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The equilbrium and uctuation m ethods for detem Ining the surface tension, , and bending
modulus, , ofa bilayer m embrane with a xed projcted area are discussed. In the uctuation
m ethod the elastic coe cients and are measured from the am plitude of them al uctuations
of the planar m em brane, while in the equilbrium m ethod the free energy required to deform the
m em brane is considered. T he latter approach is used to derive new expressions for and (aswell
as forthe saddle-splay m odulus), which relate them to the pair-interactionsbetween the am phiphiles
form ing the m em brane. W e use linear response theory to argue that the two routes lead to sin ilar
values for and . This argum ent is con m ed by M onte C arlo sim ulations of a m odelm em brane
whose elastic coe cients are calculated using both m ethods.

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

T he B ilayerm em brane, a double sheet of surfactants separating tw o aqueous phases, is one ofthe structures form ed
by the selfassem bly of am phiphilic m olecules in water 'g:]. T he driving force in this process is the hydrophobic e ect
which favors exposing the hydrophilic part of the m olecules to the w ater w hile shielding the \oily" part from aqueous
contact [2 d] T he ongoing Interest in such m em branes is due to m any reasons, am ong w hich are their predom inant
role in the organization of the biologicalcells @], and their various applications in m any industrial sectors ﬁ B ilayer
am phiphilic sheets have very special m echanical properties: W hile being strongly resistant to lateral m echanical
stretching or com pression, they are highly exible and can exhbi large them ally excited undulations [é -7 This
unique elastic behavior, nam ely the stability against extemal perturbations on the one hand but the ease In going
from one shape to another on the other hand, is in portant for the act:v:i:y of living cells B] C onsequently, there has
been a great e ort to understand the elasticity ofbilayer system s § Q:, @, :_LQ]

B ilayerm em branesare quasitw o-din ensional (2D ) ob cts: theirthickness istypically ofthe size ofa few nanom eters
(roughly, tw ice the length of the constituent am phiphilic m olecules), while their lateral extension can reach up to
severalm icrom eters. Since the m embrane appearsasa thin In on the m esoscopic scale, its physical properties are
often studied using coarsegrained phenom enologicalm odels treating the m em brane as a an ooth continuous 2D sheet
@,1,9,.11]. M em brane elasticity hasbeen traditionally studied using the H elfrich e ective surface H am iltonian which
relates the elastic energy to the local principle curvatures of the m embrane ¢; and ¢, and which has the follow ing
form EZ]

1
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where J g+ o and K g, are the totaland G aussian curvatures respectively. T he integration n E q.@) is carried
over the whole surface of the m em brane. T he Helfrich H am iltonian is derived by assum ing that local curvatures are
an all, and the free energy can be expanded to second order in J and to rst order in K . It, therefore, nvolves four
phenom enologicalparam eters: the spontaneous curvature ¢y, and three elastic coe cients —the surface tension ¢, the
bendingm odulus g, and the saddle-splay m odulis o, whose values depend on the area densiy ofthe am phiphiles. If
the num ber ofthese is xed, then one should also consider the correctionsto H am iltonian (:l.:) due to the changes in the
area of the uctuating m embrane. For weakly uctuating m em branes these corrections can be assum ed to be an all.
T he surface tension, which is usually associated w ith the free energy cost for adding m olecules to the m em brane (at
a xed density), is related In the case ofm em branesw ith xed num ber of am phiphiles to the area-density dependent
(Schuln an) elastic energy [13,14,15].
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The Helfmch Ham iltonian has been very successfiil in descridbing the shape and the phase diagram of com plex
Interfaces Ll '7- :18 Tt also yields a correct description of the them al uctuations around the equilbrim surface
state f_l-9 ,26- 2]:— and of the entropic forces between m em branes t_Z-Z_i] Because it is phenom enological, the H elfrich
Ham iltonian provides no inform ation about the values of the elastic coe cients. M any theories have been developed
that attem pt to relate the e]astjc coe c:nent's Introduced by the H elfrich H am iltonian to m icroscopic entities and the
interactions betw een them 23 .24 25 26 .27 In fact, these theories are usually concemed w ith the free energy ofthe
surface, rather than the Ham iltonian. T he free energy is assum ed to have the sam e form as the H elfrich H am iltonian
and, hence, usually called the Helfrich free energy (see a m ore detailed discussion in section :_T_.F) . The coe cients
appearing in the expression for the free energy, which we denote by , , and , are also referred to as the surface
tension, the bending m odulus, and the saddle-solay m odulus, respectively. D espite the sim ilarity in nam es, there is
a signi cant di erence between the Ham ittonian coe cients (W ih the subscript 0) and the free energy coe cients.
T he fom er are \m aterial properties" which depend on the intemal (potential) energy of the surface. T he latter, on
the other hand, are themm odynam ic quantities and, as such, are also In uenced by the entropy associated w ith the
them al uctuations of the system . T heir values, therefore, m ay also depend on the tem perature and the size of the
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 them odynam ics and statistical m echanics of curved interfaces f_2-§', ggi, :_3-(_)', :_3-]_1', :_I-%E_i, :_53'] The last
approach has the potential of providing exact \virial" expressions for , ,and in tem s of the m icroscopic foroces
betw een the am phiphiles and the pair distrdbution function. O ne ofthe systam s whose statisticalm echanics has been
studied extensively is that ofa sim ple liquid-vapor interface. A Ithough this seem s to be a rather sin ple system , the
determm ination of its elasticm oduliis quite com plicated and involves a set oftechnicaland conceptualproblem s. B elow
we discuss som e of them :

One problem is related to the nite thickness of the interface, nam ely to the fact that the local concentration
is not a step function but changes gradually whilk going from one phase to the other. Consequently, there
is som e ambiguiy about the location of the diriding plane that separates the two phases and to which the
Helfrich H am iltonian is applied. It tums out that the values of the rigidiy constants and  (the coe cients
of the second order tem s In the curvatures ¢; and ;) depend on the choice of the dividing surface E;Z_I] The
dependence ofthe rigidity constants on the reference surface had led people to question the validiy of continuing
the H elfrich free energy expansion beyond the linear term in curvature. This problem hasbeen recently tackled
by van G iessen and B lokhuis LB§'] who used com puter sin ulation to detem ine the rigidity constants ofa curved
licuid-vapor interface In a system of particles interacting via a truncated Lennard-Jones (LJ) potential. T hey
have dem onstrated that although one needs to state which convention for locating the dividing surface is used
when providing the values of and , this fact does not render the Helfrich free energy useless, nor does it
din inish the im portance of these quantities in describing the elastic properties of the interface.

A second problem that m akes the determm nation of the rigidity constants di cult is a technical one: In their
paper van G ifessen and B lokhuis used the viral expressions given in Ref. [36:] to evaluate the values of and
T hese expressions relate the rigidity constants to the derivative of the pair density distribution function w ith
regpect to the radius of curvature R.. T hism eans that the values of the rigidity constants of a planar interface
cannot be determ ined from the sim ulation ofthat system only, but it isnecessary to peﬁbml a set of sin ulations
of curved interfaces w ith very large values of R .. For the Interfaces Investigated in Ref. B5], i tums out that
In the lJarge R regin e the dependence of the pair density fiinction on R, is very weak. Consequently, it was
Inpossble to determ ine  and accurately, and only a rough estin ate of these quantities could be obtained.

A third problem , a m ore findam ental one, is related to the m ethod of calculating the rigidity constants
and and to our interpretation of their physical m eaning. The theoretical and experin ental m ethods for
determm ining the e]astjc_ coe cients of iInterfaces can be classi ed into equilbrium (or m echanical) m ethods and

uctuation m ethods f_3]', :_3§'] 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 equilbrium approach one extracts the
elastic coe cients by com paring the free energies of two equilbrium surfaces w th di erent curvatures. In the

uctuation approach, on the other hand, the H elfrich H am iltonian is used to calculate the free energy cost due
to a themm al uctuation that changes the lIocal curvature from is equilbrium value. T he elastic coe cients are
derived from them ean-square am plitudes ofthe uctuations. T he situation in which there exist twom ethods for
calculating elasticm oduli is rem iniscent of other cases, for instance, the v o_di erentm ethods of evaluating the
elastic constants of thermm odynam ic system s in linear e]ast'jc:ity theory LB@ .4d .4]; '42‘] and the two approaches
for determ ining the surface tension ofa planar nterface @3, :44 In the latter exam ples the di erent approaches
Jead to the sam e values for the m echanicalm oduli, In accord w ith the linear response theory [45 .46 This isnot
the case w ith the rigidity constants of a liquid-vapor interface {_3?] T he discrepancy between the two m ethods



is due to the fact that in order to change the equilbriuim radius of curvature of, say, a spherical liquid drop, it
is necessary to change its volum e as well. Thism eans a change in the volum e fractions of the two phases (ie.,
the condensation of vapor or the evaporation of liquid), and it thus requires the variation ofthe them odynam ic
variables like the tem perature or the chem icalpotential. In the uctuation case the radius of curvature is varied
by them al uctuations, while the them odynam ic variables are not altered.

In this paper we discuss the statisticalm echanics of uid bilayerm em branes. W e derive expressions for the elastic
coe clents , , and of the m embranes, relating them to the Interactions and the correlation functions between
the am phiphiks form ing the bilayer. W e use these expressions for a M onte Carlo M C) determm ination of the elastic
coe cients of a bilayer m em brane com puter m odel. Unlke the expressions derived for the rigidity constants of a
Jiquid-vapor interface, our expressions are such that they can be evalnated using a singke M C run perform ed on the
(quasi) atm em brane reference system only. T his feature greatly sin pli esthe com putationalprocedure, and m akes it
m ore e cient and well-controlled. A nother in portant distinction betw een the m em branes discussed in this paper and
the system of liquid-vapor Interface studied in Ref. t_3-5] is the fact that the m echanical and the uctuation m ethods
for determ ining their rigidity constants lead to sim flar results. O ur expressions are derived using the m echanical
approach, nam ely by calculating the free energy variations resulting from the change in the area and cuxvature of the
m em brane. T he num erical valies of the elastic coe cientswhich we obtain from these expressions are com pared w ith
the values extracted from a spectral analysis of the therm al uctuations around the at reference state. We nd a
very good agreem ent betw een the two m ethods. T his agreem ent, which is expected by virtue of linear response theory
(see discussion In section @, re ects the fact that the curvature of the m em brane can be varied by changing the
shape ofthe container (nam ely, by the application of extemal forces) w thout a ecting the them odynam ic properties
of the buk aqueous phases surrounding it. It should be noted that the experim entalvalues of measured (for the
sam e lpid bilayers) using m echanicaland uctuation m ethods can di er by asmuch as a factor of 3 I:§8_:] T he origin
of these discrepancies is not well understood. _

T he bilayer com puter m odel which we use In this paper has been recently introduced by one of us t_élj:] Herewe
use a slightly m odi ed version of that m odel which we describe in section _'I\{:.) Thism odel has two features which
sim plify the derivation ofthem odynam ic expressions for the elastic coe cients and the sinm ulations perform ed for the
calculation of these expressions. F irst, the sin ulations are conducted w ith no solvent present in the sim ulations cell,
ie., as ifthe m embrane is in vacuum . T his feature greatly reduces the num ber of atom s in the sin ulation cell, thus
enabling us to sin ulate a relatively Jargem em brane overa very longM C run. T he ability to perform longM C runs is
very In portant since the quantities whose them al averages we try to evaluate are very \noisy", and accurate resuls
can be obtaied only if they are m easured for a Jarge number of con gurations. The other feature is the nature of
the interactions between the m olecules form ing the m em brane. In our com puter m odel the am phiphilic m olecules are
m odeled as trin ers and the interactions between their constituent atom s are pairw ise additive. For such system s the
derivation of expression for the elastic coe cients (see section i:le} is sim pler than for system s including m any-body
potentials. O ur discussion in this paper is, therefore, restricted to central force system s only.

The paper is organized In the ©llow ing way: The theoretical aspects of our study are presented in sections :ﬁ[
and :g:gt In section :]Z.[ we describe the relation between the equilbrium and the uctuation routes for determ ining
the surface tension  and the bending m odulus  of bilayer m embranes, and explain why these m ethods (if used
appropriately) lead to sinm ilar results. Then, in section :!1[1:, we derive expressions for these quantities based on the
equilbbriim approach. O ur expressions relate  and  to the interactions and the correlation functions between the
\interaction sites" of the am phiphilic m olecules. T he num erical results are presented in section :_B[: where we calculate
the elastic coe cients of our m odel system using the two m ethods and nd a very good agreem ent between them .
Som e technical agpects of the sin ulations are discussed in the A ppendix. F nally we conclude in section :17: .

II. THE EQUILIBRIUM AND FLUCTUATION ROUTESTO MEMBRANE ELASTICITY

Linear response is a fundam ental theoram which relates the uctuations of a system around its equilbbriim state
and the response of the system to weak perturbations [fl-ﬁ, gé] In the context of elasticity theory it provides a link
between the shape uctuations of them odynam ic system s and their elastic m oduli. For example, when a 2D at
Interface is slightly stretched or com pressed from its equilbrium area A, the variation ofthe (an all) surface pressure

is given by @8 49

e
Ka = —; 2

where A is the area of the interface and K 5 is the stretching/com pression m odulus. T he above relation provides one
way tomeasure K p . An altemative approach form easuring K 5 is to consider the thermm al uctuations ofthe area A



around the equilbrium area A [_ (_5,159']. T he equipartition theorem suggests that in the low tem perature lin i when
uctuations around A ; are sm all

,. ksTA
h@  Ay)i= ——; 3)
Ka

where kg isthe Boltzm ann constantand T is the tem perature, while h i denotes a themm alaverage. LInear response
theory can be also applied to describe the nom al, curvature-form Ing, uctuationsofthe 2D interface. T he discussion
In thiscase (ofnom al uctuations) is, however, som ew hat m ore com plicated. A proofofthe equivalence between the
equilbriim and the uctuation routesto the surface tension ofa uctuating Interface had been presented w ith great
clarity by Caiet al 5]1 Below we extend that proof and address the two routes to the bendJng modulis aswell
O ne In portant di erence between the present discussion and the one presented in Ref. ﬁ51| ] is related to the nature
ofthe uctuating surfaces in question. Here, we consider an elastic surface consisting ofa xed num ber ofm olecules
whose area density isvaried when i uctuates. By contrast, the surface studied in Ref. Q_Sl:] is Incom pressible and its
area density is xed to isequilbrium valie. T he variation of the totalarea of the latter is achieved via the exchange
ofm olecules between the surface and the embedding solvent. A m ore detailed discussion on the di erences between
the elastic properties of com pressible and ncom pressble surfaces appears in Ref. {_l-g;]

Let us consider a 2D surface that spans a planar fram e of a totalarea A, which does not necessarily coincide w ith
the equilbrium (Schuln an) area Ay . T he surface is free to undulate in the direction nom alto fram e. The ensemble
of conform ations which the surface attains is govemed by a Ham iltonian H G (¢)) relating the elastic energy to the
conform ation of the surface. The conformm ation of the surface is describbed by som e \gauge" finction h (¢), where
r = (x;y) label the points on the reference surface. The exact form of the Ham iltonian H is unim portant and, in
particular, i is not lm ited to the Helfrich form (-'!1') . Aswe are Interested In m oderately— uctuating surfaces W ih
no overhangs), we shall use the the so called M onge gauge z = h (¢), where h is the height of the surface above the
fram e reference plane. In what llow s we w ill restrict our discussion to sym m etric surfaces (such as bilayers) w ith no
spontaneous curvature, ie., w ith no preference to bend tow ard either the \upper" or \lower" side of the surface. In
other words, we assum e that the average conform ation of the surface is at and foreach =

th @E)i= 0: 4)

W e also assum e that the surface under consideration ism echanically stable, and that the validity ofE q.(:_d) isnot due
to the partition of the con gurations phase space Into several sub spaces forwhich th )i 0.

If the fram e (profcted) area A, is not equalto the equilbrium area A, then it is necessary to apply a tangential
surface pressure In orderto x the area ofthe fram e. If;, In addition, nom alforoes are applied then relation (:ff) breaks
down. The function

h@)=h @i )

can be regarded as the strain eld descrlbing the deform ed state ofthe surface. T he free energy ofa system sub ected
to a an all deform ation can be expanded in a power serdes in the strain variables. In full analogy to H am iltonian {_]:),
we can w rite the H elfrich free energy of the surface in the follow ng fomm :

1
Fh=Fh=0+ Ah Ap+§J2h+Kh+h:o:t; ®)

where A h istotalarea ofthe surface de ned by the function h (¢), while J h and K h denote, respectively, the
integrated totaland G aussian curvatures de ned by
Z
J2 arJ? h@) ; )

Ap

and

K drK h@) : 8)
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In Eq. (ud we set the spontaneous curvature ¢y = 0 [see Egs. (4) and 65) and use the e ective (nor_rn alized) values
of the elastic coe cients which are di erent from the \bare" values appearing in the H am iltonian L). (see discussion

earlier In section I). The higherordertem s hot) mhEq. (_d nclude both products ofthe an allvariables @ Ay)=A,,
J?,and K ,aswellastem s hvolring the gradients of the local curvatures. T he latter are assum ed to be sn all sihoe
we consider only nearly— at surfaces described by functions h which vary slow Iy In space. Since , ,and appear



as the coe cients of the free energy expansion in strain variables [Eq.(6'j ], they can be also related to the follow ing
partial derivatives

QF
= ; 9
@A ©)
(2)=
Q°F
= ; 10
a7 2 (10)
h (€)= 0
and
QF
= — ; 11
@K b
h@®)=0

evaluated at the reference state h ®) = 0.

E quations (n'_ga){ {_i]_:) express the equilbbrium (m echanical) route to , , and . The complem entary uctuations
approach is m ore easily om ulated In Fourder rather than in real space. Let us take a square fram e (the reference
surface) of linearsize L, = A_p, and discretized it into N ? square cells (\patches") of linear size 1= L,=N ,wherelis
som e m icroscopic length of the order of the size of the constituent m olecules. Since the description of the m em brane
as a 2D continuous sheet breaks down on length scales below 1, the surface has to be de ned only over a discrete set
ofpoints fry = (Xg;y4)g each ofwhich located in the center ofa grid cell. O utside the fram e region, the function can
be de ned by periodic extension ofperiod Ly, ie. h X4+ n1Ly;yg + N2Lp) = h (Xg7yy) where n; and n; are integer
num bers. T he Fourder transform ofthe (real) function h (g;) is de ned by

h——lX h (gg)e % 12)
q= T, ry) e :

¥y
where the two din ensionalw avevector ¢ has N ? discrete values satisfying
foo;qy = 2 m=Lp;m = N=2;:::;N=2 1g: 13)

T he inverse transform is given by
1 X .
h () = o heed %; (14)

P g

If the topology of the surface is xedland it does not form \handles" then the periodicity of the surface leads to the
vanishing of the G aussian curvature @’) G aussBonnet theorem ). W riting the expressions for the area A h and the
Integrated total curvature J in tem s of Fourier coordinates:

¥
AR =R+ dheh 4 + O hgf s)

X
J*h =¥ dhshq+0 hed ; (1e)
9

and substituting them in Eq.(:_é), we obtain the ollow Ing expression for the free energy

2 X
F h =F h=0+E I+ d+0(@) hehq+0 het : a7
g9

T he free energy C_l-j‘) can be related to the surface Ham iltonian H (fh (g;)g) via the partition function. W em ay use
the Fourder transform

hg =

1X .
— h@ge™ (18)
P

Tg



ofthe function h (fx;g), and express the Ham iltonian as a function of the Fourderm odes: H (fhgqg) . Introducing the
set of Lagrange m ultipliers £,9 each of which enforcing the value ofhg = hhgi, we w rite the partition finction ofthe
surface as

8 2 39
z < N Z
Zo Bpifigl= D [fheglexp ~— 4H (fj9) hedg® | i 19)
: . ;
where = (kg T) ! . The associated G dobs free energy is
G Bpifigl= kT hig: 20)

From Eqs.C_l-g') and {_2-9') it is easy to derive the follow ing relation

hyq = Hhgi ds @1)
= 1= —;
g 9 djq
and
Fheh o 1 ih 4 i e T &G ©2)
1 1= H
9" 4 lrhi 9 d]qd]q
The Helm holtz free energy F isrelated to G via
X
F A,; hy =G Rp;figlt hgdyi 23)
9
w here
aF _ ., (4)
dhg =5
If we use expression C_l-z:) for the Helm holtz free energy, we nd from Eq.d_2-4_:) that
=2 o+ d+0@E) hg+
hote that hy (J; = 0) = 0]. Combining Egs.{I1), {23), and £5) we obtain to the Dlow ing expression or G bbs free
energy
X JJ s« 4
G=F hg = f0g +0 i (©6)
. 2PLF+ F+o@l

W hen this expression orG is substituted in Eq.@2) and evaluated for fj,g= £0g @Which correspondsto the reference
state fhqg = £0g), we nd that the m ean square am plitude of the uctuations with a wavevector g (the \spectral
Intensity") is given by

kg T
hheh 1 = h i 277
R fhyg= £0g :hqf fhog= ng [+ '+ 0 ()] €7

This resul, which quanti es the m agnitude of the uctuations around the at equilbrium state, provides a second
(\ uctuation") route for calculating and (out not for the saddle-splay m odulus ). It is frequently quoted In an
ncorrect form with  and g, the coe cients in the Helfrich H am iltonian (i_s, Instead of and . The equivalence

of the two routes to m em brane elasticity is expressed by the fact that the elastic coe cients appearing in expression

C27‘ ) are the sam e as those obtained from Egs. (:Ei ) { (.'l]; and w hich are associated the \equilbrium " route. In the next
section weuse Egs. @) { Q]J) to derive statisticalm echanicalexpressions for the elastic coe cients. Then, in section IV g

we dem onstrate, using com puter sin ulations of a bilayer m em brane m odel, the agreem ent between the two di erent
m ethods of calculation.

@5)



III. THERMODYNAM IC EXPRESSIONS FOR THE ELASTIC COEFFICIENTS
A . The surface tension

Letus retum to the equilbbrium route tom em brane elasticity and to expressions @) { C_l-]_;) w hich describe the relation
betw een the free energy and the elastic coe cients. T he surface tension can be com puted by com paring the free energy
of the m em brane at the reference state which is assum ed to be at) and the free energy of a at m embrane w ith
a slightly larger area. These two m em branes are shown schem atically, w ithout the underlying m icroscopic details,
n Fjgs.:g: (@) and (o). W e reem phasize that the total num ber of am 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 of the
am phiphiles (rather than the free energy cost to add m olecules to the m em brane). T he characteristic surface of the
m em brane to which the free energy is applied, is chosen as them id surface between the two layers. T he totalvolum e
of the m em brane is assum ed to be xed; othemw ise, an additional term involving the volum e com pression m odulus
m ust be introduced in Eq.{6).

Tt is In portant to rem em ber that in Fjgs.:_]: (@) and (), only them ean con gurationsofthe surface (in the reference
and deform ed states) are depicted, and that the surface undulates around these (ensemble) average conform ations.
In other words, \the state of the surface" refers to its average conform ation. A s has been discussed earlier In section
EI nom al forces m ust be applied In order to deform the surface from its reference state [52] If the m em brane is
em bedded In a solution and placed in a container, than these forces can be generated by deform ing the entire container,
as dem onstrated In Fng;I: (d). Such a system can be conceptually divided Into buk aqueous phases and the interface
between them which nclides them em brane and the ad grocent hydration layers. T he volum es of the bulk phases above
and below the membrane are xed by the presence of solute particles that cannot pem eate the m embrane. The
deform ation of the boundaries of the container \percolates" to the interface and the latter acquires the shape of the
surface of the container. H ow ever, since the bulk solution is uid and has a vanishing shearm odulus, its deform ation
w ithout changing is volum e does not add any contribution to the free energy.

Even thought realbilayer system s are always emnbedded in a solvent which In uences their elastic properties), the
calculation of the surface tension can be also perform ed for m odel system s that exclide the latter and leave only
the Interfacial region. This is possble due to the fact that the surface tension can be calculated by considering a
deform ed atm embrane. Such a m em brane can be uniquely de ned by the perineter P h () of the characteristic

surface [represented by open circles in F ig. :L d)]. T he free energy of the m em brane can be derived from the partition
function Z via the relation

F= kTIhZ: (28)

T he expression for the partition fiinction m ust take into account the m icroscopic nature of the m em brane, and the
potentialenergy E due to the interactions between the am phiphilic m olecules. In what ollow swe assum e that E can
be w ritten as the sum of pair interactions between the atom s (\interaction sites") formm ing the m olecules
X
E = r ; 29)

h i

where r is the distance between atoms and , and summ ation over all pairs ofatom sh i is perform ed. The
various interactions are not identical but rather pairdependent, as each am phiphilic m olecule is typically com posed
ofm any di erent atom s. They also depend on w hether the atom s belong to di erent m olecules or part of the sam e
am phiphilke. In the latter case som e atom s are covalently bonded what brings in an additional contribution to E . For
brevity we w illom it the subscripts of the potential and the indices ofthe argument r  w ill serve as an indicator of
the speci c potential. W ith the potential energy descr%ed by Eq.C_Zgi), the p‘.i‘lrtjtjon function is given by

X X
7 = exp @ r =kgTh ; (30)
P Conf: h i

where the sum runs over all the confom ations is which the perin eter of the characteristic surface is depicted by
the closed curve P . O ur assum ption that the m em brane has no spontaneous curvature guarantees that its average
conform ation is ndeed at. A fematively, one m ay consider the system together w ith the buk phases, and replace
the sum In E q.{_3(_]') w ith integration of the coordinates of all atom s f¥r g over the entire volum e of container (or the

sin ulation cell) Veenn

0 1
S X

Z = dr exp@ r =kpTA : (31)
Vecell _ 1



In addition to the above integral, it isnecessary to specify the boundary conditions for the positions ofthe am phiphiles
near the walls of the container, so that the perin eter of the characteristic surface would be described by P .

Let us assum e that our cell (container) has a square cross section of Iinear size Ly wih  Ip,=2  x;y < +L,=2.
T he deform ation of the cell depicted In F ig. -]. (d) can be descrbed by the ollow Ing linear transform ation
0 1 0 10 1
Ik 100 Ry
@ rp,A=0@010ACR,A,; (32)
r, 01 R,

w hich m apsevery point R on the boundaries ofthe undeform ed cellto its strained spatialposition #. T he characteristic
surface has the sam e shape as the upper and lower faces of the cell, and is area is given by

2
B=Bp 1+ 2=3p 1+ —+0 Ly 33)

where A, = L2 is the area of the reference surface. Since the defom ed surface which we consider is at, its fiee
energy is given by [ee Egs.(6) and 33)]

F=F (=0+ A— ; (34)

from which we conclude that

! (35)
A, d? -
U sing the relation between the free energy and the partition fiinction {_ig' wem ay also w rite the above result in the
follow ing form

(36)

ke T 1d°Z 1 4z
72 d

>
o]
Q.
N
N

If we now tum to our expression 6_3-1:) for the partition fiinction, we notice that it depends on  only through
the Integration volum e Veen. The di erentiation of Z wih respect to , however, could be carried out m ore easily
if the dependence on  is ram oved from V.. and brought into the integrand. In other words, we wish to change
the Integration variables in BJJ) ftom ¥ to R , where the Jatter are con ned inside the undeform ed cell. This is
achieved using transform ation (32. w hich originally describbed the deform ation of the boundary points, and is now
being applied inside the volum e of integration 625] W ith the new set of variables, the distance between two atom s is
given by

h i
5 5 o11=2
r = R +2 R, R, + R, : (37)
In the undeform ed reference stater ( = 0) = R . The partition fiinction reads
0 " & 1
R X t 5 2
7 = drR exp@ R )+ 2Ry R, + 2 Ry =kg TA ; (38)
Vo =1 hoi

w here Vg Veenn ( = 0) isthe volum e of the undefom ed cell. T he Jacobian of the transfom ation hasbeen elin nated
from the integrand in the above expression since it is unity. The di erentiation of Z with respect to is now
straightforw ard but lengthy. W e skip the details of the calculation, and w rite below th_e‘ nalexpressions for the rst
and second derivatives, evaluated for = 0 pnly the valuie at = 0 is required In Eq:_(3_-6)]
2 3 2 3
oz 2y X X O°r R_R
d

= drR exp4 R 5 4 x 'z 5, 39
P o T R (39)




and
2 3 52 3,
&z Z ¥ X S X OR R_R
_ dR  expd R 5 4 x %z 5 40)
d 2 Vo > kg T R
-0 =1 h 1 h i
2 39
® 2 0 2 0 2.3
X § R R, R, , R R, R Ry R, 17
hy o T R ot R T g

where © d =dR and ® & =dR?2.W hen these expression are substituted into Eq.{36) we readily nd that

8 2. +3, %2 3542
< X X =
-t 4 or R R, g 4 or RxR. g
Aokp T % . R . R >
* h i h i ’
* + * 2_,_
2
1 X R, R 1 X R
P oni R Ap h i R
* 2_,_
1 X R, R
R S )
Py R )
w here the them al averages are evaluated at the undeform ed reference state of the system ( = 0). If the system
is m acroscopically invariant w ith respect to reversal of the sign of the z coordinates (z ! z), then the rst tem
In the above expression for vanishes. If, in addiion, the system is Invariant with respect to rotation around the
z axis x ! y; vy ! x), then another expression can be derived with R, replaced by R, . De ning R

2 2
Ry + Ry ,we nally arrive to the follow ing expression :

* 2 3, 2 3,4
X X
-t 4 og RBxR: 5 g4 op Ry Rz g
2R kg . R - R
* !+ * 2+
R
LT R R R
p h i p h 1
* 2 4
1 X 0 R, R,
—_— R —_— 42)
2RAp R )

=L, L. zts 43)

where L, isthe linear size ofthe system (the cell) in the z direction (hom alto them embrane), whileP and C denote
the pressure tensor and the tensor ofelastic constants ofthe system . The quantity ,: isthe shearm odulis associated
w ith the deform ation depicted at Fig.i ) @2, 51-9:_
In is interesting to com pare the above resu]rs Cflg' Cfl-é w ith the much better known (@nd m ore frequently used)
expression for the surface tension 28, 134]
* 2 2+

R 2R
L 1 X 0 » t z _1, 2P,, Pyx = . @4)
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T he latter expression is obtained when one considers the variation of the free energy resulting from the (volum e-
preserving) varation of the profcted area A

QF
~= : 45
@A, 43

T he deform ed state associated w ith the surface tension ~ is shown in Fjg.:_]: (). For uid m em branes we anticipate
that = ~ since the di erence between them

~=1, —— P.. Ly s (46)

is proportional to the shear m odulis +, associated w ith the defom ation shown in Fjg.:_]: ). The shear m odulus

t, 1s expected to vanish because the areas of the characteristic surfaces of the m em branes in Fjgs.ﬂ: @) and () are
identical; and the Helfrich free energy ofa atm embrane depends only on the area of the characteristic surface, but
not on the ordentation of the plane of the m em brane w ith respect to the walls of the container. This argum ent for
the coincidence of and ~ could be applied directly to the m em branes in Fjgs.:_].' ) and (c), whose characteristic
areas (as well as their volum es) are also identical. T he tilt of the cell’s wall, however, can be safely ignored only in
the them odynam ic lim i, when the w idth ofthe m em brane becom esm uch an aller than is lateraldin ensions. Ifthe
system isnot su ciently large than the Helfrich form for the free energy In which the m em brane is associated w ith a
2D characteristic surface is not entirely applicable. The nite w idth ofthe m embranem ust show up in the expression
for the free energy, and the surface tensions and ~ do not perfectly agree.

B. The bending m odulus

T he bending m odulus can be calculated by considering a deform §1Uon of the characteristic surface from a at to
cylindrical geom etry. The defom ation, which is depicted in F 1. Q, can be described by the follow ing nonlinear
transform ation of the boundaries of the cell [com pare w th E q.{_32:)]

y = Ry
, = Ry
q q
r, = R,+ RZ % R} 1¢=4; 47)

where IL,=2 x< +L;=2,andRo Ly isthe radius of curvature of the cylinder. The integrated total curvature
Eqg.{4)] of the characteristic surface is

L
J===; 8)
Ro
and its area is
. Lp 1 4
A=Ay +2arcsih —— ' A, 1+ —J°+0@°) : 49)
2R 24
T he free energy is, hence, given by
Lz 1 5
F= —+ - J°+ ;
24 2
from which we deduce the ©llow Ing relation
L? 1 &PF
-t = —— ; (1)
12 ApdJ?
w here
1
J —: (52)

(50)
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T he calculation of the rh s of the above equation is very sin ilar to the one presented In section -DIA' which was
based on expression (:38 for the partition function. The deform ed pair distance, which in that case was given by
Eq.@] is now depicted by the follow ing relation

2 2 5
r = R X R, R, J+ X R J ; (63)

w here

X +X

X _— 4
> (54)

is the average oftl}e‘ x-ooorgénates ofatoms and (ih the undeform ed state). Com paring E qs.¢_3-]‘) and 0_5-2;), and
respectively, Eqs.C_3§) and {_511), it is easy to realize that the result of the calculation is the follow ing expression

22* 43, %2 3542
2 X X P4
B 4 og X B« R, 5 4 og X RBiRyg
12 Ake T R R >
. h i h i 7
* + * 2+
2
p i P oni
* ,+
1 X X R, R,
il R e (55)
Ap _— R )

which is sin iflar to Eq.@-}:), except rthe fact that R, iseverywhere replaced by X R,
Among the vetem son the rhsofE q.(‘,_55_:), only the second involves averages of quantities ncluding the product
X X wihh i6 h i.In the other fourtem s, the quantitiesX and X 2 can be replaced by their averages

1 2 L,=2
X = — xdx = 0; (56)
Ly 1,-2
and
D B Z = . .2
X = = *dx= —=; o7
Ly 1,= 12

since they multiply quantities which depend only on the separation between atoms and and whose averages,
therefore, are independent of the location of the pair (provided the system is invariant to translations in the x and y
directions). T his, In com bination w ith Eq.dfl]_:), yield the follow ing expression for

E* 2 32+ *2 32+g
S 12 X R, R X X R, R -
= L P4 R —-x 7z 5 4 R Z__"x 7z 5 : (58)
Aks T > 12 , R , R >
M h 1 h 1 ’
ReplchgR, wihR, ,and X wih Y Y +Y )=2,we cbtain the \symm etric" form ula
E* 2 3, 2 3,4
< 2 2
o1 et o ReRog  Lpg* o By R:g
ks T3 12 R 12 R
2 3,0 %2 3,42
X X Y R, R =
a7 og X RBx R g 4 or ¥z 5 (59)
. R . R 3

Tt is In portant to ram em ber here that the above expression for &_5-25) applies to square m em branes only w ith the
origin of axes located at the center of the membrane so that I,=2 X;y < +1,=2. A formula which does not
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depend neither on the shape of the m em brane nor on the location of the origin is obtained as follow s: The rst and
third tem s in Eqg. (59 can be written pintly in the ollow ing form

X X R, R, R, R 12
R ORr —=x_—z x 'z - x X = (60)
R R 12
h ih i
X X R, R, R, R L? .2 .2
OR OR X z X z - X ; + Xr ; (61)
R R 12
h ih 1
where
) X  +X
X . ; 62)
and
; X X
) = (63)

T he tem s appearing before the square brackets in Eq. {é]:) depend only on the relative coordinates of atom s w ith

respect to each other. T herefore, the average of X 7 (the second tem In square brackets, which depends only
the ]qj:atjon oft%e center of the pair/triplet/quartet In question) can be perfom ed separately. As in Eq. (:57-) we
have X 7 2 = Lg—l2, what leads to the cancellation of the st two tem s in square brackets in Eq. 5@ .
Applying the sam e argum ent for the second and bu]:thtennsanq.@-@'),and de ningy 7/ Y +Y =2, and
v Y Y =2,we arrive to the fllow ing expression
1 X X R, R .2 .2
= — °R R —2—% R_R, ' +R, R g’ ; 64)
2A ks T R R vy
h ih i

which is the m ore general form for expression C_S-Q) since it is independent of the shape of the m em brane and of the
Jocation of the origin of axes.

The deform ed m em brane, shown schem atically In gray shade in Fig. :_2, m ay be considered as part of a closed
cylindrical vesicle (depicted by the dashed line F ig. g) . A coordingly, one m ay argue that is free energy is given by

F = 2_Fvesicle (65)

where Fyesicle 1S the free energy of the vesicle and  is the apex anglk of the deform ed m em brane. This relation,
how ever, is Incorrect since Fyesicie NCclides a term which is unigue to closed vesicles and should be om itted In the
case of open m embranes. The additional contribution to Fyesicle Wwhich has been term ed \the area-di erence elastic
energy", should not be confiised w ith the bending energy. T he latter is the free energy required to bend the m em brane
w hile keeping its area density xed. T he fom er, on the other hand, originates from the sim ple fact that upon closure
of the vesicle, i becom es in possible to preserve the area densities of the am phiphiles in both the outer and the inner
m onolayers. T he outerm onolayer is stretched and the innerm onolayer is com pressed relative to them id characteristic
surface. T he elastic energy resulting from such curvature-induced changes in the m onolayer areas is a non-local e ect
because the m onolayers are capable of lndependent lateral redistribution to equalize the area per m olecule of each
Jea et. The distinction between (local) bending elasticity and (non —local) area-di erence elasticity hasbeen discussed
by H elfrich, not long after introducing his fam ous H am iltonian l54 T he idea, however, did not gain m uch popularity
until the issue has been analyzed system atically by Svetina et al. som e years later [55 E arly theoretical works and
experim entalm easurem ents ofthe bendJng m odulus failed to separate the localand non—local contributions @6 This
is not the case with our expression {_6§) for which has been derived by considering an open m em brane. For an
open m em brane, the two la ets have the sam e area as the top (button) surface of the containers and, consequently,
area-di erence elasticity do not show up.
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C. The saddle-splay m odulus

Finally, we derive our expression for the saddle-splay m odulus . The follow ng transform ation, applied to the
boundaries of the container

» = Ry
I = Ry
q q
r, = R,+ RZ ® ¥ R§ IZ=2 (66)

wih I,=2 x < + 1,=2), describes a deform ation of the surface to spherical geom etry w here the sphere’s radius
Ro L, . It isnot di cul to show that the free energy of the spherical surface is given by

L2

F =2, ?+2 + H?

+

whereH = 1=Ry. From the above expression for F , the follow ing relation

L2 1 &°F
42 = ; (68)

is easily derived. T he defom ed pair distance is

h i
5 5 1=2

- 2 7,
r = R 2Xx R, +Y R, R, H+ X R, +Y R, 'H ; 69)

where_)l( and Y have been de ned in section -IIIlB' Since Eqs C68 and 59 ) have, respectively, the sam e form as
Eqs.@]_J) and ¢_53 we Inm ediately conclide that the rhsofEq. (68) is given by expression sin ilar to 65) In which

X E-{ai Jsevegl/where exchangedwith X R, + Y R, .Following the sam e steps descrbed in the derivation of
q.(9) from {55), and using the additional relation

2,222 1,2
xydxdy = 0; (70)

= 4 R 2 T'x 7'z 54 R vy =z 5 . (71)

T his expression applies to square m em branes only, w ith the origin located at the center of the m em brane. The m ore
general expression is

_ 0 z z i i .
= " R R EER, R, : (72)
P Sy in g

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

T he purpose of the M C sinulations which we conducted and present in this section is twofold: The st is to
test the validiy and accuracy of our expressions for the elastic coe cients. T he second is to exam ine the agreem ent
between the m echanical and the uctuation routes to m em brane elasticity, as discussed in section :]:[ The m odel
system whose elastic properties were studied by the sin ulations has been described in great details in Ref. I47]
Brie y, the \lpids" that serve as the building blocks of the m em brane consist of three spherical atom s of diam eter
a (see Fig.d) interacting w ith each other via pairw ise LJ potentials (whose details can be found in Ref. [47])
avoid the com plications involved w ith long-range interactions, the LJ potentials have been truncated at som e cuto
separation R = r. = 25a and, In addiion, m odi ed to ensure the vanishing of and is rst two derivatives,

%and @, at r.. The conthuity of the second derivative of the pair potentials is an in portant feature shce @®

©67)
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appears In our expressions (42.) for . Two changes have been m ade In com parison to the originalm odel presented
In Ref. [47 The st isa anall reduction of the tem perature which, In this paper, has been set to 09T where Ty is
the origihal tem perature (n Ref. [47 T he second is the addition ofnew interactionsbetween atom swhich are part
ofthe sam e m olecule. In Ref. t47 the m olecule were linear rigid trim ersw ith a xed distance a betw een the centers
of the constituent atom s. Here, we allow som e little variations of the separation between the atom s. The m id atom
(labeled 2) hasbeen linked to the two end atom s (labeled 1 and 3) via ham onic springs w ith spring constant K and
equilbriim length a:

1
R)= K R a¥; 73)

w hile the pair potential between the end atom s has been set to
1
R)=JK R 2ay: (74)

W e use a large value for the soring constant K = 8000kp T=a’, brwhich the separations between the atom s do not
exceed the order of 1% of their equlbbrium values. W hile this m eans that the m olecules .n our m odel are \alm ost"
Inear and rigid, the use ofthe above potentials ('_73!) and C]é_l') creates a situation in which all interatom ic interactions
(W hether between atom s belonging to the sam e or di erent m olecules) are depicted by sn ooth potentials; and so,
our expressions for the elastic constants can be used w ithout any fiurther com plications. T he total num ber of lipids
In our simulationswasN = 1000 (500 lipids In each m onolayer), and no additional solvent m olecules were included
Inside the sin ulation cell (as if the m em brane is vacuum ). P eriodic boundary conditions were applied in the plane of
the m em brane, and no boundaries for the sim ulation cellwere de ned in the nom aldirection. T he linear size of the
(square) m en brane was set to L, = 29:375a. Subsequent M C con gurations were generated by two types of m ove
attem pts: translations of lipids W hich also included som e m nute changes In the relative locations of the three atom s
w ith respect to each other) and rotations around them id atom . A set 0f 2N = 2000 m ove attem pts of random Iy
chosen m olecules is de ned asthe M C tim e uni. Both types ofm oves (translations and rotations) were attem pted
w ith equalprobability, and the acoeptanoe probabilities ofboth of them was approxin ately half. TheM C relaxation
tin e has been evaliated in Ref. [47]. It is of the order of 10 M C tin e units and has been very little a ected by the
changes Introduced in them odel. A typicalequilbrium con guration ofthe m em brane is shown In F ig. EJ:

A . The uctuation route

The uctuation approach for detemm ining the surface tension and the bending m odulus is straightforward to
Inplem ent: Thepro ke ofthem embrane in our sin ulationswasde ned by m apping the system ontoan 8 8 grid, and
de ning the height h (fx;g) ofthem en brane in each grdd cellas the average of the localheights ofthe tw o m onolayers.
T he latter were evaluated by the m ean height of the lipids (whose positions were identi ed w ith the coordinates of
theirm id atom s) belonging to each layer, w hich were instantaneously located inside the localgrid cell. N ote that the
mesh size 1= L,=8 "' 3:67a is som ewhat larger than the size of the Ilipids, as required In our discussion in section
:]:I T he Fourder transform ofh (fx;g) was ocbtained using Eq {18 and the m ean squared am plitudes of the di erent
m odes were, eventually, tted to the nverse form ofEqg. (,'27-

1 PIE+ F+o@)]
hhe$i ks T :

(75)

T he results of this spectral analysis are summ arized in F ig. E, where we plot the value of l=12hthfi as a function
of . The error bars represent one standard deviation i the estin ates of the averages, which were cbtained from
sim ulations of 16 di erent m enbranes and a totalnumberof125 10! m easurem ents ofthe spectrum perm em brane.
T hem easuram ents were done at tim e Intervals of 100 M C tin e units. T he curve depictsthebest ttoEq. C75),whlch
isobtained when and take the follow Ing values:

ks T
= ( 0% =

@6  2) BT: (76)

T he contrbution of the ® tem to the twas, indeed, signi cantly sm aller than that of the other two tem s on the
rhs. ofEq.{79).
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B. The equilibrium route

W hile the measurement of and wusing the wuctuation approach was a relatively straightforward m atter, the
application ofthe equilbrium approach em erged as som ew hat m ore challenging task. Them ost signi cant di erences
between the two approaches was the am ount of com puter resources required for an accurate determ ination of the
elastic coe cients. The results which we present in this section have been obtained using 64 nodes on a Beowolf
cluster consisting of Intelarchitecture PC s, where the CPU tim e per node w as of the order of three m onths. T he need
of such a large com puter tim e should be com pared to the relative ease w ith which the results in Eq.t_7§') have been
obtained —using a total number of only 16 nodes over a period of about 10 days. The reason that the equilbrium
approach is so m uch com puter—ti:n e-consum ing is the \noisy" nature of the statistics of the temm s w hose averages are
evaluated In express:@ns (]42. and {555 From the conceptualpoint of view , the determ ination of the surface tension

usihg expression C42 is pretty sinple. The determm ination of the surface tension ~ from expression C44 is even
easier since it is a much less noisy quantity. In fact, the com putationale ort required for an accurate determ ination
ofthe value of ~ iseven amn aller than the one required for the calculation of by the uctuation m ethod. T he surface
tension ~ does not apply directly to m embranesw ith a xed profcted area. Yet, it is expected to colncidew ih in
the them odynam ic lim it

T he determm nation of ism ore com plicated. Here we can, In principle, choose betw een expressions C_5§) and {_éﬁl) .
T he Jatter ism ore general (since it is not restricted to square m em branes), but prohbiively tin e consum ing. This
can be understood by considering the num ber of operations required for a single m easurem ent of the quantities of
Interest. A ssum ing each atom in our sinulations Interact wih a nite number of other atom s, the total num ber of
operations required by expression ¢64) isO (N ?), while the num ber required by expression l59) isonky O W ). In our
sin ulations the total num ber of atom s is 3000, which m eans a di erence ofabout 4 orders ofm agnitude In e ciency.
U sing expression ('_59') tomeasure is, however, tricky because this expression involves not only the relative locations
of the particles w ith respect to each other (as In the case of the expressions for the surface tension), but also the
absolute coordinates of atom s. This would not create a problem if only the central coordinates X and Y ) of
the pairs had to be found [s one m ay, naively, conclide from E q.(ﬁ%‘) ], since that am ong the set including the pair
( ; ) and all its periodic in ages, only one satis esthe requirement L,=2 X ;Y < +L,=2.However fand this
becom es clear from the derivation of expression {_éfl) from expression C;")-%')], what we actually have here is a periodic
boundary condiionsproblem where the pairs play the rol ofthe particles, and X andY serve as the coordinates
ofthese \particles". Thism eansthat each quartet (( ; ); ( ; )) isidenti ed asthepair ( ; ) andthepair ( ; ) orits
in agenearest to ( ; ) and, in addition, that the center of the quartet must satisfy IL,=2 X 7 ;Y 7 < Lg=2.
The fact that som etin es a pair m ust be replaced by one of its in ages (which are located outside the boundaries of
the sim ulation cell) is problem atic since this m eans that the location of the pair, which is needed In expression {_553),
cannot be speci ed by a single value. A solution to this problem is ocbtained by dividing the simulation cell into
stripes parallel to either the x or the y axes depending on whether we calculate the third or fourth term in Eq.@-@')],
and to split the summ ation over all the pairs to several partial sum s over the pairs inclided In the di erent stripes.
T he partial sum s corresponding to the in ages of each stripe Which consist of all the in ages of the pairs ncluded in
the stripe) can be found w ith alm ost no additionale ort. T he product of two partial sum s gives the contribution of
all the quartets consisting of pairs located Inside the two relevant stripes. D epending on the distance between the
stripes (along the relevant axis) and their locations w ith respect to the center of the cell, i is usually easy to decide
In which case a stripe should be replaced by one of its in ages. Am biguities about the correct decision occur n a nite
num ber of cases (ie. fora nite number of pairs of stripes). In these cases, individual decisions m ust be m ade for
each quartet. T he num ber of such quartets can be reduced signi cantly ifthe system is divided into a large num ber of
stripesN g, since the narrow er the stripes the an aller the num ber ofpairs included in each one ofthem . A m ore elegant
solution is to choose a certain convention about the ways the contribution from the am biguous quartets is added to
Eq.c_S-E_i) . Thisw ill nevitably ntroduce a system atic errorto ourestin atesof . However, ifwem ake a set ofestin ates
based on increasingly larger values ofN ¢, we can cbtain the correct averages by extrapolating our resuls to the lin i
1=Ns ! 0. Themethod, which is descrbed In m ore details in the Appendix, can be generalized to handlk correctly
the calculation of . However, because of the m ixing of the x and y coordinates in Eq.{ji), the in plem entation of
the m ethod becom es m ore com plicated. For this reason, and due to the fact that the uctuation approach does not
provide a value of saddle-splay m odulus to com pare w ith, we did not use our sim ulations to calculate

In section _I-{w ehave explained in great detailsw hy the elastic coe cientsobtained from the uctuation approach are
the free energy coe cients and ratherthan the H am iltonian coe cients ( and (. Thism eansthat the quantities
In expressions {_412}) and Q_S-S_l') should be averaged over the ensem ble ofallpossible m icroscopic con gurations. H ow ever,
it is also easy to understand that the sam e expressions can be used to calculate the Ham ittonian coe cients. The
latter, which characterize the energy changes caused by deform ations of the at m embrane, can be obtained by
restricting the averages to conform ations where h () = 0 for every grid cell, thus avoiding the entropic contribution
ofthe them al uctuation to the free energy. To sam ple this con guration phase space one need to accom pany every
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M C m ove attem pt w ith one ortwo (depending on whether the m olecule laves the grid cell or not) additionalm oves
of adpcent m olecules. M oreover, one can also sam ple the phase-space consisting of only those conform ations of the
m em brane w ith wave vectors In the range 2 =L, < g. The results of such a calculation are the wave-dependent
coe clents () and (). One of the problm s which can be studied by such investigation is the value of the
num erical coe cient ¢ in the om ula for the renom alized bending m odulus [5_-7_; Ei_é_; 5_-9_;' 6_6_i:

()= o+Ck n(D: (77)
This problem aroused a renewed interest recently since its has been suggested that the value of c m ay be positive,
which m eans (quite ram arkably) that the uctuations sti en rather then soften the m embrane [Bln, 52-, 531]

W hilke determ ining the value of c was not possible w ith our com puter resources, we did use Eq. C77 In our analysis
ofthe resuls. Ourneed ofEq. Cﬁ and the link that i providesbetween and g is related to the pequJar nature of
our sin ulations which arem ade in a \solvent-free" environm ent. A s hasbeen discussed in section -]I[ our expressions
for the elastic coe cients have been derived based on the assum ption that the m em brane is em bedded in solvent and
that the entire container is deform ed. In our sin ulations, however, we have no container (there are no boundaries
or the sinulation cell in the z direction) and, so, the applicability of our approach should be exam ined carefully.
The argum ents which we presented In section -IIIA' [see, In particular, the discussion around Eq. BO) dem onstrate
that the presence of solvent is essential only for the calculation of and , but not for the calculation of the surface
tensions and ~. By contrast, the Ham iltonian coe cients can be all m easured in a \solvent—free" m odel since they
are extracted from sim ulationsof at, non- uctuating, m em branes. The value of ( and the relation given by E q.{j:})
provide then an estin ate orthe value of . Since the nite-size correction to the value of grow sonly logarithm ically
w ith the size of the system , and since o kg T, the di erence between ( and isnot signi cantly large. In our
sin ulations i actually allsw thin the uncertainty in our estin ates of the bending m odulus, which m eansthat and

o are practically indistinguishable. In addition to our m easurem ent of (, we also measured directly from the
sim ulations. A s we have Just explained above, such a m easurem ent is expected to fail and to lead to the incorrect
conclusion that = 0. W e used this Incorrect resul as a test for our code.

T he values of the elastic coe cients have been extracted from sin ulations of 64 m em branes starting at di erent
niialoon gurations. The initial con gurationswere generated by random ly placing 500 lipids in two di erent layers
w ith a vertical (along the z direction) separation a (the size ofthe atom s) between them . The iniials con gurations
were \them alized" over a period of 2 1¢ M C tine units, Dllowed by a longer period of 12  1¢ time units
during which quantities of interest were evaluated. T he uncertainties in our nal results correspond to one standard
deviation in the estim ates of the averages. W e rst m ade the sin ulations w ith non- uctuating m em branes, from
which we extracted the values of the H am iltonian coe cients. Then, we ram oved the part in our algorithm which
is responsble for keeping the m embrane at. The m em branes were equilbrated again, and then the values of the
them odynam ic (free energy) coe cients were determ ined.

For the bare coe cientswe nd the follow ing values for the surface tension:

ks T
08 =

o
I

kg T
T he com parison of these results w ith each other, and w ith the values of the elastic coe cients extracted from the
uctuation approach Eqg. C76) reveals: (@) a disagreem ent between the two surfaoe tensions ( and ~p, which should
be attributed to the nite size of ourm em brane (see our discussion In section -]:IIA'), and () a disagreem ent betw een
o and which should be attrbuted to the entropic contribution to the surface tension. T he bending m odulus ¢
has been ocbtained by dividing the system into N ¢ stripes and extrapolating the results for ( tothe Im it 1N ! O,
as explained earlier in this section (see also the Appendix). From the extrapolation procedure, which is sum m arized
n Fig.k, we nd that

o= (44 10) K T: (79)

This result also serves as our estin ate for  (see discussion earlier In this section). T he sin ilarity of the above value
of (Which is, unfortunately, obtained wih a som ew hat large num erical uncertainty) to the one quoted in Eqg. I7€§
corroborates the argum ent presented in section -H regarding the equivalence of the two routes to m em brane elasticity.
Further support to this argum ent is obtained fnom the agreem ent of our result in Eq. C76) to , wih the value ofthe
surface tension obtained from equilbriim approach using expression Cflgi)

ks T
= ( 03 il

(80)
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Our resul for ~ [expression Cfl-é_; ] isnot very much di erent

ks T
~= ( 041 B .

81)

These values are quite di erent from those given In Eq.('lz-8_:), thus dem onstrating the in portance of the entropic
contribution to the surface tension.

Finally, we plot In Fig. ‘1 our resuls for the \apparent" bending m odulis which we have obtained, using
expression ¢59) from sin ulations ofa uctuating m em brane. T hese sin ulations serve as a test for our code. W e nd
= ( 4 8) ¥ T which is consistent w ith the anticipated value = 0.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

M otivated by the lack ofa wellacoepted theory to dealw ith the statisticaltm echanicalbehavior of curved interfaces,
we have studied the elastic properties of uid bilayer m em branes using analytical and com putational tools. Two
distinct m ethods have been em ployed to m easure the surface tension , and the bending m odulis , of a m odel
m em brane. In the rst (\ uctuation") m ethod the elastic coe cientsw ere extracted from the analysis of the spectrum
ofthem al uctuationsofthem em brane. The second (\equilbbrium ") m ethod isbased on the factthat and describe
the free energy variations due to area-changing and curvature—form ing deform ations and, therefore, can be related to
the derivatives of the partition function w ith respect to the relevant strain variables. U sing this kind of relation, we
have derived form alexpressions for and in central force systam s. O ur expressions associate the elastic coe cients
to the interactions between the m olecules and the two—, three—, and fourparticles distribution finctions. The m ost
In portant feature of these expressions is the fact that even though and (aswellas the saddle-solay modulus )
are related to defom ations of the m em brane, they can be extracted from a single M C run perfom ed on the reference
(unstrained) system .

O ne of the puzzles about curved interfaces elasticity is related to the correspondence between the above two
approaches for determ ining their rigidity constants. W e used linear regoonse theory to prove that the two m ethods
must agree Por the values of and provided that the system is deform ed by the application of extemal forces and
not by altering other therm odynam ic variables such as the tem perature or the chem icalpotential of surfacem olecules.
M oreover, our discussion clari es that the coe cients In question, and , arethe e ective elastic coe cients which
appear In the Helfrich free energy (rather than the Helfrich Ham iltonian) and which are In uenced by the them al
undulations ofthe m em brane. O ur com puter sim ulations and the num erical values of the elastic coe cientswhich we

nd, con m the idea of equivalence between the two routes to m em brane elasticiy.

C om parison of the com putationale ciency of the two m ethods show s that for our m em brane m odel system the
uctuation m ethod provides m ore accurate estin ates of the elastic coe cients than the equilbriim m ethod, and
requires less CPU tine. The m apr shortcom ings of the uctuation approach is the fact that it can be utilized for
m easurem ents of the e ective coe cients only, and that it requires the determ ination of the pro I of the interface
during the course of the sin ulations. W hike this is easy w ith our \water-free" com puter m odel, this m ay not be so
in other cases, for instance, for m em branes which tend to exchange m olecules w ith the em bedding solvent, or for
liquid-vapor interfaces near the critical point when the interface is di cul to distinguish from the buk phases. In
these cases the equilbrium m ethod m ay be m ore attractive since the interactions in the bulk phases do not contribute
to the values of and when calculated using our expressions for the elastic coe cients. M oreover, w ith the sam e
m echanical expressions for and , the bare #H am ittonian) coe cients can be also calculate. O ur m easurem ents
dem onstrate that close to the tensionless state of the m em brane, the entropic com ponent of the surface tension is
unre signi cant. Thishasbeen also ound recently in a theoretical study ofthe surface tension of uctuating surfaces

tsl.

F inally, we would like to reem phasize that our expressions for the elastic coe cients apply for central force system s
only. Follow ing our derivation of these expression one should be able to generalized them to m ore com plicated cases
ncludingm any-body interactions. A m ore realisticm odelm ust also Include electrostatic interactionsw hose long-range
nature pose a com putational challenge.
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APPENDIX A:DETERM INATION OF USING THE METHOD OF STRIPES

The most common way to reduce nite size e ects in com puter sin ulations is obtained by em ploying periodic
boundary conditions, nam ely by regarding the sim ulation cell as part of an in nite periodic lattice of iddentical cells.
W hen the range ofthe interactions is less than L=2 (halfthe linear size ofthe cell) than each particle interactsonly
w ith the nearest periodic in age of any other particle . This, in tum, is ddenti ed asthe pair ( ; ). Each pair has
In niely m any periodic in ages each of which is associated w ith a di erent sim ulation cell; and w ith each sim ulation
cell each pair is associated exactly once. The set of all the di erent pairs associated w ith one of the cells [say, the
original (\prin itive") cell] is the one over which the summ ation In expressions @@') and Cflé_i') for the surface tension
should be perform ed. _

T hings becom e m ore com plicated when we try to evaluate the bending m odulis usihg expression C_S?_;) . In this
case, coordinates associated w ith the location ofthe pair X and Y ) appear in the expression, and so it becom es
necessary to decide which of the periodic in ages of each pair is actually associated w ith primn itive sinulation cell
( L=2  xjy < +I,=2) over which the sim i Eq.59) is perbmed. The intuitive candidate is the periodic
inage with IL,=2 X ;Y < +Ly=2. M aking this choice, however, is not the right convention. The correct
way to handle the summ ation In expression ¢59: can be deduced from our derivation of expressmn {64.) which is
Independent ofthe location ofthe or:ngn ofaxes. Follow ing the discussion that led from Eq. (59) to Eqg. C64 it becom es

clear that: (@) each quartet (( ; ); ( ; )) must be reproduced exactly twice from sums in Eg. ,£5_§ ) for once, if the
quartets (( ; ); ( ; ))and (( ; );( ; ) are treated as di erent], and () that the central coordinate of the quartet,
®X 7 ;Y 7 ), must lie Inside the region of the prim itive sim ulation cell. T hese requirem ents can be perceived as

is we have a periodic boundary condition problem w ih the pairs playing the role ofpan:c]es andwih X ;Y )
serving as the coordinates of the pairs. W hat can also be lreamed from expression C64 ) isthe fact that is associated
w ith pairpair correlations. T herefore, its accurate m easurem ent is di cult in system swhose Iinear L. , < 2 , where

is the relevant correlation length. W e proceed our discussion assum ing that our system is su cient large and obeys
the above criterion. _

In order to calculate the third term in Eq.(§§) we divide our system into an even number of stripes Ny = 2M
M -integer) parallel to the x axis, as shown In FJg:g The fourth term in Eq.{_ggi) is calculated in the sam e m anner
by dividing the system into the sam e num ber of stripes parallel to the y axis. In addition to the prin itive cellwe
also need to consider the nearest periodic extensions of linear size L=2. These periodic extensions, which are also
shown In Fig. -3 consist of periodic In ages of the stripes. W e ]abelthe stripes Inclided in the prim itive cellw ith the

numbersM + 1;:::;3M , the stripes on the right periodic extension wih 1;:::;M (they are the periodic in ages of
stripes 2M + 1;:::;3M ,and the stripes on the lft periodic extension (the im ages of stripesM + 1;:::;2M ) wih
3M + 1;:::;4M . For each pair we calculate the quantity p °R R, R, =R . The location of the pair,
which is identi ed w ith the m id-coordinate X = X + X =2,de nes the stripe w ith which the pair should be

associated. In Fjg.:g each pair is depicted as a particke. T he pair labeled a, for nstance, is located In the fth stripe,
whereas its periodic in age a° is located in stripe number 13. For each stripe i in the prim itive cellwe calculate the

sum
X

i = Pr X : (Al)
pairs in stripe # i
The sum corresponding to stripe j, the in age of stripe i, is given by
X
3= p X Ly 7 ®a2)

pairs in stripe # i

where the sign () In the above expression depends on whether the in age is situated to the right or the keft of the
prim itive cell. The product , ¢ givesthe contribution to the third term in E q.{§§) ofthe quartets w hose constituent
pairs are nclided, respectively, In stripes p and g. These contrbutions should be In accord with requirem ents
(@) and (), mentioned In the previous paragraph, about the quartets and their locations. In som e cases these
requirem ents are ful lled by the in age of the stripe rather than the stripe iself. A few illustrative exam ples are
given In Fig. -8 T he contribution of the quartets (a;b) and (o;c), for instance, is obtained from the product's 5 g
and g 11, respectively. The quartet @;c), on the other hand should not be introduced Into expression C59) for

via the product s 11. The distance from a to the in age ® is sn aller than to ¢ and so the quartet should be
identi ed as either @;c) oras @%c). T he latter is the correct choice because the center of the quartet @%c) satis es

=2 X alic = xa'pxe =< 4+ Lp=2, while the center of the quartet @; falls outside the prin itive cell. The

contrbution to the expression for ofthis pair is, thus, ocbtained from the product 11 13-
T he nice feature of the above exam ples is that the argum ents we used to reach our decisions about the correct
way to handle the quartets have not been based on the precise coordinates of the pairs, but rather on the identity of
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the stripes and their locations w ith respect to the center of the simulation cell. Thism eans that the products , 4
reproduce the contribution ofall the quartets corresponding to the relevant stripes. Individualdecisions are necessary
only or a sm all num ber of quartets, associated w ith the follow ing cases:

The rst case is related w ith quartets In which the num ber of stripes separating the pairs isequalto M , as In
the case of the pairsb and d in Fjg.:_g w hich are located, respectively, Inside the eighth and the twelfth stripes
M = 4 in the above exam pl). The separation between the pairs b and d along the x axis is very close to
L,=2, and it is im possible to know (w ithout checking the coordinates of the pairs) whether the pair d should
be replaced by its periodic in age d° located in the fourth strips. Tn a hom ogeneous system about half of such
pairs should be exchanged w ith their In ages, and so the best estin ate for the contribution to expression {5?)
for arising from quartets incliding one pair inside the eighth stripe and the other inside the twelfth stripes is:
05 g( 4+ 12).

A nother case occurs when the stripes containing the two pairs are sym m etric w ith respect to the center of the
prin itive cell and, In addition, the distance between them is larger than M . A typicalexam pl is the quartet
(@;d) n Fig. Ej, In which a is Inside the fth stripe and d is In the twelfth strips. In this case it is obvious
that (@;d) has to be replaced by either (@;d% or by @%d), but the two are equally probablk. Therefore, the
contribution of such quartets is isbest estinated by: 05( 4 5+ 12 13)

T he above rules for correct sum m ation overthe di erent quartets can be sum m arized by the Hllow ing com pact om ula
for the third term in expression @%‘):
+

forg p a7 @A 3)
p=1lg=1

*
ol

w here the function f is given by

8
1 Hrp g M land2M + 1< p+g< 6M + 1

50-5 rp gj=M and2M + 1< p+ g< 6M + 1
forg = 05 brp g M landp+ g= 2N + 1 : @A 4)
205 f®rp g M landp+ g= 6N + 1
0 otherwise

The value of obtained using the above expressions Eqs.{_P:_-}) and @:4)] are not accurate since the contrbution of
som e of the quartets is ntroduced in an approxin ated way. H owever, the fraction of such quartets and the resultant
num erical error can be dim inished by taking the Imit Ng ! 1 . In our sinulations we have used a set of ve
approxin ationswith N = 4;6;8;12;24.

Another \trick" to speed up the calculation of : The third and fourth temn s in expression (5@‘) for depend on
the coordinates of the particles. T herefore, several values for these quantities can be obtained from a single M C
con guration by generating replicas of the original sin ulation cell. T hese replicas can be generated by shifting the
position of the origin of axes, and using the \m Inin al im age convention" to de ne a replicated prim itive cell w hich
is centered around the new origh. The com putational e ort required for the calculation of expression (5‘%:) In the
replicas is substantially sm aller than that required for the generation ofnew M C con guration. For one special set of
replicas the calculation can be done w ith (@In ost) no additionale ort at all: This set lnclude the replicas generated
when the origin is shifted by constant intervals x = L,=N ¢ in the x direction ( y = L,=N in the y direction). Such
shifts are com putationally favorable because they lead to cyclic pem utations of the stripes, but do not m ix the pairs
included in each one of them .
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bulk phase

d e

FIG.1l: A schem atic picture of a bilayer m em brane (gray) In the reference state (@), and In two defom ed states (o) and (c).
T he solid line represents the characteristic surface of the m em brane, to which the H elfrich free energy is applied. T he areas of
the characteristic surfaces and the volum es of the m em branes (represented by the gray-shaded area in the gure) in (o) and
(c) are dentical. The m em brane depicted In (o) is shown In (d) together w ith the containing cell and the em bedding solvent.
T he end pointsm arked by the open circles belong to the perim eter P of the characteristic surface. A nother deform ation of the
container, which do not change the total area of the characteristic surface, is shown in ().
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FIG.2: A cylindricalbilayer m em brane (gray) w ith radius of curvature Ry and apex angle . The solid line in the m iddle of
the m em brane represents the characteristic surface. The cylindrical shape of the 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 thought of as part of a cylindrical
vesicle (depicted by the thin dashed line) of a sim ilar radius of curvature.



24

FIG .3: A schem atic picture of a lipid m olecule in ourm odel system —a trin er consisting of three spherical atom s of diam eter
a.The atom labeled 1 (solid circle) represents the hydrophilic head of the lipid, while the atom s labeled 2 and 3 (open circles)
represent the hydrophobic tail.

FIG.4: Equilbrium con guration ofa uid m em brane consisting of 1000 m olecules (500 m olecules in each m onolayer) .
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FIG .5: The inverse of the spectral intensity for undulatory m odes 1=r h;hqui as a function of the square wave num berq2 . The
circles m ark num erical results, while the solid line depicts Eq.(73) w ith the valuesof and given by Eq.({76)
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FIG .6: Thebendingm odulus o asa function ofthe inverse of num ber of stripes dividing the sim ulation cell, 1=N 5. T he curve
depicts the weighted least square t ofa second order polynom ialin 1=N ¢ to the data.
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FIG . 7: The \apparent" bending m odulus as a function of the inverse of num ber of stripes dividing the sin ulation cell,
1N ;. The curve depicts the weighted least square tofa rst order (linear) polynom ialin 1=N ¢ to the data.
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FIG .8: A schem atic picture ofa system of linear size L, consisting of fourpairs (a,c,d) and their periodic im ages (@’b’,c’,d’).
The bold fram e m arks the boundaries of the prin itive sin ulation cell which is divided Into N = 8 stripes labeled from 5 to
12. The in ages of the stripes w hich belong to the nearest periodic extensions of the prin itive cell are lJabeled 14 and 13-16



