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Particles bound to an interface interact because they deform its shape. The stresses thatresult

are fully encoded in the geom etry and described by a divergence-free surface stress tensor. This

stresstensorcan beused to expressthe force on a particle asa line integralalong any conveniently

chosen closed contour that surrounds the particle. The resulting expression is exact (i.e.,free of

any \sm allness" assum ptions) and independentofthe chosen surface param etrization. Additional

surface degrees offreedom ,such as vector �elds describing lipid tilt,are readily included in this

form alism .Asan illustration,we derive the exactforce forseveralim portantsurface Ham iltonians

in various sym m etric two-particle con�gurations in term s of the m idplane geom etry; its sign is

evident in certain interesting lim its. Specializing to the linear regim e, where the shape can be

analytically determ ined,these generalexpressions yield force-distance relations,severalofwhich

have originally been derived by using an energy based approach.

PACS num bers:87.16.D g,68.03.Cd,02.40.H w

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

The interaction between spatially separated objectsis
m ediated by thedisturbanceoftheregion thatsurrounds
them ,described by a �eld.In electrom agnetictheory for
exam plethe interaction between charged particlesisde-
scribedbytheM axwell�eld equations.Sincetheyarelin-
ear,interactionsadd.However,m oreoften than not,the
�eld equationsarenonlinearasforexam plein thecaseof
G eneralRelativity: even though the energy-m om entum
tensor couples linearly to the curvature,the latter de-
pends in a nonlinear way on the spacetim e m etric and
its derivatives [1,2,3]. The source ofthe nonlinearity
liesin thegeom etricnatureoftheproblem .Notonly do
interactionsfailto add up,even thehum bletwo particle
problem poseschallenges.

\E�ective" interactions between m acroscopic degrees
of freedom arise in statistical physics when a partial
trace is perform ed in the partition function over unob-
served m icroscopicdegreesoffreedom [4,5].The Boltz-
m ann factor invariably renders these interactions non-
linear. This tim e,the source ofthe nonlinearity is the
entropy hidden in thedegreesoffreedom thathavebeen
traced out. For exam ple, the e�ective interaction be-
tween charged colloids in salty water is described (at a
m ean-�eld level)by thePoisson-Boltzm ann equation [6].

In thispaperwewilldiscussa classicalexam plewhich
belongs to the class ofe�ective interactions,while ow-
ing its nonlinearity to its geom etric origin: the inter-
action between particles m ediated by the deform ation
of a surface to which they are bound. This prob-
lem includesthe capillary interactionsbetween particles
bound to liquid-uid interfaces [7, 8, 9], or the m em -
branem ediated interactionsbetween colloidsorproteins
adhering to or em bedded in lipid bilayer m em branes

[9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16]. To approach the problem
werequiretwo piecesofinform ation.First,how doesthe
energy ofthe surface depend on its shape,or in other
words,whatisthe \surfaceHam iltonian"? Second,how
doesa bound particle locally deform the surface? W ith
thisinform ation,we m ay (in principle)deduce the equi-
librium shape m inim izing the energy ofthe surface for
any given placem ent ofthe bound particles. K nowing
the shape,the energy can be determ ined by integration,
and the forces it im plies follow by di�erentiating with
respect to appropriate placem ent variables. In general,
however,theground stateofthesurfaceisa solution ofa
nonlinear�eld equation (\the shape equation"),thereby
thwarting progressby thisrouteata very early stage.

Som etim es the linearization ofa nonlinear theory is
adequate. Just as one recovers Newtonian gravitation
asthe weak-�eld lim itofG eneralRelativity [1,2,3],or
Debye-H�uckeltheory as the weak-�eld lim it ofPoisson-
Boltzm ann theory [6],a linear theory for surface m edi-
ated interactionsisusefulforcertain sim ple geom etries,
notably weakly perturbed at surfaces. At this level,
the approach to interactions based on energy becom es
tractable.Yet,linearizationisalsooften inadequate.The
fulltheory m ay display qualitatively new e�ects which
are absentin the linearized theory:strong gravitational
�elds give us black holes [1, 2, 3]; the bare charge of
a highly charged colloid gets strongly renorm alized by
counterion condensation [17].

There is,however,an alternative approach to interac-
tions which was outlined in [18]. By relating the inter-
action between particlesto the equilibrium geom etry of
thesurface,a hostofexactnonlinearresultsisprovided.
Thelink isform ed by thesurfacestresstensor,and itcan
beestablished withoutsolving theshapeequation.O nce
we know the Ham iltonian,we can express the stress at
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any point in term s ofthe localgeom etry { covariantly
and without any approxim ation. W e willbriey revisit
the essentials ofthis construction in Sec.II. K nowing
the stresses,the force on a particle is then determ ined
by a line integralofthe stress tensor along any surface
contourenclosingtheparticle,aswewillshow in Sec.IV.

Such resultsm ight,at�rstsight,appearsom ewhatfor-
m al:withouttheequilibrium surfaceshape,they cannot
betranslated into hard num bers.However,thecloselink
between the force and the geom etry,com bined with a
very generalknowledgeone hasaboutthe surface shape
(e.g., its sym m etry) willturn out to provide valuable
qualitativeinsightintothenatureoftheinteraction(e.g.,
its sign). Even on a com pletely practicallevel,this ap-
proach scorespointsagainstthetraditionalapproach in-
volving energy, providing a signi�cantly m ore e�cient
way to extractforcesfrom the surfaceshapedeterm ined
num erically (in whateverway).

W ewillillustratethisapproach with a selection ofex-
am plesinvolvingdi�erentsym m etriesand surfaceHam il-
tonians.In Sec.IIIwedem onstratehow itsscopeextends
in a very naturalway to include internaldegreesoffree-
dom on the m em brane { in particular: a vector order
param eterwhich hasforinstance been used to describe
lipid tilt[19,20,21,22,23,24]. To m ake contactwith
the energy based approach in the literature,and also in
order to link the form alism to a m ore fam iliar setting,
we specialize in Sec.V to a M onge param etrization and
its linearization. This willperm it us in Sec.VI to de-
rive force-distance curves for interactions m ediated by
surfacetension,m em branecurvature,and lipid tilt.Var-
iouswell-known linearresults[7,8,11]then follow very
naturally using the stresstensorapproach.

II. EN ER G Y FR O M G EO M ET R Y

In this paper we want to study the physics ofinter-
faces,which arecharacterized by a reparam etrization in-
variantsurface Ham iltonian. The appropriate language
for this is di�erentialgeom etry,and in this section we
will outline how physicalquestions can be form ulated
very e�ciently in thislanguage.W e �rstsum m arizethe
necessary m athem aticalbasics and introduce our nota-
tion (the reader will�nd m ore background m aterialin
Refs.[25]).W e then de�ne the classofHam iltonianswe
willbe considering. The corresponding Euler-Lagrange
equationsfortheinterfacedegreesoffreedom willbecast
asa conservation law.Them ostdirectway to do thisis
to im plem entallgeom etricalconstraintsusing Lagrange
m ulipliers;not only does this approach provide a quick
derivation oftheshapeequation,italsoprovidesatrans-
parentphysicalidenti�cation ofthe surfacestresses.

A . D i�erentialG eom etry and N otation

W econsidera two-dim ensionalsurface� em bedded in
three-dim ensionalEuclidean spaceR3,which isdescribed
locally by itsposition X (�1;�2)2 R

3,where the �a are
a suitable set oflocalcoordinates on the surface. The
em bedding functions X induce two geom etricaltensors
which com pletely describe the surface: the m etric gab
and the extrinsic curvature K ab,de�ned by

gab = ea � eb and (1a)

K ab = ea � @bn ; (1b)

where a;b 2 f1;2g. The localcoordinate fram e form ed
by thetangentvectorse1 and e2 extended by thenorm al
vectorn form sa localbasisofR3:

ea = @X =@�
a = @aX ; (2a)

ea � n = 0 ; (2b)

n
2 = 1 : (2c)

Notethatunliken,theea aregenerally notnorm alized.
In thefollowing,r a denotesthem etric-com patibleco-

variant derivative [26]and � = r ar
a the correspond-

ing Laplacian. Surface indices are raised with the in-
verse m etric gab. The trace ofthe extrinsic curvature,
K = gabK ab, is twice the m ean curvature. Using the
above sign conventions,a sphere ofradius a with out-

ward pointing unitnorm alhasa positive K = 2=a.
The intrinsic and extrinsic geom etries are related by

the G auss-Codazzi-M ainardiequations

r aK bc � r bK ac = 0 ; (3a)

K acK bd � K adK bc = R abcd ; (3b)

whereR abcd istheRiem ann tensorconstructed with the
m etric;its contraction over the �rst and third index is
the Ricci tensor, R bd = gacR abcd, whose further con-
traction gives the Ricciscalar curvature,R = gbdR bd.
From Eqn. (3b) we see that the latter satis�es R =
K 2 � K abK ab. In particularin two dim ensionswe have
that R = 2K G ,where K G = det(K b

a) is the G aussian
curvature(G auss’Theorem a Egregium [25]).

B . Surface energy and its variation

W econsidersurfacessuch aslipid m em branesand soap
�lm s,characterized by the property thatthe associated
energy iscom pletely determ ined by thesurfacegeom etry
and described by a Ham iltonian which isan integralofa
localHam iltonian density H overthe surface:

H [X ]=

Z

�

dA H (gab;K ab;r aK bc;:::): (4)

The in�nitesim alarea elem ent is dA =
p
gd2�,where

g = det(gab)isthe determ inantofthe m etric. The den-
sity H depends only on scalars constructed from local
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surface tensors:the m etric,the extrinsic curvature,and
itscovariantderivatives.In orderto �nd theequilibrium
(i.e.,energy m inim izing)shape,oneisinterested in how
H respondsto a deform ation ofthesurfacedescribed by
a change in the em bedding functions,X ! X + �X .
The straightforward (but tedious) way to do this is to
track the course ofthe deform ation on X through gab,p
g,K ab,and any appearing covariantderivativesusing

the structuralrelationships(1)and (2).

Alternatively, one can treat gab, K ab, ea and n

as independent variables, enforcing the structural re-
lations (1) and (2) using Lagrange m ultiplier func-
tions [27]. O ne thus introduces the new functional
H c[gab;K ab;:::;X ;ea;n;�

ab;�ab;f
a
;�a

?
;�n]given by

H c = H [gab;K ab;:::]
(1a)

+

Z

dA �
ab(gab � ea � eb)

(1b)

+

Z

dA �ab(K ab � ea � @bn)

(2a)

+

Z

dA f
a
� (ea � @aX )

(2b)

+

Z

dA �
a
?
(ea � n)

(2c)

+

Z

dA �n(n
2 � 1): (5)

The originalHam iltonian H is now treated as a func-
tion oftheindependentvariablesgab,K ab and itscovari-
ant derivatives;�ab,�ab,fa,�a

?
and �n are Lagrange

m ultipliers�xing the constraints(1)and (2).Theintro-
duction ofauxiliary variablesgreatly sim pli�esthe vari-
ationalproblem ,because now we do not have to track
explicitly how the deform ation �X propagates through
to gab and K ab.Aswe willsee in the following,thisap-
proach also providesa very sim ple and directderivation
ofthe shape equation in which the m ultiplierfa,which
pins the tangent vectors to the surface,is identi�ed as
the surfacestresstensor.

Note that additionalphysicalconstraints can be en-
forced by introducing furtherLagrangem ultipliers(such
asapressureP in thecasethata�xed volum eisenclosed
by the surface).

C . Euler-Lagrange equations and the existence ofa

conserved current

The Ham iltonian (4) is invariant under translations.
As explained in detailin Ref.[28], Noether’s theorem
then guaranteestheexistenceofan associated conserved
current,which wewillidentify asthesurfacestresstensor
in Sec.IID.In orderto seethis,letus�rstwork outthe

Euler-LagrangeequationsforX ,ea,n,gab and K ab:

r af
a = 0 ; (6a)

f
a = (�ac

K
b
c + 2�ab)eb � �

a
?
n ; (6b)

0 = (r b�
ab + �

a
?
)ea + (2�n � �ab

K ab)n ;(6c)

�
ab = 1

2
T ab ; (6d)

�ab = � H ab
: (6e)

Note that the W eingarten equations @an = K b
aeb have

been used in Eqn.(6b); the G auss equations r aeb =
� K abn havebeen used in Eqn.(6c).W ehavealsode�ned

H ab =
�H

�Kab

and (7a)

T
ab = �

2
p
g

�(
p
gH )

�gab
: (7b)

The m anifestly sym m etric tensor T ab is the intrinsic
stress tensor associated with the m etric gab. IfH does
notdepend on derivativesofK ab,functionalderivatives
in thede�nition ofH ab and T ab reduceto ordinary ones.
Equation (6a) reveals the existence ofa conservation

law forthe currentfa. Using the otherequations(6c),
(6d)and (6e),itisstraightforward to elim inate the La-
grange m ultipliers on the right hand side ofEqn.(6b)
to obtain an explicit expression for fa in term s ofthe
originalgeom etricalvariables. From Eqn.(6c) we �nd
�a
?
= � r b�ab because ea and n are linearly indepen-

dent; the Eqns.(6d) and (6e) determ ine �ab and �ab.
ThusEqn.(6b)can be recastas

f
a = (T ab � H ac

K
b
c)eb � (r bH

ab)n : (8)

O nce the Ham iltonian density has been speci�ed,
Eqn.(8)determ inestheconserved currentfa com pletely
in term s ofthe geom etry. Severalrepresentative exam -
plesaretreated in the Appendix.
Finally,aspointed outin Refs.[27,28],thenorm alpro-

jection ofr af
a istheEuler-LagrangederivativeE(H )of

theoriginalHam iltonian H which vanishesforan equilib-
rium shape [29]. Using the G aussequationsonce m ore,
weobtain the rem arkably succinctresult

n � raf
a = E(H )= � K abT

ab + (K acK
c
b � r ar b)H

ab
:

(9)

D . Identi�cation ofthe stress tensor

W e willnow show that fa can be identi�ed with the
surface stress tensor. The variation of the Ham ilto-
nian hasa bulk partproportionalto the Euler-Lagrange
derivative(6)aswellasboundary term s:undera change
in the em bedding functionsX ! X + �X onegets

�Hc =

Z

dA
�
r af

a
� �X � ra(f

a
� �X )

�
: (10)
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FIG .1:Surface � with 3 disjointboundary com ponents@� i

and an outerlim iting boundary @� out.

Additionalboundary contributionsstem from the varia-
tions with respectto n,gab and K ab,since these term s
do or m ay contain further derivatives which then need
to be rem oved by partialintegration. However,the one
appearing in Eqn.(10) is the only one that is relevant
for identifying the stress tensor: As we willsee below,
forthis we are exclusively interested in translations,for
which n,gab and K ab rem ain unchanged.
Consider,in particular,a surface region � in equilib-

rium (seeFig.1):itsboundary @� consistsofn disjoint
closed com ponents@�i and an outerlim iting boundary
@�out.Each ofthe @�i isalso the closed boundary ofa
surface patch �i. Undera constanttranslation �X = a

of@�i theonly non-zero term is

�Hc = � a �

I

@� i

dsl�a f
a = � a � F

(i)

ext : (11)

Stokes’theorem hasbeen used to convertthesurfacein-
tegralinto a line integral. The vector l� = l�a e

a is the
outward pointing unitnorm altotheboundaryon thesur-
face�;by construction itistangentialto�.Thevariable
sm easuresthearc-length along@�i.Theboundary inte-
gralisthusidenti�ed astheexternalforceF (i)

ext acting on
@�i: dotted into any in�nitesim altranslation,it yields
(m inus)the corresponding changein energy [30].
TheexternalforceF ext on thesurfacepatch �0 issim -

ply given by � F (0)

ext due to Newton’sthird law

F ext =

I

@� 0

dslaf
a =

Z

� 0

dA r af
a
; (12)

wherel= � l
� and Stokes’theorem wasused again.

Recallnow that in classicalelasticity theory [31]the
divergenceofthestresstensoratany pointin a strained
m aterialequals the externalforce density. O r equiva-
lently,the stresstensorcontracted with the norm alvec-
torofa local�ctitiousarea elem entyieldsthe force per
unitarea transm itted through this area elem ent. Com -
paring thiswith Eqn.(12)we see thatfa isindeed the
surface analog ofthe stresstensor:laf

a isthe force per
unitlength acting on the boundary curve due to the ac-
tion ofsurfacestresses.
Itprovesinstructiveto look atthetangentialand nor-

m alprojection ofthe stresstensorby de�ning

f
a = f

ab
eb + f

a
n : (13)

Using the equations ofG auss and W eingarten [32],the
relation r af

a = En can then be castin the form

r af
a = K abf

ab + E ; (14a)

r af
ab = � K b

af
a
: (14b)

Tangential stress acts as a source of norm al stress {
and vice versa. Both conditions hold irrespective of
whether the Euler-Lagrange derivative E actually van-
ishes.In fact,Eqn.(14a)showsthatthe shape equation
E = 0 isequivalentto r af

a = K abf
ab,while Eqn.(14b)

m erelyprovidesconsistencyconditionson thestresscom -
ponents.Forinstance,theHelfrich Ham iltonian H / K 2

yieldsfa / r aK ,while fab isa quadraticin the extrin-
sic curvature tensor(see Eqn.(A4)). Hence,Eqn.(14a)
im m ediately reproduces the characteristic form of the
Euler-Lagrange derivative: �K plus a cubic in the ex-
trinsiccurvature.

III. IN T ER N A L D EG R EES O F FR EED O M

So farwe have restricted the discussion to Ham iltoni-
answhich areexclusively constructed from thegeom etry
oftheunderlyingsurface.However,thesurfaceitselfm ay
possessinternaldegreesoffreedom which can couple to
each other and,m ore interestingly,also to the geom e-
try. The sim plestexam ple would be a scalar�eld � on
the m em brane,which could describe a localvariation in
surfacetension orlipid com position,and itisreadily in-
corporated into the presentform alism [33].
Here we willlook a little m ore closely at the case of

an additionaltangentialsurface vector �eld m a. Such a
�eld has been introduced to describe the tilt degreesof
freedom ofthe m olecules within a lipid bilayer,to ac-
com m odate the fact thatthe average orientation ofthe
lipidsthem selvesneed notcoincidewith thelocalbilayer
norm al(see for instance Refs.[19,20,21,22,23,24]).
M any additionalterm sfortheenergy em ergein thepres-
enceofa new �eld m a (fora system aticclassi�cation see
Ref.[21]).Howeverouraim hereisnotto treatthem ost
generalcase. Instead, we willfocus on a sim ple rep-
resentative exam ple to illustrate how easily the present
form alism generalizesto treatsuch situations.
Letusde�ne the properly sym m etrized covarianttilt-

strain tensorsM ab and F ab according to

M
ab =

1

2

�
r a

m
b + r b

m
a
�
; (15a)

F
ab = r a

m
b � r b

m
a
: (15b)

In thespiritofaharm onictheoryweconstructaHam ilto-
nian density H m from thefollowing quadraticinvariants:

H m =
1

2
�M

2 + �M abM
ab +

1

4
�FabF

ab + V (m 2); (16)

where M = gabM
ab = r am

a isthe tiltdivergence.The
�rst two term s coincide with the lowest order intrinsic
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term sidenti�ed by Nelson and Powers[21],provided we
restrictto unitvectorsm a [34]. These term sare m ulti-
plied by new elasticconstants� and �,playingtheanalo-
gousroletoLam �e-coe�cients[35].Ifm 2 6= 1athird term
(also absent in usualelasticity theory [31]) occurs,the
quadratic scalar constructed from the antisym m etrized
tiltgradient;itsstructureiscom pletely analogousto the
Lagrangian in electrom agnetism [36].Finally,ifthem ag-
nitudeofm a isnot�xed,wem ay also add a potentialV
depending on the squarem 2 = m am

a ofthe vector�eld
m a.W ithoutlossofgenerality weassum ethatV (0)= 0,
becauseany nonvanishingconstantism oreappropriately
absorbed into the surface tension �. IfV (x)ism inim al
for x = 0,then m a � 0 willm inim ize the energy,but
depending on physicalconditions V m ay favor nonzero
valuesofjm aj.Thisiswhy below them ain phasetransi-
tion tem perature oflipid bilayersthe lipids can acquire
a spontaneoustilt.

This particular choice for H m is purely intrinsic.
Hence, Eqn. (8) shows that the corresponding m ate-
rial stress f

a
m is also purely intrinsic, therefore tan-

gential, and given by f
a
m = T ab

m eb, where T ab
m =

� 2
p
g
�1
�(
p
gH m )=�gab is the m etric m aterial stress.

Perform ing the functionalvariation (see Appendix) we
�nd

T
ab
m =

1

2

h

�
�
M

2 + 2m cr cM
�
+ �

�
"cdr

c
m

d
�2
i

g
ab

+ �

h

� M cdM
cd
g
ab + 2M M

ab + 2m cr cM
ab

� (r cm
a)(r c

m
b)+ (r a

m c)(r
b
m

c)
i

� V (m 2)gab � 2V 0(m 2)m a
m

b
; (17)

where "ab = n � (ea � eb) is the antisym m etric epsilon-
tensor [37]. Notice that the m etric stress tensor is
quadratic in the tilt-strain,notlinear. Unlike the stress
tensorin elasticity theory,thistensorisnotobtained as
the derivative ofthe energy with respect to the strain
but rather with respect to the m etric, which leaves it
quadratic in the strain. The form alanalogy alluded to
earlieristhereforenotcom plete.

Adding the m aterialstressT ab
m to the tangentialgeo-

m etric stressfab,we�nd with thehelp ofEqns.(14)the
equilibrium conditions

0 = � K abT
ab
m + E ; (18a)

r aT
ab
m = 0 : (18b)

The �rstofthese equationsshowshow the m aterialde-
greesoffreedom \add" to the geom etricEuler-Lagrange
derivativeE ofthe geom etricHam iltonian H ;thisisthe
m odi�ed shape equation. The second equation { which
before provided consistency conditions on the geom et-
ricalstresses { tells us that the m aterialstress tensor
is conserved. The equilibrium ofthe m aterialdegrees
offreedom involvesthe vanishing ofthe Euler-Lagrange

derivativewith respectto the�eld m a,which isgiven by

Em a =
�Hm

�m a
= � �r ar bm

b � (� + �)r br am
b

� (� � �)�m a + 2V 0(m 2)m a :(19)

In general,the equilibrium condition Em a � 0 im plies
Eqn.(18b).Fora singlevector�eld m a theconversealso
holds so that Eqn.(18b) m ay be used in place ofthe
equilibrium condition [38].
In equilibrium , we have not only Em a � 0, we also

have r aEm a = 0. Using the com m utation relations for
covariantderivatives[39],itisthen easy to see thatthe
tiltalso satis�esthe following equation on the surface:

(� + 2�)�M + �r a(Rm a)� 2
�
2V 00

m
2 + V

0
M
�
= 0 :
(20)

Notice that � has dropped out ofthis equation,which
follows from the fact that F ab is invariant under U (1)
gauge transform ations[40]. For sm allvalues oftilt,we
can expand the potentialas

V (m 2)=
1

2
tm

2 +
1

4
um

4 + � � � (21)

In the untilted phase we can term inate this expression
afterthe�rstterm (since then t> 0).Ifwenow restrict
to a atm em brane(and thusR � 0)Eqn.(20)sim pli�es
to a Helm holtz equation forthe tiltdivergence:

�
(� + 2�)�� t

�
M = 0 ; (22)

showing that(in lowestorder)any nonzero M is(essen-
tially)exponentially dam ped with a decay length of

‘m =

r
� + 2�

t
: (23)

Ift< 0 getsusinto the tilted phase,the expansion (21)
hasto be taken one orderhigher,leaving instead a non-
linearG inzburg-Landau equation to be solved.
W e �nally rem ark that even though the system of

Euler-Lagrangeequations(18)isquiteform idable,itstill
enjoysone nice nontrivialproperty: The m aterialequa-
tion (18b) is purely intrinsic. This is the case because
them aterialstressistangential,which itselfderivesfrom
thefactthatthem aterialHam iltonian isintrinsic.Ifwe
wereto add a coupling between tiltand extrinsic curva-
ture,such asthechiralterm "acK

c
b
m am b,thisdecoupling

would no longerhold.

IV . FO R C ES B ET W EEN PA R T IC LES

Particlesbound toan interfacecan exertindirectforces
onto each other. Since these are m ediated by the inter-
face,they m ustbeencoded in itsgeom etry.W ehaveseen
thatthe\coding"isdoneby thesurfacestresstensorfa.
Theproblem isto decode thiscontent.
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In thissection we willsolve thisproblem .The strong
link between stress and geom etry can be easily turned
into exact expressions for m ediated interactions. The
m ethod by which weobtain theseresultsforvariousdif-
ferentHam iltoniansaswellasthe�nalform ulasareone
ofthe m ajorresultsofthispaper.

A . T he stress tensor and externalforces

Considera singlesim ply-connected patch �0.Theex-
ternalforce acting on it is given by Eqn.(12). Ifthere
are no external [41]forces acting on �0, the integrals
appearing in Eqn.(12)willvanish;buteven when F ext

doesnotvanish,thestresstensorrem ainsdivergencefree
(Eqn. (6a)) on any part of the surface not externally
acted upon. As a result,the contour integralappear-
ing in Eqn.(12) willbe independent ofthe particular
closed curveso long asitcontinuesto enclosethesource
ofstressand doesnotencroach on any othersources.
O bserve now thatin generala m ulti-particle con�gu-

ration can bestationary only ifexternalforcesconstrain
theparticlepositions.Thesearetheforcesproviding the
source ofstress in Eqn.(12). The force F we are ulti-
m atelyinterested in istheforceon aparticlem ediated by
the interface counteracting thisexternalforce;we there-
foreevidently haveF = � F ext.

B . Force betw een particles on a uid m em brane

Letusnow focuson a sym m etric uid m em brane,de-
scribed by the surfaceHam iltonian

H =
1

2
�K

2 + � ; (24)

which,up to irrelevantboundary term s,isequivalentto
the Ham iltonians introduced by Canham [42]and Hel-
frich [43]. Here,� is the bending rigidity and � is the
lateraltension im posed on the boundary. For typical
phospholipid m em branes� isofthe orderofa few tens
ofkB T,where kB T isthe therm alenergy. Valuesfor �
arefound to be in a broad rangebetween 0 up to about
10 m N/m [44]. The Ham iltonian (24)coversinteresting
specialcasesin variouslim its:soap �lm son setting� = 0
and tensionlessm em braneson setting � = 0. Note that
the two elasticconstantsprovidea characteristiclength

‘:=

r
�

�
; (25)

separatingshortlength scalesoverwhich bending energy
dom inatesfrom the largeonesoverwhich tension does.
W e now need to determ ine the force (12) on a parti-

cle for the Ham iltonian described by Eqn.(24). Using
Eqns.(A3)and (A4)from the Appendix,weobtain

f
a =

h

�
�
K

ab �
1

2
K g

ab
�
K � �g

ab
i

eb � �(r a
K )n

(26)

forthe surface stresstensorassociated with thisHam il-
tonian.To facilitatethecalculation oftheforceitiscon-
venienttointroducean orthonorm albasisoftangentvec-
torsft;lg adapted to the contour@�0: t= taea points
along the integration contour and,as introduced previ-
ously,l= laea pointsnorm allyoutward.Theelem entsof
the extrinsic curvature tensorwith respectto this basis
aregiven by

K ? = l
a
l
b
K ab ; (27a)

K k = t
a
t
b
K ab ; (27b)

K ? k = l
a
t
b
K ab : (27c)

W eobtain fortheintegrand appearingin thelineintegral
in Eqn.(12),

laf
a =

h

�
�
laK

ab �
1

2
K l

b
�
K � �l

b
i

eb � �(r ? K )n ;

(28)

wherewehavede�ned thenorm alderivativer ? = lar
a.

The �rst term can be sim pli�ed by exploiting the com -
pletenessofthe tangentbasis,gc

b
= lbl

c + tbt
c:

laK
ab
eb = laK

ab(lbl
c + tbt

c)ec
= lalbK

ab
l+ latbK

ab
t

= K ? l+ K ? kt: (29)

Since furtherm orethe traceK = K ? + K k,we�nd

F = �

I

@� 0

ds

�h1

2
�
�
K

2
?
� K

2
k

�
� �

i

l

+ �K ? kK t� �
�
r ? K

�
n

�

: (30)

Note that the integrand has been decom posed with re-
spectto a (right-handed)orthonorm albasisadapted to
the contour,fl;t;ng.

C . T w o-particle con�gurations

W e are interested in applying the generalconsidera-
tions ofSec.IV A to surface m ediated interactions be-
tween colloidalparticles.In particular,wewillconsidera
sym m etricalcon�gurationconsistingoftwoidenticalpar-
ticlesbound toan asym ptoticallyatsurface,assketched
schem atically in Fig.2.
W e labelby fx;y;zg the Cartesian basis vectors of

three-dim ensionalEuclidian space R3.Rem ote from the
particles,the surfaceisparallelto the (x;y)plane.
Letusagreethatthe constraining force �xesonly the

separation between the particles;theirheight,aswellas
theirorientation with respectto the(x;y)planearefree
to adjustand thusto equilibrate.Thisisalso trueofthe
contact line between surface and colloid when it is not
pinned. Indeed,K im etal.[15]carefully argue thatver-
ticalforcesand horizontaltorquestypically exceed hori-
zontalforcesand verticaltorquesbyasigni�cantam ount.
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1

x

2

3
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z

y

FIG .2:Two identicalparticlesbound to an interface.Asde-

scribed in thetext,thecontourofintegration can bedeform ed

in orderto take advantage ofavailable sym m etries.

ϕ
n

FIG .3: Cross-section ofa sym m etric (solid line)and an an-

tisym m etric (dotted line)two-particle geom etry.

Since the form er can thus be assum ed to very quickly
equilibrate,they generallydonotcontributetothem em -
branem ediated interaction.
There are two distinct m anifestations oftwo-particle

sym m etry in thissituation:eithera m irrorsym m etry in
the (y;z)plane (the sym m etric case)ora twofold sym -
m etry axis,coincidingwith they axis(theantisym m etric
case). The form erisrelevantifthe two particlesadhere
to the sam esideofthe surface,the latterappliesifthey
adhere on opposite sides(see Fig.3). In these two geo-
m etriesthe line joining corresponding pointson the two
particlesliesalong the x-direction.
It is now possible to deform the contour ofthe line

integral(12)to ouradvantage:asindicated in Fig.2,the
contourdescribingtheforceon thelefthand particlem ay
alwaysbepulled open so thatthesurfaceisaton three
ofitsfourbranches(2,3 and 4).Thecontributionsfrom
branch 2willcancelthatfrom 4;theonlym athem atically
involved term stem s from branch 1. The force on the
particleisthen given by

F = �

�Z

1

+

Z

3

�

dslaf
a
: (31)

Let us now apply this general approach to a surface
whose energetics can be described by the Ham iltonian
density (24).

D . T he force betw een particles w ith sym m etry

1. Fluid m em branes

Both m irrorand two-fold axialsym m etry ofbranch 1
im ply thatin Eqn.(30)thetangentialterm proportional

to tvanishes.In the �rstcase thisfollowsfrom the fact
that branch 1 becom es a line ofcurvature; hence,the
curvaturetensorisdiagonalin (l;t)-coordinatesand thus
K ? k vanishes.In the second case two-fold axialsym m e-
try forcesboth K k aswellasK ? to bezero,sincebranch
1 becom esa straightline and the pro�le isantisym m et-
ric. In consequence,K = K ? + K k = 0. W e thereby
obtain the�rstim portantsim pli�cation oftheforcefrom
Eqn.(30)on thatbranch:

F 1 = �

Z

1

ds

�h1

2
�
�
K

2
?
� K

2
k

�
� �

i

l� �
�
r ? K

�
n

�

:

(32)

W e now exam ine separately the two sym m etric geom e-
tries(seediscussion in Sec.IV C).
a. Sym m etric case. Tangent and norm alvector on

branch 1 liein the(y;z)-plane,hencel= x.Thederiva-
tive ofK in the direction oflalong branch 1,r ? K ,is
zero dueto m irrorsym m etry.O n branch 3 thesurfaceis
atand thusthe stresstensorisequalto fa;3 = � �ea.
W ith this inform ation we can calculate the totalforce
F 1 + F 3 = Fsym x on the particle:

Fsym = ��L �
1

2
�

Z

1

ds
�
K

2
?
� K

2
k

�
; (33)

where�L � 0 istheexcesslength ofbranch 1 com pared
to branch 3. If � = 0, we im m ediately have the im -
portantgeneralresultthatthe forceisalwaysattractive
irrespective ofthe detailed nature ofthe source. Unfor-
tunately,the curvature contribution hasno evidentsign
in general. However,fortwo parallelcylinders adhering
to thesam eside oftheinterfacetheoverallsign becom es
obvious,as long as the particles are long enough such
that end e�ects can be neglected: the contribution K 2

k

then vanishesbecause branch 1 becom esa line. Forthe
sam ereason �L = 0.Thisleadsto the form ula

Fsym ,cyl=L = �
1

2
�K

2
?
; (34)

where L is the length ofone cylinder. Thus, the two
cylindersrepeleach other.
b. Antisym m etric case. Here branch 1 is a twofold

sym m etry axisand,aswe have seen above,K k = K ? =
0. W hile the sign ofr ? K k is not obvious,the deriva-
tiver ? K ? issm allerthan zerobecauseK ? changessign
from positive to negative. The pro�le on the m idline
is always tilted by the angle ’(s) in the direction indi-
cated in Fig.3,because any geom etry with m ore than
one nodalpointin the heightfunction between the par-
ticlesisexpected to possessa higherenergy.W e �x the
horizontalseparation oftheparticlesand allow otherde-
greesoffreedom ,such asheightortilt,toequilibrate(see
Sec.IV C).Theforceon theparticleisthereforeparallel
to x,F antisym = Fantisym x,and given by

Fantisym =

Z

1

ds
h

�
�
cos’(s)� 1

�

� �sin’(s)r ?

�
K ? + K k

�i

; (35)
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wherewehaveused x� l= cos’ and x� n = � sin’ atthe
m idpoint.Notethatin thiscasethetension contribution
isrepulsive.Asbefore,the sign ofthe curvatureterm is
notobvious.
Ifwerestrictourselvesto thecaseoftwo parallelcylin-

ders adhering to opposite sides of the interface, how-
ever,then r ? K k vanishesatthem idpoint.Furtherm ore,
jfajisconstanton each ofthe threefree m em braneseg-
m ents(dueto Eqn.(6a)).Thestresstensoratbranch 1,
f
? := fa;1,m ustbehorizontaltothex axisbecausever-

ticalcom ponentsequilibrateto zeroasm entioned above.
Letuslook atthe projection ofthe stresstensoronto l:

fl := f
?
� l= (f? � x)(x � l): (36)

Itfollowsthatf?
� x = sign(fl=x � l)jf? j.W eknow that

x � l= cos’ > 0 and fl = � � < 0.Hence,f? = � jf
?
jx

atthe m idpoint.ThisreducesEqn.(35)to

Fantisym ,cyl=L = jf
?
j� � =

p
�2 + (�r ? K ? )2 � � � 0 ;

(37)

which im pliesparticle attraction.The length L isagain
the length ofonecylinder.

2. M em branes with tiltdegree offreedom

In Sec.IIIwe introduced a tangentialvector�eld m a

on the m em brane,thereby m odeling the degreesoffree-
dom associated with the tiltofthe lipids. The m inim al
intrinsicHam iltonian density Eqn.(16)already givesrise
to a quiteform idableadditionalm etricstress,Eqn.(17).
Yet,for su�ciently sym m etric situationsthe expression
fortheforcesim pli�esquitedram atically,aswewillnow
illustratewith anotherstriking exam ple.
Letusconsidertwoconicalm em braneinclusionswhich

are inserted with the sam e orientation into a m em brane
at som e �xed distance apart. Each inclusion will,due
to its up-down-asym m etry,act as a localsource oftilt.
Provided the m em brane isnotin a spontaneously tilted
phase,thistiltwilldecay with som echaracteristicdecay
length asdescribed attheend ofSec.III.A typicalsitua-
tion m ay then look liketheonedepicted in Fig.4.W hat
can we say aboutthe forcesbetween the two inclusions
m ediated by the tilt�eld?
Following the sam e reasoning as for the geom etrical

forces discussed above, and rem em bering that the tilt
vanishes on branch 3 so that its contribution vanishes,
we�nd

F m = �

Z

1

dslaT
ab
m eb ; (38)

with T ab
m given by Eqn.(17).To sim plify thisexpression,

we need to have a close look atthe sym m etry. Forthis
itisvery helpfulto again expand vectorsand tensorsin
a localorthonorm alfram e (l;t),justaswehavedone in

FIG .4:Two conicalinclusionsactassourcesofa localm em -

brane tilt (inset). The tilt-�eld-lines are illustrated qualita-

tively in thissym m etric situation.

the geom etricalcase above. M irror sym m etry then in-
form susthatm k isan even function along thedirection
perpendicularto branch 1,while m ? isan odd function
and thus in particular zero everywhere on that branch.
Itthusfollowsthatboth r ? m

k and r km
? vanish every-

whereon branch 1.Thuswehave

M
1
= (r ? m

? )+ (r km
k); (39a)

M abM
ab 1

= (r ? m
? )2 + (r km

k)2 ; (39b)

"
abr am b

1
= r ? m

k � r km
? = 0 ; (39c)

where the \1" above the equation signsrem indsusthat
this only holds on branch 1. W e next need to look at
the contractions of the individualterm s in the m etric
m aterialstresswith laeb.W e �nd:

la(r cm
a)(r c

m
b)eb

1
= (r ? m

? )2l; (40a)

la(r
a
m c)(r

b
m

c)eb
1
= (r ? m

? )2l; (40b)

laM M
ab
eb

1
= M (r ? m

? )l: (40c)

The two term s involving the derivatives m cr c can be
rewritten by extracting a totalderivative:

lam
c(r cM )gabeb

1
= lm

kr kM

1
= l

�
r k(m

k
M )� (r km

k)M
�
:(41a)

The totalderivative willyield a boundary term once in-
tegrated alongbranch 1,and sinceweassum ethatweare
notin a spontaneously tilted phase,jm ajwillgo to zero
atin�nity and thus the boundary term vanishes. W ith
the sam eargum entwe �nd

lam
c(r cM

ab)eb
1
= l

�
r k(m

k(r ? m
? ))

� (r km
k)(r ? m

? )
�
: (41b)

Again,the totalderivative integrates to zero. Finally,
the potentialterm ssim plify to

laV (m
2)gabeb

1
= V (m 2)l; (42a)

laV
0(m 2)m a

m
b
eb

1
= 0 : (42b)
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Collecting allresults,wearriveattherem arkably sim ple
exactforceexpression F m = Fm x,with

Fm = �
�
1

2
� + �

�
Z

1

ds
h

(r ? m
? )2 � (r km

k)2
i

+

Z

1

dsV (m 2): (43)

There are two contributionsto the force,one stem m ing
from gradientsofthetilt,theotherfrom thetiltpotential
V .Rem arkably,the tiltgradientcontribution from each
ofthe �rsttwo quadratic invariantshasthe sam e struc-
turalform ,thustheLam �ecoe�cients� and � occuronly
asa com bination in frontoftheintegral.Them odulus�
hasdropped outsince the corresponding stressvanishes
on the m id-curve(seeEqn.(39c)).
The structural sim ilarity of Eqn. (43) to curvature

m ediated forces { Eqn.(33) { is very striking. Since
1

2
� + � > 0 [35],the �rstintegralstatesthatperpendic-

ulargradientsoftheperpendiculartiltlead to repulsion,
while parallelgradientsofthe paralleltiltim ply attrac-
tions{ the sam e \? 2 � k2 " m otifasfound in Eqn.(33).
Since in the untilted phase V (m 2)� 0,the second line
showsthatthe integrated excesspotentialdrivesattrac-
tion,just as the excess length (som ething like an inte-
grated \surfacetilt")drivesattraction in Eqn.(33).Un-
fortunately,the overallsign ofthe force is not obvious.
Looking at the �eld lines in Fig.4,the visualanalogy
with electrostatic interactionsbetween like charged par-
ticles would suggesta repulsion,but the above analysis
advisescaution (in Sec.VIC we willsee thatthisnaive
guessisatleastborneouton thelinearized level).M ore-
over,we should not forgetthat tilt does couple to geo-
m etry (nam ely,viathecovariantderivative)and thatthe
m em braneby no m eansneedsto be at;hence,thecon-
tribution dueto tension and bending given by Eqn.(33)
m ustbe added,the sign ofwhich isequally unclear.

3. Further geom etric Ham iltonians

W ithin the fram ework ofreparam etrization invariant
Ham iltoniansprovidingascalarenergydensity,asystem -
aticpowerseriesin term sofallavailablescalarsand their
covariantderivatives(each m ultiplyingsom ephenom eno-
logical\m odulus")isaform al(and in factstandard)way
ofobtainingan energyexpressionofaphysicalsystem .In
thisrespectthe Ham iltonian (24)isno exception,being
sim ply thequadraticexpansion foran up-down sym m et-
ric surface (notice thata term proportionalto K would
break thissym m etry,giving riseto a spontaneouscurva-
ture). W e hasten to add that a second quadratic term ,
proportionalto theG aussian (orRicci)curvature,exists
aswell,butthisusually playsno rolesinceitonly results
in a topologicalinvariant(seealso the Appendix).
The fact that curvature (a \generalized strain") en-

tersquadratically in the Ham iltonian (24)classi�esthis
form of the bending energy as \linear curvature elas-
ticity" (even though the resulting shape equations are

highly nonlinear).However,forsu�ciently strong bend-
ing higherthan quadraticterm swillgenerally contribute
to the energy density,giving rise to genuinely nonlinear
curvature elasticity [45]. Nevertheless,such e�ects pose
no seriousproblem fortheapproach wehaveoutlined so
far. In fact,they are incorporated very naturally. W e
would liketo illustratethiswith two exam ples.
a.Quartic curvature.Sticking with up-down sym m et-

ric surfaces,the nextcurvature orderwould be quartic,
and this givesrise to three m ore scalars: K 4,K 2R and
R 2.Letusforsim plicity only study thecaseofa quartic
contribution ofthe form

H 4 =
1

4
�4K

4
: (44)

Using the generalexpression ofthe stresstensorforthe
scalarK n ascalculated in theAppendix (seeEqn.(A4))
and goingthrough thecalculation from Sec.IV D we�nd
forinstance

Fsym ,cyl=L = �
3

4
�4K

4
?
; (45)

iftwoparallelcylindersadhereto thesam esideofthein-
terface.Thisterm increasestherepulsion between cylin-
dersfound on thelinearelasticlevel(seeEqn.(34)),pro-
vided �4 > 0, i.e., provided the quartic term further
sti�ensthe m em brane.
Assum ing thatH 4 perturbsthe usualbending Ham il-

tonian 1

2
�K 2, we can use the two m odulito de�ne a

characteristic length scale ‘4 :=
p
j�4j=�. The overall

forceup to quarticordercan then be written as

Fsym ,cyl=L = �
1

2
�K

2
?

h

1�
3

2
(‘4K ? )

2
i

; (46)

where the + -sign correspondsto sti�ening. Notice that
thecorrectionterm becom esonlynoticeableoncethecur-
vature radius ofthe m em brane is no longer large com -
pared to the length scale ‘4. Itappearsnaturalthat‘4
is related to the m em brane thickness, which for phos-
pholipid bilayersis about5nm . Assum ing a (quadratic
order) bending sti�ness of� ’ 20kB T,we thus expect
valuesforthe m odulus�4 on the orderof103 kB T nm 2.
b.Curvaturegradients.In orderlength�4 itispossi-

ble to also generate scalarswhich depend on derivatives

ofthe surfacecurvature.O nesuch term is

H r =
1

2
�r (r aK )(r a

K ): (47)

Using the expression forthe stresstensorderived in the
Appendix (seeEqn.(A14))and again going through the
calculation in Sec.IV D,we�nd

Fsym ,cyl=L =
1

4
�r r

2
?
K

2
?
=
1

4
�r

d2

dl2
K

2
?

(48)

forthe force between two sym m etrically adhering cylin-
ders.Itdependson very subtle detailsofthe m em brane
shape: the curvature is(roughly)a second derivative of
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the m em brane position,and thiswe need to square and
di�erentiate two m ore tim es. Unfortunately,the sign of
theinteraction isnotobvioushere,asthesecond deriva-
tiveofK 2

?
with respecttolm aybeeitherpositiveorneg-

ative. Finally,we can also de�ne a characteristiclength
scale here,‘r :=

p
j�r j=�. The im portance ofa per-

turbation H r oftheusualbending Ham iltonian depends
on whetherornotthecurvaturechanges signi�cantly on
length scalescom parableto ‘r .

V . D ESC R IP T IO N O F T H E SU R FA C E IN

M O N G E PA R A M ET R IZA T IO N

In the previous section analyticalexpressions for the
force between two attached particles have been derived
which link theforce to thegeom etry ofthesurfaceatthe
m idplane between them .Itisworthwhile reem phasizing
that they are exact, even in the nonlinear regim e. In
specialcases,thesign ofthe interaction isalso revealed.
If one is interested in quantitative results, however,

shape equations need to be solved { num erically or an-
alytically. Either way, one needs to pick a surface
param etrization. The choice followed in essentially all
existing calculationsin the literature is\M onge gauge",
and foranalyticaltractability itslinearized version.The
purpose ofthis and the following section is to translate
thegeneralcovariantform alism developed sofarintothis
m ore fam iliarlanguage.To thisend we �rstrem ind the
readerwhatthe basicgeom etricobjectslook like in this
gauge.W earethen in a position to quantitatively study
three di�erent exam ples of interface m ediated interac-
tionsin Sec.VI.

A . D e�nition and properties

Any surface free of\overhangs" can be described in
term s ofits height h(x;y) above som e reference plane,
which wetaketo bethe(x;y)plane.Noticethatx and y
thusbecom ethesurfacecoordinates.Thedirection ofthe
basisvectorsfx;y;zg2 R

3 isasdescribed in Sec.IV C.
The tangentvectorson the surface are then given by

ex = (1;0;hx)> and ey = (0;1;hy)> ,where hi = @ih

(i;j2 fx;yg).The m etric isgiven by

gij = �ij + hihj ; (49)

where �ij is the K roneckersym bol. O bserve that gij is
notdiagonal;even though thecoordinatesfx;yg referto
an orthonorm alcoordinatesystem on thebaseplane,this
property does not transfer to the surface they param e-
terize. W e also de�ne the gradientoperatorin the base
plane,r := (@x;@y)> .Them etricdeterm inantcan then
bewritten asg = jgijj= 1+ (r h)2,and theinversem et-
ric isgiven by gij = �ij � hihj=g. Itis,perhaps,worth
em phasizing that the latter,just as Eqn.(49),are not

tensoridentities. The right-hand side givesthe num eri-
calvaluesofthe com ponentsofthe covarianttensorsgij
and gij with respectto the coordinatesx and y.
Theunitnorm alvectorisequalto

n =
1
p
g

�
� r h

1

�

: (50)

W ith the help ofEqn.(1)the extrinsiccurvature tensor
isdeterm ined to be:

K ij = �
hij
p
g
; (51)

where hij = @i@jh. Note that Eqn.(51)again is not a
tensorequation;itprovidesthe num ericalvalues ofthe
com ponentsofK ij in M ongegauge.
Finally,itisalso possible to write the trace K ofthe

extrinsiccurvaturetensorin M ongeparam etrization:

K = � r �

�
r h
p
g

�

: (52)

B . Sm allgradient expansion

In Sec.VIwe willbe interested in surfacesthatdevi-
ate only weakly from a atplane. In this situation the
gradientr h issm all,and itissu�cientto consideronly
thelowestnontrivialorderofa sm allgradientexpansion.
K and dA can then be written as

K = � r
2
h + O [(r h)2]; (53)

dA =
n

1+
1

2
(r h)2 + O [(r h)4]

o

dx dy : (54)

Toevaluatethelineintegralsdescribed in Sec.IV D we
need expressionsforK ? and K k aswellasthederivatives
r ? K ? and r ? K k atbranch1in M ongeparam etrization.
In the sm allgradientexpansion,the resultissim ply

K ? = � hxx(0;y); (55a)

K k = � hyy(0;y); (55b)

aswellas

r ? K ? = � hxxx(0;y); (56a)

r ? K k = � hyyx(0;y): (56b)

W earenow in aposition todeterm inetheforcesbetween
two particlesin di�erentsituations.

V I. EX A M P LES

In thissection wewillillustratethegeneralfram ework
ofgeom etry-encoded forcesby treating three im portant
exam plesin M ongegauge:capillary,curvaturem ediated,
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and tilt-induced interactions. For the �rst two,force-
distance curveshave previously been derived on the lin-
earized level[7,8,11]. The route via the stress tensor
reproduces these results with rem arkable ease,thereby
underscoring its e�ciency and also con�rm ing its va-
lidity (at least on the linear level). To illustrate tilt-
m ediated interactions we restrict to a sim pli�ed situa-
tion in which weneglectthecouplingofm em braneshape
and tilt-order. Even ifthe geom etry is \trivial" (a at
m em brane),the m aterialstresstensorisnot,and forces
rem ain.
Both geom etric exam ples are special cases of the

Ham iltonian density (24).W hen thegradientsaresm all,
the surfaceenergy isgiven by the quadraticexpression:

H =
1

2

Z

dx dy
h

�(r 2
h)2 + �(r h)2

i

: (57)

If� = 0thisdescribesasoap �lm ;if� 6= 0itwilldescribe
a uid m em brane.
The approach,traditionally followed in the literature,

isto�rstdeterm inethesurfacepro�leh(x;y)which m in-
im izestheenergy Eqn.(57).Forthisonem ustsolvethe
linear Euler-Lagrangeequation

r
2
�
r

2
� ‘

�2
�
h(x;y)= 0 ; (58)

where ‘ is the length from Eqn.(25). In a next step,
the energy corresponding to this shape is evaluated by
reinserting the solution ofEqn.(58)into the functional
(57). This energy willdepend on the relative positions
ofthe bound objects.Appropriatederivativesofthe en-
ergy with respectto these positionswillyield the forces
between the particles. By contrast our approach |
sidesteppingtheneed toevaluatetheenergy | willbeto
determ inetheforcedirectly from thesurfacepro�leusing
thelineintegralexpressionsfortheforce,Eqns.(33)and
(35).

A . Soap �lm s

For a soap �lm ,� = 0 and thus ‘ = 0. The relevant
Euler-Lagrange equation is therefore the Laplace equa-
tion,r 2

h = 0.
Consider �rst the sym m etrical con�guration consist-

ing oftwo parallelcylindricalparticles which adhere to
one side ofthe soap �lm . Eqn.(33) indicates that,if
weneglectend e�ects,the forcebetween thecylindersis
proportionalto the excess length on branch 1. The ex-
cesslength,however,iszerobecausethecontactlinesare
straight. Therefore,the force is also zero. Likewise,in
theantisym m etric con�guration with adhesion on oppo-
sitesides,thesoap �lm between thecylinderswillbeat
iftheverticalparticledisplacem entsareallowed to equi-
librate. Therefore,’(s)= 0 (see Fig.3)and Eqn.(35)
willyield a zero force exactly asin the sym m etric case.
In an analogousway one obtainsthe sam eresultforthe
caseoftwo spheres.

0

φ
φ

ρ
a

FIG .5:D e�nition ofthe coordinatesfora single quadrupole

(viewed from above).

Thesituation islesssim pleifthe�lm ispinned to the
particle surface. Let us consider two sphericalparticles

ofradiusa with a contactline thatdepartsonly weakly
from a circle.
Stam ou etal.[7]havestudied thiscase by using a su-

perposition ansatz in the spirit of Nicolson [46]: �rst,
theheightfunction ofoneisolated particleisdeterm ined
with the correct boundary conditions. Then,the com -
pleteheightfunction isassum ed to bethesum ofthetwo
single-particle �eldsofeach ofthe two colloids. Strictly
speaking,thisapproachdestroystheboundaryconditions
atthe particles’contactlines;itdoes,however,give the
correctleading orderresultforlargeseparation [47].
Using polar coordinates � and �,the solution ofthe

shapeequation outsidea singlesphericalparticlecan be
written as[7]

hsphere(�;�) = A0 ln
�
a

�

�

+
1X

m = 1

A m cos[m (� � �m ;0)]
�
a

�

�m
;(59)

with m ultipole coe�cients A m and phase angles �m ;0.
Theform ercan bedeterm ined asfollows:Them onopole
A 0 vanishes because there is no externalforce such as
gravity pulling on theparticle.Thedipolecoe�cientA 1

characterizesthe tiltofthecontactlinerelativeto the z
axis;italso vanishesifthereisno externaltorqueacting
on the sphere. Allhigher m ultipole coe�cients can be
read o� from the Fourier expansion ofthe contact line
at� = a. Itisintuitively obviousand indeed con�rm ed
by a m ore carefulcalculation [7,8]thatthe quadrupole
dom inatesthe energy atlowestorder.
O necan thereforerestrictthecalculation tothesingle-

particleheightfunction [7]

hsphere(�;�)= Q cos[2(� � �0)]
�
a

�

�2
; (60)

where�0 := �2;0 istheanglethatrepresentstherotation
ofthe particleaboutz (see Fig.5).
Ifthe com plete height function is a superposition,as

described above,the force on the left particle in lowest
orderhasbeen found to be [7,8]

F sym ,soap = � F antisym ,soap = 48��Q 2a
4

d5
x ; (61)



12

A B

φ

d

y

x

0,A

φ
0,B

FIG .6:Two quadrupoleson a soap �lm (viewed from above).

forthesym m etric(�0;A = � �0;B )and theantisym m etric
(�0;A = 0;�0;B = �=2)con�gurations(see Fig.6).
Letusnow exam inethesam etwo con�gurationsusing

the line integralrepresentation forthe force.
a.Sym m etriccase.TheforceEqn.(33)isproportional

to the excesslength ofbranch 1 with respectto branch
3.To quadraticorderin gradients,thisdi�erencecan be
written as

�L = lim
L ! 1

n Z L =2

�L =2

dy
hq

1+ h2y(0;y)� 1
io

= lim
L ! 1

n Z L =2

�L =2

dy
h1

2
h
2
y(0;y)+ O [(r h)4]

io

:(62)

Theheightfunction alongthesym m etry linebetween the
particlescan be expressed in Cartesian coordinatesas:

h(0;y)= 2Q cos
h

2
�

arctan
2y

d
+ �0;A

�i
a2

y2 + d2

4

: (63)

Substituting into the second line ofEqn.(62)gives

�L = lim
L ! 1

h

96Q 2a
4

d5
arctan

L

d
+ O (L�1 )

i

= 48�Q 2a
4

d5
; (64)

im plyingviaFsym ,soap = ��L thesam eforceasobtained
from energy m inim ization,Eqn.(61).However,itwould
befairto say thatwehavegained additionalinform ation
concerning the nature ofthisforce,m issing before. The
force isdirectly proportionalto the length added to the
m id-curveasitisstretched.A geom etricalinterpretation

hasbeen provided fortheforce.Recallalso thatthisisa
non-perturbativeresult:itdoesnotdepend on thesm all
gradientapproxim ation.
b. Antisym m etric case. In this case the horizontal

forceisgiven by Eqn.(35)with � = 0:

Fantisym ,soap = � lim
L ! 1

n Z L =2

�L =2

dy
h

n � z � 1
io

= � lim
L ! 1

n Z L =2

�L =2

dy
h 1
p
1+ h2x(0;y)

� 1
io

= � lim
L ! 1

n Z L =2

�L =2

dy
h

�
1

2
h
2
x(0;y)+ O [(r h)4]

io

:(65)

Theheightfunction between the particlesisgiven by

h(x;y) = Q a
2 �

� cos[2(arctan y
d

2
+ x
)]

y2 + (d
2
+ x)2

�
cos[2(arctan y

d

2
�x
)]

y2 + (d
2
� x)2

�

;(66)

so that

hx(0;y)= �
32Q a2d(d2 � 12y2)

(d2 + 4y2)3
: (67)

Inserting this into Eqn.(65) yields a force which again
agreeswith the oneobtained in Eqn.(61).
Asan exam ple,letuslook atcolloidswith a radiusof

1�m trapped atthe air-waterinterface(� ’ 70m N=m ),
which have a pinning quadrupole of1% oftheir radius
(Q ’ 10nm ). Ata separation of3�m they feelan (at-
tractive orrepulsive)force of1pN,and ata separation
of about 16�m their interaction energy is com parable
to the therm alenergy.These forcesare notparticularly
strong,butthey actoveran exceptionally long range.

B . Fluid M em branes

To describe a uid m em brane,it is necessary to in-
clude the bending energy in Eqn.(57). Letusfocuson
theproblem oftwo paralleladhering cylinderswhich are
su�ciently long so thatend e�ectscan beneglected (the
uid m em brane analogue ofthe problem exam ined for
soap �lm s). In this case the heightfunction ofthe sur-
facedependsonly on onevariable,x.Recallthatforthe
corresponding soap �lm caseno interaction occurred (in
the absenceofpinning),see Sec.VIA.
a. Sym m etric case. Using the energy route, W eikl

[11]shows that, at lowest order in the sm allgradient
expansion,the energy per unit length ofthe cylinderis
[48]

E sym ,cyl(d)= �
(� + 2R 2U )2(tanh d

2‘
� 1)

4
p
��R 2

: (68)

Here R is the cylinderradius,U is the adhesion energy
per unit area,‘ is the characteristic length de�ned in
Eqn.(25),and d isthe distancebetween thetwo centers
ofthecylinders.To obtain theforceperunitlength L of
the leftcylinder,we di�erentiate Eqn.(68)with respect
to d [49]:

Fsym ,cyl=L = �
1

2
�

�
� + 2R 2U

2�R cosh d

2‘

� 2

: (69)

Thecylindersalwaysrepel.
W ewould now liketodeterm inetheforceusingtheline

integralofthecorrespondingstresstensor.Rewritingthe
relevantEqn.(34)in sm allgradientexpansion yields(see
Eqn.(55a)):

Fsym ,cyl=L = �
1

2
�h

2
xx(0): (70)
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W e usethe expression forh given in Ref.[11]:

h(x)=
(� + 2R 2U )cosh x

‘

2�R cosh d

2‘

+ const: (71)

Itssecond derivativewith respectto x atx = 0 is

hxx(0)=
� + 2R 2U

2�R cosh d

2‘

: (72)

Inserting thisresultinto Eqn.(70)reproducesthe force
given by Eqn.(69).
b. Antisym m etric case. Fortwo cylinderson opposite

sidesofthe m em branethe energy isgiven by [11,48]

E antisym ,cyl(d)= �
(� + 2R 2U )2(coth d

2‘
� 1)

4
p
��R 2

; (73)

which givesa forceon the leftcylinder[49]

Fantisym ,cyl=L =
1

2
�

�
� + 2R 2U

2�R sinh d

2‘

� 2

: (74)

The sm allgradientexpansion ofEqn.(37)is

Fantisym ,cyl=L =
1

2
�(‘r ? K ? )

2 (56a)
=

1

2
�[‘hxxx(0)]

2
:

(75)

Ifwe now again take the heightfunction from Ref.[11]
wearriveat

h(x)=
(� + 2R 2U )sinh x

‘

2�R sinh d

2‘

; (76)

which yields

‘hxxx(0)=
� + 2R 2U

2�R sinh d

2‘

: (77)

Inserting thisinto Eqn.(75)reproducesthe result(74).
How big are these forces? Asan exam ple,letuslook

atan actin �lam ent(R ’ 4nm )adsorbed onto a m em -
branewith a typicalbending sti�ness� ’ 20kB T,where
kB T isthe therm alenergy. Noting that

p
2U=� willbe

the contactcurvature atthe pointwhere the m em brane
detachesfrom the adsorbing �lam ent[50]and thatthis
should not be too m uch sm aller than the bilayer thick-
nessin orderfora Helfrich treatm entto be perm issible,
wetake2U R 2=� ’ 1asan upperlim it.W ethen �nd that
two adsorbed actin �lam entsata distance d ’ ‘(where
approxim ately sinh � cosh � 1) feela force ofabout
2 � 3pN=nm . Alternatively,we can calculate at what
distance the interaction energy perpersistencelength of
the �lam ent(‘p � 15�m )isoforderkB T. Using a typ-
icalvalue forcellm em branesof‘� 50nm ,we obtain a
separation ofabout0:7�m .Thisishuge,and should re-
m ind usofthe factthaton thisscalea lotofm em brane
uctuationswilloccurwhich we haveneglected.Still,it
showsrathervividly thatm em branem ediated forcescan
be very signi�cant.

C . Lipid tilt

The discussion in Sec.IIIshows that lipid tilt order,
described by the surface vector �eld m a,inuences the
shape ofthe m em brane, even if the Ham iltonian den-
sity does not contain an explicit coupling ofm a to the
extrinsic curvature. The coupled system ofdi�erential
equations(18)posesa form idabletask,clearly exceeding
the already substantialone for the undecorated shape
equation alone.
O ur priority is to illustrate the workings ofthe gen-

eralform alism ,therefore we willlim it the discussion to
a sim ple case where the analyticaltreatm ent is rather
transparent:wewillassum ethatthem em braneitselfre-
m ainsat,such thattheenergydensity stem sexclusively
from lipid tilt(asdescribed by H m from Eqn.(16)).This
isnota self-consistentapproxim ation,butshould give a
good description in the lim itin which the tiltm oduli�
and � are signi�cantly \softer" than the bending m odu-
lus. In this case the inclusionswe have talked aboutin
Sec.IV D 2 willpredom inantly excite tiltand notbend.
M oresophisticated (analyticaland num erical)studiesof
lipid tiltand m ediated interactionsexist,which provide
betterquantitativeanswers[24].
Foratm em branes,theEuler-Lagrangeequation (19)

reducesto

(� + �)r r � m + �r
2
m � 2V 0

m = 0 ; (78)

wherem isthe2d tiltvectorin them em braneplane.Fo-
cusing �rston oneinclusion,thesituation acquirescylin-
dricalsym m etry.W ritingm (r)= m (r)er and restricting
to the untilted m em brane phase,for which the tilt po-
tentialissu�ciently wellrepresented by V (m 2)= 1

2
tm 2

with t> 0,Eqn.(78)reducesto a sim pleBesselequation

x
2
m

00+ xm
0� (x2 + 1)m = 0 ; (79)

where x = r=‘m ,‘m is the length de�ned in Eqn.(23),
and theprim edenotesaderivativewith respecttox.The
solution is

m (r)= m 0

K 1(r=‘m )

K 1(r0=‘m )
; (80)

where r0 is the radius ofthe inclusion,m 0 the value of
the tiltatthispoint,and K � a m odi�ed Besselfunction
ofthe second kind [51]. As anticipated,the tilt decays
essentially exponentially with a decay length of‘m .
O btaining theexacttilt�eld fortwo inclusionsisvery

di�cult,sincesatisfyingtheboundary conditionsistrou-
blesom e. However,ifwe again use the Nicolson approx-
im ation [46]and assum e that the totaltilt distribution
isgiven by thesuperposition oftwo solutionsofthekind
(80),thingsbecom em anageable.Thetilt-m ediated force
between twosym m etricinclusionsisthen obtained by in-
serting the appropriatevaluesand derivativesofthe tilt
�eld m (x;y)on the m id-line into Eqn.(43).Aftersom e
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straightforward calculationswegetthe force[52]

Fm = 4t‘m m
�2
0

Z
1

d�

d�
1

�
p
�2 � d�2

�

h

(�2 � 2d�2)K 0(�)K2(�)+ (�2 � d
�2)K 2

1(�)
i

= � 2�t‘m m
�2
0 K 1(d=‘m ): (81)

where m �

0 = m 0=K 1(r0=‘m ),d� = d=2‘m ,and d is the
separation between theinclusions.Aswesee,theforceis
repulsive and decays essentially exponentially with dis-
tance over a decay length of‘m . Integrating it,we get
the repulsiveinteraction potential

Um (d)= 2�t‘2m m
�2
0 K 0(d=‘m ): (82)

Letus try to m ake a very rough estim ate ofhow big
such a force m ightbe. Forthiswe need to obtain som e
plausiblevaluesforthenum bersentering into Eqn.(81).
For t we m ay use the equipartition theorem and argue
that 1

2
thm 2ia = 1

2
kB T,where a isthe area perlipid and

kB T the therm alenergy.Assum ing thatthe root-m ean-
square uctuations ofm are 10� and using the typical
value a ’ 0:75nm 2,we get t ’ 40kB T=nm 2. Assum -
ing furthera ratherconservativetiltdecay length ofthe
orderofthe bilayer thickness,i.e.‘m ’ 5nm ,that the
inclusion has a radius ofr0 ’ 3nm and im poses there
a localtiltofm ’ 0:2,we �nd thattwo inclusionsata
distance of10nm feela signi�cantforce ofabout17pN.
And at a distance ofd � 22nm their m utualpotential
energy is1kB T com pared to theseparated state.Notice
thatthisism uch largerthan the Debye length in phys-
iologicalsolution,which is typically only 1nm . Hence,
tilt-m ediated forcescan com petewith m oreconventional
forces,such as (screened) electrostatic interactions. It
should be keptin m ind,however,thatifwe perm itthe
m em branetobend,som eofthetiltstrain can berelaxed,
thereby lowering the energy.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have shown how the stress tensorcan be used to
relate the forces between particles bound to an inter-
facedirectly to theinterfacegeom etry.In thisapproach,
the force on a particle is given by a line integralofthe
stressalong any closed contoursurrounding theparticle.
The stressdependsonly on the localgeom etry;thusthe
force is com pletely encoded in the surface geom etry in
the neighborhood ofthe curve.
The relationship between the force and the geom e-

try provided by the line integralis exact. In the lin-
ear regim e,as we have shown for selected exam ples in
the previoussection,the force determ ined by evaluating
this line integralreproduces the result obtained by the
m ore fam iliarenergy based approach.Unlike the latter,
however,our approach perm its us to consider large de-
form ations. The expression for the line-integralis fully

covariant,involving geom etricaltensors;one isnotlim -
ited to any oneparticularparam etrization ofthesurface
such as the M onge gauge. Indeed,as we have seen the
geom etricaloriginsoftheforcecan getlostin thisgauge.
Aswehaveem phasized previously,thisapproachisnot

a substituteforsolving thenonlinear�eld equations.To
extract num bers,we do need to solve these equations.
Buteven beforethisisdone,the line integralexpression
can provide valuable qualitative inform ation concerning
the nature ofthe interactionsbetween particles.Thisis
becausethe geom etry along the contourisoften insensi-
tive to the precise conditionsbinding the particle to the
interface. Thiscontrastssharply with the energy based
approach;there,one needs to know the entire distribu-
tion ofenergy on the interface before one can say any-
thing about the nature ofthe interaction. As we have
seen in the contextofa sym m etricaltwo-particlecon�g-
uration,itissom etim esrelatively easy to identify quali-
tativepropertiesofthe geom etry;itisvirtually im possi-
ble to m ake corresponding statem entsaboutthe energy
outsidethe linearregim e.
Thestresstensorapproach also hasthevirtueofcom -

bining seam lessly with any approach we choose, be it
analyticalornum erical,to determ ine the surface shape.
Thus,for instance,one can �nd surfacesthat m inim ize
a prescribed surfaceenergy functionalusing theprogram
\SurfaceEvolver" [53].Theevaluation oftheforcevia a
line integralinvolving thegeom etry along thecontouris
straightforward;in contrast,theevaluation oftheenergy
involvesa surface integral,and theforcesthen follow by
a subsequentnum ericaldi�erentiation. In other words,
the route via the energy requires one m ore integration
but also one m ore di�erentiation. This appearsneither
econom icalnornum erically robust.
W ehaveillustrated how internaldegreesoffreedom on

them em branecan beincorporated within thisapproach
using a vectororderparam eterdescribing lipid tiltasan
exam ple. Itis indeed rem arkable just how readily non-
geom etricaldegrees of freedom can be accom m odated
within thisgeom etricalfram ework.Here again,new ex-
actnon-linearexpressionsfortheforcebetween particles
m ediated by the tiltare obtained which are beyond the
scope ofthe traditionalapproach to the problem . Vari-
ouspatternsem erge which could nothave been guessed
from inspection oftheHam iltonian,in particulartheex-
istence ofa \? 2 � k2 " m otifcom m on to the geom etrical
and tiltm ediated forcesbetween sym m etricalparticles.
W e have considered the force between a pair ofpar-

ticles. However,the interaction between m ore than two
particlesisgenerally notexpressible asa sum overpair-
wiseinteractions;superposition doesnothold ifthethe-
ory isnonlinear(see Ref.[15]fora striking illustration).
This,however,poses no di�culty for the stress tensor
approach,because the underlying relation between sur-
facegeom etry and forceisindependentofwhetherornot
a pair-decom position is possible (see Fig.7). For cer-
tain sym m etric situationsa cleverchoice ofthe contour
ofintegration m ay again yield expressions for the force
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FIG .7: Three-body interactions. The force on one particle

can beobtained by integrating thesurfacestresstensoralong

a line ofintegration enclosing thatparticle.(cf.Eqn.(12)).

analogousto thoseobtained in Sec.IV D.

M ulti-body e�ectsbecom e particularly relevantwhen
oneconsiders2D bulk phasesas,forinstance,in asystem
consisting ofa largenum berofm utually repulsiveparti-
clesadhering to one side ofan interface. In this case it
ispossibleto identify expressionsforstatevariablessuch
asthe lateralpressureby exploiting the approach which
hasbeen introduced here.

The interfaceswe have considered are asym ptotically
at and thus support no pressure di�erence. At �rst
glance it m ay appearthat our approach fails ifthere is
pressurebecausethestresstensorisno longerdivergence
free on the free surface (one has r af

a = P n) which
would obstructthedeform ation ofthecontourdescribed
in Sec.IV C. As we willshow in a forthcom ing publi-
cation,however,itispossible to adaptourapproach to
accom m odatesuch a situation.

Theinteractionswehaveexam ined correspond to par-
ticles whose orientations are in equilibrium . The ad-
ditionalapplication ofan externaltorque (e.g.on two
dipolesviaam agnetic�eld)willintroduceabendingm o-
m ent. It is,however,possible to treat such a situation
with thetoolsprovided in Ref.[28]:Justastranslational
invariancegivesusthestresstensor,rotationalinvariance
givesusa torque tensor.Itscontourintegralsprovideus
with the torqueacting on the patch oneencircles.

Finally,genuine capillary forces involve gravity. The
associated energy,however,dependsnotonly on thegeo-
m etry ofthe surfacebutalso on thatofthe bulk (itisa
volum e force).The resultsthusdi�erqualitatively from
those presented here. Thiswillbe the subjectoffuture
work.
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A P P EN D IX A :

In Sec.IID we derived the generalexpression

f
a = (T ab � H ac

K
b
c )eb � r bH

ab
n (A1)

for the surface stress tensor. In this appendix we will
specialize(A1)to a few im portantstandard cases.
a. Area. The sim plestcase isthe area,H = 1,which

is (up to a constantprefactor)the Ham iltonian density
ofa soap �lm . W e evaluate H ab and T ab appearing in
Eqn.(A1) using Eqn.(7): H ab = �H =�Kab = 0 and
T ab = � gab;forT ab we usethe identity

@
p
g

@gab
=
1

2

p
gg

ab
: (A2)

Thusweget

f
a = � gabeb : (A3)

Note that the functionalderivatives � in this case are
equalto partialderivatives@ becauseH doesnotdepend
on higherderivativesofgab orK ab.
b. Powers ofK . For the Ham iltonian density H =

K n = (gabK ab)n one derives[54]:H ab = nK n�1 gab and
T ab = 2nK n�1 K ab � K ngab which gives

f
a = (nK n�1

K
ab � K

n
g
ab)eb � n(r a

K
n�1 )n : (A4)

Thecasen = 2 isneeded in Eqn.(24).
c. Einstein-Hilbert action. Canham [42] originally

used the quadratic Ham iltonian H = K abK
ab. For

this one we easily see that H ab = 2K ab and T ab =
� H gab + 4K a

cK
bc [54]. Using the contractions ofboth

G auss-Codazzi-M ainardi equations (3) as well as the
fact that the Euler-Lagrange derivative E(H ) is linear
in theHam iltonian,wegetwith thehelp ofEqn.(9)the
Euler-LagrangederivativeoftheEinstein-Hilbertaction,
H = R:

E(R)= E(K 2)� E(K abK
ab)= � 2K ab

G ab : (A5)

Here,G ab = R ab �
1

2
Rgab is the Einstein tensor,which

vanishes identically in two dim ensions. Thus, surface
variations of K 2 and K abK

ab di�er only by boundary
term s (in accord with the G auss-Bonnettheorem [25]).
In higher dim ensions, however,E(R) / G ab is a non-
trivialresult,and the above seem ingly inelegant (since
extrinsic)derivation isafterallrem arkably econom ical.
d. Curvature gradient. The next exam ple we con-

sideris the Ham iltonian density H = 1

2
(r cK )(r cK )�

1

2
(r K )2. Now we need to keep in m ind that H ab and

T ab arefunctionalderivatives

H ab =
�H

�Kab

=
@H

@K ab

� r c

�
@H

@r cK ab

�

; (A6)

becauseH dependson derivativesofK ab.W e obtain

H ab = � r c(g
abr c

K )= � gab�K : (A7)
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The determ ination of T ab is a little m ore di�cult; to
avoid errors,letus proceed cautiously and considerthe
variation ofthe Ham iltonian H = 1

2

R
dA (r K )2 with

respectto the m etric gab and identify T ab atthe end of
the calculation.The variation yields:

�gH =
1

2

Z

d2� �g[
p
g(r K )2] (A8)

=
1

2

Z

dA
n �g

p
g

p
g
(r K )2 + �g[(r K )2]

o

:

The evaluation of the �rst term involves the reuse of
Eqn.(A2);weexpand the second term [55]

�g[(r K )2] = �g[g
ab](r aK )(r bK )

+ 2gab(r aK )�g[r b(K cdg
cd)]

= � (r a
K )(r b

K )�gab
+ 2gab(r aK )r b(K cd�g

cd)

= � (r a
K )(r b

K )�gab
� 2gab(r aK )r b(K

cd
�gcd); (A9)

where the identity �gg
ab = � gacgbd�gcd is exploited

twice.W e obtain

�gH =
1

2

Z

dA
h1

2
g
ab(r K )2 � (r a

K )(r b
K )

i

�gab

�

Z

dA g
ab(r aK )r b(K

cd
�gcd): (A10)

The lastterm can be rewritten as
Z

dA g
ab(r aK )r b(K

cd
�gcd)= �

Z

dA K
ab�K �gab

+

Z

dA r b

h

g
ab(r aK )K cd

�gcd

i

; (A11)

the second term on the righthand side is a totaldiver-
genceand can becastasa boundary term .Therefore,it
doesnotcontributeto T ab.Collecting results,we�nd

�gH
(7b)
= �

1

2

Z

dA T
ab
�gab + boundary term s; (A12)

with

T
ab = (r a

K )(r b
K )�

1

2
g
ab(r K )2 � 2K ab�K :

(A13)

Thus,forH = 1

2
(r K )2 wegetforfa given by Eqn.(A1)

the rem arkably com pactexpression

f
a =

h

(r a
K )(r b

K )�
1

2
g
ab(r K )2 � K

ab�K
i

eb

+ r a�K n : (A14)

e. Vector �eld. As a �nalexam ple let us consider
Ham iltonians ofthe kind introduced in Sec.III,which

have internalvectordegreesoffreedom . W ith the sym -
m etrictilt-strain tensorM ab = 1

2
(r am b+ r bm a)wecan

for instance look at the quadratic Ham iltonian density
H = 1

2
(r am

a)2 = 1

2
M 2,where m a is the (contravari-

ant) surface vector �eld and M = gabM
ab. This term

is purely intrinsic,hence H ab = 0. The di�cult partis
thecovariantdi�erentiation,which actson a vector �eld
and is thus dressed with an additionalChristo�elsym -
bol. Since the latterdependson the m etric and its�rst
partialderivative[26],itwillcontributeto thevariation:

�gH =
1

2

Z

d2� �g[
p
gM

2]

=
1

2

Z

dA
n �g

p
g

p
g
M

2 + �g(m
a
;a + �aabm

b)2
o

:(A15)

The �rst term is once m ore sim pli�ed via Eqn.(A2),
while the second term callsforthe Palatiniidentity [3]

�g�
c
ab =

1

2
g
cd
�
r b�gda + r a�gbd � r d�gab

�
: (A16)

Sincethe�gab arethecom ponentsofa tensor(they m ust
describeapropervariationofthem etrictensor),thevari-
ation �g�cab isalso a tensor,even though the Christo�el
sym bolitselfisnot. Using Eqn.(A16),the second term
in Eqn.(A15)can thusbe rewritten as

�g(m
a
;a + �aabm

b)2 = 2M m
b
�g�

a
ab

= M m
b
g
ad(r b�gda + r a�gbd � r d�gab)

= M m
d
g
ab(r d�gab): (A17)

The derivativeof�gab isrem oved by a �nalpartialinte-
gration.Collecting everything,wethus�nd (up to irrel-
evantboundary term s)

�gH =
1

2

Z

dA
n 1

2
M

2 � r d

�
m

d
M
�o

g
ab
�gab

=
1

2

Z

dA
n

�
1

2
M

2 � m
dr dM

o

g
ab
�gab :(A18)

Thus,the m etric stresstensoris

T
ab =

1

2

h

M
2 + 2m cr cM

i

g
ab
: (A19)

Notice thatitis directly proportionalto the m etric;its
e�ectin thestresstensorwillthusbeto renorm alizethe
surfacetension.
The second quadratic invariant,H = M abM

ab,does
notprovideany additionaldi�cultiescom pared to 1

2
M 2,

even though the calculation isa bitlonger.O ne �nds:

T
ab = � M cdM

cd
g
ab + 2M M

ab + 2m cr cM
ab

� (r cm
a)(r c

m
b)+ (r a

m c)(r
b
m

c):(A20)

Finally, the third quadratic invariant H = 1

4
FabF

ab

(with F ab = r am b� r bm a)can betreated rathereasily
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by noting thatFab = @am b� @bm a isindependentofthe
connection.A shortcalculation then showsthat

T
ab = F

ac
F
b
c �

1

4
g
ab
FcdF

cd
: (A21)

This is nothing but the energy-m om entum tensor from
electrodynam ics[36].In twodim ensionsitcan befurther
sim pli�ed,sinceanyantisym m etrictensoristhen propor-
tionaltotheepsilon-tensor:F ab = 1

2
"ab"cdF

cd.Inserting
thisinto Eqn.(A21)and using the identity "ac"bc = gab

[37],we�nd

T
ab =

1

2
g
ab
�
"cdr

c
m

d
�2

; (A22)

showing thatthestressisisotropic,justasin thecaseof
theHam iltonian H = 1

2
M 2.Itwillthusonly renorm alize

thesurfacetension and,in particular,notsingleoutany
speci�c new directionson the m em brane.
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