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N em atic liquid crystalspossess three di erent phases: isotropic, uniaxial, and biaxial. T he ground
state of m ost nem atics is either isotropic or uniaxial, depending on the extemal tem perature. N ev—
ertheless, biaxial dom ains have been frequently identi ed, especially close to defects or extemal
surfaces. In this paper we show that any spatially-varying director pattem m ay be a source ofbi-
axiality. W e prove that biaxiality arises naturally whenever the symm etric tensor S = (rn) (c n)*
possesses two distinct nonzero eigenvalues. The eigenvalue di erence m ay be used as a m easure
of the expected biaxiality. Furthem ore, the corresponding eigenvectors indicate the directions in
which the order tensor Q is induced to break the uniaxial symm etry about the directorn. W e
apply our general considerations 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 biaxial along the principal
directions of the surface. The e ect is triggered by the di erence in surface principal curvatures.

PACS num bers:
61.30.G d - O rientational order of liquid crystals

61.30 Hn - Surface phenom ena: alignm ent, anchoring, .

61.30.Jf -D efects in liquid crystals

Nem atic liquid crystals are aggregates of rod-like
molecules. Early theories l, I, I] used a single order
param eter, the director, a uni vector pointing along the
averagem icroscopicm olecular ordentation. M ost nem atic
phenom ena twellw ithin the classicaldescription. H ow —
ever, the transition from ordered to disordered states es—
capes the director theory. The classicalm icroscopic de—
scription of defects and surface phenom ena yields unde—
sired resutsaswell. T he ordertensortheory put forward
by de G ennes I, I] focuses on the ordentational proba—
bility distrdbbution, and introduces the m easures of the
degree of orientation and biaxiality. W ithin this theory,
a nem atic liquid crystalpossesses three di erent phases,
which can be identi ed through their optical properties,
since is Fresnel ellipsoid is closely related to the order
tensor irself M. A isotropic liquid crystalis characterized
by an isotropic order tensor, and optically behaves as an
ordinary uid. A uniaxial nem atic possessesa unique op—
tic axis. Tts order tensor has two coincident eigenvalues.
Finally, in a biaxial nem atic the eigenvalues of the order
tensorare alldi erent, and the Fresnel ellipsoid possesses
tw o optic axes.

W ithin the Landau-de G ennes theory, the ground state
m ay be either isotropic or uniaxial, depending on the ex—
temal tem perature. H ow ever, biaxialdom ains have been
predicted and observed, especially close to defectsand ex—
temalboundaries. Schopohland Sluckin l] analyzed in
detailthe biaxialcore ofa + % nem atic disclination. M ore
recent studied show that a biaxialclbud surroundsm ost
nem atic defects I], and both analytic .,.] and num eric
., .] asym ptotical descriptions of biaxial defect cores
have been derived. O ther exam ples of defect-induced bi-
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axility nvolve integer—charged disclinations [, B, B
and cylindrical inclusions ]. The onset of surface bi-
axiality is closely related to the presence ofa sym m etry—
breaking special direction, which coincides w ith the sur-
face nom al .]. Indeed, biaxiality has been predicted
close to both extermal boundaries ’ .] and intemal
isotropic-nem atic nterfaces [, 1.

In thispaperwe show that biaxiality e ectsare closely
related to, but not exclisively con ned to, the exam —
ples above. In fact, w ithin any spatially-varying director
distrdbution, the director gradient itself breaks uniaxial
symm etry about the director. W e analyze in detail the
structure ofthe elastic free energy density and com e up to
the resul that, given the director distribution, it is pos—
sible to predict the onset of biaxiality, to determm ine the
direction of the secondary optic axis and to estin ate the
Intensity ofbiaxiality e ects. W e then apply our general
considerationsto som e speci cexam ples, both w ithin the
bulk and close to an extemalboundary. W e ram ark that
we are not dealing w ith intrinsically biaxial nem atic lig—
uld crystals, that is system s in which the ground state
itself becom es biaxial. Such system s, rst observed by
Yu and Saupe ], deserve a di erent treatm ent .,.],
sihce in them uniaxial symm etry is broken already at a
m olecular level

T he paper is organized as llows. In Sections[ll and
B v e quickly review the order-tensor theory and the free
energy density we ain at m inin izing. T Section Il we
derive and describe ourm ain result, predicting a possble
onset of biaxiality whenever the director is not uniform .
In the Bllow ng Sectionslll and Ml w e apply the preced—
ing resuls to som e speci ¢ exam ples. In Section Il we
collect and discuss ourm ain resuls, while som e A ppen—
dices collect the technical details of the proofs.
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I. ORDER TENSOR

T he orientation of a single nem atic m olecule m ay be
represented by a unit vectorn 2 s? , where s? istheunt
sphere. M icroscopic disorder is taken into account by in—
troducing a probability m easure £y :s* 1 RY, such that
£y (m ) descridbes the probability that a m olecule placed
In x is ordented alongm . T he probability m easure £, is
even, since opposite ordentations are physically equiva—
Ient.

N em atic optics is determm ined by the variance tensor
M = hm m i, where the tensor product is de ned
in [l and the brackets denote averaging w ith respect
to fx. By de niion, M is symm etric and sem ide nie
positive. Since, In addition, the trace ofM isequalto 1,
we de ne the traceless order tensor Q = M % I, where
T is the identity.

W e label the nem atic as isotropic when all the eigen—
valies of Q coincide, which Inpliess Q 5o = 0. W hen
at least two eigenvalues are equal, the nem atic is called
uniaxial. Sin ple algebraicm anipulations allow to w rite

Quni=s n n EI 7 1)

T he scalar param eter s is the degree of ordentation 1],
while the unit vector n is the director. T he eigenvalues
Of Q uni are £s (associated with n) and  is @with mulk
tiplicity 2). T he director is then the eigenvector associ-
ated w ith the di erent eigenvalue. Equivalently, n could
be also identi ed as the eigenvector associated w ith the
eilgenvalue whose sign is di erent from the other two.

W hen the elgenvalues of the order tensor are alldi er—
ent, the nam atic is labeled asbiaxial. In thisgeneralcase,
we can use the above rem ark, and still dentify the direc—
tor as the eigenvector of Q whose eigenvaluie has a dif-
ferent sign w ith respect to the othertwo. Thisde niion
m ay Induce an arti cial director discontinuity whenever
the intermm ediate eigenvalue crosses 0. In tum, it yields
an operative de nition that works well when the order
tensor ispossbly biaxial, but however close to being uni-
axial. Once we have Introduced the director, we again
de ne the degree of ordentation s = % nsWhere , isthe
eigenvalue associated wih n. The other two eigenval-
ues can be nally written In temm s of the degree of
biaxiality : = %s .Asa result we obtain

1
Qva=s n n I + @ e e e):0Q

The sign of is unessential, sihce i only nvolves an
exchange between e; and e . The degree of biaxiality
does aways satisfy j j $$3 Indeed, when j j= 137
one of the eigenvalues vanishes, and greater biaxiality
valies would in fact announce an abrupt change in the
director (and in the degree of orientation aswell).

II. FREE ENERGY FUNCTIONAL

Equilbrium states of nem atic liquid crystals are iden—
ti ed as extrem als of the free-energy fiinctional whose
density, in the absence of extermal elds, com prises two
termm s

QirQ)=

ea1QirQ)+ rac Q) : 3)

Though all the calculations we report could be re—
peated In a m ore general fram ew ork, we w ill adopt the
1l-constant approxin ation for the elastic contribution o

K |
el<Q;rQ>=33er; @)

where K is an average elastic constant.

T he Landau-de G ennes potential 14¢ is a tem pera—
ture-dependent them odynam ic contribution that takes
Into account the m aterial tendency to spontaneously ar—
range in ordered or disordered states:

rac @)=2Atr0? B twQ’*+CtrQ?: ()

The m aterial param eter C m ust be positive to keep the
free-energy fiinctional bounded from below . T he poten—
tial ) depends only on the eigenvalues ofQ , and penal

izes biaxial states ||]. Insertion of ) into W) retums
2
ndg (85 )= = cs® B+ 3a¢
9
z 2 2 4.
+9 6Cs“+ 9Bs+ 92 + 2C : ()
Let = 3A=(Cs?). The absolute m inimum of p4¢ is
located at the uniaxial con guration (so > 0; = 0),
provided
2 [2;1] and B = 2Cso( +2): )

W hen looking for m inim izers of the free energy func—
tional, we take Into account that Landau-de G ennes’ con—
tribution usually dom inates the elastic one. T his approx—
In ation holds as long as we do not get too close to a ne—
m atic defect. Indeed, experin ental observations con m
that neither s nor depart easily from their preferred
values (sp;0).

W e then envisage a two-step m inim ization. In the st
step (s; ) are constrained to their optim alvalies. M In—
In ization proceeds exactly as in Frank’s director theory
and yields an optin al distrdbution n (r). In the second
step, we x the director distrdbution and determ ine the
perturbative corrections it induces In the optin alvalues
of the scalar order param eters. As a resul, we prove
that non-uniform director con gurations m ay induce a
nonzero degree of biaxiality, and a reduction in the de—
gree of ordentation. A s a by-product we determ ine how a
non-zero director gradient breaks the localaxial symm e~
try induced by the director, and w hich direction is chosen
by m ost m olecules (am ong those orthogonalto n).



ITII. BULK BIAXIALITY

W e collect in the present section our m ain result. In
order to ease the reader we defer m ost of the technical
proofs to the appendices below . W e assum e that a soe—
ci ¢ director distrbution n (r) has been detem ined by
m Inin izing Frank’s freeenergy fiinctional, constrained
by suitabl boundary conditions. T he director distrdbu—
tion m ay also take Into account the e ectsofany possble
extemal eld.

In Appendix [l we prove the ©llow ing decom position
for the director gradient

rn= j,e; e+ caurln * n n

+3 0 crdn)W @); ®)

et 3e3

where W (n) denotes the skew tensor associated with n
(see Appendix B . Furthem ore, £ 27 39, fez;esg are
regpectively the elgenvalues and eigenvectors of the sym —
metricpartofG = rn (rn)n n,thethird eigenvector
of sym G being n, wih nulleigenvalie. W e rem ark that

divn=trrn= 5,4+ 3: )

Let S be the symmetric tensor S = (rn) (rn)? . By
virtue of [ll) the directorn is an eigenvector of S (w ith
nulleigenvalie) . In A ppendix [l w e prove that the elastic
free energy density m ay be given the follow Ing form

h
a=K s¥sf+ ¥ F+&¥nd

2

+ 2 ¥nf+4jre ) e §

2s e, Se e Se : (10)
Let us analyze In detail the di erent tem s appearing in
). The rst two tem s are trivial, since they sin —
ply penalize spatial variations of the scalar order pa—
ram eters. They rem Ind that, even in the presence of
spatiallyvarying preferred values sgpt (£); opt () , the
equilbrim distribution m ay not in itate the optin alval-
ues. The third tem is proportionalto s> ¥ n¥. This
term has been already extensively studied [, 1. Its
net e ect is a decrease in the degree of ordentation in
places w here the director gradient ism ost rapidly vary—
Ing. In particular, it strongly pushes the system towards
the isotropic state s = 0 when the director gradient di-
verges. T he second-last term is proportionalto 2. Since
1t ispositive-de nite, it sin ply enhances the character of
= 0 asoptin albiaxiality value. T hus, were not for the
nal term we w ill next consider, biaxiality would never
arise naturally In a nem atic liquid crystal.

The lastterm in [l islihearin . It shiftsthe optinal
biaxiality valle away from = 0. In order to m Inin ize
the com plte free energy density it is worth to m axim ize
the multiplying factor depending on S. This condition
determ ines the directions fe, ;e g in which the order
tensor Q is pushed to break uniaxial sym m etry. Indeed,

the term w ithin brackets ism axin ized when fe, ;e gco—
Incide w ith the tw o eigenvectors of S that are orthogonal
ton. Ifwe denote by  ; the correspondent eigen—
values, the linear term becom es sin ply proportional to
(+ ). W e thus arrive at the follow Ing resul. Con—
sider the symm etric tensor S = (rn) n)? . It alvays
possesses a nulleigenvalue (with eigenvector n). W hen-
ever its other two eigenvalues do not coincide, biaxialt
ity is naturally induced in the system , and the optim al
eigendirections of Q ooincide with those of S.

TIfwe take into account expression ) orr n, we can

give the eigenvalue di erence ( ) the follow ng
expression (sce )
(4 ¥=G G+ 3 32
2
+4 o+ %Cn( 3 2) 11)

wherecurln = ¢, n+ g e+ cse3,and ,; sarceasthh ).
In the ollow ing sections we w ill apply the above results
to som e practical situations, in order to better interpret
their in plications.

IV. SPLAY,BEND AND TW IST BIAXIALITY

A . Pure splay

W e begin by considering the splay eld n (r) = e,
where e, is the radial uni vector in cylindrical co—
ordinates. If we com plte an orthonom al basis by in-
troducing the tangential and axial unit vectors e j;e,,
standard calculations allow to prove that the relevant

elds are given by

1
rn= —e e =)
r

1
symG =G =rn= —e e

r
S= (r )2— le e
r2
re)le = we)le,=0: (12)
Thus, 4 = r 2, = 0, and the elastic free energy
density is given by
1 s )
=K —gsf+y F+ ot 13
el 3 F F+x § = 3)

Biaxiality favours the tangential direction w ith respect
to the axialdirection. The r ? factor in plies that biax—
iality (and the degree of ordentation decrease as well) is
expected to show close to the symm etry axis. Figures 3
and 5 of '] exactly con m this resul.

B. Pure bend

W e again consider the same cylindrical coordinate
fram e above, and analyze thebend eldn ()= e .We



obtain
1 1
rn= -—e, e =) curln = — e,
r r
sym G =G =0
1
S=§er e,
rer)'e = re)e,=0: (14)
Again, . = r 2, = 0, and the elastic free energy

density can given exactly the sam e expression ). B+
axiality now favours the radial direction, and again con—
centrates close to the (disclination) sym m etry axis.

C. Pure twist

W e now Introduce a Cartesian fram e fe,;e,;e,g and
considerthe twist eld n (r) = coskzey + sinkze,. Ifwe
introduce the unit vectorn, (r) = sinkze,+ coskzey,
we obtain

rn=kn, e, =) curln = kn

G =rn =) sym G = ksymn, e,
S=k2n? n-
e )'e = @®n,)e,=0: (15)

W e now have , = k?, = 0. Biaxiality favoursn, ,
that is, the x;y) plane, wih respect to the transverse
direction e, . The elastic free energy densiy does again
coincide w ith [l), w ith only a k? replacihg ther ? fac-
tor. H owever, this coincidence m ust not Induce to guess
that c;doesalwaysdepend on sand only through the
com bination (s ), aswe w ill evidence below .

D . Third-dim ension escape

A 1l the m odel cases analyzed above share a peculiar
property. Indeed, the eldsn (r) considered are allpla-
nar, In that they are all orthogonal to a xed direc—
tion (z-axis). Therefore i is of no surprise that we
always nd some degree of biaxiality which penalizes
the avoided direction. W e now consider a less triv—
ial exam ple: the escape in the third-dim ension. This

eld was rst detem ined by Cladis and Kleman 1]
as an everyw here continuous director eld abl to ful-

11 hom eotropic boundary conditions on a cylinder. Let
n) = cos (e, + sin (r)e, be the director eld, and

tn, (xr) = sin (r)e, + cos (r)e,.W e obtain
cos 0
rn= e e + "n» er
r
curln = ‘os e
cos 0 .
sym G =G = e e sin n- n»
r
cos? ©
S = 2 e e + n, n, : 16)

Expression [l ©r S shows that, within the order ten—
sor Q , eithern, ore may be preferred, depending on
whether @ is greater or sm aller than cos’ =r’. This
result tums out to be particularly challenging, ifwe con—
sider that In C ladisK lem an’s escape in the third din en—
sion the tilt angle is given by
- 2 L. 17
(r) > arctan R a7)
A sinple calculation allows to show that [ll) inplies
® = cof =r’. Thus, the third-din ension escape tums
out to be one of the faw spatially-varying director elds
which do not induce any biaxiality. The elastic free-
energy density in CladisK lem an’s third-din ension es—
cape is given by

8R? s?
LARTH ) 2
2@+ RO

1
=K gjrsfwr F+

18)

V. SURFACE BIAXIALITY

In this section we estin ate the degree of biaxiality in—
duced by an extemal surface on which strong anchor-
Ing is enforced. W e consider separately the cases of
hom ecotropic and planar anchoring. D i erential calcu—
lus form ulae that tum out to be useful orboth cases are
collected in A ppendix M.

A . Hom eotropic anchoring

W e rst assum e that the surface director is parallel to
the uni nomal to a given (snooth) surface . We
also assum e that the director keeps its nomm al direction,
at least In a thin surface slhhb. To bem ore precise, we pa-—
ram eterize bulk points through a coordinate set (u;v; )
such that

P ;v )=P (u;v)+ @;v); 19)

where P isthe projction ofP onto , isthedistance
of P from the =xed surface, and isthe unit nom alat
P (seeFigurel). If if sm ooth, the coordinate set is
wellde ned In a nite neighborhood of . W e assum e
thatn P (u;v; ) = nP (u;v) = @;v). Then, rn
tums out to be closely related to the curvature tensor. It
is sym m etric and can be w ritten as (see [l))
1 2

rn= ———e e — e e ; 20
1 - 1 " 5 2 2 7 (20)

where f ;; 2gand fe; ;e,g denote respectively the prin—

cipal curvatures and principal directions at P . From
them we obtain curln = 0,G = rn, and
2 2
S = L — e e+ 2 e e : (1)

1 1 P a 2 P



FIG. 1l: Geometric setting for the surface param etrization
Introduced in the text.

Equation [l show sthat biaxiality arises naturally close
to an extermalsurface w here hom eotropic anchoring isen—
forced. This e ect is triggered by the di erence between

the principal curvatures. M ore precisely, the tangent di-
rection preferred by the order tensor is the one along
w hich the surface curves m ore rapidly. C lose to a sym —
m etric saddle, where ; = -, the denom iator of [l

Induces biaxiality along the direction which is convex to—
wards the side occupied by the liquid crystal.

B . Planar anchoring

W hen planar anchoring is enforced on a curved sur—
face, it is natural to assum e that the chosen direction
coincides w ith one of the principal directions along
W e then keep the sam e notations as above, and assum e
nP@v;,; )=nP @;v) = e (;v).W hen this isthe
case, by ) we cbtain

rn= —> e =) curln = 1%
1 1 1 1
2
1

G=0 and S= ——
1 1 ¥

22)
Thus, In the pressnce of planar anchoring, biaxiality
arises whenever the curvature along the prescribed di-
rection is di erent from zero. W hen this is the case, the
biaxiality direction coincides w ith the unit nom al.

VI. DISCUSSION

W e have shown that any spatially-varying director dis—
trbbution m ay induce the onset in biaxial dom ains even
In nem atic liquid crystals whose ground state is strictly
uniaxial. In particular, n Section [l we have stressed
the crucial ol played by S = (rn) @ n)’ . The tensor
S, which is sym m etric and positive-sam ide nie by con—
struction, possesses alw ays a null eigenvalue, w ith eigen—
vectorn . Equation M) show s that biaxiality arises nat—
urally whenever the other two eigenvalues of S are dif-
ferent. Then, equation [l) show s that such eventuality

is closely related to the vector curln and the eigenvalues
entering in the decom position M) ofthe directorgradient.

In Section [l w e have applied the considerations above
to some model cases. As it could be easily predicted
the pure splay, bend, and twist elds, being all pla-
nar, exhbi som e degree of biaxiality which privileges
the director plane over the orthogonal director. A less
trivial result is that there are spatiallyvarying direc—
tor con gurations that do not Induce biaxialiy at all
C ladisK Jem an’s escape In the third din ension yields a
unexpected exam ple of this phenom enon. Section Il an-
alyzes the onset of surface biaxiality both in the case of
hom eotropic and planar alignm ent. In the formm er case,
biaxiality is ruled by the di erence between the princi-
pal curvatures along the surface. In the latter, only one
curvature counts, and m ore precisely the one along the
prescribed direction in the tangent plane.

To conclude our analysis we want to give a num erical
estin ate of the m agnitude of the biaxiality phenom ena
we are predicting. In allnontrivial cases, the free-energy
density w illcontain a O ( )-tem , which triggersthe biax—
iality onset. To obtain a rough estim ate, we can neglect
theO ( *)4em In p4¢,andtheO ( ?)4em in o}, both
w ith respect to the dom nant O ( ?)-tem , appearing i

1dG - W hen this is the case, the (local) preferred value
of may be obtained by m inIn izing the finction

2

2
q()=5 6Cs®+ 9B s+ 9A 2Ks

2@+ )Csi ?

_ 2K Sp 2 2

= > n o+ ;
n

2K sy ¥

@3)

where we have replaced s
m atic acoherence kngth

sp and introduced the ne-

5 K
= (24)
Csg 2+ )
The (local) optim al value of the degree of biaxiality is
then

12, : @5)

opt
Though oot may vary from point to point, we have to
keep In m ind that in general the equilbriuim con gura—
tion will not coincide with .ot because of the ¥ F-
term , and the boundary conditions. To m ake an explicit
exam ple, ket us consider a nem atic cylindric capillary of
radiis R, wih hom eotropic conditions enforced at the
surface. Then, the di erence between the eigenvalues of
S at the surface isR 2 and the surface biaxiality is of
the order of ( ,=R )2 . Since the nem atic coherence length
hardly exceedsthe tenthsofa m,weobtain ope . 10 2
fora m -capillary. T he scenario changes com pletely close
to a nem atic defect, w here at least one of the elgenvalues
of S diverges. Both the puresplay and the puredbend
exam ples above yield ( 4 ) = r ?, which inplies
opt  (n=r)?. Thebiaxiality cloud cannot be neglected
ifwe com e too close to the defect.



APPENDIX A:DIRECTOR GRADIENT

In order to characterize the tensor r n we begin by
noticing that

T 1
(rn) n=5r n n=0; Al
since n is a unit vector. T hus,
tn)n= symrn+ skwrnn
1 1
= — (@n)n+ — curln * n; A2)
2 2
and rn)n= curln " n.LetG = rn (rn)n n.For
any vectorv,
kwG)v= skw@n) 2lrn)n n n (@n)nlv
= curln n ”® (curln * n) v @A3)

@ curn)n*v=i@ curdn)W @)v;

Nl N

where W (n) denotes the skew tensor associated with n,
that is the tensor such that W ()v = n ~ v rany v.
T hus,

curln)W (n)+ curln * n n
%(n curln)W @m)
@A 4)

where f ,; 3gand fe;;e3g are respectively the eigenval-
ues and eigenvectorsofsym G . T he eigenvectors fe,;e3g
are orthogonalto n, sihce [l in plies

rn symG+%(n

= 28 eyt 3e3 ezt

+ curln “ n n;

(sym G)n=Gn (kwG)n= rn (n)n nn

1
E(n curln)W ()n= 0 : A>S5)
Let us consider the symm etric tensor S = (rn) @ n)T .
In view ofthe crucialrole it plays In lnducing biaxialiy
we now analyze it in m ore detail

S= 26, e+ 363 es+ @ curln)W (@)
+ curln * n n 28, e+ 383 e3
%(n curln)W (n)+ n curln “ n
= % e+ (2 30 curln)sym @ es3)
+ Zes es+ i ardmd@ n n)

@ 6)

Let £f0; +; g be the eigenvalues of S. The onset of
biaxiality depends whether they latter two are equalor
not. Let curln = ¢on+ e, + ise;. From ) we
obtain

(s P= & S+ 227

+ 4 CZC3+%Cn(3 2)

+ curln “ n curln * n

2
: A7)
W e nally rem ind that, given two vectorsu,v, the ten-
sorproduct (@ v) isde ned as the second order tensor
such that

U wv)a= (v a)u fPrany vectora: A8)

APPENDIX B:ORDER TENSOR GRADIENT

Let us di erentiate equation {#ll). W e obtain

rQ= n n %I rs+s{rn n+n rn)
+ (e+ e, e e ) r + re, e,
+ e, re; re e e re ; B1)

w here, given the second order tensor L and the vectoru,
(L u) isde ned as the third order tensor such that
B2)

L wuw)a=La u fPrany vectora:

W hen com puting the square nom ofr Q , we can m ake
extensive use of the property [l and also take into
account that

u v=0 =) (@ulv= @Ev)u: ®B3)
A s a consequence, we obtain
¥of==2xsf+2xr F+2Fn7
+22%2 e, ¥+ e F+2ice)e F
4s den)er ¥ Jen)le ¥ B 4)

W e can fiurther sin plify expression [l) if we consider
that

)T e

re, ¥+ re f cer) + e

2 2
= e )'n "+ e )le

2 2
+ e )'n"+ e Ve,

rn2+2(re+)Te 2 ®B5)

and that

jen)uf= en)’u @nlu=u Su; B 6)
providedwede neS = (rn)En)’.Byushg -l

it is in m ediate to give [l) the expression quoted in M) .

APPENDIX C:CURVATURE TENSOR

Let Dbe the anooth surface, which bounds the sys—
tem we are interested In. Let Dbe the unit nom al,
everyw here pointing in the direction of the buk. W e
param eterize points in the bulk through a coordinate set

(u;v; ) such that
P (ujv; )=P (u;v)+ @;v); Cc1)
where P is the profction of P onto , and is the

distance ofP from the sam e surface. Such coordinate set
iswellde ned in a nite neighborhood of
Let us consider the vector eld everywhere de ned as
P w;v; ) = P @;v) . The second-order tensor



r is symmetric. It generalizes the curvature tensor
r ,which isde ned only on the tangent bundlk of
The elgenvectors of r coincide w ith those of the cur-
vature tensor, and are thus the unit nom al W ith null
eigenvalue) and the (tangent) principal directions on
Ifwe introduce £ 1; 29, the principal curvatures on ,
and their corresponding eigenvectors fe; ;e,9, we have

r = ﬁel e ﬁez e, C2)

1 2
re = ——— e; and re,= ——— e, :
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