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Abstract

The geometry and interactions between the constituents of a liquid crys-
tal, which are responsible for inducing the partial order in the fluid, may
locally favor an attempted phase that could not be realized in R3. While
states that are incompatible with the geometry of R3 were identified
more than 50 years ago, the collection of compatible states remained
poorly understood and not well characterized. Recently, the compati-
bility conditions for three-dimensional director fields were derived using
the method of moving frames. These compatibility conditions take the
form of six differential relations in five scalar fields locally characterizing
the director field. In this work, we rederive these equations using a more
transparent approach employing vector calculus. We then use these
equations to characterize a wide collection of compatible phases.

Note. The final publication is available in the “Journal of Elasticity” via
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10659-023-09988-7
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1 Introduction

Liquid crystalline textures are often described by extrinsic quantities. For
example, a distorted nematic phase will be described using the polar and
azimuthal angles describing the orientation of the unit director field relative
to some fixed Cartesian frame. In contrast, the short-range interactions that
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2 Compatible Director Fields in R3

give rise to the liquid crystalline phase and its resulting texture prescribe
the relative positioning and orientation of the constituents locally. To prop-
erly describe these locally preferred relative positioning and orientation of the
constituents, one must resort to an intrinsic description, i.e., a description by
quantities available to an observer residing within the material manifold (and
oblivious of the lab frame of reference). Examples of such local intrinsic quan-
tities include the bend, splay, and twist scalars that appear in the Frank free
energy density [12]. As these intrinsic quantities are obtained from derivatives
of the local director orientation, the values they assume are not independent
of each other. The relations restricting the values of these intrinsic fields are
called their compatibility conditions.

Bent-core liquid crystals locally favor a phase of constant positive bend and
vanishing splay and twist [19, 21]. Such a phase was shown to be incompatible
with the geometry of R3 [18]. In place of the incompatible locally favored
phase, bent-core liquid crystals assume the “closest” compatible phase, where
the distance is measured using the system free energy [22]. Such “close-by”
compatible phases include the twist-bend (heliconical) phase [7] and the splay-
bend phase [6], but also include many other less uniform (and less known)
states. Identifying these states requires a comprehensive characterization of
the collection of compatible states. Moreover, a clear characterization of the
collection of compatible states in terms of local variables would advance our
ability to solve inverse design problems where one seeks the local distortion
fields that give rise to a specific configuration [13].

For two dimensions, it was shown that the compatibility condition con-
sists of a single first-order partial differential equation in the splay and bend
of the director field. It was also shown that when the bend and splay fields are
compatible, they suffice to uniquely define a director field up to rigid motions
[19]. This result relied on the ability to construct a two-dimensional orthogo-
nal coordinate system whose parametric curves are everywhere locally tangent
to the director and the director normal. This construction greatly simplifies
the geometric treatment, yet it can not be generalized to three dimensions.
Consequently, for three-dimensional director fields, we are required to formu-
late the problem in terms of the spatial variation of a local orthogonal triad,
an approach made formal through Cartan’s method of moving frames [9, 20].
While this approach proved very potent and concise, it is less accessible than
other approaches (such as vector calculus). In what follows, we repeat the
derivation of the compatibility conditions carried out in [9, 20] using vector
calculus (as carried out in [26] for the special case of uniform phases). We
then explore possible solutions to the general systems of equations in selected
cases exhibiting some simplifying symmetries.

The remaining of this manuscript is divided as follows. In Section 2, we
present the fundamental equations defining the local representation of the
director gradients and discuss the relation of this approach to Cartan’s method
of moving frames. In Section 3, we derive the corresponding compatibility con-
ditions, which then provide necessary conditions for the existence of a director
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field with a prescribed set of deformation modes. (Interpreting in which way
the compatibility equations can be seen as sufficient conditions requires a for-
malism that would take us beyond the scope of this work, i.e., vector calculus
tools. We briefly discuss how to achieve this goal in Appendix D.) In Section
4, we find specific solutions to these equations under the simplifying assump-
tions of additional symmetries. In other words, we provide several examples of
how to use the compatibility conditions to find compatible deformation modes.
Finally, in the concluding remarks, Section 5, we present alternative ways of
interpreting the compatibility conditions.

2 Local representation of the director gradient

Consider a liquid-crystalline phase in a domain U ⊂ R3 described by a unit
vector field n̂ with Cartesian components nj . We shall refer to n̂ as the director
field. Let p̂ and q̂ be two orthogonal unit vectors that span the space normal
to n̂, and pj and qj be their corresponding Cartesian components.1 Following
Machon and Alexander [16] and Selinger [21], we denote (sum on repeated
indices)

Jnij ≡ ∂inj = −ni(bppj + bqqj) +
s

2
(δij − ninj) +

t

2
εijknk + ∆ij , (1)

where ∂i = ∂
∂xi and xi is the ith Cartesian coordinate (i = {1, 2, 3}) and the

deformation modes appearing in Jn are the components of the bend vector
b = bpp̂+ bqq̂ = n̂×∇× n̂ = −n̂ ·∇n̂ whose modulus gives the bend b = ‖b‖,
the splay s = ∇·n̂, the twist t = n̂·∇×n̂, and the Cartesian components of the
so-called biaxial splay ∆ij . (See Ref. [21] for a further discussion concerning
the interpretation of the deformation modes.)

The biaxial splay ∆ij corresponds to the traceless and symmetric part of
the gradient of n̂. Only recently has the biaxial splay been studied as a local
property of the constituents of a liquid crystal, similar to the local bend, splay,
and twist [23]. When it is expressed in the basis F = {n̂, p̂, q̂}, the biaxial
splay takes the form

(∆ij)F =

 0 0 0
0 ∆1 ∆2

0 ∆2 −∆1

 , i.e., ∆ij = ∆1pipj + ∆2(piqj + qipj)−∆1qiqj .

The variation of the components of n̂ above is given in terms of the components
of p̂ and q̂. Thus, to obtain a complete system of equations, we need also
to provide Jpij = ∂ipj and Jqij = ∂iqj . The restriction that n̂, p̂, q̂ are triply
orthogonal unit vector fields allows us to express these gradients using only
three additional scalar fields. We thus obtain a closed system of three first-order

1As a concrete example, if n̂ does not coincide with a coordinate direction, say the x-direction
x̂ in the domain, we can set p̂ = n̂ × x̂/‖n̂× x̂‖ and q̂ = n̂ × p̂. However, it may often be useful
to choose p̂ and q̂ with some extra properties that make them more appropriate to the context.
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equations prescribing the spatial variation of the triad n̂, p̂, and q̂:

∂inj =

[
−nibp +

(s
2

+ ∆1

)
pi −

(
t

2
−∆2

)
qi

]
pj

+

[
−nibq +

(
t

2
+ ∆2

)
pi +

(s
2
−∆1

)
qi

]
qj , (2)

∂ipj =

[
bpni −

(s
2

+ ∆1

)
pi −

(
− t

2
+ ∆2

)
qi

]
nj + [αni + βpi + γqi]qj ,(3)

∂iqj =

[
bqni −

(
t

2
+ ∆2

)
pi −

(s
2
−∆1

)
qi

]
nj + [−αni − βpi − γqi]pj .(4)

These are the fundamental reconstruction equations for a director field
in R3, and they form the basis for all the following calculations. We may
alternatively express Jn, Jp, and Jq in matrix form through

Jn = RTMnR, Jp = RTMpR, and Jq = RTMqR, (5)

where

R =

 n1 n2 n3

p1 p2 p3

q1 q2 q3

 , Mn =


0 −bp −bq

0
s

2
+ ∆1

t

2
+ ∆2

0 − t
2

+ ∆2
s

2
−∆1

 ,

Mp =


bp 0 α

−s
2
−∆1 0 β

t

2
−∆2 0 γ

 , and Mq =


bq −α 0

− t
2
−∆2 −β 0

−s
2

+ ∆1 −γ 0

 . (6)

Remark 1 (On the relation to Cartan’s method of moving frames) For any given vec-
tors v and w, we have (v ·∇n̂) ·w = viJ

n
ijwj . Comparison with the approach via the

moving frame method [9] shows that (ni ·∇nk) ·nj = ηjk(ni) and, therefore, the sec-

ond and third columns of Mn are respectively given by ( η2
1(n̂) η2

1(p̂) η2
1(q̂) )T and

( η3
1(n̂) η3

1(p̂) η3
1(q̂) )T . Analogously, the first and third columns of Mp are respec-

tively given by ( η1
2(n̂) η1

2(p̂) η1
2(q̂) )T and ( η3

2(n̂) η3
2(p̂) η3

2(q̂) )T , while the
first and second columns of Mq are respectively given by ( η1

3(n̂) η1
3(p̂) η1

3(q̂) )T

and ( η2
3(n̂) η2

3(p̂) η2
3(q̂) )T . (Note that ηji = −ηij , which implies that Mn and

Mp, or Mn and Mq, or Mp and Mq, share one similar column up to a sign.) Under
this identification, the compatibility conditions derived in the next section as the
solvability condition for the set of first-order partial differential equations (2), (3),
and (4), coincide with the structure equations of the corresponding moving frame.
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3 Compatibility equations

One of the main challenges in constructing the compatibility conditions that
prescribe the necessary relations between the intrinsic local fields describing a
director in R3 is that it is a priori unknown how many such fields are required
to describe such a director uniquely. The fundamental equations above, Eqs.
(2), (3), and (4), make use of nine scalar (and pseudoscalar) local intrinsic
quantities, thus bounding the number of the intrinsic descriptors required to
define the texture at some neighborhood uniquely. In the next section, we will
show that the number of intrinsic fields necessary to fully describe a director
field in R3 may be further reduced to only five. However, for simplicity and
properly constructing the compatibility conditions, we first assume all the
intrinsic fields that appear in Eqs. (2), (3), and (4) are known, as are the
components of their derivatives along the vectors n̂, p̂, and q̂. We then consider
Eqs. (2), (3), and (4) as partial differential equations (PDEs) describing the
spatial evolution of the orthonormal triplet n̂, p̂, and q̂. Given some initial
value for the orthonormal triplet at a point in a domain (as well as all the
fields that appear in the PDEs), we could obtain the values the triplet obtains
in its neighborhood by integrating

∇n̂ = Jn, ∇p̂ = Jp, and ∇q̂ = Jq.

Such a system of PDEs is meaningful and could be solved only if its solvability
conditions are satisfied. In the present case, these necessary and sufficient
solvability conditions on a simply connected domain read (see Theorem 10.9
of [2], or Sect. 8 of Chapter 2 of [15]):

∇×∇nj = 0, ∇×∇pj = 0, and ∇×∇qj = 0, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. (7)

Had all the components of the gradients Jn, Jp, and Jq been independent,
these equations would have formed 27 differential equations in 27 unknown
fields. However, the expressions above teach us that the gradients may be
fully expressed in only nine fields: bp, bq, s, t,∆1,∆2, α, β, γ. Moreover, because
n̂, p̂, and q̂ are unit vectors, three of the nine components vanish identically
in each of their curl equations. Due to the mutual orthogonality of these vec-
tors, only nine of the remaining eighteen equations are independent. Thus, the
compatibility conditions of the system consist of nine equations in nine fields.
Before we derive these equations in more easily interpretable physical terms,
it is essential to emphasize that different representations of the same differen-
tial system, while algebraically equivalent to one another, may carry different
information as they pertain to different unknowns and prescribed data. Con-
sequently, necessary and sufficient conditions, such as Eq. (7), may prove to
be only necessary but not sufficient once reformulated.

We begin the reformulation by defining the commutation tensor Cnk`:

Cnk` = εijk∂i∂jn` = εijk∂iJj`. (8)
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Note that ∇×∇n` = (Cn1`, C
n
2`, C

n
3`) must vanish in Euclidean space. Analo-

gously, we can define Cpk` = εijk∂iJ
p
j` and Cqk` = εijk∂iJ

q
j`. The compatibility

conditions require all the components of the three commutation tensors to
vanish. However, contracting the obtained commutation tensors with the vec-
tors of the frame {n̂, p̂, q̂} yields more concise and transparent equations of
the form: Cnk` nkn` = 0, Cnk` nkp` = 0, etc.

The contractions with Cnk` will provide six non-trivial equations, Eqs.
(16)–(21) at the end of this section, while the contractions with Cpk` will pro-
vide three additional non-trivial equations, Eqs. (22)–(24) at the end of this
section. The resulting nine first-order equations in nine fields could be fur-
ther simplified. We use three of the equations to express α, β, and γ, which
describe the deformation modes of p̂ and q̂, in terms of {bp, bq, t, s,∆1,∆2} and
their gradients. Substituting these expressions in the compatibility equations
yields six compatibility conditions in terms of six deformation modes of n̂:
{bp, bq, t, s,∆1,∆2}, three equations of the first order and three of second order.

There are six deformation modes in the expression for ∇n̂, Eq. (2). How-
ever, there exists gauge freedom in the choice of p̂ and q̂, which implies we
need only five scalar fields. Indeed, we may choose a frame {n̂, p̂, q̂} where:

(i) p̂ = 1
bb, which implies bq = 0. Geometrically, p̂ and q̂ have the same

direction as the principal normal and binormal vector fields of the integral
lines of the director n̂; or

(ii) p̂ and q̂ are the eigenvectors of the biaxial splay, which implies ∆2 = 0.
Therefore, taking the gauge freedom into account, we may say the compatibil-
ity conditions consist of six equations in five deformation modes. The gauge
invariant physical deformation modes can be taken to be the splay, s, bend
(magnitude), b, twist, t, biaxial splay (magnitude), ∆ =

√
(∆1)2 + (∆2)2, and

the relative angle between the principal direction of the biaxial splay and the
bend vector, φ, which satisfies b · Db = b2∆ cos(2φ), where D denotes the
biaxial splay acting as an operator on the plane normal to n̂.

Remark 2 It may be useful to employ other gauge choices for p̂ and q̂. For example,
p̂ and q̂ may be chosen to minimize rotation along the integral lines of the director.
This choice implies that α = 0 [4]. (The equations of motion of the frame {n̂, p̂, q̂}
along the integral curves of the director are given by the first set of equations in (11).)

3.1 Obtaining the compatibility equations

From Eq. (2), the vector ∇×∇n` = (Cn1`, C
n
2`, C

n
3`) takes the form

∇×∇n` = ∇p` × [−bpn̂ + (
s

2
+ ∆1)p̂ + (− t

2
+ ∆2)q̂]

+∇q` × [−bqn̂ + (
t

2
+ ∆2)p̂ + (

s

2
−∆1)q̂]

+p`∇× [−bpn̂ + (
s

2
+ ∆1)p̂ + (− t

2
+ ∆2)q̂]
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+q`∇× [−bqn̂ + (
t

2
+ ∆2)p̂ + (

s

2
−∆1)q̂]. (9)

As it is easier to compute dot products than to compute cross products,
we are going to exploit the vector calculus identity

∇× (A×B) = (∇ ·B)A− (∇ ·A)B + B · ∇A−A · ∇B

to write

∇× n̂ = ∇× (p̂× q̂) = (∇ · q̂)p̂− (∇ · p̂)q̂ + q̂ · ∇p̂− p̂ · ∇q̂,
∇× p̂ = ∇× (q̂× n̂) = (∇ · n̂)q̂− (∇ · q̂)n̂ + n̂ · ∇q̂− q̂ · ∇n̂,
∇× q̂ = ∇× (n̂× p̂) = (∇ · p̂)n̂− (∇ · n̂)p̂ + p̂ · ∇n̂− n̂ · ∇p̂.

Now, from Eqs. (2), (3), and (4) we have

∇ · n̂ = s, ∇ · p̂ = bp + γ, ∇ · q̂ = bq − β, (10)

n̂ · ∇n̂ = −bp p̂− bq q̂
n̂ · ∇p̂ = bp n̂ + α q̂

n̂ · ∇q̂ = bq n̂− α p̂

,

p̂ · ∇p̂ = β q̂− ( s2 + ∆1) n̂

p̂ · ∇q̂ = −β p̂− ( t2 + ∆2) n̂

p̂ · ∇n̂ = ( s2 + ∆1) p̂ + ( t2 + ∆2) q̂

, (11)

and
q̂ · ∇q̂ = −( s2 −∆1) n̂− γ p̂
q̂ · ∇n̂ = ( s2 −∆1) q̂− ( t2 −∆2) p̂

q̂ · ∇p̂ = γ q̂− (− t
2 + ∆2) n̂

. (12)

Thus, we can express the curl of each vector field in the frame as

∇× n̂ = t n̂ + bq p̂− bp q̂, (13)

∇× p̂ = βn̂ + [(
t

2
−∆2)− α]p̂ + (

s

2
+ ∆1)q̂, (14)

∇× q̂ = γn̂− (
s

2
−∆1) p̂ + [(

t

2
+ ∆2)− α] q̂. (15)

On the other hand, using the identity

(A×B)×C = (A ·C)B− (B ·C)A,

we have (for any scalar function f)

n̂×∇f = (p̂× q̂)×∇f = (p̂ · ∇f)q̂− (q̂ · ∇f)p̂,

p̂×∇f = (q̂× n̂)×∇f = (q̂ · ∇f)n̂− (n̂ · ∇f)q̂,

q̂×∇f = (n̂× p̂)×∇f = (n̂ · ∇f)p̂− (p̂ · ∇f)n̂.

We may now substitute for n̂×∇p`, n̂×∇q`, p̂×∇p`, p̂×∇q`, q̂×∇p`,
q̂ × ∇q` and ∇ × n̂, ∇ × p̂, ∇ × q̂ in the commutation tensor Cnk`. Finally,
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we may compute the six contractions Cnk` qkp`, C
n
k` pkp`, C

n
k` nkp`, C

n
k` qkq`,

Cnk` pkq`, and Cnk` nkq` (which must all vanish in R3) in order to obtain the
following compatibility equations:

0 = −(
s

2
+ ∆1),n − bp,p − b2p −

s2

4
+
t2

4
− s∆1 − (∆)2 + 2α∆2 + βbq, (16)

0 = −(− t
2

+ ∆2),n − bp,q − bpbq − s(−
t

2
+ ∆2)− 2α∆1 + γbq, (17)

0 = −(− t
2

+ ∆2),p + (
s

2
+ ∆1),q + tbp − 2β∆1 − 2γ∆2, (18)

0 = −(
t

2
+ ∆2),n − bq,p − bpbq − s(

t

2
+ ∆2)− 2α∆1 − βbp, (19)

0 = −(
s

2
−∆1),n − bq,q − b2q −

s2

4
+
t2

4
+ s∆1 − (∆)2 − 2α∆2 − γbp, (20)

0 = −(
s

2
−∆1),p + (

t

2
+ ∆2),q + tbq − 2β∆2 + 2γ∆1. (21)

Here, f,n, f,p, and f,q indicate the derivative of f in the direction of n̂, p̂, and
q̂, respectively.

The contractions Cnk` nkn`, C
n
k` pkn`, and Cnk` qkn` vanish trivially and pro-

vide no further compatibility equations. It remains to compute Cpk` = εijk∂iJ
p
j`

and Cqk` = εijk∂iJ
q
j`. Proceeding similarly as we did for Cnk`, it turns out that

the computation of Cpk` results in three additional independent equations:

0 = α,p − β,n − (bq + β)(
s

2
+ ∆1) + (bp − γ)(

t

2
+ ∆2) + α(bp + γ), (22)

0 = α,q − γ,n + (bp − γ)(
s

2
−∆1)− (bq + β)(− t

2
+ ∆2) + α(bq − β), (23)

0 = β,q − γ,p − β2 − γ2 − tα− s2

4
− t2

4
+ (∆)2. (24)

Equations (16)–(24) constitute the compatibility conditions that obstruct
path-independent integration of Eqs. (2), (3), and (4) to obtain the unknowns
n̂, p̂, and q̂. However, as the equations explicitly contain the unknowns n̂, p̂,
and q̂, they will only be interpreted and exploited here as necessary conditions.
Seeing them as sufficient conditions is a subtle task. If not properly interpreted,
one could conceive a combination of distortion fields and an orthonormal triad
that will satisfy Eqs. (16)–(24) but will fail to comply with Eqs. (2), (3), and
(4). (See Example 1 in Appendix D.) To see these equations as sufficient condi-
tions, one might need to formally invoke the cotangent bundle as a prescribed
quantity, as carried out in [25], and use the more powerful theory of exterior
differential systems [5]. These remain outside the scope of the present work.

Note that the variation of the director as expressed in ∇n̂ depends only
on six deformation modes (or the five gauge invariant quantities). However,
integration of the equations for ∇n̂ also requires knowledge of α, β, and γ,
which describe the spatial variation of p̂ and q̂. It is, therefore, natural to ask
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whether these variables are independent of the fields describing the deforma-
tion modes of n̂ or could be eliminated from the equations. As we next show,
the latter is indeed the case; as the first six compatibility conditions contain
no derivatives of the fields α, β, and γ, we may use three of these equations to
express them using the six fields {bp, bq, t, s,∆1,∆2} and their first derivatives.
When substituted back to the equations, we obtain six differential equations
in the six unknown fields describing the deformations of n̂; three equations of
the first order and three equations of the second order.

If ∆2
1 + ∆2

2 6= 0, then combining Eqs. (18) and (21) (multiplied by ∆1 and
∆2, respectively) allows us to express β as

β =
∆1t,p −∆2s,p + ∆1s,q + ∆2t,q

4∆2

−∆1∆2,p −∆2∆1,p

2∆2
+

(∆2),q
4∆2

+ t
bp∆1 + bq∆2

2∆2
. (25)

Now, a different linear combination of these two equations (essentially multi-
plied by ∆2 and −∆1, respectively) allows us to express γ as

γ =
∆2t,p + ∆1s,p −∆1t,q + ∆2s,q

4∆2

+
∆2∆1,q −∆1∆2,q

2∆2
− (∆2),p

4∆2
+ t

bp∆2 − bq∆1

2∆2
. (26)

Finally, summing Eq. (16) multiplied by ∆2, Eq. (17) multiplied by −∆1, Eq.
(19) multiplied by −∆1, and Eq. (20) multiplied by −∆2, and using the above
expressions for β and γ allow us to express α as

α =
∆2bp,p −∆2bq,q −∆1bq,p −∆1bp,q

4∆2
− bq∆1,p − bp∆2,p + bp∆1,q + bq∆2,q

8∆2

+
∆2∆1,n −∆1∆2,n

2∆2
− bp(s,q + t,p) + bq(t,q − s,p)

16∆2

− tb2

8∆2
+

(b2p − b2q)∆2 − 2bpbq∆1

4∆2
. (27)

On the other hand, if the biaxial splay vanishes, ∆2
1 +∆2

2 = 0, and b2p+b2q 6=
0, then we may use Eq. (16) and Eq. (19) to express β as

β =
bqs,n − bpt,n

2b2
+
bqbp,p − bpbq,p

b2
+

(s2 − t2)bq − 2stbp
4b2

(28)

and we may use Eqs. (17) and (20) to express γ as

γ = −bps,n + bqt,n
2b2

+
bqbp,q − bpbq,q

b2
− (s2 − t2)bp + 2stbq

4b2
. (29)
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Finally, when the biaxial splay vanishes, we can write α as a function of the
deformation modes by substituting for β and γ in Eq. (24) or we can get rid
of α by choosing p̂ and q̂ such that α = 0 (see Remark 2).

4 Selected compatible phases: specific solutions

Equations (16)-(24) form the compatibility conditions for the fundamental
equations (2), (3), and (4). The task of finding compatible phases has several
approaches. The first and most systematic one is to reformulate (16)-(24) as
an Exterior Differential System for the unknown local intrinsic fields. However,
this formalism is beyond the scope of this work. The second approach assumes
the Cartesian components of the deformation fields’ gradients are known, iden-
tifying the compatibility conditions as algebraic equations in the components
of the triad {n̂, p̂, q̂} and solving for them directly. The solutions obtained,
though, may not satisfy equations (2), (3), and (4), and their satisfaction needs
to be imposed. Thus, both approaches require the calculation of additional
conditions. We, therefore, do not follow these approaches but a third, simpler
one. We seek solutions to simplified versions of the compatibility conditions
obtained by imposing restrictions on the values of the deformation modes,
such as setting some of them to constants. Given enough constraints, the
compatibility conditions simplify and can be interpreted, allowing us to char-
acterize the resulting phases. In this method, explicit constructions guarantee
the sought solutions’ existence. Conversely, without explicit constructions, we
cannot assure a phase with the sought-simplified properties exists.

We begin this section by presenting the recently studied phases where all
the deformation modes are constant. We then discuss phases where only one
deformation mode is not constant, and finally, we investigate director fields
with only two non-vanishing deformation modes.

4.1 Directors with uniform distortion fields

Among all director fields, the simplest ones are the so-called uniform distortion
directors, i.e., those director fields with all deformation modes constant in
space. In this case, it is known that [26] (see also [9]):
(a) if ∆ = 0, then b = s = t = 0, i.e., there is only the trivial solution;

(b) if ∆ 6= 0, then s = 0, t = ±2∆, and φ = (2k+1)π
4 , k ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, where φ

is again the angle formed by the bend vector and the principal direction
of the biaxial splay. In addition, the bend vector b bisects the principal
directions of the biaxial splay: if t = 2∆, then k = 0 or k = 2 and if
t = −2∆ then k = 1, 3.
Geometrically, the two families of uniform phases correspond to a foliation

of space by parallel helices (one family of solutions is the mirror image of the
other), see Fig. 1, Left. The geometry of the helices, namely, their values of
the curvature κ and the torsion τ , depends on the two free parameters, the
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Fig. 1 Uniform distortion and splay-only phases. In the figures, the colors of the director
vectors are just a guide to the eyes. (Left) The heliconical uniform distortion phase in which
the director rotates at a constant rate along a fixed direction (not necessarily perpendicular
to the director) while displaying translational invariance in the plane perpendicular to the
screw axis [26]. The director is thus tangent to a helical conic surface from which it inherits
its name. Integral curves of the director (solid black line on the right) provide a foliation of
space by parallel helices of curvature κ = b and torsion τ = −b2/2∆. (Right) A phase with
all deformation modes equal to zero except for the splay. A splay-only phase is often termed
a hedgehog phase. The integral lines of the hedgehog director can be described as the unit
normal field of a family of concentric spheres.

biaxial splay ∆ and the bend b:

κ = b and τ = α = ∓ b2

4∆
+

(b2p − b2q)∆2 − 2bpbq∆1

4∆2
.

Remember that a helix of radius r and pitch p, ϑ 7→ (r cosϑ, r sinϑ, pϑ), has
curvature κ = r

r2+p2 and torsion τ = p
r2+p2 . Conversely, a helix of curvature κ

and torsion τ has radius r = κ
κ2+τ2 and pitch p = τ

κ2+τ2 .

4.2 Directors with a single non-uniform distortion field

We now investigate whether it is possible for a director field in Euclidean space
to have all but one deformation mode constant. The theorems below show that
this is not generally possible except for a few special cases, thus revealing an
interesting rigidity of uniform distortion fields.

Theorem 1 (Rigidity of non-uniform directors. I) Let n̂ be a director field in
Euclidean space with deformation modes bp, bq, s, t,∆1 = ∆, and ∆2 = 0, i.e., p̂ and
q̂ are the eigendirections of the biaxial splay. If bp, bq, s, and t are constant, then the
modulus of the biaxial splay ∆ must also be constant.

Theorem 2 (Rigidity of non-uniform directors. II) Let n̂ be a director field in
Euclidean space with deformation modes bp = b, bq = 0, s, t,∆1, and ∆2, i.e., p̂ is
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the normalized bend vector. If ∆1,∆2, s, and t are constant, but t 6= −2∆1 and t 6= 0,
then the bend b must be also constant.

Theorem 3 (Rigidity of non-uniform directors. III) Let n̂ be a director field in
Euclidean space with deformation modes bp, bq, t, s and vanishing biaxial splay ∆1 =
∆2 = 0.

(a) If bp, bq, and t are constant and b2p + b2q does not vanish, then the splay s must
be also constant.

(b) If bp, bq, and s are constant, then the twist t must be also constant.

The proofs of Theorems 1, 2, and 3 can be found in the Appendices A, B,
and C, respectively.

4.2.1 Non-uniform splay phases

Let us understand the exceptions to Theorems 1, 2, and 3. The first possi-
bility for a single non-uniform deformation mode director field corresponds to
the case where b = 0, t = 0,∆ = 0, but s is non-constant. An example of
such deformation mode is the hedgehog director field, see Fig. 1, Right. Geo-
metrically, the director n̂ corresponds to the normals of a family of concentric
spheres. The value of the splay at a point located at a sphere of radius R is
s = ±2/R. It turns out that this is the only non-trivial solution. To see that,
we first need to take into account the following geometric facts:
(a) if t = 0, then there exists a foliation of (a possibly finite portion of) space

by surfaces such that the unit normal of each leaf is given by the director
n̂ [1], or Chap. 3 of Ref. [11], Exercise 12;

(b) if t = 0, then the shape operator A of each leaf of the foliation in (a) is
given by (see Subsect. 4.3)

A = −dn̂ = −s
2
I −

(
∆1 ∆2

∆2 −∆1

)
,

where I is the identity operator acting on the plane orthogonal to n̂;
(c) if t = 0 and b = 0, then the foliation in (a) is given by a family of parallel

surfaces [1]. In this case, we can parametrize the region of R3 where n̂ is
defined as

R(u, v, w) = r(u, v) + wn̂(u, v).

Each surface w = const. is parallel to a prescribed surface Σ2 parametrized
by (u, v) 7→ r(u, v).
Now, assume a phase exists with t = 0, b = 0, and ∆ = 0. As n̂ has

t = 0 and b = 0, then n̂ is the field of unit normals of a family of parallel
surfaces. Since, in addition, ∆ = 0, then the shape operator of each leaf is just
A = − s2I, which implies the leaves are totally umbilical surfaces (planes or
spheres). Therefore, n̂ is either the trivial solution (foliation by parallel planes)
or a hedgehog (foliation by concentric spheres, see Fig. 1, Right.).
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Low b

High b



Fig. 2 Example of a non-uniform bend phase with t = 0 and s,∆ constant. In the figures,
the arrows representing the director are colored by the value of the bend b. (Left) The
non-uniform bend and uniform splay 2d phase obtained by considering n̂ orthogonal to the
one-parameter family of circles of radius ρ constant given by λ 7→ rλ(θ) = (λ+ρ cos θ, ρ sin θ)
(dashed lines). The integral lines of n̂ (full lines) have a bend equal to b = 1

ρ
tan θ while the

splay s = 1/ρ is constant. (Right) The 3d phase obtained by translating the 2d phase on the
left in the direction orthogonal to the plane of the 2d phase. The director n̂ is orthogonal
to a family of cylinders of the same radius and parallel axes but with distinct centers. Since
n̂ is normal to the foliation by the cylinders ρ 7→ Rλ(θ, z) = (λ + ρ cos θ, ρ sin θ, z), the
twist vanishes t = 0. In addition, as the leaves have uniform geometry, their shape operator
An = −dn̂ is constant, see Eq. (57). Therefore, the biaxial splay and splay must be constant.
(The cylinders have distinct colors to ease the visualization.)

4.2.2 Non-uniform bend phases

Let us now investigate the exceptions to Theorem 2. We may have a phase
with non-uniform bend provided that s,∆1, and ∆2 are constant, ∆2

1+∆2
2 6= 0,

and t = 0 or t = −2∆2.

a) Non-uniform bend phases with zero twist: First assume that t = 0 and
∆1,∆2, and s are constant, with ∆2

1 + ∆2
2 6= 0, and bq = 0, but bp = b non-

uniform. We are going to show that we can construct n̂ as the unit normal
of a foliation of a finite domain of space by cylinders of the same radius and
with parallel axes, as illustrated in Fig. 2.

Here, the compatibility equations (16)–(21) become

0 = −b,p − b2 −
s2

4
− s∆1 − (∆)2 + 2α∆2, (30)

0 = −b,q − s∆2 − 2α∆1, (31)

0 = −2β∆1 − 2γ∆2, (32)

0 = −s∆2 − 2α∆1 − βb, (33)

0 = −s
2

4
+ s∆1 − (∆)2 − 2α∆2 − γb, (34)

0 = −2β∆2 + 2γ∆1. (35)
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From Eqs. (32) and (35), we conclude that

t,∇∆1,∇∆2,∇s, bq = 0⇒ β, γ = 0. (36)

Now, adding Eq. (33) multiplied by ∆1 and Eq. (34) multiplied by ∆2, we can
obtain for α

t,∇∆1,∇∆2,∇s, bq = 0⇒ α = − ∆2

2∆2

(
s2

2
+ ∆2

)
, (37)

which is constant. Let us exploit the remaining compatibility equations, Eq.
(23), which gives

0 = b(
s

2
−∆1)⇒ s = 2∆1, (38)

where we are assuming b 6= 0. (Otherwise, the phase would be uniform.) On
the other hand, Eq. (24) gives

0 = −s
2

4
+ ∆2

1 + ∆2
2 ⇒ ∆2 = 0. (39)

In particular, α = 0. As mentioned in the previous subsection, the condition
t = 0 implies that the director corresponds to the field of unit normals to leaves
of a foliation by surfaces whose shape operators are given by A = − s2I − D,
where I is the identity operator and D is the traceless and symmetric operator
acting on the plane orthogonal to n̂ such that D11 = ∆1 and D12 = ∆2. From
what we deduced so far, the director n̂ corresponds to the field of unit normals
of surfaces with shape operator

A = −dn̂ = −s
2
I −

(
∆1 ∆2

∆2 −∆1

)
=

(
−s 0
0 0

)
. (40)

Therefore, the leaves of the foliation are cylinders of radius R = 1/s and axis
q̂. Substituting α, β, γ = 0, s = 2∆1, and ∆2 = 0 in Eq. (4) implies ∇q̂ = 0
and, therefore, it follows that the cylinders’ axes are all parallel.

Finally, substituting s = 2∆1 in Eq. (30) gives the following evolution
equation for b along p̂

− b,p = b2 + 4∆2 = b2 + s2. (41)

Noting that the system displays translational invariance along the direction of
q̂, Eq. (41) can be interpreted as the compatibility condition for a 2d director
with uniform splay and non-uniform bend [19, 27].

b) Non-uniform bend phases with non-zero twist: Assume that ∆1,∆2, s are
constant, t = −2∆2 6= 0, and bq = 0 (so, bp = b). We will show that s = 2∆1,

which implies that n̂ is a cholesteric with pitch axis P̂ = q̂.
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We say that n̂ is a cholesteric with pitch axis P̂ if P̂ ·∇n̂ has no component
along P̂ [3]. Following the notation in [3], we may define a new parameter q
from P̂ · ∇n̂. The Eqs. (11) and (12) imply the director n̂ is (i) a cholesteric
with pitch axis P̂ = p̂ if and only if s = −2∆1 and (ii) a cholesteric with pitch
axis P̂ = q̂ if and only if s = 2∆1. A director field may have two, one, or no
cholesteric pitch axes depending on whether the cholestericity R = t2 − 2σ is
positive, zero, or negative, respectively. Here, σ denotes the saddle-splay [3],
which can be expressed in terms of the local deformation modes by [21]:

σ = ∇ · [s n̂− n̂ · ∇n̂] =
1

2

(
s2 + t2

)
− 2∆2. (42)

Using that our non-uniform bend phase satisfies t = −2∆2 and s = 2∆1

implies that σ = 0 and, therefore, the cholestericity is positive. Thus, there
must exist a second cholesteric pitch. Indeed, in addition to P̂1 = q̂, the
director n̂ also has P̂2 = 1

∆2 (∆2p̂ − ∆1q̂) as a cholesteric pitch axis. Note

that neither P̂1 nor P̂2 provides a foliation (since P̂i would be the field of unit
normals, the director n̂ would be tangent to the leaves): both pitch axes have

twist P̂1 · ∇ × P̂1 and P̂2 · ∇ × P̂2 given by −2∆2(1 + b2

4∆2 ), where we used

that α = ∆2

2∆2 b
2 as we are going to show in Eq. (52) below.

In this case, the second pitch axis, P̂2, has an interesting property; its
integral curves are straight lines. Indeed, this is the same as showing that the
P̂2-integral curves have no curvature, i.e., P̂2 · ∇P̂2 = 0. Using Eqs. (11) and
(12) with t = −2∆2 and s = 2∆1 constant, we have

P̂2 · ∇P̂2 =
1

∆2

[
∆2

2 p̂ · ∇p̂ + ∆2
1 q̂ · ∇q̂−∆1∆2(p̂ · ∇q̂ + q̂ · ∇p̂)

]
=

1

∆2
[∆2

2(βq̂− 2∆1n̂)− γ∆2
1 p̂−∆1∆2(−βp̂ + γq̂− 2∆2n̂)]

=
β∆2 − γ∆1

∆2
(∆1 p̂ + ∆2 q̂). (43)

Now, using Eq. (51), to be proved below, we obtain β∆2 − γ∆1 = 0 and,
consequently, P̂2 · ∇P̂2 = 0 as stated.

If we choose {n̂, P̂2, Q̂2 ≡ n̂× P̂2} as a new frame, then the corresponding
deformation modes {b̃p, b̃q, t̃ = t, s̃ = s, ∆̃1, ∆̃2, α̃, β̃, γ̃} are

b̃p =
b∆2

∆
, b̃q =

b∆1

∆
, ∆̃1 = −∆1, ∆̃2 = ∆2, α̃ = α, β̃ = 0, γ̃ = −b∆2

∆
. (44)

Remember that t and s do not depend on the choice of frame.
Let us show that s = 2∆1, which will imply that n̂ constitutes a cholesteric

phase. Assuming that ∆1,∆2, s are constant, t = −2∆2 6= 0, and bq = 0, the
compatibility equations (16)–(21) become

0 = −b,p − b2 −
s2

4
+
t2

4
− s∆1 − (∆)2 + 2α∆2, (45)
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0 = −b,q − s(−
t

2
+ ∆2)− 2α∆1, (46)

0 = tb− 2β∆1 − 2γ∆2, (47)

0 = −s( t
2

+ ∆2)− 2α∆1 − βb, (48)

0 = −s
2

4
+
t2

4
+ s∆1 − (∆)2 − 2α∆2 − γb, (49)

0 = −2β∆2 + 2γ∆1. (50)

Since ∆2
1 + ∆2

2 6= 0, the coefficients β and γ are given by

β =
tb∆1

2∆2
= −b∆1∆2

∆2
and γ =

tb∆2

2∆2
= −b∆

2
2

∆2
. (51)

Then, Eq. (48) implies

α = − βb

2∆1
= − t

4∆2
b2 =

∆2

2∆2
b2. (52)

Note that Eqs. (22) and (23) become

0 = α,p − β,n − β(
s

2
+ ∆1) + α(b+ γ), (53)

0 = α,q − γ,n + (b− γ)(
s

2
−∆1)− 2β∆2 − αβ. (54)

We can manipulate the compatibility equations and deduce that, see Eqs.
(B27) and (B28) in the appendix, we can write

∆2b,p −∆1b,q = 2∆2(
t2

4
− s2

4
−∆2)− b2(

t

2
+ ∆2)− st∆1

= −2∆2(
s2

4
+ ∆2

1) + 2s∆1∆2 = −2∆2(
s

2
−∆1)2, (55)

where in the second equality, we used that t = −2∆2.
Finally, adding Eq. (53) multiplied by −∆2 and Eq. (54) multiplied by ∆1,

and using the relation above for ∆2b,p −∆1b,q, give

0 =
4b∆2

2

∆2

(s
2
−∆1

)2

⇒ s = 2∆1. (56)

4.3 Vanishing twist phases

It is known that the necessary and sufficient condition for the director n̂ to be
orthogonal to the leaves of a foliation of (a possibly finite domain of) space
by surfaces is the vanishing of the twist t = n̂ · ∇ × n̂ = 0 [1, 11]. (As is often
the case with if-and-only-if theorems, one of the implications is easy to prove.
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Indeed, if n̂ = ∇f/‖∇f‖, i.e., n̂ is a unit normal for the level sets of f , then
performing the explicit calculations shows that n̂ · ∇ × n̂ = 0.)

Let us investigate how to relate the leaves’ geometry to the director’s defor-
mation modes. For a director n̂ at a point p, the tangent plane of the leaf
passing through p is given by Tp = {v : v · n̂ = 0}. We may then associate
with n̂ the family of shape operators that measure the variation of n̂ along Tp

An : Tp → Tp
v 7→ −(v · ∇)n̂.

(57)

Note that An(v) does belong to Tp: n̂ · n̂ = 1⇒ (v · ∇n̂) · n̂ = 0.
Taking into account Eqs. (11) and (12), the matrix coefficients of An in the

basis {p̂, q̂} is precisely

An =

(
−(p̂ · ∇n̂) · p̂ −(q̂ · ∇n̂) · p̂
−(p̂ · ∇n̂) · q̂ −(q̂ · ∇n̂) · q̂

)
=

(
−( s2 + ∆1) −(− t

2 + ∆2)
−( t2 + ∆2) −( s2 −∆1)

)
. (58)

The operators An are indeed the shape operators of the leaves of a foliation
if, and only if, each An is symmetric: An = ATn ⇔ t = 0.

Note that s = −Tr(An). In addition, using the relation between the saddle-
splay, twist, splay, and biaxial splay given by Eq. (42), we can write

σ = 2 det(An). (59)

Thus, if we assume t = 0, then the mean H and Gaussian K curvatures of the
family of shape operators An associated with the director n̂ satisfy s = −2H
and σ = 2K. Moreover, if {p̂, q̂} are the eigenvectors of the biaxial splay, then
they also correspond to the principal directions of each surface in the foliation
orthogonal to n̂.

4.3.1 Zero bend and zero twist phases

From Eq. (11), we see that ∇× n̂ = 0 if, and only if, t = 0 and b = 0. Then,
we can locally write n̂ = ∇f for some scalar function f . Since the gradient of
f is of unit length, the length of an integral line of n̂ connecting a point of
the level set {f = c1} to a point of the level set {f = c2} is always |c2 − c2|.
It follows that the distance between the level sets {f = c1} and {f = c2}
is precisely |c2 − c2|. An example of such a phase is given by the splay-only
hedgehog phase, see Fig. 1, Right.

We can state that n̂ corresponds to the unit normals of a foliation by
equidistant surfaces if, and only if, t = 0 and b = 0. In this case, we can
parametrize the region where n̂ is defined as

(u, v, w) 7→ R(u, v, w) = r(v, w) + u n̂(v, w),

where r parametrizes some chosen level set of f . As we will prove in Subsect.
4.6, if b = 0, the values of the deformations modes are then determined by the
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Fig. 3 Example of a zero twist and zero splay phase. In the figures, the arrows representing
the director are colored by the value of the bend b. (Left and Right) Distinct views of the
phase obtained from the unit normal vector field of a foliation of a portion of space by
(vertically translated) helicoids, i.e., the levels sets of f(x, y, z) = z − p arctan(y/x). The
integral lines of the director field n̂ = ∇f/‖∇f‖ are helices and they can be parametrized as

c(u) = (ρ0 cos(−ω u+θ0), ρ0 sin(−ω u+θ0), (ωρ20/p)u+p θ0), where ω = (p/ρ0)(ρ20 +p2)−
1
2

and the initial condition c(0) is taken as a point of f(x, y, z) = 0. The bend is the curvature
of the helices: b = p2/ρ0(p2 + ρ20). Consequently, the phase has a non-uniform bend. In
addition, note that the closer to the common axis of the helicoids, i.e., the smaller the value
of ρ0, the higher the bend. (In the figures, the helicoids have distinct colors to ease the
visualization.)

values they assume on the points of r(v, w). Using Eqs. (84) and (86) from
Subsect. 4.6, the mean and Gaussian curvatures of a surface of the foliation at
a distance u from r(v, w) are given by

H =
H0 −K0u

1− 2H0u+K0u2
and K =

K0

1− 2H0u+K0u2
, (60)

where H0 and K0 are the mean and Gaussian curvatures of r. (See also [10],
Exercise 11, Chapter 3.)

4.4 Zero splay and zero twist phases

As the splay relates to the mean curvature of the leaves orthogonal to the
director, s = −2H, we see that if s = 0, then n̂ is the unit normal of a foliation
of a portion of space by minimal surfaces.

As an example, we may consider the level sets of the scalar function
f(x, y, z) = z − p arctan(y/x). Each leaf of the foliation obtained from f
is a (vertically translated) helicoid of pitch p, which is a well-known min-
imal surface, see Fig. 3. The director is given by n̂ = ∇f/‖∇f‖, where
∇f = (py/(x2 + y2),−px/(x2 + y2), 1). Note that the director n̂ and the
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Fig. 4 Example of a zero twist and zero biaxial splay phase. In the figures, the arrows
representing the director are colored by the value of the bend b. (Left) The non-uniform
bend and uniform splay 2d phase obtained by considering n̂ orthogonal to the one-parameter
family of circles of radius ρ constant given by λ 7→ rλ(θ) = (λ + ρ cos θ, ρ sin θ) (dashed
lines). The integral lines of n̂ (full lines) have a bend equal to b = 1

ρ
tan θ while the splay

s = 2/ρ is constant. (Right) The 3d phase obtained by rotating the 2d phase on the left
around rλ. The director n̂ is orthogonal to a family of spheres with distinct centers but the
same radii. Since n̂ can be used as the unit normal of foliation of a finite domain of space by
the spheres ρ 7→ Rλ(θ, ψ) = (λ+ ρ cos θ, ρ sin θ cosψ, ρ sin θ sinψ), the twist vanishes t = 0.
In addition, as the leaves are totally umbilical surfaces, their shape operator An = −dn̂ are
a multiple of the identity, see Eq. (57). Therefore, the biaxial splay vanishes as well. (The
spheres have distinct colors to ease the visualization.)

gradient ∇f have the same integral lines up to reparametrization. A curve
c(θ) = (x(θ), y(θ), z(θ)) is an integral line of ∇f if

ẋ(θ) =
p y(θ)

x(θ)2 + y(θ)2
, ẏ(θ) = − p x(θ)

x(θ)2 + y(θ)2
, and ż(θ) = 1.

The solution c(θ) is a helix given by

c(θ; ρ0, θ0) = (ρ0 cos(− 1

ρ2
0

pθ + θ0), ρ0 sin(− 1

ρ2
0

pθ + θ0), θ + pθ0),

where the initial condition c(0) is taken as a point on a chosen helicoid,
e.g., Σ0 : z = p arctan y

x .(2) In this case, ρ0 and θ0 parametrize Σ0. Finally,
parametrizing c(θ) by its arc length gives an integral line of the director. Note
that c(θ) is a helix of radius ρ0 and pitch P = −ρ0p . Thus, the integral lines of
the director n̂ have a handedness opposite to that of the helices foliating the
family of helicoids orthogonal to n̂.

4.5 Zero biaxial splay and zero twist phases

If the biaxial splay vanishes, then the shape operator of the leaves orthogonal
to the director is diagonal with two identical eigenvalues. Therefore, the leaves

2The solution of ż(θ) = 1 is z(θ) = θ + ζ0. The fact that c(0) must be a point of a helicoid
implies ζ0 depends on θ0. If c(0) ∈ Σ0, then ζ0 = pθ0.
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Low b

High b

Fig. 5 Example of a zero twist and zero biaxial splay phase. In the figures, the arrows
representing the director are colored by the value of the bend b. (Left) The non-uniform bend
and non-uniform splay 2d phase obtained by considering n̂ orthogonal to the one-parameter
family of circles λ 7→ rλ(θ) = (λ−λ cos θ, λ sin θ) (dashed lines). The integral lines of n̂ (full
lines) are circles or a horizontal line and, therefore, n̂ ·∇b = 0. On the other hand, the splay
varies only along the direction of n̂: p̂ ·∇s = 0. The derivatives p̂ ·∇b and n̂ ·∇s must comply
with the 2d compatibility equation 0 = b2 + s2 + n̂ · ∇s + p̂ · ∇b [19, 27]. (Right) The 3d
phase obtained by rotating the 2d phase on the left around rλ. The director n̂ is orthogonal
to a family of spheres with distinct centers and radii. Since n̂ can be used as the unit normal
of foliation by the spheres λ 7→ Rλ(θ, ψ) = (λ − λ cos θ, λ sin θ cosψ, λ sin θ sinψ), the twist
vanishes t = 0. As the leaves are totally umbilical surfaces, their shape operator An = −dn̂
is a multiple of the identity; see Eq. (57). Therefore, the biaxial splay vanishes as well. (The
spheres have distinct colors to ease the visualization.)

must be totally umbilical; they are either portions of spheres or planes [10],
Prop. 4 of Chap. 3. It follows that the splay is constant along the leaves, i.e.,
p̂ · ∇s = 0 and q̂ · ∇s = 0.

In Fig. 4, we illustrate a phase where the director n̂ is orthogonal to the
leaves of a foliation of a finite domain of space by spheres of constant radius
centered along a line. In contrast, Fig. 5 illustrates a phase where the director
n̂ is orthogonal to the leaves of a foliation by spheres centered along a line
but with distinct radii. Finally, note that concentric circles yield the hedgehog
phase as illustrated in Fig. 1, Right.

It turns out that the process of obtaining phases with zero twist and zero
biaxial splay from the unit normals of a foliation of an open set of R3 by pieces
of spheres is generic. Indeed, given a point p in space, consider the integral
line c(u) of n̂ passing through p. Then, every point of c(u) is intersected by
a unique sphere whose center and radius may be denoted by r(u) and ρ(u).
(If some leaves are planes, we should allow for 1/ρ to have zeros.) In Fig. 4,
we have r(λ) = λx̂ and ρ constant, while in Fig. 5 we have r(λ) = λx̂ and
ρ(λ) = λ.

Now, let us compute the deformation modes of phases with n̂ orthogonal
to a foliation by spheres. As concentric circles necessarily yield the well-known
hedgehog or the trivial nematic phases, we may assume that the curve r
describing the centers of the spheres does not degenerate to a point. Consider
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r(λ) parametrized by its arc-length, i.e., r′(λ) · r′(λ) = 1. Now, consider the
Frenet frame of r [24], {T̂, N̂, B̂}, and define the frame

n̂ = cos θT̂ + sin θ cosψN̂ + sin θ sinψB̂,

p̂ = − sin θT̂ + cos θ cosψN̂ + cos θ sinψB̂, and q̂ = − sinψN̂ + cosψB̂.

Let us denote by κ and τ the curvature and torsion of r.
If the director n̂ is orthogonal to the spheres Σλ = S2(r(λ), ρ(λ)) of

radii ρ(λ) and centered at the points of r(λ), then we can parametrize a
neighborhood of space where n̂ is defined as

R(λ, θ, ψ) = r(λ) + ρ(λ)n̂(λ, θ, ψ). (61)

We can write the vector fields in the frame {n̂, p̂, q̂} in terms of the parametric
velocity vectors {∂R/∂λ, ∂R/∂θ, ∂R/∂ψ} as

n̂ = 1
ρ′+cos θ

∂R
∂λ + sin θ−ρκ cosψ

ρ′+cos θ
∂R
∂θ + κ cos θ sinψ−τ sin θ

sin θ(ρ′+cos θ)
∂R
∂ψ ,

p̂ = 1
ρ
∂R
∂θ , and q̂ = 1

ρ sin θ
∂R
∂ψ .

(62)

Therefore, we can compute the directional derivatives n̂ ·∇, p̂ ·∇, and q̂ ·∇ in
terms of the partial derivatives with respect to the coordinates (λ, θ, ψ): recall
that ∂R

∂λ · ∇ = ∂
∂λ , ∂R

∂θ · ∇ = ∂
∂θ , and ∂R

∂ψ · ∇ = ∂
∂ψ . Now, using Eqs. (11) and

(12), we can finally obtain that

bp = − sin θ

ρ(cos θ + ρ′)
, bq = 0,

s

2
+∆1 =

1

ρ
,
s

2
−∆1 =

1

ρ
,
t

2
−∆2 = 0,

t

2
+∆2 = 0.

(63)
Thus, this process provides us with phases of zero twist, zero biaxial splay,

and splay s = 2
ρ uniform on each leaf as expected. Note that the bend displays

non-trivial variation both within the leaves and between leaves as a function
of ρ(λ), yet retains the rotational symmetry in the plane normal to T̂.

4.6 Vanishing bend phases

Next, we come to study directors with no bend, often called Beltrami fields.
(Note that we do not assume ∇·n̂ = 0 as some authors do in studying Beltrami
fields [8].) We will show that this family of directors depends on three functions
to be prescribed on an initial surface transversal to n̂: see Eqs. (84), (85), and
(86) below. In addition, these three functions must comply with two differential
relations as a consequence of Eqs. (66) and (69) below. (The solutions (84),
(85), and (86) are obtained from the compatibility equations (64), (65), (67),
and (68), that only contain derivatives in the direction of n̂.)

Setting bp = bq = 0 in the compatibility equations (16)–(21) gives

0 = −(
s

2
+ ∆1),n −

s2

4
+
t2

4
− s∆1 − (∆)2 + 2α∆2, (64)
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0 = −(− t
2

+ ∆2),n − s(−
t

2
+ ∆2)− 2α∆1, (65)

0 = −(− t
2

+ ∆2),p + (
s

2
+ ∆1),q − 2β∆1 − 2γ∆2, (66)

0 = −(
t

2
+ ∆2),n − s(

t

2
+ ∆2)− 2α∆1, (67)

0 = −(
s

2
−∆1),n −

s2

4
+
t2

4
+ s∆1 − (∆)2 − 2α∆2, (68)

0 = −(
s

2
−∆1),p + (

t

2
+ ∆2),q − 2β∆2 + 2γ∆1. (69)

The coefficients α, β, and γ are

α =
∆2∆1,n −∆1∆2,n

2∆2
, (70)

β =
∆1t,p −∆2s,p + ∆1s,q + ∆2t,q

4∆2
− ∆1∆2,p −∆2∆1,p

2∆2
+

(∆2),q
4∆2

, (71)

and

γ =
∆2t,p + ∆1s,p −∆1t,q + ∆2s,q

4∆2
+

∆2∆1,q −∆1∆2,q

2∆2
− (∆2),p

4∆2
. (72)

Our main goal here is to show how the description of Beltrami fields
depends on the information prescribed on an initial surface. In the present
case, the triplet of deformation modes {t, s, σ} can be interpreted more trans-
parently and naturally and thus will be used instead of the triplet {t, s,∆}.
Indeed, as discussed in Subsect. 4.3, the splay plays the role of the mean cur-
vature, the saddle-splay plays the role of the Gaussian curvature, and the twist
measures the deviation of the director from being orthogonal to the leaves of
a foliation.

Summing Eq. (64) and Eq. (68) and then using Eq. (42), we obtain

s,n + s2 = σ. (73)

On the other hand, subtracting Eq. (67) from Eq. (65) gives

t,n + st = 0. (74)

To find the evolution equation for σ, we may use the evolution equation
for ∆2. First, subtract Eq. (64) from Eq. (68):

∆1,n + s∆1 − 2α∆2 = 0. (75)
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Now, summing Eq. (67) and Eq. (65):

∆2,n + s∆2 + 2α∆1 = 0. (76)

Finally, summing Eq. (75) multiplied by ∆1 and Eq. (76) multiplied by ∆2

gives
(∆2),n + 2s∆2 = 0. (77)

Thus, using Eq. (42) together with Eqs. (73) and (74) allow us to obtain

σ,n + sσ = 0. (78)

Remark 3 By choosing p̂ and q̂ such that α = 0 (see Remark 2), we obtain the
evolution equation for ∆i as ∆i,n + s∆i = 0, i = 1, 2. In addition, if α = 0, then
Eq. (70) implies that ratio between ∆1 and ∆2 is constant. In the case of Beltrami
fields, we get α = 0 if we choose p̂ and q̂ as the eigenvectors of the biaxial splay:
∆2 = 0⇒ α = 0 by Eq. (70).

Let us integrate Eqs. (73), (74), and (78). First, introduce a coordinate
system (u, v, w) such that n̂ = ∂

∂u . For example, if we consider a surface
(v, w) 7→ r(v, w) transversal to n̂, then we may define (u, v, w) 7→ R(u, v, w) =
r(v, w) + u n̂(v, w), where n̂(v, w) is the restriction of n̂ on the points of r.
Then, f,n = n̂ · ∇f = ∂f/∂u = fu.

Taking the derivative of Eq. (73) and using Eq. (78) imply suu + 2ssu =
σu = −sσ. Using Eq. (78) again to eliminate σ finally gives

suu + 3ssu + s3 = 0. (79)

Introducing Y (s) = ds/du, the equation above is mapped onto Y ′(s) = −3s−
s3/Y (s), which is an equation of Chini type [14], Eq. I·55, p. 303. The general
solution for s is

s(u, v, w) =
2A(u+B)

Au2 + 2AB u+AB2 + 3
=

2A(u+B)

A(u+B)2 + 3
, (80)

where A = A(v, w) and B = B(v, w). For t and σ, the solutions are

t(u, v, w) = t0(v, w) exp(−
∫ u

0

s(x)dx) =
C

A(u+B)2 + 3
(81)

and

σ(u, v, w) = σ0(v, w) exp(−
∫ u

0

s(x)dx) =
D

A(u+B)2 + 3
, (82)

where C = C(v, w) and D = D(v, w).
The functions A,B,C, and D are not entirely arbitrary. Indeed, we have

a few relations between the functions A,B,C,D and t, s, and σ at u = 0, i.e.,
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along the transversal surface r. Namely, s0 = 2AB/(AB2 +3), t0 = C/(AB2 +
3), and σ0 = D/(AB2 + 3), where s0 = s0(v, w) = s(0, v, w), t0 = t0(v, w) =
t(0, v, w), and σ0 = σ0(v, w) = σ0(0, v, w). An additional equation comes from
the fact that s0 and σ0 must be connected by su + s2 = −σ:

su + s2 =
2A

A(B + u)2 + 3
, σ =

D

A(u+B)2 + 3

u=0⇒ D = −2A. (83)

Now, dividing s0 by σ0 gives

s0

σ0
=

2AB

D
= −B.

In addition, using the expression for σ0, we have

−2A = AB2σ0 + 3σ0 = As2
0/σ0 + 3σ0,

which gives

A = − 3σ0

2 +
s20
σ0

= − 3σ2
0

2σ0 + s2
0

⇒ D =
6σ2

0

2σ0 + s2
0

.

Finally, the remaining coefficient is

C = t0(AB2 + 3) = t0

(
− 3σ2

0

2σ0 + s2
0

s2
0

σ2
0

+ 3

)
=

6 t0σ0

2σ0 + s2
0

.

In short, the general solutions for the splay, twist, and saddle splay of a
Beltrami director field are

s =
2
−3σ2

0

2σ0+s20
(u− s0

σ0
)

3[2σ0+s20−(s0−uσ0)2]

2σ+s20

=
2σ0(s0 − σ0u)

2σ0 + s2
0 − (s0 − σ0u)2

=
s0 − σ0u

1 + s0u− σ0
u2

2

, (84)

t =
2t0σ0

2σ0 + s2
0 − (s0 − σ0u)2

=
t0

1 + s0u− σ0
u2

2

, (85)

and

σ =
2σ2

0

2σ0 + s2
0 − (s0 − σ0u)2

=
σ0

1 + s0u− σ0
u2

2

. (86)

As discussed after Eqs. (75) and (76), we may choose p̂ and q̂ such that ∆2 = 0.
Under this Gauge choice, there are only three remaining deformation modes
to investigate, either {s, t, σ} or {s, t,∆}. Remember that splay, twist, biaxial
splay, and saddle-splay are connected by Eq. (42).

The solutions (84), (85), and (86) depend on three functions to be pre-
scribed on an initial surface transversal to n̂. However, these functions are not
entirely arbitrary, as they must comply with Eqs. (66) and (69).

Finally, note that splay, twist, and saddle splay may be singular at those
points R(u, v, w) where the denominator in Eqs. (84), (85), and (86) vanishes:
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d(u) = 1 + s0u− σ0u
2/2 = 0. If σ0 = 0, this happens when u = 1/s0. On the

other hand, if σ0 > 0, then s2
0 + 2σ0 > 0 and d(u) = 0 has two real distinct

solutions, one positive and one negative. Indeed,
√
s2

0 + 2σ0 > |s0| and then s0 ≥ 0⇒ s0+
√
s20+2σ0

σ0
> s0

σ0
+ s0

σ0
≥ 0 and

s0−
√
s20+2σ0

σ0
< s0

σ0
− s0

σ0
< 0

s0 < 0⇒ s0+
√
s20+2σ0

σ0
> s0

σ0
− s0

σ0
> 0 and

s0−
√
s20+2σ0

σ0
< s0

σ0
+ s0

σ0
< 0

.

(87)
Thus, for σ0 < 0, d(u) may have zero, one, or two real solutions as long as
s2

0 +2σ0 < 0, = 0, or > 0, respectively. When s2
0 +2σ0 = 0, the unique solution

for d(u) = 0 is u = s0/σ0. Contrarily to the case σ0 > 0, when s2
0 + 2σ0 > 0

and σ0 < 0, the two solutions have the same sign.
As an example, consider the director field n̂(x, y, z) = (cos f(z), sin f(z), 0),

where x, y, z are Cartesian coordinates and f is a smooth function. Here, ∇×
n̂ = (−f ′ cos f,−f ′ sin f, 0) = −f ′n̂ and then b = n̂×∇× n̂ = 0. Therefore, n̂
is a Beltrami director field. The twist is t = n̂ · ∇ × n̂ = −f ′, the splay is s =
∇ · n̂ = 0, and finally the saddle splay is σ = 0. Let Σ be a surface transversal
to n̂ as, for example, the plane y = 0. Take as initial conditions on Σ the values
s0(v, w) = 0, σ0(v, w) = 0, and t0(v, w) = −f ′(w). As expected, applying Eqs.
(84), (85), and (86) to these initial conditions gives t = t0 = −f ′(w), s = 0,
and σ = 0.

4.7 Stacked planar phases

We conclude by examining the special case where the director constitutes
stacked planar phases, yet with a possible twist. In this case, space is foliated
by planes in which n̂ and b span the local tangent planes. Setting p̂ ‖ b we
obtain that q̂ = const., and consequently Jq = 0. We may thus deduce that

∆1 =
s

2
, ∆2 = − t

2
, bq = 0, α = 0, β = 0, γ = 0. (88)

In this case, the compatibility conditions assume a straightforward form:

s2 + b2p + s,n + bp,p = 0 (89)

and
bp,q = st+ t,n , s,q = −bpt− t,p . (90)

Equation (89) is the known two-dimensional compatibility condition within
each of the leaves [19, 27], while equations (90) describe how the bend and splay
evolve between leaves as a function of the twist and its tangential derivatives.
We note that differentiating equation (89) along q̂ and substituting equation
(90) (along with the relations (q̂ · ∇)p̂ = tn̂ and (q̂ · ∇)n̂ = −tp̂) results in
a trivial relation. Thus the satisfaction of equation (89) in one of the tangent
planes is propagated along q̂ by equations (90) to all of space. We conclude
that it suffices to prescribe the values the twist assumes in a three-dimensional
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domain and compatible splay and bend functions along a single plane to deter-
mine the domain’s texture uniquely. The cholesteric phase described at the
end of the previous subsection on Beltrami fields is a particular example in
which the bend and splay vanish identically, and the twist is uniform across
each planar leaf.

5 Concluding remarks

In this work, we derived through vector calculus the compatibility conditions
for three-dimensional director fields in Euclidean space. The results presented
here agree with the results obtained for uniform distortion fields [26] and also
coincide with the results obtained through the method of moving frames [9, 20].
Our strategy consisted in seeing Eqs. (2), (3), and (4) as a system of PDEs
defining an orthonormal triad containing the director. This system is naturally
subjected to integrability conditions, which gives us compatibility equations.

We have shown that every three-dimensional director field is fully charac-
terized by five fields, namely s, t, b,∆, and φ (the splay, twist, bend magnitude,
biaxial splay magnitude, and the relative angle between the bend vector and
the principal directions of the biaxial splay, respectively). The values these
fields can assume in space are related to each other through six differential
relations termed the compatibility conditions.

The existence of compatibility equations naturally leads to finding solutions
to the set of compatibility conditions. The most comprehensive way of find-
ing solutions to equations (16)-(24) is to consider them as partial differential
equations for the fields s, t, b,∆, and φ, and seek their solvability conditions in
the most general sense, and possibly classify their solutions. Another approach
considers the compatibility conditions as algebraic equations for the sought
triad. This approach yields the Cartesian components of the triad as func-
tions of the intrinsic deformation modes and the Cartesian components of
their gradients. By construction, these will satisfy the compatibility conditions.
However, calculated in this fashion, there is no assurance that the resulting
triad matches the sought deformation modes, e.g., that the splay of the found
director indeed coincides with the prescribed value of s. Requiring that the
resulting triad be orthonormal and that its deformation modes’ values coin-
cide with the prescribed ones yields another set of compatibility conditions.
This idea of interpreting the compatibility conditions as algebraic equations
for the components of the sought vector fields was first implemented in 2d, see
Section 3 of [19], and later in 3d, see Section 4 of [20]. However, in neither case
were the most general compatibility conditions obtained.

Given the generality of the compatibility equations, it may be naive to
expect to solve them in general without severe simplifying assumptions. In
practice, the compatibility conditions should be seen as complementing the
Euler-Lagrange equations associated with an energy functional written in
terms of the deformation modes. The system composed of Euler-Lagrange
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Phases of uniform distortion modes

s = 0, t = ±2∆, bp = ±bq n̂ is tangent to a foliation of
space by parallel helices

Phases with a single non-uniform distortion mode

t, b,∆ = 0,∇s 6= 0 n̂ normal to a foliation by
concentric spheres (hedge-
hog)

t, bq,∆2 = 0, s = 2∆1,∇b 6= 0 n̂ normal to a foliation by
cylinders with parallel axes

t = −2∆2,s = 2∆1,bq = 0,∇b 6= 0 Special biaxial cholesteric

Phases of vanishing twist (n̂ is orthogonal to a foliation
of a domain by surfaces)

t = 0, b = 0 leaves are parallel surfaces
t = 0,∆ = 0 leaves are spheres/planes
t = 0, s = 0 leaves are minimal surfaces

Phases of vanishing bend (Beltrami fields)

b = 0 n̂ tangent to a foliation by
straight lines

Table 1 Families of director fields with restricted deformation modes.

equations and compatibility conditions may be amenable to further analyti-
cal progress or numerical solutions. The path taken here does not incorporate
the Euler-Lagrange equations but rather follows a less general yet more appli-
cable route. In this work, we interpreted and exploited the compatibility
equations as necessary conditions for the existence of an orthonormal triad.
We imposed constraints that some of the deformation modes were constant or
vanishing and then solved reduced compatibility conditions for the remaining
modes. This allowed us to simplify the compatibility conditions and obtain the
corresponding compatible phases. Table 1 summarizes these results.

In a few of the cases presented here, the compatibility conditions reduce
to a boundary value problem allowing to identify the relevant degrees of free-
dom that fully determine the phase in space. These dimensionally reduced
descriptions of the phases allow us to understand “how many” distinct fields
could be constructed with the desired property. More importantly, they also
advance our understanding in approaching the relevant inverse design prob-
lems, where one seeks the local fields to prescribe in order to obtain a specific
desired texture [13].

The compatibility conditions not only identify which local deformation
modes could not exist in R3 but can also guide the construction of optimal
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compromises that approximate well these unattainable phases. The helicon-
ical phase that arises in lieu of a phase of a constant bend and vanishing
splay, twist, and saddle splay constitutes a uniform compromise associated
with extensive energy. For small enough domains, one may expect non-uniform
phases that are associated with super-extensive energy scaling [17] to provide
a better approximation for the unattainable phase. In this case, an optimal
compromise could be constructed by coinciding with the desired incompatible
deformation modes along a surface (or a curve) and using the compatibility
conditions to propagate the texture away from the surface (curve) along which
the deformation modes were prescribed.

Appendix A Proof of Theorem 1

In what follows, we make use of the shorthand notations

〈Db,b〉 = (b2p − b2q)∆1 + 2bpbq∆2 = b2∆ cos(2φ) (A1)

and
〈JDb,b〉 = (b2q − b2p)∆2 + 2bpbq∆1 = b2∆ sin(2φ). (A2)

Here, φ is the angle formed by the bend vector and the principal direction of the
biaxial splay, while D and J denote the biaxial splay and the counterclockwise
π
2 -rotation acting as linear operators on the plane normal to the director field,
respectively.

If bp, bq, t, and s are constant and ∆2 = 0, so ∆1 = ∆, then Eqs. (16)–(21)
become

0 = −∆,n − b2p −
s2

4
+
t2

4
− s∆−∆2 + βbq, (A3)

0 = −bpbq +
st

2
− 2α∆ + γbq, (A4)

0 = ∆,q + tbp − 2β∆, (A5)

0 = −bpbq −
st

2
− 2α∆− βbp, (A6)

0 = ∆,n − b2q −
s2

4
+
t2

4
+ s∆−∆2 − γbp, (A7)

0 = ∆,p + tbq + 2γ∆. (A8)

The coefficients α, β, and γ are given by

α = − tb2

8∆2
− bq∆,p + bp∆,q

8∆2
− bpbq

2∆
, β =

(∆2),q
4∆2

+ t
bp∆

2∆2
=

∆,q

2∆
+ t

bp
2∆

, (A9)

and

γ = − (∆2),p
4∆2

− t bq∆
2∆2

= −∆,p

2∆
− t bq

2∆
. (A10)
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Now, using the above expressions for α, β, and γ and summing Eqs. (A3)
and (A7) give

0 =
bp∆,p + bq∆,q

2∆
+
−2∆b2 + 2bpbqt− 4∆3 −∆(s2 − t2)

2∆
. (A11)

Subtracting Eq. (A6) from Eq. (A4) gives

0 =
−bq∆,p + bp∆,q

2∆
+

(b2p − b2q)t+ 2∆st

2∆
. (A12)

If, in addition, bp = bq = 0, then 4∆2 + s2 − t2 = 0, from which we conclude
that ∆ must be constant. From now on, assume that b2 6= 0. Therefore, we get

b2∆,p = 4bp∆
3 + [2bpb

2 + (s2 − t2)bp + 2stbq] ∆− bqb2t (A13)

and

b2∆,q = 4bq∆
3 + [2bqb

2 + (s2 − t2)bq − 2stbp] ∆− bpb2t. (A14)

We shall now exploit Eq. (24). First, we have

β,q =
∆∆,qq − (∆,q)

2 − tbp∆,q

2∆2

=
12bq∆

2 + 2bqb
2 + (s2 − t2)bq − 2stbp

2b2∆
∆,q −

∆,q + tbp
2∆2

∆,q

=
4bq∆

b4

(
4bq∆

3 + ∆[2bqb
2 + (s2 − t2)bq − 2stbp]− bpb2t

)
(A15)

and

−γ,p =
∆∆,pp − (∆,p)

2 − tbq∆,p

2∆2

=
12bp∆

2 + 2bpb
2 + (s2 − t2)bp + 2stbq

2b2∆
∆,p −

∆,p + tbq
2∆2

∆,p

=
4bp∆

b4

(
4bp∆

3 + ∆[2bpb
2 + (s2 − t2)bp + 2stbq]− bqb2t

)
. (A16)

Finally, from Eq. (24), we obtain the following rational function in ∆:

12

b2∆2

{
∆6 +

2(s2 − t2) + 5b2

12b2
∆4 +

b2(3t2 − 4b2 − 5s2)− (s2 + t2)2

48
∆2

− tbpbq
2

∆3 +
tbq[(s

2 − t2)bp + 2stbq]− st2b2 + 3tbpbqb
2

24
∆− b

4t2

96

}
= 0. (A17)

As the coefficient of the highest power never vanishes, it follows that ∆ must
be constant provided that s, t, bp, and bq are constant.
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Appendix B Proof of Theorem 2

If ∆1,∆2, t, and s are constant and bq = 0 (so, bp = b), the compatibility
equations (16)–(21) become

0 = −b,p − b2 −
s2

4
+
t2

4
− s∆1 − (∆)2 + 2α∆2, (B18)

0 = −b,q − s(−
t

2
+ ∆2)− 2α∆1, (B19)

0 = tb− 2β∆1 − 2γ∆2, (B20)

0 = −s( t
2

+ ∆2)− 2α∆1 − βb, (B21)

0 = −s
2

4
+
t2

4
+ s∆1 − (∆)2 − 2α∆2 − γb, (B22)

0 = −2β∆2 + 2γ∆1. (B23)

If ∆2
1 + ∆2

2 6= 0, then the coefficients α, β, and γ are given by

α = −∆1b,q −∆2b,p
4∆2

− tb2

8∆2
− 〈JDb,b〉

4∆2
, β =

tb∆1

2∆2
, and γ =

tb∆2

2∆2
. (B24)

Here, we used the notation introduced in Eq. (A2). Substituting α, β, and γ
in Eqs. (B18) and (B19) gives

0 =
∆2

2 − 2∆2

2∆2
b,p−

∆1∆2

2∆2
b,q−b2−

s2

4
+
t2

4
−s∆1−∆2− tb

2∆2

4∆2
− 〈JDb,b〉

2∆2
∆2

(B25)
and

0 = −∆1∆2

2∆2
b,p +

∆2
1 − 2∆2

2∆2
b,q− s(−

t

2
+ ∆2) +

tb2∆1

4∆2
+
〈JDb,b〉

2∆2
∆1. (B26)

Now, summing Eq. (B25) multiplied by (∆2
1− 2∆2) with Eq. (B26) multiplied

by ∆1∆2 gives

b,p =
2∆2 −∆2

1

∆2
(
t2

4
− s

2

4
−∆2)−b2− tb2

2∆2
∆2−

s∆1∆2

∆2
(
t

2
+∆2)− s∆

3
1

∆2
. (B27)

On the other hand, summing Eq. (B25) multiplied by ∆1∆2 with Eq. (B26)
multiplied by (∆2

2 − 2∆2) gives

b,q = s
2∆2 −∆2

2

∆2
(
t

2
−∆2)+

∆1∆2

∆2
(
s2

4
− t

2

4
+∆2)+

s∆2
1∆2

∆2
+
tb2

2∆2
∆1. (B28)
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Let us now exploit the remaining compatibility equations, Eqs. (22), (23),
and (24) . First, we can rewrite α as

α =
1

4∆2

[
2∆2

(
t2

4
− s2

4
−∆2

)
− b2

(
t

2
+ ∆2

)
− st∆1 −

tb2

2
+ b2∆2

]
=

1

4∆2

[
2∆2

(
t2

4
− s2

4
−∆2

)
− st∆1 − tb2

]
. (B29)

Then, Eq. (24) gives

0 = −γ,p + β,q − β2 − γ2 − t α− s2

4
− t2

4
+ (∆)2

=
t

2∆2
(∆1b,q −∆2b,p)−

t2b2

4∆2
− t α− s2

4
− t2

4
+ (∆)2

= − t

2∆2

[
2∆2

(
t2

4
− s2

4
−∆2

)
− b2

(
t

2
+ ∆2

)
− st∆1

]
− t2b2

4∆2

− t

4∆2

[
2∆2

(
t2

4
− s2

4
−∆2

)
− st∆1 − tb2

]
− s2

4
− t2

4
+ ∆2

=
tb2

2∆2

(
t

2
+ ∆2

)
− 3t∆2

2∆2

(
t2

4
− s2

4
−∆2

)
+

3st2∆1

4∆2
− s2

4
− t2

4
+ ∆2.

Therefore, if neither t = −2∆2 nor t = 0, then b must be constant.
It remains to analyze the case where ∆2

1 + ∆2
2 = 0. Here, β and γ are given

by

β = − st
2b

and γ = −s
2 − t2

4b
. (B30)

The Eqs. (16), (17), and (18) are

0 = −b,p − b2 −
s2

4
+
t2

4
, 0 = −b,q +

st

2
, 0 = tb.

From the last equation, we conclude that either b = 0 or t = 0. Since we are
assuming t 6= 0, then b = 0, which implies that s = ±t and st = 0. We then
deduce that t must vanish, which is a contradiction. Consequently, no director
field exists with ∆2

1 + ∆2
2 = 0, b = 0, s = 0, but t 6= 0.

Appendix C Proof of Theorem 3

(a) Let us assume that bp, bq, and t are constant, and ∆2
1 +∆2

2 = 0. Then, Eqs.
(16)–(21) become

0 = −1

2
s,n − b2p −

s2

4
+
t2

4
+ βbq, (C31)

0 = −bpbq +
st

2
+ γbq, (C32)
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0 =
1

2
s,q + tbp, (C33)

0 = −bpbq −
st

2
− βbp, (C34)

0 = −1

2
s,n − b2q −

s2

4
+
t2

4
− γbp, (C35)

0 = −1

2
s,p + tbq. (C36)

If, in addition, we assume b 6= 0, then we can write β and γ as

β =
bq
2b2

s,n +
(s2 − t2)bq − 2stbp

4b2
, γ = − bp

2b2
s,n −

(s2 − t2)bp + 2stbq
4b2

. (C37)

By summing Eqs. (C31) and (C35), we obtain

s,n = −2b2 +
t2

2
− s2

2
, (C38)

while from Eq. (C36) and (C33) we obtain

s,p = 2tbq and s,q = −2tbp. (C39)

So far, we have not specified who p̂ and q̂ are. Choosing them to satisfy
α = 0 (Remark 2), we finally obtain from Eq. (24) that

0 = − t
2 + b2

4b2
s2 +

3t2 − 4b2

4
. (C40)

Since the coefficient of s2 does not vanish, it follows that s must be constant.
Finally, if ∆2

1 + ∆2
2 = 0 and b = 0, then we have

0 = −s,n
2
− s2

4
+
t2

4
, (C41)

0 =
st

2
, (C42)

0 =
s,q
2
, (C43)

0 = −st
2
, (C44)

0 = −s,n
2
− s2

4
+
t2

4
, (C45)

0 = −s,p
2
. (C46)

Then, either t = 0 or s = 0. If s = 0, then it also follows from Eq. (C41) that
t = 0 and, therefore, n̂ is constant. On the other hand, if t = 0 we deduce that
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s only varies along the integral curves of n̂ and satisfies s,n = − s
2

2 . This leads
to a solution where n̂ is either constant or a hedgehog, i.e., n̂ corresponds to
the unit normal field of a foliation of space by concentric spheres.

(b) Now, let us assume that bp, bq, and s are constant, and ∆2
1 + ∆2

2 = 0.
Then, the compatibility equations (16)–(21) become

0 = −b2p −
s2

4
+
t2

4
+ βbq, (C47)

0 =
1

2
t,n − bpbq +

st

2
+ γbq, (C48)

0 =
1

2
t,p + tbp, (C49)

0 = −1

2
t,n − bpbq −

st

2
− βbp, (C50)

0 = −b2q −
s2

4
+
t2

4
− γbp, (C51)

0 =
1

2
t,q + tbq. (C52)

If, in addition, we assume that b 6= 0, then we can write β and γ as

β = − bp
2b2

t,n+
(s2 − t2)bq − 2stbp

4b2
, γ = − bq

2b2
t,n−

(s2 − t2)bp + 2stbq
4b2

. (C53)

Finally, using β and γ above and summing Eqs. (C47) and (C51) give

0 = b2 +
t2 − s2

4
, (C54)

which implies that the twist must be constant.
Finally, if ∆2

1 + ∆2
2 = 0 and b = 0, then Eq. (C47) becomes

0 = −s
2

4
+
t2

4
,

which implies t = ±s. Therefore, t must be constant. This concludes the proof
of Thm. 3.

Appendix D Compatibility equations as
sufficient conditions: director
fields via Cartan’s method of
moving frames

The set of equations (16)–(24) provides necessary conditions for the existence
of a solution of Eqs. (2), (3), and (4). However, seeing them also as sufficient
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conditions seems nonsensical as they involve derivatives in the direction of the
vectors we are trying to build. We can circumvent this difficulty by resorting
to the formalism of Cartan’s method of moving frames.

Given an orthonormal triad {n̂i}3i=1, we consider the set of dual 1-forms
{ηi}3i=1: ηi(n̂j) = δij . (See, e.g., Sect. 2 of Ref. [9] for background material.) The

differential of n̂i allows us to define new 1-forms ηji , the connection forms, by

the relation dn̂i = ηki n̂k (sum on repeated indexes). Note n̂i · n̂j = δij ⇒ ηji =

−ηij . The 1-forms ηj and ηji are subject to the so-called Structure Equations

dηi = ηk ∧ ηik and dηij = ηkj ∧ ηik. (D55)

If n̂1 = n̂, n̂2 = p̂, and n̂3 = q̂, then we can write the connection forms ηji as a
linear combination of ηi using the deformation modes (see Sect. 5 of Ref. [9]):

η2
1 = −bpη1 +

(s
2

+ ∆1

)
η2 +

(
− t

2
+ ∆2

)
η3, (D56)

η3
1 = −bqη1 +

(
t

2
+ ∆2

)
η2 +

(s
2
−∆1

)
η3, and η3

2 = αη1 + βη2 + γη3.

(D57)
The compatibility equations (16)–(24) are then obtained by applying the struc-
ture equations to ηji written as in Eqs. (D56) and (D57). (See Sect. 5 of Ref.

[9]) Conversely. prescribing sets of 1-forms ηi and ηji = −ηij allows us to obtain
a local existence theorem for an orthonormal triad n̂i.

Theorem 4 Let ηi and ηji = −ηij be differential 1-forms locally defined in R3 and
assume they satisfy the structure equations (D55). Then, there exists an orthonormal

triad {n̂i}3i=1 such that η1, η2, and η3 are the dual 1-forms and ηji are the connection
forms.

Proof of this theorem can be found as Lemma 2 of Ref. [25] in the case
k = 0. Tenenblat’s proof is elementary and systematically uses differential
forms and the Frobenius theorem. In particular, we may prescind the use of
more powerful tools in the theory of exterior differential systems, such as the
Cartan-Kähler Theorem [5].

In the context of director fields, we need to prescribe the 1-forms ηi, i.e.,
a basis of the cotangent space, together with the deformation modes bp, bq,
s, t, ∆1, ∆2, α, β, and γ. The prescription of the deformation modes allows
us to define ηji as in Eqs. (D56) and (D57), while prescribing the 1-forms ηi

allows us to make sense of the derivatives in the compatibility equations. More
precisely, the directional derivatives f,n = n̂ ·∇f , f,p = p̂ ·∇f , and f,q = q̂ ·∇f
must be interpreted as the coordinates of the differential df in the prescribed
basis {η1, η2, η3}. With this proviso, satisfying the structure equations (D55)
requires the validity of Eqs. (16)–(24).
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Seeing the compatibility equations as sufficient conditions for the problem
of reconstructing an orthonormal triad is a subtle task, and if not prop-
erly interpreted, one could conceive a combination of distortion fields and an
orthonormal triad that will satisfy Eqs. (16)–(24) but will fail to comply with
Eqs. (2), (3), and (4). The failure in the counterexample below results from
improperly prescribing compatible information.

Example 1 Consider a phase with translation symmetry in the z-direction, i.e., q̂ = ẑ,
which requires bq = 0, α = 0, β = 0, γ = 0, t = −2∆2, and s = 2∆1. Impose,
in addition, that bp = 0, t = 0, and s = s(x) = s0 − s1x, where s0, s1 6= 0. The
only non-trivial compatibility equations is n̂ · ∇s + s2 = 0, which is solved pro-
vided that n̂ = cos θ x̂ + sin θ ŷ with θ = θ(x) = cos−1(s2/s1). Note, however,
that ∇ · n̂ = ∂x(cos θ) = −2s. How can deformation modes satisfy the compat-
ibility equations, yet the corresponding reconstructed director does not have the
prescribed deformations? The failure is because we did not prescribe, together with
the deformation modes, a proper set of 1-forms {ηi}. Indeed, if the reconstructed
director had the prescribed modes, then the two sets of 1-forms associated with the
frame n̂, p̂ = (− sin θ, cos θ, 0), and q̂ = (0, 0, 1) would be η1 = cos θ dx + sin θ dy,
η2 = − sin θ dx+cos θ dy, η3 = dz and η2

1 = sη2, η3
1 = sη3, η3

2 = 0. These differential
forms, though, do not satisfy the structure equations. For example, dη1 = ηk ∧ η1

k
does not hold. On the one hand, η2 ∧ η1

2 + η3 ∧ η1
3 = 0. On the other hand, dη1 =

d(cos θ dx+ sin θ dy) = −∂y(cos θ)dx∧ dy+ ∂x(sin θ)dx∧ dy = ∂x(sin θ)dx∧ dy 6= 0.
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