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ABSTRACT

The application of variational principles for analyzing problems in the physical sciences is widespread.
Cantilever-like problems, where one end is subjected to a fixed value and the other end is free, have
been less studied in terms of their stability despite their abundance. In this article, we develop the
stability conditions for these problems by examining the second variation of the energy functional
using the generalized Jacobi condition. This involves computing conjugate points that are determined
by solving a set of initial value problems from the linearized equilibrium equations. We apply these
conditions to investigate the nonlinear stability of intrinsically curved elastic cantilevers subject to a
tip load. The elastic rod deformations are modelled using Kirchhoff rod theory. The role of intrinsic
curvature in inducing complex nonlinear phenomena, such as snap-back instability, is particularly
emphasized. This snap-back instability is demonstrated using various examples, highlighting its
dependence on various system parameters. The presented examples illustrate the potential applications
in the design of flexible soft robotic arms and mechanisms.

Keywords Conjugate points · Jacobi Condition · Elastic Rods · Soft Robot Arm · Hysteresis · Snap-back Instability ·
Intrinsic Curvature

1 Introduction

Many problems in physics can be analyzed using the Calculus of Variations framework which has a rich history. For
mechanical systems, equilibrium configurations are solutions to the force and moment balance equations, which, in
this framework, can be stated as the critical points of an energy functional. The study of slender structures falls
within this category and has captivated researchers since the times of Euler and Bernoulli Matsutani [2010]. Slender
structures such as telephone cords, ropes, cables, and hair, can be found everywhere. Non-linear rod theories have
been effectively utilized to study the large deformations in these structures, highlighting their relevance across various
applications in Biology, Physics, and Engineering. These include small-scale domains such as DNA Manning et al.
[1996], bacteria locomotion Park et al. [2019], nanorods Singh et al. [2022] as well as a large scale domains such as
plant tendrils McMillen et al. [2002], curly hair Miller et al. [2014], and architecture designs Hafner and Bickel [2021].

In recent times, soft robotics has been increasingly employing slender rods to create compliant mechanisms Rucker
et al. [2010], Chen et al. [2020]. Inspiration is often drawn from mechanisms such as octopus tentacles or elephant trunk
to utilize them in real-life applications as they are capable of increased manipulation and dexterity Laschi et al. [2012],
Majidi [2014]. Advances in modern material science, which enable the production of highly deformable polymers
and alloys, have renewed impetus to their development. Furthermore, the computer graphics community has been
increasingly enthusiastic about using rod models in recent times to simulate realistic animations of structures like
trees O’Reilly and Peters [2012], grass, hair Romero et al. [2021] etc.,

Generally, a flexible rod can exhibit multiple equilibrium states, raising a natural question regarding its stability. The
variational structure of the problem relates the stability of the equilibria to the local minima of the functional. For a
calculus of variations problem with a classical case of fixed (or Dirichlet) boundary conditions, the absence of conjugate
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points termed as Jacobi condition is a well-known necessary condition for the critical points to be local minimum Bolza
[1904], Gelfand et al. [1963]. Numerous studies have examined the stability of elastic rods, covering planar, non-planar,
unconstrained, and constrained cases Maddocks [1984], Manning et al. [1998], Hoffman et al. [2002], Manning [2009].
Most of these approaches do not require any exact analytical solutions. Alternative semi-analytic approaches have
also been investigated on planar problems Kuznetsov and Levyakov [2002], Levyakov and Kuznetsov [2010], where
exact analytical solutions are available in the form of Jacobi integrals. Nevertheless, the second-order conditions
for cantilever-like problems, which have fixed-free ends, remain very obscure. They are only limited to only planar
cases Levyakov and Kuznetsov [2010].

Cantilever structures are particularly interesting to us due to their presence in multiple disciplines of technology. One
noteworthy example is flexible robotic arms, where one end is attached to the robot body and the other to a payload.
Likewise, animations often depict cantilever structures such as trees, grass, or hair, where one end remains fixed, and
the other end interacts with external forces. Many of these structures are characterized by an intrinsic curvature, which
often results in complex mechanics and geometrically nonlinear behavior. In this article, we generalize the Jacobi
condition to analyze the stability of the problems with fixed-free ends. Then, we assess the cantilever equilibria using
this condition.

The stability can be related to the associated dynamic stability of the evolutionary system and has also been examined
in this context Goriely and Tabor [1997], Kumar and Healey [2010], which include computing eigenvalues of the
linearized dynamical equations. The existence of unstable equilibria hints at the snap-back instability of the system,
where an unstable equilibrium transitions abruptly to the adjacent stable equilibrium. When a naturally straight elastic
rod clamped at one end and with a dead load attached to the other end is rotated using the clamp, it exhibits a snap-back
instability for an appropriate combination of its length and load. This well-known catapult behavior can be harnessed in
the design of soft robot arms and triggering mechanisms Armanini et al. [2017]. Likewise, catapult behavior is possible
in intrinsically curved elastic rods i.e., one stable spatial equilibrium snaps to another spatial equilibrium, when its
clamped end is rotated. However, intrinsic curvature introduces complexity, leading to non-intuitive geometrically
nonlinear behavior in elastic rods. The notable implication is the ratcheting behavior while transmitting torque-guided
tubes in angioplasty Warner [1997] or in machine shafts Vetyukov and Oborin [2023]. The complex shapes of curly
hair Miller et al. [2014] are also attributed to this effect. The beneficial effects are also being utilized, as the intrinsic
curvature improves the reachout of the soft robotic arms compared to tip-loaded naturally straight rods Sipos and
Várkonyi [2020]. In this article, we study the intrinsically curved cantilever structures with a dead load at their tip and
examine their stability properties using the Jacobi condition. Particularly, we assess the potentially arising snap-back
instability as its clamped end is rotated. We perform the quasi-static analysis and infer the conditions of snap-back
instability without resorting to discussion on their relevant dynamics. This study offers a better insight into the resulting
nonlinearities and may aid in the improved design of soft robotic arms and innovative mechanisms.

An outline of this paper is as follows: In section 2, we introduce the classic unconstrained calculus of variations problem
with fixed-fixed ends along with the conditions for the local minima. Then, it is extended to the cases with fixed-free
ends. In section 3, the cantilever problem is formulated using Kirchhoff Rod theory Antman [2006], and equilibrium
equations are derived using the Hamiltonian formulation of elastic rods Dichmann et al. [1996]. The required second
variation form for these equilibria is deduced, and a numerical strategy to compute the conjugate points is formulated. It
involves evaluating a stability matrix described through the solutions to the initial value problem (IVP). In section 4, we
present some examples of intrinsically curved cantilevers with stability results, highlighting the snap-back instability,
followed by a summary and discussion in section 5.

2 Calculus of Variations Problem

2.1 Fixed-Fixed Ends

In this section, we present the standard conjugate point theory for the unconstrained calculus of variations problem and
extend it to the non-classical case of fixed-free ends. The results presented in this subsection are an established part
of classic calculus of variations literature and can be found in any textbooks Bolza [1904], Gelfand et al. [1963]. Let
ζ : s −→ Rp be a continuous and differentiable function in the interval [0, l], where p is the dimension of the problem.
Given a continuous mapping L : Rp × Rp × [0, l] → R, the standard calculus of variations problem is to minimize the
functional

J(ζ) =

∫ l

0

L(ζ, ζ′, s)ds, subject to ζ(0) = fo, ζ(l) = fl. (1)

The notation ()′ denotes the derivative with respect to s. The function L has continuous second derivatives with respect
to all its arguments and is convex with respect to the second argument. Critical points ζo or Equilibria that are expressed
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as solutions to the Euler-Lagrange equations given by

−
(
∂L
∂ζ′

)′

+
∂L
∂ζ

= 0 (2)

can be classified as local minima, if the second variation functional evaluated as

δ2J(ζo)[h] =
1

2

∫ l

0

(
h′ ·Ph′ + h ·Ch′ + h′ ·CTh+ h ·Qh

)
ds, (3)

is non-negative. The notation · represents the standard dot-product between two column vectors (u · v = uTv). Here,
P = Lζζ′(ζo, ζ

′
o, s),C = Lζζ′(ζo, ζ

′
o, s) and Q = Lζζ(ζo, ζ

′
o, s) are p× p Hessian matrices evaluated at the critical

point ζo. The matrices P and Q are symmetric, whereas the matrix C may not be. We assume that the Legendre’s
strengthened condition is valid throughout:

P > 0 (4)

i.e., the matrix P is positive definite. Here, h is a variation in the solutions and must satisfy the linearized boundary
conditions

h(0) = 0 = h(l). (5)

After integration by parts on (3), the second variation wraps up to the form

δ2J(ζo)[h] ≡
1

2

∫ l

0

Sh · hds, (6)

where S is the second-order vector self-adjoint differential Jacobi operator:

Sh = − d

ds

(
Ph′ +CTh

)
+Ch′ +Qh, (7)

This system of Ordinary Differential Equations (ODEs), together with the boundary conditions (5) is also referred to
as the accessory boundary value problem or Jacobi differential equations, and its solutions are known as accessory
extremals.

Given Legendre’s strengthened condition (4), the second variation (6) is non-negative if Jacobi’s condition is satisfied
i.e., the critical point ζo has no conjugate point, where a conjugate point is defined as σ ∈ [0, l] for which there exists a
non-trivial solution satisfying:

Sh = 0, h(0) = h(σ) = 0.

2.2 Fixed-Free Ends

The focus of this article is to extend this well-known Jacobi condition to cases where one end is fixed and the other end
is free. In this case, the problem involves minimizing the functional of the form:

J(ζ) =

∫ l

0

L(ζ, ζ′, s)ds+B(ζ(l)), subject to ζ(0) = fo, (8)

while the other end s = l is set free. The boundary term B is a continuous function of the state ζ at s = l and has
continuous derivatives. The first order condition for the stationary points results in the Euler-Lagrange equations (2)
and the additional Natural boundary conditions at the free end s = l:

∂L
∂ζ′ +

∂

∂ζ
B(ζ)

∣∣∣∣
s=l

= 0. (9)

The critical points correspond to the local minimum if the second variation evaluated as

δ2J(ζo)[h] =

∫ l

0

(
− d

ds

(
Ph′ +CTh

)
+Ch′ +Qh

)
· hds

+
[ (

Ph′ +CTh
)
· h
]l
0
+Bh(l) · h(l)

(10)

3
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is non-negative. The matrices P,C and Q are same as defined before, while the matrix B = ∂2B
∂ζ2 is a symmetric matrix.

Even though we derived most of the expressions explicitly for the case of fixed-fixed ends, their form remains almost
identical for the case of fixed-free ends and in this case, h must satisfy the linearized boundary condition given by

h(0) = 0 = Ph′(l) +CTh(l) +Bh(l). (11)

On applying the integration by parts, followed by the vanishing boundary terms, the second variation functional becomes

δ2J(ζo)[h] ≡
1

2

∫ l

0

Sh · hds, (12)

where S is the same second order differential self-adjoint operator as define in (7). Given Legendre’s strengthened
condition (4), the second-variation functional (12) is non-negative if it satisfies the Jacobi condition, namely the absence
of conjugate points. However, the definition of a conjugate point is modified as the point l∗ ∈ [0, l] for which there is a
non-trivial solution to

Sh = 0, h(l∗) = 0, Ph′(l) +CTh(l) +Bh(l) = 0. (13)

Unlike the case of fixed-fixed ends, the boundary where the Natural boundary conditions (in the present case s = l) are
given must be chosen when specifying boundary conditions. The boundary condition at s = l is accommodated by
using a basis of solutions for h(l). In the subsequent sections, proofs supporting the revised definition of conjugate
points are provided.

2.2.1 Necessary condition

Theorem 1. If the matrix P is strictly positive definite, and the interval [0, l] contains no point conjugate to l, then the
second variation quadratic functional δ2J(ζo)[h] is positive for all h(s) satisfying the boundary conditions (11).

Proof. This proof is a generalized version of the classical case of fixed-fixed ends given in [Gelfand et al., 1963,
page 150]. Let W : s −→ Rp×p be an arbitrary differentiable symmetric matrix. Without affecting the values of the
second variation integral (3), the following term can be added

0 =

∫ l

0

d

ds
(Wh · h) ds−

[
Wh · h

]l
0
=

∫ l

0

W′h · h+Wh′ · h+Wh · h′ds

+
(
W(l)h(l) · h(l)−W(0)h(0) · h(0)

)
.

(14)

The matrix function W(s) is chosen such that the boundary terms vanish. For the current case with fixed-free ends, we
have h(0) = 0 at the fixed end, and we require h(l) · (W(l)h(l) +Bh(l)) = 0 at the free end. The latter condition is
satisfied for any non-trivial h(l) when W(l) +B is a zero matrix of order p, denoted by O. This condition also holds
if W(l) +B is a skew-symmetric matrix, but it contradicts the symmetric matrix assumption of W(s) and, therefore,
is disregarded. Then, the integral (3) becomes

δ2J(ζo)[h] =

∫ l

0

Ph′ · h′ + (C+W)h · h′ + (C+W)
T
h′ · h+ (Q+W′)h · hds.

The integrand can be expressed as a perfect square of the form

δ2J(ζo)[h] =

∫ l

0

(
P1/2h′ + (Q+W′)

1/2
h
)
·
(
P1/2h′ + (Q+W′)

1/2
h
)
ds,

if the matrix W(s) is chosen to be the solution of

Q+W′ = (C+W)P−1
(
CT +W

)
. (15)

Since P is assumed to be a positive definite symmetric matrix, its square root P1/2 exists and is also positive definite.
Moreover, its inverse P−1/2 exists. The expression (15) is called as Matrix Ricatti equation, and the second variation
integral (14) takes the form

δ2J(ζo)[h] =

∫ l

0

P
(
h′ +P−1/2 (Q+W)Q−1/2h

)
·
(
h′ +P−1/2 (Q+W)Q−1/2h

)
ds, (16)

4
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s=ls=0 s=l*

Figure 1: The broken accessory extremal γ(s) satisfying the boundary conditions (11)

where the integrand is a perfect square and is always non-negative. This expression

P1/2h′ + (Q+W)Q−1/2h,

vanishes only for the trivial solution h(s) = 0. If the Matrix Ricatti equation has a continuous solution W(s) defined
over the interval [0, l], then the second variation is positive definite. Substituting

PU′ +CTU+WU = O, (17)
where U is an unknown matrix results in

− d

ds

(
PU′ +CTU

)
+ (CU′ +QU) = O, (18)

which is the matrix form of the Jacobi operator S. Now, consider the situation with fixed-free boundary conditions.
The matrix W(l) +B is chosen to be a zero matrix, and the relation (17) yields the boundary condition

PU′(l) +CTU(l) +BU(l) = O.

This is a matrix form of the linearized Natural boundary conditions at the boundary s = l. The columns in matrix U
can be interpreted as the basis of the variations h. If [0, l] contains no point conjugate to l, then (18) has a solution
U(s) which is non-singular in [0, l]. Therefore, the Matrix Ricatti equation (15) has a solution given by (17). Thus,
there exists a matrix W(s) that transforms the integrand to a perfect square, producing a non-negative second variation
δ2J(ζo)[h].

2.2.2 Sufficient condition

Theorem 2. If the matrix P is positive definite and the interval [0, l] contains a point conjugate to l, then the second
variation quadratic functional δ2J(ζo)[h] is not positive for all h satisfying the boundary conditions (11).

Proof. Suppose there exists a point s = l∗ conjugate to s = l in 0 < s < l. Consequently, there exists a non-null
accessory extremal h(s) satisfying h(l∗) = 0 and Ph′(l) + CTh(l) + Bh(l) = 0. Let γ(s) be a continuous arc
defined as

γ(s) =

{
0, 0 < s < l∗,

h(s), l∗ < s < l,

and is depicted in Figure 1. The second variation δ2J(ζo) along the arc γ is given by

δ2J(ζo)[γ] =
1

2

∫ l

0

Sγ(s) · γ(s)ds = 1

2

∫ l

l∗
Sh(s) · h(s)ds,

=
1

2

[(
P(s)h′(s) +CT (s)h(s)

)
· h(s)

]l∗
l
+Bh(l) · h(l) = 0.

However, this arc γ(s) has a corner point at s = l∗, as h′(l∗−) ̸= h′(l∗+). If the matrix P(s) is positive definite, then
by Weierstrass-Erdmann conditions Bolza [1904], the arc γ with a corner point cannot be the local minimizer. But, the
second variation functional δ2J is zero along the present broken extremal γ(s). Therefore, there must exist another
arc h(s) satisfying the boundary conditions (11) which is a local minimizer and further reduces the second variation
δ2J < 0, thereby proving the theorem.

Therefore, these two conditions prove that the critical points correspond to local minima if they don’t have any conjugate
points. Otherwise, they are not local minima.
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3 Application to Cantilever structures

The main motivation for developing the conjugate point stability test is to determine the stability of tip-loaded soft
cantilever arms. The deformations in the elastic rods are modelled using the standard Kirchhoff Rod theory Antman
[2006], and we describe this theory in this section. Euler parameters are employed in our model to describe rotations
and most of the notations adapted here are taken from Dichmann et al. [1996].

3.1 Kinematics and Equilibrium

The elastic rod configuration is modelled as an orientable curve in 3D space using a centreline r : [0, l] ∋ s −→ R3

and an orientation frame spanned by the orthonormal unit vectors called directors di : [0, l] ∋ s −→ R3, i = 1, 2, 3.
The independent variable s is the arclength of the undeformed configuration. The rate of change of the director frame
{d1,d2,d3} with respect to the arclength s is characterized using the Darboux vector u ∈ R3 as

d′
i (s) = u (s)× di (s) , i = 1, 2, 3, (19)

Here, × denotes the standard cross-product between two vectors. The components along the local directors u1 ≡ u ·d1,
u2 ≡ u · d2 correspond to bending strains, while the component u3 ≡ u · d3 corresponds to twisting strain. We restrict
ourselves to the case of inextensible and unshearable rods, where the tangent d3 coincides with the tangent to the
centreline r(s)

r′(s) = d3 (s) , (20)
where ()′ denotes the differentiation with respect to arclength s. We denote these local strain components using a
triad u(s) = (u1(s), u2(s), u3(s)). We consider the unstressed configuration or lowest energy configuration to be the
reference state. Let û(s) = (û1(s), û2(s), û3(s)) be the triplet of strain components in its unstressed configuration. We
also use the terms intrinsic shape or precurvature to denote these components. The orientation frame {d1,d2,d3} is
connected to the fixed laboratory frame {e1, e2, e3} through an SO(3) matrix, which is commonly parameterized using
three Euler Angles. However, the three-dimensional representation of Euler angles does not completely represent the
SO(3)-space globally and has singular directions. The Euler parameters (or a Quaternion) q ∈ R4 Goldstein [1951],
Shuster [1993] provides the global representation of SO(3) space and mitigate the singularities. In addition, Euler
parameters representation uses quadratic functions which are computationally quicker compared to the trigonometric
functions used in Euler angle representation. The directors di ∈ R3, i = 1, 2, 3 with respect to the fixed coordinate
system {e1, e2, e3} can be written in terms of Euler parameters q as

d1 =
1

|q|2

q21 − q22 − q23 + q24
2 (q1q2 + q3q4)
2 (q1q3 − q2q4)

 , d2 =
1

|q|2

 2 (q1q2 − q3q4)
−q21 + q22 − q23 + q24
2 (q2q3 + q1q4) ,

 ,
d3 =

1

|q|2

 2 (q1q3 + q2q4)
2 (q2q3 − q1q4)

−q21 − q22 + q23 + q24

 .
(21)

Similarly, the strain components u(s) · dj(s) ≡ uj(s) in terms of Euler parameters and their derivatives Dichmann
et al. [1996] are given by

uj(s) =
2

|q|2
Bjq · q′, j = 1, 2, 3, (22)

where Bj , j = 1, 2, 3 are 4× 4 skew symmetric matrices given by

B1 =

 0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 −1 0 0
−1 0 0 0

 , B2 =

0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0

 , B3 =

 0 1 0 0
−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 −1 0

 . (23)

These matrices map q ∈ R4 to vectors that are orthogonal to each other as well as orthogonal to q(s).

The stresses acting along the cross-section of the rod can be averaged out to yield internal force n ∈ R3 and
moment m ∈ R3. The components mi(s) ≡ m(s) · di(s), i = 1, 2 are the bending moments and the component
m3(s) ≡ m(s) · d3(s) is the twisting moment in the rod. We use m to denote the triad of these components
m = (m1,m2,m3. We consider the rods that satisfy Hyperelastic constitutive law. A convex strain energy density
function W : {w; s} → R+, w = (w1, w2, w3) exists such that ∂W (0,s)

∂wi
= 0, i = 1, 2, 3, ∀s, and the moment

components are given by

mi(s) =
∂

∂wi
W (wi, s), i = 1, 2, 3. (24)

6
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where the shifted strain argument wi ≡ ui − ûi describe the strain from intrinsic shape ûi. In the present work, we
restrict ourselves to a simple linearly elastic constitutive model where the strain energy density function is given by

W (ui − ûi; s) =

3∑
i=1

1

2
Ki(s) (ui(s)− ûi(s))

2
, (25)

the moment components are given by

mi =
∂W

∂ui
= Ki(s) (ui(s)− ûi(s)) , i = 1, 2, 3. (26)

Here, Ki : s → R for i = 1, 2 are called bending stiffnesses or Flexural rigidity EI and K3 : s → R is called
torsional stiffness of the rod and is given by EI/(1− ν). Here E is Young’s modulus of the material, I is the second
moment of area of the cross-section of the rod, and ν is the Poisson’s ratio of the material and its value is −0.5 for an
incompressible material. For a circular cross-section rod, I = π

4 r
4, where r is its cross-sectional radius.

s

d3(s)

d1(s)
d2(s)

e3

e2

e1

F
 ϒ(q(l))

s=l

Figure 2: Schematic showing an elastic rod with an external tip load acting through a massless rigid arm. The arm is
assumed to be fixed to the tip of the elastic rod.

We consider a problem where a massless elastic rod is clamped at one end and a dead payload applied at the other end
as shown in Figure 2. The payload is rigidly attached to the tip s = l, and so its spatial orientation depends on the
orientation frame of the tip {d1(l),d2(l),d3(l)}, which is a function of q(l), the Euler parameters at s = l. The lever
arm connecting the point of attachment and the point of application of force in the fixed frame is given by

Υ(q(l)) ≡ ∆1d1(l) + ∆2d2(l) + ∆3d3(l). (27)

where ∆1,∆2,∆3 represents the components of the arm in the tip’s frame and ∆ = (∆1,∆2,∆3) represents this triad.
The payload exerts a force F ∈ R3 and a moment Υ(q(l))× F ∈ R3 at the tip s = l. Here, × denotes the standard
cross-product between two vectors. Then, the stored potential energy due to this applied tip load F is

El = F · (r(l) + Υ(q(l))) .

The rod equilibria are the constrained critical points of the strain energy functional of the total energy functional, which
is the sum of elastic strain energy and stored potential energy∫ l

0

W

(
2

|q|2
Bjq · q′ − ûj , s

)
ds+ F · (r(l) + Υ(q(l))) , (28)

subject to pointwise constraints

r′ − d3 = 0, q · q′ = 0. (29)

By definition, Euler parameters have a unit length q · q = 1. Instead of enforcing it, we choose it to enforce q · q′ = 0.
This equation together with the boundary conditions q(0) · q(0) = 1 is equivalent to q(s) · q(s) = 1. This constrained

7
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variational problem is formulated as an unconstrained variational problem using the Lagrange multipliers λ : s→ R3,
η : s→ R. The functional represented by

J =

∫ l

0

L(r, r′,q,q′; s)ds

=

∫ l

0

W

(
2

|q|2
Bjq · q′ − ûj , s

)
+ λ · (r′ − d3) + ηq · q′ds+ F · (r(l) + Υ(q(l))) .

(30)

is stationary at the equilibrium. We refer to the integrand L as the Augmented Lagrangian. The Hamiltonian form of
the equilibria Dichmann et al. [1996] is adapted here, as they offer more simplicity in terms of analysis and numerics.
The phase variables in this Hamiltonian formulation are the states r,q and their corresponding conjugate momenta n,
µ. The internal force n and the impetus µ are defined using the Augmented Lagrangian L as

n ≡ ∂L

∂r′
= λ, µ ≡ ∂L

∂q′ = 2Wui

2Biq

|q|2
+ ηq, i = 1, 2, 3. (31)

The dot product of µ with Biq/2(i = 1, 2, 3) fetches the components of the internal momentmi in terms of Hamiltonian
variables

µ ·Biq

2
=Wui

≡ mi, for i = 1, 2, 3. (32)

On the other hand, the dot-product of µ with q gives the expression for the Lagrange multiplier η. The Hamiltonian of
the system after taking the Legendre transformation of L appears as

H (r,q,n,µ; s) = n · d3 +

3∑
i=1

miûi +
1

2
m ·K−1m. (33)

Then, the canonical form of the Hamiltonian system of equations governing the equilibria is given by

r′(s) =
∂H

∂n
= d3, (34a)

n′(s) = −∂H
∂r

= 0, (34b)

q′(s) =
∂H

∂µ
=

3∑
j=1

(
K−1

j mj + ûj
) 1
2
Bjq, (34c)

µ′(s) = −∂H
∂q

=

3∑
j=1

(
K−1

j mj + ûj
) 1
2
Bjµ− ∂d3

∂q

T

n, (34d)

where the derivative ∂d3

∂q is

∂d3

∂q
= 2

[
q3 q4 q1 q2,
−q4 q3 q2 −q1,
−q1 −q2 q3 q4

]
,

and the componentmi are written in terms of phase variables µ and q using the relation (32). These ODEs are subjected
to fixed boundary conditions at s = 0

r(0) = [0, 0, 0]T , q(0) = qo, (35)

and Natural boundary conditions at the other end s = l

n(l) + F = 0, (36a)
mi(l) + (Υ(q(l))× F) · di(q(l)) = 0, i = 1, 2, 3., (36b)
µ(l) · q(l) + 2r(l) · n(l) = 0 (36c)

The condition (36b) results from projection of Natural boundary conditions of µ(l) onto {B1q,B2q,B3q}-space and
the other (36c) results from projection of it onto q (For more details see [Dhanakoti, 2023, page 33-35]). The last
expression (36c) can be set to any value as it specifies the Lagrange multiplier η with a boundary condition and restricts
its gauge freedom Li and Maddocks [1996]. The quantity qo ∈ R4 specifies the given orientation.
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3.2 Stability Analysis

The equilibria ζo obtained as the solutions to (34) with the boundary conditions (35), (36) must satisfy the Legen-
dre’s strengthened condition (4) along with the Jacobi condition in order for it to represent the local minima of the
functional (28). The variable r has no explicit contribution in the elastic strain energy W (u− û, s), and it acts only
through boundary conditions and the constraint r′ = d3. We decouple r(s) and its conjugate momentum n(s) from the
variational problem for stability analysis by directly substituting the relations in the functional to yield∫ l

0

Lds =

∫ l

0

W

(
2

|q|2
Bjq · q′ − ûj , s

)
+ F · d3ds+ F ·Υ(q(l)), (37)

The variations in q and µ are represented using δq and δµ respectively. In this analysis, we restrict the variations δq,
which ensures the unit-norm constraint q · q = 1. As a result, δq satisfies q · δq = 0 or equivalently δq is orthogonal
to q. There are many choices of the basis for this orthogonal vectors q⊥, and we choose the basis {B1q,B2q,B3q}
for our computations. Any arbitrary variation δq ∈ R4 can be projected on to the q⊥ using the projections η = ΠT δq
in R3 where

Π = [B1q B2q B3q] ∈ R4×3.

As a result, the new projection of the second variation reads as

δ2J [η] =
1

2

∫ l

0

[
η′ · P̄η′ + η · C̄η ++η · C̄η + η′ · C̄Tη + η · Q̄Tη

]
ds,

where

P̄ = ΠTLq′q′Π, Q̄ = (Π′)
T
Lq′q′Π′, C̄ = (Π′)

T
Lq′q′Π+ΠTLqq′Π.

Along the projected directions, the Hessian matrix

P̄ =

[
K11 0 0
0 K22 0
0 0 K33

]
, (38)

is positive definite and satisfies Legendre’s condition, whereas Lq′q′ alone is only positive semi-definite. The lineariza-
tion of the Hamiltonian form of the equilibria (34) gives the Hamiltonian form of the Jacobi operator S[

δq
δµ

]′
=

[
O I
−I O

] [
Hqq Hqµ

Hµq Hµµ

] [
δq
δµ

]
, (39)

where the Hessian matrices Hqq, Hqµ, Hµq, Hµµ are partial derivatives of H with respect to respective arguments.
By restricting the variations δq only to {B1q(l),B2q(l),B3q(l)} basis, we obtain the Hamiltonian version of S in
projected space on Π. The absence of conjugate points in the interval [0, l] is the sufficient condition for the equilibria
ζo to be stable, the computation of which is outlined below. The boundary with the Natural boundary conditions, i.e.,
(s = l) is chosen and ivp is solved towards the other end (s = 0) for a basis of initial values for δq.

δq(l) = Biq(l), i = 1, 2, 3,

and with initial values of δµ(l) that satisfy the linearized boundary condition (36b), (36c)

δµ(l) ·Biq(l) + µ(l) ·Biδq(l) +
∂

∂q
(Υ(l)× F)i δq(l) = 0, i = 1, 2, 3, (40a)

µ(l) · δq(l) + q(l) · δµ(l) = 0. (40b)

The algebraic system (40) is solved to obtain the respective values of the components δµ(l).

The components corresponding to the IVP solution δq(s) for i th set of IVP are denoted as δq(i), i = 1, 2, 3,. These
four components are arranged as rows in the 4× 3 matrix along s as[

δq(1)(s) δq(2)(s) δq(3)(s)
]
. (41)

This matrix is projected onto {Biq} space to yield a 3× 3 matrix. We call this matrix stability matrix. A point l∗ is
called conjugate point of l if the determinant of this 3× 3 stability matrix vanishes for any l∗ ∈ [0, l]. Therefore, by
Jacobi condition, if the equilibrium possesses a conjugate point computed through the above method, it is unstable.
We must solve a 24-dimensional IVP of Jacobi equations to assess the stability of the equilibria determined by the
14-dimensional boundary value problem (BVP) (34), (35) and (36).
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 ϒ(q(l))s=l

-F2e2

Quasistatically 
rotating shaft

e3

e2

e1

d3(s)d1(s)d2(s)
e2

d3(0)

d2(0)

s=0

θ s

Figure 3: The schematic of the tip-loaded cantilever setup. One end of the rod is fixed to the quasi-statically rotating
shaft, while the other end is attached to a load through a massless rigid lever arm.

4 Numerical Examples

In this section, we deploy the proposed conjugate point test to deduce the stability of tip-loaded cantilever systems and
investigate the potential occurrence of snap-back instability. Consider a naturally curved, slender, massless elastic rod
clamped to a horizontal axis e3 at one end and attached to a dead load at the other end, with gravity acting in a vertical
direction e2 as depicted in Figure 3. For all our examples, we choose the stiffness matrix K as a diagonal matrix

K =

[
EI 0 0
0 EI 0
0 0 EI/(1− ν))

]
, EI = 1.0, ν = −0.5, (42)

and a downward acting vertical tip load F = −F2e2. The clamped end is quasi-statically rotated about the horizontal
tangent e3-axis by setting the boundary condition

q(0) =

[
0, 0, sin

θ

2
, cos

θ

2

]T
, (43)

and is numerically simulated by performing parameter continuation of (34) in θ using AUTO-07p Doedel et al. [2007].
In this case, the system is 2π periodic about θ, i.e., for any z ∈ R the system at θ = z and θ = z + 2π are identical.

4.1 Intrinsically Planar Curvatures

Initially, we analyze naturally planar rods with intrinsic curvature that have the form û = (û1, 0, 0), subjected to a
concentrated tip load ∆ = (0, 0, 0). We quasi-statically rotate the clamped end by varying θ from −π to π and observe
the equilibria. This observation is continued for increasing values of û1, length l and tip load F2. It is well known
that if the rod is isotropic (û1 = 0), the centrelines of the deformed configuration take the same shape for any rotation
of the clamped end θ under a given non-zero tip load F2. However, if symmetry is broken by considering non-zero
û1, the rod centrelines assume different forms for different values of θ under a given load F2. A few features of the
equilibria from such a scenario are displayed in Figure 4 and 5, where the other parameters are set at l = 1.7 and
F2 = 1.5. At lower curvatures such as û1 = 1.0, the rod centrelines have a one-to-one mapping with respect to θ.
The twist moment at the clamped end m3(0) is evaluated from the continued solutions and is plotted against θ to
fetch the bifurcation diagram. In our examples, θ = 0 corresponds to the rod shapes curving vertically upwards. The
stability of these equilibria is assessed through conjugate point computations, as detailed in the prior section 3.2. All the
equilibria are stable as they exhibit no conjugate points. A few computations for the labelled equilibria are displayed
in Figure 4a (bottom). On the other hand, higher curvature such as û1 = 1.5, results in equilibria that violate the
one-to-one mapping with respect to θ in the neighborhood of θ = 0. In this region, three equilibria exist for an identical
θ. In parameter continuation, these scenarios are characterized by folds in the parameter (θ in the present case) as
shown in Figure 5a (Top). Conjugate point tests reveal that two of these equilibria are stable, while the other (that
lies between the folds) is unstable. The tip trace corresponding to unstable equilibria is denoted by black dotted lines,
indicating a discontinuous path of stable solutions. Consequently, the configurations transition abruptly from one stable
configuration to another when operated around this parameter space (around θ = 0), mimicking a catapult behavior.
The dynamics of a rotating cantilever, as a consequence of this instability is out of the scope of this paper. Details
regarding the snapping dynamics of planar naturally straight elastic rods can be found in Armanini et al. Armanini et al.
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Figure 4: (a)(Top) The bifurcation diagram depicting the twist moment at the clamped end m3(0) as θ is varied.
The equilibria corresponding to θ = 0 and θ = π/2 are chosen for stability analysis. (Bottom) The conjugate point
computations for equilibria with labels 1 and 2. The determinant never vanishes, indicating the absence of conjugate
points, and therefore, both equilibria are stable. (b) The tip trace of the cantilever as θ is varied and the centrelines for
the equilibria with labels 1 and 2. The tip load is represented by a solid dot, with its direction indicated by arrows.

[2017]. Standard bifurcation theory Golubitsky and Schaeffer [2014] predicts that the folds in the bifurcation parameter
are the points of stability exchange, and our conjugate point computations concur with it. The evolution of the rod
configurations and the snap-back instability depends on their history in cases with folds, as denoted by the arrows in
Figure 5a (Top). Therefore, we also use the term hysteresis to describe this phenomenon.

The nature and extent of the hysteresis region in cantilevers are governed by the complex interplay among the system
parameters such as intrinsic curvature û1, length l, and tip load F2, as illustrated in the following example. Consider a
cantilever setup with intrinsic shape û = (1.5, 0, 0), length l = 1.7, subject to a concentrated tip load (∆ = (0, 0, 0)).
Parameter continuation is performed along the clamp angle θ from −π to π by incrementally increasing the value of F2

from 0 to 5.1. From the resulting solutions, bifurcation diagrams (m3(0) vs. θ plots) are generated for different values
of F2 and are plotted as a surface plot, as shown in Figure 6. This surface plot is referred to as a bifurcation surface.
The planar bifurcation diagrams for F2 = 0.8, 2.0, and 3.5 are depicted by the corresponding F2− planes slicing this
surface. The curves corresponding to F2 = 0.8 and F2 = 3.5 have no region of unstable equilibria, whereas the diagram
for F2 = 2.0 has a region of unstable equilibria characterized by the presence of folds. Another orthogonal plane θ = 0
bisects this surface fetching a curve that can be interpreted as a Bifurcation diagram when the parameter F2 is varied at
fixed θ = 0. The presence of two perfect pitchforks illustrates the symmetrical nature of the rod deformations around
θ = 0. This diagram indicates the rod’s response as the tip load F2 is increased at a fixed θ = 0 that corresponds to the
rod being planar and curving upwards. We draw here some preliminary conclusions, relying primarily on the plots and
without extensive analysis. As the magnitude of tip load F2 increases, the planar equilibrium of the rod, represented by a
straight line, experiences two pitchfork bifurcations-the first one supercritical and the second one subcritical. According
to Bifurcation theory, the trivial solution (which in the present context is planar rod equilibrium at θ = 0) loses stability
at supercritical pitchfork bifurcation as it passes through and regains stability at the subcritical pitchfork bifurcation.
The equilibria at θ = 0 which lies between the folds correspond to this unstable trivial line between the bifurcations.

To gain a better insight on dependence of hysteresis behavior on the system properties, we non-dimensionalize the
quantities s,m,n,u by substituting s = s̄/û1, û = û1ū,K = EIK̄, and mi = EIû1m̃i (i = 1, 2, 3) leading to

dq

ds̄
=

3∑
j=1

(
K̄−1

j mj + ūj
) 1
2
Bjq, (44a)

dµ̃

ds̄
=

3∑
j=1

(
K̄−1

j mj + ūj
) 1
2
Bjµ̃− ∂d3

∂q

T

Γ̄/ϕ2, (44b)
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Figure 5: (a) (Top) The bifurcation diagram depicting the twist moment at the clamped end m3(0) as θ is varied. The
equilibria corresponding to θ = 0 and θ = π/2 are selected for stability analysis. The plot has two folds and three
equilibria exist for θ = 0. (Bottom) The conjugate point computations for the selected configurations. The determinant
corresponding to the equilibrium 2 vanishes indicating the presence of a conjugate point and is unstable. The remaining
equilibria have no conjugate points and are stable. (b) The tip trace during the control maneuver and the rod centrelines
of the selected equilibria. The tip load is represented by a solid dot, with its direction indicated by arrows. The tip
corresponding to the equilibria lying between the folds is indicated by the black dotted line. The equilibria labelled 1
and 3 are mirror images about the e2 − e3 plane and are nearly identical, which explains why the curves corresponding
to conjugate tests in (a) bottom coincide.

Tip Load F2

m
3(

0)

Figure 6: The surface plot of m3(0) for continued solutions for an intrinsic curvature û = (1.5, 0, 0) and length l = 1.7
as a function of θ and tip load F2. The planes F2 = 0.8, 2.0 and 3.5 slice the surface giving smooth m3(0) vs. θ plots.
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Figure 7: The Γ− ψ region over which the snap-back instability arises when the clamped end is rotated from −π to π.
The undeformed shapes corresponding to different ψ are indicated above the plot. The paths taken by different control
maneuver namely tuning F2 at fixed l is denoted by curve I and tuning l at fixed F2 denoted by the curves a,b and c.

where Γ̄ = Fl2/EI and ϕ = lû1 are the associated system dimensionless parameters. In the present cantilever setup
with intrinsic planar curvatures under a vertical concentrated tip load, the vector Γ̄ = [0,−Γ, 0]

T , where Γ = F2l
2

EI and
the dimensionless intrinsic curvature ū = (1, 0, 0). The boundary conditions are

q(0) =

[
0, 0, sin

θ

2
, cos

θ

2

]T
, m̃i(l) = µ̃(l) ·Biq(l)/2 = 0, i = 1, 2, 3. (45a)

The other two governing equations (34a), (34b) are disregarded for non-dimensionalization in this part of the analysis
as they do not influence the physics of the problem. The equation (34a) connects the position vector of the rod r with
quaternions q while the term (34b) yields the constant value of internal force (n(s) = [0,−F2, 0]

T ). The parameter Γ
indicates the scale of the cantilever system and the applied load, whereas ψ represents the dimensionless curvature
and is the angle formed by the arc at the centre. We perform the continuation in parameter θ of a complete rotation
for different values of ψ and Γ and assess if the hysteresis region exists. Figure 7 depicts the Γ− ψ space where the
hysteresis region for a rotating cantilever exists. In this analysis, we restrict our consideration to values of ψ up to 2π,
representing a complete circle turn, while neglecting any instances of self-contact. The unstable modes emerge only
for values of ψ > 1.985. The shape of this diagram is influenced by the Poisson ratio ν of the material, which is set
to an incompressible case of −0.5 in the present case. The hysteresis region on the left side of the plot corresponds
to the unstable equilibria that occur around θ = 0, as indicated. On the other hand, the region on the right (in a
different shade) corresponds to the unstable equilibria that occur around θ = π. There is a little portion on the top left,
where unstable equilibria occur around both θ = 0 and θ = π. A key takeaway from this diagram is that it has areas
where the hysteresis phenomenon can be manipulated by tuning the parameter either upwards or downwards. One
example, discussed earlier in Figure 6, shows hysteresis can be tuned by increasing or decreasing the value of F2, and
the path taken by this case of fixed l is indicated by the vertical line I on the Γ− ψ plot. Another control instance is
by maintaining a fixed F2 and tuning its length l. To analyze this strategy, we plot the bifurcation diagrams obtained
by the plane θ = 0 slicing the surface for different values of F2 as shown in Figure 8. For smaller tip loads such as
F2 = 0.4, there is no sign of hysteresis for any length l ∈ [0.5, 3.5]. When F2 increases to 1.0, hysteresis behavior
appears for intermediate values of l. Further rise of F2 to 1.5 leads to hysteresis behavior for all values of l. These
control paths take the form of parabolas (Γ = F2l

2

EI ) as indicated by the dotted curves a,b and c in the Γ− ψ plot in
Figure 7. In conclusion, the tip load F2 can be adjusted to obtain a closed hysteresis region, an open hysteresis region,

13



arXiv A PREPRINT

m
3(
0)

m
3(
0)

m
3(
0)

(a) F2=0.4 (b) F2=1.3 (c) F2=1.5

Figure 8: Bifurcation diagrams on the plane θ = 0 for increasing values of l at different tip loads.
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Figure 9: The torsion û3 acts as a symmetry-breaking parameter. The bifurcation surface sliced by planes θ = 0,
F2 = 1.0, F2 = 3.0, and F2 = 5.0. (b) (Top) The bifurcation diagrams for F2 = 1.0 and F2 = 5.0 have no folds, while
that for F2 = 5.0 has a fold. The equilibria corresponding to θ = 0 in all these cases are chosen for stability analysis,
and labels are given for the folded case of F2 = 3.0. (Bottom) Conjugate point computations. The determinant for
the equilibrium with label 2 vanishes, indicating the presence of a conjugate point, and therefore, is unstable. The
remaining equilibria exhibit no conjugate points and are stable.

or no hysteresis region. This selective range of values, for which hysteresis can be switched on or off, holds potential
applications in the design of soft robot arms. From an engineering perspective, the parameters l or F2 can be externally
manipulated. Another instance of control mechanism is through tuning intrinsic curvature, which is feasible in active
elastic rods Kaczmarski et al. [2022, 2024].

4.2 Effect of Torsion Component or Arm of the Load

Let us examine the effect of the remaining parameters such as torsion component û3 and load arm ∆ on the hysteresis
behavior. These parameters may induce asymmetry in the system, potentially breaking the symmetry. Initially, we
slightly tune the component û3 from 0 to a small non-zero value of 0.01, while keeping the other remaining parameters
constant as in the prior case (l = 1.7, û1 = 1.5,∆ = (0, 0, 0)) and perform the similar analysis of varying θ at
increments of F2. The resulting bifurcation surface and features are displayed in Figure 9. The symmetric surface
in Figure 6 transforms into a non-symmetric surface, clearly evident when the plane θ = 0 intersects it, revealing
two disconnected, non-symmetric curves (in red), displayed in Figure 9a . The bifurcation diagrams corresponding
to F2 = 1.0 and F2 = 5.0 have no folds, while the bifurcation diagram for F2 = 3.0 has a fold. The equilibrium
corresponding to θ = 0 positioned between the folds (labelled 2) is unstable, as it has one conjugate point. This
observation is the same as that of the previous case of û3 = 0 in Figure 5a. However, the curves corresponding to θ = 0
from the conjugate point tests with labels 1 and 3 do not coincide here, as both these configurations are not exact mirror
images about θ = 0. Additionally, it is noticeable that the θ = 0 line is not precisely centered between the two folds,
and the plot shifted slightly right compared to the previous case of û3 = 0 in Figure 5a. This strategy of tuning torsion
can be implemented in active elastic rods Kaczmarski et al. [2022, 2024].

Let us now focus on the load arm ∆, which is a triad of three components ∆1,∆2 and ∆3. The centrelines of an
unstressed uniform rod with intrinsic curvature û = (û1, 0, 0) are planar and lie in the d2 − d3 plane. Therefore, a
non-zero value of ∆2 or ∆3 results in the arm lying in this plane. These two parameters generate bifurcation surfaces,
as shown in Figure 10, which qualitatively resemble that in Figure 6 and indicate symmetric behavior about θ = 0.
However, the other component ∆1 results in the arm non-planar with the undeformed rod, introducing asymmetry
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Figure 10: The bifurcation surfaces for a non-zero in-plane arm components ∆2,∆3. (a) l = 1.7,∆ = (0, 0.01, 0)
(b)l = 1.7, ∆ = (0, 0, 0.01). The schematic of elastic rods with the lever arm in the undeformed configuration is also
indicated above. The surface exhibits similar qualitative behavior as that of zero arm case ∆ = (0, 0, 0).

(a) (b)

(1)

(2)

Tip Load F2

m
3(

0)

F2=5.0

F2=1.0
F2=3.0

(Bottom)

(Top)

1

2

3

2

1
3

m
3(

0)

F2=5.0

F2=1.0
F2=3.0

Figure 11: The non-planar arm component ∆1 acts as a symmetry-breaking agent. (a) The bifurcation surface sliced
by planes θ = 0, F2 = 1.0, F2 = 3.0, and F2 = 5.0. (b) (Top) The bifurcation plots for different F2. The plot for
F2 = 3.0 has two folds, while others are unfolded. (Bottom) Conjugate point computations for the equilibria at θ = 0.
The determinant for the equilibrium labelled 2 vanishes, indicating the presence of a conjugate point, and therefore, is
stable. Other equilibria have no conjugate points and are stable.

in the system, as demonstrated by its bifurcation surfaces corresponding to ∆1 = 0.01 in Figure 11. A comparison
between the cases of ∆ = (±0.01, 0, 0), ∆ = (0,±0.01, 0), and ∆ = (0, 0,±0.01) is shown using the plots obtained
by slicing the plane θ = 0 with bifurcation surfaces, as depicted in Figure 12. A positive component ∆2 shrinks the
band of hysteresis, while a negative component expands it. On the other hand, a positive ∆3 shrinks the band, while its
negative component expands it. From a technical perspective, a tunable arm with a varying ∆ can be easily designed
and controlled so that snapping can be turned on or off. The asymmetry-inducing non-planar component ∆1 inverts
the bifurcation diagram for its negative component. Hence, load arm ∆ is capable of stabilizing or destabilizing the
cantilever equilibria. In conclusion, the parameters û3 and ∆1 are capable of inducing the symmetry-breaking in
the bifurcation surfaces, while the components ∆2 and ∆3 quantitatively vary the bifurcation surfaces without any
qualitative effect.

In our analysis, we have primarily focused on cases that exhibited either zero or one conjugate point. However, slightly
higher values of û3 or ∆1 may result in equilibria with more than one conjugate point. For instance, let us increase
the value of û3 to 0.1 and perform the continuation in θ for incrementing values of F2 in range [0, 5.0]. The resulting
bifurcation diagrams exhibit four folds for intermediate values of F2, as depicted in Figure 13a. The number of folds
increases from two to four as F2 increases from 1.1 to 1.2 and reduces back to two for further increase in F2 to 1.3.
The five equilibrium configurations corresponding to θ = 0 on a plot with four folds are depicted in Figure 13b, and
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Figure 12: The effect of different load arm components ∆1,∆2 and ∆3 on the hysteresis behavior. The plots for the
case of ∆ = (0, 0, 0) are also represented in dotted lines. (a) Positive components of ∆1,∆2 and ∆3. (b)Negative
components of ∆1,∆2 and ∆3.
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Figure 13: (a) (Top) Bifurcation diagrams for û3 = 0.1 and F2 = 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. (Bottom) Conjugate point
computations for equilibria at θ = 0 for F2 = 1.2 which has a bifurcation diagram with four folds. The determinants
corresponding to labels 2 and 4 vanish at one point (one conjugate point), while the determinant corresponding to 3
vanishes twice (two conjugate points). The remaining equilibria (1 and 5) have no conjugate points. (b) Equilibrium
configurations corresponding to the θ = 0 for F2 = 1.2. The tip load is represented by a solid dot, with its direction
indicated by arrows. The number of conjugate points is indicated adjacent to them. Only the equilibria with zero
conjugate points (labels 1 and 5) are stable and can exist realistically.

their stability is assessed. Equilibrium labeled 3 has two conjugate points, while the other equilibria, labeled 2 and 4,
each have one conjugate point, and all are unstable. The prediction that the presence of folds indicates the exchange of
stability is, once again supported. Typically, near a fold, a stable equilibrium becomes unstable. However, an unstable
equilibrium may either become stable or transition to a higher unstable mode (more than one conjugate point). In this
example, we observe all possible stability transitions at the folds: from stable to unstable, from unstable to a higher
unstable mode, back to a lower unstable mode, and then to stable at successive folds. Equilibria with zero conjugate
points are stable and exist realistically. Therefore, the mere identification of folds is insufficient to analyze stability in
these cases. Further details about the direction of stability transition are required, and conjugate point computations are
more beneficial in this context.

A similar qualitative behavior is observed when the arm parameter ∆1 is increased to 0.1, and continuation is performed
for different values of F2 ∈ [0, 5.1]. The five equilibrium configurations for θ = 0 on the curve with four folds are
displayed, and their stability is analyzed, as displayed in Figure 14. Both the torsion components û3 and ∆1 exhibit
similar qualitative effects on the hysteresis behavior of the current cantilever system. Moreover, these two last examples
in this section illustrate how tuning certain parameters drastically affects the nonlinear behavior of the cantilevers with
intrinsic curvatures.
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Figure 14: (a) (Top) Bifurcation diagrams for ∆1 = 0.1 and F2 = 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. (Bottom) Conjugate point
computations for equilibria at θ = 0 for F2 = 1.2 which has a bifurcation diagram with four folds. The determinants
corresponding to labels 2 and 4 vanish at one point (one conjugate point), while the determinant corresponding to 3
vanishes twice (two conjugate points). The remaining equilibria (1 and 5) have no conjugate points. (b) Equilibrium
configurations corresponding to the θ = 0 for F2 = 1.2. The tip load is represented by a solid dot, with its direction
indicated by arrows. The number of conjugate points is indicated adjacent to them. Only the equilibria with zero
conjugate points (labels 1 and 5) are stable and can exist realistically.

5 Summary and Discussion

The Jacobi condition has been generalized to study the critical points of variational problems with fixed-free ends. The
literature concerning the necessary and sufficient conditions for this set of problems is relatively sparse. To address this,
the definition of conjugate points is slightly modified. This theory was developed keeping in mind the applications
relevant to rapidly advancing soft robots. The equilibria of tip-loaded cantilevers, which mimic flexible soft robotic
arms, were computed through the Hamiltonian formulation, and their stability properties were analyzed by computing
conjugate points. The Jacobi equations were shooted as IVPs from the free end towards the fixed end to compute
conjugate points. The role of intrinsic curvature in generating the nonlinear behavior of elastic rods is particularly
emphasized in the examples. A flexible intrinsically curved elastic rod is subjected to a quasi-static rotation at one end
and a vertical tip load at the other. Depending on the system parameters, there are two possible outcomes: the tip either
traces a smooth, continuous curve, or it traces a discontinuous curve due to intermediate unstable equilibria, leading to
snap-back instability. Surprisingly, the hysteresis behavior displayed a complex dependence on the parameters of tip
load, length, and intrinsic curvature. For example, the hysteresis behavior displayed non-monotonic characteristics
for a certain combination of parameters. An initial increase in the tip load beyond a critical value led to the onset of
hysteresis. But when the load increased past the second critical value, this hysteresis behavior vanished. The intricate
relationship among the system parameters that govern the hysteresis was numerically represented through a plot using
non-dimensional quantities. Furthermore, the impact of the load arm in stabilizing or destabilizing the rod equilibria
was also discussed. These findings could be useful in designing innovative devices, which can be employed as switches
or triggers. This investigation may be extended to the cases with distributed loads like gravity or electrostatics.

Generally, the folds that arise in continuation solutions indicate an exchange of stability. In all examples, the stability
change at the folds aligned well with the conjugate point tests. Although, the direction of change is unknown, the
2π - periodicity of the cantilever system in the rotation parameter, and the information of folds may aid in predicting
the stability when there are just two folds. However, one solution along the continued solutions must be analyzed for
stability and should correspond to the stable equilibrium to effectively implement this strategy. Moreover, the stability
prediction based solely on the folds may fail when more than two folds occur consecutively, as seen in some examples.
In these scenarios, stability can be determined only through the conjugate point tests. There have been several studies
relating the number of conjugate points to the Morse index Manning et al. [1998], Hoffman et al. [2002], the maximal
dimension of subspace over which the second variation is negative definite. The combination of Legendre’s strengthened
condition, Sturm-Liouville problem, and Rayleigh quotients may allow this extension to the cases with fixed-free ends.
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