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Amphiphilic polymers in aqueous solutions can self-assemble to form bilayer membranes, and
their elastic properties can be captured by the well-known Helfrich model involving several elastic
constants. In this paper, we employ the self-consistent field model to simulate sinusoidal bilayers
self-assembled from diblock copolymers where a proper constraint term is introduced to stabilize
periodic bilayers with prescribed amplitudes. Then, we devise several methods to extract the shape
of these bilayers and examine the accuracy of the free energy predicted by the Helfrich model.
Numerical results show that when the bilayer curvature is small, the Helfrich model predicts the
excess free energy more accurately. However, when the curvature is large, the accuracy heavily
depends on the method used to determine the shape of the bilayer. In addition, the dependence of
free energy on interaction strength, constraint amplitude, and constraint period are systematically
studied. Moreover, we obtain certain periodic cylindrical bilayers that are equilibrium states of the
self-consistent field model, which agree with the theoretical predictions made by the shape equations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Bilayer membranes are widely found in biological
and chemical systems, including cell membranes, nu-
clei, chloroplasts, and mitochondria [1, 18, 20]. Its
unique bilayer structure, composed of hydrophilic and
hydrophobic molecules, makes it have broad applications
in biomedicine and biotechnology, such as drug deliv-
ery carriers, nanomaterial preparation, biological imag-
ing, energy storage and conversion [2, 12, 33]. To gain
a deeper understanding and utilization of their structure
and properties, polymeric hybrid membranes are broadly
studied to mimic biological membranes because there are
virtually no limits to the selection of monomers and chain
architecture [38].

In recent decades, the increasing computing power has
enabled individuals to analyze and simulate research ob-
jects at a deeper, more detailed, and more comprehen-
sive level. In particular, there are three frameworks
for membrane simulations at different scales: (1) parti-
cle level methods, including molecular dynamics, Monte
Carlo, and dissipative particle dynamics [4, 11, 34]; (2)
field theory methods, such as self-consistent field (SCF)
theory [10, 28] and density functional theory [43]; (3)
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surface-based methods, such as Helfrich curvature elas-
tic theory and Hamm-Kozlov model [13, 16]. Among the
various theoretical frameworks developed for amphiphilic
molecules, the SCF theory provides a versatile and accu-
rate framework for studying self-assembled bilayer mem-
branes [23, 47]. However, if we neglect the inner structure
and simplify the topological structure of the membrane
as a surface S, the free energy of the membrane can be
approximated by the Helfrich model which expressions
the energy as [16, 23]

F =

∫
S

{γ + 2κM (M − c0)
2
+ κGG

+ κ1M
4 + κ2M

2G+ κ3G
2}dA. (1)

whereM = (c+c′)/2 and G = cc′ are the local mean cur-
vature and Gaussian curvature, respectively, and c and c′

are the two principal curvatures. The parameters γ, c0,
κM , and κG in the model are called elastic constants,
which are the surface tension, spontaneous curvature,
bending modulus, and Gaussian modulus, respectively.
In addition, κ1, κ2, and κ3 are the fourth-order moduli,
which are not neglectable to predict free energy of bilayer
membranes with large curvatures [23].
It is valuable to establish the relationship between dif-

ferent simulation methods and clarify their applicable
scope and accuracy. For the relationship between the
SCF and Helfrich model, Laradji et al. [21] used the
SCF model to study the elastic properties of monolayer
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membranes, Li et al. [23] extended the elastic proper-
ties to bilayer membranes which were further extended
to liquid-crystalline bilayers [7]. In these studies, the bi-
layer membranes are restricted to planar, cylindrical, and
spherical geometries and aim to extract the elastic con-
stants. Taking the curvature of cylindrical and spherical
membranes as small parameters, Cai et al. [5, 44] ob-
tained the analytical expression for the elastic constants
and found that there are some energy differences between
the results of the SCF simulation and the predictions of
the Helfrich model when the curvatures are large. For
general membrane geometries, the disparity between the
SCF and Helfrich model has been less studied.

In this paper, we investigate self-assembled periodic
cylindrical bilayers and examine the accuracy of the Hel-
frich model to predict their free energy. Particularly, we
focus on sinusoidal shape bilayers, which were observed in
experiments by Harbich et al. [14] and explored theoret-
ically by Ou-Yang et al. [32, 35]. Within the framework
of the SCF theory, we design a suitable constraint term
to stabilize the bilayers with the desired shape and then
extract the interfaces of the obtained bilayers. Compar-
ing the free energies of the SCF and Helfrich models, we
have discovered that the accuracy of the Helfrich model
heavily depends on the method used to determine the
shape of the membranes. In addition, when the interface
is extracted from parallel surfaces, the equilibrium shape
of periodic cylindrical bilayers agrees with the theoretical
prediction of Ou-Yang et al. [35].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II
describes the SCF model of the bilayer and the geomet-
ric constraints. In Section III, we provide the numerical
method for solving the SCF model and extracting the bi-
layer profile. The main results are shown in Section IV.
Finally, a summary is provided in Section V.

II. MODEL

A. Self-consistent field model

The molecular model considered in this paper is a bi-
nary mixture system composed of AB-diblock copoly-
mers and hA-homopolymers, following [23]. In this gen-
eral model, the AB-diblock copolymers are used to repre-
sent amphiphilic molecules, while the hA-homopolymers
are used to represent amphiphilic solvent molecules. We
assume that the hA/AB mixture system is incompress-
ible and that both monomers (A and B) have the same
monomeric density ρ0. The volume fractions of A and
B-blocks in the copolymers are denoted by fA and fB =
1 − fA, respectively. For simplicity, we further assume
that the AB and hA polymers have the same degrees of
polymerization N , and A,B monomers have the same
statistical segment length. The strength of the mutual
repulsion between the A and B monomers is character-
ized by the Flory-Huggins parameter χN [9]. The last
parameter, the chemical potential µc or the correspond-

ing activity degree zc = exp (µc), is used to control the
average concentration of AB or hA molecules. In the
grand canonical ensemble [10, 21, 23], the free energy of
the hA/AB system within the SCF framework is given
by

NF
kBTρ0

=

∫
dr

[
χNϕA(r)ϕB(r)− ωA(r)ϕA(r)

− ωB(r)ϕB(r)− ξ(r)(ϕA(r) + ϕB(r)− 1)

+ Iψi

]
− zcQc −Qh,

(2)

where ϕα(r) and ωα(r) are the local concentration and
mean field of the α-type monomers, respectively. The lo-
cal pressure ξ(r) is a Lagrange multiplier that maintains
the incompressibility of the system, and Iψi

is a proper
term to stabilize bilayers with various geometries. In ad-
dition, Qc and Qh are the contributions from the single-
chain partition functions of the AB and hA molecules,
respectively.
Motivated by previous geometric constraints [7, 23, 27,

29] for cylindrical and spherical membranes, the term Iψi

here is designed as the following,

Iψi =

nCP∑
i=1

ψiGε(r− ri)(ϕA(r)− ϕB(r)), (3)

where nCP number of constraint points ri introduced to
guide the bilayer’s shape, ψi are Lagrange multipliers,
and Gε (r− ri) are sharp Gaussians used to ensure that
ψi only operates near the position ri.
In SCF theory, the fundamental quantities we need

to calculate are the probability distribution functions
of the polymers, i.e., the propagators qhA(r, s) for
A-homopolymers and q±A(r, s), q

±
B(r, s) for AB-diblock

copolymers. These propagators are obtained by solv-
ing the following modified diffusion equations (MDEs)
for flexible polymer chains in mean fields ωA and ωB ,

∂

∂s
qhA(r, s) =

(
∇2

r − ωA(r)
)
qhA(r, s), s ∈ (0, 1) , (4)

∂

∂s
q±α (r, s) =

(
∇2

r − ωα(r)
)
q±α (r, s), s ∈ (0, fα) , (5)

with the initial conditions qhA(r, 0) = q−A(r, 0) =

q−B(r, 0) = 1, q+A(r, 0) = q−B(r, fB) and q+B(r, 0) =

q−A(r, fA). In terms of the chain propagators, the
single-chain partition functions are given by Qc =∫
drq+A (r, fA),Qh =

∫
drqhA (r, 1). Furthermore, the lo-

cal concentrations of the A and B monomers are obtained
from the propagators as

ϕA(r) =

∫ 1

0

dsqhA(r, s)q
h
A (r, 1− s)

+ zc

∫ fA

0

dsq−A(r, s)q
+
A (r, fA − s) , (6)

ϕB(r) =zc

∫ fB

0

dsq−B(r, s)q
+
B (r, fB − s) . (7)
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The corresponding SCF equations become

ωA(r) = χNϕB(r)− ξ(r) +

nCP∑
i=1

ψiGε (r− ri) , (8)

ωB(r) = χNϕA(r)− ξ(r)−
nCP∑
i=1

ψiGε (r− ri) , (9)

ϕA(r) + ϕB(r) = 1, (10)∫
drGε (r− ri) (ϕA(r)− ϕB(r)) = 0. (11)

Generally, the SCF equations are hard to be solved ana-
lytically and we turn to the numerical solutions by iter-
ating methods. During the iteration, we need to assign
the update rule of the Lagrange multiplier ψi. Combine
Eq. (8) and (9), we have

ωA(r)− ωB(r) + χN(ϕA(r)− ϕB(r))

= 2

nCP∑
i=1

ψiGε (r− ri) , (12)

Multiplied by Gε(r − rj) in both side, integrated along
r, and combined with Eq. (11), the Eq. (12) becomes

nCP∑
i=1

Mijψi :=

nCP∑
i=1

ψi

∫
V

Gε(r− ri)Gε(r− rj)dr

=
1

2

∫
V

(ωA(r)− ωB(r))Gε(r− rj)dr,

=: bj , ∀j. (13)

This is a system of linear algebraic equations Mψ = b,
which can be easily solved to obtain each ψi.

B. Excess free energy and elastic model

The SCF equations usually have multi-solutions except
for the constant solutions, i.e., the bulk phases, which
can be solved analytically [21, 23]. The bulk phase is
the environment in which the bilayer exists, and its free
energy Fbulk is taken as a reference to define the excess
free energy of bilayer membranes. Since the free energy
difference F − Fbulk is proportional to the area of the
membrane A, the excess free energy density can be de-
fined as

Fex =
N (F − Fbulk)
kBTρ0A

, (14)

where the expressions of Fbulk can be referenced in Ap-
pendix A. Here, we emphasize that the excess free energy,
Fex, rather than the original energy F is compared with
the energy predicted by the Helfrich model. To employ
the Helfrich model, one should first determine the elastic
constants. Previous studies have shown that simulating
cylindrical and spherical bilayers with various curvatures
is enough to extract the elastic constants of bilayers [23],

and this procedure can be improved by using the asymp-
totic expansion method to obtain analytical expressions
of the elastic constants [5].
To verify the accuracy of the Helfrich model to predict

the free energy of bilayers with general shapes beyond
cylindrical and spherical geometries, we extract the elas-
tic constants analytically, follow [5], solve the SCF model
equipped with the constraint term Iψi numerically, and
then compare their excess free energies. Although the
constraints term is general, this paper only focuses on
periodic cylindrical bilayers. With properly assigning
several constrain points ri, the system will adjust the
bilayer profile to satisfy the SCF equations. Since the
bilayer has two interfaces, while the Helfrich model only
accepts one surface, one needs to introduce a procedure
to merge the two interfaces as one surface S, which will
be detailed later. As we are considering periodic cylin-
drical membranes, the surface S can be simplified as a
two-dimensional curve Γ parameterized as

Γ = {(x(t), y(t)) : t ∈ [0, T ]}, (15)

where T is the period along x-axis. Then the local cur-
vature of Γ can be calculated and the Helfrich energy
becomes the following:

F [Γ] =

∫ T

0

8κMc
2(t) + κ1c

4(t)

16
√
x′2(t) + y′2(t)

dt, (16)

where c2 = (x′y′′ − x′′y′)
2
/
(
x′2 + y′2

)3
is the square of

the local curvature. The relationship between Fex and F
will be examined in the next sections, where the involved
numerical procedure is shown in Fig. 1.

III. METHOD

A. Numerical method to solve the SCF model

We assume that the periodic cylindrical membranes
have a period T along the x-axis, and the system tends
towards the bulk phase on both sides of the y-axis. For
this setting, the simulation can be approximately reduced
to solve a periodic boundary problem in both the x and
y-axes, where the period on the y-axis should be large
enough to ensure that the concentrations at the boundary
are close to the bulk phase. The computational domain is
denoted as [0, T ]×[−Ly, Ly], where Ly is larger and its as-
signment will be discussed in Subsection IVA. The most
time-consuming part of the SCF model is solving the
MDEs (4-5) with given the fields ωA and ωB . Here, we
employ the Fourier spectral method and the fast Fourier
transform to accelerate the computation [24, 48]. The
calculation steps are summarized as follows: (1) trans-
form Eqs. (4-5) into ordinary differential equations using
the Fourier transform, (2) solve these equations directly
using the given initial conditions, and (3) obtain the so-
lution by applying the inverse Fourier transform. The
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Simulate 1D tensionless planar bilayer to get ω1d
A , ω1d

B and zc End

Generate 2D initial fields ω2d
A , ω2d

B and input a, T , ncp, ϵwid, rA

Solve the MDEs for q±A , q±B , qhA

Calculate the order parameters ϕA, ϕB

Compare Fex and F

Self-consistentUpdate the ω2d
A , ω2d

B Calculate the excess free energy Fex

Output ω2d
A , ω2d

B , ϕA, ϕB Extract the bilayer profile Γ Calculate the Helfrich energy F

Yes

No

FIG. 1. Procedure of the numerical simulation. Green for the SCF part, and blue for the Helfrich part.

fields ωA and ωB are updated by the Picard iteration
and accelerated by the Anderson iteration [31, 40] until
the fields and concentrations are self-consistent, i.e., the
SCF equations Eq. (8-11) are satisfied.

B. Constraint points and initial fields

Note that the constraint points are introduced to guide
the bilayer to some desired shapes, meanwhile, the initial
fields should be assigned accordingly. In our simulation,
we chose the standard sinusoidal function as a reference
to set the initial fields and constraint points.

Let f(x) be the following sinusoidal function,

f(x) = a sin(
2π

T
x),

with a period of T and an amplitude of a. After solving
the SCF model to obtain the fields ω1d

A and ω1d
B of a one-

dimensional planar bilayer, the initial two-dimensional
fields ω2d

A and ω2d
B are set as a shift of ω1d

A (y − f(x))
and ω1d

B (y − f(x)). The detailed procedure is provided
in Appendix B and an example of this construction is
shown in Fig. 2.

Moreover, the constraint points ri are chosen from a
parallel curve of y = f(x), as shown in Fig. 3(a). The
parallel curve is an extension of y = f(x) along the nor-
mal vector n = 1√

1+f ′(x)2
(−f ′(x), 1). Therefore, the con-

straint points are of the form (x, f(x)) + dn, where d is
half of the planar bilayer’s thickness.

C. Extracting the bilayer profile

After solving the SCF model with the constraint term,
we extract the profile of the bilayer from the convergent
concentrations ϕA and ϕB . A natural way is to use the

FIG. 2. Initial value of the fields with a = 1 and T = 10. The
one-dimensional fields ω1d

A (red line) and ω1d
B (blue line) are

used to set ω2d
A and ω2d

B .

level set of ϕA or ϕB . However, the bilayer we considered
has two interfaces, which means that the level set, such
as ϕA = ϕB = 0.5, contains two curves. Since there
isn’t a standard way to merge the two interfaces into
one, we propose several methods to determine the profile
and examine the differences later.

The methods include two steps: (1) extracting the up-
per and lower interface curves, Γ+ and Γ−, parameterized
as r+(t) and r−(t), respectively, and (2) merging the two
curves Γ± into one curve, Γ. It is natural to determine
Γ± as a level set of ϕA, such as ϕA = 0.5. However, the
second step is subtle. A simple method can take either
Γ+ or Γ− as Γ, and another simple method takes the
mean value of r+(t) and r−(t) as the parameterization
for Γ. Continuing with the concept of parallel surfaces,
we present a third method: taking Γ as the curve that is
equidistant from Γ+ and Γ−. The detail is provided in
Appendix C and the procedure is shown in Fig. 3(b,c).
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0 5 10 15 20

(a)

0 5 10 15 20

(c)

FIG. 3. The constraint points and extracted interfaces. (a) The constraint points lie on a parallel surface of y = f(x). (b)
Level set of ϕA. The green, red, and blue curves represent ϕA = 0.1, 0.5, and 0.95, respectively. The background is colored by
the Lagrange multiplier ξ. (c) Merge the lower and upper curves into one curve.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Now we present the numerical results where the de-
fault model parameters are chosen from Cai et al [7] as
χN = 20, fA = fB = 0.5. The chemical potential zc is
adjusted so that the planar bilayer is tensionless. The
default number of discretization points in space is taken
as Nx = 100 and Ny = 200, and the number of dis-
cretization points in the chain length is Ns = 300. The
default numerical parameters are enough to make the re-
sults have high accuracies. In addition, the self-consistent
fields are updated until the error is less than 10−6.

A. Effect of numerical parameters on the energy
calculation of the bilayer

In this subsection, we will discuss the effect of numer-
ical parameters on the calculated free energy of the bi-
layer. The numerical parameters include the number of
discretization points or grid size, Nx, Ny, and Ns, for the
computational domain and the chain length, respectively,
the truncated domain size Ly in the y-axis, the number
of constraint points, nCP , and the Gaussian constraint
width ε. For the constraint of width, we define a ra-
tio ϵwid = ε/2d by taking the bilayer’s thickness 2d as a
reference width.

Grid size and domain truncation. It is expected
that more discretization points will lead to high accu-
racy, however, the computation burden is also large. To
facilitate the choice of parameters, we compare the free
energies calculated under various numerical parameters.
Fig. 4 shows the free energy of some demo bilayers as a
function of Ly, Nx, Ny, and Ns, respectively. The en-
ergy difference is negligible when Ly is larger, for exam-
ple, Ly ≥ 5.5, as the concentrations near the boundary
are close enough to the bulk phase. In later calculations,
when considering the amplitude a of the bilayer, we will
choose Ly = 5.5 + a. In addition, the effect of Nx, Ny,
and Ns is also negligible when they are large. This im-
plies that our default setting of Nx = 100, Ny = 200, and
Ns = 300 is already sufficiently large.

4 5 6 7 8

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

10-3

50 150 250

0.7954

0.7958

100 200 300 400
0.79

0.8

0.81

0.82
(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 4. The effect of Ly, Nx, and Ny on the calculated excess
free energy. Parameters: T = 10, nCP = 2, ϵwid = 1.5. a = 0
and 1 for (a) and (b,c), respectively.

Constraint points and constraint width. Note
that the constraint term aims to stabilize bilayers with
the desired shape. Using more constraint points is ex-
pected to take the membranes close to the target shape,
but this will limit the membrane’s self-assembly flexi-
bility. Fig. 5(a) shows the free energy as a function of
the number of constraint points. It implies that an in-
crease in the number of constraint points will result in
higher free energy, while a smaller number of constraint
points is enough to guide the self-assembly of membrane
shapes. Therefore, we only use two constraint points,
i.e., nCP = 2, in subsequent simulations. This allows the
membrane to flexibly adjust its interfaces.

Since the membrane itself has a certain thickness, the
non-zero constraint width ratio ϵwid will affect the final
profile of the self-assembled bilayer. Fig. 5(b) shows the
effect of ϵwid on the free energy of bilayers with differ-
ent amplitudes. It can be observed that the free energy
is slightly changed when the ratio ϵwid is small. To im-
prove the stability of the numerical simulation, we will
set ϵwid = 1.5 in subsequent simulations.



6

0 1 2 3

10-3

10-2

10-1

(b)

FIG. 5. (a) The free energy with a different number of con-
straint points. F ref

ex represents the excess free energy at
nCP = 4. (b) The free energy with different constraint width
ratio ϵwid. The parameters T = 10 and nCP = 2.

B. Effect of the constraint amplitude and period

Now we start to examine the accuracy of the Helfrich
model to predict the excess free energy of periodic cylin-
drical bilayers with different amplitude a and period T .
As mentioned previously, we consider several methods to
determine the profile of the bilayer before evaluating the
Helfrich model.

Fig. 6 shows a typical example of bilayers with a fixed
period T = 10, where the free energy and its relative
error are given as a function of the bilayer amplitude
a. The elastic constants in the Helfrich model are ob-
tained by the asymptotic expansion method [5]. At first,
glance, directly taking one level set curve of ϕB = 0.1
or ϕA = ϕB = 0.5, or mean the two-level set curves of
ϕA = ϕB as the shape of the bilayer, will lead to a large
margin of error, especially when the amplitude is larger.
Particularly, the direct mean of the two-level set curves
is not feasible when a is larger than 3, as the curves are
not in the form of y = f±(x). However, using the mean
parallel curve as the profile of the bilayer could have bet-
ter accuracy. In addition, taking the level set curve of
ϕB = 0.95 also gives good accuracy as it is close to the
mean parallel curve.

Since we only used two constraint points, the self-

assembled bilayer is not necessarily a standard sinusoidal
shape. Fig. 6 also gives the Helfrich energy of sinusoidal
curves which is larger than that of the self-assembled bi-
layers whose profiles are shown in Fig. 6 for a = 3.5 and
a = 6. This agrees with the assumption that the system
could adjust the bilayer geometry to decrease the free
energy. It is worth noting that the excess free energy
of the bilayer remains almost unchanged when a is very
large. This is because the membrane is flat for a large
part, which has small contributions to the whole energy.

FIG. 6. (a) The excess free energy Fex and F vary with the
amplitude a at T = 10. (b) The relative errors in Helfrich’s
predicted energy vary with the amplitude a.

FIG. 7. The excess free energy Fex and F vary with the period
T with a = 1.

Next, we turn to change the period T and fix the con-
straint amplitude a = 1. Fig. 7 shows the free energy as a
function of T and some bilayer profiles. Since the curva-
ture tends to zero when the period tends to infinity, the
free energy converges to the surface tension which is zero
as we are considering the tensionless bilayer. Helfrich’s
energy of standard sinusoidal curves with corresponding
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amplitude are also compared, which are close to the SCF
calculations when T is large. This indicates that the pre-
diction of the Helfrich model is accurate when the curve
of the periodic cylindrical bilayer is small and the excess
free energy is of the order 1/T 3.

C. Effect of the interaction strength

Here, we explore the effect of the interaction strength
χN . As an example, we take a = 1 and T = 10, and
show the free energy as a function of χN in Fig. 8. It
is observed that the free energy of bilayers increases al-
most linearly, which is expected since the bending mod-
ulus is almost linearly dependent on χN [5, 23]. It is
interesting to note that the relative prediction error of
the Helfrich model decreases when χN increases. This
might be because the bilayer interfaces become sharp
and dominate the system. Fig. 8(a,b) gives the bilayers’
sharpness, characterized by

∫
|∇ϕA(r)|2dr and taken the

value at χN = 14 as a reference, which is almost linearly
increasing. The bilayer’s average thickness is also pro-
vided, where the thickness is the distance between two
corresponding points on the two interfaces of bilayers. In
addition, the shape of several bilayers is also illustrated,
which hardly changes for different χN .

0

1

2

3

15 20 25 30
0%

100%
200%
300%

(a)

FIG. 8. (a) The free energy and (b) the sharpness of bilayers
as a function of χN . The parameters a = 1 and T = 10.

D. Periodic cylindrical bilayers

During the numerical simulations, we unexpectedly
discovered that there are some equilibrium shapes that
satisfy the SCF equations without constraints, i.e., all
Lagrange multipliers ψi in Eq. (2) are zero. A typical
example of T = 10 is shown in Fig. 9 by giving the La-
grange multiplier ψi as a function of the constraint am-
plitude a. Note that the Lagrange multiplier ψi vanishes
near a = a∗ ≈ 3.7 and the free energy of the bilayer
with this critical amplitude achieves the local maximum.
The profile of this special is shown in Fig. 9(a1). It is
worth noting that this special shape was observed exper-
imentally and subsequently analyzed theoretically as a
solution to the shape equations [14, 35, 41].

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0

0.1

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
0

2

4

-5 0 5 10 15
-5

0

5

(a)

FIG. 9. (a) The constraint Lagrange multiplier and free en-
ergy of the bilayer with a period T = 10. (b) The critical
amplitude a∗ as a function of the period T .

Here, we further illustrate that the special bilayer
shape is universal for bilayers with different periods. By
examining the constraint Lagrange multipliers, we plot
the critical amplitudes a∗ as a function of the periods T
in Fig. 9(b). The free energy of bilayers with these crit-
ical amplitudes is also provided. When the period T is
large, such as T ≥ 10, the critical amplitude a∗ is almost
linearly dependent on the period T . In addition, the crit-
ical shape is the same in the case of T = 10 where only
the scale of the shape changes for different T .
However, when T is small, such as T < 8.9, there isn’t
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any critical amplitude. The cases of period T between
8.9 and 9.7 seem interesting as there are more than one
critical amplitudes a∗. For example, there are three crit-
ical amplitudes a∗ for the case of T = 9.7 as shown in
Fig. 9(b). During these multiple critical shapes, the bi-
layers with large amplitudes have lower free energies.

E. Asymmetic bilayers

Until now, we have been simulating symmetric peri-
odic cylindrical bilayers. However, there are asymmetric
bilayers in experiments [22, 25], which are known as the
ripple phases of membranes. Here, we asymmetrically
assign the constraint points and examine whether the
asymmetric bilayers can be in equilibrium states. The
two constraint points are located at x = ±rAT periodi-
cally, where rA is the ratio of asymmetry and rA = 0.5
will lead to symmetric constraint points.

Some examples of asymmetric bilayers are shown in
Fig. 10 where the free energy and profiles are given.
When the value of rA is either small or large, the profile
of the bilayer differs significantly from that of the sym-
metric bilayer with rA = 0.5. For the case of rA ̸= 0.5,
we can also obtain equilibrium bilayers by repeating the
procedure described in the previous subsection to deter-
mine the critical amplitude a∗. Unfortunately, the equi-
librium bilayers obtained are symmetric and have the
same shape as the bilayer shown in Fig. 9(a1). Note that
ripple phases in experiments are observed for lipid bi-
layers, where the molecules involve rigid or semi-flexible
chains. Our simulations suggest that the asymmetric pe-
riodic cylindrical bilayers are not equilibrium states for
flexible bilayers.

FIG. 10. Free energy of asymmetric bilayers with amplitude
a = 1 and period T = 10.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we simulate periodic cylindrical bilayers
within the SCF framework and verify the accuracy of the
Helfrich model to predict the free energy of self-assembled
bilayers. The bilayers are stabilized by introducing some
constraint points and the effect of the constraints on the
self-assembled bilayers is systematically examined. Nu-
merical results show that the method of reducing the
bilayer as a surface is crucial to using the Helfrich model,
especially when the bilayer’s curvature is large.
Furthermore, we have identified certain critical bilay-

ers that represent equilibrium states of the SCF model
without any constraints. However, the equilibrium bi-
layers obtained are symmetric, despite the asymmetric
assignment of constraint points. This suggests that we
should extend the simulation to include periodic liquid-
crystalline bilayers, where asymmetric ripple phases have
been observed in experiments. A systematic study in this
area is intriguing, and we will consider it for future re-
search.
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Appendix A: The bulk phase

The SCF equations have multiple solutions, including
the constant solution, which is also known as the bulk
phase. In our numerical simulation, the bulk phase is
used as the reference state, where its free energy density
is given by:

NFbulk
kBTρ0V

= ln (1− ϕbulk ) + χNf2Bϕ
2
bulk − 1, (A1)

where ϕbulk is the bulk copolymer concentration deter-
mined by the following equation:

µc = ln
( ϕbulk
1− ϕbulk

)
+ χNfB (1− 2fBϕbulk ) . (A2)

When Eq. (A2) has more than one solution, the one with
the lowest free energy density is chosen as the bulk phase.

Appendix B: Design the initial fields

In the SCF model, the initial guess of the fields is cru-
cial for efficient simulations. To obtain the periodic cylin-
drical bilayers, we construct the initial fields based on the
results of the one-dimensional planar bilayers. The spe-
cific steps are as follows:
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(1) Calculate the one-dimensional fields ω1d
A (x) and

ω1d
B (x) for tensionless bilayers. Here the chemical

potential zc is adjusted such the bilayer’s excess
free energy is zero.

(2) Construct the two-dimensional simulation grid.
The computational domain is [0, T ] × [−Ly, Ly],
which is uniformly discretized as is Nx × Ny grid
points.

(3) Construct initial guess of the two-dimensional fields
ω2d
A (x, y) and ω2d

B (x, y). Denote the two points that
satisfying ω1d

A (x) = ω1d
B (x) as x1 and x2, and define

their mean value as x̄ = (x1+x2)/2. Then the two-
dimensional fields are assigned as

ω2d
A (x, y) = ω1d

A (y − f(x) + x̄),

ω2d
B (x, y) = ω1d

B (y − f(x) + x̄).

The evaluation of ω1d
A and ω1d

B is performed us-

ing linear interpolation with the values at one-
dimensional grid points.

Appendix C: Extract the interfaces

We determine the shape of the bilayer based on its
order parameters. The following methods are considered:

(1) Take one unilateral level set of ϕA, such as the up-
per part of the set ϕA = 0.5, as the bilayer’s shape.

(2) Directly average the two interfaces such that ϕA =
ϕB along y-axis as the bilayer’s shape.

(3) Take the parallel median of the two interfaces as
the bilayer’s shape.

Here, the parallel median of two interface curves Γ± pa-
rameterized as r±(t) is the curve r̃(t) = (r+(t)+r−(t

′))/2,
where t and t′ are paired such that the tangent lines of
Γ± at t and t′, respectively, are parallel.
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