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Abstract

A general framework is developed to study the deformation and stress response in Féppl-von Karman
shallow shells for a given distribution of defects, such as dislocations, disclinations, and interstitials,
and metric anomalies, such as thermal and growth strains. The theory includes dislocations and
disclinations whose defect lines can both pierce the two-dimensional surface and lie within the surface.
An essential aspect of the theory is the derivation of strain incompatibility relations for stretching and
bending strains with incompatibility sources in terms of various defect and metric anomaly densities.
The incompatibility relations are combined with balance laws and constitutive assumptions to obtain
the inhomogeneous Foppl-von Karman equations for shallow shells. Several boundary value problems
are posed, and solved numerically, by first considering only dislocations and then disclinations coupled

with growth strains.
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1 Introduction

Defects are local disruptions of translational and rotational material order while metric anomalies (e.g.,
due to thermal, growth, and hygroelastic strains) are local disruptions of the metrical order. Both play an
important role in influencing geometrical (shape, topology, etc.) and physical (mechanical, electrical, etc.)
properties of two-dimensional (2D) elastic surfaces (e.g., 2D materials and biological membranes) [1-6].
In the context of elastic sheets, defects and metric anomalies act as internal sources for deformation and
stress in the 2D surface. The problem of interest therefore is to evaluate the deformed shape and the stress
distribution, associated with the elastic surface, for a given prescription of defects and metric anomalies.

The problem has classically attracted attention for defects in thin plates within the framework of small
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deformation linearized elasticity [7-11]. Although analytical solutions were variously obtained, they were
limited in their scope due to the assumption of small deformation. The problem was subsequently dealt
with for defects in Foppl-von Kédrméan plates allowing for moderate bending but small stretching of the
surface [3,12]. The resulting solutions have been useful in understanding a wide range of phenomena in
solid condensed matter literature [3,4] and in defect controlled topological designing of 2D materials [13].
The theory was however restricted to isotropic point defects and isolated wedge disclinations and edge
dislocations whose defect lines pierce normally through the surface. The other types of line defects (with
arbitrary line directions and Burgers/Frank vector), as well as defects in the form of distributed densities
over the surface and anisotropic point defects, have not been discussed and cannot be incorporated in the
existing framework in any straightforward manner unless the geometrical nature of defects is developed
systematically (as has been pursued in the present work). The problem of metric anomalies in Foppl-
von Kérméan plates (and shells) is better understood and has been used, for instance, to study the
emergent shape of certain botanical objects [5]. A comprehensive theory which combines defects and
metric anomalies is however lacking altogether (except for our recent attempt [14]). Such a theory holds
promise for modelling surfaces where defects coexist with thermal /growth strains and can either enhance
or screen each other’s influence on the mechanics of the surface.

The present work is concerned with formulating a general theory for modelling the mechanical response
of 2D elastic surfaces, considered as Foppl-von Karman shallow shells, in the presence of dislocations,
disclinations, point defects, and metric anomalies. In doing so, we fill the aforementioned gaps and
generalize existing frameworks. In particular, we allow for dislocations and disclinations whose defect
lines are oriented arbitrarily with respect to the surface, and also for metric anomalies to appear coupled
with the defect densities. Our methodology is based on a geometric theory of defects and the notion of a
geometric configuration (of the surface) which is not embeddable in R? due to its inherent defectiveness.
In other words, the defective configuration fails to satisfy the Gauss and Codazzi-Mainardi compatibility
equations. This loss of compatibility is closely related to the emergence of incompatible strain fields
throughout the surface. Similar ideas have been used successfully to develop micromechanical theories
of defects in small deformation linear elastic solids [20,21] and three-dimensional (3D) nonlinear elastic
solids [22]. Although our geometric description of defects is general (within Kirchhoff Love kinematics), we
pose our boundary value problems within a more restrictive Foppl-von Karman framework which, while
incorporating geometrical nonlinearities, allows us to decompose total stretching and bending strains
additively into elastic and anelastic parts in addition to working with a scalar stress function, rather than
a stress tensor, and a scalar transverse deformation field, rather than a displacement vector.

We note that there have been significant developments in the recent literature on incompatible
plates/shells within a more general kinematical framework than assumed in our work [15, 16]; these
works are however restricted to incorporating incompatibility arising only due to growth in the 2D do-
main. Their applicability in developing complete boundary value problems to study the micromechanics
of defects remains open. Similarly, there is significant theoretical and numerical work in the context of

non-linear elasto-plastic deformations (including shells) [17-19]. Our interest however is in solving for de-



formation and stress fields given a distribution of defects (rather than incompatibility or plastic strains).
The defect distribution is both physically observable and experimentally quantifiable (clearly so for 2D
materials [4]) and it is of much interest to pose boundary value problems with defects appearing explicitly
as sources of deformation and stress [20].

There are three central contributions of this paper. Among these are two theoretical results. The
first result is a system of strain incompatibility relations, given in Equations (3.3), which explicitly
demonstrates the loss of compatibility in anelastic stretching and bending strains due to a distribution of
defects and metric anomalies. The second result is the pair of inhomogeneous Foppl-von Karman relations
with dislocation and disclination densities as given in Equations (4.5)-(4.6) and (5.4)-(5.5), respectively,
the latter inclusive of a coupling with growth strains. These are the required governing equations for the
determination of transverse deformation and stress fields associated with the elastic surface due to the
presence of respective defect distributions. The third contribution is the numerical solution to several
boundary value problems involving various configurations of dislocations and wedge disclinations with
isotropic growth strains in Foppl-von Karman plates (see Sections 4 and 5). The former include isolated
edge dislocations with their defect line and Burgers vector both lying within the plate surface. These
examples provide novel demonstrations of folding an elastic sheet into a variety of configurations. The
latter set of problems study the coupling of an isolated disclination with multiple combinations of surface
and bending growth strains. In doing so we emphasize the morphological richness which emerges from the
coupling between disclinations and growth. Our framework is immediately applicable for understanding
the mechanical properties of defects in thin films [28], for providing novel avenues in the paper folding
problems, and for developing insights into the problem of growth of biological membranes assisted by

defects.

2 Kinematics and geometry of defects

Let w be a 2D simply connected bounded manifold with piecewise smooth boundary, homeomorphic to
the closed disc in R?, and let # = w x [~h/2, h/2], for some real constant h > 0, be the cylindrical closed
neighbourhood of w. We assume % to represent a sufficiently thin 3D shell with a mid-surface as w. The
thinness of the shell is quantified using ¢ = (h/L) < 1, where L is a characteristic linear dimension of the
mid-surface [23]. The shell kinematics is assumed to satisfy the Kirchhoff-Love hypothesis which requires
all the planar sections orthogonal to the mid-surface w of the shell # to remain planar and orthogonal to
the mid-surface under all sufficiently smooth deformations of ; tilting of the transverse directions and
thickness distentions are therefore not permitted. Let (6',62) be the natural coordinate system on w, and
let #3 = ¢ be the transverse coordinate along the thickness direction. The adapted coordinates (6%, () are
assumed to be convected by all the embeddings of w. The small case Greek indices a, 3, u ... etc., and
the small case Roman indices i, j, k ... etc., take values from the sets {1,2} and {1,2, 3}, respectively. A
subscript comma, is used to denote ordinary spatial derivatives with respect to the natural coordinates 6.

The inner product, cross product, and tensor product, in 3D Euclidean vector spaces, are denoted by

-, X, and ®, respectively. The 2D and 3D permutational symbols are represented as e,s and e;;i, respec-



tively. The Kronecker delta symbols 55, dap, and §°P carry the usual meaning. Round and square brackets
enclosing indices in the subscript are used to denote, respectively, symmetrization and anti-symmetrization
with respect to the enclosed indices, i.e., C;;y = (Ci; + Cj;)/2, Cpip = (Cij — Cji)/2, ete. The enclosed
indices within two vertical bars in the subscript are to be exempted from anti-symmetrization; e.g.,
2A4 k) = Aijkt — Aljri- We say that a function f is of order O(e") if and only if there exist posi-
tive constants M and 0 such that |f| < Mle|” for all € < 6§, where r is any real number. A function
f is of order o(e") if f/€" — 0 as e — 0. We use [A;;] to represent the matrix with components A;;
and det[A;;] as the associated determinant. Let f(0%) and g(6%) be two fields defined over the sur-
face. The 2D Laplacian and biharmonic operators A and A? are defined such that Af = fi11 + foo
and A%f = fa111 + 2f 1122 + f2200, respectively. The 2D Monge-Ampere bracket [-,-] is defined by
[f, 9] = e“Pet f 0.9 80 = f11920+ f.229.11—2f 129,12; in particular [f, f] = 2f 11 f22—2f 1212 = 2det[f up)-
Here, and elsewhere in the paper, the fields are assumed to have the required number of continuous deriva-

tives.

2.1 The reference and the current configuration

Let a fixed reference configuration of the shell mid-surface be given by an isometric embedding R :
w — R? whose tangent spaces are spanned by the natural basis vectors A, = R . The first and
second fundamental forms associated with the reference surface R(w) are Ay,g = Ay-Ag and B.g =
—N o-Ag, respectively, where N = A; x Ay/| A1 x Al is the unit normal field. The current (deformed)
configuration of the shell mid-surface is given by an isometric embedding R :w — R3 with tangent spaces
spanned by the natural basis vectors A, = R,a. The associated first and second fundamental forms are
Aag = Aa'Aﬁ and Bag = —N,Q'Aﬁ, respectively, where N = A; x Ag/]Al X Ag\ is the unit normal
field on the deformed surface. The pairs (Agg, Bag) and (Ayp, Bag) individually satisfy the Gauss and

Codazzi-Mainardi compatibility equations:

K1212 + det[Bag] = 0, — 62311 + 81312 = 0, — 62321 + 81322 = 0; (2.1&)
K1212 + det[Bag] = 0, — égBll + élélg = 0, — égBm + élégg = 0, (2.1b)

where K212 and Klglg are the only independent components of the Riemannian curvature tensors
Kopuw and Kaﬁ;w associated with A, and Aag, respectively; 0 and d denote the covariant deriva-
tives with respect to the induced Levi-Civita connections Fgﬁ = %A‘“’ (Apag + Auga — Aap) and
fgﬁ = %AW(AW,B + Auﬁ,a — Anp.), respectively; here, [A%F] = [A,5]7" and [A°P] = [A,5]~". The total
stretching strain and the total bending strain tensors, defined as E = EagAa®A5 = %([lag —AQB)AO‘®AB
and A = AgA“® AP = (Bag — Bop)A® ® AP respectively, measure the relative first and second funda-

mental forms of the current configuration with respect to the reference configuration of the mid-surface.

2.2 The natural configuration

The natural (relaxed, stress/moment free) configuration, in the presence of defects, cannot be realized

as a connected isometric embedding of the mid-surface w in R? [14]. Tt can however be realized as an



appropriate projection on w of an isometric embedding x : # — M? within a hypothetical 3D non-
Riemannian space M? (the material space) equipped with a symmetric material metric and a material

connection with components g;; and LF. respectively, with respect to the natural coordinates 6%, If aap

Z]’
(symmetric positive-definite) and b,z (symmetric) represent the first and the second fundamental form,
respectively, of the mid-surface of the shell in the natural configuration then, in accordance with the

Kirchhoff-Love kinematical assumption [24], the components g;; can be defined as

JaB = X,a " X, = Qap — 2¢ baﬁ + C2 Cafs (2.2a)
9a3 = 930 = X.o - X3 =0, and gzs3 = X 3- X3 = 1, (2.2b)

where cop = a*buabyp is the (symmetric) third fundamental form of the natural configuration. The
metric g;; is positive-definite for small ¢ [14]. We introduce a = detlaqng], €apg = a%eag, B = a_%eag,
g = det[gi;], €ijr = g%eijk, and ¢k = g_%eijk. Then, at ¢ = 0, g = a, e = ¢ and €aB3 = €ap-
Let [a®] = [aqs) ™" and [g9] = [g;,]"!
Levi-Civita connection s ap = 2a‘”( rB.a + Gra,8 — Aap,r) and V for the covariant derivative with respect

to the Levi-Civita connection Sfj = 20" (gmji + Gmij — Yijm)- A subscript semicolon ((-);, etc.) is

. We use V to denote the covariant derivative with respect to the

used to denote the covariant derivative with respect to the material connection Lf] The pair (aqgs,bag),
unlike their counterpart in the reference and the current configurations, do not satisfy the Gauss and
Codazzi-Mainardi compatibility equations. They satisfy the incompatible Gauss and Codazzi-Mainardi
equations, as derived in Appendix A, with sources of incompatibility given in terms of defect and metric

anomaly densities.

2.3 The defect densities

The densities of disclinations in the 3D shell are associated with the fourth-order Riemann-Christoffel
curvature tensor of the 3D material space with components leji = ij P Lk] 1+ L Lkh Lh L;h [14,25].
By definition, Q(kl) = (0. We assume ng(kl) = 0, where the covariant components kal Qijk Iml, 1-€.,
we neglect metrical disclinations [14,21] in the shell, which otherwise give rise to the non-preservation
of the inner product of tangent vectors in the material space (with respect to the material metric under
parallel transport using the material connection); these are related to generalized disclinations [26]. Let
Qi (0%) = Qijkl(ﬁa,C = 0). Due to the skew-symmetries with respect to the first two and the last two
indices of €21, there are only nine independent components of the defect density. These are QU (h) =
20, ¢ = 0)e7™™(0%, ¢ = 0)Qptynn (0). It follows that

lemn = aeiklejmn@ij- (23)

The first index i of ©Y denotes the direction of the defect line (i.e., the orthogonal direction to the
plane of the Frank loop), while the second index j denotes the direction of the associated Frank vector,
see Figure 1. The diagonal components (i = j) represent disclinations of the wedge type and the off-
diagonal components (i # j) represent disclinations of the twist type. Two families of disclinations are

distinguished based on whether their defect lines are transverse to the mid-surface w (the Frank loops lie
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Figure 1: Individual components of dislocations and disclinations on a Kirchhoff-Love shell.

within w), or whether the defect lines are tangential to the mid-surface w (the Frank loops lie transverse
to w). The former kind of disclinations include the wedge type ©(%) = ©33(#*) and the twist type
0°(#*) = ©32(#*). The latter kind are represented by ©#* out of which O and ©2? are of the wedge
type, and ©'2 and ©#3 are of the twist type. Disclinations with arbitrary orientation can be decomposed
in terms of these families. The notion of a transverse, or out-of-surface, Frank loop is not realizable for
monolayered shells; disclinations densities ©*¥ can hence appear only in multilayered shells.

The densities of dislocations in the 3D shell are associated with the torsion tensor of the 3D material
space with components T};*(6%) = Lﬁ.ﬂ (6") [14,25]. By definition, T(ij)k = 0. Let T3;%(0%) = T3, (6*,¢ =
0). The skew symmetry in the torsion tensor yields nine independent components given by o' (%) =
$e™(0, ¢ = 0)Tiy? (0). As a result,

T123 = \/50;’37 TioH = \/5043”, and Tgak = Eag()éﬁk. (2'4)

The index i of o/ denotes the direction of the defect line (i.e., the orthogonal direction to the plane
of the Burgers parallelogram) while the index j stands for the direction of the corresponding Burgers
vector, see Figure 1. The diagonal components (i = j) are dislocation densities of the screw type and the
off-diagonal components (i # j) are the densities of the edge type. As with disclinations, we distinguish
between two families of dislocations based on whether their defect lines are transverse to the mid-surface
w (the Burgers parallelograms lie within w), or whether the defect lines are tangential to the mid-surface
w (the Burgers parallelograms lie transverse to w). The former kind of dislocations include the edge type
JH(0%) = a3(0%) and the screw type J(6%) = a33(#%). The latter kind are represented by a/*, out of
which o!' and «?? are of the screw type, and o!'?, a?' and o are of the edge type. Dislocations with
arbitrary orientation can be decomposed in terms of elements of these families. The notion of a transverse,
or out-of-surface, Burgers parallelogram is not realizable for monolayered shells; dislocation densities a/*
can hence appear only in multilayered shells.

The densities of the metric anomalies (point defects, growth strains, thermal strains, etc.) are

represented by the non-metricity of the 3D material space with components @k”(ﬁl) = —gijx(0") =



~Gijk + Litgmj + L gim [6,14,21]. By definition, Qupj; = 0. Let Qpij(60%) = Qrij(6%,¢ = 0). Of the
eighteen independent non-metricity components, the six components (QQr,3 measure the tilting of the nor-
mal direction, the three components (133 measure the thickness distention, the six components Qs
represent purely in-surface metric anomalies (for instance those arising from in-plane growth strains or
from point defects in 2D crystals [6]), and the remaining three components Q3,3 represent the bending
or curvature metric anomalies. The latter could arise due to differential growth and differential thermal
deformation in multilayered shells [6]. The densities of defects and metric anomalies, as introduced above,

can not be prescribed arbitrarily but have to satisfy a system of identities; see Appendix B.

3 The inhomogeneous Foppl-von Karman shallow shell equations

The inhomogeneous Foppl-von Karméan shallow shell equations are a pair of coupled partial differential
relations for the determination of the stress function and out-of-surface deformation of the thin shell
surface with sources in terms of defect and metric anomaly densities. The following derivation of these
equations is based on the geometrical notions developed in the previous section, in addition to Appendix A

and Appendix B, under further assumptions on the magnitude of deformations, strains, and defect fields.

3.1 The strain measures

Let the reference mid-surface be described in a Monge representation R(6%) = 0%e,+w"(6%)es, where {e;}
are a set of right handed Cartesian bases vectors for R? and w" (%) is the height function with respect to the
flat surface. The mid-surface in the current configuration is described using the in-surface displacements
u®(0”) and height w(0®) (with respect to the flat surface) such that R(6%) = (u®(6%) + 0%)eq + w(0)es.
In accordance with the Foppl-von Kérmdan kinematics [23,27], we assume u®, and its derivatives, to
be O(¢) and both w", w, and their derivatives, to be O(e%). The assumption on the height functions
amounts to restricting our attention to only shallow shells. Consequently, A,g = dog + W?QW?B + o(e),
B = W?aB—I—O(E%), flag = 0o +Undya —I—u:YB&YQ +w oW g+o0(€), and BQB =W g3 —I—O(E%). The components
of the total stretching and bending strain fields, given by FE,3 = %(flag — Ayp) and Ay = (Baﬁ — Bag),

respectively, satisfy the compatibility conditions

1
B ehA <EW,5,\ + BauAgy + §AWA5)\> =0, (3.1a)
At12 — A1 =0, and Ajg2 — Aoo1 =0 (3.1b)

to the leading order, as can be derived immediately using (2.1).

The notion of elastic stretching and bending strain is introduced as the energetic dual of the in-surface
stress and bending moment fields, respectively, in the shell. The former is assumed to be symmetric and
positive-definite while the latter to be symmetric. Assuming the elastic stretching and bending strain fields
(and their derivatives) to be of order O(e) and O(e%) [14], respectively, we write them as E¢ = E¢ BAO‘®AB
and A€ = AZBAO‘ ® A® to their leading order; here, and elsewhere, the superscript e denotes elastic and

should not be taken for an index. The basis vectors A%, used in the above expressions, should be retained
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Figure 2: The reference, current, and the natural configurations of the shell mid-surface.

only to the leading order (which is e,). The surface fundamental forms in the natural configuration,
to their leading order, are taken as a,g = flag — QESB and b,g = Bag — Azﬁ. It then follows that
aop = 0ap + O(€), bop = O(e%), and s5. = O(e). The plastic strain fields, E? = EZBAO‘ ® A% and AP =
AZBAO‘ ® AP, are introduced such that EZB = %(aag — Apyp) and AZ 5= bag — Bag; here, and elsewhere,
the superscript p denotes plastic and should not be taken for an index. The total stretching strain is
then additively decomposable into elastic and plastic counterparts, E = E® 4 EP with E,g = ESs+ EZ 35
to a leading order of O(e). The total bending strain is additively decomposable into elastic and plastic
counterparts, A = A° 4 AP with A3 = Agﬁ + AZB, to a leading order of O(e%). The various mid-surface

configurations and the strain measures are illustrated in Figure 2.

3.2 Assumption on the order of defect density fields

We assume that the dislocation density fields, for which both the Burgers parallelogram and the Burgers
vector lie on the tangent plane of the mid-surface, are of order O(e), while those for which either the
Burgers parallelogram or the Burgers vector lie transverse to the tangent plane of the mid-surface are
of order O(e%). Hence, J* = O(e), J = O(e%), and ottt = O(e%). Similarly we assume that the
disclination density fields, for which both the Frank loop and the Frank vector lie on the tangent plane
of the mid-surface, are of order O(e), whereas those for which either the Frank loop or the Frank vectors
lie transverse to the tangent plane of the mid-surface are of order O(e%). Hence, © = O(e), OF = O(e%),
and OHF = O(e%). Finally, we assume the extensional metric anomalies to be of order O(¢) and the
curvature metric anomalies to be of order O(e%), ie., Quap = O(€) and Q305 = O(e%). Accordingly,

identity (B.7) implies that there exist symmetric functions qgﬁ, qgﬁ, and qgﬁ, of order O(e), O(e%), and



O(e), respectively, such that [6]
Gap(0%,C) = o + Cdos + Cdls and Giz(6%,¢) = 0. (3.2)

Further terms in the Taylor series expansion of G, (With respect to () are inconsequential to our discussion.
We have Quap = _2qgﬁ,u and Q3,3 = —2q(’lﬁ. The components @);;3 = 0 are either zero or order O(e%).
The derivatives of the defect density and metric anomaly fields are assumed to respect the order of the
defect field.

3.3 The strain incompatibility relations

The elastic and plastic strains are incompatible in the sense that they do not satisfy relations of the kind
given in (3.1). Due to this, they are not related to deformation fields in a way that the total strains are. The
incompatibility of strains is due to the presence of defect and metric anomaly densities over the surface.
The strain incompatibility relations are obtained by reducing the relations between the Riemannian and
the non-Riemannian structures of the theory to their leading order using the assumptions prescribed above.

Following the derivation in Appendix A, we obtain the the required strain incompatibility relations as

- 1
e erv (Eg’% by~ qgm,,) +det[Bag — AL ] — 5 (W, w0] = © — 2e,5J% — (J)?, (3.3a)
AP, =A%, =-0%+J;, and (3.3b)
A1172,2 - Agm =0+ J,, (3.3¢)

where we have used the identity det[B,g] = % [WO, WO] and the substitutions

A11)1 =Ml —aqn - 2071, &32 = —Aby —dp + 20'%, and A11)2 = Agl = —Ay — dhp — o+l (34)
Equations (3.3) are the required strain incompatibility equations for incompatible strains Eg 5 and AZB
with sources of incompatibility given in terms of dislocations (J, J*, o), disclinations (0, ©#), and
metric anomalies (qgﬁ, ), all defined over the surface. The strain incompatibility equations (3.3) have
not appeared earlier in the scientific literature, to the best of our knowledge. The incompatibility equations
will be combined with the equations of equilibrium, discussed next, to pose boundary value problems for
the determination of stress field and out-of-plane shell deflection in response to a given prescription of
defects/non-metricity. We note that dislocation densities o/ and disclination densities @7, both of which
are related to each other in (B.10), do not contribute towards the strain incompatibility. The disclination
densities ©3, although not present explicitly in (3.3), are related to ©* and o through (B.9). Whenever
the defect /non-metricity fields are nilpotent, i.e., they lead to vanishing incompatibilities, Equations (3.3)

are reduced to compatibility equations of the form (3.1).



3.4 The governing equations

The equilibrium equations for a Foppl-von Karmén shell are written in terms of the stress components
o®? and moment components m®®, both symmetric, as [23]
o’ 5 =0 and (3.5a)
m® a5 = (Bap + Aag)o™ =0, (3.5b)

The stress and moment components are assumed to be related to elastic stretching and bending strains

through the isotropic, materially uniform, linear elastic constitutive relations [23]

E
af _ o ap sBr afl cuv e
0% =0 ((1 V)oY + 1§ o )E;w and (3.6a)
m* =D ((1 — V)6 ¢ uaaﬁaﬂ") A, (3.6b)

where E and D are stretching and bending modulus for the 2D surface, and v is the Poisson’s ratio. The
equilibrium equation (3.5a) is identically satisfied if the stress components are expressed in terms of the
scalar Airy stress function ® such that ¢®° = e ® ,,. We consider the strain compatibility equation
(3.1a), use Eqp = Eg5 + Egﬁ, and substitute Ef; in terms of stress (and therefore the stress function)
using (3.6a) to obtain the first Foppl-von Kdarman equation as
E 1
AP + g[w,w] =—-F ()\p b [WO,WO]> , (3.7)
with

AP = eaﬁe‘“’EZuﬁu. (3.8)
On the other hand, we use the constitutive equation (3.6b) and A¢ 5= Aop—AP 5 in (3.5b), while replacing

stress in terms of the Airy stress function, to derive the second Foppl-von Kdrmdn equation as
DA*w — [w, @] = —D (2 — A*w"), (3.9)

with

Or = —I/Azaﬁﬁ —(1—-v)A (3.10)

p
ap,aB:
The two Foppl-von Kérmén equations (3.7) and (3.9) are used to determine the out-of-plane deformation
w and stress ¢®” in the shell, with a known reference shape w?, for a prescription of defect and metric
anomaly densities. The presence of defects and metric anomalies, contained in \? and QF, will be brought
out clearly in the governing equations presented in the following sections. The analogous Foppl-von
Kérmén equations for a plate are recovered by imposing w” = 0.

We digress briefly to consider the case when strains EZB and AZB are compatible, i.e., they satisfy
equations of the type (3.1). This can happen when the given defect /non-metricity distribution is nilpotent.
Then there will exist a scalar field u(0) such that A? 5 = Uap- The equations (3.7) and (3.9) subsequently
take the form

A2 + %[W, w| = % (" +u), (w® +u)] and (3.11a)
DA%*w — [w, ®] = DA*(w" + u), (3.11b)

10



respectively. The energetically optimal solution (in the sense that it leads to minimum energy) of these
equations is ® = 0 and w = w” + u, assuming that the boundary conditions are also satisfied. The
assumption will be violated if w, or its gradient, is prescribed over the boundary; we ignore this possibility
in writing our solution. The solution is in fact such that it yields Ef; = 0 and AZB = 0 and hence a

vanishing strain energy.

3.5 Recovering known results

Starting with the general results derived above, we can recover some known results already available in
the literature. We consider only in-surface densities of defects and metric anomalies to be present, i.e.,
let only densities ©, J¢, and qgﬁ to be non-zero. We also assume AZB = 0 for it has no source in the
considered densities and also so that there is no indeterminacy in the model. We obtain QP = 0 and

AN =0 —2eqpJ% + eBenv qgu g+ Substituting these in the Fppl-von Kédrmdn equations (3.7) and (3.9)

we get
2 E E 0 .0 «a af uv 0
A [} + 5[W7 W] = 5 [W , W :| - E(@ - 2eaﬁt]7ﬁ +ee qau,ﬁy) and (3123‘)
DA*w — [w, ®] = DA*wP. (3.12b)

On further assuming isotropic non-metricity, i.e., qgu = Q0qpu, where Q(0) is a scalar field, and consid-

ering the reference surface to be flat (w” = 0) we obtain
E
AP + E[w, w] = —E(0 — 2e03J% + AQ) and DA*w — [w, ®] = 0. (3.13)

These equations appear in the book by Nelson [3, pp. 217-238] although with defect densities written in
terms of Dirac measures (which are used to represent isolated singularities), with ) denoting a density of
point defects. The other scenario, where results are previously known, is when only metric anomalies are
considered (no dislocations and disclinations). This case was discussed in detail in our recent work [6],
where the derived formalism was connected with the existing work on morphology of growing thin shells [5]
and thermal deformations for Foppl-von Kéarméan shells. In the absence of dislocations and disclinations,
AP = eaﬁe‘“’qgu’ﬁy and QP = ngaﬁﬁ +(1- V)qflﬁ’ag, where, in the context of growth, qgu and qgﬁ are to

be interpreted as extensional and bending growth strains [6].

4 Dislocations in Foppl-von Karman plates

Let disclinations and metric anomalies be absent. Therefore, © = 0, O# = 0, O*F = 0, qgﬁ = 0, and
pp = 0. The identities (B.8); and (B.10) then imply that a” , =0 and a”® are constant, respectively.
Also, let the reference surface be flat, i.e., w® = 0, thereby restricting the discussion to plates. The strain

incompatibility equations (3.3) are reduced to

Pt ED o, + det[AL )] = —2e430% — (J)?, (4.1a)
Alfl,z - AI1)2,1 =J1, and A1172,2 - Ag2,1 =Jo, (4.1b)
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where AP, = —AP| — 2%, Ab, = —AB, + 202, and A?, = —AP, — a?? 4+ a''. The solution for (4.1b) is
of the form AZﬁ = —eq3d + T4 3, where Y. (0%) are components of a vector field such that, to ensure
the symmetry of AZB, eagYap = 2J. We can resolve the indeterminacy in Y,, and hence in AZB? by

positing existence of a scalar field 1(6%) such that T, = eqgt g and ¢ = 0 on the boundary. Therefore

AZB = —eqpJ + €ay¥ 45 and the components of plastic bending strain can be written as
AP = =20 — 9 1o, Ay =20 +1p1a, and AY, = —a® + ol + T — o (4.2)
such that
A = 2J. (4.3)

Substituting A‘Zﬁ into (4.1a) yields
1
e EL 4, + 5[1/;, Y] = —2e03J%. (4.4)
This can be used in (3.7) to obtain the first Féppl-von Kdrmén equation with dislocations:
1., 1 o 1
TR+ Slw,w] = 2eap 5 + 5[, Y- (4.5)

The second Foppl-von Karméan equation with dislocations is obtained by substituting P, as solved in

terms of A7 ; given in (4.2), into (3.9) as
DA%*w — [w, ®] = 2DA (a12 - a21) , (4.6)

where we have also used the conservation laws (B.9). Equations (4.3), (4.5), and (4.6) are the required
governing equations in order to determine the deformation w and stress in the plate. Here, recall that, J¢
and J are edge and screw dislocation densities, respectively, with dislocation lines threading normal to
the 2D surface. The dislocations corresponding to densities a*”, on the other hand, have their lines and
Burgers vectors both tangential to the 2D surface. The densities o3, which represent dislocations with
Burgers vector orthogonal to the surface and defect lines tangential to the surface, play no role whatsoever.
The densities a*” influence the equations only through their skew part; they do appear completely in
the calculation of moments m®? in the plate. If the screw dislocation density .J is vanishingly small then
A1) = 0 (with ¥ = 0 over the boundary) implies that ¢(6%) = 0 over the plate. In such a case (4.5),

without the last term, and (4.6) suffice as the governing equations.

4.1 Isolated dislocations

Whereas isolated edge dislocations J# and screw dislocations J appear as a point on the surface (the
respective dislocation lines are orthogonal to the surface), isolated dislocations represented by a#” can
appear as a line on the surface. The former are denoted in terms of a Dirac measure supported on a point
in R? and the later in terms of a Dirac measure supported on a line in R?. For instance if we consider
an isolated edge dislocation whose line direction is along the 2 = 0 line and whose Burgers vector is

along the #' = 0 line, then a'? = bér, where b is the magnitude of the Burgers vector, L represents the

12



6% = 0 line, and fR2 ¢ordA = | 1 @dL for every smooth scalar field ¢ compactly supported on R2. The

12

conservation law a'“ ; = 0 is trivially satisfied. The governing equations for the determination of stress

and transverse deformation field due to such a defect are

%A% + %[w, w] = 0 and DA%*w — [w, ®] = 2DbAJ;. (4.7)
These equations are identical to the classical Foppl-von Karman equations for a plate with a distributed
transverse loading of the form 2DbAd. In the inextensional limit (E — 00), (4.7); reduces to [w, w| = 0,
which implies a vanishing Gaussian curvature of the deformed surface. An isolated edge dislocation, of
the type discussed above, has been dealt previously in the context of linearized plate theory [10]. On
the other hand, if there is an isolated edge dislocation with line in the direction orthogonal to the plate
surface and Burgers vector along the #2 = 0 line then J' = bd,, where §, is a Dirac measure supported

on a point (here the origin #' = 62 = 0). The governing equations are
1 1
EA2(I) + §[W’W] = 2b(6,) 2 and DA?*w — [w, ®] = 0. (4.8)

This problem has been studied earlier by Seung and Nelson [12]. In the inextensible limit, the defect
acts as a source for the Gaussian curvature of the deformed plate. Finally, we consider an isolated screw
dislocation whose line direction and Burgers vector both are along the direction orthogonal to the surface,
i.e., J =bd,. The governing equations, now involving (4.3), are

1

%AQ@ + 5w, w] = %[w,qm, DA*w — [w, ®] = 0, and At = 2b5,,. (4.9)

The scalar field v can be constructed using the Green’s function for the 2D Poisson’s equation such that it
vanishes on the boundary of the plate. In the inextensible limit [w, w| = [¢,¢]; the Gaussian curvature is
hence determined from the potential v). The problem of an isolated screw dislocation threading normally
through the plate surface has been previously discussed only in the context of linearized plate theory [7].
We note that a flat solution (i.e., w = 0) can possibly be a solution to both (4.8) and (4.9), where the
stress function will necessarily satisfy A2® = —2FEb(6,) 1 and 2A%® = E[1, ], respectively. However, a
globally flat solution is inadmissible for (4.7) as it violates (4.7)a.

An interesting scenario arises when the isolated dislocation threads the plate surface at an inclina-
tion [9]. For definiteness we consider a screw dislocation passing through the surface at the origin with the
defect line inclined along cos feq +sin fe3. When 0 = 90° we recover the case of screw dislocation discussed
above. In the present situation, the inclined isolated defect can be decomposed into four components:

3 = o3l = b6, cosHsinb.

screw components a'! = b, cos? @ and J = b, sin® 0, and edge components o'
The component a'! however needs to satisfy the conservations law oz1171 + oz21,2 = 0, which requires a
non-zero o', Therefore, the inclined screw dislocation can be considered only if we additionally allow for
an edge dislocation of the type o' such that the conservation law is satisfied. The governing equations

will then have source terms from J and «?!.
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Figure 3: The deformation w and stress fields (¢!, 62, and ¢'?) for an isolated edge dislocation with

defect line piercing normally through the plate at its centre.

4.2 Numerical examples

We will now provide solutions to different problems involving various dislocation configurations on a square
shaped plate with free boundary conditions (as given in (C.1)). The solution methodology depends on a
finite element framework which we have implemented based on a mixed variational principle as discussed
in Appendix C. We state our results in terms of arbitrarily prescribed length (1) and force (f) units. The
side length of the square plate, the deformation w, and the magnitude of Burgers vector b, all have units
as 1. The constitutive parameters E and D have units of 17'f and If, respectively. The stresses have units
of 1. In all our simulations, we fix the size of the plate as 2 x 2 and take F = 40, D = 0.01. The
coordinate axes for the plate are represented as X (horizontal) and Y (vertical) with origin at one corner
of the plate.

We first consider an isolated edge dislocation whose defect line pierces the plate normally at its centre
and whose Burgers vector is along the horizontal axis of the plate. The boundary value problem includes
the governing equations (4.8) and the boundary conditions (C.1). For the fixed size of the plate, and
given F, D, there is a critical magnitude of b, calculated around 0.02, below which the plate remains flat
(w = 0) [12]. We take b = 0.025 and obtain a buckled solution as a stable equilibrium solution. The
deformation and the stresses are given in Figure 3; w is restrained at three corners of the plate so as to
avoid rigid body motions. The results are in agreement with those obtained previously [12]. In particular,
the stress values are all concentrated around the defect. It should be noted that the earlier works, for
simulation purposes, took the edge dislocation as a disclination dipole and used a network model to get
the desired results. Our finite element methodology is more general in that it is amenable to modelling
different boundary conditions and allows for a continuous distribution of defects.

We next consider various configurations of isolated edge dislocations whose defect line as well as the
Burgers vector lie within the plate. We discuss three cases. In each of these we have taken 2b = 0.001.
First, we look at an isolated straight edge dislocation with defect line along the Y= 1 line and Burgers
vector in the in-plane orthogonal direction. Therefore the only non-trivial dislocation density component
is a'? = bér, as introduced in the beginning of Section 4.1, where L is now the Y= 1 line. The boundary

value problem includes the governing equations (4.7) and the boundary conditions (C.1). The results are

14



27777

7

sy

L
T
08105100004

777 "lll L/

Ly

Figure 4: The deformation w and stress fields (o', 0?2, and ¢'2) for an isolated straight edge dislocation

with the defect line along Y= 1 line.
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Figure 5: The deformation w and stress fields (o!!, 022, and ¢'2) for two isolated straight edge dislocations

with the defect lines along Y= 1 line and X=1 line.

given in Figure 4. Both w and its normal gradient are fixed to a vanishing value at the two ends of the
defect line. This is required for the implementation of the Dirac concentration over the line. The plate
deforms by folding about the dislocation line with slope linearly proportional to b. The value of the slope is
independent of variations in E and D. These features are in agreement with the classical solution [10,11].
The stress magnitudes are negligible. In the second case, we add (to the previous case) another in-plane
straight edge dislocation whose defect line is along the X= 1 line such that the dislocation is represented
by the component o?' = —bd;/, where L’ stands for the X= 1 line. The governing equations are now
given as

%A% + %[w, w] = 0 and DA*w — [w, ®] = 2Db (ASL, + Adp/) (4.10)

supplemented with the boundary conditions. The numerical solution is given in Figure 5. Both w and its
normal gradient are fixed to a vanishing value at the ends of the two defect lines. The deformation pattern
again involves a bending about the defect lines resulting into a petal-like formation. The intersecting
defect lines introduces a point of singularity at the centre. The stress values remain small but are now
concentrated around the singularity. In the third case, we consider a circular dislocation loop of unit
diameter around the centre of the plate. In terms of polar coordinates (r, ), with the origin at the centre,
and the corresponding basis vectors {e,,ep}, we have the dislocation density tensor a = bicey ® e,

where C' is the circular loop of unit diameter around the centre and d¢ is the Dirac measure supported
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Figure 6: The deformation w and stress fields (0!, 0?2, and o'2) for an isolated dislocation circular loop

of unit diameter lying within the plate.

on the loop C. Using the substitutions e, = cosfe; + sinfey and ey = sinfe; — cosfes, we can derive

a'? = bic sin? 0 and o' = —bd cos? 6 yielding the governing equations
1 1
EA% + 5w, w] = 0 and DA*w — [w, ®] = 2DbAJc. (4.11)

The simulation results are given in Figure 6. The deformation w is fixed at three corners of the plate to
avoid rigid body motions. The plate bends about the circular loop while remaining flat inside the loop.
The stress magnitudes are smaller than the previous case (almost by two orders) but the stress fields
are distributed more non-locally. All the three cases demonstrate the rich variety of shapes which can be
obtained by suitably placing the in-surface edge dislocations without generating high stresses and without

any external intervention (in terms of displacements and forces).

5 Disclinations coupled with growth in Foppl-von Karman plates

Let dislocations be absent and the reference configuration be flat (w® = 0). Hence, J* =0, J = 0, o = 0.
Furthermore we identify qgﬁ and q’ag with isotropic stretching and bending growth strains, respectively,
thereby writing qgﬁ = Q0,p and q(’w = Pé,p, where Q(6) and P(6“) are the transverse and longitudinal
components, respectively, of isotropic growth [6]. Analogously, in the context of thermal strains, we can
interpret @ and P as the first and second order temperature fields, respectively [6]. In the absence of
dislocations, identities (B.8); and (B.10) imply that ©¥ is symmetric, % = 0, ©! = '3 = ¥, and
0% = ©% = —9;, where 9(0%) is a scalar field. The non-trivial disclination densities are therefore
given in terms of two scalar fields © and ¢. Recall that © represents the density of wedge disclinations
whose defect line direction and Frank vector remain both orthogonal to the surface; ©* represent twist
disclinations with line direction orthogonal to the surface and Frank vector remaining tangential to the
surface; ©H3 represent twist disclinations with line direction tangential to the surface and Frank vector

orthogonal to the surface. The strain incompatibility equations (3.3) are reduced to

eaﬁe‘“’Eguﬁu + det[f&iﬁ] =0+ AQ, (5.1a)
A11)1,2 - A11)2,1 =11, and Alljzz - Agzl =12, (5.1b)
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where AP, = —A?, — P, Ab, = —AB, — P, and A?, = —A®,. Following the arguments presented in Section
4, we can write the solution for (5.1b) as A‘Zﬁ = —eqpV + eay1) 45 Where 1) is a scalar field satisfying the
Poisson’s equation

Arp = 29, (5.2)

with 1 = 0 on the boundary of the domain. The components of plastic bending strain can henceforth be
written as

Alfl =—P— 1/1712, A§2 =P+ 1/1712, and A€2 =9 — ¢722. (53)

Substituting these into (5.1a), and combining the resulting relation with (3.7), we obtain the first Féppl-

von Karméan equation with disclinations and isotropic growth as

LA 4 Jfww] = L[p,y] - ) - 0 - AQ, 6.4

where we can use (5.2) to alternatively write the term 3[¢, 9] — (9)% as —(¥,12)% — 2(¥,11 — 1.22)%. The
second Foppl-von Karman equation with disclinations and isotropic growth is obtained by substituting
2 into (3.9). For AZB given in (5.3), we obtain QP = (1 + v)AP reducing (3.9) to

DA%w — [w,®] = —D(1 4 v)AP. (5.5)

Interestingly for an auxetic plate, with v = —1, the isotropic bending growth strains will play no role
whatsoever. Equations (5.2), (5.4), and (5.5) are the required governing equations in order to determine
the deformation w and stress in the plate for a given distribution of disclinations and isotropic growth
strains. We observe that, in the inextensional limit, disclinations ©* = ©#3, and ©, and the in-surface
growth @, all appear as sources of Gaussian curvature of the deformed plate shape; the growth strain
can therefore completely or partially screen the effect of disclinations. The bending growth strain field
P, through (5.5), provides a transverse load-like distribution over the plate. If disclinations of the type
©* (and hence ©#3) are absent then both 9 and ¢ can be taken to be identically zero without loss of

generality. The governing equations are then reduced to the pair
1 1
EA2(I) + 5[W,W] = -0 — AQ and DA%w — [w,®] = —D(1 +v)AP. (5.6)

Clearly, whenever growth strains (), P and disclination density © are such that AQQ = —© and AP =0
there is no stress and deformation response in the plate. Given ©, the ensuing Poisson’s equation and
Laplace equation can be solved (with appropriate boundary conditions) to obtain the growth fields which
will yield no mechanical response in the plate.

Let the growth strains be absent. The governing equations for studying the mechanics of an isolated
wedge disclination threading normally through the plate surface (at origin) are given by substituting
O = Q0,, where ) is the strength of the disclination, and @ = 0, P = 0 into (5.6). The solution to the
resulting system of equations has been discussed in detail by Seung and Nelson [12]. On the other hand,
if disclinations of the type ©! are present, but ©2 = 0, then by the symmetry restriction, disclinations
©'3 of equal magnitude should also be present. In this case, 1 is such that Y1 =0and Vs = ©'. Hence

O! (and ©'3) is necessarily a function of only 62 coordinate. Consequently we cannot take disclination
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Figure 7: The deformation w for various individual cases of isolated wedge disclinations and isotropic

growth. The disclination density is of the form © = s34,.

of the form ©! = 03 = QF,, with no other defect present. We can however consider O! = 03 = Q6.
where L is the 62 = 0 curve, for instance. This corresponds to one twist disclination of the kind ©'3 (with
defect line along the 62 = 0 curve) and an array of twist disclinations ©! (with defect lines normal to the

surface) distributed uniformly along the §? = 0 curve.

5.1 Numerical examples

The coupling between disclinations and growth strains is now illustrated through some simple numerical
simulations. As with dislocations, the system of our interest is a square shaped plate with free boundary
conditions (given in (C.1)); the solutions are obtained using a finite element methodology as outlined in
Appendix C. The notation for units is as discussed in Section 4.2. In all the simulations, we fix the size
of the plate as 2 x 2 and take F = 40, D = 0.01. The coordinate axes for the plate are represented
as X (horizontal) and Y (vertical) with origin at one corner of the plate. We consider isolated wedge
disclinations and isotopic growth strains such that © = +(7/3)d,, AQ = £7/3, and AP = £7/3. We
study the coupling by comparing the deformation profiles. The deformation w is kept fixed (as 0) at
four corners of the plate to avoid rigid body motions and for maintaining a four-fold symmetry in the
deformation pattern (particularly for cases with AP # 0).

To begin with, we plot the deformations w obtained individually from each of the sources, see Figure 7.
The saddle shape, resulting from a single negative wedge disclination (0 = (7/3)d,, Figure 7(a)), and
the conical shape, resulting from a single positive wedge disclination (© = —(7/3)d,, Figure 7(b)), are
well known [12]. The actual deformations are a regularized saddle and a regularized cone due to the
contribution from elastic stretching in the first term of (5.6); in addition to small corrections due to

the boundary [28]. Recall that perfect saddle and perfect cone shapes are the result of a negative and
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a positive Dirac concentration in Gaussian curvature, respectively. The plots with AP = +7/3 are
those that will also appear due to a distribution of uniform transverse load of magnitude —D(1 4+ v)AP,
see Equation (5.6)2, while keeping the corners of the plate fixed. The deformations with AQ = +7/3
correspond approximately to surfaces with constant Gaussian curvature —A(Q). We write approximately
because of the deviations due to extensional elasticity and boundary effects. Note that the deformation
profiles, given for cases where AP = 0, are equally likely to exist with w replaced by —w, i.e., Figures 7(a-
d) could have been given equivalently with shapes reflected about the XY-plane. This symmetry in
solutions is evident from the boundary value problem (5.6) and (C.1), where, with AP = 0, a change
in the sign of w does not effect the system of equations. This is not true whenever AP # 0. Another
distinction between the two cases comes from the fact that the results with AP = 0 are necessarily the
buckled solutions; there always exist corresponding solutions, where w = 0, which are unstable in the
considered parametric regime. On the other hand, there cannot be any solution with w = 0 whenever
AP # 0. We also mention, without providing explicit results, that stress fields for the isolated disclination
cases are localized around the defect but otherwise distributed all over the plate for isotropic growth fields.

With the individual results in place, we study the coupling between disclination and growth. We
consider several cases, all illustrated in Figure 8, with various combinations of stretching and bending
growth strains (@ and P, respectively) coupled with either a negative wedge disclination (© = (7/3)d,),
see Figure 8(a-h), or a positive wedge disclination (© = —(7/3)d,), see Figure 8(i-p), located at the centre
of the square plate. In all the cases, the stress fields are distributed throughout the plate in addition to
a concentration around the defect. The Gaussian curvature close to the centre of the plate is always
dominated by the disclination whereas, away from the centre, it is influenced both by the defect and
the growth strains. Also, as noted in the preceding paragraph, the plots with AP = 0 can equivalently
appear with w replaced by —w, i.e., after a reflection about the XY-plane. The presence of bending
growth strain therefore fixes the direction (in terms of the orientation of the plate) into which the plate
deforms. The coupling between the disclination and the stretching growth strain @), with bending growth
strain absent, is captured in Figure 8(a,b,i,j). Clearly, whenever © and AQ are of the same sign, as in
Figure 8(a,j), the deformation is enhanced (compared to the those in Figure 7); the folds in Figure 8(a)
become more prominent and the cone in Figure 8(j) more spherical. On the other hand, when the strength
of the disclination and the magnitude of AQ are of opposite sign, as in Figure 8(b,i), the deformations
are partially screened and there is a competition between saddle and spherical shape in Figure 8(b) and
between cone and a saddle-like shape in Figure 8(c). Of course, the extent to which the changes in shapes
will take place depends on the relative magnitude of defect and growth strain strengths. Nevertheless,
the morphological richness that can be achieved by combining defect singularities and growth is evident
from these simple simulations. On adding the effect of the bending growth strain P, the deformations are
further enhanced in all the cases and, most importantly, the direction into which the plate will deform
gets fixed, see Figure 8(e-h,m-p). This is also evident when disclinations are coupled with bending growth

strain, with stretching growth strain absent, as in Figure 8(c,d k,l).
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The disclination density is of the form © = s%4,.

6 Conclusion

A geometric theory of defects was used to derive inhomogeneous Foppl-von Kéarmén equations for ma-
terially uniform, isotropic, and elastic shallow shells. The inhomogeneities were given in terms of defect
densities arising from dislocations, disclinations, point defects, and metric anomalies. These equations
provided the necessary governing equations for the micromechanical problem of determining deformation
and stresses in a defective 2D surface in the absence of any external interactions of the surface. The
general theory incorporated significantly wider class of defects than those present in the related liter-
ature and also coupled metric anomalies, such as those arising due to thermal or growth strains, with
the defect distribution. The utility of the derived framework was illustrated through several numerical

examples in the context of Foppl-von Karman plates. These included various configurations of an iso-
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lated edge dislocation (whose defect line and Burgers vector both lie within the plate surface) resulting
into interesting folding patterns with negligible stress concentrations. Additionally, multiple simulation
results were presented to highlight the coupling between a single wedge disclination, piercing through
the plate, and a given distribution of isotropic stretching and bending growth strains. The present work
provides a starting point to systematically study the mechanics of defects in curved surfaces, particularly
for problems related to buckling, shape transformations, and defect interactions. Our work can also be
extended to study the problem of defect dynamics which will involve kinetic relations for defect evolution

and additional compatibility relations between spatial and temporal gradients of defect densities.
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A The incompatible Gauss and Codazzi-Mainardi equations

The components ﬁijkl of the Riemann-Christoffel curvature tensor, associated with the Levi-Civita con-
nection Sfj such that Rklji = Slij P S,ijl + SlhjS,ih - S,i‘jSlih and Rklji = gimRkUm, and the components

lejp of the material curvature are related to each other as [29, p. 141]:

Rijir = Qg — 2V Wikt — 2Wiijona) W™ (A1)
where the tensor field W,-jk(Ha, ¢) (with Wijk = W,-jlglk) is given additively as Wijk = C’ijk + M,-jk, where
éijk = ( - Tikj + Tkji - T],k) are components of the contorsion tensor and M,-jk = %(sz; - iji + Qﬂk)
are components of the metric anomaly tensor [14]. The respective surface restrictions are defined as
Wik (0%) = Wi;*(6%, ¢ = 0), etc. Hence,

Cijk = (= Tirj + Trji — Tyir) and Mz = 5 (Qinj — Qrji + Qjik)- (A.2)

N |

From the inherent skew symmetry in Tjj; and the symmetry in Qjjx, it follows that Cj) = 0 and
Mz = 0. As aresult, Cjj; = 0 (no summation on j). The restriction of (A.1) to the mid-surface (( = 0)
yields [14]

k1212 + det[bag] = I,

— Vabi1 + Vibig = Iy,
— Vabia 4+ Vibay = I3, and (A.3c
I,; =0, (A.3d
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where k1212 is the only independent component of the Riemannian curvature associated with the 2D

metric aqsg, such that ki1 = —eaﬁe“)‘aa Br—a ﬁ(slgaslgg — S11a5228), and

Iy = a® — 2V i Wayiz + 2b1s Wajza + 2bp1j2 Wapis — 2Wiijiz Wap',

Iy = —a©? — 2V ;W3 + 2by s Wojz3 — Qbf Waopr, — 2Wiijis Wapt'
= a®' — 2V Wyja3 + 2bjy 2 Wajss — 261, Waja, — 2Wiis Wapp', and (A.4c

Ly = eapese0°” — Y ,Wags + Wpo3,3|<:0 — O Wsos + b Wos3 — 2W,jaa Wao (A.dd

In writing the above expresswns we have used the definitions V W3y3 = W34 — séaBWévi% - Sg,YWB(;g
and VW33 = W3y3.4 — W353 The through-thickness derivative ngg 3 = C’pgg,g + Mys33, at ¢ =0,
in the expression of I,,, is not derivable in terms of the surface defect and metric anomaly densities; it
represents the out-of-plane variation of the densities.

The conditions I; = 0, Iy = 0, and I3 = 0, reduce Equations (A.3a)-(A.3c) to the well-known Gauss
and Codazzi-Mainardi equations, which provide necessary and sufficient conditions on sufficiently smooth
first and second fundamental forms (a.3 symmetric positive definite and b,z symmetric) for them to
correspond to a smooth simple-connected surface embeddable in R?; the natural configuration is then
realizable as a connected isometric embedding of the mid-surface w in R3. Equations (A.3a)-(A.3c),
when at least one of I; is not zero, are the incompatible Gauss and Codazzi-Mainardi equations with
defect densities and metric anomalies as sources of incompatibility. Equation (A.3d) provides identities
for the interdependence of various defect types and metric anomalies. These identities are in addition to
the various restrictions imposed on the defect and metric anomaly fields as discussed in the subsequent
appendix section.

Under the order assumptions stated in Section 3.2, we collect the leading order expressions for the

components of the contorsion and metric anomaly tensors (introduced in (A.2)):

Cs.° = Capz = 2e,, 0% = O(e?), Cs3, = —C3;3, C33" = 67" C33,, (A.5a)
C;wg = Cuws = e + (euoOpy + €vOpp)a”” = 0(5%)7 Chugv = —Clus, Cuz” =" Csp (A.5b)
Capw = € + (€po O — €ua0pu)a = O(e2), Cs,” = 5" Csp, (A.5¢)
Cagu = T (Bog€pa + Soatus + Soutas) = O(€), Cagh = 0" Copy. (A.5d)
Mo = Mos® = —6%q0 = O(e2), Maop = Mogs = QBaB ~dl5 = O(e?) (A-5e)
M,g% = Myp3 = Gop = 0(6%)7 (A.5f)
Magy = (G0p.u — dyp.o — dopp) = O(€), and Mg = 6" Mog, . (A.5g)

The components not mentioned above are either identically zero or order O(e% ). Furthermore, consequent

to Equations (3.2), we can obtain M, o3, 3| =0 2q . Consequently, the incompatibility measures in (A.4)
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are simplified as

I = © —2e,p5J% + eaﬁe“”qguﬁu — (J)? + det[bag]

+ (bia + qhp + a®* — a11)2 — (baz + dby — 20'%) (b11 + g1y +20°") + O(E%), (A.6a)
3
L= =0+ Jy1+ (g +20%) , = (dha +0® —a'') | +0(e?), and (A.6b)
3
Iy = 0"+ Jo+ (qhy + 0 — o) , — (ghy — 20'2) | + O(e2), (A.6c)

where the leading order term in I; is O(e) while the leading order terms in I and I3 are O(e%). The
leading order terms in the expressions on the left hand sides of (A.3a)-(A.3c) can be obtained using
Ao = 00 —I—W?QW?B + 2E§B +o0(€) and byg = W?aﬁ + AZB + o(e%); these are O(e) for (A.3a), and O(e%) for
(A.3b) and (A.3c). Combining the left hand and the right hand side leading order terms in (A.3a)-(A.3c),

we obtain the strain incompatibility equations (3.3).

B Identities relating defect densities

The components of the material curvature tensor (with no metrical disclinations), the torsion tensor, and

the non-metricity tensor, as introduced in Section 2.3, are such that Q( it =0, Qij(kl) =0, T(ij)k =0, and

ij
Qk[ij] = 0. In the following we assume @;;3 = 0 to be in conformity with the Kirchhoff-Love hypothesis.
The components also satisfy the following system of differential equations [29, pp. 144-146]:

ZT[jkl;i] - Q[z‘jk}l + 4T[ijm Tk]mla (B.1a)
Qrgi™ i) = 2733, g™, and (B.1b)
Quiptg) + Tig™ Quart = 0. (B.1¢)

In these equations, the anti-symmetrization with respect to three indices is defined as

A[nml} = 6 (Anml + Alnm + Amln - Almn - Anlm - Amnl ) . (B2)
Clearly, Ajagp).. = 0 and Ay = 0 (no summation on n). The relations (B.1a) and (B.1b) are both

pairwise skew with respect to indices 7, j, and k; none of these three indices can therefore take identical
values. Without loss of generality, we can choose i = 1, j = 2, and k = 3. Consequently, (B.1la) yield
three independent relations which, when restricted to the mid-surface, are
1 - A A 1 A o o3 o TA oA A 03 1 A
%Tm ;3‘<:O+o/) p = 55,)0(1’) (07 = 077) + 2,5 (a7 J" + J " + o a””) + 5@’) Qpu" and (B.3a)
1
Va

In writing the above relations we have used a% k= a'l Kkt L};mamj + L{Cma"m, with L};m and L{Cm

- 1 1
T123;3‘<:0 +af = —55,)0@”” + 2,5 (a7 J + JPQ%?) + 5@”3@,)““. (B.3b)

evaluated at ¢ = 0. In the absence of dislocations, these relations would imply that ©° = ©#2 and

Or7 = ©%, i.e., OV is symmetric. On the other hand, (B.1b) yields nine independent equations. One of
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these, corresponding to [ = m = 3, is trivial. Among the rest, three are differential equations which, on

restricting to the mid-surface, provide us with balance equations for the disclination density tensor:

1 ~
%e"mlga&g\ o T O = 2650 (770" — 2?07 4 JPOT) 4+ ©Q,, ! and (B.4a)
1 = o o o 1
— wgml;g\ o T 07 = 26,5 (0”70 — 07 1 JPO7) + 5@%’3@,,”#, (B.4b)

where we have used @ij;k = @ing + L};mej + L{Cm@im, with L};m and Lim evaluated at ( = 0. The
remaining five relations are algebraic restrictions on the components of disclination density and non-

metricity tensors, evaluated at ¢ = 0,

0% Qu1” =0, 0%Qa2' =0, (B.5a)
@agQall - GagQa22a and (B5b)
0 Qus% = 02Qus". (B.5¢)

The third relation (B.1c), when rewritten as

(ijl,i + L;?}g@iml + L;?@zmk) 4] = 07 (B6)

can be used to obtain a simplified representation for the non-metricity tensor [6,14,21]. A direct substitu-
tion shows that Qkij = —2§;j.;; is a non-trivial solution of (B.6), where ¢;; = Gj; are arbitrary symmetric

functions also known as quasi-plastic strain fields. Consequently, we have

Qrij(0%) = —2§ij;k|<:0- (B.7)

The identities, analogous to Equations (B.3), (B.4), (B.5), and (B.7), for the full 3D framework are given
in Equation (28) of [21].

We now recover the leading order relations from the above identities. The identities (B.5) are order
O(e%) and will not be useful for the present discussion. Assuming the through thickness derivatives in
relations (B.3) and (B.4) (the first term in all the equations) to be order O(e), we obtain the leading order

balance laws (of order O(e%)) as

o, = %epoép)‘(QU - 0%), o, = —%e,m@p”, and ©°F | = 0. (B.8)
Therefore, skew part of the disclination density ©% acts as a source/sink for the out-of-surface dislocation
densities o#*. If ©Y is symmetric then the defect lines corresponding to such dislocations must either
leave the mid-surface or form loops on the mid-surface; see Figure 9 for an illustration. Conversely, if the
out-of-surface dislocation fields are necessarily divergence free (conserved) then the disclination density is
symmetric. The relation (B.8)3 similarly represents the conservation of out-of-surface disclination density
fields. The out-of-surface disclinations represented by ©#* must either leave the mid-surface or form loops

on the mid-surface. The disclination conservation law implies that there exists a vector potential field,

with components 9* of order O(e%), such that ©#F = e#9* ,. Combining this with (B.8);, we write
0% =20, — 93 and ©' = —20”% , + 93 ,. (B.9)
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= Defect line
— Burgers vector 2

Figure 9: Conservation of o”! and a”?.

If we assume that ép0373|<:0 = O(e) then the leading order terms in Equation (A.3d), which are O(e%),

yield eapegg@o‘ﬁ — 2e,,a"3

. = 0 or equivalently
O = —201% 5, ©2 =207, 07 = —20% 5, and ©2' = 20"% . (B.10)

The components 9! and 92 of the potential can therefore be identified with —2a/'® and —2a23, respectively,
without any loss of generality.
C The variational principle and the numerical method

The numerical examples in Sections 4.2 and 5.1 consider a square plate domain w. In all the problems

we assume the free boundary conditions such that, on every point of the boundary dw,

®=0, VP-n=0, (C.1a)
m-n®n=0, and Vim-n®t)-t+(V-m)-n=0, (C.1b)
where m is the moment tensor, constitutively given as m = —D ((1 —)V3w + VAWI), t is the unit

tangent to the boundary, and n is the in-plane unit normal to the boundary. Whereas the first two
conditions enforce that there are no net in-plane forces applied at any point of the boundary, the latter
two ensure that there is no moment (about t) and no transverse shear force, respectively, being applied
at any point of the boundary. The complete boundary value problem for dislocations in plates is given
by (4.5), (4.6), and (C.1), where the evaluation of ¢ is to be done separately by solving the Poisson’s
equation (4.3) subjected to Dirichlet boundary condition ¢» = 0 on dw. The complete boundary value
problem for disclinations in plates is given by (5.4), (5.5), and (C.1), where the evaluation of v is to be
done separately by solving the Poisson’s equation (5.2) subjected to Dirichlet boundary condition ¢ = 0
on Ow.

We solve the boundary value problems using a finite element methodology. We have developed our
own code (using MATLAB R2021a; codes are included as supplementary files) using a mixed variational
principle, according to which the governing equations appear as the stationary conditions of the functional
[30, p. 165]

(w, / ((Aw)? = 2(1 — v)det(V?w)) dA — % /w ((A®)? — 2(1 + v)det(V?®)) dA o
/ (V20 (Vw x e3)) - (Vw x e3)) dA — / NP DHIA + D/ OPwdA,

l\’)l}—t
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where AP and P are expressed in terms of defect densities. The square plate domain is discretized using
non-conforming C!-continuous rectangular elements (following Reddy [31, Ch. 6]) and the weak form
of the variational principle is used to obtain a system of nonlinear algebraic equations. The algebraic
equations are solved using an arc-length method which is able to trace the nonlinear equilibrium path
through the limit point (including snap-back and snap-through). We note that the equations are nonlinear
and hence the solutions obtained are not unique. Different solution paths can be traced depending on
the initial guess of the parameters involved in the numerical procedure. All the solutions are stationary
points of the functional IT but not all are necessarily stable. The stable (metastable) solution corresponds

to a point of global (local) minima in the strain energy landscape.
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