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The elastic-distortion free-energy density of biaxial nematics is derived with use of the formalism
of tensor analysis. The macroscopic description of biaxial nematics involves 12 bulk elastic con-
stants. The appearance of chirality introduces an additional number of 5 twist terms.

I. INTRODUCTION

The macroscopic theory of nematics describes these an-
isotropic materials in terms of a continuous field. Be-
cause of the anisotropic nature and the absence of polar
effects this field must necessarily be a tensor field of
second rank. This tensor field is denoted by a(f') and de-
scribes both the amount of order and the orientation of
the material at the site T. The undistorted state of the
medium is assumed to be homogeneous, i.e., the tensor
field does not depend on T. In a properly chosen coordi-
nate system denoted by the unit vectors € ,, a=x,y,z, the

tensor order parameter é(f’) is diagonal having elements

Q.p=0 if a#p, where a,f=x,y,z
Ou=—38~-1), Qp=—35(5+D), 0z=3F.

Biaxial nematics are described by the two order parame-
ters S and T, whereas uniaxial nematics are described by
only one order parameter, e.g., S in case the uniaxial axis
is chosen along €. With respect to an arbitrary coordi-
nate system denoted by the unit vectors €, the elements of
the tensor order parameter read

QaB =Ra'yRﬂSQ'yB ’

where R,g are the elements of the transformation matrix -

of Euler, i.e.,
Raﬂ =—éa'8lﬁ .
This means that the general expression of an element of

the tensor order parameter, which describes a biaxial
nematic, is given by
Qa,g:—%S(E’a-“e';,)(’ég-é'f,,)+S('éa"€;)(”é’g’é})
+ 3 T(€x € ) (Eg€ ) — (€€, )€€, .

An undistorted biaxial nematic liquid crystal is charac-
terized by three mutually perpendicular twofold axes,
whose directions are denoted by the vectors 1, m, and
I=m X 1. These symmetry axes coincide with the axes of
© the specific coordinate system, that gives rise to a diago-
nal representation of the tensor order parameter. The fol-
lowing identification is chosen, 1=¢€}, Mm=¢,, and
1i=7¢€,. This choice gives rise to the following expres-
sions for the components of the directors 1, m, and 1A
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with respect to an arbitrary coordinate system:

lo=(€,€)=Rox ,
ma=(€a'€})=Ray ’
ng=(€,€;)=R,; .

Consequently the general expression for an element of the
tensor order parameter of a biaxial nematic can be written
as

Qup=S(ngng—+8,5)+ 5T Uglg—mompg),  (L.1)

where the tensor §,p is the Kronecker data.

II. ELASTIC CONTINUUM THEORY

The elastic continuum theory is obtained by expanding
the free-energy density, f(T), that belongs to a given
tensor-order-parameter field 6(?), around the homogene-
ous state having a free-energy density fy. The difference
between both densities, i.e., f (T )—f, is called the distor-
tion free-energy density f4(T’). This distortion free-energy
density is a function of the spatial derivatives of the
tensor-order-parameter field. The elastic continuum
theory deals only with small spatial derivatives. Conse-
quently only the lowest order terms in the expansion are
taken into account. This means that the elastic continu-
um theory is based upon the following expression for the
distortion free-energy density:

Fa(T)=L 45, (T)3,0p,(F)
L oy (T )32Qy (F)1[8,0,,(F)]
Loy (F)360pQ () 5

where d,=03/da, the Greek indices denote x, y, and z and
the Einstein summation convention is used. The tensors
Logys Lagyuvps and L,py, must be composed of the ten-
sors Q,g(T), 84p, and the Levi-Civita tensor €,g,-

Next the degree of ordering is assumed to be unaffected
throughout all the medium, i.e., the order parameters S
and T do not depend on the position F. Then it holds ac-
cording to (1.1)

9aQpy = (S — ';'T)[(aanp)n,,+nﬂ(aanr)]

@.1)

—3T[Qump)m, +mg(3,m,)] , 2.2)
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where use has been made of the relation

lalﬁ=ea,,,,e5p,,m#n,,mpn,,=8aﬂ—mamﬁ—nan3 .

Consequently the elastic-distortion free-energy density of
a biaxial nematic can be written as

fa(T)= A p0,ng+Bagdamp+ Aapys[danplldyns]
+Baﬂ‘r§[aamﬁl[aym8]+Caﬁ'y§[aanﬁ][aym5]

+Aaﬂyaaaﬂn7+Bagyaaaﬁm,, . (2.3)

The tensors AGB’ Baﬂ, Aaﬂy&) BaﬁyS’ CaB’yS’ Aaﬂy» and
B,p, depend on the order parameters S and T. The pos-
sible forms of these tensors follow directly from (1) the in-
variance of the free-energy density for replacing Toy — T,
t by —m, or i by —1; 2) I;mg=Iln,=mgn,=0; (3)
lala'__mama:nana: 1; 4) lalﬂ—f—m,,mﬂ—{—n,,n,g:&aﬁ.

III. RELEVANT TENSORS

The terms A,gd,ng and B,gd,mg only appear in case
the medium is chiral. It is verified easily that these twist
terms must be of the following form:

lleaﬂyn,,aan,g , (3.1)

Ly€gumun,mgdang , (3.2)
lzeguymy n,mqdong , (3.3)
l4eapymy3amp , (3.4
Isegunymyngdomp . (3.5)
It is worthwhile to note here that the term

€qutumynpgd,mp does not give rise to an additional in-
variant. For n,m,=0, i.e., dgln,m,)=0, implies im-
mediately

€quyNpMyN gl M g= —€qyy N,Mm, medyng

=€quyMut,mgdgng .
1
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The description of a chiral biaxial nematic involves evi-
dently 5 independent twist terms.

The terms AaBy&[aanB][aynG]’ Bpys[8ampl[0,m5],
and C,g,s5[0,n1[8,m5] appear to give rise to the follow-
ing 12 independent bulk terms:

4134 )3pnp) (3.6)
A,(3yng)(dgng) , (3.7
A3nyng(d,n,)(dgn,) , (3.8)
Agmgmpgm,mg(d,np)(dyns) , (3.9
Asmomg(d3,ny)3pn,) , (3.10)
B,(3,m)(0gmpg) , (3.11)
B,(3,mg)(d,mpg) , (3.12)
B3ymomg(3,m, )(0gm,,) , (3.13)
Byngngn,ns(d,mpg)(d,ms) , (3.14)
Bsnang(d,mq)(3gm,) , (3.15)
Cingmpg(d,ng)d,m,) , (3.16)
Cyngmpg(dan, N(dgm,,) . (3.17)

Clearly more invariant terms can be constructed. Howev-
er, these additional terms all reduce, apart from irrelevant
surface terms, to the 12 terms (3.6)—(3.17). Consider, for
example, the term (3,mg)(dgm,). This term is equivalent
to (3,m 4 )(3gmg), for

(aam,g)(a,gma)—(aama)(85m3)= aa(m‘gaﬁma)
—0,4(m,0gmp) ,

and the right-hand side of this identity contains only sur-
face terms. A second example concerns the term
mangdgm, Oan,. It follows directly from

0n(mgngn,dgm,)—34(nompgn,dgm, )= m,ng(d,n,)(3gm,)—n,mpg(dsn,)dpm,)

+ngn,(3,mq)(3pm, ) —mpgn., (05n4)(dgm, ) +mgn, (3,np)(dgm, ) —ngn,(d,mg)(dgm.,)

that, apart from a surface term, the invariant m,ng(dgm,)(3,n,) can be expressed as a linear combination of the invari-
ants nomg(d,n, )(3gm,), nang(d,mp)d,m,), mamg(d,ngldyn,), mmg(d,n,)dgn,), and nyng(d,mq)dgm,).
The invariants n,ng(d,mg)(d,m,) and m,mg(d,ng)(3,n,) in their turn are equivalent to n,ng(d,m,)(dgm,) and
mgmpg(d,n,)(dgn,), respectively. This follows directly from the relations

lolgl,l5(0an)(3yng)=(8og—ngng—mmpg)(8,5—n,ng—m,ms)(,ng)d,ns)
=(J Mg )(ayny)—2mam3(aan5)(3yn},)+mam5m.,m5(aan5)(a,,n5)
and
L lgl l5(3anp)(dyng)=(8gs—nogns—momg)(8g,—ngn, —mgm, ) (d,ng)(d,ns)

=(0,ng)3gny) —2mgm,(3,ng)d,ny)+mompm,ms(d,ng)(d,ns) .

T

additional invariants. It follows quite simply that the re-
sulting invariants are, apart from surface contributions,
already contained within the 12 invariants (3.6)—(3.17).
Consider for instance the term m,myngd,dpn,. It fol-

This means, apart from irrelevant surface terms, that

momg(d4np)(3yn, ) reduces to mgm,(3,ng)(3yn,).
Finally the terms A,g,0,3pn, and B,p,d,0pgm, must

be considered. These terms, however, do not give rise to
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lows directly from

3g(m,mqngdgn,)
= mgng(dym, )(dgn,)+m,ng(d,my)(3gny)
+my,mg(3,np)(dpn,)+mymangdadpny ,

that, apart from a surface term, the invariant
m,myngd,0pn, can be expressed in terms of the indepen-
dent invariants n,mg(d,n,)(3gm,), nang(d,mq)(dgm,),
and m,mg(9,n,)3dpn, ).

IV. ELASTIC-DISTORTION FREE-ENERGY DENSITY
Cleary the elastic-distortion free-energy density of a bi-

axial nematic liquid crystal is a linear combination. of the
7 B J
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12 independent invariants (3.6)—(3.17). In case the biaxial
nematic is chiral as well 5 independent twist terms must
be added to this energy density. It is customary to write
the full expression for the elastic-distortion free-energy
density in terms of the divergence and rotation of the vec-
tor fields W(T¥) and ™(F). This can be easily accom-
plished using relations such as

(i Xcurlt )y =ngd ng—ngdgn,=—ngdgn,
=—(8-V Mg s
m-curl(d X )=m,€,5,€,,,0p(n,m,)
=m,mgdgn,—0gng .

Then the following expression is obtained:

fa(®)=ky(B-curl® ) +k,(f-curli )+ k3 (@ X & )-[(f-V )T ]+k4(F x5 )[(F V)i ]

+ks[(FX T )+ X curl® )+ (8 X (& X curlfii )]+ K, (div )*+ +K, (i -curli )2

+ 3K (1 X curl®i )2+ K, (divin )2+ K s(fh-curli )2+ 5 K ¢(fh X curlin )2+ + K[ B -(f X curli ) ?

+ 3 K[t (T X curld )+ 3 Ko[f-curl(f X i ) >+ + K o[ B -curl(ia X T )]

+ 3Ky [curl(8 X )]+ 3K p[div(i xm )]?,

where the coefficients of the 5 twist terms are given by
ky=ly, ky=ly, ks=Li+3l,,
k4=ls+%12, ks=31,,

whereas the elastic constants read
K,=24,+24,+A45—C,, K,=24,—Cy,
K3=24,+24;—C—C,, K4,=2B,+2B,+Bs—C, ,
Ks=2B,—~C,;, K¢=2B,+2B;—C,;—C, ,
K;=2A4,+A5s+C,, Kg=2B,+Bs+C,,
Kg=—A4s5, Kiy=—2Bs,
Kiu=Ci, Kp=C+C;.

These coefficients depend on the order parameters S and
T. ,

The expression (4.1) is invariant with respect to inter-
changing 1 and m. This symmetry requirement must be
fulfilled, because neither of both symmetry axes is prefer-
able to the other. Clearly the original expression of
Frank! for the distortion free-energy density of uniaxial
nematics is contained within expression (4.1). Choosing
for example the uniaxial axis along the director 1, i.e., the
order parameter T is zero, all coefficients are zero except
those in front of the invariants €,p,1,04np, (0a74)(dpng),

(4.1)

[
(aanﬁ)(aanﬁ), and nanp(aan,, )(B,gn,, ). 2

V. DISCUSSION

It appears that 12 bulk elastic constants are needed in
order to describe biaxial nematics within the framework
of the elastic continuum theory. This number was also
obtained by Brand and Pleiner>* (BP). Their analysis
differs from the present one on the following points. The
BP approach does not consider chiral biaxial nematics.
Starting point of their analysis is the symmetry-broken ex-
pression for the free-energy density of a biaxial system
and the invariant expression is constructed afterwards.
The result is rather untransparent because the Frank ex-
pression for the uniaxial case does not follow directly by
neglecting the terms containing d or m. Finally it should
be noted that the BP calculation of the bulk contributions
is based upon an incorrect application of the anholonomi-
ty relations. It follows easily that

818,15£6,6,1

for 6;=n,d, and d,=mpgdg as distinct from the BP al-
legation.
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