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P articles bound to an interface interact because they deform its shape. T he stresses that result
are fully encoded in the geom etry and described by a divergence-free surface stress tensor. This
stress tensor can be used to express the force on a particlke as a line integral along any conveniently
chosen closed contour that surrounds the particle. The resulting expression is exact (i.e., free of
any \an allness" assum ptions) and independent of the chosen surface param etrization. A dditional
surface degrees of freedom , such as vector elds describing lipid tilt, are readily included in this
form alism . A s an illustration, we derive the exact force for several im portant surface H am ilttonians
In various sym m etric two-particlke con gurations in tem s of the m idplane geom etry; is sign is
evident in certain interesting lim its. Specializing to the linear regin e, where the shape can be
analytically detem ined, these general expressions yield forcedistance relations, several of which
have origihally been derived by using an energy based approach.

PACS numbers: 87.16D g, 68.03.Cd, 0240Hw

I. NTRODUCTION

T he interaction between spatially separated ob fcts is
m ediated by the disturbance ofthe region that surrounds
them , described by a eld. In electrom agnetic theory for
exam ple the interaction between charged particles is de—
scribed by theM axwell eld equations. Sincethey are lin—
ear, Interactions add. H ow ever, m ore often than not, the

eld equations are nonlinear as for exam ple In the case of
General Relativity: even though the energy-m om entum
tensor couples linearly to the curvature, the latter de-
pends In a nonlinear way on the spacetin e m etric and
its derivatives 'E,', :_2, -'_3]. T he source of the nonlnearity
lies In the geom etric nature of the problem . Not only do
Interactions fail to add up, even the hum ble two particle
problem poses challenges.

\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 icroscopic degrees of freedom Ef, :’_3]. The Boltz—
mann factor invariably renders these interactions non-
linear. This tin e, the source of the nonlinearity is the
entropy hidden in the degrees of freedom that have been
traced out. For exam ple, the e ective interaction be—
tween charged colloids in salty water is describbed (@t a
m ean— eld level) by the P oisson-B olzm ann equation fé].

In thispaperwe w ill discuss a classical exam ple which
belongs to the class of e ective interactions, whilke ow -
Ing its nonlinearity to its geom etric origin: the inter—
action between particles m ediated by the defomm ation
of a surface to which they are bound. This prob-
lem includes the capillary Interactions between particles
bound to liquid- uid interfaces i, &, 8], or the mem -
brane m ediated interactions between colloids or proteins
adhering to or embedded In lipid bilayer m em branes

B0, 13,14, 13,14, I3, 1e]. To approach the probkm
we require tw o pieces of inform ation. F irst, how does the
energy of the surface depend on is shape, or In other
words, what is the \surface H am iltonian"? Second, how

does a bound particle locally deform the surface? W ith
this nform ation, wem ay (in principle) deduce the equi-
Hbrim shape m Inim izing the energy of the surface for
any given placem ent of the bound particles. K now ing
the shape, the energy can be determ ined by integration,
and the forces it inplies ollow by di erentiating w ih

respect to appropriate placem ent variables. In general,
how ever, the ground state ofthe surface is a solution ofa
nonlinear eld equation (\the shape equation"), thercby
thw arting progress by this route at a very early stage.

Som etin es the linearization of a nonlhear theory is
adequate. Just as one recovers New tonian graviation
as the weak— eld lin it 0of G eneralRelativity 'E:, '@:, rﬁ], or
D ebyeH uckel theory as the weak— eld lim it of P oisson—
Boltzm ann theory i_é], a linear theory for surface m edi-
ated Interactions is usefiil for certain sin ple geom etries,
notably weakly perturbed at surfaces. At this level,
the approach to interactions based on energy becom es
tractable. Yet, linearization isalso often inadequate. The
full theory m ay display qualitatively new e ects which
are absent in the Jmeanzed' thlelorx strong graviational

elds give us black holes Eh, v, g]; the bare charge of
a highly charged colloid gets strongly renom alized by
ocounterion condensation fl%

T here is, however, an altemative approach to Interac—
tions which was outlined In [_l-g'] By relating the inter—
action between particles to the equilbrium geom etry of
the surface, a host of exact nonlinear results is provided.
T he link is form ed by the surface stress tensor, and i can
be established w ithout solving the shape equation. O nce
we know the Ham ilttonian, we can express the stress at
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any point in tem s of the local geom etry { covariantly
and w ithout any approxim ation. W e willbrie y revisit
the essentials of this construction in Sec. II. Know ing
the stresses, the force on a particle is then determ ined
by a lne integral of the stress tensor along any surﬁoe
contour enclosing the particle, aswe w illshow In Sec. -N.

Such resultsm ight, at rst sight, appear som ew hat for-
m al: w thout the equilbriim surface shape, they cannot
be translated nto hard num bers. H ow ever, the close link
between the force and the geom etry, combined wih a
very general know ledge one has about the surface shape
(e.g., is symmetry) will tum out to provide valiabl
qualitative nsight into the nature ofthe interaction (€.g.,
its sign). Even on a com plktely practical evel, this ap—
proach scores points against the traditional approach in—
volving energy, providing a signi cantly m ore e cient
way to extract forces from the surface shape determ ined
num erically (n whatever way).

W e w ill iTlustrate this approach w ith a selection of ex—
am ples JnvonJng di erent sym m etriesand surface H am ik
tonians. In Sec. -]:Iiwedan onstrate how its scope extends
In a very naturalway to include intemal degrees of free—
dom on the membrane { In particular: a vector order
param eter w hich has for instance been used to describe
lipid tilt [_1-9', :_2-(_]‘, 2-1_1', :_2-55, :_ég', 2-4_}'] To m ake contact w ith
the energy based approach in the literature, and also in
order to link the form alism to a more fam iliar setting,
we specialize in Sec..\_/: to a M onge param etrization and
its linearization. This will pem i us in Sec.V § to de-
rive force-distance curves for Interactions m ediated by
surface tension, m em brane curvature, and Ipid tilt. Var-
ious weltknown linear results [}, €, 11] then follow very
naturally using the stress tensor approach.

II. ENERGY FROM GEOM ETRY

In this paper we want to study the physics of inter—
faces, which are characterized by a reparam etrization in—
variant surface Ham iltonian. The appropriate language
for this is di erential geom etry, and in this section we
w il outline how physical questions can be form ulated
very e ciently in this lJanguage. W e rst sum m arize the
necessary m athem atical basics and introduce our nota—
tion (the reader will nd m ore background m aterial in
Refs. ﬂ25 . W e then de ne the class of H am iltonianswe
w ill be considering. The corresponding Eulerl.agrange
equations for the Interface degrees of freedom w illbe cast
as a conservation law . The m ost direct way to do this is
to in plem ent all geom etrical constraints using Lagrange
m ulipliers; not only does this approach provide a quick
derivation ofthe shape equation, it also providesa trans—
parent physical identi cation of the surface stresses.

A . Di erentialG eom etry and N otation

W e consider a two-din ensional surface embedded In
three-din ensionalE uclidean spaceR 3, which isdescribbed
locally by its position X (!; 2) 2 R3, where the @ are
a suitable set of local coordinates on the surface. The
em bedding fiinctions X induce two geom etrical tensors
which com pletely describe the surface: the metric gy
and the extrinsic curvature K ;1,, de ned by

Jab = €a & and (la)

Kap = ea gn ; (1b)

where a;b 2 £1;2g. The local coordinate fram e form ed
by the tangent vectorse; and e, extended by the nom al
vectorn fom sa localbasis ofR3:

e, = @X =@ * = @X ; (2a)
e, n = 0; (2b)
n? = 1: (2c)

N ote that unlke n, the e, are generally not nom alized.

In the follow Ing, r 5 denotes the m etric-com patible co—-
variant derivative t_2§'] and = r ,r? the correspond-
Ing Laplacian. Surface indices are raised with the in—
verse m etric g*P. The trace of the extrinsic curvature,
K = K .p, is twice the mean curvature. Using the
above sign conventions, a sphere of radius a with out—
ward pointing unit nom alhas a positive K = 2=a.

T he iIntrinsic and extrinsic geom etries are related by
the G auss< odazziM ainardiequations

raKpe rpKae = 05 (3a)

KacKpa KadKbe = Rapea 7 (3b)

where R ;g Is the R i&m ann tensor constructed w ith the
m etric; its contraction over the st and third index is
the Ricci tensor, Ryg = g*°Rapeq, Whose further con-—
traction gives the Ricci scalar curvature, R = g™Rpq.

From Eqn. Bb we see that the latter satis es R =

K? KK ,p. In particular in two djm ensions we have
that R = 2Kg, where Kg = det®} ) is the G aussian
curvature G auss’ T heorem a E gregiim f25])

B . Surface energy and its variation

W e consider surfaces such as lipid m em branes and soap
In s, characterized by the property that the associated
energy is com pletely determ ined by the surface geom etry
and describbed by a Ham iltonian which is an integralofa
localH am iltonian density H over the surface:
Z
HKI]=

dA H @apiK api¥ aKpeiii) ¢ (4)

The in nitesin al area element is dA = p§d2 , where
g = det(@sp) is the determm inant of the m etric. T he den-
sity H depends only on scalars constructed from local



surface tensors: the m etric, the extrinsic curvature, and
its covariant derivatives. In order to nd the equilibrium
(i.e., energy m inin izing) shape, one is nterested in how
H respondsto a deform ation of the surface described by
a change in the embedding functions, X ! X + X .
The straightforward (ut tedious) way to do this is to
track the course of the deform ation on X through gup,

g, K ap, and any appearing covariant derivatives using
the structural relationships (}) and @).

A tematively, one can treat dip, Kap, €2 and n
as independent variables, enforcing the structural re-
]atjons_{l:) and 6'_2) using Lagrange multijplier func-
tions R7]. One thus Introduces the new finctional

. ceee s . e+ ab. b.ga. . :
chabrKabr---rX 1€arn; 8 ’ a rf ’ ?r n]gjyenby

He = H b%b;Kab;:::]

(la)

L @0? 1) (5)

The original Ham iltonian H is now treated as a func-
tion ofthe independent variables g,p, K 4 and is covari-
ant derivatives; ¢, °, £%, 2 and , are Lagrange
multipliers xing the constraints @) and (:_2) . The intro—
duction of auxiliary variables greatly sin pli es the vari-
ational problem , because now we do not have to track
explicitly how the deform ation X propagates through
O gap and K ;. Aswe will see in the follow ing, this ap—
proach also provides a very sin ple and direct derivation
of the shape equation in which the m ultiplier £%, which
pins the tangent vectors to the surface, is denti ed as
the surface stress tensor.

N ote that additional physical constraints can be en-
forced by introducing further Lagrange m ultipliers (such
asapressureP in thecasethata xed volum e isenclosed
by the surface).

C . Euler-Lagrange equations and the existence ofa
conserved current

The Ham iltonian 64 is invariant under translations.
As explained In detail in Ref. !28 N oether’s theorem
then guarantees the existence of an associated conserved
current, which we w ill identify asthe surface stresstensor
in Sec.:f_r_b_:. In order to see this, et us st work out the

Euleriagrange equations orX ,e;,n, g;p and K p:

r.f% = 0; (6a)
£2 = (*°KP+2 %), 2n; (6b)
0= (p + 3)eat @  *Kapn ;(60)

b _ 1 b .
= L, 6d)
b = pger . (6e)

Note that the W e:ngarten equations @;n = KP s2€ep have
been used in Egn. 66b) the G_auss equations r ze, =
K apn havebeen used nEqgn. (6¢) . W e havealso de ned

H
H3P = and (7a)
Kab
2 gH )
LI R (7b)
g b

The m anifestly symm etric tensor T2 is the intrinsic
stress tensor associated w ith the m etric g;,. IfH does
not depend on derivatives ofK ., fiinctional derivatives
in the de nition ofH #° and T *° reduce to ordinary ones.

E quation C6a) reveals the existence of a oonservann
law for the cun:ent £f2. U sing the other equations @@),
C6d and @e) it is straightforward to elin inate the La—
grange m ultipliers on the right hand side of Egn. C6b
to obtain an explicit expression or £% in tem s of the
original geom etrical variables. From Eqn. {éc‘u) we nd

2 = r, 2 because e, and n are linearly indepen-
dent the Eqns. {6d) and ®e) determ ;ne *° and 2P
ThusEqn. C6b) can be recast as

£2°= T* H®KDPe, (@ H*®)n : ®)
Once the Ham iltonian density has been speci ed,
Ean. (:_8) determm ines the conserved current £ com pletely
In tem s of the geom etry. Several representative exam —
ples are treated In the A ppendix.

F inally, aspointed out In Refs. I_Z-]‘,:_2-§'], the nom alpro—
fction ofr ,f£° isthe EulerLagrange derivative E H ) of
the ongmalH am itonian H which vanishes for an equilibb—
rium shape 29 U sing the G auss equations once m ore,
we obtain the ram arkably succinct result

r.rp)H :
)

n pf*=E®ME)= KpT®+ KaKf

D . Identi cation ofthe stress tensor

W e willnow show that £% can be identi ed with the
surface stress tensor. The variation of the Ham ilto—
nian hasa Pu]k part proportional to the Euleril.agrange
derivative Q_é) aswellasboundary tem s: under a change
In the embedding functionsX ! X + X onegets
Z

dA r, f° X

He= g (£ X ): (10)
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FIG .1: Surface wih 3 disppint boundary com ponents @ ;
and an outer lim iting boundary @ oyt .

A dditionalboundary contributions stem from the varia-
tions w ith respect to n, gz and K 4, since these tem s
do or may contain further derivatives which then need
to be rem oved by paﬁ:al Integration. H owever, the one
appearing in Egn. llO) is the only one that is relevant
for identifying the stress tensor: As we will see below,
for this we are exclusively interested In transktions, for
which n, g, and K 5, rem ain unchanged.

Consider, in particular, a surface region in equilb-
rium (see Fjg.lr}'): itsboundary @ consists ofn dispint
closed com ponents @ ; and an outer lim iting boundary
@ out. Each ofthe @ ; is also the closed boundary ofa
surface patch ;. Under a constant translation X = a
of@ ; the only non-zero term is

I
dslf®= a E2: @1

He= a ext
@

Stokes’ theorem hasbeen used to convert the surface in—
tegral into a line integral. The vector 1 = 1 e® is the
outw ard pointing unit nom alto the boundary on the sur-
face ;by construction it istangentialto . Thevariable

sm easuresthe arclength along @ ;. Theboundary inte—
grale thus identi ed asthe extemal orce F é;)t acting on
@ ;: dotted into any In nitesin al translation, it yields

m Jnus) the corresponding change in energy [30

The extemalforce F o+ On the surface patch ¢ issin —
ply given by F;i)tduetoNewtonsthJIdJaw
I Z
Foext = ds Lf® = dA rf%; 12)

@ o 0

where 1= 1 and Stokes’ theorem wasused again.

Recallnow that in classical elasticity theory [_Z:Il;] the
divergence of the stress tensor at any point In a strained
m aterial equals the extemal force density. O r equiva-—
lently, the stress tensor contracted w ith the nom alvec—
tor of a local ctitious area elem ent yields the force per
unit area transm itted through this area element. Com -
paring this with Eqn. C_lé) we see that £% is indeed the
surface analog of the stress tensor: L% is the force per
unit ength acting on the boundary curve due to the ac—
tion of surface stresses.

Tt proves nstructive to look at the tangentialand nor-
m alprojction of the stress tensor by de ning

£2 = £3%¢, + £2n : (13)

U sing the equations of G auss and W eingarten 1_3-2:], the
relation r ,£% = En can then be cast in the om

r.f% = K+ E ;
£ = KPFR

(14a)
(14b)

Tangential stress acts as a source of nom al stress {
and vice versa. Both conditions hold irrespective of
whether the Eulerlagrange derivative E actually van-—
ishes. In fact, Eqn. {_1£la:1) show s that the shape equation
E = 0isequivalnt to r .£* = K .,£*°, whil Eqn. {4b)
m erely provides consistency conditions on the stress com —
ponents. For nstance, the H elfrich Ham iltonian H / K 2
yields £* / r °K ,while £*° is a quadratic in the extrin—
sic curvature tensor (sse Eqn. @ 4)). Hence, Eqn. {14d)
Inm ediately reproduces the characteristic form of the
Euleriagrange derivative: K plus a cubic in the ex—
trinsic curvature.

ITII. INTERNALDEGREES OF FREEDOM

So far we have restricted the discussion to Ham itoni-
answhich are exclusively constructed from the geom etry
ofthe underlying surface. H ow ever, the surface itselfm ay
possess Intemal degrees of freedom which can couple to
each other and, m ore interestingly, also to the geom e~
try. The sinplest exam ple would be a scalar eld on
the m em brane, which could describe a local variation in
surface tension or lipid com position, and it is readily in—
corporated into the present form alisn [331.

Here we will ook a little m ore closely at the case of
an additional tangential surface vector eld m 2. Such a

eld has been introduced to describe the tilt degrees of
freedom of the m olecules w thin a lipid bilayer, to ac—
com m odate the fact that the average ordientation of the
Iipids them selves need not coincide w ith the Jocalbﬂa er
nom al (see for stance Refs. {19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24)).
M any additionaltem s for the energy em erge in the pres—
enceofanew eldm ® (fora system atic classi cation see
Ref. 1_2-1:]) . Howeverourain here isnot to treat them ost
general case. Instead, we will focus on a simnple rep—
resentative exam ple to illustrate how easily the present
form alism generalizes to treat such situations.

Let us de ne the properly symm etrized covariant tiltt—
strain tensorsM 2P and F 2P according to

M %P = Eramb+ rP’m? ; (L5a)

F = r®m® r’m (15b)
In the spirit ofa ham onictheory we construct a H am ilto-
nian density H,, from the llow ing quadratic nvariants:

1 1
Z M2+ MM ab+Z FapF P+ V @m?); (16)

Hn = >
whereM = g, M 2 = r _ m? is the tilt divergence. The
rst two temm s coincide w ith the lowest order intrinsic



term s identi ed by Nelson and Powers [21- ], provided we
restrict to unit vectorsm # B4] These term s are m ulti-

plied by new elastic constants and p]aang the analo-
gousrole to Lam e-coe cients BS] Ifm 26 1athird tem

(@lso absent in usual elasticity theory E]_:]) occurs, the
quadratic scalar constructed from the antisym m etrized
tilt gradient; its structure is com p]ete]y analogous to the
Lagrangian in electrom agnetism BG] F inally, ifthem ag—
niude ofm ® isnot xed, wem ay also add a potentialV

depending on the squarem 2 = m ,m ® of the vector eld

2. W ithout lossofgenerality we assum ethatV (0) = O,
because any nonvanishing constant ism ore appropriately
absorbed into the surface tension . IfV (X) ism ininal
forx = 0, thenm? 0 will m inin ize the energy, but
depending on physical condiions V. m ay favor nonzero
values of m ®j. This iswhy below them ain phase transi-
tion tem perature of lipid bilayers the lipids can acquire
a spontaneous tilt.

This particular choice for H, is purely intrinsic.
Hence, Egn. @2’1’) show s that the corresponding m ate—
rial stress £ is alo purely trinsic, therefore tan—
gential, and given by fa = TZ2Pep,, where T2® =

2p§ ! P@Hm )= G%p is the metric material stress.
Perform ing the finctional variation (see Appendix) we

nd
h i
M?2+2m°r.M + "grm¢ 2 g
h

1
T ab _ =
" 2
+ M M “gP+ 2M M *+ 2m °r M 2P
5
(em®) (@ m®) + c*mc) @ m®)
V(m2)gab ZVO(mZ)mamb; (17)
where ", = n € ep) is the antisym m etric epsilon—
tensor B% Notice that the metric stress tensor is
quadratic in the tilt-strain, not linear. Unlke the stress
tensor in elasticiy theory, this tensor is not obtained as
the derivative of the energy w ith respect to the strain
but rather w ith respect to the metric, which leaves it
quadratic in the strain. The form al analogy alluded to
earlier is therefore not com plete.
A dding the m aterial stress Tnf‘b to the tangential geo—
m etric stress £2°, we nd w ith the help ofEqns. (14) the
equilbriim conditions

0= KpT2P+E;

r,T2? = 0:

(18a)
(18b)

The rst of these equations show s how the m aterial de—
grees of freedom \add" to the geom etric E ulerd.agrange
derivative E of the geom etric H am ittonian H ; this is the
m odi ed shape equation. The second equation { which
before provided consistency conditions on the geom et—
rical stresses { tells us that the m aterial stress tensor
is conserved. The equilbriim of the m aterial degrees
of freedom involves the vanishing of the Euleri.agrange

derivative w ith regpect to the eld m #, which is given by

rarbmlO ( + )rbram]O

( )ym o+ 2vPmP)m, : (19)
In genera], the equilbrium condition Ep 5 0 mplies
Ean. Cl8b) Fora smg]evector eldm ? the converse also
holds so that Egn. @813) may be used In place of the
equilbrium condition [38

In equilbbrium , we have not only Ey a 0, we also
have r °E, , = 0. Using the comm utation relations for
covariant derivatives E@], it is then easy to see that the
tilt also satis es the follow ing equation on the surface:

22vH?2+viM = 0:
(20)

(+2 )M + r *Rmy,)

Notice that has dropped out of this equation, which
ollow s from the fact that F 2P is invariant under U (1)
gauge transform ations [40 For an all values of tilt, we
can expand the potential as

1
V m?) = tm +Zum + (21)
In the untilted phase we can tem nate this expression
after the rst temm (since then t> O).Ifwe_now restrict
toa atmenbrane (@nd thusR O)Eqn.(_Z(_):)sinp]ies
to a Helm holtz equation for the tiltt divergence:
(+2) t M = 0; (22)

show ing that (in lowest order) any nonzero M is (essen—
tially) exponentially dam ped w ith a decay length of

h = : (23)

Ift< 0 getsus Into the tilted phase, the expansion {_é]_;)
has to be taken one order higher, leaving instead a non—
linear G inZburg-L.andau equation to be solved.

W e nally remark that even though the system of
Eulerlagrange equations {_ig‘) isquite form idable, it still
enpys one nice nontrivial property: T he m aterial equa—
tion {18b) is purely intrinsic. This is the case because
them aterial stress is tangential, w hich itself derives from
the fact that them aterdialH am ittonian is intrinsic. Iffwe
were to add a coupling between tilt and extrinsic curva—
ture, such asthe chiralterm ",cK °m ®m ®, this decoupling
would no longer hold.

Iv. FORCESBETW EEN PARTICLES

P articlesbound to an Interface can exert indirect forces
onto each other. Since these are m ediated by the inter—
face, they m ust be encoded in itsgeom etry. W e have seen
that the \coding" is done by the surface stress tensor £ °
The problam is to decode this content.



In this section we w ill solve this problem . T he strong
link between stress and geom etry can be easily tumed
Into exact expressions for m ediated interactions. The
m ethod by which we obtain these results for various dif-
ferent H am iltonians aswellas the nal form ulas are one
of the m a pr resuls of this paper.

A . The stress tensor and external forces

Consider a single sin ply-connected patch . The ex—
temal orce actJng on i is given by Eqgn. (12:) If there
are no extermal [4L] forces acting on ¢, the Integrals
appearing in Eqn. {_lZ_i ) willvanish; but even when F o,
does not vanish, the stress tensor rem ains divergence free

C6-ei on any part of the surface not extemally
acted upon. As a resul, the contour integral appear—
ing n Egn. Clz ) will be independent of the particular
closed curve so long as it continues to enclose the source
of stress and does not encroach on any other sources.

Observe now that In generala m ultiparticle con gu-—
ration can be stationary only if extemal forces constrain
the particle positions. T hese are the forces providing the
source of stress In Egn. C12 The oree F we are ulti-
m ately interested in isthe force on a particlke m ediated by
the Interface counteracting this extemal foroe; we there—

fore evidently have F = F yt.

B . Force between particleson a uid m em brane

Let usnow focuson a symm etric uid m em brane, de—
scribbed by the surface H am iltonian

H=2> K%+ ; (24)

2

w hich, up to irrelevant boundary tem s, is equ:ya]ent to
the Ham iltonians introduced by Canham [3] and Hel

[_4;; Here, is the bending rigidity and  is the
lateral tension imposed on the boundary. For typical
phospholipid m embranes  is of the order of a few tens
of kg T, where kg T is the them al energy. Values for
are found to be in a broad range between 0 up to about
10 m N /m [_éié_i] T he H am iltonian C_Z-A_i) covers Interesting
specialcases In various lim its: scap Inson setting = 0
and tensionlessm embranes on setting = 0. Note that
the tw o elastic constants provide a characteristic length

r__

= = 25)

separating short length scales over w hich bending energy
dom inates from the large ones over w hich tension does.
W e now need to determm ine the force {12) on a parti
cle for the Ham ittonian described by Egn. ¢24 U sing
Eqns. {_A_}‘ ) and {_A_ﬁ{) from the A ppendix, we ocbtain

h i
PP ey (r?K)n

(@6)

1
K ab K
> g

£2a = Kab

for the surface stress tensor associated w ith this Ham ik
tonian. To facilitate the calculation ofthe force it is con—
venient to introduce an orthonom albasis oftangent vec—
tors ft;1lg adapted to the contour @ o: t = t?e, poinnts
along the integration contour and, as Introduced previ-
ously, 1= Pe, pointsnom ally outward. T he elem ents of
the extrinsic curvature tensor w ith respect to this basis
are given by

K, = PPK.p; (7a)
Ky = %K ; Q7o)
Kok = PPKap : @27c)

W e cbtain for the integrand appearing in the line integral
in Eqn. {L4),

h i
f €p

-.K)n ;
28)
where we have de ned the nom alderivativer , = L,r?

The rsttem can be simpli ed by exploiing the com —
pleteness of the tangent basis, g = L1I°+ t,t°:

LK e, = LK PRI+ 5tde.
L1K *P1+ LK 2Pt
K?l+K?kt: (29)

Since furthem ore the trace K
I h i

=K, + Kg,we nd

+ K ? kK t r.K n : (30)
N ote that the integrand has been decom posed w ith re—
spect to a (right-handed) orthonomm albasis adapted to
the contour, £1;t;ng.

C. Two-particle con gurations

We are jnterested In applying the general considera—
tions of Sec. uIV A' to surface m ediated interactions be-
tween oo]JOJdalparth]es In particular, we w illconsider a
symm etricaloon guration consisting oftw o identicalpar-
ticlesbound to an asym ptotically at surface, as sketched
schem atically :n Fig. .

W e Iabel by fx;y;zg the Cartesian basis vectors of
three-din ensional Euclidian space R3. Rem ote from the
particles, the surface is parallel to the x;y) plane.

Let us agree that the constraining force xes only the
separation between the particles; their height, aswell as
their orientation w ith respect to the (x;y) plane are free
to adjast and thus to equilbrate. T his is also true of the
contact line between surface and colloid when it is not
pihned. Indeed, Kin etal t_l-g] carefully argue that ver-
tical forces and horizontal torques typically exceed hori-
zontal forces and verticaltorquesby a signi cant am ount.



FIG .2: Two identical particles bound to an Interface. A sde—
scribed in the text, the contour of integration can be deform ed
in order to take advantage of available sym m etries.

FIG . 3: Crosssection of a symm etric (solid lne) and an an—
tisym m etric (dotted line) two-particle geom etry.

Since the fomm er can thus be assum ed to very quickly
equilbrate, they generally do not contribute to them em -
brane m ediated interaction.

T here are two distinct m anifestations of two-particle
symm etry In this situation: either a m irror symm etry in
the (y;z) plane (the symm etric case) or a twofold sym —
m etry axis, coinciding w ith the y axis (the antisym m etric
case). The fom er is relevant if the two particles adhere
to the sam e side of the surface, the latter applies if they
adhere on opposite sides (see Fjg.-'j) . In these two geo—
m etries the line pining corresponding points on the two
particles lies along the x-direction.

It is now possbl to deform the contour of the line
integral d_12_1') to our advantage: as indicated in Fjg.lr_z, the
contour describing the force on the left hand particlem ay
alwaysbe pulled open so that the surface is at on three
of its four branches (2, 3 and 4). T he contributions from
branch 2 w illcancelthat from 4; the only m athem atically
nvoled term stem s from branch 1. The force on the
particle is then given by

Z Z
F = +
1 3

ds Lf? : (31)
Let us now apply this general approach to a surface
whose energetics can be described by the Ham iltonian
density {£4).

D . The force between particles w ith sym m etry

1. Fluid m em branes

Both m irror and two-old axial symm etry ofbranch 1
Inply that in Egn. {_39) the tangential tem proportional

to t vanishes. In the st case this follow s from the fact
that branch 1 becom es a line of curvature; hence, the
curvature tensor isdiagonalin (1;t)-coordinatesand thus
K , x vanishes. In the second case two-old axial symm e~
try forcesboth K, aswellasK ; to be zero, since branch
1 becom es a straight line and the pro l is antisym m et—
ric. In consequence, K = K, + Ky = 0. W e thercby
obtain the st In portant sim pli cation ofthe force from
Ean. C_B-g') on that branch:
Z h i
1 2 2
Fi= ds = Kj K 1

r.K n
1 2

(32)

W e now exam ine sgparately the two sym m etric geom e~
tries (see discussion in Sec.V C1).

a. Symmetric case. Tangent and nom al vector on
branch 1 lie in the (y;z)plne, hence 1= x. T he deriva—
tive of K in the direction of 1 along branch 1, r >, K , is
zero due to m irror sym m etry. O n branch 3 the surface is

at and thus the stress tensor is equalto £ 5 = €s .
W ih this inform ation we can calculate the total force

F 1+ F3= Fgn X on the particle:

Z
1 2 2
Fom = L = ds K5 Ky ; (33)
2 )
where L 0 isthe excess length ofbranch 1 com pared

to branch 3. If = 0, we Inmediately have the in -
portant general result that the force is alw ays attractive
irrespective of the detailed nature of the source. Unfor-
tunately, the curvature contrbution has no evident sign
In general. However, for two paralkel cylinders adhering
to the sam e side ofthe interface the overall sign becom es
obvious, as long as the particles are long enough such
that end e ects can be neglected: the contrbution K /
then vanishes because branch 1 becom es a line. For the
sam e reason L = 0. This leads to the omula

1 2 .

> K2 ; (34)
where L is the length of one cylinder. Thus, the two
cylinders repel each other.

b. Antisymmetric case. Here branch 1 is a twofold
symm etry axis and, as we have seen above, Ky = K, =
0. W hile the sign of r , K is not obvious, the deriva—
tiver ; K, isan allerthan zerobecauseK , changes sign
from positive to negative. The pro ke on the m idline
is always tilted by the angle ’ (s) in the direction indi-
cated In Fjg.:_j, because any geom etry w ith m ore than
one nodalpoint in the height function between the par-
ticles is expected to possess a higher energy. W e x the
horizontal separation ofthe particles and allow other de—
grees 91_‘:' ?eedom , such asheight or tilt, to equilbrate (see
Sec.:;[\[ C' . The force on the particle is therefore parallel
to X, F antisym = Fantisym X, and given by

Z hn

Fantisym = ds
1

Fsym ,cyl=L =

cos’ (s) 1

sin’ 8)r, K, + Ky ; (35



wherewehaveusedx 1= cos’ andx n =
m idpoint. N ote that in this case the tension contribution
is repulsive. A s before, the sign of the curvature tem is
not obvious.

Ifwe restrict ourselves to the case oftw o parallel cylin—
ders adhering to opposite sides of the interface, how—
ever, then r ; K | vanishesat them idpoint. Furthem ore,
Jf ., Jis constant on each of the three free m em brane seg-
ments (due to Eqn. C6a)) T he stress tensor at branch 1,
£7 = £, ,mustbe horizontalto the x axisbecause ver-
tical com ponents equilbrate to zero asm entioned above.
Let us ook at the progction of the stress tensor onto 1:

f1=£f° 1= ¢

It bllowsthat£° x = sign@x 1) F 3. W eknow that
x 1= cos’ > Oand f= <O.He_noe,f?= jf?j<
at the m idpoint. This reduces Eqn. @5) to
e? e I
Fantisym,cyl:Lz:f-] = + (r.K-) 0;
37)

w hich im plies particle attraction. T he length L is again
the length of one cylinder.

2. M embranes with tilt degree of freedom

In Sec. :_]]-;t we Introduced a tangential vector ed m 2
on the m em brane, thereby m odeling the degrees of free—
dom associated w ith the tilt of the lipids. The m inim al
intrinsic H am iltonian density Eqn. {lé) already gives rise
to a quite form idable additionalm etric stress, Eqn. (17'
Yet, for su ciently symm etric situations the expression
for the force sin pli es quite dram atically, aswe w illnow
illustrate w ith another striking exam ple.

Let us considertw o conicalm em brane inclusionsw hich
are inserted w ith the sam e ordentation into a m em brane
at some xed distance apart. Each inclusion will, due
to its up-down-asymm etry, act as a local source of tilt.
P rovided the m em brane is not in a spontaneously tilted
phase, this tilt w ill decay w ith som e characteristic decay
length asdescribed at the end ofSec. -]It A tprcalSJtua—
tion m ay then look like the one depicted in F ig. -4 W hat
can we say about the forces between the two inclusions
m ediated by the tilt eld?

Follow ing the sam e reasoning as for the geom etrical
forces discussed above, and rem em bering that the tit
vanishes on branch 3 so that its contribution vanishes,
we nd

Z

ds LT e, ; (38)
1

Fnp=

w ith T2° given by Eqn. (17). To sin plify this expression,
we need to have a close Iook at the symm etry. For this
it is very helpfiil to again expand vectors and tensors In
a localorthonom al fram e (1;t), jist as we have done In

sin’ atthe

x)x 1D : (36)

i
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FIG .4: Two conical inclusions act as sources ofa localm em —
brane tilt (inset). The tilt- eld-lines are illustrated qualita—
tively in this sym m etric situation.

the geom etrical case above. M irror symm etry then in—
form sus that m ¥ isan even finction along the direction
perpendicular to branch 1, whilkem ? is an odd fiinction
and thus in particular zero everyw here on that branch.
It thus Hllow sthatboth r » m ¥ and r ym ? vanish every—
where on branch 1. Thus we have

M 2 @.m’)+ (,m¥); (39%)
MaM® 2 @,m?)’+ @,m*?;  (G%)
by mp = rom* r,m’ = 0; (39¢)

w here the \1" above the equation signs rem inds us that
this only holds on branch 1. W e next need to look at
the contractions of the individual tem s In the m etric
m aterial stresswith Ley. W e nd:

Lem®) @mPey, = (.m?)21; (40a)
Le’m) ™ me, = (.m’)%1; (40p)
IMM%®e, 2 M @,m?)l:  (40c)

The two tem s nvolving the derivatives m °r . can be
rew ritten by extracting a total derivative:

1
Lm e M )g*Pe, = Im¥r M

lrym*™ ) @m*)M :@la)

T he totalderivative w ill yield a boundary term once in-—
tegrated along branch 1, and since we assum ethat we are
not In a gpontaneously tilted phase, jn ® jw ill go to zero
at in niy and thus the boundary tem vanishes. W ih
the sam e argument we nd
Lme @ M e, =

lr, m @,m?))

) @.m?) : (41b)
A gain, the total derivative Integrates to zero. Finally,

the potential term s sim plify to

LV m*)g?Pe, = V7)1
LVom%)m mPey = O :

(42a)
(42b)



Collecting all results, we arrive at the ram arkably sin ple
exact force expression F , = F x, wih

Z h i
+ ds (r?m?)2 (rkmk)2

1

1
sz 2
Z

+ dsv@m?):
1

@43)

T here are two contributions to the force, one stemm ing
from gradients ofthe tilt, the other from the tilt potential
V . Ram arkably, the tilt gradient contribution from each
ofthe st two quadratic invariants has the sam e struc—
turalfom , thusthe Lam e coe cients and occuronly
as a com bination in front ofthe integral. Them odulus
has dropped out since the oortespondmg stress vanishes
on them dd—curve (see Eqgn. @90))

The structural sin flarity of Eqn. {é3) to curvature
m ediated forces { Eqn. C3-3 { is very strking. Since
% + >0 {35], the rst integral states that perpendic-
ular gradients of the perpendicular tilt lead to repulsion,
w hile paralle]l gradients of the parallel tilt in ply attrac-
tions { the same \?? k® " motifas fund in Eqn. {33).
Since in the untilted phase V. m ?) 0, the second lne
show s that the integrated excess potential drives attrac—
tion, just as the excess length (som ething lke an inte-
grated \surface tilkt") drives attraction in Eqn. &33) Un-
fortunately, the overall sign of the force is not cbvious.
Looking at the eld lines n Fig. '_, the visual analogy
w ith electrostatic interactions between lke charged par-
ticles would suggest a repu]szon but the above analysis
advises caution (in Sec. f\/ IC'we will see that this naive
guess is at least bome out on the lnearized level) . M ore—
over, we should not forget that tilt does couple to geo-—
metry (mam ely, via the covariant derivative) and that the
m em brane by no m eans needs to be at; hence, the con-—
tribution due to tension and bending given by Eqn. {33)
m ust be added, the sign of which is equally unclear.

3. Further geom etric H am ittonians

W ithin the fram ew ork of reparam etrization nvariant
H am iltoniansproviding a scalarenergy density, a system —
atic pow er series In term sofallavailable scalarsand their
covariant derivatives (each m ultiplying som e phenom eno—
Jogical\m odulus") isa form al (@nd in fact standard) way
ofobtaining an energy expression ofa physicalsystem . In
this resoect the H am iltonian {24' is no exoeption, being
sim ply the quadratic expansion Pran up-down symm et—
ric surface (notice that a term proportionalto K would
break this sym m etry, giving rise to a spontaneous curva—
ture). W e hasten to add that a second quadratic tem ,
proportionalto the G aussian (orR icci) curvature, exists
aswell, but thisusually plays no rol since it only results
n a topological nvariant (see also the A ppendix).

The fact that curvature (@ \generalized stran") en—
ters quadratically in the Ham iltonian {_2-4) classi es this
form of the bending energy as \linear curvature elas—
ticity" (even though the resulting shape equations are

high} nonlinear). H owever, for su ciently strong bend—
ing higher than quadratic temm s w illgenerally contribute
to the energy density, gJang rise to genuinely nonlinear
curvature elasticity [45] N evertheless, such e ects pose
no serious problm for the approach we have outlined so
far. In fact, they are Incorporated very naturally. W e
would like to illistrate this w ith two exam ples.

a. Quartic curvature. Sticking w ith up-down sym m et—
ric surfaces, the next curvature order would be quartic,
and this gives rise to three m ore scalars: K 4, K 2R and
R?. Let us for sin plicity only study the case ofa quartic
contrbution of the form

Hy= > 4K*: 44)
U sing the general expression of the stress tensor for the
scalarK " as caloulated in the Appendix (seeEaqn. @4))
and going through the calculation from Sec.i[\z ED_- we nd
for Instance
Feym ,cy=L = - 4K§ ; 45)
iftw o parallel cylinders adhere to the sam e side ofthe in—
terface. Thisterm increases the repulsion between cylin-—
ders found on the linear elastic level (see Eqn. {_54)), pro—
vided 4 > 0, i.e. provided the quartic tem further
sti ens the m em brane.

A ssum Ing that H 4 perturbs the usualbending H am it
tonian % K %, we can use the two moduli to de ne a
characteristic length scale Y4 = Ja4F . The overall
force up to quartic order can then be w ritten as
1 2 h \ 21 .
2 K ? 1 2 ( 4K ? ) ’

Fsyrn ,cyl=L = 46)
w here the + -sign corresoonds to sti ening. Notice that
the correction term becom esonly noticeable once the cur-
vature radiis of the m em brane is no longer large com —
pared to the length scale Y. It appears natural that Y4
is related to the m em brane thickness, which for phos-
pholipid bilayers is about 5nm . A ssum Ing a (quadratic
order) bending sti ness of ' 20kg T, we thus expect
values for them odulus 4 on the order of 10° kg T nm 2

b. Curvature gradients. In order length ¢ i ispossi-
bl to also generate scalars which depend on derivatives
of the surface curvature. O ne such tem is

Hrz_

S x TK)E®K) :

@
U sing the expression for the stress tensor derived in the

Appendix (seeE an. _@-_1-_4)) and again going through the
calculation in Sec.'lV Dy, we nd

1 g?
== K 2

2
74 Y ap

Fsym ,cyl=L = Z r I '2> K 2 48)
for the force between two sym m etrically adhering cylin-—
ders. It depends on very subtle details of the m em brane

shape: the curvature is (roughly) a second derivative of



the m em brane position, and this we need to square and
di erentiate two m ore tim es. Unfortunately, the sign of
the Interaction is not obvious here, as the second deriva—
tive ofK f w ith respect to 1m ay be either positive orneg—
ative. Finally, we n also de ne a characteristic length
scale here, }, = Jr ¥ . The Inportance of a per-
turbation H ., ofthe usualbending H am ittonian depends
on w hether or not the curvature changes signi cantly on
length scales com parable to Y .

V. DESCRIPTION OF THE SURFACE IN
M ONGE PARAMETRIZATION

In the previous section analytical expressions for the
force between two attached particles have been derived
which link the force to the geom etry ofthe surface at the
m idplane between them . It is worthw hile reem phasizing
that they are exact, even in the nonlinear regimne. In
special cases, the sign of the interaction is also revealed.

If one is interested In quantitative resuls, however,
shape equations need to be solved { num erically or an—
alytically. Eiher way, one needs to pick a surface
param etrization. The choice followed in essentially all
existing calculations In the literature is \M onge gauge",
and for analytical tractability its linearized version. T he
purpose of this and the follow Ing section is to translate
the general covariant form alisn developed so far into this
m ore fam iliar language. To this end we rst rem ind the
reader w hat the basic geom etric ob fcts look like In this
gauge. W e are then In a position to quantitatively study
three di erent exam ples of interface m ediated interac—
tions in Sec.V 1.

A . De nition and properties

Any surface free of \overhangs" can be describbed in
term s of its height h (x;y) above som e reference plane,
which we take to be the (x;y) plane. Notice that x and y
thusbecom e the surface coordinates. T he direction ofthe
basis vectors fx;y;zg 2 R® is as described in Sec. IV C!.

T he tangent vectors on the surface are then given by
ex = (1;0;hy)” and ey, = (0;1;hy)” , where h; = @ih
(17 2 fx;yg). The m etric is given by

g3 = i3+ hihy ; (49)

where jj is the K ronecker symbol. O bserve that gyj is
not diagonal; even though the coordinates fx;yg refer to
an orthonom alcoordinate system on the base plne, this
property does not transfer to the surface they param e-
terize. W e also de ne the gradient operator In the base
plne, r = (@4;Q,)” . Them etric determ inant can then
bewritten asg= ;3= 1+ (¢ h)?, and the nversem et—
ric is given by gii = i3 hihy=g. It is, perhaps, worth
em phasizing that the latter, Jjust as Eqn. Cfl-g'), are not
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tensor identities. T he right-hand side gives the num eri-
calvalues of the com ponents of the covariant tensors gj;
and g w ith respect to the coordinates x and y.

T he uni nom alvector is equalto

1
n=p— : (50)
p_g 1

W ih the help ofEagn. (:}') the extrinsic curvature tensor
is determ ined to be:

5, 1)
Py

where hj; = @;@5h. Note that Egn. C_S-]_:) again is not a
tensor equation; it provides the num erical valies of the
com ponents ofK i35 in M onge gauge.

Finally, it is also possble to w rite the trace K of the
extrinsic curvature tensor in M onge param etrization:

rh
K= ¢ = : 52)
g

B. Sm allgradient expansion

In Sec.V {we willbe interested in surfaces that devi-
ate only weakly from a at plane. In this situation the
gradient r h issn all, and it is su client to consider only
the lowest nontrivialorder ofa am allgradient expansion.
K and dA can then be written as

r?h+ O [ h)?]; (53)
n [e)

1+ é(r h)?>+ 0 [ h)!] dxdy: (54)

K =

da

To evaluate the line integrals describbed in Sec.:_I\-{-_D-: we
need expressions orK , and K , aswellasthe derivatives
r,K, andr,; K, atbranch 1 in M onge param etrization.
In the sm all gradient expansion, the resul is sin ply

Ko = hxx O0;y); (55a)
Ky = hyy 0;v); (55b)
aswellas
r.K, = hxxx O;y) 5 (56a)
roKy = hyyx 0;y) : (56b)

W earenow In a position to determ ine the forcesbetween
tw o particles in di erent situations.

VI. EXAMPLES

In this section we w ill illustrate the general fram ew ork
of geom etry-encoded forces by treating three im portant
exam ples In M onge gauge: capillary, curvaturem ediated,



and tilt-induced interactions. For the st two, force—
distance curves have previously been derived on the lin-
earized level ij, :_d, :_1-]_;] T he route via the stress tensor
reproduces these results w ith rem arkable ease, thereby
underscoring is e ciency and also con m ing is va-
lidity (at least on the linear level). To illustrate tilt—
m ediated Interactions we restrict to a simpli ed situa—
tion In which we neglect the coupling ofm em brane shape
and tilt-order. Even if the geom etry is \trivial" @ at
m em brane), the m aterial stress tensor is not, and forces
rem ain.

Both geom etric exam ples are goecial cases of the
Ham iltonian densiy C_Z-L_L') . W hen the gradients are an all,
the surface energy is given by the quadratic expression:

Z h i

o= dxdy (@ ?h)?’+ (Eh)? : &7)

If = Othisdescrbesasoap Im;if € 0 iwilldescribe
a uid membrane.

T he approach, traditionally followed in the literature,
isto rstdetem ine the surfacepro kh (x;y) whichm in—
In izes the energy Eqn. C_5]') . For this one m ust solve the
Iinear EulerLagrange equation

r2r2 N2

hx;y)= 0; (58)
where " is the length from Eqgn. {2-5) In a next step,
the energy corresponding to this shape is evaluated by
remsen:ng the solution of Egn. @8) into the functional
C_5] This energy w ill depend on the relative positions
of the bound ob fcts. A ppropriate derivatives of the en—
ergy w ith respect to these positions w ill yield the forces
between the particles. By contrast our approach |
sidestepping the need to evaluate the energy | w illbe to
determ ine the oroe directly from the surface pro leusing
the line integralexpressions for the foroce, Egns. BZ% and
85).

A . Soap Ims

Forascap In, = 0 and thus ‘= 0. The relevant
Eulerlagrange equation is therefore the Laplace equa—
tion, r 2h=0.

Consider rst the symm etrical con guration consist—
Ing of two paralkl cylindrical particlkes which adhere to
one side of the scap In. Eagn. (:_3-?3') indicates that, if
we neglect end e ects, the oroe between the cylinders is
proportional to the excess length on branch 1. The ex—
cess length, how ever, is zero because the contact lines are
straight. Therefore, the force is also zero. Likew ise, In
the antisym m etric con guration w ith adhesion on oppo—
site sides, the soap In between the cylindersw illbe at
if the verticalparticle displacem ents are allow ed to equi-
lorate. Therefore, ’ (s) = 0 (see Fig.id) and Eqn. (39)
will yield a zero force exactly as in the symm etric case.
In an analogous way one obtains the sam e resul for the
case of two spheres.
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FIG .5: De nition of the coordinates for a single quadrupole
(viewed from above).

T he situation is less sin ple ifthe In ispinned to the
particle surface. Let us consider two spherical particks
of radiis a w ith a contact line that departs only weakly
from a circle.

Stam ou etal H have studied this case by us:|ng a su—
perposition ansatz in the spirit of N icolson I46 rst,
the height fiinction of one isolated particle is determm ined
w ith the correct boundary conditions. Then, the com —
plete height function is assum ed to be the sum ofthetwo
sihgleparticle elds of each of the two colloids. Strictly
speaking, this approach destroysthe boundary conditions
at the particles’ contact lines; it does, how ever, gJye the
correct lkading order result or large separation [47]

U sing polar coordinates and , the solution of the
shape equation outside a singlke spher:'calpartjc]e can be
W ritten as [_72]

a
hsphere( i) = Ayl -
% -
+ Ay, cosh ( nj0)] — 7 59)

m=1

with muliole coe cients A , and phase angles p ;0-
T he form er can be determ ined as follow s: T he m onopole
A vanishes because there is no extemal force such as
graviy pulling on the particle. T he dipole coe cient A ;
characterizes the tilt of the contact line relative to the z
axis; it also vanishes if there is no extemal torque acting
on the sphere. A1l higher m ultipole coe cients can be
read o from the Fourier expansion of the contact line
at = a. It is ntuiively obvious and indeed con m ed
by a m ore carefiil calculation tj, :_ﬁ] that the quadrupole
dom Inates the energy at lowest order.

O ne can therefore restrict the calculation to the single—
partick height fanction [1]

hgnere (7 )= Q0SR( o)l = ;  (60)
where ¢ = 3, isthe angle that represents the rotation
of the particle about z (see F i. "94) .

If the com plete height finction is a superposition, as
described above, the force on the left particle In lowest
order has been found to be ij., :_é]

a
F sym,s0ap = F antisym ,soap = 48 ngx 7 (61)
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FIG .6: Twoquadrupolkson a scap In (viewed from above).

forthe symmetric ( g;a = 0;8 ) and the antisym m etric
(oa =0; om = =2)con gurations (see Fjg.-'_d).

Let usnow exam ine the sam e two con gurationsusing
the Iine integral representation for the force.

a. Symm etric case. The forceEqgn. t_ﬁj) isproportional
to the excess length of branch 1 w ith respect to branch
3. To quadratic order In gradients, this di erence can be
w ritten as

n? = hg io
L = Im dy 1+hZO;y) 1
L1 L=2
n? .-z h1 io
= In dy -hZ(©O;y)+ O [t h)*] :(62)
L!1 L= 2

T he height function along the sym m etry line between the
particles can be expressed in C artesian coordinates as:

h 2y i 2

O;y)=2Q0 cos 2 arctan—+ o ——5 : (63)

d v+ dT

Substituting into the second line of Eqn. {64) gives
L- i 9602 amtanZeoq t)
L!1 & d
24

= 48 Q*— ; (64)

d5

mmplying via Fgym ,s0ap = L the sam e force as obtained
from energy m inin ization, Eqn. C6ll) H ow ever, it would
be fAir to say that we have gained addiional inform ation
conceming the nature of this force, m issing before. The
force is directly proportional to the length added to the
m id-curve as it is stretched. A geom etrical interpretation
hasbeen provided for the force. Recallalso that thisisa
non-perturbative resul: it does not depend on the an all
gradient approxin ation.

b. Antisymmetric case. In this case the horizontal
force is given by Eqn. @-E;) wih = 0:

nZ2i1-=2 h io
Fantisym ,soap = ]IJm dy n Z 1
Ll L=2
nZi=2 h 1 io
= Im \Y%
Li1 L=2 1+ h)2( IY)
n?2i1=2 h 1 io
= Im dy =h2(©O;y)+ O [@ h)'] :(65)
Lt 1 L=2 2
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T he height function between the particles is given by

hx;y) = Qa’

cos R (arctan g}r’x)] cos P (arctan gyx )]
R T ; (66)
vi+ G+ x)? v+ G x)?
so that
320a%d @ 12y?)
hy O;y) = : 67
©;y) @+ 4y2)3 (67)

Inserting this into Eqgn. 665) yields a force which again
agrees w ith the one cbtained in Eqn. {6]:)

A s an exam ple, ket us ook at colloids w ith a radiis of
1 m trapped at the airwater nterface ( * 70mN=m ),
which have a pihning quadrupole of 1% of their radius
© 7’ 10nm). At a separation of 3 m they feelan (@t—
tractive or repulsive) force of 1pN, and at a segparation
of about 16 m their interaction energy is com parable
to the themm alenergy. T hese forces are not particularly
strong, but they act over an exceptionally long range.

B. Fluid M em branes

To descrlbbe a uid membrane, it is necessary to in—
clude the bending energy in Eqn. 657) Let us focus on
the problem oftwo parallel adhering cylinders which are
su ciently long so that end e ects can be neglected (the

uid m em brane analogue of the problem exam ined for
soap Ins). In this case the height function of the sur-
face depends only on one variable, x. Recallthat for the
corresponding soap In case no Interaction occurred (in
the absence of pinning), see Sec. -V-IA'

a. Symmetric case. Usihhg the energy route, W ekl
f_l-]_;] show s that, at lowest order In the an all gradient
expansion, the energy per unit length of the cylinder is
(48]

( +2R?U)* (tanh & 1)

4p =2 : (68)

E sym ,cyl a =

Here R is the cylinder radius, U is the adhesion energy
per unit area, ' is the characteristic length de ned in
Ean. {éE‘n and d is the distance between the two centers
ofthe cylinders. To obtain the force perunit length L of
the kft cylinder, we di erentiate Eqn. (}68 w ith respect
to d @d]:

. Lo L + 2R?U 7 )
sym ,cyl 2 2 R oosh% .

T he cylinders alw ays repel.

W ewould now like to detemm ine the foroe using the line
Integralofthe corresponding stress tensor. R ew riting the
relevantEqn. 54) In am allgradient expansion yields (see
Eqgn. 653)):

Fom,yi=L = = hZ_(0) : (70)



W e use the expression forh given in Ref. [_1-1:

( + 2R?U)cosh

hx) = -

+ const : (71)

Tts second derivative w ith respect to x at x = 0 is

+ 2R%U

Ryx 0) = ——————
= 2 R oosh 2

(72)

Inserting this result nto Eqgn. C_7-Q') reproduces the orce
given by Eqn. {69).

b. Antisym m etric case. For two cylinders on opposji:e
sides of the m em brane the energy is given by fl- ‘4-8']

( +2R%U)? (oth& 1)

E antisym ,cyl @ = 4P —Re2 ; (73)
which gives a force on the left cylinder i_49']
1 + 2R?U °
Fam:isym ,cyl_L - 5 2R smh% (74)
T he an all gradient expansion ofEqgn. @]) is
1 569) 1
Fantisym ,cyr=L = 5 (‘r. K- )2 q':a‘ 5 [hxxx (O)]Z :
(75)

Ifwe now again take the height finction from Ref. [_1-1;
we arrive at

( + 2R?U)sihh %

h(x) = ——; (76)
which yields
+ 2R%U
hyxx 0) = ———— 77)
2 R sinh %

Inserting this into Eqgn. ng;) reproduces the result C_7-Z_ll) .
How big are these forces? A s an exam ple, ket us look
at an actin lament R ’ 4nm ) adsorbed onto a m em —
branew ith a typicalbending sti ness ' ,20kg T ,where
kg T is the them alenergy. Noting that 2U= willbe
the contact curvature at the point where the m em brane
detaches from the adsorbing lam ent [50] and that this
should not be too much sm aller than the bilayer thick—
ness In order for a Helfrich treatm ent to be pem issble,
wetake2UR?= '’ 1lasan upperlin it. W ethen nd that
two adsorbed actin lam ents at a distance d’  (where
approxin ately sinh cosh 1) feel a force of about
2 3pN=nm . A lfematively, we can calculate at what
distance the Interaction energy per persistence length of
the lament (%, 15 m) isoforderkgT . Using a typ—
icalvalue for cellm embranes of ¥  50nm , we obtain a
separation ofabout 0:7 m . This is huge, and should re—
m Ind us of the fact that on this scale a Iot ofm em brane
uctuations w ill occur w hich we have neglected. Still, i
show s rather vividly that m em brane m ediated forces can
be very signi cant.
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C. Lipid tilt

T he discussion In Sec. :}j;t show s that lpid tilt order,
described by the surface vector eld m #, in uences the
shape of the m embrane, even if the Ham iltonian den-
sity does not contain an explicit coupling ofm 2 to the
extrinsic curvature. The coupled system of di erential
equations C;Léj) poses a form idable task, clearly exceeding
the already substantial one for the undecorated shape
equation alone.

O ur priority is to illustrate the workings of the gen—
eral form align , therefore we will Iim it the discussion to
a sinple case where the analytical treatm ent is rather
transparent: we w illassum e that the m em brane itself re—
mans at, such that the energy density stem sexc]us:srely
from lipid tilt (asdescrbed by Hy, from Eqn. (16)). This
is not a selfconsistent approxin ation, but should give a
good description in the lim it in which the tilt m oduli
and are signi cantly \softer" than the bending m odu—
lus. In this case the inclusions we have taked about In
Sec. :'I\Z 1:):25 w il predom inantly excite tilt and not bend.
M ore sophisticated (analyticaland num erical) studies of
lipid tilt and m ediated Interactions exist, which provide
better quantitative answers P4]1. )

For atm embranes, the Eulerlagrange equation C_lg;
reduces to

(+9)rr m+ rm 2vh =0; (78)
wherem isthe 2d tilt vector In them em brane plane. Fo—
cusing rston one inclusion, the situation acquires cylin—
dricalsymm etry. W ritingm (r) = m (r)e, and restricting
to the untilted m em brane phase, for which the tht po—
tential is su ciently well represented by V m %) = 2tm ?
with t> 0,Eqn. {78) reducesto a SJmpJeBesselequatJon

x2m 4 xXm 0

&+ 1)m = 0; (79)
where x = r=Y,, % is the kngth de ned in Eqn. £3),
and the prin e denotes a derivative w ith respect to x. The
solution is

m () =m Kit=n) . (80)
OKl(ro=‘m) ’

where ry is the radius of the inclusion, m ( the value of
the tilt at this pojnt,_and K amodi ed Bessel function
of the second kind ﬁ_S]_J'] A s anticipated, the tilt decays
essentially exponentially w ith a decay length of Y,
Obtaining the exact tilt eld for two Inclusions is very
di culk, since satisfying the boundary conditions is trou—
blesom e. However, if we again use the N icolson approx—
In ation [46] and assum e that the total tilt distribution
is gJyen by the superposition oftwo solutions ofthe kind
&30 ), thingsbecom e m anageable. T he tilt-m ediated force
betw een tw o sym m etric inclusions is then obtained by in—
serting the appropriate valies and derivatives of the tilt
edm (x;y) on them id-line into Eqn. (:fl-?z') .After some



straightforw ard calculations we get the force t_i-é]
Z

1
Fn = 4tyhm,’ d p——
a 2 d2
h i
(2 2d%)Ko()K2( )+ (7 dHKI()
= 2 thym K, (d=Y): 81)
wherem; = mo=K; @m=%w),d = d&=2%, and d is the

separation betw een the nclusions. A swe see, the force is
repulsive and decays essentially exponentially with dis—
tance over a decay length of }, . Integrating i, we get
the repulsive interaction potential

Un @ =2 t¥m P Ko@G=Y) : 82)

Let us try to m ake a very rough estin ate of how big
such a foroe m ight be. For this we need to obtain som e
plausble values for the num bers entering into Egn. ('_81;') .
For t we m ay use the equipartition theorem and argue
that 2ttm ?ia = 1kz T, where a is the area per lipid and
kg T the them alenergy. A ssum Ing that the root-m ean—
square uctuations ofm are 10 and using the typical
value a ’ 0:75nmm?, we get t / 40ks T=nm?. A ssum —
Ing further a rather conservative tilt decay length ofthe
order of the bilayer thickness, i.e. §, ’ 5nm, that the
Inclusion has a radius of ry / 3nm and In poses there
a ocaltilt ofm ’ 02, we nd that two inclusions at a
distance of 10nm feel a signi cant force of about 17pN .
And at a distance ofd  22nm their m utual potential
energy is 1 kg T com pared to the separated state. N otice
that this is much larger than the D ebye length in phys—
Jological solution, which is typically only 1nm . Hence,
tilt-m ediated forces can com pete w ith m ore conventional
forces, such as (screened) electrostatic interactions. It
should be kept In m ind, however, that if we pem i the
m em brane to bend, som e ofthe tilt strain can be relaxed,
thereby low ering the energy.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown how the stress tensor can be used to
relate the forces between particles bound to an inter-
face directly to the interface geom etry. In this approach,
the force on a particke is given by a line Integral of the
stress along any closed contour surrounding the particle.
T he stress depends only on the localgeom etry; thus the
force is com pletely encoded in the surface geom etry in
the neighborhood of the curve.

The relationship between the force and the geom e—
try provided by the lne integral is exact. In the lin-
ear regin ¢, as we have shown for selected exam ples in
the previous section, the force determ ined by evaluating
this line integral reproduces the result obtained by the
m ore fam iliar energy based approach. Unlke the latter,
how ever, our approach pem is us to consider large de—
form ations. T he expression for the lne-integral is fully
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covariant, nvolving geom etrical tensors; one is not lin -
ited to any one particular param etrization of the surface
such as the M onge gauge. Indeed, as we have seen the
geom etricalorigins of the force can get lost in this gauge.

A swehave em phasized previously, this approach isnot
a substitute for solving the nonlnear eld equations. To
extract numbers, we do need to solve these equations.
But even before this is done, the line Integral expression
can provide valuable qualitative nform ation conceming
the nature of the interactions between particles. This is
because the geom etry along the contour is often insensi-
tive to the precise conditions binding the particle to the
Interface. This contrasts sharply w ith the energy based
approach; there, one needs to know the entire distrdbu-
tion of energy on the interface before one can say any—
thing about the nature of the Interaction. A s we have
seen In the context of a symm etrical tw o-particle con g—
uration, it is som etim es relatively easy to identify quali-
tative properties of the geom etry; it is virtually in possi-
bl to m ake corresponding statem ents about the energy
outside the linear regin e.

T he stress tensor approach also has the virtue of com —
bining seam lssly with any approach we choose, be it
analytical or num erical, to determ ine the surface shape.
T hus, for lnstance, one can nd surfaces that m inin ize
a prescribed surface energy functionalusing the program
\Surface Evolver" [53]. T he evaluation of the force via a
Iine integral involving the geom etry along the contour is
straightforw ard; in contrast, the evaluation ofthe energy
nvolves a surface integral, and the forces then follow by
a subsequent num erical di erentiation. In other words,
the route via the energy requires one m ore integration
but also one m ore di erentiation. T his appears neither
econom icalnor num erically robust.

W e have ilustrated how intemaldegrees of freedom on
the m em brane can be ncorporated w ithin this approach
using a vector order param eter describing ljpid tilt as an
exam ple. It is ndeed rem arkable just how readily non-—
geom etrical degrees of freedom can be accom m odated
w ithin this geom etrical fram ework. Here again, new ex—
act non-linear expressions for the force betw een particles
m ediated by the tilt are obtained which are beyond the
scope of the traditional approach to the problem . Vari-
ous pattems em erge w hich could not have been guessed
from inspection ofthe H am ittonian, in particular the ex—
istence ofa \??2 k2" m otif comm on to the geom etrical
and tilt m ediated forces between sym m etrical particles.

W e have considered the force between a pair of par-
ticles. H owever, the interaction between m ore than two
particles is generally not expressible as a sum over pair-
w ise Interactions; superposition does not hold if the the-
ory is nonlinear (see Ref. f_l-g;] for a striking illustration).
T his, however, poses no di culty for the stress tensor
approach, because the underlying relation between sur-
face geom etry and force is independent ofw hether ornot
a pairdecom position is possble (see Fig. :j) . For cer-
tain symm etric situations a clever choice of the contour
of Integration m ay again yield expressions for the force



FIG.7: Threebody interactions. The force on one particle
can be obtained by integrating the surface stress tensor a]ong
a line of integration enclosing that particle. (cf.Eqgn. IlZ))

analogous to those cbtained in Sec.!IV D!.

M ultibody e ects becom e particularly relevant when
one considers 2D bulk phasesas, for nstance, In a system
consisting of a large num ber of m utually repulsive parti-
cles adhering to one side of an interface. In this case it
ispossible to dentify expressions for state variables such
as the lateral pressure by exploiting the approach which
hasbeen introduced here.

T he interfaces we have considered are asym ptotically

at and thus support no pressure di erence. At rst
glnce it m ay appear that our approach fails if there is
pressure because the stress tensor isno longer divergence
free on the free surface (one has r ,f% = Pn) which
would obstruct the deform ation of the contour described
In Sec. :_I\[_C:. Aswe will show In a forthcom ing publi-
cation, however, it is possble to adapt our approach to
accom m odate such a situation.

T he interactions we have exam ined correspond to par-
ticles whose ordentations are in equilbriim . The ad-
ditional application of an extemal torque (e.g. on two
dipolesvia am agnetic eld) w ill Introduce a bendingm o—
ment. It is, however, possble to treat such a situation
w ith the toolsprovided in Ref. [28] Just as translational
invariance givesus the stress tensor, rotational Invariance
gives us a torque tensor. Its contour integrals provide us
w ith the torque acting on the patch one encircles.

Finally, genuine capillary forces involve gravity. The
associated energy, how ever, depends not only on the geo—
m etry of the surface but also on that ofthebuk (it isa
volum e force). T he resuls thus di er qualitatively from
those presented here. This w ill be the sub fct of future
work.
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APPENDIX A:

In Sec. :11:15_: w e derived the general expression

fa — (Tab HacK cb)eb rbH abn (Al)
or the surface stress tensor. In this appendix we will
specialize @_]:) to a few in portant standard cases.

a. Area. The sinplest case isthe area, H = 1, which
is (up to a constant prefactor) the Ham iltonian density

ofa soap In. W e evaluate H ®° and T2 appearing in

Eqn. A1) using Eqn. §)): H®® = H= Ky = 0 and
T3® = @; HrT2° we use the dentity

P

@ g 1p_

=35 gg : @a2)

@gab 2
Thuswe get

= g?Pey: @®3)

Note that the functional derivatives in this case are
equalto partialderivatives @ because H doesnot depend
on higher derivatives of g, orK ,p.

b. Powers of K . For the Ham iltonian density H =
K™ = (@K 4)" onederives [54]: H*® = nK * ! g*® and
T2 = 2nK " 1K 2 K "¢ which gives

n(raKn 1

fa= (nKn 1Kab Kngab)e}:> )n: (A4)
The casen = 2 isneeded In Eqn. {24

c. Einstein-H ibert action. Canham [42] originally
used the quadratic Ham iltonian H = K K ®®. For
this one we easily see that H®® = 2K 2 and Tab =

Hg™® + 4K 2K *° [54]. Using the contractions of both
G auss< odazziM anardi equations (d as well as the
fact that the Eulerlagrange derivative E ) is linear
In the Ham iltonian, we get w ith the help ofEqgn. ('_53) the
EulerLagrange derivative of the E Instein-H ibert action,
H=R:

ER)=EK?’) ERaK™)= 26%G.,: @5)

Here, Gup = Rap  3Rgap is the Einstein tensor, which
vanishes J'dentjca]Jy In two din ensions. Thus, surface
variations of K 2 and K ,pK 2° di er only by boundary
termm s (In accord w ith the G aussB onnet theorem ﬁ25])
In higher dim ensions, however, ER) / G, is a non—
trivial result, and the above seem ngly inelegant (since
extrinsic) derivation is affer all rem arkably econom ical.

d. Curvature gradient. The next example we con—
sider is the Ham {ltonian density H =  (r K ) (r °K )
(@K )?. Now we need to keep in m ind that H*" and
T 2P are finctional derivatives

H @H @H

Hab= — S
C
Kap @K ap @r K ap

i A 6)

because H depends on derivatives ofK ,,. W e obtaln

Hab= rc(gabr °K ) = gab K @a7)



The determ ation of T3 is a little m ore di cult; to

avoid errors, ket us proceed cautjousJ;Rand consider the
variation of the Ham iltonian H = £ dA (K )? wih
respect to the m etric g,p, and identify T3P at the end of

the calculation. T he variation yields:

1 _
gH = 2 o gFg(rK)z] ®8)
1Z n p§ ¢}
-5 a ﬁp?(rmz g [ K )?]

The exza_]uau'on of the st tem J'nvo]y_es the reuse of
Eqn. [A2); we expand the second tem [55]

SeK )l = 6%l
+29°° (€ 4K ) gt b ® cag™)]

aK ) (K )

r®K)C®K) gp
+29°° (€ JK )T p K g F7)

= @’K)c"K) ap
20°° LK) K ™ ga) i B9
where the dentity ,9°® = g*°g™ gg is exploited

tw ice. W e obtain
Z h i

1
H = - aa Egab<rz<>2 C*K)C"K) g
Z
dA P @K )rp K 0 gaq) : @ 10)
T he Jast tem can be rew ritten as
Z Z
dA P (r K )rp K @ gq) = d2a K* K gap
Z h i
+ dAry, gP@.KIK gg @11)

the second tem on the right hand side is a total diver—
gence and can be cast as a boundary tem . T herefore, it
does not contrbute to T3P. C ollecting results, we nd

i

dA T? g+ boundary terms; @12)

w ih

1
T®= ©?2K) (°K) 5<f‘b(rK)2 2K 2* K

@a13)
Thus, orH = £ (c K )? weget orf® given by Eqn. )
the ram arkably com pact expression
h 1 i
%K) E’K) Egab(rK 2 K® K e

A14)

£ =
+r*Kn:

e. Vector ed. As a nalexampl lkt u§_oonsjder
H am iltonians of the kind introduced in Sec. :]]_:t, which
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have Intemal vector degrees of freedom . W ith the sym —
m etric tilt-strain tensorM 2P = % r®mP+ rPm?)wecan
for instance look at the quadratic Ham iltonian density
H=21@.m?)? = 1iM?, wherem? is the (contravari-
ant) surface vector eld and M = g,pM . This tem
is purely intrinsic, hence H 2 = 0. The di cult part is
the covariant di erentiation, which acts on a vector el
and is thus dressed w ith an additional Christo el sym —
bol. Since the latter depends on the m etric and its rst

partial derivative Q-g:], it w ill contribute to the variation:

Z
1 2 = 2
M= s @ P
1Z n pa O
-5 o —%gMH smi+ 3imP)? @15

The &rst tem is once more smpli ed via Egn. @2),
while the second tem calls for the Palatini identity B

cd

g§b=§g Yy at Ta ®d Ta Gp A 1e6)

Since the gy arethe com ponentsofa tensor (they m ust
describe a proper variation ofthem etric tensor), the vari-
ation 4 S, isalso a tensor, even though the Christo el
symbol itself is not. Using Eqn. @16 the second tem
in Eqn. @13 can thus be rew ritten as

g%+ meb)z = 2Mn” g ab

= M mbgad

= M mdgab

ryq Gp)
A17)

Cp Gat Ta Ga
(rg Gp) :

T he derivative of g, is rem oved by a nalpartial inte—
gration. C ollecting everything, we thus nd (up to irrel-
evant boundary tem s)

1Z n, o
H=> d -M? rgam ab
g 2 2 d g S%b
1Z n o
= = da M2 mrgM o : (A 18)
> > d g b *
T hus, the m etric stress tensor is
1h i
T®=2-M 2+ 2m°r M @19)
> g

N otice that it is directly proportional to the m etric; its
e ect In the stress tensor w ill thus be to renom alize the
surface tension.

The second quadratic invariant, H = M , M P, does
not provide any additionaldi culties com pared to %M 2,
even though the calculation is a bit longer. One nds:

T3 = MM g+ 2M M **+ 2m °r M 2P

Cm®)cm®)+ %m.)@Pm®) : @20)

Finally, the third quadratic invariant H IF opF 2P
WithF® = r*m® rPm?) can be treated rather easily



by noting thatF,, = @.m, @pm 5 is ndependent of the
connection. A short calculation then show s that

Tab= Fach

1
c ZgabFCdF cd : (A2l)
This is nothing but the energy-m om entum tensor from
electrodynam ics Eé] In tw o din ensions it can be further
sim pli ed, since any antisym m etric tensor is then propor-
tionalto the epsilon-tensor: F 2° = 2"bn 4 Meerting

this into Egn. é:Zj.:) and using the identity "acnbc — gab
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1T
1=l

l,we nd

1 2
b b d
T Ega "eaT M i

A 22)

show ing that the stress is isotropic, just as In the case of
the Ham iltonian H = M 2. Ttw illthus only renom alize
the surface tension and, in particular, not single out any
speci ¢ new directions on the m em brane.
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