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Euler buckling epitomises mechanical instabilities: An inextensible straight elastic line buckles under com-
pression when the compressive force reaches a critical value F, > 0. Here, we extend this classical, planar
instability to the buckling under compression of an inextensible relaxed elastic line on a curved surface. By
weakly nonlinear analysis of an asymptotically short elastic line, we reveal that the buckling bifurcation changes
fundamentally: The critical force for the lowest buckling mode is Fi = 0 and higher buckling modes disconnect
from the undeformed branch to connect in pairs. Solving the buckling problem numerically, we additionally
find a new post-buckling instability: A long elastic line on a curved surface snaps through under sufficient
compression. Our results thus set the foundations for understanding the buckling instabilities on curved surfaces

that pervade the emergence of shape in biology.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1744, EuLer [1] described the paradigm of a mechanical
instability [2]: An elastic rod of length ¢ compressed by a
force F applied to its ends buckles when F reaches a critical
load F, o £~2. Two decades later, LAGRANGE [3] analysed the
higher buckling modes that become possible as F is increased
further, but the full nonlinear description of this fundamental
instability [4] is a culmination of two more centuries of work
that saw the development of Euler’s model of elasticity into
the modern field theory of solid mechanics [5].

Much more recently, the importance of related mechanical
instabilities for the emergence of biological shape has begun
to be appreciated [6]. For example, a buckling instability is
believed to cause the twisting phenotypes of germband exten-
sion in Drosophila mutants [7] or the symmetry breaking of its
primordial hindgut [8]. Unlike classical Euler buckling how-
ever, this instability occurs within the curved surface of the
Drosophila embryonic tissue. This puts the finger on a glaring
gap in our understanding of mechanical instabilities: Even the
most basic buckling problems on general surfaces remain wide
open.

Here, we therefore analyse a minimal buckling instabil-
ity within a curved surface: the Euler buckling of a com-
pressed inextensible elastic line of length £ on a smooth sur-
face z = h(x,y) embedded in three-dimensional Euclidean
space with Cartesian coordinates (x, y, z). The buckled shape
minimises the bending energy of the elastic line subject to the
imposed compression and the constraint of inextensibility. We
parameterise the elastic line by its arclength s, so that a point on
ithas coordinates (x(s), y(s), z(s)), with z(s) = h(x(s), y(s)).
The Lagrangian of the problem is

¢ ¢
L= %‘/0 k(s)*ds _‘/0 A(s) [a(s)2 - 1] ds, (1)

where k(s5)% = x”(s)2+y" (5)?+z" (5)? is the squared curvature
of the elastic line and a(s)> = x'(5)% + y'(s)> + 2/(s)? is
its stretch squared, with dashes denoting differentiation with
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respect to s. The Lagrange multiplier function A(s) imposes
inextensibility, a(s) = 1.

To define our buckling problem on this surface, we first
paraphrase classical Euler buckling (Fig. 1A): In the plane, an
elastic line with one clamped end and one free end relaxes into
a straight line (x = 0). Clamping of the other end and compres-
sion, by a force F', along the straight, relaxed configuration by
a relative amount ¢ leads to buckling. The “up” and “down”
buckling modes are equivalent because of the symmetry of the
plane. On a curved surface (Fig. 1B) however, it is known
that the relaxed elastic line need not be “straight”, i.e., need
not be a geodesic [9]. Clamping of the other end and com-
pression along the relaxed shape will still lead to buckling, but
the curvature of the surface will in general select either up or
down buckling by breaking the symmetry of the two buckling
modes.

To show that the curvature of the surface changes the buck-
ling instability even more fundamentally, we will first solve the
buckling of a short elastic line asymptotically, before studying
long elastic lines numerically.

II. RESULTS
A. Asymptotic buckling of a short elastic line

We solve the buckling of a short elastic line by asymptotic
expansion for small £. Up to translation and rotation of the
surface, its tangent plane at the origin coincides with the (x, y)
plane, and we may clamp one end of the elastic line there in
the x-direction. Scaling lengths by ¢, we therefore take

h(x,y) = {(Ax* + Bxy + Cy?), 2)

in which the parameters A, B, C describe the surface. By
solving the Euler—Lagrange equations of Eq. (1), we compute
the shape of the relaxed line order-by-order and hence solve
the buckling problem (Materials and Methods).

We first consider § = O(¢?). Writing 6 = €?d ), we find
that, in the lowest buckling mode,

4n% 1 (4|AB|n
=— __( |AB] )+[2d(2)n2+g(A,B,C)]+0(£), 3)
&\ Jdg

in which g(A, B,C) = 842 (x> - 1) + 3B% + 12AC. Eq. (2)
is the leading term in a Taylor expansion of a general surface
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FIG. 1. Euler buckling in the plane and on a curved surface. (A) Clas-
sical Euler buckling in the plane. An inextensible elastic line of
length £, clamped at one end, relaxes into a straight, geodesic shape.
Clamping of the other end and compression by a force F along the
straight shape leads to buckling. The relative compression is 6. “Up”
and “down” buckling (solid and dashed line in the bottom panel) is
equivalent by symmetry. (B) Euler buckling on a curved surface
z = h(x,y). The relaxed elastic line differs, in general, from the
“straight” geodesic, and the curvature of the surface selects either
“up” or “down” buckling. (C) Bifurcation diagram of classical Euler
buckling for £ <« 1: Plot of relative compression § against com-
pressive force F, from asymptotic analysis for 6 = O(£?). The first
buckling mode (inset) appears at the critical force F,. = F li for “up”
or “down” buckling. Higher buckling modes (insets) have higher
critical forces in, F;—', .... (D) Corresponding bifurcation diagram
for a general curved surface: “Up” and “down” buckling modes dis-
connect and the asymptotic analysis at order O(£?) breaks down.
Asymptotics for 6 = O(£*) show that F, = 0 and that higher modes
connect in pairs. Asymptotics for 5 = O(£*3) show that they un-
dergo a snap-through instability.

near the origin; its corrections at order 0(52) translate to
corrections to Eq. (3) at order O(1).

In the plane, this becomes F = 47n%/€? + 2d5)n® + O(¢).
By taking d ;) — 0, we recover the critical force for classical
Euler buckling, F, ~ 4n?/(%. The stiffness of the buckled rod
is u, = OF /36 ~ 21> />. Higher buckling modes (Materials
and Methods) are associated with higher forces, and complete
the bifurcation diagram (Fig. 1C).

In general, we cannot however take d(;y — 0 in Eq. (3),
because it loses asymptoticity in this limit unless AB = 0. The
latter includes the cases of (i) a surface for which the clamping
direction is a principal axis (B = 0; e.g., a sphere) and (ii) a
surface that is flat in the direction of clamping (A = 0; e.g.,
clamping parallel to the axis of a cylinder). In these cases,
F, ~ 4n%/€?> + g(A,B,C) and u, ~ 2n%/€?, i.e., the critical
buckling force is merely shifted compared to the flat case, and
the stiffness remains unchanged.

The case AB # 0 is much more interesting: The relaxed
elastic line is no longer symmetric under y — —y (Materials

and Methods). This breaks the symmetry of “up” and “down”
buckling and turns the instability into a “squeeze deformation”
with F, = 0 (Fig. 1D). More precisely, the first two terms in
Eq. (3) lose asymptoticity when d(3) = O(£?). We therefore
make the ansatz 6 = ¢*d(4), with d(4) = O(1). We now find
F=22/€>+0(¢7"), where A, is determined implicitly by

day 1
(AB)? 904, (A, sin A, +2cos A, —2)*
+ (ZO/ﬁ - 6) cos A, + (4/15 — 66) cos 2/1*]

{24, [2122 + 72

-3 (5202+60) sin 4.+ (192 -30) sin2. | ). @)

In particular, F' ~ 175d (4) /(ABC)? for d(4) < 1, whichis con-
sistent with F, = 0. This implies y, ~ 175/ [(AB)*¢%] o €76,
so even the scaling of stiffness is modified from u, o £=2 of flat
Euler buckling. For d(4)/(AB)* 2 0.21, Eq. (4) has multiple
additional solutions for A, and hence F, which correspond to
higher buckling modes (Fig. 1D). At local minima of d(4) as a
function of A. or F, pairs of different buckling modes merge.
Importantly, these higher modes do not therefore connect to
6 =0, as they do in classical Euler buckling (Fig. 1C,D).
Similarly, the second and third terms in Eq. (3) lose asymp-
toticity when d@) = 0(¢7%7), i.e., when § = O(¢*/3). With
the ansatz 6 = £*3d(4/3), where d(4/3) = O(1), we find

47> 1 , _4|AB|n
F=—+——|(2d T F +0(1), 5
TR R Ton (1) )

for the lowest (—) and next (+) buckling modes, which are
equal if AB = 0. Thus, in the — mode, F' continues to increase
monotonically with compression, but F /36 < 0 on part of
the + branch, indicating a snap-through instability absent from
classical Euler buckling (Fig. 1C,D). Similar instabilities arise
on higher branches (Materials and Methods).

B. Intrinsic and extrinsic buckling

The bending energy in Eq. (1) involves the total curvature
k(5)? = ko(5)? + kn(s)?, where k, and «, are the geodesic
and normal curvatures of the elastic line [10], so penalises
both bending of the line in the surface and its bending with
the surface. This is extrinsic buckling because it involves ky,
which is an extrinsic property of the surface. Instead, intrinsic
buckling replaces k — kg in Eq. (1). In the latter case, the
relaxed elastic line is always a geodesic, and, with ¢ = 02d )
we find (Materials and Methods)

4 2
F= TT; +2dyn? + K + 84217 + O(0), (6)

where K = 4AC — B? is the Gaussian curvature of the surface.
Harking back to the Theorema egregium [10], its appearance
is unsurprising. However, this problem is not geometrically
intrinsic: Because of the boundary clamping, the force on the
“right” of the geodesic, given by Eq. (6), differs from that on
its “left” by an amount 8A?n%+ 0 (£) (Materials and Methods),
which is not an intrinsic quantity.
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FIG. 2. Numerical Euler buckling on curved surfaces. (A) Force-
compression diagram for the lowest buckling mode on a surface of
Gaussian curvature K > 0 (A = B = C = 1), for short and long elastic
lines (¢ = 0.1, ¢ = 1.5). For ¢ = 0.1, the forces Fy # F; at
either end increase monotonically with the compression ¢. For ¢ =
1.5, a snap-through instability arises (0Fy/06 < 0, 0F/06 < 0;
arrows). (B) Analogous bifurcation diagram for a surface with K < 0
(=A = B =C =1). (C)Plot of the surface, relaxed elastic line (black),
and buckled line (blue) in panel (A). (D) Analogous plot for panel (B).
(E) Phase diagram for this snap-through instability for an elastic line of
fixed length £ = 1 in surface parameter space (A, B, C), for A,B > 0.
This is extended to all A, B by the symmetries (B, y) — —(B,y) and
(A, B,C) — —(A, B, C) of the problem.

Meanwhile, F, ~ 4n2/¢? + K + 8A%n? by taking d(2) — 0
in Eq. (6). Thus, even if AB # 0 and unlike extrinsic buck-
ling, intrinsic buckling simply shifts the buckling threshold of
classical, flat Euler buckling.

C. Numerical buckling of a long elastic line

We now extend our asymptotic results by solving the Euler—
Lagrange equations of Eq. (1) numerically (Materials and
Methods) for the surface defined by Eq. (B21). For sufficiently
short elastic lines, the forces Fyy # F) at either end of the elas-
tic line continue to increase monotonically with ¢ (Fig. 2A,B).
For longer elastic lines, however, we find an additional snap-
through instability even of the lowest buckling mode, heralded
by dFy/d6 < 0 or 0F; /06 < 0 (Fig. 2A,B), that exists for
surfaces both of positive (Fig. 2A,C) and negative Gaussian
curvature (Fig. 2B,D). The region of surface parameter space
(A, B,C) in which this new instability arises at fixed ¢ is,
however, complex (Fig. 2E).

III. DISCUSSION

We have shown that even the simplest buckling instability
within curved surfaces displays rich additional behaviour com-
pared to flat or “simple” curved surfaces. Similarly, mechan-
ical instabilities of curved surfaces driving brain gyrification

are known to be affected by surface curvature [11, 12].

For our general surfaces, the effect of global curvature, rel-
evant for elastic filaments on spherical bubbles [13, 14] for
example, remains an open problem, as does, more mathemati-
cally, the effect on these instabilities of geometric singularities
of the curved surface, such as folds or cusps.

In this way, our work emphasises the importance of curva-
ture differences for mechanical instabilities in morphogenesis
morphogenesis. After all, cows are not spherical!

APPENDIX A. MATERIALS & METHODS
1. Boundary conditions
Let L(s) = k(s)?/2 — A(s)[a(s)? — 1] be the Lagrangian

density in Eq. (1). Scaling lengths by ¢, the boundary terms in
its variation are B = [f(s) - 6r(s) + m(s) - (5r’(s)]](1), with

(AL)

~ m(s) = IL
~or ds\or” - or”’

oL d ( oL )
where r(s) = (x(s),y(s)). At the clamped end s = 0,
we impose r(0) = 0,r'(0) = £, the unit vector in the x-
direction. At the free end s = 1 of the relaxed line, we impose
f(1) =m(1) = 0. Let R(s) describe this relaxed line. For
the compressed line, we then impose r(1) = R(1 — §) and
(r'(1),z7(1)) || (R°(1 =6),z(1 —6)). Because the latter
are unit vectors by inextensibility, they are in fact equal, so
r’(1) = R'(1 — §). With these conditions, 5 = 0.

Finally, the infinitesimal work done by the compressive
forces Foats=0and Fyats=1issW=F, - 6r(0)+Fy - 6r(1).
By comparison with B, we deduce Fy = f(0), Fy = —f(1).

2. Asymptotic calculations

The full details of the asymptotic calculations are given in
Appendix B.

3. Numerical methods

We solve the Euler—Lagrange equation of Eq. (1) numer-
ically using the bvp5c solver of MaTLaB (The MathWorks,
Inc.), relying on their first integral A(s) = Ao + 3x(s)%/4,
which is related to the tangential force balance on the elas-
tic line [15], and where Ag is a constant to be determined
(Appendix B).

APPENDIX B. DETAILS OF CALCULATIONS

This Appendix divides into four subsections: We first review
Euler buckling on a flat surface. We then analyse “extrinsic”
buckling of a short elastic line asymptotically, followed by a
similar analysis of “intrinsic” buckling. Finally, we derive the
solution of Lagrange multiplier function that we use in our
numerical calculations.

1. Flat Euler buckling

We begin by reviewing the Euler buckling of a clamped in-
extensible elastic line of length ¢ in the plane (Fig. 1A of the
main text). As in the main text, s is arclength along the unde-
formed line, and its undeformed shape is (x(s), y(s)) = (s,0).
In what follows, we will scaling lengths by ¢, as announced in
the main text.



Buckling problem

As introduced in the main text, we solve for the buckling of the elastic line upon compression by a relative amount 6. The
Lagrangian of the problem, corresponding to by Eq. (1) of the main text, becomes, after scaling lengths,

1 1 2 ” 2 1 , ,
5:5/0 X(S){+(S>ds_/o A(s)[x ()2 + ¥/ ()2 — 1] ds, (B1)

where dashes denote differentiation with respect to s, x”(s)? + y”’(s)? is the squared curvature of the elastic line, and A(s) is
the Lagrange multiplier function that enforces its inextensibility, x(s)? + y’(s)?> = 1. Variation of the functional yields the
Euler-Lagrange equations

72" (5) + 2A(s)x" () + 22 ()X (s) = 0, (B2a)
729" (5) +24(s)y" (s) + 24" (5)y'(s) = 0, (B2b)
X (5)2+y(s)>=1=0. (B2c)

We write § = £2d, with d = O(1), and solve the buckling problem for £ < 1. The flat buckling problem does not of course have
any intrinsic length scale other than ¢, so the condition ¢ < 1 only expresses the smallness of the relative compression § = O (¢ 2)
compared to €. The boundary conditions of clamped ends are, as discussed in the main text,

x(0) =0, y(0) =0, x'(0) =1, y'(0) =0, (B3a)
x(1)=1-£2d, y(1) =0, x(1) =1, y'(1) =0. (B3b)
It is, in general, more convenient to express this flat Euler buckling problem in terms of the tangent angle 6(s), which satisfies

x"(s) = cosB(s), y'(s) = sinf(s). However, the buckling problems on curved surfaces discussed in the next sections cannot be
expressed easily in terms of this tangent angle, which is why we are solving the flat problem in terms of x(s), y(s), too.

Asymptotic solution of the buckling problem

To solve Eqs. (B2) subject to boundary conditions (B3) asymptotically, we seek a solution in the form
x(s) = s+ x2(s) +O(£%), y(s) = Eyi1(s) + Ly3(5) + O (L), As) = €720 + Ag(s) + O(0), (B4)

in which we have assumed that A_; is constant, which follows immediately from Eq. (B2a) at leading order. As discussed in the
main text, the boundary terms in the variation of the Lagrangian yield expressions for the forces at the ends of the elastic line.
We thus find the forces at s = 0 and s = 1 to have components

205 O

Fox = —=7 [240(0) + x5 (0)] + O(0), Foy = A &y (0) +0(6%), (B5a)
205 yywa o,
Fie === = [20() +x3" (D] + 0(0), Fiy=- 1[ — 0y} (1) +0(6%). (B5b)
Leading-order solution. At leading order, Eq. (B2b) and boundary conditions (B3) give
22y (s)+y7"(s) =0 subject to y;(0) = ¥, (0) = y1 (1) = y{(1) = 0, (B6)

where we have defined 1_, = A2/2. The general solution of this fourth-order ordinary differential equation is
yi1(s) = ay +azs + az sin d,s + ag cos A,s, (B7)

in which ay, as, as, a4 are constants that are determined by the boundary conditions via the system of linear equations

10 0 1 ap 0
1 1 sinA4, cos A a| |0
01 A 0 |las]|™ 0] (B8)
0 1 A.cosd, —A,sind, ) \ag 0

This has a nontrivial solution if and only if the determinant of the matrix on the left-hand side vanishes, which is if and only if

. Ay A . A
24, sin 5 A, COS 3 2 sin 5= 0. (B9a)



There are thus three cases,

A Ao A
(1): 2. =0, @ii): sin— =0, and (iii): tan — = —. (B9Db)
2 2 2
Case (i) is actually the trivial solution in which the line remains flat, while cases (ii) and (iii) are symmetric and asymmetric
buckled shapes, respectively. The corresponding shapes are

) 2sin A,
¥ (s) = a(1 - cos A.5), y(s)=all-cosdes —2s + 51/111 %), (B10)

£

in which a = a; is the buckling amplitude, to be determined. The first three of these modes are shown in Fig. 1C of the main
text: A, = 2= is the first buckled mode (orange line in Fig. 1C, symmetric); the second buckled mode is asymmetric, 4. ~ 2.86x
yields the second and first asymmetric mode (green line in Fig. 1C); A, = 4z gives the third and second symmetric mode (blue
line in Fig. 1C), and so on.

Symmetric solutions. We begin by analysing the symmetric solutions, for which, from the second of Egs. (B9b), sind, =0
and cos 4, = 1. We will use Mathematica (Wolfram, Inc.) throughout to handle the complicated algebraic expressions that arise
in the subsequent calculations. With y;(s) = y(l")(s), Eq. (B2c) now gives

a2,
8

20 (s) +a’Asin* s =0 = xa(s) = - (24,5 — sin 24,s), (B11)
using x,(0) = 0 from the first of boundary conditions (B3a). Now the first of Eqs. (B3b) implies x;(1) = —d, which determines
two solutions for the buckling amplitude,

a:izf, (B12)

*

corresponding to “up” and “down” buckling, respectively, which are equivalent for a flat surface. Meanwhile, integrating
Eq. (B2a), we find

3612 4
Ao(s) = Cay + g % cos 24,5, (B13)

where C,, is a constant of integration that remains to be determined. To do so, we return to Eq. (B2b), which gives

/12
a4—* cos A,5(8Ca, — 6ad? +9a*1* cos 22.5) + /lfyg’(s) +yy"(s) =0. (Bl4a)

Boundary conditions (B3) imply y3(0) = y3(1) = y5(0) = y;(1) = 0, whence

. 2,4
1 y 3a°A
a16* (2 +cosA.s)(1 —Cosﬂ*s)2+cy3y(1“)(s)» Cay = a]6 -

va(s) = - (B14b)

where Cy, is another constant of integration which we will not determine, because we can now compute, from Egs. (BS),

o 2 a2/lj§+0(€)_ 22 di?
ST e 2

+0(0) = -Fy , Foy =0(6*) = =Fy . (B15a)

The total buckling force is therefore

A2 da?
=24+ 2400 =F,. (B15b)

F, = =%
I

Asymmetric solutions. Next, we analyse the asymmetric buckling solutions. The last of Eqs. (BOb) implies

42, 4-22

sinAd, = — cos Ay = —
4+ 43 4+ A5

(B16)

which will allow us to simplify the results of our calculations. Taking y(s) = y(liii)(s), Eq. (B2c) gives

a (A, sin s +2cos Aus — 2)% +2x)(s) = 0, (B17a)



from which we obtain, using x;(0) = 0 as in the symmetric case,

2
a
x2(s) = 1

(124* 235+ A2 8in 20,5 — 244, + 32 sin Ays — 4sin 24,5 — 164, cos dus + 44, cos 2/l*s) . (B17b)

*

Again, as in the symmetric case, x2(1) = —d. It follows that Eq. (B12) continues to hold. Similarly, integrating Eq. (B2a), we
find

3a%22 3a%A3 .
. (/l*—4)0052/l*s— S sin24.s. (B18)

To determine the constant of integration C,,, as in the symmetric case, we need to determine y3(s). From Eq. (B2c), we have

Ao(s) = Cyy +

a

:* (A cos Ays — 2sin Ays) {8Cy, +3a% A7 [3(A7 — 4) cos 24,5 + 8, sin Aus — 12, 8in 24,5 + 16 cos Aus — 2(A7 +4) | }

+ /lfyg'(s) +y5"(s) =0, (B19a)
subject to y3(0) = y3(1) = y5(0) = y4(1) = 0 as in the symmetric case, which yields
3
y3(s) = 62’7 [(1=25)4, (A2 +132) = 16(22 = 2225 + 14) sin A,s — 16(2% — 4) sin 24,5 + 2(34% — 4) sin 3.5
— (A2 = 12) c0os 30,5 — 164, (45 +5) cos Aus — 644, cos 24,5 + Cy, v (s), (B19b)
a’A2(4+32%)
Ay — Ta

where Cy, is, again, a constant of integration. The forces at the ends of the rod are now, from Eq. (B5),

(B19¢)

B a2 -20) 2ad;
mT g t00=-Fu Foy= =g +0(0) =-F,. (B200)

The total buckling force is therefore

FO,x:

2 dA2-4
F :—*+M+O(€) = Fp. (B20b)
{2 2
Equations (B15b) and (B20b) define the bifurcation diagram for flat Euler buckling, as shown in Fig. 1C of the main text. One
can of course continue this expansion easily to any asymptotic order, but this will not be needed for the purposes of this paper.

2. (Extrinsic) Euler buckling on curved surfaces

As in the main text, we consider an inextensible elastic line of length £ < 1 confined to a smooth curved surface z = h(x,y) in
Cartesian coordinate axes and clamped at one end (Fig. 1B of the main text), and its buckling under compression and clamping
of the other end along its initial relaxed shape. Up to translation and rotation of the surface, the initial clamping is at the origin of
the coordinate axes, in the x-direction, and the surface is tangent to the (x, y) plane there. Scaling lengths by ¢ again, the surface
therefore has a generic expansion

h(x, y) = f(b20x2+b1 1xy+b02y2) +52 (C30x3+621x2y+612xy2+co3y3) +53 (d4ox4+d31x3y+d22x2y2+d13xy3+do4y4)+O(£’4),
(B21)

in which we assume that by, b1, bo2, €30, €21, C12, C03, d40, d31, d22, d13, dog = O(1). We stress that the condition £ < 1 is no
longer simply a condition imposing the smallness of the relative compression, as in the flat case, but now expresses the shortness
of the elastic line compared to the additional length scales in the problem set by the curvature of the surface. To describe the
buckling of the elastic line on this surface, we need to determine, first, its relaxed shape (which is not, in general, a geodesic of
the surface), and then solve the buckling problem. A point on the elastic line has coordinates (x(s), y(s), z(s)) where s € [0, 1]
is arclength and z(s) = h(x(s), y(s)). The Lagrangian of the problem is, after scaling lengths by ¢,

1
L’=/0 L(x(s),y(s),x"(5), ¥"(5),x"(5), ¥ (5),A(s)) ds

)CN(S)Z _+_y//(s)2 +ZH(S)2
242

—AS[X ()2 +y ()7 +2(s)> - 1],
(B22)

with L(x(s), y(s),x"(s), " (s),x” (), y" (5), A(s)) =

where dashes again denote differentiation with respect to arclength, in which, as in Eq. (1) of the main text, A(s) is the Lagrange
multiplier function that imposes inextensibility, x’ (s)2+y’ (s)>+z’(s)> = 1. We note that an explicit dependence of the Lagrangian
density L on x(s), y(s) arises via z(s) = h(x(s), y(s)).



Euler-Lagrange equations

We begin by deriving the Euler-Lagrange equations that describe both the relaxed line and its buckling. The variation of the
Lagrangian (B22) is

1
oL = / (Lx6x+ L y0x + L xn6x" + L yoy+L 6y + L ynSy” +La)ds
0

, , dL dL !
= | Lo 82 + Loy + | Loy = == |ox+ | Ly = —== | 6y )

1 2 2
dL d°L dL,  d°L y»
+ Ly—-—+ —|ox+|Ly———+ =— 0y + L 04]|ds, B23
/0 ( R ) ) * ( SRR TRFTR Rt (B23)
where
oL oL oL oL oL oL oL

==, Lx,:—’ Lx”:_7 L = —, L r=—_—, L "= — L= —. B24
* T ox X7 oy X o > dy T by T gy A=z B9

We read the Euler-Lagrange equations off this variation, viz.,
Lo Lw ELe 0 (B25a)
Y ds ds2 a

dL d’Ly»

- — ~— =0, B25b
Y ds ds? ( )
L =0, (B25c)

Asymptotic calculation of the shape of the relaxed elastic line

We can now solve the Euler—Lagrange equations (B25) for a relaxed elastic line by asymptotic expansion in £ < 1. The
boundary conditions are

dL dL
»X =0, L,y’_ -y

x=0,y=0,x"=1,y =0 ats=0, Ly - =0, L, =0, Ly =0 ats=1, (B26)

A

which can be read off the variation as discussed in the main text. Using MATHEMATICA to expand the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions (B25) and boundary conditions (B26), we seek a solution in the form

x(s) = s+ Cx1(s) + xa(s) + Cxz(s) + Lxa(s) + O(65), (B27a)
Y(8) = Ey1(s) + Ey2(s) + Cy3(s) + Cyals) + O(6), (B27b)
A(s) = 072A5(s) + €71A21 () + Ag(5) + £A1(s) + Ax(s) + O (). (B27¢)
Solution at order O (£). At leading order, the Euler-Lagrange equations yield
xj(s) =0, A ,(s)=2",(s) =0, ¥ (s) =0, (B28)
while boundary conditions give

x1(0) =0, A-2(1) =2-1(1) =0, y1(0) = ¥1(0) = y{'(1) = y{"(1) = 0. (B29)

The solution of these differential equations is
x1(s) =0, Aa(s) = A-1(s) =0, yi(s) =0. (B30)

Solution at order O (£*). At next order, we now find

4b3 5% +2x5(s) = 0, (s) =0, ¥y (s) =0, (B31)
subject to
x2(0) =0, A0(1) = 4b3,, y2(0) =¥5(0) =0, y5(1) =-=2b11b2, y5' (1) =2b11bo. (B32)
The solution is
2b3 bib
x3(s) = S Ao(s) = 4b%o, ya(s) = 11720 (s — 6)s>. (B33)

3 Do



Solution at order O (¢£*). Continuing the expansion, we obtain the differential equations
12by0c305° +2x5(s) =0, — 36bygc30 + 2] (s) = 0, ¥y (s) =0, (B34)
subject to
x3(0) =0, A1 (1) = 24byc30, ¥3(0) =¥5(0) =0, y5(1) = =2byoca1 — 6b11c30, ¥ (1) = 4baocar. (B35)
This gives

3b20c30 o

2
S
x3(s) = - > . A1(s) = 6bypc30(3s + 1), y3(s) = 3 [b20c21(25 = 9) — 9b11c30]. (B36)

Solution at order O (£*). Finally, we obtain differential equations for x4(s), A2(s), and y4(s),

2
% [(=52b3, +27¢3) + 48bagdag) s* + b3 b3y (48 — 965 + 195%) | +2x;(5) = 0, (B37a)
—6b7, b5, (55 — 8) — 185(=4b3 + 4bagdag + 3c3y) + A5 (s) = 0, (B37b)
8b11(=4b3y + b3 baos + 3dags) + 7" (s) = 0. (B37¢)

The boundary conditions are x4(0) = y4(0) = y,(0) = 0 and

(1) = —28b7, b3, — 48b5 + 48bagdag + 363, (B38a)
., 4b
y7 (1) = 8b3 boo — 6¢21¢30 — 2b20d31 + 7“(519021930 +13b3, — 9dap), (B38b)
vy (1) = =4b3 b + 6¢21¢30 + 6bagds1 — 411 (3boab3y — 5b3y + 3du). (B38c¢)
It follows that
3
x4(s) = —;—0 [b71050(80 — 1205 + 1957) + (=525, + 27¢3, + 48b20ds0) s | , (B39a)

2
ya(s) = —f—s {b3,b20(s = 70) + b1y [10bg2b30(3s — 14) — 103 (257 — 35 + 10) + 3dao(s” +20)]
= 15[ca1c30(s = 6) + baodz1 (s — 4) ]}, (B39b)
() = b}, b3, (155 — 485 +5) — 3(4b3, — 4baodag — 3¢3,) (357 + 1). (B39¢)

It is easy to check that these solutions satisfy the remaining boundary conditions that we have not explicitly imposed in the above
calculations. The shape and tension of a (short) relaxed elastic line are thus described by

205,5° 5 Bbacsos 5 515 5 2 4 2 21 p4 5
X(s)=s-——0 - ———0 - [b7,65,(80 — 1205 + 195%) + (=52b5, +27c3, + 48baodag)s*| ¢* + O(£°), (B40a)
s* 2 8 AT 3 2
Y(s) = Fbubxn(s -6)C + = [b20¢21 (25 = 9) = 9by1c30] L7 - G {b7,b20(s> = 70) + by [10b02b5(3s — 14)
—10b3 (25 = 35+ 10) + 3dao(s* +20) ]| — 15[carc30(s — 6) + baod31 (s — 4) |} €* + O (%), (B40b)
A(s) = 4b3, +6bagc30(3s + 1) + b3, b3 (155 — 485 +5) — 3(4b3 — 4bagdag — 3c3,) (352 + 1)] €2+ O(£?). (B40c)

Asymptotic buckling of a short relaxed elastic line

As described in the main text, we now clamp the free end of the relaxed elastic line along its relaxed shape and compress it
by a relative amount 6. We solve this buckling problem by solving the Euler-Lagrange equations (B25), replacing the boundary
conditions at s = 1 in Egs. (B26) with

x(D)=X(1-96), ¥()=X(1-0), y(1)=Y(1-0), y(1)=Y(1-9), (B41)

as discussed in the Materials & Methods of the main text. We first solve the buckling problem for § = £2d, with d = O(1),asin
the case of flat buckling. We make the buckling ansatz

x(s) = X(s) + x2(s) + Lx3(s) + O (€*), (B42a)
y(s) = Y(5) + Ey1(s) + Cya(s) + Cys(s) + O(£%), (B42b)
A(s) = A(s) + € 2A5(s) + €71 A21(s) + Ao (s) + O(0). (B42c¢)



Leading-order solution. As in the flat case, we solve the buckling problem order-by-order. From Eq. (B25a), A_,,A_ are
constants. On setting 1_, = 12/2, Eq. (B25b) yields

3y7 () +y"(s) =0, subjectto yi(0) = y;(0) = yi (1) = y{(1) = 0. (B43)

This is the same eigenvalue problem that we found above, as Eq. (B6), for flat buckling. Its eigenvalues are given by Eq. (B9b),
with corresponding symmetric and asymmetric buckling modes given by Egs. (B10).

Symmetric buckling. Again, we begin by taking y(s) = y?i)(s) and analysing the symmetric solutions. Eq. (B25c¢) gives,
identically to Eq. (B11),
a’a,
8

2¢5(s) +a*A?sin* s =0 = xa(s) = - (21, — sin24,s), (B44)

using x2(0) = 0. This solution also satisfies x5 (0) = xJ (1) = 0, while the remaining boundary condition, x»(1) = —d, yields

2vd
a=a; =% \/_, (B45)
As
again as in the flat case. Equation (B25a) now gives
a’ly | , 3a*ad
> sin24,5 +245(s) =0 = Ag(s) = Cy, + 5 cos 21,5, (B46)

where, again, the constant of integration Cj, is undetermined at this order. The curvature of the surface finally comes, and the
solution begins to differ from the flat buckling solution, at next order, where Eq. (B25b) gives

222[2b11b20(s = 1) + ad_j cos Aus| +22y5 (s) + ¥4 (s) = 0, (B47)
subject to y2(0) = y5(0) = y2(1) = y,(1) = 0, whence

bib i 2by1b
yz(s)z%{2[9—45@—2)@—1)?]+2/1*(2—3s)sin/l*s—18cos/l*s}+Cy2y(l”)(s), Ly===2"2 (B4)

*

where C,, is another constant of integration. Thus A_; blows up as a — 0 or, equivalently, d — 0, unless byob1; = 0. This is
precisely the condition noted in the main text: The curved buckling problem is uninteresting unless byob;; # 0. We can now
continue the expansion to order O (¢£*). From Eq. (B25b), we obtain

As
/lz {4ab02b20 + 2(S - 1) [3b11C30(s + 1) + bzoL‘zl(S + 3)]} - cos A4S {3614/12 + 1661/13 [Zabgo(boz - 2b20) - aC,lO + 2b11b20Cy2]
9428 2b% A, sind,s
+ 64b2, b3} + " cos BLs - “3— [3a24%s +4b3,(3s = 2)| + 225 (s) + y7"(s) = 0, (B49)
a

subject to y3(0) = y5(0) = y3(1) = y5(1) = 0, with solution

v3(s) = [3a4/lf(1 —cos 34,5) + 16 cos /l*s(b%] {3a%22(2425% + 1) + 4b3 [2425(3s — 4) + 3] }

192a?
+24abag [A2(6aby — Scar) — 6¢a1| — 144abyiczo (A7 + 3)) — 16b7, [3a* 22 (2225 + 1) +4b3, (3 — 2425) |
— 324, sin s {ad? [3a(2s — 1) (b}, — 4boabao) +3b11c30(85 — 5) + bagcar (205 — 13)]
+12(2s = 1)(3abyics0 + abaocar + b b3g) } +96abyicao [72 + 1227 (s* — s +2) = Als(s® — 65+ 5) |
+32aby {72cy1 + 1242 [c21 (s =s+5) - 6abgy | - As(s—1) [12abgs + 21 (s2+5s - 13)] }]
+Cyy\V(s), (B50a)

1
C/lo = ——8a [12ab20(3b02 - 2b20) + 9ab%l + 4(3b11b20Cy2 —6b11c30 — 5b20021)] + 9614/111
48a2

96
-2 (6abiic3o +2abygcay — Sb%lbgo)} , (B50b)
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in which C,, is yet another constant of integration. Unlike in the flat buckling problem, we are not done at this stage yet, however,
because it turns out that we need to determine Cy,. We do so by expanding Eq. (B25b), which yields

aby1bao {sin Aus [12sin ds + A, (35> = 4)| + A4.(2 = 35) sin 24,5 + 65(1 — cos Aus) } +a*Cy, A2 sin s +3x5(s) = 0. (BS1)
Imposing x3(0) = x3(1) = 0 gives

5bi1b
)[(3s—2) cos A,s — 352 +3s+2] C,, = -2 (B52)

X3(5) =
3(s) pye

2ab 11 b20 sin2 /1*S
3 2

We can now, finally, determine the buckling forces Fy and Fj at s = 0 and s = 1, respectively. We find

Fy

+0(0), (B53a)

362, + 4byy(2bag — 3bo2) —
777 p g t3bu+ 20(2b20 02) 30

Fi = Fy +2b5)A7 + 0(0), (B53b)

A1 (4b11bzo) N [aleﬂ 4brcar (542 +24) +24b11c30 (12 +3)

Hence, if by1by = 0, “up” and “down” buckling are equivalent (to this order of expansion). If by;byg # 0, the lowest buckling
force is selected. Thus a = a.. if by byg = 0. In particular, this shows that
A2 1 (20bubyol A [dA2 L,
Fi = 5_2 - Z (T + T + 3b11 + 2b20/l* +4b20(2b20 - 3b02)
4(3by1c30 + baocar) N 24.(6b11c30 + 5bhycar)
Vda., 3Vd
For the lowest buckling mode with A, = 2z, for ¢30 = ¢21 = 0, and identifying byg = A, b1 = B,bpy = C,d = d 3, this

establishes Eq. (3) of the main text. Equation (B54) stresses however, that, for a general surface, corrections to the quadratic
surface studied in the main text already enter at this order of expansion.

— sign(b11bp) ” +0(?). (B54)

Asymmetric buckling. Next, we take y{(s) = y(liii)(s) to analyse asymmetric buckling. We will use Egs. (B16) throughout

to simplify the results. Identically to the flat case, Eq. (B25c¢) gives

a? (A, sin Ays +2c0s A.s — 2)% +2x(s) = 0, (B55)
so, with x5 (0) = 0, we find, again,
a2
x(5) = o {(22 - 4) sin24,s + 32 sin Ays — 164, cos A5 + 44, cos 24,5 — 24, [ (22 + 12)s - 6] } . (B56)
Again as in the flat case, requiring x,(1) = —d gives the relation between d and the amplitude a and d, which is again given by
Eq. (B45). Next, Eq. (B25a) yields
302/12 2 . ’
—— [(A7 — 4) sin 2,5 + 44, cos 21.s] +22((s) = 0, (B57)
s0, identically to the flat case,
3
Ao(s) = Cay + galef [(A7 - 4) cos 24,5 — 44, sin24.s] (B58)

where C), is a constant of integration to be determined. As in the symmetric case, the curved surface geometry first enters the
problem in the equation for y,, which we obtain from Eq. (B25b),

20, [~2ad_1 8in Ays + add_y cos A.s + 2b11baodi(s — 1)] + A2y (s) + ¥4 (5) = 0. (B59)
Imposing y2(0) = y5(0) = y2(1) = y5(1) = 0 then gives

2b11b
ya(s) = ﬁ {[14 = 22(s = 2)] sin dus — A, [A2s(s = 1)(s —2) + (25 + 3) cos dus + 125 = 3] } + Cp,y T (s),  (B60a)

*

_2biiby

A1 = ,
! 3a

(B60b)
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where Cy, is another constant of integration. Again, we need to continue the expansion. From Eq. (B25b), we now obtain

3/14 Cl3ﬂ3
12a32% cos 24,5 + £ (A2 = 12) cos 3.5 +3a (A2 — 4) A3 sin 24,5 + i (4 -322)sin 3.5
-

+ 2”6175 {27a* X6 +32b202% [9a (boy — 2bao) + 3abyi Cy, — b2 bao(s — 2)] +36a22% (3a> - 262 s — 2) + 32063, b2}

A
- 60752 2 {27a* 26 + 364 (3a% - 2) 4% + 9642 [3a(baboy — 2b2 + b2, s) + b11baCy, | +64b%, b2 (25 + 1)}

a
+ A2 {4abybag — 4as(2bpbag + b)) +2(s = 1) [3b11c30(s + 1) + bagear (s +3)]} + 225 (s) + ¥4 (s) = 0, (B61)

subject to y3(0) = y5(0) = y3(1) = y;(1) = 0, which yields

y3(s) = e [18a4(3,1§ —4)A¢ sin 30,5 — 9a* (22 — 12) 23 cos 34,5 — 144a* (22 — 4) At sin 21,5 — 576a* A3 cos 24,5
ad;
—~ 165in A*s(9a4/li [A2(25 — 1) = 16] +2b3, {3a?22 [22(65% + 25 — 1) +23]
+4b3 [A2(25% = 65 = 7) + 21|} + 6abag {4abor A2 [A(1 = 25) + 16] + ¢y [43(6s — 13) — 10047 — 48]}
+ 18abyyc30 [14(25 — 5) — 4422 48]) + 162, cos /l*s(—6a/lf(23 +3)(3a322 - 8abyybag + 6bc21)
+b}, {3a%22(64%5% — 85 +27) +4b3, [242(s — 4)s — 85+ 49|} — 36abi1c3022 (25 + 3))
+ /1*(1617%] {3a%A2 [2522 (45 — 1) +27(2s — 1)] — 4b3 (6425 — 505 +49)} — 9a* (A% + 148) A% (25 — 1)
+96abag {4abpA?(2s — 1) [A2(s — 1)s + 6] + a1 [247(65% —445+9) — AL (s — 1)s(s*+55—13) — 48s]}
+288aby1c30 [202(652 — 205 +3) — As (s> — 65+ 5) — 48s] )] +Cyy T (s), (B62a)
Cy = 27614/12 + 36614/111 + 24(1/1% [46!1720(51902 - 6b20) + ]36!]9%1 + 4b11b2()Cy2 —6b11c30 — 6b20C21] + 4]6[)%117%0 (B62b)
)= .

1444222
Again, we still need to determine Cy,. Equation Eq. (B25c¢) gives
2a(A,sin s +2cos Ays —2)

(/1* sinA.s [3aCy, A7 +4b11bag(s + 1) = 22 [6aCy, + b11b(3s* +4)] = 24b11 by

322
2 2 4ab20b11s 2 .
408 4,5 {6aCy, A2 + 2by1bog [12 = A2(s — 2)]}) 4 2 [(A25+2) sin s + (1= 45) + 4. (25 = 1) cos Lus]
+2x(s) =0, (B63)
whence, requiring x3(0) = x3(1) =0,
b b
x3(s) = % {322 [s(45? =25 = 5) +2] +2 [22(35® = 4) — 8(s — 2)] cos dus — (A% — 4) (s — 2) cos 2.5
— 42, (s +2)(3s — 4) sind,s + 4. (s —2) sin 24,5 + 12(s - 2)}, (B64a)
13b11b20
Cy, =——. B64b
” 3aA? (B64b)
Finally, we can determine the buckling forces at s = 0 and s = 1, finding
21 (4byib 222 2(b b 4b 1367
Fo= X L(4bubxn) Had (12— 4) - (b11¢30 + boocar) £ 2020 (5 o)+ —1 | 4 0(0), (B65a)
I 3a 8 a 3
Fi = Fy +2b30A2 + O(0). (B65b)
Similarly to the symmetric case, this implies
/lz 1 (2|b11bog| As 1 2 2 2 32
Fil=— ——-|———— |+ =|3d(1; —4) + 8b20(5by, — 6b 26b 2b5,A
=5 {,( Wi *g (A —4) + 8b29(5bo2 20) +26b7, +2b5) A
61.(b b
— sign(b11b) (b11c30 + 20621)]+0(€)' (B66)
Vd
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Analogously to the discussion in the main text, this shows that, for all buckling modes, the expressions for the forces in Eqs. (B54)
and (B66) lose asymptoticity when d = O (¢ -2/ 3) ord =0 ({’2). We are therefore left to discuss these cases of “large” and “small”
buckling.

“Large” asymptotic buckling of a short relaxed elastic line

We first consider the “large” buckling case, in which we write 6 = £*/3d as discussed in the main text. The new buckling
ansatz is therefore

x(s) = X(5) + 3x4/3(5) + Cxa(s) + O (£31), (B67a)
¥(5) =Y (5) + EPyy3(5) + € yasa(s) + Cya(s) + 0(£57), (B67b)
A(s) = A(s) + C72A0(5) + P43 (s) + €225 5(5) + A0(s) + O(£2F). (B67c)

Leading-order solution. Again, we solve Eqs. (B25) order-by-order. From Eq. (B25a), we find that A ,(s) = AZ4/3(s) =0
Setting A_» = A2/2 again, this turns Eq. (B25b), at leading order, into the eigenvalue problem

iy’z’/g(s) +y575(s) =0, subject to y2/3(0) = 35(0) = y2/3(1) = 3 5(1) = 0. (B68)
This is the same problem that we solved earlier, so the eigenvalues and symmetric and asymmetric buckling modes are still given
by Egs. (B6) and (B10).

Symmetric buckling. With y,/3(s) = (”)(s) Egs. (B25) now give differential equations for x4/3(s), A_4/3, and y4/3(s), viz.,

235
a
@’ A sin” Aus +2x) 5(s) = 0 > = sin 2. +207 5 5(s) =0, 2ad 4347 oS dus + A2yY 5 (5) + Y[ 3(s) = 0. (B69)

Imposing x4/3(0) = y4/3(0) = y;f/3 (0) = yas3(1) = y;/3(1) = 0, these equations yield

2 294

a“ A, . 1 —cosA,s 3aA;
X4/3(S) = - y4/3(S) = Cy4/3T, /1_4/3 = O, /1_2/3(6‘) = C/l_2/3 + T COoS 2/1*5‘, (B70)
where Cy, ;, Ca_, , are constants of integration that remain undetermined at this stage. Requiring x4/3(1) = —d recovers the now

familiar relation (B45) between the buckling amplitude @ and the compression d. We continue the expansion using Eq. (B25b),
which now yields

/12
f [9a° A% cos 34,5+ a(16Ca_,,, — 3a”A}) cos Aus +32b11b2o(s — 1) | + 4295 (5) + 5" (5) = 0, (B71)

subject to y2(0) = ¥5(0) = y2(1) = y5(1) = 0. This implies

ya(s) = 000 A2+ 128b11b2o(2 - 35)| = 3a’A3(s — 1) — 3a° A} cos 30,5 + 3@ 43 cos 34, (us — sin A..s)
+ 6427 [3aCy, — 2b11bag(s — 2) (s — 1)s] — 192 cos A5 (aCy, A2 + 6b11b2g) + 1152b11by} (B72a)
322 2byb
Ciyp =g = — . (B72b)

in which Cy, is another constant of integration. From Eq. (B25c),
(22,5 —sin24,s)
42, ’

= 0, whence x>(s) = y4/3(s) = 0. We can now

Y4/3

aCY4/3

sin® A,s +x(5) =0 =  x(s) = (B73)

where we have imposed x> (0) = 0. The condition x»(1) = 0 now implies C,,
compute the buckling forces at s =0 and s = 1,

/IZ 1 (a2/lf: _4b11b20)
a

4/3

Fo= +0(1) = F +O(1). (B74)

RN

As above, this implies that, in the lowest buckling mode, a = a.. if b11b9 = 0. Now, in particular,

L_ AL 1 (dAZ 24, |biibxl
In the lowest buckling mode, 1. = 2&, so, on identifying byg = A, b1; = B, we recover Eq. (5) of the main text, as required.

More generally, this shows that, for each buckling mode, one of “up” or “down” buckling undergoes a snap-through instability,
as discussed in the main text for the lowest mode.
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(i

) )(s), Eqgs. (B25) again give differential equations for x4/3(s), A-4/3, and y,3,

Asymmetric buckling. Now taking y>/3(s) =y

a® (L. sin dus +2cos Aus — 2)° + 2x(, 13)(5) =0, (B76a)

Saz/l;z 2 . ,
— [(47 — 4) sin 24,5 + 44, cos 21,5 + 24", 1;3(5) =0, (B76b)
2a,4_4/3(A, cos dus = 2sin dus) + A2y} 5 (s) + ¥ /5(s) =0, (B76¢)

Imposing x4/3(0) = y4/3(0) =y} 5(0) = yas3(1) =y} (1) = 0 again, these imply

(12

Xay3() = o [(A7 = 4) sin 24,5 + 32 sin A5 — 164, c0S A.s + 42, €08 24,5 — 24, (A7s + 125 = 6) |, (B77a)
Cy4/3 .
ya3(s) = e (2.5 = Ay = 2sin dus + A, cos A.s), (B77b)

3a% 22
8
430 Ca_yy5 still to be determined. The expansion of Eq. (B25b) now gives

Aoapp=0,  Ap3=Ch,,+ [(22 = 4) cos 24,5 — 44, sin24,s] (B77¢)

with the constants of integration C,,
ad. . 2,2 2 . . 2(92 2
—— (Axcos Ays — 2sin A, s) §3a“ AL |3(As — 4) cos 24,5 + 84, sin A5 — 124, sin 24,5 + 16 cos A,.s — 6a” (A5 + 4)A;
4

+8Ca, } +4b11bods(s = 1) + A2y5 (s) + y5" (5) = 0, (B78)

subject to y2(0) = ¥5(0) = y2(1) = y5(1) = 0. Introducing another constant of integration Cy,, we find

1
ya(s) = ST (Af {~165sin A.s [a’ (6475 — 347 — 48) — 24aCy, + 8by1ba(s — 2)| — 48a’ (A7 — 4) sin 2.
+6a° (342 = 4) sin 34,5 — 3a° A, (A% = 12) cos 34,5 — 1924’ A, cos 24,5} + 1792b11 b sin A
+128b11b20A, [3 = A2s(s —2)(s — 1) — 125] = 3aA] (25 — 1) [a* (A7 + 148) + 64C,, |
=32, cos A, [3aA’(2a’s + 3a* +2Cy,) +4b11b2 (25 +3)] ) (B79a)
az/lf 2 2b11b20
C/Lz/3 = 7(3/1* + 4) - T (B79b)

From Eq. (B25c), we now obtain an equation for x,(s),

2
A A . As ,
4aCy, sin’ TS (/l* cos Ts —2sin 2s) +2x5(s) = 0, (B80)

which, on imposing x,(0) = 0, integrates to

aC A,
x2(s) = 4;’3 [—2/1*(13 +12) s + (42 — 4) sin 24,5 + 32, sin* TS +32sin A, |, (B81)

*

However, the boundary condition x,(1) = 0 implies C,,
forcesats =0and s =1,

43 = 0, whence x2(s) = y4/3(s) = 0. We can now obtain the buckling

0=

*

4> 1 [az/lz

4b11b
) 11020 _
s |y BT [rom=Riro. .

Again, this shows that a = a, if by b9 = 0 in the lowest buckling mode. More generally, this shows that, as for the symmetric
buckling mode, on of “up” and “down” buckling undergoes a snap-through instability in each asymmetric mode.

“Small” asymptotic buckling of a short relaxed elastic line

We now turn to the “small” buckling case, in which we write 6 = £*d, as discussed in the main text. The new buckling ansatz
is therefore
A-2(s) . A-1(s)

2 Ty

x(5) = X(5) + Cxa(s) + O(6%),  y(s) =Y(s) + Cya(s) +O(6),  As) = A(s) + +0(1), (B83)
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so boundary conditions (B41) imply, in particular x4(1) = —d. On expanding Eq. (B25a), we find that A_, and A_; are both
constants. Again, we write 1_p = A2)2. Equation (B25b) then gives

4b11baoA?(s — 1) + A2y (s) + ¥4 (s) =0 subject to y2(0) = y5(0) = y2(1) = y5(1) = 0. (B84)

This means that even the leading-order buckling problem now differs from the corresponding problem in the flat case if and
only if b11by9 # 0. This heralds the fundamental differences between flat buckling and buckling on general curved surfaces. If
b11byg # 0, the solution of this problem is
3 2b11b2o

31, (A,sin A, +2cos A, — 2)

ya(s) = {/l*(l — 35+ 65> — 2s3) + [/ﬁs(s -1(s-2) - 3] sin A, + 3 sind,s — A, cos A.s

+ 3sin [, (1 = 5)] = 22, cos [, (1 = 5)] + A (s = 2)(25* =25 — 1) cos .} . (B8S)

In particular A, now remains undetermined at leading order. Equation (B25c) now yields a differential equation for x4(s),

1 (A {(3s> +4)sinA, +2sind,s —4sin [A.(1 = s)]} =6 {(s? + 1) (1 — cos A,) +cos [A.(1 = 5)] +cos A.s} g
3 A sind, +2cosd, —2
8s
B A (A, sind, +2cos A, —2)
+ (3= 242s) sin [A.(1 = 5)] +22.(45° = 95> + 35+ 1) cos A, + 4. (35 — 1) cos s — A.(35 +2) cos [A.(1 = 5)]}

{A(1 = 65+ 1857 — 857) + [AZs(4s> — 95 +4) — 3] sin A, + (425 + 3) sin A5

—3(s—4)%s% +

0, (B86)
which gives, on imposing x4(0) = 0,

A
b2 b% csct ==
11720 5

xa(s) =— > (60/& sin A, + 6042 sin 21, + 3841257 sin A, — 1921257 sin 24, — 1440225 sin A,

36041, (/l* cot% — 2)

+7204%5% sin 24, + 13804257 sin A, — 6904257 sin 24, — 3 {~90sin A, +2435(8s* — 30s° +30s% - 15)
+455in 24, + 61, (325° — 1205* + 110s® — 557 — 255 +5) + 60 sin [A. (s — 2)] + 180 sin A5 — 15sin 2,5
—60sin [A,(s + 1)] + 180sin [A.(1 — 5)] — 30sin [A.(1 — 25)] + 15sin [24,(1 — 5)]} — 604257 sin A,

— 604257 sin 24, — 604257 sin [A.(s — 2)] + 604%s% sin A5 + 10(3425? — 185% — 442) sin [ (s + 1)]
+10(3225% + 545> — 42%) sin [4.(1 — 5)] — 360s% sin A, + 180s% sin 24, + 180s% sin [, (s — 2)]

+22, c0s 21, [2425(125" — 4557 + 4557 — 10) — 965> + 360s* — 330s° — 1055 + 455 + 90|

+ 54052 sin A5 + 210,52 cos [, (s — 2)] — 90,.5% cos A5 — 2702, 5% cos [A.(1 — 5)] — 420425 sin A,

+ 120425 sin 24, + 8042 sin [A.(s — 2)] — 8042 sin A5 — 542 sin 24,5 + 2042 sin [A,.(1 — 25)]

+204% sin [24.(1 = )] + 24, cos A, [384s” — 1440s* + 1320s> + 60s* + 10(247 — 27) s — 45]

— 2404, cos [A.(s — 2)] + 604, cos [22.(s — 1)] + 1204, cos A.s — 304, cos 24,5 + 3001, cos [A.(1 — 5)]
— 304, cos [, (1 — 25)] + 30 (55% — 6) cos [, (s + 1)]). (B87)

The boundary condition x4(1) = —d then yields a relation between d and A,
e b2 b3, {24, [2142 + 72 + (2022 — 6) cos A, + (442 — 66) cos 24, | — 3 [ (5242 + 60) sin A, + (1942 — 30) sin 24, | }
904, (A, sin A, +2cos A, —2)?

which is Eq. (4) in the main text. In particular, d — oo as A, — 2=, which is consistent with recovering the result for “large”
buckling. Conversely, as noted in the main text,

. (B88)

175d

A= +0(d?). (B89)
b2 b2
11720

We further obtain Fy = £7242 + O(¢™') = Fy. This is consistent with F, = 0, but only proves that F, = O(¢7!), i.e., is
asymptotically smaller than in the flat case. Higher-order terms could of course be obtained by continuing this expansion, but
proving that F, = 0 would require knowledge of all higher-order terms. Obtaining this terms or proving that F, = 0 in a different
way is beyond the scope of our calculations.
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3. Intrinsic Euler buckling on curved surfaces

As discussed in the main text, the previous section analysis “extrinsic” buckling because the Lagrangian minimises the total
curvature of the elastic line, which is an extrinsic quantity. Intrinsic buckling replaces Eq. (1) of the main text with

11 ke(s)? !
L= E/o ggz ds _/0 A(s) [a(s)* - 1] ds, (B90)

where k, () is the geodesic curvature of the elastic line. Let r(x, y) = (x, y, h(x, y)) be a point on the surface to which the elastic
line is confined, where A (x, y) is still given by Eq. (B21). The coefficients of its first fundamental form [10] are therefore

or Or or Or or Or
E - . F - — . — = — . —, Bl
(x,y) o o (x,y) o 3y’ G(x,y) 3 9y (B91)
In terms of these coeflicients,
a(s)® = E(x(5),y(5))x(5)> + 2F (x(5), (5))x" ()Y’ (s) + G (x(5), ¥(5))y’ (5)*, (B92a)
Kg(5) = /g(x(5),¥(5)) {1 x (x(5), ¥(8))x" () =Ty (x(8), ¥ (8)) ¥ ()34 [ 207 5y (x(5), y(5)) =T xx (x(5), ¥(5)) ] ¥ (5)2Y (5)
= (25 y (x(8), () = T 3y (x(5), (5)) | &' (8)y"(5)* + X' (5)y” (5) = x" (5)y" (5)} , (B92b)
in which g = EG — F? and the Christoffel symbols satisfy
pr. - GEx - 2FFa+FEy . 2EF. ~EEy = FE o= GEy=FGux B930)
28 28 2g
EG,-2FF ,+FG 2GF, -GG, -FG EG - FFE
y — >y 5y s X X - >y s X >y y — s X >y
Iy, 72 , Iy, o2 , Iy —2g , (B93b)

where commata denote differentiation. Meanwhile, the boundary conditions of the problem remain unchanged. To solve the
buckling problem, we therefore need to determine, again, first the shape of the relaxed line, and then compute the buckled shapes
under compression. It is clear that Eq. (B90) is minimised if k¢ (s) = 0, and this minimum value is attained by a geodesic.

Asymptotic calculation of the shape of a geodesic

To determine the shape of the relaxed elastic line for £ < 1, we could again solve the Euler-Lagrange equations, but it is more
elegant to solve the geodesic equations asymptotically. They are [10]

X7 (8) + T i (x(), Y(9))¥ ()7 + 21y (x(5), y(5))x" () (5) + Ty (x(5), ¥(5))y" (5)* = 0, (B94a)
Y (8) + T xx (6 (5), y ()X ()7 4207 1y (x(5), Y ()2 ()" () + T 3y (x(5), ¥(5)) " (5)* = 0. (B94b)

Again assuming the geodesic to be clamped at the origin in the x-direction without loss of generality, the boundary conditions
for these equations are

x(0) =0, y(0) =0, x'(0) =1, y'(0) =0. (B95)
Similarly to the extrinsic problem, we seek the solution of Eqs. (B94) subject to boundary conditions (B95) in the form
x(s) =xo(s) +€x1(s) + fzxz(s) + €3x3(s) + 0(54), y(s) = yo(s) +Lyi(s) + é’zyz(s) + €3y3(s) + 0(6’4). (B96)
Solution at orders O (1) and O (£). The geodesic equations Eq. (B94) yield
xg (s) =0, o (5) =0, xy(s) =0, ¥y (s) =0, (B97)
subject to xo(0) = yo(0) = y;(0) = x1(0) = x7(0) = y1(0) = y{(0) =0 and x;(1) = 1, so
xo(s) = s, yo(s) =0, x1(s) =0, yi(s) =0. (B98)

Solution at orders O (£*) and O (£*). The geodesic equations Eq. (B94) now give
4b3os+x5(s) =0,  18bagcos® +x5(s) =0,  2bxbiis+y5(s) =0,  2bxcas® +6biicis® +y7(s) =0,  (B99)
subject to x2(0) = x}(0) = y2(0) = y5(0) = x3(0) = x5(0) = y3(0) = y5(0) = 0. Hence

2byos? 3byoczos” bobiis? st
() =-=F—  w)=-T00— ()= ya(s) =g (bwen +3buex).  (B100)
Combining these solutions, the geodesic, i.e. the shape of the relaxed elastic line is now
2bys® ,  3b 4 byobis® 4
X(s) = s — ;OS 2 - 2053(” o),  Y(s)= —QOT“S{Z - %(bzocﬂ +3b1c30)® +0(6Y).  (B101)



16

Asymptotic buckling of a short geodesic

We are now ready to solve the buckling problem: We solve the Euler-Lagrange equations of Eq. (B90) subject to the boundary
conditions (B41), noting that the geodesic shape (B101) replaces the previous result (B40) for the shape of the relaxed elastic
line. Again, we assume that the relative compression has the scaling 6 = £%d, with d = O(1), and take the buckling ansatz

x(s) = X(5) + Cx2(s) +O(L),  y(s) =Y (s) +Lyi(s) +Cy3(s) + O (),  A(s) = €7 2A_2(s) + Ao(s) + O(£%), (B102)

We note that this ansatz is simpler than the ansatz (B42) that we used for the extrinsic buckling problem: For example, there is
no term at order 0({’2) in the expansion of y(s). The fact that this simpler ansatz works is the reason why the intrinsic buckling
problem will turn out to be less interesting.

Leading-order solution. ~ Atleading order, we find that 1_,(s) = A2/2 is constant, from which we obtain, again, the eigenvalue
problem /lfy'l’(s) +y1"(s) = 0, subject to y1(0) = ¥1(0) = y1(1) = y{(1) = 0. This means that the eigenvalues are still given by
Egs. (B9b), with symmetric and asymmetric buckling modes given by Egs. (B10).

Symmetric buckling. As in the case of extrinsic buckling, we first analyse the symmetric buckling modes. With
yi(s) = y(l")(s), and expanding the Euler-Lagrange equations of Eq. (B90), we find

, 5a%2° . , 9 ..o
225(s) + 2 sin24,s =0, 2x5(s) +ald;sin” A,s =0, (B103)
which, with x;(0) = 0, integrate to
5a22t 20,
Ao(s) =Cy, + a8 % cos 24,5, x3(s) = _a8 (24,5 — sin24,5), (B104)

where C,, is a constant of integration. The boundary condition x,(1) = —d shows that the relation (B45) between the buckling
amplitude a and d continues to hold. At next order, we find

/12
% {cos Aus [16(2bgabog +2b7, + Cay) — Ta* A% +9a* A cos 3.5 + 32bgabog — 16b7, A5 sin dus} + A7y5 (s) +¥5" (5) = 0.

(B105)
Imposing y3(0) = y5(0) = y3(1) = y;(1) = 0, this implies
1
y3(s) = e {a’A} — @’ At cos 30,5 + 16a cos A5 [48bpbag + by, (2475 + 1) | — 16a(48bpabao + bi,)
~32a22s [4bpaba (s — 1) + b3, | = 32ad. (25 — 1) (b3, — 4boabag) sin dus} + Cy v (), (B106a)
Ta?Ad b2,
C/lo = 16 + Zb()zbz() - 7, (B106b)

in which C,, is another constant of integration that do not need to determine. Indeed, we can now obtain the buckling forces at
s=0ands =1,
A a’A) D dAd 2 2

:5—2+ 2 £—2+7+K+0(€), F1 = Fo +2b5,A; + O({), (B107)
using Eq. (B45) and expressing the result in terms of the Gaussian curvature K = 4bgpboy — b%l of the surface at the origin.
Unlike extrinsic buckling, “up” and “down” buckling are equivalent, even if b1by9 # 0. Moreover, for each buckling mode, the
associated critical force is F, = A2/€>+K (+ Zbgo/li), which, by comparison with the results for flat buckling, is seen to represent
a mere shift of the critical force in that case. Finally, for the lowest buckling mode, 4. = 2=, and identifying byg = A, by = B,
we recover Eq. (6) of the main text, as required.

+4bgrboy — b%l + 0(5) =

Fy

Asymmetric buckling. Finally, we analyse asymmetric intrinsic buckling. Once again, we will make use of Eqgs. (B16) to
simplify the results. Taking y(s) = y(]'")(s), the Euler-Lagrange equations of Eq. (B90) yield

5a%23

225(s) + [(AF = 4) sin 22,5 + 44, cos 24,5] =0, 2x5(s) + a*(Au sin Aus + 2 cos Aos — 2)* = 0. (B108)

Imposing x;(0) = 0 and integrating gives

5a°2% .
Ao(s) = Cyy + —5 [(A —4) cos 21,5 — 44, sin2,s] , (B109a)
2
x2(s) = a [(AZ — 4) sin 22,5 +32sin A5 — 164, cos Ays + 44, c0s 22,5 — 24, (A2s + 125 = 6) ], (B109b)

84



17

where, once again, C,, is a constant of integration not determined at this order. In now familiar fashion, requiring x(1) = —d
yields, once again, the relation (B45) between the buckling amplitude a and d. At next order, we get

‘%* {4, cos s [~T7a?22(22 +4) + 32bgabog — 32b7, (s — 1) + 16C,, | + A7 [2sin A.5(7a?22 +28a* — 857, 5)

+24a* (A2 - 4) sin 24,5 + 18a%(4 — 322) sin 34,5 + 94?2, (22 — 12) cos 3.5 + 96a> A, cos 24,5
— 32sin dus(2boabag +2b7, + Cay) — 324, [boabao(2s — 1) + by s|} +A2y5 (5) + y§" (s) = 0. (B110)

Together with y3(0) = y4(0) = y3(1) = y;(1) = 0, this yields

y3(s) = — 19;2 (16 sin A.s {a® (6547 = 34 = 4822) + 2a [4boabag (12 = 2225 + 16) + b3, (6425 + 2225 — A2 +23) |}
+A.(25 = 1) [3a722(22 + 148) — 32aA2s(4boabaos — 4boabag +2b7,s + bT,) — 48a(16bpabag +9b7, ) |
+192a% 27 cos 21,5 +48a’ A2 (A% — 4) sin 24,5 + 6a” A2 (4 — 34%) sin 34,5 + 323 (A2 - 12) cos 3.5
+16ad. cos Aus [2(2s +3)(3a%A% — 8babag) — b3, (6425 — 85 + 27)]) +Cyy M (), (B111a)
Ca = % [3a%22 (742 +20) = 32bgabag + 853, ] - (B111b)

The constant of integration Cy, does not need to be determined, because we can now compute the buckling forces at s = 0 and
s = 1, finding

201 201
Fy= f—; *52 [3a%A2 (A2 — 4) = 32boabag + 8b7, | + O(0) = 5—2 e [-2K +3d(a2 - 4)] +0(0), (B112a)
Fi = Fy +2b5,A% + 0(0), (B112b)

with the answer expressed again in terms of the Gaussian curvature K = 4bgyby — b%l of the surface at the origin. As in the
symmetric case, “up” and “down” buckling is equivalent, and the critical force is merely shifted compared to the flat case.

4. Numerical solution of the buckling problem

In this final section, we discuss the numerical solution of the Euler-Lagrange equations (B25). We first note that these
equations have an explicit integral

3k(s)?

A(s) = Ao + 1

(B113)

where A is a constant of integration. This first integral is related to the tangential force balance on the elastic line [15]. A more
pedestrian of deriving this is the following: Direct computation, facilitated by MATHEMATICA, shows that

dL d’L
=4 (1-Ly) -20—=2 - =24 _6xi, (B114)

0=2x"(L
ol ds ds3

dL  d’L , dL, d*Ly»

ds T ds? ) +2y (L’y ds T ds?
using the Euler-Lagrange equations Eq. (B25a) and Eq. (B25b). On imposing L a(s) = L', (s) = L"}(s) = 0 from Eq. (B25¢),
this immediately integrates to Eq. (B113).

With this first integral, the Euler-Lagrange equations (B25a) and (B25b) are fourth-order differential equations for x(s), y(s),
respectively, with one unknown parameter, 4g. Eight of the nine boundary conditions needed are given by Eqs. (B26) or (B41).
The final condition follows by differentiating Eq. (B25c¢) to obtain x’(s)x” (s) + y’(s)y” (s) = 0. For s = 0, using x’(0) = 1 and
¥’ (0) = 0, as required by Egs. (B26) or (B41), this gives x”/(0) = 0, which is the final condition that we need.
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