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Abstract While extensive studies have been conducted on purely elastic ribbons, in this paper we explore the
influence of magnetisation on the deformation of planar ferromagnetic elastic ribbons. We begin the investigation
by deriving the leading-order magnetic energy associated with a curved planar ferromagnetic elastic ribbon. The
sum of the magnetic and the elastic energy is the total energy of the ribbon. We derive the equilibrium equations
by taking the first variation of the total energy. We then systematically determine and analyse solutions to these
equilibrium equations under various canonical boundary conditions. We also analyse the stability of the equilibrium
solutions. Comparing our findings with the well-studied Euler’s Elastica provides insights into the magnetic effects
on the deformation behaviour of elastic ribbons. Our analysis contributes to a deeper understanding of the interplay
between magnetisation and the mechanical response of planar ferromagnetic structures, and offers valuable insights
for both theoretical and practical applications.
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1 Introduction

Magneto-elastic slender structures exhibit complex coupling between magnetism and deformation or elasticity. A
fascinating experiment conducted in the late 1960s demonstrated the intriguing connection between deformation
and magnetism in a mechanical spring that carries an electric current and is placed in an external magnetic field,
see Fig. 1. Under the influence of a tensile load, the spring undergoes buckling, underscoring the complexity of
this coupling phenomenon. Slender ferromagnetic structures offer the potential to achieve substantial deformations
using remote external magnetic fields. This complex coupling is being applied in ferromagnetic continuum robots,
innovative actuators, and remotely controlled minimally invasive surgeries, [14,21].

Purely magnetic slender structures [8] and purely elastic slender structures [2] have each been studied separately
in great detail. The study of elastic slender structures dates back to Euler, who obtained the deformation of an
elastic planar rod. These deformations are represented by a family of planar curves using elliptic functions and
is known as Euler’s Elastica. Elastica finds applications ranging from the modelling of DNA loops to laying of
ocean cables and design of elastic robots, see [3,5,11,1]. There have also been fairly recent studies concerning the
stability of the solutions to the Elastica, see [17] and [15].
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Fig. 1: (a) A conducting spring, elongated between the poles of a electromagnet, serves as the experimental
configuration. (b) The onset of instability occurs after the electromagnet is turned on. (c) Schematic of the first
mode of instability. Here, I is the current flowing through the spring and Bo is the magnetic flux density due to
the electromagnet. Note that the spring buckles under tensile force. Source: [26].

Similarly, there have been extensive studies on ferromagnetic thin films and straight rods in the field of mi-
cromagnetics, [8,23]. Micromagnetics is a continuum theory for magnetism that has proven to be a robust model
capable of explaining and predicting the diverse array of domain structures observed in ferromagnetic materials.
These studies consider the ferromagnetic slender structure without deformation and delineate the role of aspect
ratio on the formation of the observed magnetic domain structures. The magnetisation vector m(x) is the primary
variable in the micromagnetics functional. m(x) is a unit-normed vector supported on a ferromagnetic body. The
micromagnetic functional is expressed as the sum of exchange, magnetocrystalline anisotropy, magnetostatic (ab-
breviated as demag.), and Zeeman energy, [7]. In particular, the demag. energy, strongly depends on the shape of
the body and is computed by solving Maxwell’s equations of magnetostatics. The demag. energy is computationally
expensive and is difficult to calculate for general 3D bodies but takes simpler forms for slender structures. This
gives us an opportunity to explore these problems (semi-) analytically and hence, the demag. energy will play a
crucial role in our analysis.

There has been limited research dedicated to understand the coupling between magnetisation and deformation
in thin ferromagnetic structures. Bulk ferromagnetic solids (Iron, Nickel, Galfenol etc.) are known to deform
when magnetised. This phenomenon is known as Joule magnetostriction. However, even under strong external
magnetic fields, magnetostriction strains are small, typically in the order of 10−5. Our work does not consider
Joule magnetostriction, we are primarily interested in understanding the deformation in slender ferromagnetic
structures due to the effects of demag. energy and Zeeman energy. The elastic energy and magnetic energy are
comparable in slender ferromagnetic structures, even though the elastic energy density is typically much greater
than the magnetic energy density in bulk ferromagnetic materials. Hence, we can obtain large displacements in
ferromagnetic slender structures while the strains in bulk ferromagnetic solids due to Joule magnetostriction are
very small.

In bulk ferromagnetic materials, the elastic energy density scales as E (∼ 1011J/m3), whereas the demag.
energy scales as Kd (∼ 105J/m3). Here, Kd and E represent the magnetostatic energy constant and Young’s
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modulus of the material, respectively, with both being material parameters. However, in slender structures the
elastic energy and the demag. energy density scale very differently with respect to the aspect ratio. The leading-
order demag. energy of a slender ferromagnetic ribbon scales as O(Kdatl), and the elastic energy scales as O

(
EI
2l

)
.

Here, thickness, width, and length of the ferromagnetic ribbon are denoted as t, a, and l, respectively, and I = bt3

12 ,
is the area moment of inertia, see Fig 2. Hence, ferromagnetic slender structures offer an opportunity to tune the
aspect ratio, allowing the interaction between demag. energy and elastic energy. A balance of these energies implies

that our analysis is valid for ribbons with an aspect ratio of O
(√

E
24Kd

)
.

In our article, we explore the interaction between elasticity and magnetism in the simplest setting. Our analysis
focuses on the deformation of a slender body resulting from the interplay of demag. energy and Zeeman energy,
collectively referred to as magnetic energy, along with elastic energy. We consider a ferromagnetic ribbon, that is,
a planar ribbon or rod composed of a ferromagnetic material such as Iron or Nickel. In particular, we shall study
the two following cases:

– Case 1. (Soft ferromagnet) : Magnetisation vector m(x) is spatially constant and does not change with defor-
mation. This case characterises soft ferromagnetic materials such as Permalloy, with an external magnetic field
large enough to saturate the magnetisation uniformly throughout the deformed planar ribbon.

– Case 2. (Hard ferromagnet) : Magnetisation vector m(x) makes a constant angle with respect to the tangent of
the deformed planar curve. Here, the tangent vector, and hence the magnetisation vector vary spatially as the
slender body undergoes deformation. This case characterises hard ferromagnetic materials such as Neodymium
or Samarium-Cobalt.

The total energy of a ferromagnetic slender ribbon is given by the sum of the elastic energy, magnetic energy
of the ribbon and energy due to mechanical loading device. We shall consider the ribbon to be inextensible and
hence the elastic energy is given by its bending energy. The magnetic energy is formulated based on the principles
of micromagnetics. The magnetic energy is equal to the sum of the demag. energy and the Zeeman energy. We
obtain the demag. energy for a curved ferromagnetic ribbon by employing a local material frame aligned with the
tangent line of the deformed curve. Working in the deformed configuration alleviates the need to define a pull-
back for the magnetisation vector m(x) and solving the Maxwell’s equations of magnetostatics in the reference
configuration. Various pullbacks for magnetisation are defined in the literature, posing challenges in the rational
selection of the appropriate one, [12,13]. The leading order demag. energy is local in nature and hence amenable for
analysis. Calculating the remaining component of the magnetic energy, namely the Zeeman energy of the ribbon,
is straightforward.

We determine the deformed configuration by solving the equilibrium equations obtained by taking the first
variation of the total energy. The equilibrium equations show that the magnetisation produces a body couple along
the length of the curve that is dependent on the local orientation of the curve, in addition to the conventional terms
originating from elastic energy, see Eqn. 25. The equilibrium equations are solved numerically for various canonical
boundary conditions, using Auto-07p, a standard software used in continuation and bifurcation problems [9,10].
Further, we also perform a stability analysis of our computed solutions. The stability analysis involves casting
the second variation of the total energy as a Sturm-Liouville boundary value problem. The eigenvalues of this
boundary value problem, as the load is varied continuously, are used to determine the stability of the deformed
configurations.

We obtain the equilibrium path and the stability of the first few relevant modes, under quasi-static load control
simulation. Our results provide us with a stable deformed state of the ferromagnetic ribbon, beginning from zero
load and, in certain instances, a moderate tensile load, and extending to an arbitrarily large compressive load. The
main findings from our analysis are as follows:
Case 1: Soft ferromagnetic ribbon:

• Critical buckling load is determined to be tensile under all canonical boundary conditions. Refer to Figs. 10,
11 and 12.

• Fixed-fixed boundary conditions reveal the emergence of novel stable curves on the mode-2 branch. In Fig. 11(a),
we highlight the segment of the mode-2 branch that corresponds to novel stable configurations, observed in a
ferromagnetic ribbon but absent in Euler’s Elastica. A novel stable mode shape featuring two self-intersection
points is shown in red in Fig. 11 (a), and additional illustrations can be found in Fig. 11 (b).
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Case 2: Hard ferromagnetic ribbon:

• Introduction of magnetization leads to an increase in the compressive buckling load compared to the Elastica.
See Figs.13, 14 and 15.

• Comparing the deformed configuration of the hard ferromagnetic ribbon to Euler’s Elastica, no discernible
difference in shape is observed, despite the presence of a change in the vertical reaction force at the supports.
The expressions for the vertical reaction forces at the supports are provided in Equations 75 and 76.

1.1 Organisation of the paper

The paper is organised as follows: In Section 2, we present the mathematical model for the ferromagnetic planar
ribbon. Beginning with the geometry and kinematics, we then derive the total energy of soft and hard ferro-
magnetic planar ribbons. We conclude this section with the derivation of the equilibrium equations for various
canonical boundary conditions. In Section 3, we describe the numerical continuation method employed for solving
the equilibrium equations. Section 4, focuses on the stability analysis of the solutions to the equilibrium equations.
Section 5 details the numerical solutions for various canonical loading scenarios. We comprehensively analyse the
deformation behaviour and bifurcation patterns for various canonical loading scenarios. The end of Section 5 is
devoted to a discussion in the limit as K̄d approaches infinity. Here, K̄d represents the ratio of the magnetostatic
energy density to the elastic energy density of the ferromagnetic ribbon. We close our paper with the conclusions
and remarks in Section 6.

2 One-dimensional model for a ferromagnetic ribbon

2.1 Kinematics of ribbons

Ribbons are characterized by three disparate length scales – length (l), width (a), thickness (t) – such that
t ≪ a ≪ l. Geometrically, ribbon is described in terms of a three-coordinate set – centerline arc length (s),
lateral (ã), transverse (t̃) coordinates. In the reference configuration, the ribbon is represented in standard basis
of (e1, e2, e3) as se3 + ãe1 + t̃e2. We assume that the centreline of the ribbon lies in the e2 − e3 plane without
undergoing any twist in the deformed configuration. The centreline representation of the deformed planar ribbon
is given by

x(s, ã, t̃) = r(s) + ãd1(s) + t̃d2(s). (1)

Here, r(s) denotes the position vector of a centreline material point, (d1(s),d2(s),d3(s)) is the orthonormal
material frame basis, and s ∈ [0, l], ã ∈

[
−a

2 ,
a
2

]
, t̃ ∈

[
− t

2 ,
t
2

]
. The ribbon is assumed to be inextensible, uniform

and obeys Kirchhoff’s hypothesis, that is, normal sections to the centreline remain normal after deformation [4].
The condition of inextensibility implies dr

ds = d3(s). Also, since the ribbon does not twist, we have d1(s) = e1. The
schematic of the centerline in the deformed configuration is shown in Fig. 3 and the coordinates of the centerline
in (e1, e2, e3) basis is given as follows:

x(s) = 0, (2)

y(s) =

∫ s

0

sin θ(t) dt, (3)

z(s) =

∫ s

0

cos θ(t) dt, (4)

where s denotes arc length coordinate, θ(s) is the angle between d3(s) and e3 basis vector at s.
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Fig. 2: Geometry of the ferromagnetic ribbon illustrating the representation of magnetisation vector m(s) and
normal vector n(s) = d2(s).

Fig. 3: Schematic setup of the ferromagnetic ribbon.

2.2 Energy formulation

The free energy functional of ferromagnetic ribbon is equal to the sum of its magnetic energy, elastic energy and
the loading device energy. We will assume that the primary source of the magnetic energy arises from the demag.
energy and Zeeman energy.

Given our assumption that the ribbon is made of an inextensible ferromagnetic material, the primary source of
the elastic energy is the bending energy. We denote the sum of the bending energy and the loading device energy
as Eelastica which is given as follows:

Eelastica =
1

2

∫ l

0

EIκ2(s)ds︸ ︷︷ ︸
Elastic (or bending) energy

+P

(
1−

∫ l

0

cos θ(s)ds

)
,︸ ︷︷ ︸

Loading energy

(5)

subject to the integral constraint

y(l) =

∫ l

0

sin θ(s) ds = 0. (6)

Here, κ(s) = dθ(s)
ds is the bending curvature, E is the Young’s modulus, I = at3

12 is the area moment of inertia (EI
is the bending stiffness of the cross section), and P is the horizontal load.
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We now proceed to write down the magnetic energy of the ribbon. We employ the theoretical framework of
micromagnetics to formulate the magnetic energy associated with a ferromagnetic ribbon. Recall that the mag-
netisation vector: m(x), is the primary variable in the micromagnetics functional. The magnetisation vector m(x)
is supported on Ω and |m(x)| = 1,x ∈ Ω. In our analysis, Ω represents the deformed planar ferromagnetic ribbon.
We now examine the various terms of the micromagnetic functional when applied to our ferromagnetic ribbon.
For a detailed exposition on the micromagnetic functional, we refer the reader to [7].

The exchange energy penalizes the gradient of the magnetisation and is expressed as follows:

Eex = A

∫
Ω

|∇m(x)|2dx, (7)

where A is a material parameter known as the exchange constant. The exchange energy constrains the mag-
netisation to vary exclusively along the arc length parameter s. If the magnetisation varies across the width and
thickness of the sample, the exchange energy per unit volume scales as O

(
A
w2

)
and O

(
A
t2

)
, respectively. The small

values of t and w, that is t < w <<
√
A, prevent spatial variation in magnetisation across the width and thick-

ness. Consequently, we assume that magnetisation only varies along the length of the ribbon, i.e., m(x) = m(s).
Further, we shall assume that l >>

√
A, such that A

l2 << 1, and hence we can ignore the exchange energy per
unit volume if m(x) = m(s).

The magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy governs the favored orientations for the magnetisation vector within
the ferromagnetic sample. It is quantified by the material parameterKa, known as the anisotropy constant. In Case
1. (soft ferromagnet), Ka << 1 and the magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy is very small, and the magnetisation
has no preferred direction of orientation. Whereas, in Case 2. (hard ferromagnet), Ka >> 1 the magnetocrystalline
anisotropy energy is very large and and the magnetisation vector makes a fixed angle with tangent along the length
of the ribbon.

We now write down the demag. energy of the planar ribbon. The demag. energy associated with planar ribbon
is computed by solving Maxwell’s equations of magnetostatics, namely,

∇× hm(x) = 0, (8)

∇ · (hm(x) +m(x)) = 0. (9)

Here, m(x) is the magnetisation vector defined on the ferromagnetic body and is equal to zero outside the body.
The field induced due to the magnetisation m(x) is denoted by hm(x). The induced magnetic field hm(x) can be
found by solving Maxwell’s equations of magnetostatics.

The demag. energy is evaluated by computing the square of the L2-norm of hm(x) on all of R3, it can be
conveniently calculated in terms of Fourier transform of m(x), as follows 1

Edemag. = Kd

∫
R2

|hm|2 dx = Kd

∫
R3

∣∣∣∇̂ ·m(ξ)
∣∣∣2

|ξ|2
dξ, (10)

where Kd =
M2

s

2µ0
is the magnetostatic energy constant, Ms is the saturation magnetization of the material, and µ0

is the permeability of the free space.
We carry out the above integration in the material frame (d1(s),d2(s),d3(s)). In the material frame, x 7→

r(s) + ãd1(s) + t̃d2(s), and s ∈ [0, l], ã ∈
[
−a

2 ,
a
2

]
, t̃ ∈

[
− t

2 ,
t
2

]
, and r′(s) = d3(s). The Fourier transform of m

in the material frame as follows:

∇̂ ·m(ξ) =

∫
(∇ ·m) exp(−i2πx · ξ)dx (11)

=

∫
1

J

(
∂ãmd1

+ ∂t̃ + κ[t̃∂ãmd1
+ t̃∂t̃md2

+md2
]
)
exp

(
−i2π(sξd3

+ ãξd1
+ t̃ξd2

)
)
Jdsdãdt̃. (12)

1 Details of this calculation and other computations involved in this section can be found in appendix A.
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Here, J is the Jacobian involved in computing the divergence of m and in the change of variables from (x1, x2, x3)
to (s, ã, t̃). Furthermore, mdi

= m · di(s), ξdi
= ξ · di(s).

Since the ribbon under study is narrow, we shall assume m(x) = m(s) and in the above computation, the
magnetostatic or demag. energy simplifies as follows:

Edemag. = Kd

∫
R3

∣∣∣∇̂ ·m(ξ)
∣∣∣2

|ξ|2
dξ = Kd

∫
R3

∣∣∣∇̂ ·m(ξd1
, ξd2

, ξd3
)
∣∣∣2

ξ2d1
+ ξ2d2

+ ξ2d3

dξd1
dξd2

dξd3

= Kdat

∫
R
|m̂d3

(ξd2
)|2dξd3

+O(t2)

= Kdat

∫ l

s=0

(md2
)2ds+O(t2)

= Kdat

∫ l

0

(m · d2)
2ds+O(t2).

(13)

The Zeeman energy of the ribbon due to external magnetic field he is

EZeeman = −2Kdat

∫ l

0

he ·mds. (14)

In this paper, we shall only consider the leading order magnetostatic energy and hence our total magnetic energy
is

Emagnetic = Edemag. + EZeeman = Kdat

∫ l

0

(m · d2)
2ds− 2Kdat

∫ l

0

he ·mds. (15)

Therefore, the total energy is the sum of Emagnetic (Eqn. (15)) and Eelastica (Eqn. (5)) and is given as follows:

E(θ,m) =
1

2

∫ l

0

EIκ2(s)ds+ P

(
1−

∫ l

0

cos θ(s)ds

)
+Kdat

∫ l

0

(m · d2)
2ds− 2Kdat

∫ l

0

he ·mds. (16)

2.3 Planar deformation of magnetoelastic ribbons

Incorporating the integral constraint (Eqn. 6), the augmented energy functional for magnetoelastic ribbon, here,
ferromagnetic ribbon, is expressed as

E(θ,m) =
1

2

∫ l

0

EIκ2(s)ds+ P

(
1−

∫ l

0

cos θ(s)ds

)
+Kdat

∫ l

0

(m · d2)
2ds

− 2Kdat

∫ l

0

he ·mds−R
∫ l

0

sin θ(s)ds (17)

The tangent vector field d3(s) (or t(s)) is d3(s) = (0, sin θ(s), cos θ(s)) and so the normal vector field [20] is
d2(s) = dt

ds/
∣∣ dt
ds

∣∣ = (0, cos θ(s),− sin θ(s)). Since |m(s)| = 1, we can write m = (0, sinϕ(s), cosϕ(s)), ϕ(s) is the
angle between m(s) and e3 at s. Similarly, external magnetic field can be represented as he = he(0, sinψ, cosψ),
where ψ is the angle between he and e3, and he is the strength of the externally applied magnetic field. Substituting
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the expressions for m and he into Eqn. 17 leads to

E(θ, ϕ) = EI

2

∫ l

0

(θ′(s))2ds+Kdat

∫ l

0

(− sin θ cosϕ+ cos θ sinϕ)2ds− 2Kdathe

∫ l

0

(cosψ cosϕ+ sinψ sinϕ)ds

− P
(
1−

∫ l

0

cos θ(s)ds

)
−R

∫ l

0

sin θ(s)ds

=
EI

2

∫ l

0

(θ′(s))2ds+Kdat

∫ l

0

sin2(ϕ− θ)ds− 2Kdathe

∫ l

0

cos(ϕ− ψ)ds

− P
(
1−

∫ l

0

cos θ(s)ds

)
−R

∫ l

0

sin θ(s)ds. (18)

We use a non-dimensional arc length parameter defined as s̄ := s
L and define Θ(s̄) and Φ(s̄) as follows:

Θ(s̄) = θ(s(s̄)), Φ(s̄) = ϕ(s(s̄)). (19)

The augmented energy functional is also non-dimensionalized as follows:

Ē(Θ,Φ) = E(Θ,Φ)
EI/l

=
1

2

∫ 1

0

(Θ′(s̄))2ds̄+ K̄d

∫ 1

0

sin2(Φ(s̄)−Θ(s̄))ds̄− 2K̄dhe

∫ 1

0

cos(Φ(s̄)− ψ)ds̄

− P̄
(
1−

∫ 1

0

cosΘ(s̄)ds̄

)
− R̄

∫ 1

0

sinΘ(s̄)ds̄, (20)

where, K̄d, P̄ and Q̄ are non-dimensional numbers defined as follows:

K̄d =
Kdatl

2

EI
=

12Kd

E

(
l

t

)2

, P̄ =
Pl2

EI
and R̄ =

Rl2

EI
.

Note that K̄d is an important non-dimensional number in our analysis and represents the ratio of the demag.
energy and the elastic energy of the ferromagnetic ribbon It depends on the material properties and the aspect
ratio ( tl ) of the ferromagnetic ribbon. Henceforth, for simplification, we replace Θ and Φ with θ and ϕ, respectively.
We will now tailor our energy functional for the two following scenarios: 1. soft ferromagnetic ribbon and 2. hard
ferromagnetic ribbon.

2.4 Case 1. Soft ferromagnet.

A soft ferromagnet is a ferromagnet with very small magnetic anisotropy energy (Ka << 1), [6]. The magnetisation
vector has no preferred direction of alignment within the ferromagnetic solid. Thus, the magnetisation vector rotates
and aligns along the externally applied magnetic field for sufficiently large fields (Fig. 4). That is, m(s̄) ∥ he, and
as a result, the Zeeman energy minimized and not considered in the analysis. The deformation in this case is driven
by the interplay among demag. energy, bending energy, and loading device energy.

Since m(s̄) ∥ he, we have m(s̄) · he = he implying that ϕ(s̄) = ψ. Therefore, Eqn. 20 becomes

Ē(θ, ϕ) = 1

2

∫ 1

0

(θ′(s̄))2ds̄+ K̄d

∫ 1

0

sin2(ϕ(s̄)− θ(s̄))ds̄+ P̄

∫ 1

0

cos θ(s̄)ds̄− R̄
∫ 1

0

sin θ(s̄)ds̄− P̄ − 2K̄dhe. (21)

We now proceed to derive the Euler-Lagrange equations, i.e., equilibrium equations and generic boundary condi-
tions. Introducing first order perturbations to the unknown variables θ and ϕ as θ̃(s̄) = θ(s̄) + ϵη(s̄), and putting
it into Eqn. 21 gives

Ē(θ̃, ψ) = 1

2

∫ 1

0

(θ′(s̄) + ϵη′(s̄))2ds̄+ K̄d

∫ 1

0

sin2(ψ − θ(s̄)− ϵη(s̄))ds̄+ P̄

∫ 1

0

cos(θ(s̄) + ϵη(s̄))ds̄

− R̄
∫ 1

0

sin(θ(s̄) + ϵη(s̄))ds̄− P̄ − 2K̄dhe. (22)
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Taking first variational of E(θ̃, ψ) and equating it to zero gives us the following:

dĒ(θ̃, ψ)
dϵ

∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

=
1

2

∫ 1

0

θ′(s̄)η′(s̄)ds̄− K̄d

∫ 1

0

2 sin(ψ − θ(s̄)) cos(ψ − θ(s̄))η(s̄)ds̄− P̄
∫ 1

0

sin(θ(s̄))η(s̄)ds̄

− R̄
∫ 1

0

cos(θ(s̄))η(s̄)ds̄ = 0. (23)

Integrating by parts the first term on the right and then gathering terms containing η(s) we get:

θ′(s̄)η(s̄)|10 −
∫ 1

0

[
θ′′(s̄) + K̄d sin 2(ψ − θ(s̄)) + P̄ sin θ(s̄) + R̄ cos θ(s̄)

]
η(s̄)ds̄ = 0.

Invoking fundamental lemma of calculus of variations, we obtain the equilibrium equations and the generic bound-
ary conditions for the soft magnetic material as follows:

θ′′(s̄) + K̄d sin 2(ψ − θ(s̄)) + P̄ sin θ(s̄) + R̄ cos θ(s̄) = 0,

θ′(s̄)η(s̄)|s̄=0 = 0,

θ′(s̄)η(s̄)|s̄=1 = 0.

(24)

We consider the case when he is oriented along e2-axis, and thus, ϕ(s̄) = ψ = π
2 . Substituting these values of ϕ(s̄)

and ψ into Eqn. 24, we obtain:

θ′′(s̄) + K̄d sin 2θ(s̄) + P̄ sin θ(s̄) + R̄ cos θ(s̄) = 0, (25)

subject to the constraint:

ȳ(1) =

∫ 1

0

sin θ(s̄) ds̄ = 0. (26)

Fig. 4: Soft ferromagnetic ribbon under the influence of a transverse external magnetic field.

When K̄d = 0, we obtain the equilibrium equation for the classical Euler’s Elastica as follows:

θ′′(s̄) + P̄ sin θ(s̄) + R̄ cos θ(s̄) = 0. (27)

We consider three canonical boundary conditions for our analysis, namely

– fixed-fixed: θ(s̄ = 0) = 0, θ(s̄ = 1) = 0,
– pinned-pinned: θ′(s̄ = 0) = 0, θ′(s̄ = 1) = 0,
– fixed-free: θ(s̄ = 0) = 0, θ′(s̄ = 1) = 0.

Note that the constraint (Eqn. (26)) does not apply for fixed-free condition.
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2.5 Case 2. Hard ferromagnet.

A hard ferromagnet is a ferromagnet with very large magnetic anisotropy energy (Ka >> 1). The magnetic
anisotropy energy is minimised when the magnetization vector aligns along a preferred direction within the ferro-
magnetic solid. Thus, in a hard ferromagnetic ribbon, magnetization vector (m(s̄)) makes a constant angle with
the tangent (d3(s̄)) along the entire length of the curve. m(s̄) varies spatially along the length of the curve to
maintain a constant angle with the tangent of the curve as the ribbon deforms. We will consider that m(s̄) is either
aligned along the normal (m(s̄) ⊥ d3(s̄)) or that it is aligned along the tangent (m(s̄) ∥ d3(s̄)) of the curve r(s̄),
see Figs. 5a and 5b. Note that, in this case (m ·n)2 is constant and hence the demag. energy does not participate
in energy minimization. The deformation in this case is driven by the interplay among Zeeman energy, bending
energy, and loading device energy. We study the deformation of a hard ferromagnetic ribbon with the external
magnetic field aligned in both the transverse and axial directions.

In this case, the magnetization direction reorients as a result of induced deformation due to the presence of
he. The magnetization vector field for the deformed configuration is given by

m(s̄) = (0, sinϕ(s̄), cosϕ(s̄)). (28)

Substituting this expression of m(s̄) in Eqn. 20 leads us to

Ē(θ, ψ) = 1

2

∫ 1

0

(θ′(s̄))2ds̄+ K̄d

∫ 1

0

sin2(ϕ(s̄)− θ(s̄))ds̄− 2K̄dhe

∫ 1

0

cos(ϕ(s̄)− ψ)ds̄

+P̄

∫ 1

0

cos θ(s̄)ds̄− Q̄
∫ 1

0

sin θ(s̄)ds̄− P̄
(29)

where Q̄ is a Lagrange multiplier introduced to distinguish from R̄. Recall R̄ is the vertical reaction for the
Euler’s Elastica (see Eqn. 27). Following similar steps as in soft magnetization scenario, we arrive at the following
Euler-Lagrange equations for hard magnetization case as

θ′′(s̄) + P̄ sin θ(s̄)− 2K̄dhe sin(ϕ(s̄)− ψ) +Q cos θ(s̄) = 0,

θ′(s̄)η(s̄)|s̄=0 = 0,

θ′(s̄)η(s̄)|s̄=1 = 0.

(30)

We consider tangential and normal uniform magnetization distributions such that ϕ(s̄) = θ(s̄), θ(s̄)+ π
2 respectively.

We expose the hard ferromagnetic ribbon to axial and transverse external magnetic fields, i.e., ψ = 0, π2 . The
corresponding equilibrium equations are enumerated as

he = e3 : m(s̄) = t(s̄) : θ′′(s̄) + (P̄ − 2K̄dhe) sin θ(s̄) + Q̄ cos θ(s̄) = 0,

m(s̄) = n(s̄) : θ′′(s̄) + P̄ sin θ(s̄) + (Q̄− 2K̄dhe) cos θ(s̄) = 0,

he = e2 : m(s̄) = t(s̄) : θ′′(s̄) + P̄ sin θ(s̄) + (Q̄+ 2K̄dhe) cos θ(s̄) = 0,

m(s̄) = n(s̄) : θ′′(s̄) + (P̄ − 2K̄dhe) sin θ(s̄) + Q̄ cos θ(s̄) = 0.

(31)

3 Path continuation methodology

We determine numerical solutions to the equilibrium equations as the loading parameter P̄ is quasi-statically
varied for various loading scenarios. We utilize a continuation method called pseudo arc length-based technique as
discussed in [19] to determine the deformed configurations. The technique constrains the incremental deformation
measure and increment in load parameters (P,R) via a hyperspheric constraint.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 5: Magnetically hard ferromagnetic ribbon under the influence of an external magnetic field: (a) Magnetization
along the tangential direction, (b) Magnetization along the normal direction.

3.1 Discretization of equilibrium equations

We discretize Eqn. (24) for fixed-fixed boundary conditions. We discretize the domain into N + 1 nodal points
as s̄i = ih; i = 0, 1, . . . , N + 1 where h = 1

N+1 . We utilize second-order accurate central difference scheme to
approximate the second-order derivative in Eqn. (24). The discrete system of equations alongwith the boundary
conditions is

θi−1 − 2θi + θi+1

h2
+ P̄ sin θi + K̄d sin 2θi + R̄ cos θi = 0; i = 1, 2, . . . , N,

θ0 = 0, θN+1 = 0,
(32)

where θi denotes the numerical counterpart of θ(s̄ = s̄i). In matrix-vector form, the discretized system can be
written for all three cases (for fixed-free case where R̄ = 0) as

Kθ + P̄ sin θ + K̄d sin 2θ + R̄ cos θ = 0 (see appendix B for K and θ). (33)

Incorporating the discretized form of integral constraint (Eqn. (26)) results in the combined nonlinear system of
equations (for fixed-fixed and pinned-pinned conditions)(

Kθ + P̄ sin θ + K̄d sin 2θ + R̄ cos θ
sin θ1 + · · ·+ sin θN

)
=

(
0
0

)
,

or, f(θ, R̄, P̄ ) = 0.

(34)

3.2 Pseudo arc length-based continuation method

We proceed to devise a strategy to solve the nonlinear system of equations (Eqn. (34)) using an arc length-
based continuation method. Let us describe k-th configuration of the planar-deforming ferromagnetic ribbon as
(θk, R̄k, P̄k) where k denotes the configuration index. The algorithm works in two steps: prediction step and
correction step.

Prediction step : We expand the equilibrium equation (Eqn. (34)) at (k + 1)-th index in terms of Taylor series
expansion about k as

f(θk+1, R̄k+1, P̄k+1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

= f(θk, R̄k, P̄k)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

+
∂f

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
k

∆θk +
∂f

∂R̄

∣∣∣∣
k

∆R̄k +
∂f

∂P̄

∣∣∣∣
k

∆P̄k +O(∆θ2
k,∆R̄

2
k,∆P̄

2
k )︸ ︷︷ ︸

ignore

, (35)

=⇒ ∂f

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
k

∆θk +
∂f

∂R̄

∣∣∣∣
k

∆R̄k +
∂f

∂P̄

∣∣∣∣
k

∆P̄k = 0. (36)
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We define a tangent vector as

ek =

∆θk

∆R̄k

∆P̄k

 , (37)

whose norm squared is

∥ek∥2 = (∆θk)
T (∆θk) + (∆R̄k)

2 + (∆P̄k)
2. (38)

We make the following substitution

∆P̄k = ak, ∆R̄k = ak∆rk, ∆θk = ak∆ϕk. (39)

Setting the norm of ek to unity, we obtain the expression for ak

a2k(∆ϕk)
T (∆ϕk) + a2k(∆rk)

2 + a2k = 1, (40)

=⇒ ak = ± 1√
(∆ϕk)

T (∆ϕk) + (∆rk)2 + 1
. (41)

The sign of ak is chosen positive if eTk−1ek > 0 or else ak is taken to be negative. Substituting the expressions for
∆θk,∆R̄k and ∆P̄k in Eqn. (36), we have

∂f

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
k

ak∆ϕk +
∂f

∂R̄

∣∣∣∣
k

ak∆rk +
∂f

∂P̄

∣∣∣∣
k

ak = 0, (42)

=⇒
[
∂f
∂θ

∣∣∣∣
k

∂f
∂R̄

∣∣∣∣
k

](
∆ϕk

∆rk

)
= − ∂f

∂P̄

∣∣∣∣
k

. (43)

We use Eqn. (43) to solve for ∆ϕk,∆rk and then compute ak (Eqn. (41)) and ek (Eqn. (37)). We now construct
the initial guess for (k + 1)-configuration asθ

(0)
k+1

R̄
(0)
k+1

P̄
(0)
k+1

 =

θk

R̄k

P̄k

+∆s · ek, (44)

where ∆s is the arc length step size. ∆s is small enough to capture the bifurcation along the equilibrium path.

Correction step : We subject the predicted initial guess (Eqn. (44)) of (k + 1)-configuration to a sequence
of corrective iterations using the widely-used Newton-Raphson technique. Denoting (k + 1)-configuration by
(θk+1, R̄k+1, P̄k+1), we obtain the following Taylor series expansion about l-iteration level

f(θk+1, R̄k+1, P̄k+1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

≈ f(θ
(l)
k+1, R̄

(l)
k+1, P̄

(l)
k+1) +

∂f

∂θ

∣∣∣∣(l)
k+1

∆θ
(l+1)
k+1 +

∂f

∂R̄

∣∣∣∣(l)
k+1

∆R̄
(l+1)
k+1 +

∂f

∂P̄

∣∣∣∣(l)
k+1

∆P̄
(l+1)
k+1 , (45)

=⇒ ∂f

∂θ

∣∣∣∣(l)
k+1

∆θ
(l+1)
k+1 +

∂f

∂R̄

∣∣∣∣(l)
k+1

∆R̄
(l+1)
k+1 +

∂f

∂P̄

∣∣∣∣(l)
k+1

∆P̄
(l+1)
k+1 = −f(θ(l)

k+1, R̄
(l)
k+1, P̄

(l)
k+1). (46)

We enforce the orthogonality constraint on tangent vector at every iteration level l, which is

eTk e
(l+1)
k+1 = 0, (47)

=⇒ (∆θk)
T (∆θ

(l+1)
k+1 ) + (∆R̄k)(∆R̄

(l+1)
k+1 ) + (∆P̄k)(∆P̄

(l+1)
k+1 ) = 0. (48)
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Combining Eqns. (46) and (48) to construct the following iterative scheme

 ∂f
∂θ

∣∣∣∣(l)
k+1

∂f
∂R̄

∣∣∣∣(l)
k+1

∂f
∂P̄

∣∣∣∣(l)
k+1

(∆θk)
T ∆R̄k ∆P̄k


∆θ

(l+1)
k+1

∆R̄
(l+1)
k+1

∆P̄
(l+1)
k+1

 =

(
−f(θ(l)

k+1, R̄
(l)
k+1, P̄

(l)
k+1)

0

)
. (49)

We solve the matrix equation (Eqn. (49)) and then carry out the update procedure as

θ
(l+1)
k+1

R̄
(l+1)
k+1

P̄
(l+1)
k+1

 =

θ
(l)
k+1

R̄
(l)
k+1

P̄
(l)
k+1

+

∆θ
(l+1)
k+1

∆R̄
(l+1)
k+1

∆P̄
(l+1)
k+1

 . (50)

The correction steps (l = 1, 2, . . . ) are performed till the increments meet a prescribed tolerance. We then increment
the configuration index (k ← k + 1) and repeat the prediction and correction steps until P̄max is reached. The
adopted continuation procedure is illustrated in Fig. 6.

Fig. 6: Schematic of pseudo arc length-based continuation procedure showing equilibrium curve in blue.

4 Bifurcation analysis of equilibrium configuration

We now determine whether a given deformed equilibrium configuration is stable with respect to infinitesimal
perturbations. Stable perturbations are physically realizable. This requires evaluation of the second variational
derivative of the energy functional at the critical points. The critical points are the solutions to the Euler-Lagrange
equations.

We now determine the second variational derivative of the functional, δ2E(θ) for the soft magnetization ribbon
when he is applied along e2-axis such that m(s̄) = e2. Introducing first order perturbation in the assumed
extremum θ as θ̂(s̄) = θ(s̄) + ϵη(s̄) where η(s̄) is a kinematically admissible planar variation and ϵ is a small
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parameter, and substituting it into Eqn. (20)

E(θ + ϵη) =
1

2

∫ 1

0

(θ′ + ϵη′)2ds̄+ K̄d

∫ 1

0

cos2(θ + ϵη)atds̄+ P̄

∫ 1

0

cos(θ + ϵη)ds̄

− R̄
∫ 1

0

sin(θ + ϵη)ds̄+ constant. (51)

Simplifying the above expansion and taking into account the boundary conditions, we have

δ2E(θ) = d2E(θ + ϵη)

dϵ2

∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

= −
∫ 1

0

[η′′ + 2K̄d cos 2θη + P̄ cos θη − R̄ sin θη]ηds̄, (52)

for all kinematically admissible functions η(s̄). The stability criterion states that

δ2E(θ)

{
> 0 stable,

< 0 unstable.
(53)

Further, we also introduce the first variation of the integral constraint
∫ 1

0
sin θ(s̄)ds̄ = 0 given as:∫ 1

0

cos θ(s̄)η(s̄)ds̄ = 0. (54)

The detailed bifurcation analysis technique is presented in Appendix C.

4.1 Construction of Sturm-Liouville problem

Following [16,4], we construct an equivalent Sturm-Liouville problem for the second variation δ2E(θ) as follows:

ϕ′′
n(s̄) + λn(2K̄d cos 2θ + P̄ cos θ − R̄ sin θ)ϕn(s̄) = CRn

cos θ(s̄), (55)

where λn are the eigenvalues, ϕn the corresponding eigenmodes of Eqn. (55) and L(s̄) = (2K̄d cos 2θ + P̄ cos θ −
R̄ sin θ) denotes the weight function. CRn

is a Lagrange parameter introduced to enforce the isoperimetric constraint
(Eqn. (54)). The conditions on ϕn(s̄) are

– fixed-fixed case: ϕn(0) = ϕn(1) = 0 and
∫ 1

0
cos θ(s̄)ϕn(s̄)ds̄ = 0,

– pinned-pinned case: ϕ′
n(0) = ϕ′

n(1) = 0 and
∫ 1

0
cos θ(s̄)ϕn(s̄)ds̄ = 0,

– fixed-free case: ϕn(0) = ϕ′
n(1) = 0.

We obtain the following conditions for two arbitrary eigenmodes ϕm(s̄) and ϕn(s̄) of the Sturm-Liouville problem
(Eqn. (55))

λn

∫ 1

0

L(s̄)ϕ2
nds̄ =

∫ 1

0

ϕ′2
n ds̄, (56)

and the orthogonality condition ∫ 1

0

L(s̄)ϕnϕmds̄ = 0. (57)

The details of the above calculation can be found in appendix C.
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Spectral decomposition : Let us use ϕn(s̄) alongwith the weight function L(s̄) to construct a Fourier series repre-
sentation (converging in the mean) to the square-integrable function η(s̄),

η(s̄) =
∞∑

n=1

cnϕn(s̄), cn are Fourier coefficients. (58)

Substituting the above representation in Eqn. (52) and invoking the conditions (Eqns. (56) and (57)), we obtain
the stability criterion:

δ2E(θ) =
∞∑

n=1

c2n

(
1− 1

λn

)∫ 1

0

(ϕ′
n(s̄))

2ds̄

{
> 0 if λn /∈ [0, 1] stable,

< 0 if λn ∈ [0, 1] unstable.
(59)

4.1.1 Numerical bifurcation analysis

We describe the numerical procedure for the fixed-fixed case, which can be easily adapted to pinned-pinned and
fixed-free cases. Given, Eqn. (55) as

ϕ′′
m(s̄) + λmLm(s̄)ϕm(s̄) = CRm

N(s̄), (60)

where, the coefficient functions are

Lm(s̄) = 2K̄d cos 2θ(s̄) + P̄ cos θ(s̄)− R̄ sin θ(s̄), N(s̄) = cos θ(s̄). (61)

Eqn. (60) is also subjected to the boundary conditions ϕm(0) = 0, ϕm(1) = 0 and the additional constraint∫ 1

0

ϕm(s̄)N(s̄)ds̄ = 0. (62)

Numerical procedure to compute eigenvalues λm : Partition the interval s̄ ∈ [0, 1] segments of equal length h = 1
n+1

such that the starting points of the segments can be denoted by s̄i−1 = (i−1)h; i = 1, 2, . . . , n+1. For i-th segment,
the functions L(s̄) and N(s̄) are approximated by averaging their corresponding values at nodal indices i and i+1
resulting in Li and Ni respectively. Substituting these averaged quantities, Eqn. (60) becomes

ϕ′′
m(s̄) + λmLiϕm(s̄) = CRm

Ni, (63)

which is an ordinary differential equation (ODE) with constant coefficients. The solution to this ODE is

ϕm(s̄) = A1iF1i(s̄− s̄i−1) +A2iF2i(s̄− s̄i−1) + CRm

Ni

λmLi
, (64)

where A1i and A2i are constants, and the functions F1i and F2i are defined as

1. for λmLi > 0 as F1i(s̄− s̄i−1) = cos ai(s̄− s̄i−1), F2i(s̄− s̄i−1) = sin ai(s̄− s̄i−1),
2. for λmLi < 0 as F1i(s̄− s̄i−1) = cosh ai(s̄− s̄i−1), F2i(s̄− s̄i−1) = sin ai(s̄− s̄i−1) with ai =

√
|λLi|.

The constants A1i and A2i can be obtained from the matching conditions

ϕm(s̄i−1) = ϕm,i−1, ϕ′
m(s̄i−1) = ϕ′

m,i−1 (65)

as

A1i = ϕm,i−1 − CRm

Ni

λmLi
, A2i =

ϕ′
m,i−1

ai
. (66)
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The quantity ϕm(s̄i) = ϕm,i at the right end of the segment is computed alongwith its derivative as

ϕm,i = ϕm,i−1F1i(h) +
ϕ′
m,i−1

ai
F2i(h) + CRm

Ni
[1− F1i(h)]

λmLi
,

ϕ′
m,i = ϕm,i−1F

′
1i(h) +

ϕ′
m,i−1

ai
F ′
2i(h)− CRm

Ni
F ′
1i(h)

λmLi
.

(67)

The general solution of Eqn. (63) can be constructed by using Eqns. (67), and the continuity requirement of ϕm

and ϕ′
m at the extremities of every integration segment. Since Eqn. (60) is linear, its general solution can be written

as a combination of three particular solutions

ϕm(s̄) = c1ψ1(s̄) + c2ψ2(s̄) + CRm
ψ3(s̄), (68)

where c1 and c2 are constants. We use the following initial data

ψ1(0) = 1, ψ′
1(0) = 0, CRm

= 0,

ψ2(0) = 0, ψ′
2(0) = 1, CRm

= 0,

ψ3(0) = 0, ψ′
3(0) = 0, CRm

= 1.

(69)

The functions ψi(s̄), i = 1, 2, 3 can be constructed separately using the recurrence relations Eqn. (67). Using
boundary conditions, we have

ϕm(0) = 0 =⇒ c1 = 0,

ϕm(1) = 0 =⇒ c2ψ2(1) + CRm
ψ3(1) = 0.

(70)

Substituting Eqn. (68) in Eqn. (62), the constraint can be rewritten as

c2

∫ 1

0

ψ2(s̄)N(s̄)ds̄+ CRm

∫ 1

0

ψ3(s̄)N(s̄)ds̄ = 0. (71)

We construct the following homogeneous system of equations[
ψ2(1) ψ3(1)∫ 1

0
ψ2(s̄)N(s̄)ds̄

∫ 1

0
ψ3(s̄)N(s̄)ds̄

](
c2
CRm

)
=

(
0
0

)
. (72)

For non-trivial solution to the above equation, the determinant,

∆ =ψ2(1)

∫ 1

0

ψ3(s̄)N(s̄)ds̄− ψ3(1)

∫ 1

0

ψ2(s̄)N(s̄)ds̄ (73)

must be zero. The integrals are evaluated numerically.
We vary the value of λm from 0 to 1 and monitor how ∆ changes

– If at least one value of λm ∈ [0, 1] exists resulting in ∆ = 0, then the non-trivial solution of Eqn. (68) exists
which also satisfies the boundary conditions. The corresponding equilibrium configuration is unstable.

– It no λm ∈ [0, 1] results in ∆ = 0, it implies that there exists a trivial solution of Eqn. (68). The corresponding
equilibrium configuration is therefore stable.

5 Results and Discussion

In this section, we begin with the validation of our numerical framework by comparing our results with the well-
studied Euler’s Elastica from existing literature [4]. We consider three canonical boundary conditions, namely,
fixed-fixed, pinned-pinned, and fixed-free. Our results are presented as load-displacement curves, also known as
equilibrium curves, which have been determined using the continuation algorithm described in Section 3. We use
the well-known mathematical analysis tool, Auto-07p, to validate numerical results. We then explore solutions
for both soft and hard ferromagnetic ribbons under different loading scenarios. We have summarised all the cases
considered in Table 1. The width of the ferromagnetic ribbon is assumed to be very small, allowing it to deform
into self-intersecting loops while remaining planar.
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Sections 5.1 5.2 5.3

Description Euler’s Elastica
Case 1 Soft ferromagnet Case 2: Hard ferromagnet

Transverse he
Transverse he Axial he

m = t m = n m = t m = n

Figures
Fixed-Free (7) (10) (13) (7) but different R̄ (7) but different R̄ (13)
Fixed-Fixed (8) (11) (14) (8) ,, (8) ,, (14)
Pinned-Pinned (9) (12) (15) (9) ,, (9) ,, (15)

Table 1: Various considered cases in the study.

5.1 Euler’s Elastica

Fig. 7a shows the stability diagram for the first three nonlinear modes when the Elastica is fixed at one end while
the other end remains free. We plot the horizontal displacement of the end-point, u3(s̄ = 1) =

∫ 1

0
cos θ(s̄)ds̄,

against loading parameter P̄ . Note that P̄ > 0 corresponds to compressive loads and P̄ < 0 corresponds to tensile
loads. The solid curves denote stable deformations while the dotted lines represent unstable deformations.

(a) (b)

Fig. 7: Euler’s Elastica: (a) Stability diagram, note that the first critical load is compressive, that is, P̄1 = +π2

4 .
(b) Total energy curve for fixed-free configuration; E0 = 0.

We observe that only the first nonlinear mode is stable. The stability diagram for the fixed-fixed scenario
is shown in Fig. 8a. We observe that the Elastica undergoes primary bifurcation along the first nonlinear mode
initiating at the first critical P̄ (obtained from linearized buckling analysis). The bifurcation at first critical P̄
is continuous, as seen in Fig. 8b. As P̄ is increased beyond the first critical load, the two ends of the ribbon
meet. Thereafter, it undergoes snap-through (secondary) bifurcation at P̄ = 10π2 to the mode-2 branch. At the
secondary bifurcation, the total energy of mode-1 becomes larger than that of mode-2, see Fig. 8. The ribbon
continuous to deform on the second mode for P̄ > 10π2. If P̄ is quasi-statically reduced along the mode-2 branch,
the nature of buckling load gradually switches from compressive to tensile until it snap backs to the pre-buckled
(reference) tensile configuration at P̄ = −6π2. The stability diagram corresponding to pinned-pinned case (Fig. 9)
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shows that only mode-1 is the stable mode beyond the first critical load and it stays so till the end-points meet,
after which the ribbon snaps to the pre-buckled (reference) configuration [16].

(a) (b)

Fig. 8: Euler’s Elastica: (a) Stability diagram (b) Total energy curve for fixed-fixed configuration; E0 = 0.

(a) (b)

Fig. 9: Euler’s Elastica: (a) Stability diagram (b) Total energy curve for pinned-pinned configuration; E0 = 0.

A close examination of Eqn. (27) reveals that under the transformation of θ, i.e., θ → −θ, the equation possesses
reflection symmetry if the condition R̄ = 0 is met. We observe that R̄ always remains zero for all P̄n (n = 1, 2, . . . )
for pinned-pinned scenario. Nevertheless, for the fixed-fixed case, R̄ = 0 for odd n (n = 1, 3, . . . ) while it is non-
zero for even n. The corresponding rich bifurcation behaviour in Fig. 8a could due attributed to this change of
symmetry.
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5.2 Soft ferromagnetic ribbon: Transverse external magnetic field, h̄e = e2

We recall the demag. energy in soft magnetic case is Kdat
∫
(e2 · n)2ds. To minimize the demag. energy, the

curve’s normal tends to align with the e3 direction. This elongates the curve more in the e2 direction. We consider
K̄d = 100 for our analysis, since the magnetostatic energy becomes comparable to the mechanical energy in this
regime.

Fig. 10a shows the stability diagram for fixed-free boundary condition ferromagnetic ribbon in the presence of
a transverse he external magnetic field, see Fig. 4. It is observed that the critical load here is tensile. The first
nonlinear mode remains stable for all P̄ > −197.53 and this bifurcation is continuous.

(a) (b)

Fig. 10: Soft ferromagnetic ribbon, K̄d = 100: (a) Stability diagram, note that the first critical load is tensile, that
is, P̄1 = −20.01π2. (b) Total energy curve for fixed-free configuration under transverse magnetic field; E0 = −100.

For the fixed-fixed boundary condition, soft ferromagnetic ribbon buckles at a tensile load, and mode-1 defor-
mation is observed for P̄ > −160.52, see Fig. 11. The ribbon snaps to the mode-2 branch as P̄ is increased as
seen in Fig. 11. The ribbon deforms further along the mode-2 branch with gradual decrease in P̄ . As we unload,
that is, decrease P̄ on the mode-2 branch, we observe the formation of new stable deformed configurations for
tensile loads before it snaps back to the reference state. We observe a prolonged stretch of a stable segment in the
mode-2 branch under the influence of he for tensile loads (P̄ < 0). This stable segment persists even after the two
supports have crossed each other significantly. Interestingly, we observe novel and stable states in this segment
of the mode-2 branch. This segment is highlighted in Fig. 11a. We have highlighted one such novel and stable
deformed configuration in red in Fig. 11a, when the end displacement is u3 = 0.65. Note that in the deformed
configuration depicted in red in Fig. 11a, there are two self-intersection points. A few intermediate novel deformed
configurations are shown in red in Fig. 11b. Curves with two self-intersection points are not observed in any stable
configuration in the purely elastic case. As P̄ is further reduced along this branch, that is, as we increase the tensile
load, the ribbon undergoes a secondary bifurcation after which the ribbon snaps to the pre-buckled (reference)
tensile configuration.

For the pinned-pinned soft ferromagnetic ribbon, the stability diagram Fig. 12a is qualitatively similar to the
purely elastic case, except that the deformed shape is elongated along the e2 direction and the critical load is
tensile. Thus, for a soft ferromagnetic ribbon for all the boundary conditions, the critical load is tensile and they
can be determined from linearized equations (Eqn. (24)) about θ(s̄) ≈ 0 such that sin θ(s̄) ≈ θ(s̄) and cos θ(s̄) ≈ 1
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(a) (b)

(c)

Fig. 11: Soft ferromagnetic ribbon, K̄d = 100: (a) Stability diagram, segment of the mode-2 branch corresponding
to novel stable curves is highlighted in ‘+’ symbol. Deformed config. shown in red represents one such novel stable
curve on this segment that cannot be observed in purely elastic ribbon. (b) Segment of the mode-2 branch showing
novel stable deformed configurations. (c) Total energy curve for fixed-fixed configuration under transverse magnetic
field; E0 = −100.

as follows:

θ′′(s̄) + (P̄ + 2K̄d)θ(s̄) + R̄ = 0, (74)

subject to the integral constraint (for fixed-fixed and pinned conditions):

ȳ(1) =

∫ 1

0

θ(s̄) ds̄ = 0,

and gives the critical loads as
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– fixed-free: P̄n =
(
n− 1

2

)2
π2 − 2K̄d, n = 1, 2, . . . ,

– fixed-fixed: 2 tan

√
P̄n+2K̄d

2 =
√
P̄n + 2K̄d,

– pinned-pinned: P̄n = n2π2 − 2K̄d.

(a) (b)

Fig. 12: Soft ferromagnetic ribbon, K̄d = 100: (a) Stability diagram (b) Total energy curve for pinned-pinned
configuration under transverse magnetic field; E0 = −100.

5.3 Hard ferromagnetic ribbon

We now present our analysis for the hard ferromagnetic ribbon. Recall that, in this case that the magnetization
vector makes a constant angle with the tangent at each point along the curve. Comparing Eqns. (30) and (27)
reveals that, in this case, magnetization does not change the structure of Euler’s Elastica equilibrium equations.
The deformed configurations corresponding to the hard magnetic case are obtained by a simple translation of the
stability curves of those of Euler’s Elastica (Figs. 7,8, 9) along P̄ -axis, see Figs. 13, 14 and 15. It is also noted that
the equations for the cases – axial he, m(s̄) = t(s̄) and transverse he, m(s̄) = n(s̄) – coincide, thus leading to the
same solutions. The critical loads significantly exceed those corresponding to the classical Elastica. This can easily
be seen by linearizing Eqns. (30)1 and (30)4.

Our proposed model and results matches with the equilibrium equation for planar deformation of hard ferro-
magnetic ribbon under fixed-free configuration, as reported by Zhao et al [27] and Wang et al. [25,24], when only
subjected to an external magnetic field and no mechanical load.

Axial external magnetic field he : Comparing equilibrium equation of the hard ferromagnetic ribbon with m(s̄) =
n(s̄) (Eqn. (31)2) and Eqn. (27) shows that in this case

Q̄ = R̄+ 2K̄dhe. (75)

Thus, the results are identical.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 13: Hard ferromagnetic ribbon: Axial he, Fixed-Free, m = t(s̄), K̄dhe = 100: (a) Stability diagram (b) Total
energy curve; E0 = 0.

(a) (b)

Fig. 14: Hard ferromagnetic ribbon: Axial he, Fixed-Fixed, m = t(s̄), K̄dhe = 100: (a) Stability diagram (b) Total
energy curve; E0 = 0.

Transverse external magnetic field he : The deformed configurations of the hard ferromagnetic ribbon with tan-
gential magnetization distribution, m(s̄) = t(s̄), are identical to the purely elastic counterpart. On matching the
coefficients of Eqns. (30)3 and (27), we arrrive at the following relationship between the Lagrange multipliers R̄
and Q̄:

Q̄ = R̄− 2K̄dhe. (76)
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(a) (b)

Fig. 15: Hard ferromagnetic ribbon: Axial he, Pinned-Pinned, m = t(s̄), K̄dhe = 100: (a) Stability diagram (b)
Total energy curve; E0 = 0.

5.4 Limit as K̄d →∞

In this section, we explore the deformation of our planar ferromagnetic ribbons as the limit of K̄d →∞ approaches
infinity. This limit is also attained when E, a, l, andKd are held constant, and as t→ 0. This represents a physically
relevant limit for nano rods/ribbons used in MEMS devices [22].

As K̄d →∞, the magnetostatic energy is much larger than the elastic energy. In this regime, the magnetization
m and the normal n are perpendicular almost all along the length of the ribbon, except in short intervals where
this condition cannot be met due to either the imposed mechanical boundary condition or due to the isoperimetric
constraint imposed due to inextensibility. These short intervals exhibit a curvature with a radius denoted as rc,
see Fig. Fig. 16. An estimation of rc can be obtained by balancing the elastic energy and demagnetization energy,
as outlined below:

Total energy :
EI

2

∫ l

0

κ2(s)ds+Kdat

∫ l

0

(m · n)2ds ≈ EI
∫ 2πr

0

1

r2
ds+Kdat

∫ 2πr

0

ds

=
EI · 2π

r
+Kdat · 2πr.

(77)

Optimising the total energy with respect to r, we obtain rc ∼ O
(
t
√

E
Kd

)
. The deformed configurations in this

regime of fixed-free, fixed-fixed, and pinned-pinned soft ferromagnetic ribbons are shown in Figure 16.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we have presented a novel model that combines ideas from Euler’s Elastica and continuum theory
of micromagnetics to predict the deformation of ferromagnetic ribbons. We have analysed the buckling of a planar
inextensible ribbon subjected to a large but constant external magnetic field and a gradually applied quasi-static
load. While maintaining fixed magnetisation, we investigate the influence of magnetisation on the deformation of the
planar ferromagnetic ribbon. Exploring how deformation influences magnetisation is an intriguing area for future
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Fig. 16: Deformed shapes of soft ferromagnetic ribbon for K̄d = 104 showing osculating circles at the curved bends:
(a) fixed-free (b) fixed-fixed, and (c) pinned-pinned cases.

research, although it presents a challenging problem. Our analysis commences by deriving and incorporating the
magnetostatic energy of a curved structure into the total energy of the system. We derive the equilibrium equations
and solve them numerically to obtain the equilibrium path as the load is increased. Further, we also determine
the stability of the equilibrium solutions by casting the second variation of the total energy as a Sturm-Liouville
eigenvalue problem, which is solved numerically.

We examine ribbons composed of both hard and soft ferromagnetic properties, exploring different orientations
of externally applied magnetic fields and various mechanical boundary conditions. We observe that the critical
buckling load is tensile mainly for a soft ferromagnetic ribbon under various canonical boundary conditions.
Interestingly, our findings reveal the presence of novel stable configurations in the case of a fixed-fixed setup with
a transversally applied external magnetic field. We anticipate that these stable configurations can be observed
through meticulously conducted experiments.

Our analysis can be readily extended to understanding the deformation of planar ferromagnetic rods. The mag-

netostatic energy of planar ferromagnetic rod scales as O(Kdπr
2l) [23]. A balance of the elastic energy O(Eπ

(
r4

8l )
)
,

and the magnetostatic energy for ferromagnetic rods would suggest that our analysis remains valid for rods with

an aspect ratio of O
(√

E
8Kd

)
.

The stability analysis conducted in our study solely examines planar perturbations. It is widely recognized that,
in the case of Euler’s Elastica, stability under planar perturbations does not guarantee stability of the equilibrium
configurations under fully three-dimensional perturbations [18]. Motivated by this study, we outline the following
future research directions:

• Explore stability under three-dimensional perturbations, and ascertain the potential role of the vertical reaction,
R̄, in this analysis.

• Investigating the influence of twist and out-of-plane deformation on ferromagnetic ribbons.
• Design laboratory experiments to observe novel stable deformed configurations of ferromagnetic ribbon struc-

tures, as identified in our analysis.
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A Derivation of magnetostatic energy

In this section, we present the calculation of the leading order demag. energy of a deformed planar ferromagnetic ribbon. The
magnetostatic energy is evaluated by solving Maxwell’s equations of magnetostatics

∇× hm(x) = 0,

∇ · (hm +m(x)) = 0.
(78)

Applying Fourier transform to the above equations imply

ξ × ĥm = 0, (79)

ξ · (ĥm + m̂) = 0, (80)

where f̂(ξ) :=
∫
R3 f(x) exp(−i2πx · ξ)dx. Eqn. (79) implies ĥm ∥ ξ and hence,

ĥm = (ĥm · ξ̂)ξ̂ where ξ̂ =
ξ

|ξ|
. (81)

Eqn. (80) implies that ξ · ĥm = −ξ ·m̂ and hence ĥm = −(ξ̂ ·m̂)ξ̂. Using Planchevel’s identity, we can then write the magnetostatic
energy as follows ∫

R3
|hm|2dx =

∫
R3

∣∣∣ĥm

∣∣∣2dξ =

∫
R3

(ξ̂ · m̂)2dξ =

∫
R3

(ξ · m̂)2

|ξ|2
dξ =

∫
R3

∣∣∣∇̂ ·m
∣∣∣2

|ξ|2
dξ. (82)

We carry out the above integration in the material frame (d1(s),d2(s),d3(s)) and x 7→ r(s)+ ãd1(s)+ t̃d2(s). The Fourier transform
in the material frame is given as follows:

F [∇ ·m](ξ) = ∇̂ ·m(ξ) =

∫
Ω
(∇ ·m) exp(−i2πx · ξ)dx =

∫
Ω
(∇ ·m) exp

(
−i2π(r(s) + ãd1(s) + t̃d2(s)) · ξ

)
Jdsdt̃dã, (83)

here, F(v) denotes Fourier transform of v and J =
∣∣∣ ∂(x1,x2,x3)

∂(s,ã,t̃)

∣∣∣ is the Jacobian associated with the change of variables. The

divergence of m is invariant upon coordinate transformation and is expressed as follows in the material frame:

∇ ·m =
1

hshãht̃

{
∂(hãht̃md3 )

∂s
+

∂(ht̃hsmd1 )

∂ã
+

∂(hshãmd2 )

∂t̃

}
, (84)

here, hs =
∣∣∣ ∂x∂s ∣∣∣, hã =

∣∣∣ ∂x∂ã ∣∣∣ and ht̃ =
∣∣∣ ∂x
∂t̃

∣∣∣.
Note:

– ∂x
∂s

= r′(s) + ãd′
1(s) + t̃d′

2(s) = d3(s) + t̃κd3(s) = (1 + t̃κ)d3(s) =⇒ hs = (1 + t̃κ),

– ∂x
∂ã

= d1(s) =⇒ hã = 1,

– ∂x
∂t̃

= d2(s) =⇒ ht̃ = 1.

Furthermore, J = hshãht̃, and hence

∇ ·m =
1

J

{
∂md3

∂s
+ (1 + t̃κ)

∂md1

∂ã
+ (1 + t̃κ)

∂md2

∂t̃
+ κmd2

}
=

1

J

{
(∂ãmd1 + ∂t̃md2 + ∂smd3 ) + κ(t̃∂ãmd1 + t̃∂t̃md2 +md2 )

}
. (85)

Substituting the above expression for ∇ ·m in Eqn. (83) can now be written as follows:

F [∇ ·m](ξ) =

∫
Ω

1

J

{
(∂ãmd1 + ∂t̃md2 + ∂smd3 ) + κ(t̃∂ãmd1 + t̃∂t̃md2 +md2 )

}
exp

(
−i2π(r(s) + ãd1(s) + t̃d2(s)) · ξ

)
Jdsdt̃dã.

(86)
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Since r(0) = 0 and r(s) · ξ =
∫ s
0 d3(s′)ds′ · ξ = sξd3 and therefore, (r(s) + ãd1(s) + t̃d2(s)) · ξ = ãξd1 + t̃ξd2 + sξd3 . The divergence

of m in the material frame is written as a sum of these six integrals:

F [∇ ·m](ξ) = I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 + I6, (87)

where

I1 = F [∂ãmd1 ](ξd) = ξd1F0(a, ξd1 )F0(t, ξd2 )F [md1χ(0,l)(s)](ξd3 ) (even in ξd2 ),

I2 = F [∂t̃md2 ](ξd) = ξd2F0(a, ξd1 )F0(t, ξd2 )F [md2χ(0,l)(s)](ξd3 ) (odd in ξd2 ),

I3 = F [∂smd3 ](ξd) = F0(a, ξd1 )F0(t, ξd2 )F [∂smd3χ(0,l)(s)](ξd3 ) (even in ξd2 ),

I4 = F [κt̃∂ãmd1 ](ξd) = ξd1F0(a, ξd1 )F1(t, ξd2 )F [κmd1χ(0,l)(s)](ξd3 ) (odd in ξd2 ),

I5 = F [κt̃∂t̃md2 ](ξd) = F0(a, ξd1 )ξd2F1(t, ξd2 )F [κmd2χ(0,l)(s)](ξd3 ) (even in ξd2 ),

I6 = F [κmd2 ](ξd) = F0(a, ξd1 )F1(t, ξd2 )F [κmd2χ(0,l)(s)](ξd3 ) (even in ξd2 ),

(88)

where F0(v, η) and F1(v, η) are defined as follows:

F0(v, η) =

∫ v/2

−v/2
exp

(
−i2πηv′

)
dv′ and F1(v, η) =

∫ v/2

−v/2
v′ exp

(
−i2πηv′

)
dv′.

The magnetostatic energy can now be expressed in terms of I1, I2, I3, I4, I5, I6 as follows:

∫
R3

∣∣∣∇̂ ·m(ξd)
∣∣∣2

|ξd|
2

dξd =

∫
R3

(I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 + I6)2

|ξd|
2

=

∫
I21

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t2)

+

∫
I22

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t)

+

∫
I23

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t2)

+

∫
I24

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t5)

+

∫
I25

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t3)

+

∫
I26

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t3)

+ 2

∫
I1I3

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t2)

+2

∫
I1I5

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t3)

+2

∫
I1I6

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t2)

+2

∫
I2I4

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t3)

+2

∫
I3I5

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t3)

+2

∫
I3I6

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t2)

+2

∫
I5I6

|ξd|
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

O(t3)

. (89)

The remaining product terms are odd functions in ξd2 and hence they integrate out to zero. Therefore we have the leading order
term for the magnetostatic energy as follows:

∫
R3

∣∣∣∇̂ ·m(ξd)
∣∣∣2

|ξd|
2

dξd =

∫
R3

I22
|ξd|

2
dξd +O(t2). (90)

Now,

lim
t→0

∫
R3

I22
|ξd|

2
dξd = at

∫
R
m̂d2 (ξd3 )dξd3 +O(t2) = at

∫ l

s=0
(md2 )

2ds+O(t2). (91)

Hence, we have ∫
R3

|hm|2dx = at

∫ l

s=0
(md2 )

2ds+O(t2). (92)

B Numerical discretization of equilibrium equations

We demonstrate the discretization process for Eqn. (24) invoking fixed-fixed boundary conditions. We discretize the domain into
N + 1 nodal points as s̄i = ih; i = 0, 1, . . . , N + 1 where h = 1

N+1
. We utilize second-order accurate central difference scheme to

approximate the second-order derivative in Eqn. (24). The dicrete system of equations alongwith the boundary conditions is

θi−1 − 2θi + θi+1

h2
+ P̄ sin θi + K̄d sin 2θi + R̄ cos θi = 0; i = 1, 2, . . . , N,

θ0 = 0, θN+1 = 0,

(93)
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where θi denotes the numerical counterpart of θ(s̄ = s̄i).
Upon incorporating the boundary conditions, we assemble the discrete equations to form the following non-linear system

1

h2



−2 1 0
1 −2 1

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . . 1 −2 1
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

1 −2 1
1 −2





θ1
θ2
...
θi
...

θN−1

θN


+ P̄



sin θ1
sin θ2

...
sin θi

...
sin θN−1

sin θN


+ K̄d



sin 2θ1
sin 2θ2

...
sin 2θi

...
sin 2θN−1

sin 2θN


+ R̄



cos θ1
cos θ2

...
cos θi

...
cos θN−1

cos θN


=



0
0
...
0
...
0
0


. (94)

In compact form, the discretized system can be written for all three cases (for fixed-free case where R̄ = 0) as

Kθ + P̄ sin θ + K̄d sin 2θ + R̄ cos θ = 0. (95)

Discretizing the integral (or isoperimetric) constraint using trapezoidal rule∫ 1

0
sin θ(s̄)ds̄ = 0 =⇒

h

2
[sin θ0︸ ︷︷ ︸

0

+2(sin θ1 + · · ·+ sin θN ) + sin θN+1︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

] = 0, (96)

=⇒ sin θ1 + · · ·+ sin θN = 0. (97)

Forming a combined nonlinear set of equations(
Kθ + P̄ sin θ + K̄d sin 2θ + R̄ cos θ

sin θ1 + · · ·+ sin θN

)
=

(
0
0

)
, (98)

=⇒ f(θ, R̄, P̄ ) = 0. (99)

C Bifurcation analysis

We briefly describe the bifurcation analysis for planar deformation of ribbons. We begin with taking the second variation of the
total magnetoelastic energy functional, followed by Fourier expansion for kinematically-compatible variations, we establish stability
criterion for deformed configuration under various loading scenarios and end conditions. The numerical procedure to implement
this criterion has been explained in Section 4.

C.1 Derivation of stability condition

Let us non-dimensionalize the energy functional for planar-deformed magnetoelastic rods and ribbons. The external magnetic field
is applied along the Cartesian e2-axis, that is, he = hee2 such that m(s) = e2. Upon substituting the values in Eqn. (17) and
non-dimensionalizing the energy functionals appropriately, we have

E(θ) =
1

2

∫ 1

0
(θ′(s̄))2ds̄+ K̄d

∫ 1

0
cos2 θ(s̄)atds̄− 2K̄dheat

∫ 1

0
1 · ds̄︸ ︷︷ ︸

constant

−P̄

(
1−

∫ 1

0
cos θ(s̄)ds̄

)
− R̄

∫ 1

0
sin θ(s̄)ds̄. (100)

Introducing first order perturbation to the assumed extremum θ as θ̂(s̄) = θ(s̄) + ϵη(s̄) where η(s̄) is a kinematically admissible
planar variation and ϵ is a small parameter. Now,

E(θ + ϵη) =
1

2

∫ 1

0
(θ′ + ϵη′)2ds̄+ K̄d

∫ 1

0
cos2(θ + ϵη)atds̄+ P̄

∫ 1

0
cos(θ + ϵη)ds̄− R̄

∫ 1

0
sin(θ + ϵη)ds̄+ constant. (101)

Differentiating the above with respect to ϵ twice and putting ϵ = 0 results in the second variational of E(θ)

δ2E(θ) =
d2E(θ + ϵη)

dϵ2

∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

=

∫ 1

0
η′2ds̄− 2K̄d

∫ 1

0
cos 2θη2ds̄− P̄

∫ 1

0
cos θη2ds̄+ R̄

∫ 1

0
sin θη2ds̄. (102)
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Integrating by parts the first term,

δ2E(θ) = η′η

∣∣∣∣1
0︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

−
∫ 1

0
η′′ηds̄− 2K̄d

∫ 1

0
cos 2θη2ds̄− P̄

∫ 1

0
cos θη2ds̄+ R̄

∫ 1

0
sin θη2ds̄, (103)

=⇒ δ2E(θ) = −
∫ 1

0
[η′′ + 2K̄d cos 2θη + P̄ cos θη − R̄ sin θη]ηds̄, (104)

for all kinematically admissible functions η(s̄). The stability criterion requires that

δ2E(θ)
{
> 0 stable

< 0 unstable.
(105)

Introducing first variation to the integral constraint
∫ 1
0 sin θ(s̄)ds̄ = 0 results in∫ 1

0
cos θ(s̄)η(s̄)ds̄ = 0. (106)

C.2 Construction of Strum-Liouville problem

A meticulous study of the second variation δ2E(θ) necessitates the construction of the following Sturm-Liouville problem whose
non-trivial solutions are ϕn(s̄):

ϕ′′
n(s̄) + λn(2K̄d cos 2θ + P̄ cos θ − R̄ sin θ)ϕn(s̄) = CRn cos θ(s̄), (107)

where λn are the eigenvalues, ϕn the corresponding eigenmodes of Eqn. (107) and L(s̄) = (2K̄d cos 2θ + P̄ cos θ − R̄ sin θ) denotes
the weight function. CRn is meant to enforce the isoperimetric constraint (Eqn. (106)). The conditions on ϕn(s̄) are

– fixed-fixed case: ϕn(0) = ϕn(1) = 0 and
∫ 1
0 cos θ(s̄)ϕn(s̄)ds̄ = 0,

– pinned-pinned case: ϕ′
n(0) = ϕ′

n(1) = 0 and
∫ 1
0 cos θ(s̄)ϕn(s̄)ds̄ = 0,

– fixed-free case: ϕn(0) = ϕ′
n(1) = 0.

Multiplying both sides of Eqn. (107) by ϕn, integrating over the domain and using the conditions stipulated on ϕn(s̄), we get∫ 1

0
[ϕ′′

n(s̄) + λnL(s̄)]ϕnds̄ = CRn

∫ 1

0
cos θ(s̄)ϕnds̄︸ ︷︷ ︸

0

,

=⇒ λn

∫ 1

0
L(s̄)ϕ2

nds̄ =

∫ 1

0
ϕ′2
n ds̄. (108)

We multiply Eqn. (107) by ϕm and integrate over the domain to get∫ 1

0
[ϕ′′

n(s̄) + λnL(s̄)ϕn(s̄)]ϕmds̄ = CRn

∫ 1

0
cos θ(s̄)ϕmds̄︸ ︷︷ ︸

0

,

=⇒ −
∫ 1

0
ϕ′
nϕ

′
mds̄+ λn

∫ 1

0
L(s̄)ϕnϕmds̄ = 0. (109)

Similarly, consider Eqn. (55) for ϕm, multiply it by ϕn and integrate by parts to get

−
∫ 1

0
ϕ′
mϕ′

nds̄+ λm

∫ 1

0
L(s̄)ϕnϕmds̄ = 0. (110)

Subtracting the second equation from the first results in

(λn − λm)

∫ 1

0
L(s̄)ϕnϕmds̄ = 0. (111)

For n ̸= m, λn ̸= λm, we obtain the orthogonality condition as∫ 1

0
L(s̄)ϕnϕmds̄ = 0. (112)
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Spectral decomposition Let us use ϕn(s̄ alongwith the weight function L(s̄) to construct a Fourier series representation (con-
verging in the mean) to the square-integrable function η(s̄),

η(s̄) =
∞∑

n=1

cnϕn(s̄), cn are Fourier coefficients. (113)

Substitute the above representation in Eqn. (104),

δ2E(θ) = −
∫ 1

0
[cnϕ

′′
n + L(s̄)cnϕn]cmϕmds̄

= −cmcn

∫ 1

0
[CRn cos θ − λnL(s̄)ϕn(s̄)]ϕm(s̄)ds̄− cncm

∫ 1

0
L(s̄)ϕm(s̄)ϕn(s̄)ds̄

= −cmcnCRn

∫ 1

0
cos θϕm(s̄)ds̄︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

+cncm(λn − 1)

∫ 1

0
L(s̄)ϕm(s̄)ϕn(s̄)ds̄︸ ︷︷ ︸

(use orthogonality condition)

= c2n(λn − 1)

∫ 1

0
L(s̄)ϕ2

n(s̄)ds̄

= c2n(λn − 1)
1

λn

∫ 1

0
(ϕ′

n(s̄))
2ds̄.

The stability criterion is

=⇒ δ2E(θ) =
∞∑

n=1

c2n

(
1−

1

λn

)∫ 1

0
(ϕ′

n(s̄))
2ds̄

{
> 0 if λn /∈ [0, 1] stable

< 0 if λn ∈ [0, 1] unstable.
(114)
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