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Buckling is normally associated with a compressive load applied to a slender structure; from rail-
way tracks in extreme heat [1] to microtubules in cytoplasm [2], axial compression is relieved by
out-of-plane buckling. However, recent studies have demonstrated that tension applied to struc-
tured thin sheets leads to transverse motion that may be harnessed for novel applications. For
instance, tension in one direction can actuate motion in an orthogonal direction, enabling the cre-
ation of kirigami grippers [3], ‘groovy metasheets’ for multi-stable morphing [4], and lateral bending
of ribbed sheets [5]. Qualitatively similar behaviour has also been observed in simulations of ther-
malized graphene sheets [6, 7], where clamping along one edge leads to tilting in the transverse
direction. Here, we show that this counter-intuitive behaviour is, in fact, generic for thin sheets that
have a relatively low stretching modulus compared to the bending modulus, which allows ‘giant
actuation’ with moderate strain. Indeed, transverse buckling can be induced by uni-axial tension
even in unstructured elastic sheets, provided that the axial loading is sufficiently close to localized.
We therefore refer to this as ‘Tension indUced Giant actuation’ (TUG actuation) and study its
properties. We show that TUG actuation occurs because of an efficient transfer of applied tensile
load into compression and determine scaling results for the transverse angle as a function of applied
strain; our scaling results compare favorably with both experiments and simulations. Our findings
suggest that controlled buckling in tension can be utilized in a broader range of materials and struc-
tures to give TUG actuation, potentially expanding the scope of its application in material science
and engineering.

Buckling in compression is the archetype of elastic in-
stability [8]: when compressed along its longest dimen-
sion, a thin structure such as a playing card will buckle
out-of-plane accommodating the imposed compression
without a significant change of length. Given its ubiq-
uity, it is unsurprising that buckling is used as the sim-
plest ingredient through which to understand the fail-
ure of structures from bridges to marine and aerospace
structures [9]. However, recently examples have emerged
in which an applied tension can lead to a large out-of-
plane deformation — the hallmark of buckling. The first
examples of this ‘buckling in tension’ required ingenious
design of structures [10], but have also emerged in natural
systems such as the luxation of human fingers [11].

At the same time, there has been increased interest in
mechanical meta-materials [12, 13]: elastic objects with
a structure that allows for novel functionality. Several
examples of these meta-materials seem to buckle in an
orthogonal direction under uni-axial extension, and are
shown in Fig. 1a,b. For example, groovy metasheets
(Fig. 1a) [4] and kirigami grippers (Fig. 1b) [3] look su-
perficially different but both exhibit significant buckling
upon a small axial extension. Similar behaviour can be
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seen in other systems too, including the ribbed sheet [5].
As a first clue that this behaviour may not need the

careful design that we might first assume, the reader is
invited to crumple a piece of paper, open it out again,
clamp the centre between thumb and finger and then pull
along one axis. As shown in Fig. 1c, this informal exper-
iment suggests a similar phenomenology: the paper tilts
perpendicular to the direction of pulling. A more for-
mal version of this phenomenon has also recently been
observed in simulations of (thermal) graphene when one
edge is clamped [6, 7]. This ubiquity of the tensile buck-
ling in these systems suggests something more funda-
mental that seems not to have been reported previously,
and that hence deserves further investigation. A clue on
the key ingredients may be understood by modifying the
crumpled paper example just considered: if instead of
pulling at the centre with fingers, the crumpled paper is
firmly clamped in the hands and pulled. Now no tilting
is observed.

This observation motivates only using a localized
pulling force. Indeed, similar phenomenology can be ob-
served by taking a uniform sheet and stretching with a
small clamped region at the centre (Fig. 1d). (In the case
of uniform clamping along the edge, the sheet remains
planar (see Fig. A2b) suggesting that this behaviour oc-
curs at much smaller strains than are required to cause
global wrinkling [14, 15].) This phenomenology cannot,
therefore, be caused by the structure inherent in the ex-
amples already discussed (and shown in Fig. 1a-c). We
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FIG. 1. Uniaxial, localized tension leads to transverse buckling in a range of structured and unstructured thin
sheets. a, A groovy plastic sheet is stretched by point force along the horizontal direction and forms a scar along which the
sheet bends and folds (left). Diverse morphologies can be realized (right). Adapted from [4]. b, A soft gripper made of a
kirigami shell is actuated to grasp a raspberry by stretching along the midline. Adapted from [3]. c, A crumpled paper sheet is
stretched at the center point along the horizontal direction and demonstrates folding along the transverse direction. d, Image
showing the experimental setup and associated geometrical parameters of the sheet. e, Visualizations of the folding angle, α,
that is observed when the sheet is stretched: left shows the deflection from horizontal of a projected laser line while right shows
the deflection of pins attached to the surface which cease being parallel upon deformation. f, Experimentally measured folding
angles α as a function of the mean tensile strain, ϵ̄, defined in (1). Plotting on a doubly-logarithmic scale for sheets of various
dimensions reveals the power-law relationship α ∝ ϵ̄3/4, which we seek to explain in this article. For all specimens shown here,
we fix Wload/W = 0.25.

focus thus on experimental realizations in which a small
region along the axis is loaded in sheets that are other-
wise uniform.

In our experiments, we use rectangular sheets of
polyvinyl chloride (PVC) with uniform thickness t chosen
in the range 40 µm ≤ t ≤ 150 µm; the sheets were laser
cut with length L and width W and an additional ‘tab’
(of width Wload = 10 mm and length Lload = 30 mm) on
each side to ensure that a uniform clamping could be ap-
plied. The dimensions of the rectangular sheet (exclud-
ing the tab) were varied so that L ∈ {40, 80, 200} mm
with W = 40 mm was fixed, see Fig. 1f. (These dimen-
sions ensure that the resulting sheet has L/W ≥ 1 with
W/t ≫ 1.) The Young’s modulus of the PVC used here
is given by the manufacturer as E = 2 − 4 GPa (mea-
sured by tensile test, as shown in Fig. A1c), though its
precise value only scales the forces required to cause a
given deformation, not the deformation itself.

The rectangular sheets were clamped by the tabs in
3D-printed fixtures that were attached onto mechanical
sliders (Fig. 1d and Fig. A1). They were loaded along the
y-axis by a distance ∆uy. If the sheet remained planar,

this imposed displacement would lead to a planar strain
ϵplanar = ∆uy/L. However, once the strain reached a
small threshold value of ϵplanar (to be discussed in due
course) it curls in both x and y directions. Figure 1e
shows this curving as viewed with laser lines and also
with small cannula needles attached to the edge of the
sheet; these needles allow us to measure the angle, α,
that the edge of the sheet makes with the horizontal.
The evolution of the angle α with additional strain is
shown in Fig. 1f; here the value of the strain is measured
using a strain gauge placed at the centre of the sample
(see Methods for more details). This gives a measure of
the local strain ϵloc.

A plot of the measured inclination angle, α, as a func-
tion of the measured strain, ϵloc, (see Fig. 1f) shows that
α ∝ ϵ̄3/4. This scaling is novel in two important respects:
firstly, we reiterate that ϵloc > 0 — the sheet is subject to
a tensile load and yet appears to buckle in the transverse
direction. Secondly, this scaling is more sensitive to the
imposed end-stretching than the regular (compressive)
buckling in which, for example, the amplitude A ∝ ∆1/2

where ∆ is the imposed end-shortening [16].
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To test whether this behaviour is indeed generic, or is
caused by some imperfection or anisotropy of the exper-
imental system, we also performed systematic numerical
simulations using the finite element method (FEM) soft-
ware ABAQUS. The results of our FEM simulations are
given in Fig. 2, showing the observed inclination angle as
a function of the mean strain

ϵ̄ = (L′ − L)/L, (1)

where L′ is the total deformed length. These results
demonstrate that the key phenomenology is similar:
out-of-plane bending occurs transverse to the imposed
stretching (Fig. 2a), while the angle of inclination, α, fol-
lows a power-law similar to that observed experimentally.
One important difference between experiments and these
numerical simulations is that we observe a small, and ϵ̄-
independent, angle for very small stretching with a very
sudden transition to a larger, ϵ̄-dependent, α, at some
critical strain, ϵ̄c. We therefore seek to understand both
the emergence of a critical strain, ϵ̄c, and the scaling of
the angle α with ϵ̄ > ϵ̄c.

Our experiments and numerical simulations show a
wide range of edge angles 0.01◦ ≲ α ≲ 100◦ at small
imposed strains — the axial strain is at most ϵ̄ ∼ 10−2 in
Figs. 1 and 2. The conjunction of large out-of-plane de-
flections and small strains is a common feature of thin
sheets and is encapsulated in the Föppl-von Kármán
(FvK) plate theory, which combines a mechanically linear
response (i.e. a Hookean stress-strain relationship) with
nonlinear displacement-strain relationships (i.e. out-of-
plane displacements contribute to strains).

The FvK equations therefore couple the stress field
within the sheet to the sheet’s shape. However, this cou-
pling makes analytical progress difficult. A key simpli-
fication comes while the sheet remains planar: we then
need only solve for the stress within the loaded sheet.
This can be posed as the bi-harmonic equation for the
Airy stress function χ with appropriate boundary condi-
tions (see Appendix D). The key result of this analysis
is that, for sufficiently slender sheets at least, and for
Wload ≪ W , the stress components within the sheet re-
main tensile except within a small region close to the
edges (i.e. within a typical distance W from the short
edges the transverse stress is compressive). The linearity
of this planar problem means that the magnitude of this
compressive stress must be linear in the applied tension
T . The coincidence of lengths (i.e. that the lateral scale
of the compressed area scales with W ) and of stresses
(i.e. that the resulting transverse compression is linear
in the applied tension, T ) simplifies the near-threshold
analysis of instability [17] so that the classic Euler-like
buckling analysis is helpful (though see Appendix D for
details). Hence, we expect that buckling will occur when
T reaches some multiple of B/W 2, which immediately
gives us that

ϵ̄c ∝
B

YW 2
, (2)

where Y = E t is the stretching modulus. For the un-
structured, isotropic sheets used here, which have Pois-
son ratio ν, B = Y t2/[12(1 − ν2)] and so (2) predicts
that

ϵ̄c ∝
t2

(1− ν2)W 2
, (3)

which may be interpreted as the reciprocal of the von
Kármán number [18]. We shall see later that this predic-
tion is borne out by detailed numerical simulations.

Beyond the buckling threshold, we still impose ∆uy/L
but the mean strain ϵ̄ is not known a priori. Since there
is additional length in the curved part, we must have that
ϵ̄ > ∆uy/L; we observe in our numerics that for ϵ̄ > ϵ̄c
this ‘excess strain’ is proportional to ϵ̄− ϵ̄c (see Appendix
C). This gives a first physical understanding of the root
of buckling: for ϵ̄ < ϵ̄c the whole planar sheet is sub-
ject to significant strain, even though it is not directly
loaded (since Wload/W ≪ 1). Buckling out-of-plane al-
lows a narrow portion of the sheet around the loaded part
to accommodate its load, without additionally stretching
the unloaded part.

We also observe that the sheet is doubly curved in a
narrow region; outside this region, there is a small cur-
vature in the y-direction (along the pulling direction),
while in the x-direction, the sheet is essentially flat (al-
beit inclined at the angle α, see Appendix D). We denote
the (unknown) width of this region by ω. To determine
an estimate for ω, we use the experimental (and numeri-
cal) observation of the shape to pose as an ansatz for the
pulled sheet’s shape

ζ(x, y) = δ ×

{
sin πy

L cos πx
ω , |x| < ω/2,

π
ω

(
ω
2 − |x|

)
, ω/2 ≤ |x| ≤ W/2,

(4)

where δ is the maximum amplitude, and the constants
have been chosen to ensure that the vertical displace-
ment, slope and curvature of the sheet are all continuous
at the edge of the curved central region. Note that this
ansatz is only appropriate for Wload ≪ ω.

The width of the curved region ω is not yet known. To
determine this, we note that the smaller the value of ω
the more curved the sheet is in the central region, and the
higher its bending energy is: Ubend ∼ B

∫
(∇2ζ)2dA ∼

Bδ2L/ω3 (where we have neglected the bending energy
due to the curvature in the y-direction because L ≳ W ≫
ω). Conversely, the excess stretching energy caused by
being doubly-curved is localized to this central region so
that Ustretch ∼

∫
σ : ϵ dA ∼ WLT 2/Y + ωLTδ2/L2,

after we make the common assumption that the sheet
buckles in the compressing (x) direction to relax the com-
pressive stress. Notice also that there are two different
length scales for the two terms in Ustretch: the whole
sheet, of width W , feels the longitudinal tension, but
only the narrow strip, of width ω, is subject to the ad-
ditional strain, ∼ δ2/L2, from double-curvature. In the
first term in Ustretch we also assume that ∆u/L ∼ T/Y
remains true after buckling, by virtue of the observation
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FIG. 2. Finite element simulations of tensile stretching induced folding in elastic sheets. a, Cross-sectional profiles
of a sheet stretched along the y-axis in normalized units. The color bar indicates the tensile strain of the midline at x = 0 (see
top-left inset). The top-right insets (i-iii) show the deformed shapes of the elastic sheet at increasing strains, with corresponding
numbers labelled in the cross-sectional profiles, and colors indicating the ζ-displacements according to the color bar for U3.
The model shown here has the geometry L/W = 2, t/W = 2.5× 10−3,Wload/W = 0.1. b, Simulation results of tensile strains
and folding angles for elastic sheets with various geometric parameters.The color bar indicates the thickness-to-width (t/W )
ratio. The strains and folding angles also display a slope of 3/4, illustrated by the dotted guideline.

that ϵ̄−∆uy/L ∝ ϵ̄− ϵ̄c sufficiently close to the buckling
threshold ((ϵ̄ − ϵ̄c)/ϵ̄c ≲ 10, from Fig. A5b). The total
elastic energy, Ubend + Ustretch, is then minimized when

ω ∝
(
BL2

T

)1/4

=

(
BL2

Y ϵ̄

)1/4

. (5)

Note that the scaling law for the width of the curved
region, (5), is identical to the scaling for the wavelength
of wrinkling observed when a sheet has its whole width
clamped and is then pulled perpendicular to this width
[15]. We will discuss the similarities and the differences
between our results and those of Cerda and Mahadevan
[15] (CM) later in the text.

Geometry gives that the inclination angle satisfies α ≈
tanα = πδ/ω in which ω has been determined (at least to
a scaling level) by the previous argument and we assume
α ≪ 1 for consistency with our use of the FvK formalism;
the final part of the puzzle therefore is to determine the
maximum amplitude δ in (4). We note that the imposed
mean strain, ϵ̄, is, from the definition (1), ϵ̄ =

∆uy

L +

L−1
∫ L

0
1
2 (∂ζ/∂y)

2
dy and, further, that our numerics

shows that, even after onset, ϵ̄ ∝ ∆uy/L. As a result, we
have that δ2/L2 ∝ ϵ̄−ϵ̄c and δ ∝ L(ϵ̄−ϵ̄c)

1/2, which, when
combined with the geometrical relationship α ≈ πδ/ω,
gives us that

α ∝ δ

(
Y ϵ̄

BL2

)1/4

∝
(
Y L2

B

)1/4

ϵ̄1/4(ϵ̄− ϵ̄c)
1/2. (6)

Note that here we have employed an empirical observa-
tion, based on our numerics, to understand the scaling of

the amplitude δ with strain. Beyond threshold, the non-
linear coupling between strain and vertical displacement
hinders analytical progress such that even approximate
theories based on the FvK framework, e.g. tension field
theory (see e.g. the work of Xin and Davidovitch [19]
on the CM problem [15]), ultimately require numerical
resolution.

To highlight the prediction that α → 0 at the critical
strain ϵ̄c, we rescale the x-axis in Fig. 3 on the basis of
the predicted scaling for ϵ̄c given in (3); this, in turn,
suggests a rescaling for the inclination angle. The re-
sults plotted in this way show a reasonable collapse (see
Fig. 3); a similar collapse is observed when plotting ϵloc
in the experimental results (see Fig. A4 of the SI).

The prediction for the inclination angle also gives us
a more precise means to determine the threshold strain
for buckling: except very close to the buckling transition,
we expect α ∝ (ϵ̄− ϵ̄c)

3/4 and so plot α4/3 as a function
of ϵ̄ (see Fig. 4a). This plot shows the expected linear
behaviour and also allows us to determine the threshold
strain, ϵ̄c, as a function of the sheet thickness ratio, t/W ,
and Poisson ratio ν. The resulting plot (Fig. 4b) shows
that the prediction of (3) is borne out in our numerical
simulations, although points with L = W do not collapse
as well as those points with L/W ≫ 1.

Comparing the critical buckling behaviour in our
problem (Fig. 4b) and in models of the CM problem
(e.g. Fig.7A in [17]), we note that both have identi-
cal scaling behaviour with thickness and width of the
sheet (both cases are Euler-like buckling) but find that
the threshold value of the dimensionless control parame-
ter ϵ̄c is smaller than T

(CM)
c /Y in the CM problem (see
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FIG. 3. Master curve for folding angle, α (◦), as a func-
tion of mean strain, ϵ̄. Here, results are shown for both
simulations and experiments with rescalings suggested by the
critical strain at buckling, (3), and the scaling for folding an-
gle (6). (The experimentally measured strain ϵloc has been
converted to an equivalent mean strain based on simulation
results — see Fig. A4.)

ref. [17]). In particular, for ν = 0.32 and t/W = 10−4,
we may write the critical mean strain as

Tc

Y
≈ B

YW 2
×

{
50, Wload ≪ W,

9× 104 Wload = W.
(7)

Note that with the load applied across the full width,
the threshold strain required to trigger buckling is more
than 1000 times larger than in the localized case con-
sidered here. To understand this enhanced resistance to
buckling in the CM problem, we compare the maximum
compressive stress in the full-width setup (as calculated
in ref. [17]) with that in our problem (see Appendix D).
For the specific case of L/W = 8 and ν = 0.32, we find
(data not shown) that

max
y

{
−σxx

T

}
≈

{
0.5, Wload ≪ W,

0.005, Wload = W.
(8)

The magnitude of the maximum compressive stress is
hence 100 times larger in the localized case considered
here than in the full-width case. Recalling that the crit-
ical strain was 1000 times larger for the full-width case,
we deduce that much of the difference in critical imposed
strain can be attributed to the increased efficiency of fo-
cusing the longitudinal tensile strain into a transverse
compression when pulling at a localized load than at the
full-width. However, there also remains an effect of the
boundary conditions on the relevant Euler buckling load
— indeed, even a standard buckling analysis gives an
increase of a factor of 4 between the critical load for

a simply-supported beam (analogous to the freer edges
here) and a clamped beam (analogous to the more con-
strained edges of the CM problem) [20].

We also found that the scaling for the width of the
curved region (5) is equivalent to the wavelength of wrin-
kles in CM [15]. While we emphasize that, for the narrow
loading Wload ≪ ω we studied here, only a single de-
pression is formed (equivalent to half a wavelength), this
equivalence suggests that the narrow curved strip is effec-
tively wrinkling around the narrowly loaded part. If we
relax the assumption Wload/ω ≪ 1 — by imposing longi-
tudinal strains large enough that ω ∼ Wload, for example
— we observe more wrinkle wavelengths in the curved
part of the sheet (data not shown). However, one impor-
tant difference between the localized-loaded sheet and
the fully-clamped sheet is that the latter features fully-
developed wrinkle patterns in the small-strain regime.

In conclusion, we have shown that tensile loading of an
unstructured elastic sheet along one axis actuates mo-
tion in an orthogonal direction that is driven by com-
pression. A particularly striking feature of this trans-
formation from tension to compression is that it allows
a very small strain to actuate a large change in angle:
what we might call ‘Tension-indUced Giant actuation’,
or ‘TUG actuation’. We claim that a similar TUG ac-
tuation has been observed, if not directly reported, in
structured materials — such as a crumpled sheet of pa-
per, kirigami shells [3], and groovy plastic sheets [4] —
but to our knowledge has not been reported in regular
materials. While the scaling laws we have derived for the
critical strain and the inclination angle reveal how the
geometry of the sheet and the properties of the material
should be tuned to actuate a homogeneous sheet, in the
same way, they also give new insights into the mecha-
nisms by which metasheets are able to achieve TUG ac-
tuation. Considering the examples of a crumpled sheet
of paper, the kirigami grippers [3], and the groovy plas-
tic sheet [4], we note that all involve structures (albeit
different in nature) that make stretching in one direc-
tion easier while bending in the transverse direction is
more difficult. For example, the ridges of a crumpled
piece of paper buffer excess length [21] (reducing the ef-
fective Y ), while also increasing the effective thickness
(and hence increasing the effective B [22]), and similarly
for the perpendicular cuts and grooves in kirigami grip-
pers and groovy metasheets, respectively. In an unstruc-
tured sheet, the combination of a decreased stretching
modulus and an increased bending modulus results in an
increased buckling strain — see (2). However, at a given
multiple of the strain threshold, ϵ̃ = ϵ̄/ϵ̄c, this increase in
B/(YW 2) becomes helpful in achieving TUG actuation;
in particular, we note that (6) may be rewritten:

α ∝
(

B

YW 2

)1/4
L

W
ϵ̃1/4(ϵ̃− 1)1/2, (9)

and so, for a given ϵ̃, large B/(YW 2), combined with
L/W ≫ 1, leads to a large actuation angle. A second
key ingredient therefore is the geometrical focusing that
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FIG. 4. Critical buckling behaviour. a, The folding angle α allows for a clearer determination of the critical strain for
wrinkling. The model shown here is the same as in Fig. 2a. b, Buckling occurs from where the linear region of the scaled folding
angle intersects with the x-axis, i.e., at critical buckling strains ϵc. The curves shown all have L/W = 2 and Wload/W = 0.2
with various thickness ratios, t/W , indicated by the color bar. The critical strains for various geometric parameters are linearly
related to the ratios (t/W )2 as shown in the inset.

reduces the critical ϵ̄c by a factor of ∼ 103 compared to
a fully-clamped case (7). The efficiency of this conver-
sion from tension to transverse compression means that
a given strain leads to a large α; in addition, if Y is de-
creased by the structure, such as crumples or cuts, then
a fixed load will lead to a still larger strain and hence
even larger actuation. This fundamental insight opens
the door for designing structures that can more readily
demonstrate TUG actuation with or without structure.
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Methods
a. Sample preparation Test specimens were pre-

pared from commercial PVC films with thickness t ∈
{40, 100, 150} µm. Rectangular sheets were laser cut
with width W = 40 mm, length L ∈ {40, 80, 200} mm,
and two tabs with width Wload = 10 mm and length
Lload = 30 mm at each end, as shown in Fig. A1b.
The fixtures were then attached to the blocks of two
linear-stage motors that were controlled manually via the
knobs. The specimens were clamped at the tabs in 3D-
printed clamp fixtures designed with teeth on the inner

surfaces to reduce slipping. Prior to clamping the speci-
men, strain gauges (Tokyo Measuring Instruments Lab-
oratory, GFLA-6-350-70) (which have a gauge length of
6 mm, resistance of 350Ω, and resolution of 1µϵ) were
adhered to the center of the specimen using strain gauge
adhesives (Tokyo Measuring Instruments Laboratory).
Strain data measured were recorded by a data logger
(Tokyo Measuring Instruments Laboratory, TDS-303).
Folding angles of the sheets were measured from pho-
tographs taken from the orthogonal plane (Fig. A1d)
with the assistance of cannula needles adhered to the
edges of the sheet. The needle lines were detected using
MATLAB scripts, where the folding angles were mea-
sured as the average values of the left and right sides.

b. Numerical simulations Numerical simulation was
conducted using the commercial finite element analysis
software ABAQUS/2023 using S4R shell elements. Lin-
ear elastic constitutive relation was applied with Young’s
modulus E = 3000 MPa and Poisson’s ratio ν = 0.3 (We
also varied ν from 0.01 to 0.49 for the results in Fig. 4).
The boundary conditions were set as in the experiment:
the top edge of the upper tab was fully fixed, while dis-
placement loading was applied along y-axis to the bottom
edge of the lower tab. Two analysis steps were conducted
in sequence: first, a small out-of-plane displacement were
applied to the midline along x = 0 with a magnitude of
∼ 1% of shell thickness, introducing initial imperfections
to the planar shell; second, the static analysis step was
performed for the process of tensile stretching and sheet
folding.
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Appendix A: Experimental methods

The stretching equipment was set up by two linear-stage motors with 300 mm range of motion fixed onto a stand,
and two specimen clamp fixtures each attached to the slider module on a linear stage (Fig. A1a). Both the specimen
fixtures and the stand were 3D printed (Raise3D FDM Printer) using polylactic acid (PLA). The specimen fixtures
were custom designed to fit the modules on the linear stage and the clamp surface were patterned with teeth-
like structures to enhance grip (Fig. A1a, inset). The specimens (Fig. A1b) were made of laser-cut commercial
polyvinyl chloride (PVC) sheets. Elastic modulus of the sheets were determined from tensile tests of rectangular
strips with Wload = W . Averaging five samples for each thickness, we obtain the Young’s modulus of PVC sheets with
thickness 0.04, 0.10, 0.15 mm to be 3.84, 3.50, 1.96 GPa, respectively (Fig. A1c). The sheets used in the experiment
have extended ’tabs’ which are regions for clamping with width of Wload = 10 mm and Lload = 30 mm. The connection
between the clamping regions and the main part of the sheets was designed with rounded corners of radius 1 mm to
prevent failure due to stress concentration. Tensile strains in the elastic sheets were measured by strain gauges (Tokyo
Measuring Instruments Laboratory, GFLA-6-350-70) with gauge length of 6 mm, resistance of 350 Ω, and resolution of
1 µϵ. The strain gauges were attached to the center of the specimen along the loading direction using an adhesive, and
the gauge leads were connected to electrical wires that input to the strain data logger (Tokyo Measuring Instruments
Laboratory, TDS-303). When clamping specimens between fixtures, vertical alignment is ensured for symmetric
loading. Cannula needles with an outer diameter of 700 µm were adhered to the y-middle of the sheet near the edges
as an indicator in the measurement of folding angles. Photographs were taken from top-view of the specimens during
the loading process (Figs. 3e and A1d), from which folding angles were measured using MATLAB.

Extended Data Fig. A1. Experimental setups. a, Tensile-stretching equipment consisting of linear-stage motors, 3D-printed
specimen clamp fixtures and a stand (all labelled on the figure). b, Testing specimen, showing the location of the strain gauge,
cannula and where the sheet is clamped (see labels). c, Stress-strain curves of the PVC sheet with fully clamped edge. d,
Composite image showing the evolution of the folding angle, α, with increasing strain.

Appendix B: Finite element method simulation

Numerical simulation was conducted using the commercial finite element analysis software ABAQUS/2023. The
model was constructed in 3D space using 2D shell sections and S4R elements. Linear elastic constitutive relation was
applied with Young’s modulus E=3000 MPa and Poisson’s ratio ν=0.3. Displacement loading U2 was applied to the
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bottom edge of the lower clamping region, while the top edge of the upper clamping region was fixed in all degrees
of freedom. Two analysis steps were conducted in sequence: first, a small out-of-plane displacement to the midline at
x = 0 of a magnitude of ∼ 1% of shell thickness, creating initial perturbation to the planar shell; second, the static
analysis step was performed for the process of tensile-stretching induced folding of the elastic sheet.

Extended Data Fig. A2. FE simulation results. a, Von-Mises stress distributions in stretched sheets in Fig. 2a insets (i-iii).
b-c, Out-of-plane deflections ζ normalized by thickness t (b) and transverse stress σxx (c) in stretched sheets L/W = 2, t/W =
0.005 with partially clamped edges Wload/W = 0.2 (left) and fully clamped edges Wload/W = 1 (right). Contours shown in
b-c are at the critical buckling strain for the partially clamped case, i.e., ϵ̄c ≈ 1.2× 10−3.

Appendix C: Comparison of different strains in experiments

These numerical results allow us to compare the various types of strain that are measured experimentally.
a. Local to mean strain Firstly, our experiments measured the local strain, ϵloc, at the centre of the sheet. This

can be converted to an effective mean strain, ϵ̄eff , using numerical results, see Fig. A4a. However, even without this
conversion, the comparison between experiments and numerical results, see Fig. A4b is favourable.

b. Mean strain versus imposed displacement Prior to buckling, the mean strain ϵ̄ = ∆uy/L. However, after
buckling, this relationship no longer holds. We therefore use numerical simulations to compute the relationship
between the two: see Fig. A5a. In Fig. A5b we show see that the discrepancy between the two grows linearly above
the buckling threshold, so that:

ϵ̄− ∆uy

L
=

{
0,

∆uy

L < ϵ̄c,

k
(

∆uy

L − ϵ̄c

)
,

∆uy

L > ϵ̄c.
(A1)

Crucially, this means we can interchangeably use ϵ̄− ϵ̄c or ∆uy/L− ϵ̄c in scaling and experimental analyses. (Note,
however, that the collapse of data is less satisfactory in the case L = W , for which the sheets are not particularly
slender.)
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Extended Data Fig. A3. The scaled folding angle exhibits an intersection with the x-axis prior to the linear region, from where
we determine the critical buckling strains ϵ̄ in Fig. 4b. They have varying L/W , Wload/W , following the legends in Fig. 2b,
and t/W indicated by the color bar.

Extended Data Fig. A4. a, The strain measured locally at the middle of the sheet, ϵloc, over a longitudinal length of lloc/W =
0.25 is smaller than the mean strain within the sheet, ϵ̄, but remains an approximately linear function of the strain. In all cases
shown L/W = 2 and Wload/W = 0.25. These parameters correspond to those used in the experiments. In the main text this
relationship is used to convert the value of ϵloc measured experimentally to an effective mean strain ϵ̄eff for plotting in Fig. 3.
Without this conversion, the comparison between experimental and numerical results is slightly worse as shown in b.

Appendix D: Details of Mathematical Modelling

We consider an unstructured thin elastic sheet of thickness t, width W , and length L (t ≪ W < L) made of a
material with Young’s modulus E and Poisson’s ratio ν. The sheet is clamped in a central segment along the short
edges, of width Wload, and subjected to an in-plane longitudinal stretching strain ϵyy — we choose the long edges to
be parallel to the y-axis. Outside the clamps (i.e. for |x| > Wload/2), the short edges are free, as well as the long edges
(see Fig. A6a). We adopt the Föppl-von-Kármán (FvK) plate theory to model our sheet. We start by introducing the
physical quantities that we will use. According to the FvK framework, we linearize the in-plane displacement-strain
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Extended Data Fig. A5. a, Mean strain, as measured from the arc-length, ϵ̄ is larger than the directly imposed strain ∆uy/L
in the post-buckling regime. b Up to the point of buckling ϵ̄ = ∆uy/L, but even after buckling there is a linear relationship,
as summarized in (A1). Here the data are scaled so that all data sets pass through the buckling point, (ϵ̄ct2/W 2, 0); the inset
shows the data before scaling.

x

y

L

W

Wload

a

x

y

L

W/2
T

T
b c

Extended Data Fig. A6. Schematic diagrams. a, A rectangular sheet, of width W and length L, clamped a width Wload < W
along its width. The sheet is longitudinally loaded at the clamps. b, A rectangular sheet, of width W/2 and length L, with
localized load T applied longitudinally at the corners (0,±L/2). The sheet is transversely clamped at (0, y). c, A cross-sectional
profile (at y = 0) of the sheet stretched along the y-axis by a localized load beyond buckling. The origin in the ζ-axis corresponds
to the reference plane of the planar solution.

relationship:

ϵxx = ux,x +
1

2
(ζ,x)

2; ϵyy = uy,y +
1

2
(ζ,y)

2,

ϵxy =
1

2
(uy,x + ux,y + ζ,xζ,y) , (A1)

where ux, uy are in-plane components of the displacement field, whose out-of-plane component is ζ (we use the
comma notation in the subindex to denote the derivatives). We also invoke the two-dimensional Hookean constitutive
relations, which link the in-plane strain to the in-plane stress (σαβ , which denotes the stress averaged across the sheet
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thickness):

σxx =
1

1− ν2
Y (ϵxx + ν ϵyy) ,

σyy =
1

1− ν2
Y (ϵyy + ν ϵxx) ,

σxy =
1

1 + ν
Y ϵxy, (A2)

where Y = E t is the stretching modulus. Note that here the 2d-stresses have dimensions of a tension (force ×
length−1) — in FvK, the in-plane stresses averaged across the thickness are t× σαβ(z = 0).

We consider the limit of small Wload, Wload/W ≪ 1. Exploiting the symmetry along the x-axis, that we align with
the short edge, we consider one half of this sheet, i.e. a flat sheet of width W/2 and length L (see Fig. A6b). We
examine next the instability of this sheet through a near-threshold analysis [17] of the planar state (i.e. ζ = 0). For
the beyond threshold analysis, whose main parameters are represented in Fig. A6c, see the main text.

1. The planar state

The FvK equations that set the mechanical equilibrium in the planar state reduce to a single bi-harmonic equation:

∇4χ(x, y) = 0, (A3)

after we eliminate the in-plane components of the stress tensor in favour of a single scalar function, the Airy potential
χ(x, y), defined as

σxx = χ,yy; σyy = χ,xx; σxy = −χ,xy. (A4)

We consider only small strains, and hence we assume the boundary conditions (BCs) to apply at the edges x = 0,W/2
and y = ±L/2. For convenience, we set the length L = 2 and rescale x, y with L/2. The set of BCs for the stress and
the displacement fields is then:

at y = ±1: σyy = σxy = 0, (A5a)
at x = W/2: σxx = σxy = 0, (A5b)
at x = 0: ux = 0, uy,y = ϵplanar, (A5c)

which describes a sheet whose edge at x = 0 is both transversely clamped (ux(x = 0) = 0) and longitudinally strained
(ϵyy(x = 0) = uy/L ≡ ϵplanar > 0). The edges at x = W/2 and y = ±1 are free.

We scale the stresses by the tension T = ϵplanarY , σαβ/T , and we convert the set of BCs (A5) into BCs for the Airy
potential invoking Eq. (A4):

at y = ±1: χ = 0 and χ,y = 0, (A6a)
at x = W/2: χ = 0 and χ,x = 0, (A6b)

at x = 0: χ,xx − χ,yyν = 1 and χ,xxx + (2 + ν)χ,xyy = 0. (A6c)

Note that we do not introduce any different notation for the scaled stresses σαβ , nor for the corresponding Airy
potential χ. Both equations in (A6a) and (A6b) follow from choosing the natural gauge of vanishing constants of
integration when we integrate respectively the first equation in (A4) at y = ±1 and the second at x = W/2. This
gauge is consistent with the BCs for the off-diagonal stress components at the free edges y = ±1 and x = W/2.

By virtue of the small strains approximation, viz. (A1), the second BC in (A5c) implies that ϵyy(x = 0) = ϵplanar.
Invoking the inverse of the Hookean constitutive relations (A2), and using the definition of the Airy potential (A4),
the second BC in (A5c) converts into the first equation in (A6c). Finally, to obtain the last BC in (A6c) we use the
off-diagonal strain, ϵyx = σyx (1 + ν)/Y by inverting the last relation in (A2), which evaluates to ϵyx = uy,x/2 at the
edge x = 0 after we apply the BCs (A5c) into (A1). Thus, we have uy,x/2 = σyx (1 + ν)/Y . Writing this equation
in terms of the Airy potential (A4), and taking its y derivative yields the equation uy,xy = −χ,yyx 2(1 − ν)/Y
for the x, y derivative of the longitudinal displacement. The latter can be obtained from the x derivative of ϵyy:
uy,xy = ϵyy,x = (χ,xxx − ν χ,yyx)/Y . The second equation in (A6c) then follows from eliminating uy,xy from the last
two equations.
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Extended Data Fig. A7. Stress in the planar state. a, Analytic solution for the transverse stress (A9a) within the
sheet subjected to a longitudinal localized load at the corners as per Fig. A6b; W/L = 0.45 and we take n = 16 terms in
the series. b, Numeric results for the transverse stress obtained by finite-element simulations (see Appendix B) of a sheet
(L/W = 2, t/W = 0.0025, Wload/W = 0.1, E = 3000 MPa, ν = 0.3) subjected to a longitudinal strain uy/L = 0.025. The
numeric results are rescaled according to the scaling in the mathematical model, and they are only shown within x ≥ Wload/2.
The same colorbar as in a applies. c, Cross-sectional profiles of the transverse stress at different values of x; symbols for
the numerics, lines for the analytic expression. d, Longitudinal component of the stress (A9b). e, Numeric results for the
longitudinal stress with the same colorbar as in d.

We solve the bi-harmonic equation (A3) for the Airy potential with the set of BCs (A6) following the calculation
of Benthem [23] (further details on the method are given in Sec. D 2):

χ(x, y) = Re
[∑

k

{
Ck e

pk(x−W/2) + Ĉk e
−pkx

}{
cos (pky)− (cot pk)y sin (pky)

}]
, (A7)

where Ck, Ĉk are constants given in (A26) in Sec. D 2, and pk are the (complex) roots of the trigonometric equation

sin 2pk + 2pk = 0, (A8)

ordered by increasing |pk|. We derive the Airy potential and we obtain the transverse and longitudinal components
of the stress tensor (A4):

σxx = χ,yy =Re
[∑

k

{
Ck e

pk(x−W/2) + Ĉk e
−pkx

}{
−
(
p2k + 2pk cot pk

)
cos (pky) + cot pk y sin (pky)

}]
, (A9a)

σyy = χ,xx =Re
[∑

k

(pk)
2
{
Ck e

pk(x−W/2) + Ĉk e
−pkx

}{
cos (pky)− (cot pk)y sin (pky)

}]
. (A9b)

We benchmark the expressions for the stress in the planar state (A9) with the finite-element simulations (see
Appendix B) of a sheet (L/W = 2, t/W = 0.0025, Wload/W = 0.1, E = 3000 MPa, ν = 0.3) subjected to
longitudinal strain uy/L = 0.025. Considering the scaling assumed previously (i.e. lengths are rescaled by L/2 and
L = 2, and stresses are normalized by T = Y uy/L), we plot in Fig. A7 the planar stress state obtained by (A9) and
the numerical simulations (for which we consider only the region x ≥ Wload/2). We notice a good agreement between
the analytic calculations (Fig. A7a and d) and the numerics (Fig. A7b and e). The transverse stress (Fig. A7a and
b) is tensile at the corners where we exert T , and compressive as we move away from the corners towards the centre
— we have included the contour line at σxx/T = 0 to evince the coexistence of compressive and tensile areas in
the sheet. At a distance close to the y-axis, the cross-sectional profiles of this stress component (Fig. A7c) help us
visualize the tension-to-compression transition as we move away from the corners, and the stress singularity at their
vicinity (see the next section for more details on the stress singularities at the corners of a sheet). Away from the
y-axis, the transverse stress within the sheet fades rapidly. Conversely, the longitudinal stress (Fig. A7d and e) is
tensile everywhere in the sheet, and hence deserves less attention in our discussion.
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Extended Data Fig. A8. Transverse stress in the planar state for different aspect ratios. a-h, Density plots of the
stress by the expression (A9a). The longitudinal coordinate, y, is shifted y → y+1; and both axes by W/2. The same colorbar
(only shown in a) applies to all panels. The number of terms, n, taken in the series (A9a) is labeled in each graph. Contour
lines are displayed at σxx/T = (0,−0.05,−0.1,−0.15).

We further examine the transverse stress for different values of the aspect ratio W/L. We already noticed that the
transverse stresses are weak away from the corners of the sheet that are loaded. Thus, we focus on the stress state
close to the loaded corners. We plot in Fig. A8 the expression (A9a) shifted in y, y → y+1, and we scale both axes by
W/2. We observe a universal stress state for W/L ≲ 1/4: the transverse stress is tensile at the vicinity of the corner,
and compressive within an area that borders the narrow tensile part. The width of this compressing sector scales with
∼ W — we have included contour lines every ∆σxx = −0.05 in the compressive part so as to evince the behaviour of
these stresses. This scaling is paramount in our analysis in the main text. For W/L ≳ 1/4, the compressive sectors
corresponding to both corners overlap, and hence the sheet has a single compressed area spanning the centre of the
sheet, while the two tensile sectors prevail at the corners.

2. Benthem’s Laplace transform method

We define the function f(x, p) as the Laplace transformation of the Airy potential,

f(y, p) =

∫ W/2

0

χ(x, y) e−px dx, (A10)

and the subsequent inverse formula

χ(x, y) =
1

2πi

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞
f(y, p) epx dp (c ∈ R, c > 0). (A11)
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We verify that (A11) is the inverse of (A10). Substituting the integrand in (A11) by the Laplace transform defini-
tion (A10) and pursuing some algebraic manipulations, we obtain:

χ(x, y) =
1

2πi

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞
dp epx

∫ W/2

0

χ(x̂, y) e−px̂ dx̂

=
1

2πi

∫ W/2

0

dx̂ χ(x̂, y)

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞
dp ep(x−x̂)

=
1

2πi

∫ W/2

0

dx̂ χ(x̂, y)

∫ i∞

−i∞
i dp̂ ec(x−x̂) eip̂(x−x̂) (putting p = c+ ip̂)

=
1

2π

∫ W/2

0

dx̂ ec(x−x̂)χ(x̂, y)

∫ ∞

−∞
dp̂ eip̂(x−x̂),

that can be rewritten in terms of the Dirac-delta function δ(x− x̂) = 1
2π

∫ +∞
−∞ eip̂(x−x̂) dp̂,

χ(x, y) =
1

2π

∫ W/2

0

dx̂ ec(x−x̂)χ(x̂, y) δ(x− x̂).

We resolve the integral to the right-hand-side and we finally recover the Airy function in the domain of our sheet
(0 ≤ x ≤ W/2) and zero otherwise.

The Laplace transformation of the bi-harmonic equation (A3) is

p4 f(y, p) + 2 p2 f,yy(y, p) + f,yyyy(y, p) =p3 χ|x=0 + 2 p2χ,x|x=0 − p
[
−2χ,yy|x=0 + e−pxχ,xx|x=W/2

x=0

]
+ 2χ,yyx|x=0 − e−pxχ,xxx|x=W/2

x=0 , (A12)

where we have already substituted the BCs at x = W/2 (A6b). Notice that we cannot infer all the boundary terms
in the rhs of the equation solely from the Airy potential BCs (A6), and so we express the unknown functions with
the aid of Fourier series. However, these terms should account for the stress singularities in the corners of a sheet
when one edge is clamped and the other is free [24] (see Benthem [23] and Xin and Davidovitch [17] for a complete
calculation of the stress singularities in the vicinity of a sheet corner with clamped-free edges). For ν ∼ 0.32, σθθ and
σθr are given by [23]:

σθθ

(
θ =

π

2

)
= c1r

−1/4, σrθ

(
θ =

π

2

)
= −c2r

−1/4, (A13)

where c1 =
√
8 + 3

√
7c2, and c2 is a constant to be determined. Thus, in the corners of our sheet (x = 0, y = ±1) we

assume

σxx(x = 0, y → ±1) = c1(1± x)−1/4, (A14a)

σxy(x = 0, y → ±1) = ∓c2(1± x)−1/4, (A14b)

where the choice for the signs follows from the following discussion. When stretching longitudinally the transversely
clamped edge (x = 0), we exert a tension onto the sheet. By the action-reaction principle, we expect that the sheet
responds to this tension with a compressive stress, and hence the sign difference in the σxy stress component. Along
the transverse (x) direction, the transverse clamp at x = 0 prevents the Poisson effect — by which a longitudinal
stretching induces transverse contraction —, and hence it exerts a transverse compression to which the sheet responds
generating a tensile transverse stress (σxx(x = 0, y → ±1) > 0).

Hence, invoking the stress singularities at the corners (A14), we write

χ,yy|x=0 = σxx(0, y) = c1(1− x)−1/4 + c1(1 + x)−1/4 − c12
−1/4 +

∑
m

am cos
(mπ

2
y
)
, (A15a)

χ,xy|x=0 = −σxy(0, y) = c2(1− x)−1/4 − c2(1 + x)−1/4 + c22
−1/4y +

∑
n

bn cos
(nπ

2
y
)
, (A15b)

where am and bn are yet to be determined constants, and m = 2k − 1, n = 2k for k ∈ Z+. We obtain from these the
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remaining unknown functions in (A12):

χ,xx|x=0 =1 + ν χ,yy|x=0, from (A6c), (A16a)

χ,xyy|x=0 =− σxy,y(0, y) =
c2
4
(1− x)−5/4 +

c2
4
(1 + x)−5/4 + c22

−1/4 +
∂

∂y

∑
n

bn cos
(nπ

2
y
)
, (A16b)

χ,xxx|x=0 =− (2 + ν)χ,xyy, from (A6c), (A16c)

χ,x|x=0 =

∫
dy χ,xy|x=0 + b0 = b0 −

4

3
c2(1− x)3/4 − 4

3
c2(1 + x)3/4 + c22

−5/4x2 +
∑
n

bn

(
−2

nπ

)
cos

(nπ
2
y
)
,

(A16d)

χ|x=0 =

∫
dy

(∫
dŷ χ,ŷ|x=0 + c4

)
+ c5 = c5 + c4y +

16

21
c1(1 + x)7/4 − c12

−5/4x2 −
∑
m

am

(
2

mπ

)2

cos
(mπ

2
y
)
,

(A16e)

where c4 = 0, c5 = c1
(
− 16

212
7/4 + 2−5/4

)
are computed using the BCs (A6a). Finally, we use the cosine Fourier series

for χ,xx|x=W/2 and χ,xxx|x=W/2,

χ,xx|x=W/2 =
∑
m

αm cos
(mπ

2
y
)
, (A17a)

χ,xxx|x=W/2 =
∑
m

βm cos
(mπ

2
y
)
, (A17b)

m = 2k − 1 for k ∈ Z+, where we exploited the symmetry in y, and we write the transformed bi-harmonic equation:

p4 f(y, p) + 2 p2 f,yy(y, p) + f,yyyy(y, p) =p3c1

[
16

21
(1− y)7/4 +

16

21
(1 + y)7/4 − 2−5/4y2 + 2−5/4 − 16

21
27/4

]
+p2

{
c2

[
−4

3
(1− y)3/4 − 4

3
(1 + y)3/4 + 2−5/4y2

]
+ b0

}
+p

{
c1(2 + ν)

[
(1− y)−1/4 + (1 + y)−1/4 − 2−1/4

]
+ 1

}
−νc2

[
1

4
(1− y)−5/4 +

1

4
(1 + x)−5/4 + 2−1/4

]
−p3

∑
m

am

(
2

mπ

)2

cos
(mπ

2
y
)
− p2

∑
n

bn
2

nπ
cos

(nπ
2
y
)

+p

[
(2 + ν)

∑
m

am cos
(mπ

2
y
)
− e−pW/2

∑
m

αm cos
(mπ

2
y
)]

−ν
∂

∂y

∑
n

bn sin
(nπ

2
y
)
− e−pW/2

∑
m

βm cos
(mπ

2
y
)
, (A18)

m = 2k − 1, n = 2k for k ∈ Z+.
We solve this differential equation for f(y, p) and the corresponding BCs (A6a), which become

f(±1, p) = 0; f,y(y, p)|y=±1 = 0, (A19)

we write the solution f(y, p)

f(y, p) =fp(y, p)−
2 fp(1, p)

sin 2p+ 2p
[(sin p+ p cos p) cos py + (p sin p)y sin py]

+
2 fp,y(1, p)

sin 2p+ 2p
[sin p cos py − (cos p)y sin py] , (A20)
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with the particular integral

fp(y, p) =p3c1
16

21

{
R

[
7

4
; p,−y

]
+R

[
7

4
; p, y

]}
− p2c2

4

3

{
R

[
3

4
; p,−y

]
+R

[
3

4
; p, y

]}
+pc1(2 + ν)

{
R

[
−1

4
; p,−y

]
+R

[
−1

4
; p, y

]}
− 1

4
νc2

{
R

[
−5

4
; p,−y

]
+R

[
−5

4
; p, y

]}
+
2−5/4

p4
(−pc1 + c2)(y

2p2 − 4)− 2−1/4

p4
νc2 +

1

p3
[−2−1/4c1(2 + ν) + 1]

+
1

p2
b0 +

1

p
c1

(
2−5/4 − 16

21
27/4

)
+
∑
m

am

[
−p3

(
2

mπ

)2
+ p(2 + ν)

]
− e−pW/2(pαm + βm)[

p2 −
(
mπ
2

)2]2 cos
(mπ

2
y
)

−
∑
n

bn
p2 2

nπ + ν nπ
2[

p2 −
(
nπ
2

)2]2 cos
(nπ

2
y
)
, (A21)

m = 2k − 1, n = 2k for k ∈ Z+; where, to express this more compactly, we defined an ‘auxiliary’ function R[q; p, y]:

R[q; p,±y] ≡ 1

2p3

∫ y

0

(1± ξ)q sin p(y − ξ) dξ − 1

2p2

∫ y

0

(1± ξ)q(y − ξ) cos p(y − ξ) dξ. (A22)

To obtain the Airy potential, χ(x, y), we compute the inverse Laplace transform (A11) of the function f(y, p) (A20).
To calculate the line integral (A11), we define a closed contour C in the complex plane and then apply the Residue
Theorem [25]. Note that, for arbitrary values of (c1, b0, am, bn, αm, βm), the function f(y, p) has poles at p = pk,
where pk are the (complex) roots of the trigonometric equation (A8) (pk ̸= 0) — the double poles at p = ±nπ/2,
p = ±mπ/2, and the pole at p = 0 can be removed. Thus, in order that the integral (A11) converges we need these
poles at p = pk to be removed, i.e. their residues to vanish

Res[f(y, p), p = pk] =
1

2
[fp,y(y, pk)|y=1 − sin2 pkfp(1, pk)]

[sin pk cos pky − (cos pk)y sin pky]

cos2 pk
= 0. (A23)

This leads to an infinite system of algebraic equations in the unknowns (c1, b0, am, bn, αm, βm). Following the cal-
culation of Benthem [23], we take only a finite number of unknowns — i.e. we truncate the Fourier series in the
particular integral (A21) —; the sufficient number of equations to calculate (c1, b0, am, bn, αm, βm) is then obtained
by using the necessary number of values of pk (ordered by increasing real part). Substituting the numerical values
of (c1, b0, am, bn, αm, βm) into the particular integral (A21), we obtain a function f(y, p) that has no poles, and thus
whose complex line integral (A11) converges.

So far our discussion has focused on the function f(y, p), yet we notice that it multiplies the exponential epx in the
inverse Laplace formula (A11). We close the integration contour so that f(y, p)epx is an analytic function, continuous
within C. Hence, by writing f(y, p) as

f(y, p) = e−pW/2f+(y, p) + f−(y, p), (A24a)

with f+(y, p) =
∑
m

(pαm + βm)[
p2 −

(
mπ
2

)2]2
[
− cos

(mπ

2
y
)

+mπ sin
(mπ

2

) [sin p cos py − (cos p)y sin py]

sin 2p+ 2p

]
, (A24b)

and f−(y, p) =f(y, p)− e−pW/2f+(y, p), (A24c)

m = 2k− 1 for k ∈ Z+, and substituting this into the integral (A11), we find that the integration line must be closed
in either of the contours C± in Fig. A9 for the integral of each term. Note that the functions f±(y, p) in (A24) have
poles at p = pk. Applying the Residue Theorem [25] (or Cauchy’s Theorem in those cases for which the integrand is
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Extended Data Fig. A9. Contours in the complex plane a-b.

f(y, p)epx), we find that

χ(x, y) =



1
2πi

∮
C+

f(y, p)epx dp = 0, for x < 0,

1
2πi

∮
C+

f+(y, p)e
p(x−W/2) +

∮
C−

f−(y, p)e
px dp =

−
∑
k

epk(x−W/2)Res[f+(y, pk),Re[pk] > 0] +
∑
k

epkxRes[f−(y, pk),Re[pk] < 0], for 0 ≤ x ≤ W/2

1
2πi

∮
C−

f(y, p)epx dp = 0, for x > W/2.

(A25)

Note the different signs in the two terms in the Airy potential within the sheet domain (x ∈ [0,W/2]); "a closed
contour is described in a positive direction with respect to the domain enclosed by the contour if with respect to some
point inside the domain the contour is traversed in a counterclockwise direction" [25].

It is only a matter of some (tedious) algebra to calculate the residues in (A25) (using (A23) and the corresponding
definitions of the functions f±(y, p) (A24)). Finally, we obtain the result in (A7), with

Ck =− sin pk
cos2 pk

∑
m

(pkαm + βm)[
p2k −

(
mπ
2

)2]2mπ sin
(mπ

2

)
, (A26a)

Ĉk =− [f (−)
p,y (1,−pk)− sin2 pk f

(−)
p (1,−pk)]

sin pk
cos2 pk

, (A26b)

m = 2k − 1 for k ∈ Z+; where, to write things more compactly, we have introduced the function f
(−)
p (y, p)

f (−)
p (y, p) = fp(y, p) + e−pW/2

∑
m

(pαm + βm)[
p2 −

(
mπ
2

)2]2 cos
(mπ

2
y
)
. (A27)

3. Near-threshold analysis

Based on the planar stress field results discussed previously, we examine the buckling of a clamped square sheet, of
side ∼ W and thickness t, subject to a uniform bi-axial stress field of modulus ∼ T , which is tensile along the y axis,
σyy ∼ T , and compressing the x axis, σxx ∼ −T .
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We assume then an undulating displacement field ζ(x, y) = δ · gλ(x, y). The amplitude δ is infinitesimal and
gλ(x, y) is some undulating function along the compressive axis with a characteristic length λ, yet unknown. Along
the tensile axis, gλ(x, y) simply suppresses the amplitude at the edges ±W/2. The excess bending energy associated
with this perturbation is Ubend ∼ B

∫
(∇2ζ)2dA ∼ BW 2

[(
δ
λ2

)2
+

(
δ

W 2

)2]
— the full sheet width at the edges is

clamped, and hence going out of plane effectively means that the sheet develops a non-zero curvature along both
the tensile and the compressing directions. For a given λ, the excess stretching energy of this double curvature is
Ustretch ∼

∫
σ : ϵ dA ∼ TW 2δ2/W 2 − σxx(λ)W

2δ2/λ2, and hence the planar state becomes unstable only if the
compressive load exceeds

σxx(λ) ∼
B

λ2
+

(
B

W 4
+

T

W 2

)
λ2. (A28)

However, since σxx is also proportional to T , we find that

T ∼ B

λ2

(
1 + λ4

W 4

)
(
1 + λ2

W 2

) . (A29)

Since the wavelength is limited by W , we express λ as λ = ξW , with ξ ∈ (0, 1]; then we can write T ∼ B
W 2 g(ξ), with

g(ξ) = 1
ξ2

(1+ξ4)
(1+ξ2) . For ξ ≪ 1, g(ξ) ∼ ξ−2 > 1; while for ξ ∼ 1 (i.e. ξ = 1 − ε, ε ≪ 1), g(ξ) ∼ (1 − ε)−2 > 1. Thus,

we have that g(ξ < 1) > 1 and g(ξ = 1) = 1; or, in other words, g(ξ = 1) = 1 is the minimum value of g(ξ) in the
interval ξ ∈ (0, 1]. This minimum gives the threshold value for the tension

Tc ∼
B

W 2
. (A30)

In terms of the longitudinal in-plane end-stretching imposed, ϵplanar, we conclude that the end-stretched sheet buckles
when the longitudinal in-plane displacement ϵplanar exceeds ϵc, with

ϵc ∼
B

YW 2
. (A31)
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