(
;�))isidenti�ed asthepair(�;�)and thepair(
;�)orits

im agenearestto (�;�)and,in addition,thatthecenterofthequartetm ustsatisfy � Lp=2� �X ��;
� ;�Y ��;
� < Lp=2.

The factthatsom etim esa pairm ustbe replaced by one ofitsim ages(which are located outside the boundariesof

the sim ulation cell)isproblem aticsince thism eansthatthe location ofthe pair,which isneeded in expression (59),

cannot be speci�ed by a single value. A solution to this problem is obtained by dividing the sim ulation cellinto

stripesparallelto eitherthex orthey axes[depending on whetherwecalculatethethird orfourth term in Eq.(59)],

and to splitthe sum m ation overallthe pairsto severalpartialsum soverthe pairsincluded in the di�erentstripes.

The partialsum scorresponding to the im agesofeach stripe (which consistofallthe im agesofthe pairsincluded in

the stripe)can be found with alm ostno additionale�ort.The productoftwo partialsum sgivesthe contribution of

allthe quartets consisting ofpairs located inside the two relevantstripes. Depending on the distance between the

stripes(along the relevantaxis)and theirlocationswith respectto the centerofthe cell,itisusually easy to decide

in which casea stripeshould bereplaced by oneofitsim ages.Am biguitiesaboutthecorrectdecision occurin a �nite

num berofcases(i.e.,fora �nite num berofpairsofstripes). In these cases,individualdecisionsm ustbe m ade for

each quartet.Thenum berofsuch quartetscan bereduced signi�cantly ifthesystem isdivided into a largenum berof

stripesN s,sincethenarrowerthestripesthesm allerthenum berofpairsincluded in each oneofthem .A m oreelegant

solution isto choose a certain convention aboutthe waysthe contribution from the am biguousquartetsisadded to

Eq.(59).Thiswillinevitably introduceasystem aticerrortoourestim atesof�.However,ifwem akeasetofestim ates

based on increasingly largervaluesofN s,wecan obtain thecorrectaveragesby extrapolating ourresultsto thelim it

1=N s ! 0. The m ethod,which isdescribed in m ore detailsin the Appendix,can be generalized to handle correctly

the calculation of��. However,because ofthe m ixing ofthe x and y coordinatesin Eq.(71),the im plem entation of

the m ethod becom esm ore com plicated.Forthisreason,and due to the factthatthe 
uctuation approach doesnot

providea valueofsaddle-splay m odulusto com parewith,wedid notuseoursim ulationsto calculate ��.

In section IIwehaveexplained in greatdetailswhytheelasticcoe�cientsobtained from the
uctuation approachare

thefreeenergy coe�cients� and � ratherthan theHam iltonian coe�cients� 0 and �0.Thism eansthatthequantities

in expressions(42)and (59)should beaveraged overtheensem bleofallpossiblem icroscopiccon�gurations.However,

it is also easy to understand that the sam e expressionscan be used to calculate the Ham iltonian coe�cients. The

latter,which characterize the energy changes caused by deform ations ofthe 
at m em brane,can be obtained by

restricting the averagesto conform ationswhereh(~rg)= 0 forevery grid cell,thusavoiding the entropiccontribution

ofthetherm al
uctuation to the freeenergy.To sam plethiscon�guration phasespaceoneneed to accom pany every
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M C m oveattem ptwith oneortwo (depending on whetherthe m oleculeleavesthe grid cellornot)additionalm oves

ofadjacentm olecules. M oreover,one can also sam ple the phase-space consisting ofonly those conform ationsofthe

m em brane with wavevectorsin the range2�=Lp � � < q.The resultsofsuch a calculation are the wave-dependent

coe�cients �(�) and �(�). O ne ofthe problem s which can be studied by such investigation is the value ofthe

num ericalcoe�cientcin the form ula forthe renorm alized bending m odulus[57,58,59,60]:

�(�)= � 0 + c
kB T

4�
ln(�l): (77)

This problem aroused a renewed interestrecently since its hasbeen suggested thatthe value ofc m ay be positive,

which m eans(quite rem arkably)thatthe 
uctuationssti�en ratherthen soften the m em brane[61,62,63].

W hile determ ining thevalueofcwasnotpossiblewith ourcom puterresources,wedid useEq.(77)in ouranalysis

oftheresults.O urneed ofEq.(77)and thelink thatitprovidesbetween � and �0 isrelated to thepeculiarnatureof

oursim ulationswhich arem adein a \solvent-free"environm ent.Ashasbeen discussed in section III,ourexpressions

fortheelasticcoe�cientshavebeen derived based on theassum ption thatthem em braneisem bedded in solventand

that the entire container is deform ed. In our sim ulations,however,we have no container(there are no boundaries

for the sim ulation cellin the z direction) and,so,the applicability ofour approach should be exam ined carefully.

The argum ents which we presented in section IIIA [see,in particular,the discussion around Eq.(30)]dem onstrate

thatthe presenceofsolventisessentialonly forthe calculation of� and ��,butnotforthe calculation ofthe surface

tensions� and ~�.By contrast,the Ham iltonian coe�cientscan be allm easured in a \solvent-free" m odelsincethey

areextracted from sim ulationsof
at,non-
uctuating,m em branes.Thevalueof�0 and therelation given by Eq.(77)

providethen an estim ateforthevalueof�.Sincethe�nite-sizecorrection to thevalueof� growsonly logarithm ically

with the size ofthe system ,and since �0 � kB T,the di�erence between �0 and � isnotsigni�cantly large. In our

sim ulationsitactually fallswithin theuncertainty in ourestim atesofthebending m odulus,which m eansthat� and

�0 are practically indistinguishable. In addition to our m easurem ent of�0,we also m easured � directly from the

sim ulations. As we have justexplained above,such a m easurem entis expected to failand to lead to the incorrect

conclusion that� = 0.W e used thisincorrectresultasa testforourcode.

The values ofthe elastic coe�cients have been extracted from sim ulations of64 m em branes starting atdi�erent

initialcon�gurations.Theinitialcon�gurationsweregenerated by random ly placing 500 lipidsin two di�erentlayers

with a vertical(along the z direction)separation a (the sizeofthe atom s)between them .The initialscon�gurations

were \therm alized" over a period of2 � 105 M C tim e units,followed by a longer period of1:2 � 106 tim e units

during which quantitiesofinterestwereevaluated.The uncertaintiesin our�nalresultscorrespond to one standard

deviation in the estim ates ofthe averages. W e �rst m ade the sim ulations with non-
uctuating m em branes,from

which we extracted the values ofthe Ham iltonian coe�cients. Then,we rem oved the partin our algorithm which

is responsible for keeping the m em brane 
at. The m em branes were equilibrated again,and then the values ofthe

therm odynam ic(free energy)coe�cientsweredeterm ined.

Forthe barecoe�cientswe�nd the following valuesforthe surfacetension:

�0 = (0:8� 0:5)
kB T

a2

~�0 = (� 0:07 � 0:01)
kB T

a2
: (78)

The com parison ofthese results with each other,and with the values ofthe elastic coe�cients extracted from the


uctuation approach [Eq.(76)]reveals:(a)a disagreem entbetween the two surfacetensions�0 and ~�0,which should

beattributed to the�nitesizeofourm em brane(seeourdiscussion in section IIIA);and (b)a disagreem entbetween

�0 and � which should be attributed to the entropic contribution to the surface tension. The bending m odulus �0
hasbeen obtained by dividing the system into N s stripesand extrapolating the resultsfor�0 to the lim it1=N s ! 0,

asexplained earlierin thissection (see also the Appendix).From the extrapolation procedure,which issum m arized

in Fig.6,we�nd that

�0 = (44� 10) kB T: (79)

Thisresultalso servesasourestim ate for� (see discussion earlierin thissection).The sim ilarity ofthe abovevalue

of� (which is,unfortunately,obtained with a som ewhatlarge num ericaluncertainty)to the one quoted in Eq.(76)

corroboratestheargum entpresented in section IIregarding theequivalenceofthetwo routesto m em braneelasticity.

Furthersupportto thisargum entisobtained from the agreem entofourresultin Eq.(76)to �,with the valueofthe

surfacetension obtained from equilibrium approach [using expression (42)]:

� = (� 0:3� 0:5)
kB T

a2
: (80)
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O urresultfor ~� [expression (44)]isnotvery m uch di�erent

~� = (� 0:41� 0:01)
kB T

a2
: (81)

These values are quite di�erent from those given in Eq.(78),thus dem onstrating the im portance ofthe entropic

contribution to the surfacetension.

Finally, we plot in Fig.7 our results for the \apparent" bending m odulus �� which we have obtained, using

expression (59),from sim ulationsofa 
uctuating m em brane.Thesesim ulationsserveasa testforourcode.W e�nd

�� = (� 4� 8)kB T which isconsistentwith the anticipated value�� = 0.

V . SU M M A R Y A N D D ISC U SSIO N

M otivated by thelack ofawellaccepted theory todealwith thestatistical-m echanicalbehaviorofcurved interfaces,

we have studied the elastic properties of
uid bilayer m em branes using analyticaland com putationaltools. Two

distinct m ethods have been em ployed to m easure the surface tension �,and the bending m odulus �,ofa m odel

m em brane.In the�rst(\
uctuation")m ethod theelasticcoe�cientswereextracted from theanalysisofthespectrum

oftherm al
uctuationsofthem em brane.Thesecond (\equilibrium ")m ethod isbased on thefactthat� and � describe

thefreeenergy variationsdueto area-changing and curvature-form ing deform ationsand,therefore,can berelated to

the derivativesofthe partition function with respectto the relevantstrain variables.Using thiskind ofrelation,we

havederived form alexpressionsfor� and � in centralforcesystem s.O urexpressionsassociatetheelasticcoe�cients

to the interactionsbetween the m oleculesand the two-,three-,and four-particlesdistribution functions. The m ost

im portantfeature ofthese expressionsisthe factthateven though � and � (aswellasthe saddle-splay m odulus ��)

arerelated to deform ationsofthem em brane,they can beextracted from a singleM C run perform ed on thereference

(unstrained)system .

O ne of the puzzles about curved interfaces elasticity is related to the correspondence between the above two

approachesfordeterm ining theirrigidity constants. W e used linearresponse theory to prove thatthe two m ethods

m ustagreeforthe valuesof� and � provided thatthe system isdeform ed by the application ofexternalforcesand

notby alteringothertherm odynam icvariablessuch asthetem peratureorthechem icalpotentialofsurfacem olecules.

M oreover,ourdiscussion clari�esthatthecoe�cientsin question,� and �,arethe e�ective elasticcoe�cientswhich

appearin the Helfrich free energy (ratherthan the Helfrich Ham iltonian) and which are in
uenced by the therm al

undulationsofthem em brane.O urcom putersim ulationsand thenum ericalvaluesoftheelasticcoe�cientswhich we

�nd,con�rm the idea ofequivalencebetween the two routesto m em braneelasticity.

Com parison ofthe com putationale�ciency ofthe two m ethods showsthat for our m em brane m odelsystem the


uctuation m ethod provides m ore accurate estim ates ofthe elastic coe�cients than the equilibrium m ethod,and

requiresless CPU tim e. The m ajorshortcom ingsofthe 
uctuation approach is the fact thatit can be utilized for

m easurem entsofthe e�ective coe�cientsonly,and thatitrequiresthe determ ination ofthe pro�le ofthe interface

during the course ofthe sim ulations. W hile this iseasy with our\water-free" com puterm odel,thism ay notbe so

in other cases,for instance,for m em branes which tend to exchange m olecules with the em bedding solvent,or for

liquid-vaporinterfacesnearthe criticalpointwhen the interface isdi�cultto distinguish from the bulk phases. In

thesecasestheequilibrium m ethod m ay bem oreattractivesincetheinteractionsin thebulk phasesdo notcontribute

to the valuesof� and � when calculated using ourexpressionsforthe elastic coe�cients. M oreover,with the sam e

m echanicalexpressions for � and �,the bare (Ham iltonian) coe�cients can be also calculate. O ur m easurem ents

dem onstrate that close to the tensionless state ofthe m em brane,the entropic com ponent ofthe surface tension is

quitesigni�cant.Thishasbeen also found recently in a theoreticalstudy ofthesurfacetension of
uctuating surfaces

[15].

Finally,wewould liketo reem phasizethatourexpressionsfortheelasticcoe�cientsapply forcentralforcesystem s

only.Following ourderivation ofthese expression one should be able to generalized them to m ore com plicated cases

includingm any-bodyinteractions.A m orerealisticm odelm ustalsoincludeelectrostaticinteractionswhoselong-range

natureposea com putationalchallenge.

Acknowledgm ents: W e thank Ram Seshadriforhiscom m entson the m anuscript,and to Je�rey Barteetforcom -

putationalsupportin the M aterialsResearch Laboratory (M RL).Thiswork wassupported by the NationalScience

Foundation underAward No.DM R-0203755.TheM RL atUC SantaBarbaraissupported byNSF No.DM R-0080034.



18

A P P EN D IX A :D ET ER M IN A T IO N O F � U SIN G T H E M ET H O D O F ST R IP ES

The m ost com m on way to reduce �nite size e�ects in com puter sim ulations is obtained by em ploying periodic

boundary conditions,nam ely by regarding the sim ulation cellaspartofan in�nite periodic lattice ofidenticalcells.

W hen therangeoftheinteractionsislessthan Lp=2(halfthelinearsizeofthecell)than each particle� interactsonly

with the nearestperiodic im age ofany otherparticle �.This,in turn,isidenti�ed asthe pair(�;�).Each pair has

in�nitely m any periodicim ageseach ofwhich isassociated with a di�erentsim ulation cell;and with each sim ulation

celleach pair is associated exactly once. The setofallthe di�erent pairsassociated with one ofthe cells[say,the

original(\prim itive")cell]isthe one overwhich the sum m ation in expressions(42)and (44)forthe surface tension

should be perform ed.

Thingsbecom e m ore com plicated when we try to evaluate the bending m odulus � using expression (59). In this

case,coordinatesassociated with thelocation ofthepair(�X �� and �Y �� )appearin theexpression,and so itbecom es

necessary to decide which ofthe periodic im ages ofeach pair is actually associated with prim itive sim ulation cell

(� Lp=2 � x;y < + Lp=2) over which the sum in Eq.(59) is perform ed. The intuitive candidate is the periodic

im age with � Lp=2 � �X �� ;�Y �� < + Lp=2. M aking this choice,however,is not the right convention. The correct

way to handle the sum m ation in expression (59) can be deduced from our derivation ofexpression (64) which is

independentofthelocation oftheorigin ofaxes.Following thediscussion thatled from Eq.(59)to Eq.(64)itbecom es

clear that: (a) each quartet((�;�);(
;�)) m ust be reproduced exactly twice from sum s in Eq.(59)[or once,ifthe

quartets((�;�);(
;�))and ((
;�);(�;�))aretreated asdi�erent],and (b)thatthecentralcoordinateofthequartet,

(�X ��;
� ;�Y ��;
� ),m ustlie inside the region ofthe prim itive sim ulation cell.These requirem entscan be perceived as

iswe have a periodic boundary condition problem with the pairsplaying the role ofparticlesand with (�X �� ;�Y �� )

serving asthecoordinatesofthepairs.W hatcan also belearned from expression (64)isthefactthat� isassociated

with pair-pair correlations.Therefore,itsaccurate m easurem entisdi�cultin system swhose linearL p < 2�,where

� istherelevantcorrelation length.W eproceed ourdiscussion assum ing thatoursystem issu�cientlargeand obeys

the abovecriterion.

In order to calculate the third term in Eq.(59) we divide our system into an even num ber ofstripes N s = 2M

(M -integer)parallelto the x axis,asshown in Fig.8.The fourth term in Eq.(59)iscalculated in the sam e m anner

by dividing the system into the sam e num ber ofstripes parallelto the y axis. In addition to the prim itive cellwe

also need to considerthe nearestperiodic extensionsoflinearsize Lp=2. These periodic extensions,which are also

shown in Fig.8,consistofperiodicim agesofthe stripes.W elabelthe stripesincluded in the prim itivecellwith the

num bersM + 1;:::;3M ,the stripeson the rightperiodic extension with 1;:::;M (they are the periodic im agesof

stripes2M + 1;:::;3M ,and the stripeson the leftperiodic extension (the im agesofstripesM + 1;:::;2M )with

3M + 1;:::;4M . Foreach pair we calculate the quantity p�� � �0
�
R ��

�
R ��
x R ��

z =R �� . The location ofthe pair,

which isidenti�ed with the m id-coordinate �X �� =
�
X � + X �

�
=2,de�nesthe stripe with which the pairshould be

associated.In Fig.8 each pairisdepicted asa particle.Thepairlabeled a,forinstance,islocated in the�fth stripe,

whereasitsperiodic im age a0 islocated in stripe num ber13. Foreach stripe iin the prim itive cellwe calculate the

sum

�i =
X

pairs in stripe # i

p
�� �X ��

: (A1)

The sum corresponding to stripej,the im ageofstripe i,isgiven by

�j =
X

pairs in stripe # i

p
��

�
�X ��

� Lp
�
; (A2)

where the sign (� )in the above expression dependson whetherthe im age issituated to the rightorthe leftofthe

prim itivecell.Theproduct�p�q givesthecontribution to thethird term in Eq.(59)ofthequartetswhoseconstituent

pairs are included, respectively, in stripes p and q. These contributions should be in accord with requirem ents

(a) and (b), m entioned in the previous paragraph,about the quartets and their locations. In som e cases these

requirem ents are ful�lled by the im age ofthe stripe rather than the stripe itself. A few illustrative exam ples are

given in Fig.8: The contribution ofthe quartets(a;b)and (b;c),forinstance,isobtained from the products�5�8

and �8�11,respectively. The quartet (a;c),on the other hand,should not be introduced into expression (59) for

� via the product �5�11. The distance from a to the im age c0 is sm aller than to c and so the quartet should be

identi�ed aseither(a;c0)oras(a0;c).Thelatteristhecorrectchoicebecausethecenterofthequartet(a0;c)satis�es

� Lp=2 � �X a
0
;c =

�
�X a

0

+ �X c

�

=2< + Lp=2,whilethecenterofthequartet(a;c
0)fallsoutsidetheprim itivecell.The

contribution to the expression for� ofthispairis,thus,obtained from the product�11�13.

The nice feature ofthe above exam ples is that the argum ents we used to reach our decisions about the correct

way to handlethequartetshavenotbeen based on theprecise coordinatesofthe pairs,butratheron theidentity of
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the stripesand theirlocationswith respectto the centerofthe sim ulation cell.Thism eansthatthe products�p�q

reproducethecontribution ofallthequartetscorrespondingto therelevantstripes.Individualdecisionsarenecessary

only fora sm allnum berofquartets,associated with the following cases:

� The �rstcase isrelated with quartetsin which the num berofstripesseparating the pairsisequalto M ,asin

the case ofthe pairsband d in Fig.8 which are located,respectively,inside the eighth and the twelfth stripes

(M = 4 in the above exam ple). The separation between the pairs b and d along the x axis is very close to

Lp=2,and itis im possible to know (withoutchecking the coordinatesofthe pairs)whetherthe paird should

be replaced by itsperiodic im age d0 located in the fourth strips. In a hom ogeneoussystem abouthalfofsuch

pairsshould be exchanged with theirim ages,and so the bestestim ate forthe contribution to expression (59)

for� arising from quartetsincluding onepairinsidetheeighth stripeand theotherinsidethetwelfth stripesis:

0:5�8(�4 + �12).

� Anothercase occurswhen the stripescontaining the two pairsare sym m etric with respectto the centerofthe

prim itive celland,in addition,the distance between them islargerthan M . A typicalexam ple isthe quartet

(a;d) in Fig.8,in which a is inside the �fth stripe and d is in the twelfth strips. In this case it is obvious

that(a;d) has to be replaced by either (a;d0) or by (a0;d),but the two are equally probable. Therefore,the

contribution ofsuch quartetsisisbestestim ated by:0:5(�4�5 + �12�13)

Theaboverulesforcorrectsum m ation overthedi�erentquartetscan besum m arized bythefollowingcom pactform ula

forthe third term in expression (59):

*
4MX

p= 1

4MX

q= 1

fp;q�p�q

+

; (A3)

wherethe function f isgiven by

fp;q =

8
>>><

>>>:

1 forjp� qj� M � 1 and 2M + 1 < p+ q< 6M + 1

0:5 forjp� qj= M and 2M + 1 < p+ q< 6M + 1

0:5 forjp� qj� M � 1 and p+ q= 2N + 1

0:5 forjp� qj� M � 1 and p+ q= 6N + 1

0 otherwise

: (A4)

The value of� obtained using the above expressions[Eqs.(A3)and (A4)]are notaccurate since the contribution of

som eofthequartetsisintroduced in an approxim ated way.However,thefraction ofsuch quartetsand the resultant

num ericalerror can be dim inished by taking the lim it N s ! 1 . In our sim ulations we have used a set of�ve

approxim ationswith N s = 4;6;8;12;24.

Another \trick" to speed up the calculation of�: The third and fourth term sin expression (59)for� depend on

the coordinates ofthe particles. Therefore,severalvalues for these quantities can be obtained from a single M C

con�guration by generating replicasofthe originalsim ulation cell. These replicascan be generated by shifting the

position ofthe origin ofaxes,and using the \m inim alim age convention" to de�ne a replicated prim itive cellwhich

is centered around the new origin. The com putationale�ort required for the calculation ofexpression (59) in the

replicasissubstantially sm allerthan thatrequired forthegeneration ofnew M C con�guration.Foronespecialsetof

replicasthe calculation can be done with (alm ost)no additionale�ortatall:Thissetinclude the replicasgenerated

when the origin isshifted by constantintervals�x = Lp=N s in the x direction (�y = Lp=N s in the y direction).Such

shiftsarecom putationally favorablebecausethey lead to cyclicperm utationsofthestripes,butdo notm ix thepairs

included in each oneofthem .
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FIG .1: A schem atic picture ofa bilayerm em brane (gray)in the reference state (a),and in two deform ed states (b)and (c).

The solid line representsthe characteristic surface ofthe m em brane,to which the Helfrich free energy isapplied.The areasof

the characteristic surfaces and the volum es ofthe m em branes (represented by the gray-shaded area in the �gure) in (b)and

(c)are identical. The m em brane depicted in (b)isshown in (d)togetherwith the containing celland the em bedding solvent.

Theend pointsm arked by theopen circlesbelong to theperim eterP ofthecharacteristic surface.Anotherdeform ation ofthe

container,which do notchange the totalarea ofthe characteristic surface,isshown in (e).



23

R

θ

0

FIG .2: A cylindricalbilayerm em brane (gray)with radiusofcurvature R 0 and apex angle �. The solid line in the m iddle of

the m em brane represents the characteristic surface. The cylindricalshape ofthe m em brane is obtained via a deform ation of

the containing cell,depicted by the bold dashed line in the �gure. The m em brane m ay be thoughtofaspartofa cylindrical

vesicle (depicted by the thin dashed line)ofa sim ilarradiusofcurvature.
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2 31

a
FIG .3:A schem atic picture ofa lipid m olecule in ourm odelsystem -a trim erconsisting ofthree sphericalatom sofdiam eter

a.Theatom labeled 1 (solid circle)representsthehydrophilichead ofthelipid,while theatom slabeled 2 and 3 (open circles)

representthe hydrophobictail.

FIG .4:Equilibrium con�guration ofa 
uid m em brane consisting of1000 m olecules(500 m oleculesin each m onolayer).
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FIG .6:Thebending m odulus�0 asa function oftheinverseofnum berofstripesdividing thesim ulation cell,1=N s.Thecurve

depictsthe weighted leastsquare �tofa second orderpolynom ialin 1=N s to the data.
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FIG .7: The \apparent" bending m odulus �
�
as a function ofthe inverse ofnum ber ofstripes dividing the sim ulation cell,

1=N s.The curve depictsthe weighted leastsquare �tofa �rstorder(linear)polynom ialin 1=N s to the data.
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FIG .8:A schem aticpictureofa system oflinearsizeLp consisting offourpairs(a,b,c,d)and theirperiodicim ages(a’.b’,c’,d’).

The bold fram e m arks the boundaries ofthe prim itive sim ulation cellwhich is divided into N s = 8 stripes labeled from 5 to

12.The im agesofthe stripeswhich belong to the nearestperiodic extensionsofthe prim itive cellare labeled 1-4 and 13-16


