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The study of spindle-like cells as nematic liquid crystals has led to remarkable insights in the
understanding of tissue organization and morphogenesis. In the characterization of this anomalous
liquid crystal material, we focus on the energetic cost of splay and bend deformations, in order to
determine the elastic anisotropy of the material, i.e. the ratio of the elastic constants associated
with splay and bend. We explore the behavior of monolayers of cells in proximity to corners, where
cells arrange in splay or bend configuration, strongly dependent on the amplitude of the wedge
angle. The angle at which splay and bend deformations are equally likely is determined by the
ratio between splay and bend elastic constants. We also show that the splay and bend deformations
under confinement can be well approximated using equilibrium liquid crystal theory and statistical
mechanics. Finally, our data suggest that for fibroblast cells the common approximation of equal
bend and splay constant is valid.

I. Introduction

Living cells and tissues are examples of active matter
systems, where cells generate and consume energy locally,
leading to processes such as motion, shape transitions,
and division. This area of research has gained signifi-
cant attention, especially the emergent collective behav-
ior and large-scale organization that extends far beyond
the scale of individual units. Such collective phenomena
are observed across various biological scales, from sub-
cellular levels, such as protein aggregation within cells
[1], to cellular processes like morphogenesis [2], collec-
tive migration and wound healing [3], and even to larger-
scale processes, including organ formation and the co-
ordinated movements of bird flocks or fish schools [4–
7]. The study of nematic liquid crystal-like order in
cell monolayers dates back to the pioneering works of
Elsdale, Gruler, and Bouligand, who observed this phe-
nomenon in fibroblast, amoeboid, and chitin cells [8–10].
In recent years, the study of experimental systems ex-
hibiting nematic-ordered regions such as bacterial cells
[11, 12] and anisotropic cells like fibroblasts and my-
oblasts [13, 14] has sparked renewed interest in the role of
liquid crystallinity in biology. Several experiments sug-
gest that this nematic alignment is important in cell mi-
gration and cell-cell communication [15–18], while the
topological defects play a role in morphogenesis and tis-
sue organization [19–24]. Experimental progress in this
field has arguably been spurred by theoretical advances in
the understanding of active nematic liquid crystals. Most
existing theories are based on combining fluid dynamics
models (Navier-Stokes equation, or a phase model) with
the Q-tensor description of nematic liquid crystals [25–
27]. In the evolution of the Q-tensor, one key ingredi-
ent is the minimization of the Frank elastic energy. Due
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to the already high complexity and computational cost
of modeling active nematics, most studies have adopted
the single elastic constant approximation [14, 22, 28–34]
(with one notable recent exception [35]). This means
that the constants that set the energy scale for splay and
bend deformations are considered equal. However, it is
well known that this is not always true. In most poly-
meric and lyotropic liquid crystal systems, for example,
there is an order of magnitude difference between the
twist elastic constant and the other two constants [36–
38]. In bent-core nematics, the bend constant is signifi-
cantly lower, and the opposite is true for nematics formed
by pear-shaped molecules, which have a lower splay con-
stant. It is reasonable to think that in active nematic
systems, especially those based on bulky mesogens such
as cells, the shape of the cells may influence the rela-
tive magnitude of elastic constants and the one-constant
approximation may not be appropriate. A measurement
of elastic anisotropy can confirm the validity of the one
constant approximation. Toward this goal, Zhang et al.
[39] have been able to determine the ratio between elas-
tic constants in active filaments, particularly by exam-
ining F-actin in a quasi-2D environment through defect
morphology analysis. The same method was successfully
applied to myoblasts [30, 40].

For some systems, however, there is a potential dif-
ficulty in applying this method, because the mesogen
density has big spatial variation (like cyanobacteria in
[41]) or because the location of the core of the defects in
cells is not clearly defined, or because cell shape changes
near defects. We therefore propose an alternative method
based on the analysis of cell alignment near a 2D wedge
imposed by rigid walls, which allows us to control the lo-
cation of the deformation. We classify the cell alignment
into bend and splay deformation, and we use corners of
varying amplitude to measure the elastic anisotropy of
cell layers.
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II. Results

Fibroblast cells show liquid crystal-like behavior

To understand deformations in cell layers near corners,
in our study, we employ substrates featuring pillars with
a triangular base. As depicted in Fig.1 right inset, the
length (L) of one side of the triangle is fixed at 1800
µm, ensuring that the distance between corners is large
enough that the cell alignment near each corner is not in-
fluenced by the other corners. The height of the triangles
(h) indicated in left inset in Fig.1. is 10 µm to isolate the
top of the pillars from the bottom of the substrate. While
it is possible for cells to overcome the 10µm barrier, this
height is sufficient to ensure that the cell alignment on
the triangles is mostly dictated by the edges [42] . The
triangles are spaced sufficiently apart to prevent mutual
influence. Additional fabrication details are provided in
the Materials and Methods section.

NIH-3T3 fibroblast cells are then cultured on these
patterned substrates, with the vertex angle (θ) vary-
ing from π

6 to 5π
6 . The fibroblast cells are seeded on

fibronectin-coated substrates, and their proliferation is
observed after a 48hr period (see for example Fig.1, with
the outline of the triangle pattern plotted in yellow).
As expected, the edges of the triangles provide a strong
alignment cue for cells [43], which are even sensitive to
much smaller ridges [42, 44]. We verify that the edges of
the triangles guide the alignment of the fibroblast long
axis, as evident from Fig.1. In addition, we verify that
the deformations near the vertices of the triangles are
splay-like or bend-like and can be systematically charac-
terized into one or the other.

Splay and bend deformation

When we classify splay-like and bend-like deformations
in our systems we should keep in mind that the align-
ment of the cells near the edges is always parallel to the
edges. While this planar alignment is compatible with a
pure-splay deformation, it cannot accommodate a pure-
bend deformation like the one depicted at the bottom
of Fig.2A. Fig.2B shows an example of this: two 90◦

vertices from two different isosceles right triangles are
shown, 48 hrs after seeding cells at the density of 500
cells/mm

2
. The overlayed rods mirror the direction of

individual cells, which can be seen in the figure in phase
contrast (red) and nuclear fluorescence (blue). Both tech-
niques show that cells adopt two characteristic deforma-
tions, i.e. splay-like (bottom left corner) or bend-like
(top right corner). The splay deformation is easily rec-
ognizable, while the bend deformation differs from the
“pure bend” in Fig.2A, as it is frustrated by the triangu-
lar wedge.

The orientation of the cell monolayer is estimated using
OrientationJ [45] at grid points (13µm × 13µm). At a
point r⃗ the orientation is given by n̂, while r⃗ subtends an

FIG. 1. Phase contrast image of 3T3 fibroblast cells grown
on a pillar shaped as an equilateral triangle, coated with fi-
bronectin and imaged 48hrs after seeding. The length of the
side is denoted by L (inset right), set at 1800µm. The angle
at each of the vertices denote the wedge angle given by θ.
The scale bar in the figure is 500µm. The left inset shows the
height of the patterned substrate relative to base PDMS (h),
fixed at 10µm.

angle Ω with respect to edge of the triangle. Calculating
the angle between the triangle edge and the grid points
close to the edge, as seen in Fig.2.C, we see as expected
the cells align mostly along the edges (compatibly with
the typical uncertainties in measuring the orientation of
cells) [14, 30, 42, 44]. We verify that this behavior is
consistent for different values of the wedge angle θ from
π
6 to π

2 .

To characterize whether the cell monolayer exhibits
splay or bend deformations near the corner, we use the
quantity {r̂ · n̂}2. For example, for a planar splay de-
formation near a right corner, {r̂ · n̂}2 will equal 1 as
we move from Ω = 0 to Ω = π

2 . In contrast, for planar

bend-like deformation, {r̂ · n̂}2 equals 1 at Ω = 0 and
π
2 , but drops to 0 at Ω = π

4 . When we plot this func-
tion for our experimental data, obtained for the right
angle of two different triangles, the behavior matches the
expected patterns for both planar splay and planar bend
deformations, as shown in Fig.2.D. This visualization can
distinguish well the corners where splay deformation is
dominant from those where bend deformation is domi-
nant. The deformations near corners influence the liquid
crystal deformation further from the wedge, which is evi-
dent as we increase r from 65µm to 365µm, with darker
shades representing greater distances in both splay (red
lines) and bend (blue lines) deformations.

There are cases where the deformation changes as one
moves away from the corner and transitions from splay
to bend or bend to splay. Typically, this indicates the
presence of either a + 1

2 or − 1
2 topological defect near the
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FIG. 2. (A) Schematic of planar splay and planar bend in liquid crystals. Each individual unit (orange) represents a liquid
crystal mesogen. (B) Example of deformation of cells near the right corner of two different isosceles right triangles. The images
are placed diagonally opposite to each other and cropped to emphasize the difference. On the left bottom corner a splay
deformation is shown, while the right top corner shows a bend-like deformation. The red channel is the phase contrast imaging
and the blue channel is the fluorescence imaging of cell nuclei stained with NucBlue LiveCell Stain for better visualization. The
images of the cells were taken 48hrs after seeding cells on the triangles. Orange ellipse are used as a proxy for a cell, with the
orientation given by n̂. Ω denotes the angular position of each cell sub-unit and r̂ being the unit radial vector from the vertex
of the triangle to the cell. (Scale Bar: 100 µm) (C) Distribution of angles between the orientation of the cell immediately
next to edge and the edge director for different wedge angles π

6
≤ θ ≤ π

2
, normalized by the number of observed cells. (D)

{r̂ · n̂}2 vs Ω for two experimental realizations of splay (in red) and bend (in blue) respectively with the vertex angle of θ = π
2
.

The color intensity goes from light to dark both in splay (red) and bend (blue) as the distance from the vertex is increased
from 65µm to 325µm. Inset {r̂ · n̂}2 vs Ω for two experimental cases with splay to bend (blue) and bend to splay (red) is
observed. (E) Fraction of observed splay and bend deformations as a function of the wedge angle θ (details in SI Table S1).
Red columns are for pure splay deformation, light red for splay-to-bend transition, light blue for bend-to-splay and blue for
pure bend deformation.

corner. Examples of these transitions are shown in the
inset of Fig.2.D. The red dotted line illustrates a defor-
mation near a wedge, transitioning from bend to splay as
the distance increases (indicated by the darkening line),
suggesting the existence of a +1

2 topological charge. Con-
versely, the blue line shows a transition from splay to
bend as the distance from the vertex increases, indicat-
ing a − 1

2 defect. Examples of these deformations in our
experiments are provided in the Supplementary Informa-
tion (SI) SI Fig.S1.

Therefore, deformations at any given wedge angle can
be classified as splay, bend, splay-to-bend, or bend-to-
splay based on the function’s profile.

To classify a given wedge into one of the four cate-
gories, we apply specific criteria. If the function {r̂ · n̂}2
does not go below 0.25 for more than 3 consecutive dis-
tances then we classify the wedge to be splay-like. Sim-
ilarly if the minimum of the function {r̂ · n̂}2 does not
go over 0.75 for 3 consecutive distances then we classify
it as bend-like. The transition from splay to bend oc-
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curs when the splay rule is broken and viceversa. These
rules actually help us avoid errors in the categorization
that can occur due to few misaligned or round cells (we
further elaborate on this point in SI Fig. S2).

Using this classification, we plot the fraction of
observed deformation types at different wedge angles
(Fig.2.E). The data are collected from multiple experi-
mental runs on the same day and from different samples
prepared on various days to ensure that substrate prepa-
ration did not introduce any bias (see SI Table S1). As
expected, at smaller wedge angles, cells predominantly
arrange in a splay deformation with planar anchoring
near the edges (indicated by the dark red color). Further
from the vertex, as θ increases, bend deformations begin
to appear, signaling the onset of splay-to-bend transi-
tions (light red color). At θ = π

2 , the fractions of splay
and bend (dark blue color) deformations are equal across
different runs, suggesting no strong preference for one
deformation over the other. Additionally, the likelihood
of encountering splay-to-bend and bend-to-splay transi-
tions (light blue color) is also similar, suggesting energy
symmetries between splay and bend deformation. As the
wedge angle increases further, bend deformations become
more and more likely, which aligns again with intuitive
expectations. We would like now to use these results to
give quantitative estimates of the elastic anisotropy.

Deformation Energy

In order to extract quantitative information, we write
down the energy terms associated with the two deforma-
tions. Due to the low activity of our system, we do not
incorporate dynamics in the description. First we need
to describe the splay and bend deformations near a cor-
ner in terms of the director n̂. A pure splay deformation
with planar anchoring can be conceptualized as part of
a +1 topological defect, with the vertex at the center of
the defect core [46, 47]. For the bend deformation, we
know that near the wedges the vector should align along
the edge, while at the midpoint, the orientation must
be completely perpendicular to the radial direction. We
write the nematic director n̂ in cylindrical coordinates
and for the splay and bend deformation we get:

n̂splay = r̂n̂bend = cos
(π
θ
ϕ
)
r̂ − sin

(π
θ
ϕ
)
ϕ̂

The function {r̂ · n̂}2 is plotted in SI Fig.S3 using the
above expressions for n̂. We can then write down the
Frank Oseen energy per area fFO for 2-D nematic liq-
uid crystals [48]. Since we are looking at cell monolayer
where cells are confined to a 2D plane, we discard the
twist energy term.

fFO =
1

2
k∗1(∇ · n̂)2 + 1

2
k∗3(n̂× (∇× n̂))2 (1)

where k∗1 and k∗3 denote the 2D-elastic constants for
splay and bend, respectively. For simplicity, the splay

and bend elastic constants are referred as k1 and k3 from
now on, but one should keep in mind that their units
differ from the usual definition. The total energy can be
calculated using

Etot =

∫
A

fFO dA+ 2

∫
W (n̂× τ̂) dl (2)

where W is the (line) anchoring energy per unit length,
and τ̂ is the tangential to the edge. The detailed calcu-
lations are given in the SI theory section.
Having concluded from Fig.2.C that the cells have

strong planar alignment, we consider the contribution of
anchoring energy (W ) to be zero. To compute the total
energy associated with splay deformation, we substitute
the splay director (n̂splay) from (1) into (1). By integrat-
ing over the area, with ϕ ranging from 0 to wedge angle
θ and r from the defect core radius ϵ to a characteristic
length l away from the corner, we get

Etotsplay
=

1

2
k1θ ln

l

ϵ
(3)

Similarly, the bend elastic energy is computed by sub-
stituting the bend director (n̂bend) from (1) in equation
(1). Following the same integration as described for the
splay, we obtain the bend energy.

Etotbend
= (1− π

θ
)2
θ

4
(k1 + k3) ln

l

ϵ
(4)

(4) shows that in this case the energy depends on both
bend and splay constants.
At equilibrium, the probabilities of the system being

in either states can be calculated by taking the ratio of
the Boltzmann weight (Pi = e−E/kBT ). In Figure 2.E we
can observe that the fraction of occurrence for the two
deformations is roughly equal at θ = π

2 . Thus we take the
formula for equilibrium and equate the the total energy
for the two deformations given in (3) and (4). This yields
the following simple relation:

k1 = k3 (5)

This indicates that the assumption of the one-constant
approximation commonly used for active nematics [14,
22, 28, 29, 31–34] holds also for 3T3 fibroblasts.
We can also consider the measurements at different an-

gles to confirm our hypothesis. To explore this, we plot
the energy divided by the elastic constant as a function
of wedge angle (θ), as shown in Fig.3.A. The energy asso-
ciated with splay (red line) grows linearly with θ (3). In
contrast, the energy for the bend case (blue line) exhibits
a non-linear dependence, scaling as θ+ c

θ (4) where c is a
constant, leading to a crossover point where the energies
of splay and bend intersect. For angles less than θ = π

2
(the transition point, black dashed line), splay represents
the lower energy conformation compared to bend, with
the roles reversing beyond this transition point. This
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FIG. 3. (A) Total energy (E) divided by the elastic constant as a function of θ under the assumption k1 = k3. (B) The left
axis (red) plots the ratio of bend over splay as a function of θ for theory (line) and for experiments (circles). The right axis
(blue) of the graph plots the ratio of splay over bend as a function of θ. (C) The ratio of splay and bend elastic constant as a
function of θe, i.e. the angle at which there is equal probability to splay or bend.

theoretical result aligns well with our experimental ob-
servations, but we aim to take it a step further by directly
calculating the probabilities from these energy values.

To calculate the relative probabilities, we use the
Boltzmann weights (e−Ei/kBT ) for splay and bend de-
formations. When we take the ratio of the two probabil-
ities, the ratio e−Ebend/kBT /e−Esplay/kBT leaves a prefac-

tor α = ln(l/ϵ)k1

kBT , which is unknown. For simplicity, we
assume that this prefactor is equal 1. We should note
that by fixing our measurement point at l = 325µm, we
can simplify our classification into only splay or bend and
disregard the effect of splay to bend and bend to splay
transition. With this hypothesis, the resulting probabil-
ities are plotted in Fig.3.B as solid lines (red and blue).
The left axis shows the ratio Pbend/Psplay (in red), with
the corresponding theoretical probabilities plotted as a
red line. For angles greater than θ = π

2 , where this ratio
exceeds one, we instead plot Psplay/Pbend (in blue) on
the right axis to ensure the ratio lies between 0 and 1,
with the associated line shown in blue.

Our theoretical predictions are shown together with
the experimental data, as the red circles in the figure
indicate the ratio of the probability of bend over splay
deformations from experiments for angles θ = π

6 ,
π
4 ,

π
3 ,

and π
2 . Similarly, for angles greater than θ = π

2 , we plot
the ratio of the probability of splay over bend deforma-
tions as blue triangles for angles θ = 2π

3 , 5π
6 . The error

bars are calculated by assuming the the distribution to
be binomial with the number of trials specified in SI table
S1. The qualitative good agreement between experimen-
tal and theoretical results supports the assumption that
the splay and bend constants are equal as this hypothesis
leads to a good data fit across all values of θ.
It is possible that for other cell types or different sub-

strates, the probabilities of the two deformations may not
be equal at θ = π

2 , if k1 ̸= k3. Even in such cases, we
can calculate the elastic anisotropy (k1/k3) if we know
the angle θe at which the probabilities of the two defor-

mations are equal. By setting the probabilities of splay
and bend equal for a specific value of θe, we derive k1/k3
as a function of θe:

k1
k3

=
(1− π

θe
)2

(1− π2

θ2
e
+ 2 π

θe
)

(6)

This function is plotted in Fig.3.C. As θe decreases
from π, the value of k1/k3 increases monotonically and
diverges at θe = π

1+
√
2
. The equation also indicates that

there exists a wide range of θe values, specifically 77◦ <
θe < 126

o

, where the two elastic constants are within
an order of magnitude from each other, making the one
constant approximation a good assumption.

Discussion

This work analyzes the alignment of fibroblast cells
near a corner, showing their analogy to those observed in
2D nematic liquid crystals (Fig.2.A). In analogy with liq-
uid crystals, where alignment can be precisely controlled
through patterning, we systematically study these defor-
mations. Our findings indicate that cells undergo splay
and bend-like deformations with a probability that de-
pends on the wedge angle. The experimental data present
an intuitive trend: as the wedge angle increases, cells
transition from predominantly splay deformations near
a corner to bend deformations. Notably, at θ = π/2,
the fractions of splay and bend deformations are nearly
equal.
By calculating the Frank-Oseen elastic energies associ-

ated with these two deformations we determine that the
two elastic constants must be equal to explain our ex-
perimental data. To further interpret the experimental
results, we can calculate the relative probability of splay
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and bend configuration using the Boltzmann weights and
compare it with the observations.

This estimate however contains the prefactor α

= ln(l/ϵ)k1

kBT with unknown terms, namely the ratio between
the observation length l and the defect core size ϵ , and
the ratio of the 2D elastic constant k1 (due to the 2D
nature of the problem, this constant does not have the
usual units of force, but has the units of energy) and the
thermal energy kBT . It is reasonable to assume that the
system can be equated to a thermal active bath with tem-
perature T , and that the elastic constant will be equal to
a few times kBT . In nematic liquid crystals, the elastic
constants are in the order of 10 pN, which gives an en-
ergy of ≈ 4−5kBT if multiplied by the length of a typical
mesogen. If we assume k1 ≈ 4kBT , then α = 1 if l/ϵ ≈
1.3, meaning the length at which we measure the config-
uration is between once and twice the defect core length.
This makes physical sense. On the one hand, we want
to test alignment over a lenght scale larger than the de-
fect core size. On the other hand, measurements beyond
the correlation length are meaningless because the align-
ment from the corner will be lost. So we are restricted
on one side by the nematic coherence length, which we
estimated from image analysis to be around 450µm. On
the other hand we need to be far enough from the defect
core, whose size we do not know exactly. Drawing again
an analogy with molecular liquid crystal system, the de-
fect core size should be the size of a few mesogens, so in
this case a few cells. With a typical cell length around
50µm a defect core size around 150-200µm is a reason-
able estimate. This estimate also finds confirmation in
our previous work, where we estimated the length over
which the cell density is altered due to the presence of
a defect [44]. Consistently with these boundaries, our
measurements are taken at a length l = 315µm from the
corner.

This approach yields good agreement between exper-
imental observations and theoretical predictions, even
though the theory comes from equilibrium liquid crystal
theory and equilibrium statistical mechanics. This crude
approximation can still describe a non-equilibrium phe-
nomenon with good qualitative matching. In this way we
can estimate the elastic anisotropy, the ratio of the elas-
tic constants, as a function of the wedge angle θe in (6),
which corresponds to the angle at which the probabili-
ties of the two deformations are equal. This makes this
method suitable for estimating the elastic anisotropy of a
variety of cell systems, including those where the defect
core is difficult to identify.

Experimental Methods

Cell Culture

The NIH-3T3 mouse fibroblast (from ATCC) are cul-
tured in Thermofisher Scientific NunclonTM Delta Sur-
face treated tissue culture dishes using 89 % Dul-

becco’s Modified Eagle’s Medium (DMEM) - high glucose
[+] 4.5g/L glucose, L-glutamine, sodium pyruvate, and
sodium bicarbonate (Sigma Aldrich), 10% Fetal Bovine
Serum (Sigma Aldrich), and 1% Penicillin-Streptomycin.
Cells used for experiments are between generations 11
and 16.

Substrate Manufacturing

Templates for the master fabrication were made using
SU-8 TF 6001 negative photoresist (Kayaku Advanced
Materials) in a ISO 5 cleanroom facility. A 4´´ CZ-Si
wafer was first cleaned by submerging it in piranha etch
bath for 5 minutes, followed by de-ionized water rinse for
1 minute and then spin dried. SU-8 resist was then spin
coated on the wafer, then the wafer was placed on a lev-
eled hot plate at 110 °C for 2 minutes and 30 seconds.
After cooling down the wafer was then exposed to the
pattern using a MJB4 mask aligner (13 seconds at 8.3
mJ/cm2). To complete the curing reaction a post expo-
sure, bake step took place at 110◦C for 2 minutes and 30
seconds. The wafer then was immersed for 3 minutes in a
petri dish filled with SU-8 developer (Kayaku Advanced
Materials), agitation every 30 seconds allowed fresh de-
veloper to interact with the surface. Finally, the wafer
was hard baked at 160◦C for 10 minutes. The structures
were later inspected using a Nikon Eclipse LV100 micro-
scope and a Veeco Dektak 150 stylus profilometer.

Substrate Preparation

Polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) from Sylgard 184 (Dow
Corning) is mixed thoroughly with 10% of curing agent.
It is later desiccated at room temperature and then
poured onto a negatively patterned SU-8 substrate. This
is again desiccated to get rid of any leftover bubbles be-
fore being cured in a 60o oven for 4 hr. The PDMS is
peeled off the mold and the patterned PDMS is cut in
slabs and used for making copy of substrate with UV-
curable glue Norland optical adhesive 81 (NOA-81). The
patterned substrate is flipped onto a flat-bottom glass
petri dish with 2-3 drops of NOA-81 glue. The sample is
degassed to make sure there are no bubbles in the glue be-
low the patterned sample. The susbtrate is then radiated
with UV at 302nm (8W, Ultra Violet Products-3UV) for
20 mins on each side. The petri dish is then heated at
60◦C for 30 mins after which the patterned substrate is
removed and negative of the pattern is ready to be used
as mold for making PDMS copies.
The patterned PDMS slabs are cleaned by rinsing with

absolute ethanol and isopropyl alcohol and dried using
compressed air. A thin layer (3g) of 1:10 ratio PDMS is
poured on a petri dish and cured overnight in a 37◦ oven.
Both the petri dish and the patterned PDMS slabs are
treated with oxygen plasma (Harrick Plasma Cleaner)
with RF power 30W for 3 minutes with a pressure of
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300mtorr. The PDMS slab is then attached to the coated
petri dish with the substrate facing up and heat treated
in a 60◦ oven for 1 minute. The sample is plasma cleaned
again with the same setting for 3 minutes and then heated
for 1 minute at 60◦.
The sample is then sterilized with ethanol and it is

prepped for substrate treatment with fibronectin. Fi-
bronectin from bovine plasma (Sigma Aldrich) 25µg/ml
solution is coated onto the substrate with minimal vol-
ume (200 µl for 3 cm2 substrate area) for 45 mins at
room temperature before being washed. The sample is
then used for cell culture.

Cells are seeded onto the patterns, once the concentra-
tion of the suspension of cells is determined using Trypan
Blue and counted using a hemacytometer (10 µl volume).
The concentration of the cells used for plating in the petri
dish is 500 cell/mm2.

Staining

To observe the nuclei the cells are stained using
NucBlueTM Live Cell ReadyProbesTM (Hoescht 33342)
by adding 2 drops/ml of the cell media, followed by a
30-minute incubation.

Microscopy

Phase Contrast and fluorescent imaging in 2D is done
using a Nikon Tl-Eclipse Widefield microscope using a
Kinetix Scientific CMOS camera (Teledyne Photomet-
rics). The patterned triangles are visualized by capturing
large format images by translating a stage along a grid
with 15% overlap between the frames. The images are
later stitched together using a Stitching (Grid/Collection
stitching) plugin in ImageJ [49].

Image Analysis

Images obtained from the microscope are pre-processed
by passing them through an ImageJ macro that combines
the different channels and stitches them using the ImageJ
Stitching Plugin [49]. Once the images are stitched, the
edges of the triangles are identified manually and then
translated using a custom Matlab code. The code aligns
all the triangles of the same type and makes one side

of the triangle parallel to the x-axis (reference axis for
calculating orientation). The triangle’s vertices are then
cropped over an area of 400µm x 400µm. The cropped
phase contrast image is used to get the orientation of
cells using the OrientationJ plugin in ImageJ. Orienta-
tionJ window size of 13µm is selected to get the average
orientation of the cells over the 13µm x 13µm window.
The orientation at each point is adjusted such that the
reference is with respect to the x-axis.

Splay-Bend Transition

To characterize splay or bend at each corner, a circle is
drawn centered at the vertex of the corner with a radius r
as shown in Fig.2.B. The grid points (from OrientationJ
calculation) closest to the circle are then selected and are
dotted with the unit radial vector from the vertex to the
grid point. The angle of each unit vector with respect to
the x-axis of the image is taken to be Ω. The dot product
r̂ · n̂ is squared to limit the value between 0-1. In the case
of splay deformation as the orientation at any given point
is radially outwards from the point of the defect(corner),
{r̂ · n̂}2 will be 1 or close to 1, as seen in SI Fig.3. As
for bend, since the orientation is radial at 0 and π

2 and

azimuthal for Ω = π
4 , {r̂ · n̂}

2 will follow a characteristic
curve going for 1 (Ω = 0) to 0 (Ω = π

4 ) to 1 again at
(Ω = π

4 ) as can be seen in the Fig.2.D.
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Supplementary Information

I. Experiments

FIG. S1. Example of (A) splay (B) splay-bend (C) bend-splay (D) bend deformation that is observed in the experiments at
90◦ vertex, positioned at the left bottom corner of each image. The red channel is the phase contrast imaging and the blue
channel is the fluorescence imaging of cell nuclei stained with NucBlue LiveCell Stain for better visualization.(Scale Bar: 100
µm)

FIG. S2. (A) Representative example of a splay deformation, with two orientations shown at radial distances of 130 µm and
325 µm for deformations observed at a 90◦ vertex, located at the lower left corner of each image. The red channel shows phase
contrast imaging, while the blue channel displays fluorescence imaging of cell nuclei stained with NucBlue LiveCell Stain for
enhanced visualization. (B) Plot of the function {r̂ · n̂}2 vs. Ω for the splay deformation shown in A. (C) Example of an
“imperfect´´ splay deformation at radial distances of 130 µm and 325 µm, also observed at a 90◦ vertex. (D) Plot of {r̂ · n̂}2
vs. Ω for the deformation shown in C, which deviates from the expected splay trend but is still recognized as splay according
to our categorization rule. (Scale Bar: 100 µm)

Wedge angle θ Number of data points
1. π/6 7
2. π/4 28
3. π/3 79
4. π/2 21
5. 2π/3 18
6. 5π/6 16

TABLE I. Statistics of different data points for various values of wedge angle (θ)
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II. Theory

Splay and bend

In the Fig.2C in the main text the director field has strong planar anchoring with the edges of the triangle, and
since the cells are arranged in a monolayer, the nematic director is confined to the xy plane. We can thus describe
the nematic director as nx = cos ϕ, ny = sin ϕ, and nz = 0 from [46,47].

To describe the director orientation near the corners, we use the analytical form from [46]

ϕ = sα+ c (S1)

where α = tan−1(y/x) and c is constant. The director field for the splay deformation, characterized by planar
anchoring, can be conceptualized as a fraction of a +1 topological defect, with the angle going from 0 to θ (wedge angle).
Therefore s = 1 and c = 0 as per reference [46]. By inserting these values into (S1) and converting into cylindrical
co-ordinates we get director field given by (S2) for splay deformation near a corner. For bend-like deformation, the
liquid crystal molecules exhibit planar anchoring adjacent to the walls. The change occurs in between the walls,
effectively shifting from radial alignment near the walls to azimuthal alignment in the middle. Therefore given the
constraints we use a director orientation to be (S3) in cylindrical co-ordinates.

n̂splay = r̂ + 0ϕ̂ (S2)

n̂bend = cos
(π
θ
ϕ
)
r̂ − sin

(π
θ
ϕ
)
ϕ̂ (S3)

The plot of the value is given in Fig.S3 where we see the theoretical directors of the splay and bend plotted along
with the analysis of how the (r̂ · n̂)2 varies as a function of Ω

FIG. S3. Reconstructions of Splay (left, red) and Bend (right, blue) director field near a corner with amplitude π/2 and planar
alignment on the edges. The central panel shows the values of (r̂.n̂)2 for the two calculated director fields.

Energy Calculation

The 3D Frank-Oseen energy is defined by (S4) [46,47] where k1, k2, and k3 denote the elastic constants for splay,
twist, and bend, respectively, and n̂ represents the director field. As the cell monolayer is restricted to xy plane the
twist energy term (characterized by k2) from the (S4) can be discarded. Moreover the deformations can be considered
only 2D, therefore both divergence and curl would be calculated only in 2D. This generates the (S5) where the elastic
constants are given by k∗1 and k∗3 which are the 2D splay and bend elastic constants. For simplicity, from now on
we call them k1 and k3 even if they are defined in 2D. Integrating the Frank-Oseen energy over the wedge area and
including the line anchoring term (2D analog to the surface anchoring energy) we get the total energy of the system
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FIG. S4. Measured difference between the calculated director field and the experimental observations. θexpt is the orientation
of the director averaged over different experimental realizations for a 90◦ wedge, for pure splay and pure bend case. θideal is
the theoretical director orientation for splay and bend deformation. In the figure the distribution of the difference between the
experimental θexpt and the theoretical θideal for splay (red) and bend (blue) deformations is plotted as a function of the cosine
square of θideal − θexpt

(S6), where W is anchoring energy per unit length, l is the length of the wedge line, and τ̂ being the tangent vector
to the edge.

fFO =
1

2
k1(∇ · n̂)2 + 1

2
k2(n̂ · ∇ × n̂)2 +

1

2
k3(n̂× (∇× n̂))2 (S4)

fFO2D
=

1

2
k∗1(∇ · n̂)2 + 1

2
k∗3(n̂× (∇× n̂))2 (S5)

Etot =

∫ l

0

∫ θ

0

fFO r ∂ϕ ∂r + 2

∫ l

0

W (n̂× τ̂) dl (S6)

As seen from Fig.2.C in the main text, the probability of cells aligning within 10 degrees of the wedge line is high
for varying wedge angle. Thus we can imagine the line anchoring energy to be zero. We know from (S2) the functional
form of n̂ for splay deformation. If we assume the wedge angle to be θ and substitute it in (S4) we get

fFOsplay
=

1

2
k1

1

r2
(S7)

because the bend term is zero. Substituting results of (S7) in (S6) we get the total energy for pure splay deformation
as
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Etotsplay
=

∫ l

ϵ

∫ θ

0

1

2
k1

1

r2
r dϕ dr

=

∫ l

ϵ

1

2
k1

1

r
θ dr

=
1

2
k1θ ln

l

ϵ
(S8)

where ϵ is defect core, necessary to prevent the integral from diverging in zero. From (S8) you can see that the
energy for splay is a linear function of θ. One can do the same with the bend deformation case discussed before (S3)
with m = π

θ and substitute in the (S4)

fFObend
=

1

2
k1

cos2 mϕ

r2
(1−m)2 +

1

2
k3

sin2 mϕ

r2
(1−m)2 (S9)

An important difference in this case as compared to the pure splay deformation is the presence of a component of
energy coming from both splay and bend energy. Therefore the total energy from bend deformation is given by

Etotbend
=

∫ l

ϵ

∫ θ

0

[
1

2
k1

cos2 mϕ

r2
(1−m)2 +

1

2
k3

sin2 mϕ

r2
(1−m)2

]
r dϕ dr

=
1

2
(1−m)2

∫ l

ϵ

[
k1

1

r

π

2m
+ k3

1

r

π

2m

]
dr

=
(1−m)2

2
(k1 + k3)

π

2m
ln

l

ϵ

= (1− π

θ
)2
θ

4
(k1 + k3) ln

l

ϵ
(S10)

as m = π/θ. It is of interest to note that the role of θ is not linear as seen with (S8). We now have sufficient machinery
to compare the two different deformations for the same angle.

Energy-Probability

The energy for the deformations are derived in (S8), and (S10) for splay and bend respectively. We have seen from
the experimental results, that for the case of fibronectin coated cell substrate shown in Fig.2E in the main paper, the
probability to splay or bend is equal for the case when θ = π

2 . This suggests that the energy associated to splay and
bend is equal, thus allowing us to equate (S8) and (S10) at θ = π

2

Esplay = Ebend when θ =
π

2
k1
2

π

2
ln

l

ϵ
= (1− π

π
2

)2
π

2

(k1 + k3)

4
ln

l

ϵ

k1 = k3 (S11)

Elastic Anisotropy

The above condition from (S11) is valid for when the energy of splay and bend deformation are equal at θ = π
2 ,

what happens if that’s not the case? We can still get the ratio between the elastic constants, using (S8), and (S10),
and getting it as a function of θe, i.e. the arbitrary angle at which the two energy are the same.
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Esplay(θe) = Ebend(θe)

k1
2
θ ln

l

ϵ
= (1− π

θ
)2θ

(k1 + k3)

4
ln

l

ϵ

k1
k3

=
(1− π

θ )
2

(1− π2

θ2 + 2π
θ )

(S12)

the plot for this function vs θe is shown in Fig.3C of the main paper.
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