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Abstract. The archetypal instability of a structure is associated with the eponymous
Euler beam, modeled as an inextensible curve which exhibits a supercritical bifurcation
at a critical compressive load. In contrast, a soft compressible beam is capable of a
subcritical instability, a problem that is far less studied, even though it is increasingly
relevant in the context of soft materials and structures. Here, we study the stability of
a soft extensible elastic beam on an elastic foundation under the action of a compressive
axial force, using the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction method which we corroborate
with numerical calculations. Our calculated bifurcation diagram differs from those
associated with the classical Euler-Bernoulli beam, and shows two critical loads, pgj(n),
for each buckling mode n. The beam undergoes a supercritical pitchfork bifurcation at
pd(n) for all n and slenderness. Due to the elastic foundation, the lower order modes
at p_,(n) exhibit subcritical pitchfork bifurcations, and perhaps surprisingly, the first
supercritical pitchfork bifurcation point occurs at a higher critical load. The presence
of the foundation makes it harder to buckle the elastic beam, but when it does so, it
tends to buckle into a more undulated shape. Overall, we find that an elastic support
can lead to a myraid of buckled shapes for the classical elastica and one can tune
the substrate stiffness to control desired buckled modes—an experimentally testable
prediction.

1. Introduction

The scientific study of the elastica goes back to the work of James Bernoulli and
Leonhard Euler (see [1] for a recent review). The analysis of the loss of equilibrium
associated with the loss of stability (bifurcation) of an axially loaded inextensible elastic
filament and the nonlinear development of the resulting shapes was also the first attempt
to understand the finite amplitude deformations of elastic structures, summarized for
example in books on elasticity [2], stability theory [3] and pattern formation [4]. While
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the original impetus for the development of the subject was associated with important
applications to civil and mechanical engineering in the context of structural stability
and its loss [5, 6], today it is just as relevant to a range of questions in the stability of
soft systems. This often requires modifications to the classical problem of the elastica to
include understanding the importance of shear deformations, extensional effects and an
elastic supporting foundation [7], and lead to a plethora of novel phenomena of relevance
to the study of soft matter systems [8, 9].

Here, we consider one specific modification that has seemingly not been addressed
carefully, an extensible Euler-Bernoulli beam on a Winkler foundation under an axial
compressive load P. Our research builds on earlier work that studies the bifurcation
point and buckled shapes of an unsupported extensible elastica [10]. Similarly, we set
boundary conditions of a pinned-pinned beam where the transverse displacements and
moments are zero at both ends of the beam and the longitudinal displacement is zero
at the left end. In Sec. 2, we derive the system of equations of our elastic models from
energy minimization, resulting in a set of two coupled 2nd order nonlinear ordinary
differential equations. We then study the linearized problem in order to understand the
stability of equilibrium shapes. We calculate that the eigenvalues of the equilibrium
equations to determine the bifurcation points in Sec. 3. In Sec. 4, we consider the
bifurcation diagram of the softly supported elastica and plotted some characteristic
deformed shapes. Using the Liapunov-Schmidt reduction method, we study the normal
forms of the resultant scalar equation [11] at each bifurcating points in Sec. 5. Due
to the presence of the elastic foundation, the critical buckling load increases and the
straight beam remains stable for a larger range of compressive loads. Upon buckling,
the beam tends to form a more undulated shape as compared to the case without the
Winkler foundation [10]. We conclude with final observations and a summary in Sec. 6.
The analytical results agree with our numerical solutions and reveal how subcriticality
arising from an elastic foundation can promote buckling into higher order modes.

2. Mathematical model

2.1. Description of problem

Our analysis of the buckling states of an axially loaded, elastically supported, extensible
plane filament is based on the Euler-Bernoulli theory of elastic beam [10, 12, 13, 14, 7],
which assumes that plane cross sections remain plane and perpendicular to the neutral
axis after deformation, i.e., there is no shear. This assumption can be justified via an
asymptotic expansion in the aspect ratio that leads to reduced-order theories from 3-d
elasticity [15].

In Fig. 1, we show a rod of length ¢ initially along the horizontal axis connected to a
supporting foundation of elastic Hookean springs. The material that is initially at (z,0)
will be deformed to (', y') = (x+u(x), w(x)). A small element along the rod dz becomes
ds = (1+¢€)dx after deformation where € is the midline strain. It experiences a Hookean
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Figure 1. Deformation of an elastic extensible beam on a soft substrate. The
point (x,0) moved to (z + u(z), w(z)) after deformation where w(z) is the vertical
displacement and wu(z) is the horizontal displacement. The length of the segment dx is
stretched to ds = (1 + €)dx, where € = /(1 + u;)? + w2 — 1. Blue curly lines denote
the elastic Hookean springs.

restoring force in the vertical direction proportional to w, i.e., Winkler model [16, 17, 18].
[19]. Like in earlier work, we assume that during deformation, the foundation springs
shift freely in the z-direction so as to remain vertical and exert forces in the y direction
and that they remain attached to the member at fixed points along the center line [19].

Let 6 be the angle that the tangent to the midline makes with the horizontal axis and
denote differentiations by subscript z, i.e., A, = dA/dx. From geometric consideration,
we find that

1 z P
cosf(z) = 1—:_12 , sinf(z) = 111 o (1)
where p
s
%:1+€:\/(1+u$)2+w§. (2)
The curvature is
dg  db dx 0. (3)
= = —— = .
ds drds 1+e€
2.2. Variational approach
The total energy of the system is given by
¢ ET EA K
0

where F is the Young’s modulus, I is the moment of inertia, A is the cross-sectional
area, K is the Hookean spring constant, and P is the applied axial force. The term
with ET6? is the elastic strain contribution due to bending, the term with EAe? is the
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elastic strain contribution due to stretching, and the term with Kw? represents the
elastic spring support energy per unit length, and PAwu represents the work done by the
applied axial force P. Since

¢
Au=u(l) —u(0) = / dx[(1 + €)cosf — 1], (5)
0
we find that we can rewrite Eq. (4) as
¢ 1 2 1 2 Lo
U:/ dx {2E19$—|—2EA6 +§Kw + P((14+¢€)cosf —1)]. (6)
0
Requiring the first variation of the potential energy to vanish, we find that

U = /Oe dx {E10,60, + EAede + Kwéw + P cosfde — (1 +¢)Psinfsf} =0.  (7)
Integrating by parts, the integral becomes
oU = /OZ dx {Pcosf — Knsinf + EAe} de + [E10,60]5 + [Know];
+ /OZ dr{—EI0y, — (1 + €)Psind — Kn(1 + €) cos 060 = 0, (8)
where we have introduced a new variable 1, = w and made use of

dw, = sinfde + (1 + €) cos 646. (9)

The two boundary terms vanish due to the boundary conditions (for a pinned-pinned
beam):
0.(0) = 0,(¢) = w(0) =w(¢) =0. (10)

Additionally, we set w(0) = 0. The is a boundary value problem with boundary
conditions analogous to earlier work by Magnusson et al. [10]. This differs from
work by Nicolau and Huddleston who used asymmetric boundary conditions leading
to asymmetrical shapes in its post-buckled state [19]. Since the variations de, 06 are
arbitrary, the terms in each parenthesis must necessarily vanish separately leading to

EAe = Knsinf — P cosf (11)

and
El0,, = —(14+¢)Psinf — Kn(1+ €) cosb. (12)
We can then eliminate € to obtain two coupled 2nd order ordinary differential equations
(ODEs):
0 = —aP(1 — BPcosO+ fKnsinf)sinfd —aKn(l — BPcosh+ fKnsinb)cosf (13)
and
Ny = (1 — fP cosf + SKnsinf)sin 0, (14)

where a = (K1)~ and 8 = (FA)~!. These are the equilibrium equations for an axially
loaded beam on a flexible spring support.
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2.8. Zo-symmetry

Notice that this problem has reflectional symmetry or Zy-symmetry: (6,n) — (=6, —n).
The trivial solution is (0,n) = (0,0), i.e., the fundamental solution. We are interested
in the bifurcation from the fundamental solution. Let us expand the ODEs in a Taylor
series as follows:

0pe = —aK(1 — BP)n — aP(1 — BP)0 — aBK*n*0
+ ;QK(I — 4BP)n6* + éozP(l —4BP)6? + ... (15)

New = (1 — BP)0 + BKn6* — é(1 — 4BP)0* + ... (16)

Note that when we set K = 0 into Eq. (15), we recover the well-known Duffing’s equation
[14].

3. Stability analysis

Let us rewrite the system of ODE Egs. (15) and (16) in an abstract form more suitable
for analysis [11]. Let

<I>(«9,n):L<797>+N(6’,17):0, (17)

0
where the linear part L ( ) is given by
n

L)) e

and the nonlinear part is given by
K0 — LaK (1 — 48P)n6* — LaP(1 — 48P)6?
Ny — [ PO~ 3K (=43P — LaP(1—43P)6° |
—BKnb* + (1 —48P)0
In this form, ®(0,n; P, K, a, 8) : 2 xR* — % is a mapping between Banach spaces
defined as follows. The domain 2" is the space of all real-valued, twice continuously

differentiable vector function q(x) = (8(x),n(z))* defined on 2 € [0, £] that has vanishing
first derivatives at the boundaries, i.e. q,(0) = q,(¢) = (0,0)T. R* refers to the space

(19)

spanned by the four real variables { P, K, «, f}. The range % is the space of continuous
vector function defined on = € [0,¢]. Observe that ®(0,0; P, K, «, ) = 0 for all P, K.
In other words, the undeformed configuration satisfies the equilibrium equations for any
external load P and spring constant K.

3.1. Characteristic buckled load and wavelength of buckled beam

Firstly, let us consider the linear part of the coupled equations, which read
Orr + aK (1 — BP)n+aP(1 — pP)§ =0, (20)
Mo — (1 — BP)0 = 0. (21)
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We can differentiate Eq. (20) twice w.r.t. x and substitute Eq. (21) to get
Oreee + aP(1 — BP0, + oK (1 — BP)* = 0. (22)

We consider the ansatz 6 = €%, which yields

—aP(1— BP) +/(aP(1 — BP))* — daK (1 — BP)?
2
We observe that €2 is purely imaginary when the argument of the inner square root is

positive, which leads to
K
P>P =2, (24)
Q@

where P, is the characteristic buckled load. When this condition is satisfied, the elastica

02 =

(23)

has periodic buckled solutions.

Let us define the slenderness of the beam as A = ¢,/EA/(EI) [10]. Consider the
limit where the beam is long and inextensible, i.e., high slenderness and SP, < 1. At
the critical load, we find that Eq. (22) becomes

Orzze + aPi(1 — BP.)0,, + oK (1 —25P,)0 ~ 0, (25)
which has solution 14
T ET
6(x) = Acos <§> - (K) . (26)

Thus, we find that the buckled beam has characteristic wavelength &, which is a known
result from literature [13, 20].

3.2. Crritical buckling loads

We are interested in bifurcation from the fundamental solution, (#,7) = (0,0). In this
case, it suffices to consider the linearized problem as described by Eq. (18). We claim
that all eigenfunctions of linear part L have the form

en(2)-=E)(2)

where n is a positive integer. Observe that the two parameters ¢; and ¢y span a two-
dimensional subspace of functions which is invariant for L; additionally, they satisfy the
boundary conditions given by Eq. (10). For each n, there exist two linearly independent
eigenfunctions of L. By Fourier analysis,

{cos (”Z:C) ‘n=1,2,3,... } (28)

is a complete set of scalar functions. Arguing component-wise, it follows that Eq. (27)
provides a complete set of vector functions. Thus, we can restrict L to this two-
dimensional subspace, namely Lo, which gives the matrix
I (—72 +aP(1—pP) aK(1— 5P)>
2 = )

~(1-5P) o (29)
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where v = nz/l. It is useful to define the Euler load, P =
pressure p = P/Pg, and normalized spring constant ( = K/ Pg.

= (7)) + () (1-(8)'9) (3)¢1-

L -0) - (2

w2 ET/0?, normalized

(30)

P
Pgg |
80 —
70 =
60 —
ol nonadmissible region
40 (- / o
@ ‘/"
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Figure 2. Plot of normalized buckling load, p = P/Pg, at t

he fundamental path (blue

hatched region) as a function of slenderness, A/, for the first four modes and ¢ = 3.
For n = 1 mode, the beam undergoes supercritical/subcritical pitchfork bifurcation
along the upper/lower branch starting from B(!). For higher order modes, i.e., n > 2,
the beam undergoes supercritical pitchfork bifurcation along each solid branch and

subcritical pitchfork bifurcation in the intervals A — B(")

. The upper left triangular

region (yellow hatched region), p > (A\/m)?, denotes the nonadmissible region.

The linear map Lo is invertible unless the determinant vanishes in which case, the

implicit function theorem fails and we have a bifurcation. The determinant is given by

st = () =i ] G

NG RC

which is a quadratic equation in p. The determinant vanishes when the axial load p is
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equal to
v [2E @) e () ey =[5 (2) )
pcir(n) = 92 2 2 ) (32)
() e+ (2)
for n = 1,2,3,.... Thus, we find that there are two critical loads for each buckling
mode n.

For the special case of ( = 0, we find that the Eq. (32) simplifies to

A2 4m2n?

which agrees with earlier work by Magnusson et al. [10].

Given a specific slenderness A and normalized spring constant ¢, we find that there
are two critical buckling loads for each buckling eigenmode and a finite number of
buckling modes, unlike the inextensible beam, as illustrated in Fig. 2. For example, for
A = 7.5m and ¢ = 3, there are three eigenmodes and six bifurcation points (i.e., pZ(n),
n = 1,2 and 3). Notice that p(n) is real-valued only when

[ e (o

¢

nt

which implies

, (35)

2
M >N2(n) =212 |1+ 4|1+ <£>
T

where only the positive root is kept since A? is always nonnegative. When A? < A\3(1),
p=(1) is not real, implying that bifurcation is not possible and the fundamental mode,
(0,m) = (0,0), is the only solution. In this case, the compression of the beam is sufficient
to accommodate the increased in axial load so that buckling is circumvented. When
A% = M\(n), we have a double root, pf(n) = p,(n) = pg(n), and there is only one
bifurcation axial load where
2
¢+ (7) »
pe(n) =55 {12 (ﬁ )2 (- (36)
(5) ¢+ () n

These special points, i.e., (\o(n), pp(n)), are labeled as B™ for n = 1,2,3,... in Fig. 2.

Similar to earlier works, we assume that our material model for the most part
behaves in a Hookean manner, i.e., linear, until the spring is compressed to its end
position at which point it becomes infinitely stiff. This simplified constitutive linear

relation between resultant force and strain results in an admissible region given by
e > —1[3, 10]. Together with Eq. (11), we find that

™2, . T\ 2
€= (/\> (nsinf — <)\> pcosf > —1. (37)
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Along the fundamental path, i.e. (0,7) = (0,0), the admissible region is given by the

p:é< (i) : (38)

The admissible region occupies the lower right triangular region of the P/ Pg versus \/m

condition

phase space as shown in Fig. 2.

4. Bifurcation diagrams

4.1. Inextensible FElastica

In the case of the classical inextensible elastica, the coupled ODEs (Egs. (13) and (14))
become

2 2
O + (Z) psinf + (Z) (ncosh =0 (39)

and
Nez — SiNH = 0. (40)

The Ly matrix (Eq. (30)) becomes

T B+ (1) v, = 0. (41)

The superscript “in” denotes the inextensible case. In this case, the determinant is given
by

det(Lr) = (7;)4712 (n* —p) + (72)2 ¢, (42)

which vanishes when the axial load is equal to

n 2, (L) ¢
s =+ (£) 5 (43
Thus, there is one critical load for each eigenmode n for the inextensible elastica on soft
support and theoretically, an infinite number of buckling modes. In this simple case,
we find that the presence of the soft spring support provides a correction term to the
critical axial load that is proportional to the spring constant.

Since our solution is periodic as evident from Eq. (28), we can identify ¢/(nm) as
a characteristic wavelength ¢. If we set £/(nm) ~ ¢ = 1/(aK)Y* and substitute into
Eq. (43), we find that the characteristic buckled load is P" ~ £2¢ ~ /K /a, which is
consistent with what we found earlier. For the case ¢ = 0, we find that p(n) = n?, i.e.,
P = n?Pg, which agrees with earlier work by Magnusson et al. [10].

For the elastica problem, a natural scalar to measure bifurcation is the maximum
value of w(x) over the domain z € [0, ¢]:

max — . 44
s = e 2 (44



Lyapunov-Schmidt bifurcation analysis of a supported compressible elastic beam 10

0.4
iwmax

l
0.3
/
0.2
/
0.1

-0.1

-0.2

-0.3

04 I \ \ \ \

Figure 3. Bifurcating diagram (P/Pg, Twmax/{) of the softly supported inextensible
elastica for the first five modes for £ = m and ¢ = 3. Some characteristic deformed
shapes of the beam are shown along different bifurcation branch. Self-intersecting
shapes are colored in magenta.

The postbuckling behavior for the classical inextensible elastica on a soft support,
+wax /¢, as a function of the axial load P/Pg is plotted in Fig. 3 for £ = 7, { = 3, and
n = 1,2,3,4,5. This is computed in Matlab using method of continuation [21]. Our
theory imposes no restrictions on the size of the displacements and thus it is possible to
analyze the entire range of postbuckling shapes.

Some characteristic shapes of the elastica are illustrated along the different
bifurcating solution branches. The n = 1 mode exhibits a subcritical pitchfork
bifurcation at p(n = 1) = 4. The maximal deflection for n = 1 branch first increases
with decreasing load along the unstable branch from p = 4 until around p ~ 1.15 and
then start to decrease with increasing load. This happens when the two end points
pass each other generating a loop, allowing for lower maximal deflection. These buckled
shapes that self-intersect are colored in magenta in Fig. 3. As the pressure is decreased
further, this solution branch with loop crosses the state without loop at p &~ 3.2. Such
intersection is an example of “crossed” fold bifurcation [22].

At higher pressure, this bifurcation branch continues to decrease with increasing
pressure until at p ~ 7.5 where we observe the n = 1 branch undergoes a transcritical
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bifurcation into the n = 2 mode [23]. All the higher order bifurcation modes (n > 2)
exhibit supercritical pitchfork bifurcation at their respective critical load given by
Eq. (43). For each mode n > 2, the maximal deflection +wp,y/L first increases with
increasing load and then decrease at higher loads when the two end-points pass each
other, generating n loops. As P/Pg increases further, more and more solution branches
appear. We shall not attempt to track them graphically. When considering multivalued
buckling loads, practical significance should be assigned only to the smallest modes. As
the n = 1 mode is subcritical, we find that the buckling mode of practical interest is
the n = 2 buckling mode, which is the first supercritical pitchfork bifurcation.

4.2. Eaxtensible elastica

The postbuckling behavior for the classical extensible elastica on a soft support,
+wnax/l, as a function of the axial load P/Pg is plotted in Fig. 4 for slenderness
A= M(3) = 6.03m, £ = 7, and ( = 3. At this slenderness, there are only three
bifurcation modes, namely, n = 1,2, and 3, and five critical axial loads at p =
3.80,5.33,18.33,31.74, and 35.30 as evident from Figs. 2 and 4 [11]. Some characteristic
shapes of the elastica are illustrated along the different bifurcating solution branches.
The admissible region is given by p € [0, A\3(3)/7?] which follows from Eq. (38).

Similar to the inextensible case, the n = 1 mode exhibits a subcritical pitchfork
bifurcation at pe (1) ~ 3.80. The maximal deflection for n = 1 branch first increases
with decreasing load along the unstable branch from p = 4 until around p ~ 1.25 and
then start to decrease with increasing load. This happens when the two end points pass
each other generating a loop, allowing for lower maximal deflection. As the pressure
is decreased further, this solution branch with loop crosses the state without loop
at p ~ 2.95. At higher pressure, this bifurcation branch continues to decrease with
increasing pressure until at p ~ 7.3 where we observe the n = 1 branch undergoes a
transcritical bifurcation into the n = 2 mode [23].

The n = 2 bifurcation branch exhibits a supercritical pitchfork bifurcation at
p ~ 5.33, which is the effective critical buckling load for the beam. The maximal
deflection +wp,.y/L first increases with increasing load and then decrease at higher
loads when the two end-points pass each other, generating two loops. These physically
unrealistic buckled shapes are colored in magenta. The critical load at p ~ 18.33
corresponds to a double root, i.e., point B®) = (\¢(3), pp(3)), where we see two paths
emanating from the singular point. Here, the system exhibits a nondegenerate cubic
singularity, i.e., a singularity of codimension five [11]. At higher values of p, we observe
two small supercritical pitchfork bifurcation at p ~ 31.74 and 35.30 which corresponds
to pf(n = 2) and p¥(n = 1) respectively. Beyond p = A3(3)/7* is the nonadmissible
region of our extensible elastica as described by Eq. (38).
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Figure 4. Bifurcating diagram (P/Pg, twmax/f) of the softly supported extensible
elastica for slenderness A\ = A\g(3) ~ 6.03w, { = m, and ¢ = 3. Some characteristic
deformed shapes of the beam are shown along each bifurcation branch. Self-intersecting
shapes are colored in magenta.

5. Liapunov-Schmidt reduction

In this section, we will determine the types of bifurcation along the det(Ly) = 0 branches
in phase space. We will carry out our analysis of Eq. (17) using Liapunov-Schmidt
reduction method which leads to a single scalar equation [11]:

g(s,dp) =0, (45)

where s is the state variable and dp = p — p., is the bifurcation parameter measured
relative to the critical axial load. As constructed, we see that ¢(0,0) = 0. The set of
(s,0p) is the bifurcation diagram. At a bifurcation point, gs(0,0) = 0 by the implicit
function theorem, where the subscript s indicates partial derivatives here.

First, let us decompose 2" and % as follows

2 = kernel(Ly) @ (kernel(Ly))*, (46)
% = range(Ls) @ (range(Ls))*. (47)
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The one-dimensional kernel of L, is spanned by m;(x), where

o= () (oo ) (i)

where ¢(x) = cos(nmz/l) and Py = py P are the solutions to det(Ly) = 0 as given by
Eq. (32).
By the Fredholm alternative, we have

(range(L,))* = kernel(L}). (49)

The one-dimensional kernel of

- (T pept o 0
’ aK(1—BP) —

is spanned by n;(x), where

) T ) (2)

We find that Ly is Fredholm with index 0 since dim(kernel(Ls)) = codim(range(Ls)) = 1.

Using my(z) as a basis for kernel(Ly) and n;(x) as a basis for (range(Ls))*, we
can formally calculate the reduced scalar equation given by Eq. (45). To each solution
(s,dp) of the reduced equation, there corresponds a solution of the full equation of the

( "97 ) _ e (n;x) < (1 ;yzﬁpi) ) +0(s%). (52)

In other words, s parameterizes kernel(Ls), i.e., smy(z). Since our problem has the
trivial solution # = n = 0, from which it follows that ¢(0,dp) = 0. Thus, at the
singularity at the origin, we have

form

9= 9s = gsp = Gopop = 0. (53)

In order to find the normal form of the scalar function g(s, p), we need to calculate the
different derivatives of g with respect to both s and p. In the present case, ® is odd

with respect to s, i.e.,

Therefore, at the trivial point [11], we have

oo

(dP)osp = Lo, (d’P)osp =0, and g, = 26p

0. (55)

which implies that
grr = (1, d*®(my,my)) = 0. (56)
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The fact that (d?°®)gs, vanishes simplifies calculations such as g¢,, tremendously as
troublesome terms involving L' drop out. Due to Egs. (53), (55), and (56), the simplest
nontrivial bifurcation we expect in the elastica is the pitchfork bifurcation. We find that

9rép = <n17 dq)ép ' m1> (57)

and
Grrr = (11, dgq)(ml, mi,mi)), (58)

where the expression for g, is considerably uncomplicated due to the fact that (d*®)g s,
vanishes. Note that the k-th order differential of a mapping ® at a point u € 2 is given
by the following formula [11],

0

P k
(d"®)y(v1, ...y V) = p at,fb (u + ;:1 tw,) (59)

t=0
5.1. Inextensible elastica

We will first turn to the case of the classical inextensible elastica before moving to the
extensible case in the next subsection. For the classical inextensible elastica, there are
an infinite number of critical buckling loads as given by Eq. (43). We find that

m™(z) = cos (”7"’) ( 321 ) (60)

ni?(z) = cos (”7) ( 07; ) . (61)

and

Therefore, we find that
0o w o (m\* nmx 1
d(aap> it = () eos (") ( 0) (62)

6 0
Grsp = n* <Z> / cos” <n7{rfc> dzx. (63)
0

Thus, we find that g,5,(0,0) is always positive for all n = 1,2,3,..., i.e., g5 > 0.
Likewise, we find that

and

Ao, mi ) = cos®

£ 2

n7r:z:> ( —ay?P + 3aK )
Y

and
4 n
Grrr = a¥° Pp (—”yzp + 4C> /0 cos? () dx. (65)
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The sign of g,.-(0,0) depends the terms in the parenthesis. On substituting the buckling
load for the inextensible elastica, i.e., Eq. (43), we find that

sgn (—vzpicrr‘ + 4C) = sgn <3C —nt (72)2) : (66)

For our analysis in Fig. 3, i.e., ¢ = m and ( = 3, so g, > 0 for n = 1 and
Ggrrr < 0 for n > 2. In other words, the bifurcation from the fundamental mode
is a subcritical pitchfork for only the lowest non-trivial mode n = 1, with normal
form given by 3 + (dp)r = 0. For all higher order modes, n > 2, the bifurcation
from the fundamental mode is a supercritical pitchfork, with normal form given by
—r® + (0p)r = 0. Thus, the normal forms calculated analytically using the method
of Liapunov-Schmidt reduction technique agrees with our numerical results from the
previous section.

As we increase (, we find that more of the lower modes will turn subcritical. The
first supercritical pitchfork bifurcation mode p® is the buckling load of practical interest
and it can be tuned by the strength of the spring constant. For example, for £ = m and
¢ =20, gopr >0 forn=1and 2 and g, <0 for n > 3, and so the first supercritical
pitchfork is n = 3. For { = 7 and { = 30, ¢, > 0 for n = 1,2 and 3 and ¢, < 0
for n > 4, we find that the first supercritical pitchfork is now n = 4. Our analysis here
pertains to bifurcation from the fundamental mode (6,7) = (0,0) only. We will not
attempt to calculate the post-buckling bifurcation between n = 1 and n = 2 mode due
to technical difficulties although we know they must exist from numerical computations
as evident in Fig. 3.

5.2. Extensible elastica

For the extensible elastica, we find that

0P 1—-28P —afK
d@ap'm1=d<a5p>-m1:<a( B E)aall af az) (67)

and

griép = ay’ (’72(1 —28Py) +2BK(1 — 5Pi)) /0(Z cos” (T) dx

(
= :F20W4\/1 - 45(72 + BK)

- ﬂFga’y“\l 1- 4522 KZY ¢+ (72)27#] (68)

The expression inside the square root of gri(;p is identical to the one in Eq. (32). Thus,

9rsp is real as long as A > \o(n). For critical loads pf(n), we find that g, < 0 while
for p;(n), we find that g,5, > 0. When pf(n) = p(n), i.e., A = Ag(n) as indicated by
the points B™ in Fig. 5, we find that gff;p = 0.
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Similarly, we find that

BB (my, my,my) = ( 6aB8K?a1a3 — 3aK (1 — 48Py )atay — aPL(1 — 48Py )a3 ) (69)

—68Kalas + (1 — 48Py )a3
and
+ 6aBK?a1a3 — 3aK (1 — 48Py )alay — aPy(1 — 48Py )a} by
9o =0 < —68Katas + (1 — 48Py )ay > ' ( by )
B 887! +3268°9° K + 243K — 3a(+* + 28K) F 37 Ja(a — 48(12 + BK))

26(v* + BK)
8(1) (m) +32(2) (=) ¢ roa(2) ¢
2 2

(70)

where B = [! cos(nmz/€)dz = 30/8. If \2 > X2(n), g is always real. The graphs of
gff;p and g as a function of slenderness \/m are shown in Fig. 5 for the lowest three
modes.

Unlike the inextensible case where there is one critical load per eigenmode, we
have 2 critical loads per eigenmode for the extensible beam. At critical loads p(n),
i.e., positive root in Eq. (32), we find that g, > 0 and g5, < 0 for all modes n and
slenderness A > A\g(n). The bifurcation from the fundamental mode at each buckling
loads p{ (n) is a supercritical pitchfork, with normal form given by r*— (6p™)r = 0 where
dpt = p — pt(n) for all n. In other words, we have supercritical pitchfork bifurcation
for slenderness beyond B™ along the pZ(n) branch for all modes. For A\ < A\o(n), no
critical buckling loads exist on the fundamental path, so there is no bifurcation and the
trivial solution (6,7) = (0,0) is always stable.

The bifurcation at buckling loads pg(n) is more complex: even though g5, is
always positive, g,,, and can be either positive or negative. g,,.,. = 0 at critical values
of slenderness A.(n) which are labelled as A™ in Figs. 2 and 5. The expression for
Ae(n) will not be shown as they are overly complicated and not amenable for analytical
calculations. For the extensible beam considered in Fig. 4, i.e., £ = 7, ( = 3, we find
that A\.(2) = 4.94, A\.(3) = 7.00 and A.(3) =~ 9.27. For n = 1 mode, there is no A.(1)
as g,,, is always positive. Since g, > 0 and g,5, > 0, the normal form is given by
3+ (0p~)r = 0 where dp~ = p — p_,(1), i.e., the extensible beam undergoes subcritical
pitchfork bifurcation at p_ (1). Thus, we have subcritical pitchfork bifurcation along the
whole p_ (1) branch.

For n > 2, for slenderness \g(n) < A < Ac(n), we have g, > 0 and g,5, > 0
and we find that the normal form is r® + (6p~)r = 0 where dp~ = p — p_(n), i.e.,
the beam undergoes subcritical pitchfork bifurcation. For slenderness A > \.(n), we
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Figure 5. Graph of g, (see Eq. (70)) as a function of slenderness \/7. The solid
lines denote p*; the dashed lines denote p~. ¢!, is always positive while the sign
of g, depends on \. g, vanishes when A = \.(n), labelled by the points A
(blue squares). At A = A\o(n), pT(n) = p~(n), and are labelled by the points B(™
(black circles). For each mode n, g.,.,. > 0 for Ag(n) < XA < As(n) and g,,.,. < 0 when
A > Ac(n). Inset: Plot of g;%p as a function of A/w. gf}p = 0 when A = X\p(n). For
each mode n, g;;p <0 and g5, > 0 for A > Ao(n).

get g, > 0 and g,5, < 0, so the normal form is —r3 + (6p7)r = 0, i.e., the beam
undergoes supercritical pitchfork bifurcation. In other words, for n > 2 modes, we have
subcritical pitchfork bifurcation for slenderness between B™ and A™ along the p_(n)
branch and supercritical pitchfork bifurcation for slenderness beyond A®™ along the
P, (n) bifurcation branch. Note that for A = A.(n), g,,.,. vanishes and the normal form
of g(r,dp) takes on a canonical form given by 475 + (dp)r = 0, provided the fifth-order
derivative is nonzero [11].

For an extensible elastica with slenderness A = \(3) ~ 6.037, we find the following
results: At p_ (1) ~ 3.80, the beam undergoes a subcritical pitchfork bifurcation with
normal form 7% + (6p~)r = 0. At p_(2) ~ 5.33, pf(2) ~ 31.74, and p7 (1) =~ 35.30, the
beam undergoes a supercritical pitchfork bifurcation with normal form r3 — (6p*)r = 0.
At pi(1) ~ 18.33, we have a double root in p for the third mode at B®), and the
normal form is of the form —r3 + (0p)?r = 0, which is a nondegenerate cubic singularity
of codimension five (neglecting symmetry) [11]. The full bifurcation diagram for the
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elastic beam with spring support is shown in Fig. 4. In all, the normal forms calculated
analytically using the method of Liapunov-Schmidt reduction technique agrees with our
numerical results.

When we set ¢ = 0, we find that g, vanishes at

(i)Q = 136712. (71)

P~ 4,
P=po =g (72)

which agrees with earlier work by Magnusson et al. [10].

This implies a critical load of

5.3. Effects of elastic foundation

In our discussions thus far, we have focused on the case ( = 3 (weak springs) used in
our numerical calculations. As we vary (, we find that g;%p < 0 and g,5, > 0 regardless
of the value of (. Likewise, g is always positive for any (. This means that we always
observe supercritical pitchfork bifurcation at the critical loads p{ (n).

(a)

30

g’l’T’I‘

Figure 6. Graph of g, (see Eq. (70)) as a function of slenderness \/m. The solid
lines denote p™; the dashed lines denote p~. (a) Elastic foundation with ¢ = 10. (b)
Elastic foundation with ¢ = 100.

On the other hand, at the critical loads p_.(n), g,,.. can change sign depending on
the value of ¢ and slenderness \. At ¢ =3, g,,, > 0 at p_,(1) for all slenderness A while
for higher order modes (n > 2), g, > 0if \. > A > Ag and g, < 0if A > A.. Consider
the case A = 4.57: there are only two bifurcation modes (n =1 and 2) and g,,, > 0 for
both n = 1,2 as evident from Figs. 2 and 5. The beam undergoes subcritical pitchfork
bifurcation at both p_ (1) and p_ (2). We find that the fundamental mode, i.e., straight
beam, is stable until p is above pf(2) (rather than p_ (1) for the case without elastic
support [10]). In this manner, we see that the elastic foundation can help delay buckling
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and also promote buckling into n = 2 mode, i.e., 8(x) ~ cos(2mz/l), over the n = 1
mode.

At intermediate values of spring constants, say ¢ = 10, we find that ¢, > 0 at p_,
for both n = 1 and 2 for all slenderness A as shown in Fig. 6(a). On the other hand,
for the higher order modes, g,,, can change sign from positive to negative depending on
whether A is smaller than or greater than \.(n) (i.e., A™). For example, at A = 7.57,
there are three bifurcation modes (n = 1,2 and 3) in total; g;,,. > 0 for n = 1 and 2, and
9 < 0 for n = 3. In this case, the beam undergoes subcritical pitchfork bifurcation
at p_(1) and p_(2), and supercritical pitchfork bifurcation at p_ (3). This means that
the elastic beam is stable until p > p_ (3) and will buckle preferentially into the n = 3
mode, i.e., O(x) ~ cos(3mx/l), over the n = 1 and 2 modes.

At large values of spring constants, say ¢ = 100, we find that ¢, > 0 at p_, for
n =1,2,3, and 4 for all slenderness A. For the higher order modes, g, can change sign
from positive to negative depending on whether A is smaller than or greater than A.(n).
For example, at A = 107, there are a total of four bifurcation modes (n = 1,2,3 and 4);
G > 0 form = 1,2, 3 and 4 as illustrated in Fig. 6(b). In this case, the beam undergoes
subcritical pitchfork bifurcation at p_ (1), p.(2), p.(3), and p_,.(4). This means that the
elastic beam is stable until the axial load exceeds the critical value p (4) at which point
it will buckle preferentially into the n = 4 mode, i.e., 8(z) ~ cos(4mz/l), instead of the
n = 1,2 and 3 modes.

Suppose there are a total of N permissible bifurcation modes at a given spring
constant ¢ and slenderness A. Note that N modes can lead to either 2N — 1 or 2N
bifurcation points given by pZ(n) depending on whether there is a degenerate critical
load (pf, = p_) or not. The presence of the elastic foundation turn the first M
modes into subcritical pitchfork bifurcation. If M < N, then the first supercritical
pitchfork bifurcation point is at p_ (M + 1). This means that the elastic beam is stable
until p > p_ (M + 1) and will buckle preferentially into the (M + 1)-th mode, i.e.,
0(z) ~ cos((M + 1)mx/f). On the other hand, if M = N, then the first supercritical
bifurcation point is at pZ(NN). In this case, the straight beam is stable until p > pf(N),
at which point it buckles into the N-th mode, with a shape given by 6(z) = cos(Nwz/¢).
In both cases, we see that the presence of the elastic foundation causes the lowest
few modes to turn into subcritical pitchfork bifurcations, leading to a higher effective
critical load and a more undulated buckled shape. We can contrast this to an extensible
beam without elastic foundation whereby the beam will buckle at either pf (1) for
Mo(l) < A < A(1) or p(1) for all A > A.(1). Thus, the presence of the elastic
foundation makes it harder to buckle the elastic beam, increasing the critical load from
(1) to p, (M + 1) or pt.(N) depending on the values of ¢ and A. Overall, we find that
the presence of the elastic foundation can lead to a myraid of buckled shapes for the
classical elastica and one can tune the strength of the spring constant to generate the
desired buckled modes—an experimentally testable prediction.
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6. Conclusions

In this work, we study the stability of an extensible elastic beam on a Winkler foundation
under the action of a compressive force. P. Our model is based on the general Euler-
Bernoulli theory of elastic beam and can be described by two 2nd order ordinary
differential equations. Earlier bifurcation work does not include the linear Hookean
restoring force in the vertical direction [10]. The bifurcation analysis of the ODEs is
calculated using the Liapunov-Schmidt reduction technique which leads to a single scalar
equation involving a state variable and a bifurcation parameter [11]. The null space of
the linearized differential equations has dimension one and on the basis of a single
bifurcation equation, we obtain the bifurcation diagram which is very rich and there
exist both supercritical and subcritical pitchfork bifurcations as well as other higher
order bifurcations. There are two critical loads, pZ(n) for each bifurcation mode which
depends on the slenderness of the beam and the spring constant in a nonlinear manner.
All buckling modes at pf.(n) exhibit supercritical pitchfork bifurcation. The presence
of the elastic foundation causes the lower order modes at p_ (n) to become subcritical
pitchfork bifurcation and as a result, the first supercritical pitchfork bifurcation point
occurs at a higher critical load. Thus the straight beam remains stable for a larger range
of compressive loads due to the effects of the elastic foundation and when instability
sets in, the beam buckles into a more undulated shape, i.e., higher order mode instead
of n = 1. Our results are intuitive and conform with everyday experience. Our
numerical calculations corroborate our analytical findings and we also observe post-
buckling “crossed” fold bifurcation and transcritical bifurcation not reported before. Our
framework imposes no restrictions on the size of the displacements and hence facilitates
an full analysis of the entire postbuckling range. In all, our study has uncovered the
subtle interplay between elasticity and foundation effects in a minimal setting for an
extensible beam with experimentally testable predictions.
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