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B ulk and surface biaxiality in nem atic liquid crystals
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Nem aticliquid crystalspossessthreedi�erentphases:isotropic,uniaxial,and biaxial.Theground

state ofm ostnem aticsiseitherisotropic oruniaxial,depending on the externaltem perature.Nev-

ertheless, biaxialdom ains have been frequently identi�ed,especially close to defects or external

surfaces. In thispaperwe show thatany spatially-varying directorpattern m ay be a source ofbi-

axiality.W e prove thatbiaxiality arisesnaturally wheneverthe sym m etric tensorS = (r n)(r n)
T

possesses two distinct nonzero eigenvalues. The eigenvalue di�erence m ay be used as a m easure

ofthe expected biaxiality. Furtherm ore,the corresponding eigenvectors indicate the directions in

which the order tensor Q is induced to break the uniaxialsym m etry about the director n. W e

apply our generalconsiderations to som e exam ples. In particular we show that,when we enforce

hom eotropic anchoring on a curved surface, the order tensor becom e biaxialalong the principal

directionsofthe surface.The e�ectistriggered by the di�erence in surface principalcurvatures.

PACS num bers:

61.30.G d -O rientationalorder ofliquid crystals

61.30.H n -Surface phenom ena: alignm ent,anchoring,...,surface-induced ordering,...

61.30.Jf-D efects in liquid crystals

Nem atic liquid crystals are aggregates of rod-like

m olecules. Early theories [1,2,3]used a single order

param eter,thedirector,a unitvectorpointing along the

averagem icroscopicm olecularorientation.M ostnem atic

phenom ena�twellwithin theclassicaldescription.How-

ever,thetransition from ordered to disordered stateses-

capesthe directortheory. The classicalm icroscopic de-

scription ofdefectsand surface phenom ena yieldsunde-

sired resultsaswell.Theorder-tensortheoryputforward

by de G ennes [4,5]focuses on the orientationalproba-

bility distribution, and introduces the m easures ofthe

degree oforientation and biaxiality. W ithin thistheory,

a nem atic liquid crystalpossessesthreedi�erentphases,

which can be identi�ed through theiropticalproperties,

since its Fresnelellipsoid is closely related to the order

tensoritself[6].A isotropic liquid crystalischaracterized

by an isotropicordertensor,and optically behavesasan

ordinaryuid.A uniaxialnem aticpossessesauniqueop-

tic axis.Itsordertensorhastwo coincidenteigenvalues.

Finally,in a biaxialnem aticthe eigenvaluesofthe order

tensorarealldi�erent,and theFresnelellipsoid possesses

two opticaxes.

W ithin theLandau-deG ennestheory,theground state

m ay beeitherisotropicoruniaxial,depending on theex-

ternaltem perature.However,biaxialdom ainshavebeen

predicted and observed,especiallyclosetodefectsand ex-

ternalboundaries.Schopohland Sluckin [7]analyzed in

detailthebiaxialcoreofa+ 1

2
nem aticdisclination.M ore

recentstudied show thata biaxialcloud surroundsm ost

nem aticdefects[8],and both analytic[9,10]and num eric

[11,12]asym ptoticaldescriptionsofbiaxialdefectcores

havebeen derived.O therexam plesofdefect-induced bi-
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axiality involve integer-charged disclinations[13,14,15]

and cylindricalinclusions [16]. The onsetofsurface bi-

axiality isclosely related to thepresenceofa sym m etry-

breaking specialdirection,which coincideswith the sur-

face norm al[17]. Indeed,biaxiality has been predicted

close to both externalboundaries [18,19]and internal

isotropic-nem aticinterfaces[20,21].

In thispaperweshow thatbiaxiality e�ectsareclosely

related to, but not exclusively con�ned to, the exam -

plesabove.In fact,within any spatially-varying director

distribution,the director gradientitselfbreaks uniaxial

sym m etry aboutthe director. W e analyze in detailthe

structureoftheelasticfreeenergydensityand com eup to

the resultthat,given the directordistribution,itispos-

sible to predictthe onsetofbiaxiality,to determ ine the

direction ofthesecondary opticaxisand to estim atethe

intensity ofbiaxiality e�ects.W ethen apply ourgeneral

considerationstosom especi�cexam ples,both within the

bulk and closeto an externalboundary.W erem ark that

we arenotdealing with intrinsically biaxialnem atic liq-

uid crystals,that is system s in which the ground state

itselfbecom es biaxial. Such system s,�rst observed by

Yu and Saupe[22],deservea di�erenttreatm ent[23,24],

since in them uniaxialsym m etry isbroken already ata

m olecularlevel.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sections Iand

IIwequickly review theorder-tensortheory and thefree

energy density we aim atm inim izing. In Section IIIwe

deriveand describeourm ain result,predictingapossible

onsetofbiaxiality wheneverthe directorisnotuniform .

In thefollowing SectionsIV and V weapply thepreced-

ing resultsto som e speci�c exam ples. In Section VIwe

collectand discussourm ain results,while som e Appen-

dicescollectthe technicaldetailsofthe proofs.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605722v1
mailto:paolo.biscari@polimi.it
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I. O R D ER T EN SO R

The orientation ofa single nem atic m olecule m ay be

represented by a unitvectorn 2 S
2
,whereS

2
istheunit

sphere.M icroscopicdisorderistaken into accountby in-

troducing a probability m easurefx :S
2
! R

+
,such that

fx(m ) describes the probability that a m olecule placed

in x isoriented along m . The probability m easure fx is

even,since opposite orientations are physically equiva-

lent.

Nem atic optics is determ ined by the variance tensor

M = hm 
 m i, where the tensor product is de�ned

in (A8)and the bracketsdenote averaging with respect

to fx. By de�nition,M is sym m etric and sem ide�nite

positive.Since,in addition,thetraceofM isequalto 1,

wede�nethetracelessorder tensor Q = M � 1

3
I,where

Iisthe identity.

W e labelthe nem atic asisotropic when allthe eigen-

values of Q coincide, which im plies Q iso = 0. W hen

atleasttwo eigenvaluesare equal,the nem atic iscalled

uniaxial.Sim ple algebraicm anipulationsallow to write

Q uni= s

�

n 
 n �
1

3
I

�

; (1)

The scalarparam eters isthe degree oforientation [25],

while the unitvectorn is the director. The eigenvalues

ofQ uni are
2

3
s (associated with n)and � 1

3
s (with m ul-

tiplicity 2). The directoristhen the eigenvectorassoci-

ated with thedi�erenteigenvalue.Equivalently,n could

be also identi�ed asthe eigenvectorassociated with the

eigenvaluewhosesign isdi�erentfrom the othertwo.

W hen theeigenvaluesoftheordertensorarealldi�er-

ent,thenem aticislabeled asbiaxial.In thisgeneralcase,

wecan usetheaboverem ark,and stillidentify thedirec-

tor as the eigenvectorofQ whose eigenvalue has a dif-

ferentsign with respectto theothertwo.Thisde�nition

m ay induce an arti�cialdirectordiscontinuity whenever

the interm ediate eigenvalue crosses0. In turn,it yields

an operative de�nition that works wellwhen the order

tensorispossibly biaxial,buthowevercloseto being uni-

axial. O nce we have introduced the director,we again

de�nethedegreeoforientation s= 3

2
�n,where�n isthe

eigenvalue associated with n. The other two eigenval-

ues �� can be �nally written in term s ofthe degree of

biaxiality �:�� = � 1

3
s� �.Asa resultweobtain

Q bia = s

�

n 
 n �
1

3
I

�

+ � (e+ 
 e+ � e� 
 e� ): (2)

The sign of � is unessential, since it only involves an

exchange between e+ and e� . The degree ofbiaxiality

does alwayssatisfy j�j� 1

3
jsj. Indeed,when j�j= 1

3
jsj

one of the eigenvalues vanishes, and greater biaxiality

values would in fact announce an abrupt change in the

director(and in the degreeoforientation aswell).

II. FR EE EN ER G Y FU N C T IO N A L

Equilibrium statesofnem aticliquid crystalsareiden-

ti�ed as extrem als ofthe free-energy functionalwhose

density,in the absence ofexternal�elds,com prisestwo

term s

	(Q ;r Q )= 	 el(Q ;r Q )+ 	 LdG (Q ): (3)

Though all the calculations we report could be re-

peated in a m ore generalfram ework,we willadopt the

1-constantapproxim ation fortheelasticcontribution 	 el

	 el(Q ;r Q )=
K

2
jr Q j

2
; (4)

whereK isan averageelastic constant.

The Landau-de G ennes potential	 LdG is a tem pera-

ture-dependent therm odynam ic contribution that takes

into accountthe m aterialtendency to spontaneously ar-

rangein ordered ordisordered states:

	 LdG (Q )= A trQ
2
� B trQ

3
+ C trQ

4
: (5)

The m aterialparam eterC m ustbe positive to keep the

free-energy functionalbounded from below. The poten-

tial(5)dependsonly on theeigenvaluesofQ ,and penal-

izesbiaxialstates[26].Insertion of(2)into (5)returns

	 LdG (s;�)=
2

9

�

C s
4
� B s

3
+ 3As

2
�

+
2

9

�

6C s
2
+ 9B s+ 9A

�

�
2
+ 2C �

4
: (6)

Let � = 3A=(C s20). The absolute m inim um of	 LdG is

located at the uniaxialcon�guration (s0 > 0;� = 0),

provided

� 2 [� 2;1] and B = 2

3
C s0(� + 2): (7)

W hen looking for m inim izersofthe free energy func-

tional,wetakeintoaccountthatLandau-deG ennes’con-

tribution usually dom inatestheelasticone.Thisapprox-

im ation holdsaslong aswedo notgettoo closeto a ne-

m atic defect.Indeed,experim entalobservationscon�rm

that neither s nor � depart easily from their preferred

values(s0;0).

W ethen envisagea two-step m inim ization.In the�rst

step (s;�)areconstrained to theiroptim alvalues.M in-

im ization proceedsexactly asin Frank’sdirectortheory

and yields an optim aldistribution n(r). In the second

step,we �x the directordistribution and determ ine the

perturbativecorrectionsitinducesin the optim alvalues

ofthe scalar order param eters. As a result, we prove

that non-uniform director con�gurations m ay induce a

nonzero degree ofbiaxiality,and a reduction in the de-

greeoforientation.Asa by-productwedeterm inehow a

non-zero directorgradientbreaksthelocalaxialsym m e-

tryinduced by thedirector,and which direction ischosen

by m ostm olecules(am ong those orthogonalto n).
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III. B U LK B IA X IA LIT Y

W e collect in the presentsection our m ain result. In

order to ease the reader we defer m ost ofthe technical

proofsto the appendicesbelow. W e assum e thata spe-

ci�c director distribution n(r) has been determ ined by

m inim izing Frank’s free-energy functional, constrained

by suitable boundary conditions. The directordistribu-

tion m ayalsotakeintoaccountthee�ectsofany possible

external�eld.

In Appendix A we prove the following decom position

forthe directorgradient

r n = �2 e2 
 e2 + �3 e3 
 e3 +
�

curln ^ n
�


 n

+ 1

2
(n � curln)W (n); (8)

where W (n)denotesthe skew tensorassociated with n

(see Appendix A). Furtherm ore,f�2;�3g,fe2;e3g are

respectively theeigenvaluesand eigenvectorsofthesym -

m etricpartofG = r n� (r n)n
 n,thethird eigenvector

ofsym G being n,with nulleigenvalue.W erem ark that

divn = trr n = �2 + �3 : (9)

LetS be the sym m etric tensorS = (r n)(r n)T . By

virtueof(A1)thedirectorn isan eigenvectorofS (with

nulleigenvalue).In Appendix B weprovethattheelastic

freeenergy density m ay be given the following form

	 el= K

h
1

3
jr sj2 + jr �j2 + s2 jr nj2

+ �
2
�

jr nj
2
+ 4j(r e+ )

T
e� j

2
�

� 2s�

�

e+ � Se+ � e� � Se�

�i

: (10)

Letusanalyzein detailthe di�erentterm sappearing in

(10). The �rst two term s are trivial, since they sim -

ply penalize spatial variations of the scalar order pa-

ram eters. They rem ind that, even in the presence of

spatially-varying preferred values
�

sopt(r);�opt(r)
�

,the

equilibrium distribution m ay notim itatetheoptim alval-

ues. The third term is proportionalto s2 jr nj2. This

term has been already extensively studied [25,27]. Its

net e�ect is a decrease in the degree oforientation in

placeswhere the directorgradientism ostrapidly vary-

ing.In particular,itstrongly pushesthesystem towards

the isotropic state s = 0 when the directorgradientdi-

verges.Thesecond-lastterm isproportionalto�2.Since

itispositive-de�nite,itsim ply enhancesthecharacterof

� = 0 asoptim albiaxiality value.Thus,werenotforthe

�nalterm we willnext consider,biaxiality would never

arisenaturally in a nem atic liquid crystal.

Thelastterm in (10)islinearin �.Itshiftstheoptim al

biaxiality value away from � = 0. In orderto m inim ize

thecom pletefreeenergy density itisworth to m axim ize

the m ultiplying factor depending on S. This condition

determ ines the directions fe+ ;e� g in which the order

tensorQ ispushed to break uniaxialsym m etry.Indeed,

theterm within bracketsism axim ized when fe+ ;e� gco-

incidewith thetwo eigenvectorsofS thatareorthogonal

to n. Ifwe denote by �+ ;�� the correspondent eigen-

values,the linear term becom es sim ply proportionalto

(�+ � �� ).W e thusarriveatthe following result.Con-

sider the sym m etric tensor S = (r n)(r n)T . Italways

possessesa nulleigenvalue (with eigenvector n).W hen-

ever its other two eigenvalues do not coincide, biaxial-

ity is naturally induced in the system , and the optim al

eigendirections of Q coincide with those of S.

Ifwe take into accountexpression (8)forr n,we can

give the eigenvalue di�erence (�+ � �� ) the following

expression (see(A7))

(�+ � �� )
2
= (c

2
2 � c

2
3 + �

2
3 � �

2
2)
2

+ 4
�

c2c3 +
1

2
cn(�3 � �2)

�2
; (11)

wherecurln = cn n+ c2 e2+ c3 e3,and �2;�3 areasin (8).

In the following sectionswe willapply the above results

to som e practicalsituations,in orderto betterinterpret

theirim plications.

IV . SP LA Y ,B EN D A N D T W IST B IA X IA LIT Y

A . P ure splay

W e begin by considering the splay �eld n(r) = er,

where er is the radial unit vector in cylindrical co-

ordinates. Ifwe com plete an orthonorm albasis by in-

troducing the tangentialand axialunit vectors e�;ez,

standard calculations allow to prove that the relevant

�eldsaregiven by

r n =
1

r
e� 
 e� =) curln = 0

sym G = G = r n =
1

r
e� 
 e�

S = (r n)
2
=

1

r2
e� 
 e�

(r e+ )
T
e� = (r e�)

T
ez = 0 : (12)

Thus,�+ = r� 2,�� = 0,and the elastic free energy

density isgiven by

	 el= K

�
1

3
jr sj

2
+ jr �j

2
+
(s� �)2

r2

�

: (13)

Biaxiality favours the tangentialdirection with respect

to the axialdirection.The r� 2 factorim pliesthatbiax-

iality (and the degree oforientation decrease aswell)is

expected to show close to the sym m etry axis. Figures3

and 5 of[13]exactly con�rm thisresult.

B . P ure bend

W e again consider the sam e cylindrical coordinate

fram e above,and analyze the bend �eld n(r)= e�. W e
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obtain

r n = �
1

r
er 
 e� =) curln =

1

r
ez

sym G = G = 0

S =
1

r2
er 
 er

(r e+ )
T
e� = (r er)

T
ez = 0 : (14)

Again,�+ = r� 2,�� = 0,and the elastic free energy

density can given exactly the sam e expression (13). Bi-

axiality now favoursthe radialdirection,and again con-

centratescloseto the (disclination)sym m etry axis.

C . P ure tw ist

W e now introduce a Cartesian fram e fex;ey;ezg and

considerthetwist�eld n(r)= coskzex + sinkzey.Ifwe

introducetheunitvectorn? (r)= � sinkzex + coskzey,

weobtain

r n = kn? 
 ez =) curln = � kn

G = r n =) sym G = k sym n? 
 ez

S = k
2
n? 
 n?

(r e+ )
T
e� = (r n? )

T
ez = 0 : (15)

W e now have �+ = k2,�� = 0. Biaxiality favoursn? ,

that is,the (x;y) plane,with respect to the transverse

direction ez. The elastic free energy density doesagain

coincidewith (13),with only a k2 replacing ther� 2 fac-

tor.However,thiscoincidence m ustnotinduce to guess

that	 eldoesalwaysdepend on sand � only through the

com bination (s� �),aswewillevidencebelow.

D . T hird-dim ension escape

Allthe m odelcases analyzed above share a peculiar

property. Indeed,the �elds n(r) considered are allpla-

nar, in that they are all orthogonal to a �xed direc-

tion (z-axis). Therefore it is of no surprise that we

always �nd som e degree of biaxiality which penalizes

the avoided direction. W e now consider a less triv-

ialexam ple: the escape in the third-dim ension. This

�eld was �rst determ ined by Cladis and K l�em an [28]

as an everywhere continuous director �eld able to ful-

�llhom eotropic boundary conditionson a cylinder. Let

n(r)= cos�(r)er + sin�(r)ez be the director�eld,and

letn? (r)= � sin�(r)er + cos�(r)ez.W e obtain

r n =
cos�

r
e� 
 e� + �

0
n? 
 er

curln = � �
0
cos�e�

sym G = G =
cos�

r
e� 
 e� � �

0
sin�n? 
 n?

S =
cos2 �

r2
e� 
 e� + �

02
n? 
 n? : (16)

Expression (16)forS showsthat,within the orderten-

sorQ ,either n? ore� m ay be preferred,depending on

whether �02 is greater or sm aller than cos2 �=r2. This

resultturnsoutto beparticularly challenging,ifwecon-

siderthatin Cladis-K l�em an’sescapein thethird dim en-

sion the tiltangle� isgiven by

�(r)=
�

2
� 2arctan

r

R
: (17)

A sim ple calculation allows to show that (17) im plies

�02 = cos2 �=r2.Thus,the third-dim ension escapeturns

outto be one ofthe few spatially-varying director�elds

which do not induce any biaxiality. The elastic free-

energy density in Cladis-K lem an’s third-dim ension es-

capeisgiven by

	 el= K

�
1

3
jr sj

2
+ jr �j

2
+

8R 2 s2

(r2 + R 2)2

+
4(R 4 + r4)�2

r2(r2 + R 2)2

�

: (18)

V . SU R FA C E B IA X IA LIT Y

In thissection we estim ate the degreeofbiaxiality in-

duced by an externalsurface on which strong anchor-

ing is enforced. W e consider separately the cases of

hom eotropic and planar anchoring. Di�erentialcalcu-

lusform ulaethatturn outto beusefulforboth casesare

collected in Appendix C.

A . H om eotropic anchoring

W e�rstassum ethatthesurfacedirectorisparallelto

the unit norm al� to a given (sm ooth) surface �. W e

also assum ethatthe directorkeepsitsnorm aldirection,

atleastin athin surfaceslab.Tobem oreprecise,wepa-

ram eterizebulk pointsthrough a coordinate set(u;v;�)

such that

P (u;v;�)= P� (u;v)+ � �(u;v); (19)

whereP� istheprojection ofP onto �,� isthedistance

ofP from the �xed surface,and � isthe unitnorm alat

P� (see Figure 1). If� ifsm ooth,the coordinate setis

well-de�ned in a �nite neighborhood of�. W e assum e

that n
�

P (u;v;�)
�

= n
�

P� (u;v)
�

= �(u;v). Then,r n

turnsoutto beclosely related to thecurvaturetensor.It

issym m etric and can be written as(see(C2))

r n = �
�1

1� �1�
e1 
 e1 �

�2

1� �2�
e2 
 e2 ; (20)

wheref�1;�2g and fe1;e2g denoterespectively theprin-

cipalcurvatures and principaldirections at P� . From

them weobtain curln = 0,G = r n,and

S =
�21

(1� �1�)
2
e1 
 e1 +

�22

(1� �2�)
2
e2 
 e2 : (21)
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e1

e2
�

�

P (u;v;�)

P� (u;v)

�

FIG . 1: G eom etric setting for the surface param etrization

introduced in the text.

Equation (21)showsthatbiaxiality arisesnaturally close

toan externalsurfacewherehom eotropicanchoringisen-

forced.Thise�ectistriggered by thedi�erencebetween

the principalcurvatures.M oreprecisely,the tangentdi-

rection preferred by the order tensor is the one along

which the surface curvesm ore rapidly. Close to a sym -

m etric saddle,where�1 = � �2,the denom inatorof(21)

inducesbiaxiality along thedirection which isconvex to-

wardsthe side occupied by the liquid crystal.

B . P lanar anchoring

W hen planar anchoring is enforced on a curved sur-

face,it is naturalto assum e that the chosen direction

coincides with one ofthe principaldirections along �.

W e then keep the sam e notationsasabove,and assum e

n
�

P (u;v;�)
�

= n
�

P� (u;v)
�

= e1(u;v).W hen thisisthe

case,by (C2)weobtain

r n =
�1

1� �1�
� 
 e1 =) curln = �

�1 e2

1� �1�

G = 0 and S =
�21

(1� �1�)
2
� 
 � : (22)

Thus, in the presence of planar anchoring, biaxiality

arises whenever the curvature along the prescribed di-

rection isdi�erentfrom zero.W hen thisisthe case,the

biaxiality direction coincideswith the unitnorm al.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N

W ehaveshown thatany spatially-varyingdirectordis-

tribution m ay induce the onsetin biaxialdom ainseven

in nem atic liquid crystalswhose ground state isstrictly

uniaxial. In particular,in Section III we have stressed

the crucialrole played by S = (r n)(r n)T . The tensor

S,which issym m etric and positive-sem ide�nite by con-

struction,possessesalwaysa nulleigenvalue,with eigen-

vectorn.Equation (10)showsthatbiaxiality arisesnat-

urally whenever the other two eigenvalues ofS are dif-

ferent. Then,equation (11)showsthatsuch eventuality

isclosely related to thevectorcurln and theeigenvalues

enteringin thedecom position (8)ofthedirectorgradient.

In Section IV wehaveapplied theconsiderationsabove

to som e m odelcases. As it could be easily predicted

the pure splay, bend, and twist �elds, being all pla-

nar, exhibit som e degree of biaxiality which privileges

the director plane over the orthogonaldirector. A less

trivial result is that there are spatially-varying direc-

tor con�gurations that do not induce biaxiality at all.

Cladis-K l�em an’s escape in the third dim ension yields a

unexpected exam ple ofthisphenom enon.Section V an-

alyzesthe onsetofsurface biaxiality both in the case of

hom eotropic and planaralignm ent. In the form er case,

biaxiality is ruled by the di�erence between the princi-

palcurvaturesalong the surface. In the latter,only one

curvature counts,and m ore precisely the one along the

prescribed direction in the tangentplane.

To conclude ouranalysiswe wantto give a num erical

estim ate ofthe m agnitude ofthe biaxiality phenom ena

wearepredicting.In allnontrivialcases,thefree-energy

densitywillcontain aO (�)-term ,which triggersthebiax-

iality onset.To obtain a rough estim ate,we can neglect

theO (�4)-term in 	 LdG ,and theO (�
2)-term in 	 el,both

with respectto the dom inantO (�2)-term ,appearing in

	 LdG .W hen thisisthe case,the (local)preferred value

of� m ay be obtained by m inim izing the function

g(�)=
2

9

�

6C s
2
+ 9B s+ 9A

�

�
2
� 2K s�

�

�+ � ��
�

� 2(2+ �)C s
2
0�

2
� 2K s0�

�

�+ � ��
�

=
2K s0

�2n

�

�
2
� �

2
n

�

�+ � ��
�

�

�

; (23)

where we have replaced s � s0 and introduced the ne-

m atic coherence length

�
2
n =

K

C s0(2+ �)
: (24)

The (local) optim alvalue ofthe degree ofbiaxiality is

then

�opt �
1

2
�2n

�

�+ � ��
�

: (25)

Though �opt m ay vary from point to point,we have to

keep in m ind that in generalthe equilibrium con�gura-

tion willnot coincide with �opt because ofthe jr �j2-

term ,and theboundary conditions.To m akean explicit

exam ple,letusconsidera nem atic cylindric capillary of

radius R,with hom eotropic conditions enforced at the

surface.Then,the di�erence between the eigenvaluesof

S at the surface is R � 2 and the surface biaxiality is of

theorderof(�n=R)
2.Sincethenem aticcoherencelength

hardlyexceedsthetenthsofa�m ,weobtain �opt . 10� 2

fora�m -capillary.Thescenariochangescom pletelyclose

to a nem aticdefect,whereatleastoneoftheeigenvalues

ofS diverges. Both the pure-splay and the pure-bend

exam ples above yield (�+ � �� ) = r� 2,which im plies

�opt � (�n=r)
2.Thebiaxiality cloud cannotbeneglected

ifwecom etoo closeto the defect.
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A P P EN D IX A :D IR EC T O R G R A D IEN T

In order to characterize the tensor r n we begin by

noticing that

(r n)
T
n =

1

2
r
�

n � n
�

= 0 ; (A1)

sincen isa unitvector.Thus,

(r n)n =
�

sym r n + skw r n
�

n

=
1

2
(r n)n +

1

2
curln ^ n ; (A2)

and (r n)n = curln ^ n.LetG = r n � (r n)n 
 n.For

any vectorv,

(skw G )v =
�

skw(r n)� 1

2
[(r n)n 
 n � n 
 (r n)n]

�

v

= 1

2

�

curln � n ^ (curln ^ n)

�

^ v (A3)

= 1

2
(n � curln)n ^ v =1

2
(n � curln)W (n)v ;

where W (n)denotesthe skew tensorassociated with n,

thatis the tensorsuch thatW (n)v = n ^ v forany v.

Thus,

r n = sym G + 1

2
(n � curln)W (n)+

�

curln ^ n
�


 n

= �2e2 
 e2 + �3e3 
 e3 +
1

2
(n � curln)W (n)

+
�

curln ^ n
�


 n ; (A4)

wheref�2;�3gand fe2;e3garerespectively theeigenval-

uesand eigenvectorsofsym G .Theeigenvectorsfe2;e3g

areorthogonalto n,since (A3)im plies

(sym G )n = G n � (skw G )n =
�

r n � (r n)n 
 n
�

n

�
1

2
(n � curln)W (n)n = 0 : (A5)

Let us consider the sym m etric tensor S = (r n)(r n)T .

In view ofthe crucialrole itplaysin inducing biaxiality

wenow analyzeitin m oredetail

S =
�

�2e2 
 e2 + �3e3 
 e3 +
1

2
(n � curln)W (n)

+
�

curln ^ n
�


 n
��

�2e2 
 e2 + �3e3 
 e3

� 1

2
(n � curln)W (n)+ n 


�

curln ^ n
��

= �
2
2e2 
 e2 + (�2 � �3)(n � curln)sym (e2 
 e3)

+ �
2
3e3 
 e3 +

1

4
(n � curln)2(I� n 
 n)

+
�

curln ^ n
�



�

curln ^ n
�

: (A6)

Let f0;�+ ;�� g be the eigenvalues ofS. The onset of

biaxiality depends whether they latter two are equalor

not. Let curln = cn n + c2 e2 + c3 e3. From (A6) we

obtain

(�+ � �� )
2
= (c

2
2 � c

2
3 + �

2
3 � �

2
2)
2

+ 4
�

c2c3 +
1

2
cn(�3 � �2)

�2
: (A7)

W e�nally rem ind that,given twovectorsu,v,theten-

sorproduct(u 
 v)isde�ned asthesecond ordertensor

such that

(u 
 v)a = (v � a)u forany vectora: (A8)

A P P EN D IX B :O R D ER T EN SO R G R A D IEN T

Letusdi�erentiate equation (2).W e obtain

r Q =
�

n 
 n � 1

3
I
�


 r s+ s(r n � n + n 
 r n)

+ (e+ 
 e+ � e� 
 e� )
 r � + �
�

r e+ � e+

+ e+ 
 r e+ � r e� � e� � e� 
 r e�
�

; (B1)

where,given thesecond ordertensorL and thevectoru,

(L � u)isde�ned asthe third ordertensorsuch that

(L � u)a = La 
 u forany vectora: (B2)

W hen com puting the square norm ofr Q ,we can m ake

extensive use of the property (A1) and also take into

accountthat

u � v = 0 =) (r u)
T
v = � (r v)

T
u : (B3)

Asa consequence,we obtain

jr Q j
2
= 2

3
jr sj2 + 2jr �j2 + 2s2 jr nj2

+ 2�
2
�

jr e+ j
2
+ jr e� j

2
+ 2j(r e+ )

T
e� j

2
�

� 4s�

�

j(r n)
T
e+ j

2
� j(r n)

T
e� j

2
�

: (B4)

W e can further sim plify expression (B4) ifwe consider

that

jr e+ j
2
+ jr e� j

2
=
�
�(r e+ )

T
�
�
2
+
�
�(r e� )

T
�
�
2

=
�
�(r e+ )

T
n
�
�
2
+
�
�(r e+ )

T
e�

�
�
2

+
�
�(r e� )

T
n
�
�
2
+
�
�(r e� )

T
e+

�
�
2

=
�
�r n

�
�
2
+ 2

�
�(r e+ )

T
e�

�
�
2

(B5)

and that

j(r n)
T
uj

2
= (r n)

T
u � (r n)

T
u = u � Su ; (B6)

provided wede�neS = (r n)(r n)T .By using (B5)-(B6)

itisim m ediatetogive(B4)theexpressionquoted in (10).

A P P EN D IX C :C U RVA T U R E T EN SO R

Let � be the sm ooth surface,which bounds the sys-

tem we are interested in. Let � be the unit norm al,

everywhere pointing in the direction of the bulk. W e

param eterizepointsin thebulk through a coordinateset

(u;v;�)such that

P (u;v;�)= P� (u;v)+ � �(u;v); (C1)

where P� is the projection ofP onto �, and � is the

distanceofP from thesam esurface.Such coordinateset

iswell-de�ned in a �nite neighborhood of�.

Letusconsiderthe vector�eld everywhere de�ned as

�
�

P (u;v;�)
�

= �
�

P� (u;v)
�

. The second-order tensor
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r � is sym m etric. It generalizes the curvature tensor

r � �,which isde�ned only on the tangentbundle of�.

The eigenvectorsofr � coincide with those ofthe cur-

vature tensor,and are thus the unit norm al(with null

eigenvalue)and the (tangent)principaldirections on �.

Ifwe introduce f�1;�2g,the principalcurvatures on �,

and theircorresponding eigenvectorsfe1;e2g,wehave

r � = �
�1

1� �1�
e1 
 e1 �

�2

1� �2�
e2 
 e2 (C2)

r e1 =
�1

1� �1�
� 
 e1 and r e2 =

�2

1� �2�
� 
 e2 :
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