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Abstract

The problem of determining the deformation and the stress field in a finitely sized thin elastic sheet
with an isolated positive wedge disclination is discussed. The deviations from the perfect cone solution,
which exists for the infinite sheet with elastic inextensibility, are studied for the cases of free, simply
supported, and clamped boundary conditions. The Gaussian curvature field no longer has a Dirac
singularity at the defect location whenever elastic extensibility is allowed and is necessarily negative in
certain regions away from the defect core for the considered boundary conditions. Similarly, the stress
field has no Dirac singularity in the presence of elastic extensibility. Both of these fields, however,
develop Dirac concentrations as inextensibility is approached, regardless of the plate size and boundary
conditions. The effect of the boundary conditions on the buckling transition from a flat to a conical

solution is also studied.

1 Introduction

Isolated conical singularities due to positive wedge disclinations appear ubiquitously as point defects in
thin elastic sheets with two-dimensional crystalline order [1,6]. Such disclinations can also be introduced
in a sheet of paper by first removing a wedge and then gluing together the two exposed edges. The
resulting conical deformation, and the singular stress field, are a consequence of the concentration in the
disclination induced strain incompatibility without any external influence [7,9,10]. This is in contrast
with the developable cones (d-cones) which are formed in response to external forces while maintaining
compatibility of the strain field; they appear commonly in crumpled sheets [12]. The precise problem
of our interest is to determine the deformation and stress field in a finitely sized elastic sheet with a
single positive disclination. The solution to the disclination problem is straightforward when we idealise
the thin elastic sheet as a Foppl-von Karmén plate of infinite extent with elastic inextensibility [9]. The
deformed shape then is a perfect cone with a Dirac concentration in both the Gaussian curvature and the
stress field. The Gaussian curvature field vanishes elsewhere while stresses decay as the inverse squared

distance from the defect. The aim of this paper is to study the deviations from the ideal solution when
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the Foppl-von Kdarman plate is bounded and has finite extensional elasticity. We do so by combining
tools from measure theory and distribution theory with finite element based numerical simulations. The
central contributions of our work are summarized next.

We show that both the Gaussian curvature and the stress field do not contain a Dirac concentration
at the defect location, although they remain unbounded therein, as long as we consider finite elastic
extensibility. This result is true regardless of our choice of material parameters, of the size of the plate,
and of the type of boundary condition. The Dirac source in the Féppl-von Karmén equation (see (la)
below) is in fact completely balanced by a Dirac concentration in the scaled biharmonic of stress function.
Furthermore, as we consider the limit towards inextensibility, Gaussian curvature and stress both develop
a Dirac concentration, as expected from the idealised solution. Next, we look at Gaussian curvature fields
away from the defect. We provide several analytical insights on the behaviour of the Gaussian curvature,
and its slope, at the boundary locations. With our numerical simulations we verify our analytical claims
and also illustrate the variation in the curvature behaviour with respect to varying extensional elasticity
and for different types of boundary conditions. In particular, we establish that in almost all the considered
situations there will be regions of negative Gaussian curvature throughout the plate. Finally, we discuss
the buckling problem and investigate how the buckling transition is affected by the values of Poisson’s
ratio and our choice of boundary conditions (free, simply supported, or clamped). We observe that the
critical buckling elastic modulus (while keeping all other parameters fixed) is lowest for free boundaries
and highest for clamped boundaries.

We now provide a brief outline of the paper. In Section 2 we discuss some general aspects of the
problem in order to motivate the specific concerns that are addressed in rest of the paper. In particular,
we emphasise the non-uniqueness in the stress solution, and the Dirac concentration therein, for the
infinite plate with inextensional elasticity, the ill-posedness of the inextensional problem for a finite plate,
and the details of a typical numerical simulation. In Section 3 the nature of the Gaussian curvature and
the stress field is investigated in a close vicinity of the defect both for finite extensional elasticity and the
inextensional limit. In Section 4 we discuss the effect of boundary conditions on the Gaussian curvature

field (away from the defect) and the buckling transition. The paper concludes in Section 5.

2 The boundary value problem

We consider a positive disclination of strength s located at a point o within the two-dimensional (2D)
simply-connected plate domain w with a piecewise smooth boundary dw. Working within the Féppl-von
Karméan formalism, we can determine the stress field o and the deformed shape w of the materially

uniform, isotropic, elastic plate, in the absence of inertial and body forces, using equations
1 1
EAsz + 3 [w, w] = sd, and (1a)
DA%w — [w,®] =0 (1b)
in w combined with appropriate boundary conditions [9]. Here, d, is the Dirac measure supported at point

Et3
12(1—2)

0, F is the 3-dimensional Young’s modulus, D = is the bending modulus, v is the Poisson’s ratio,
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and ¢ is the thickness of the plate. The Airy stress function & is related to the equilibriated stress field
as 0q8 = €arepc P ~¢, Where eqg is the 2D permutation symbol. The Greek indices take a value of either
1 or 2. The components are with respect to a fixed Cartesian basis and the subscript comma denotes
a derivative with respect to the coordinate. For sufficiently differentiable functions f and g, A? is the
biharmonic operator defined as A2 f = fi11+2f 1122+ f 2202 and [, -] is the Monge-Ampere bracket defined
by [f, 9] = f119,22+ f 229,11 —2f129,12. In particular, % [w, w| = det(w o) is the Gaussian curvature of the
deformed plate. In writing (1) and the formula for the Gaussian curvature we assume both ® and w to
be sufficiently smooth on w. Strictly speaking, this is overly restrictive and one alternative is to interpret
these equations in the sense of distributions. This is however not immediate due to the nonlinear terms
in the equations. In Appendix A.2 we have given the assumptions on ® and w such that both (1) and

the Gaussian curvature can be interpreted reasonably in a distributional form.

2.1 Boundary conditions

We state three types of boundary conditions that are most commonly used with Equations (1) to yield a
well posed boundary value problem [4]. All of these can be derived as part of the stationarity conditions
from the functional (13) with appropriate choice of test functions. The free boundary condition require
the plate edges to be free of forces and moments, i.e.,
=0, (VO,n) =0, )
(m,n®n)=0, and (Vim,n®t),t)+ (divm,n) =0 )
on Jw, where m is the moment tensor, constitutively given as m = —D ((1 —)V2w + VAWI), t is the
unit tangent to the boundary, n is the in-plane unit normal to the boundary, 1 is the identity tensor,
and (-,-) denotes an inner product; the operators V, A, and div represent the gradient, the Laplacian,
and the divergence, respectively. Whereas the first two conditions enforce that there are no net in-plane
forces applied at any point of the boundary, the latter two ensure that there is no moment (about t)
and no transverse shear force, respectively, being applied at any point of the boundary. The simply
supported boundary condition require the in-plane traction, the moment about the edge tangent, and the
out-of-plane displacement to all vanish at the plate boundaries, i.e.,
=0, (VP,n) =0,
(3)

(mnen)=0, andw=0

on Ow. In the clamped boundary condition, the plate boundaries are free of in-plane traction and are

clamped with respect to the out-of-plane displacement, i.e.,

=0, (Vd,n) =0,
w =0, and (Vw,n) =0

(4)

on dw. We will be discussing the solution to the disclination problem (1) subjected to either (2), (3), or
(4). The problems are analytically intractable and have to be attended numerically. There are however

two scenarios, as discussed next, when we are able to obtain exact closed form solutions.



2.2 Two exact solutions

For any of the three boundary value problems stated above, the flat plate solution, with w = 0, always

holds true. All three problems are reduced to
1
EAzq) = 50, inw, and ® =0, (V®,n) =0 on dw, (5)

whose unique solution for a circular plate of radius R is

_ Ets [, T r?  R?

with the corresponding stress field
0:%(21n%er®er—|—(21n%+1)eg®eg>, (7)

where e, and ey are the orthonormal basis vectors in polar coordinate system (r,#). The flat plate solution
is not well defined for an unbounded plate. The solution is in any case unstable beyond a critical value
of R (for fixed Ets/D) giving way to buckled solutions with w # 0 [9]. In this article we will always be
working with parametric values where the buckled solution is the stable solution.

The simplest buckled solution is obtained in the inextensional limit and an unbounded plate domain.
In the inextensional limit (Et — o), the problem statement reduces to

% [w,w] = 56, and DA%w — [w, ®] =0 in w, (8)

with the stress and moment fields vanishing identically as r — co. The stress field, and hence ®, appears
here as a Lagrange multiplier associated with the inextensibility constraint. The minimum energy solution
to this problem is given by w = ﬁr, which represents a perfect cone, and ® = —DInr, whence we

calculate
1
oc=-D (71501 + T—2(er ®e —ey® 69)> . 9)

A rigorous verification of the claim, that w = \/gr and ® = —DInr indeed solves the problem at hand,
is not straightforward. We use distribution theory to establish the result in Appendix A.2, wherein we
also derive stress field (9) from the stress function. Note that both stress and Gaussian curvature fields
develop a Dirac singularity at the location of the defect in the plate. This should be compared with (7),
where the stress is unbounded at o but has no Dirac singularity. More importantly, the stress field (9) is
independent of the defect strength s. For s = 0, and considering w = 0 as a solution, any stress function
field (including ® = —DInr) which yields a stress field vanishing at infinity is a solution. With s # 0,
irrespective of the magnitude of s, the extent of non-uniqueness in stress is significantly reduced. We
show, in Appendix A.3, that given w = \/gr the most general form of the solution for stress function
is ® =—DlInr+ go(0) + rg1(6), where go(6) and g1(0) are arbitrary periodic functions (with period 27)
which satisfy f027r ghepdd = 0 and f027r g1df = 0. The corresponding non-uniqueness in stress is given
in Equation (45) in Appendix (A.3). Due to the inextensibility constraint the variation in the stress
expressions has no bearing on the stored energy of the plate and hence all the solutions, with fixed w, are

energetically equivalent.



2.8 The inextensional problem with boundary

A somewhat surprising result is that if we consider the inextensional equations (8) for a bounded plate,
with boundary conditions of any form given in Section 2.1, then the ensuing boundary value problem has

no solution. To establish this, we start by writing a loop condition

/a {((V*w(Vw x e3)),t)dL = s, (10)

where ez is the unit vector such that {e,,eg,e3} form a right-handed orthonormal triad in R3 and
dL is an infinitesimal line element in w. Equation (10) can be derived by integrating Equation (31)
from Appendix A.2, which is the distributional counterpart of (8);, over the plate domain w and using
the Stokes’ theorem. According to (10), V2w cannot vanish everywhere on dw. We show that this is
inconsistent with free and simply supported boundary conditions. The boundary condition (m,n®n) = 0,

on using the constitutive relationship, yields
(Viw,non)=—v(Viw,t®t). (11)

Using this we can calculate the Gaussian curvature on the boundary as

%[w, w] = —u(V?w,n @ nY — (V2w,t @ n)?. (12)

Therefore, with (m,n®n) = 0 on dw, V2w # 0 implies [w, w] # 0. Since V2w cannot vanish everywhere
on Ow, the same would follow for [w,w]. This is inconsistent with (8); which requires [w,w] = 0 at each
point in w — 0. In the case of clamped boundary condition, we have w = 0 and (Vw,n) = 0 on dw, which
together imply that Vw = 0 on Ow. This, however, would trivialise the loop integral (10) and hence

render it unequal to the right-hand side constant term.

2.4 Numerical solution

We solve the boundary value problems using a finite element methodology. We have developed our own
code based on a mixed variational principle, according to which the governing equations appear as the

stationary conditions of the functional [11, p. 165]

(w, ( 2(1 — v)det(V*w)) dA — QLEt/ ((A®)? — 2(1 + v)det(V?®)) dA
(13)
%/ ((V2®(Vw x e3)), (Vw x e3)) dA + / 56,DdA,

where dA is an infinitesimal area measure on w. The square plate domain is discretised using non-
conforming C!-continuous rectangular elements and the weak form of the variational principle is used to
obtain a system of nonlinear algebraic equations. The algebraic equations are solved using an arc-length
method which is able to trace the nonlinear equilibrium path through the limit point (including snap-back
and snap-through). We note that the equations are nonlinear and hence the solutions obtained are not
unique. Different solution paths can be traced depending on the initial guess of the parameters involved

in the numerical procedure. All the solutions are stationary points of the functional II but not all are
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Figure 1: The numerical results for fields developed in response to a single positive disclination located
at the centre of a square plate; L = 2, Ft/D = 8000, D = 0.01, v = 0.3, s = 7/3, 48 x 48 mesh size, free

boundary.

necessarily stable. The stable (metastable) solution corresponds to a point of global (local) minima in
the strain energy landscape.

We state our results in terms of arbitrarily prescribed length (1) and force (f) units. The side length
of the square plate L and the deformation w both have units as [. The Gaussian curvature has a unit of
[72. The constitutive parameters Ft and D have units of [~!f and If, respectively. The stress and the
stress function have units of I=!f and [f, respectively.

We now use the numerical framework to solve a typical problem. We will use the results to motivate
the central concerns of this work. We consider a square plate with free boundary condition and a positive
disclination of strength s = 7/3 at the centre of the plate. There are no external loads acting on the
plate. We take L =2, Et/D = 8000, D = 0.01, v = 0.3, and a mesh of 48 x 48 square elements. The plate
axes are denoted as X and Y (both taking values from the interval [0,2]) with origin at one corner. The
simulation results are given in Figure 1. In solving for w we fix three corners of the plate to avoid rigid body
motions. The plate deforms into a conical shape with a rounded vertex [3]. The smoothening of the cone
tip is due to extensional elasticity; the fourth-order derivative term ( %AQCI)) acts as a regulariser for the
nonlinear Monge-Ampere bracket term. Both the Gaussian curvature field and the scaled biharmonic of
stress function (éAQCD) show singular behaviour at the defect location. However, unlike the inextensional
case, it is not clear how the Dirac in (la) is distributed between the two terms. The biharmonic plot
also reveals an interesting cusp-like feature with the function decreasing sharply to a negative value, as
one moves away from the defect, before rising again to a near zero magnitude. This feature is neither a

numerical artefact nor a consequence of the boundary conditions, as has been checked rigorously through



numerical experiments. The stresses again are singular but whether they have a Dirac singularity, or
not, is unclear. The behaviour of the deformation and Gaussian curvature, away from the defect, seems
uninteresting from the plots in Figure 1. This is however not so. Indeed, a simple conical solution for w
away from the defect will not work at the boundary. It will violate all three sets of boundary conditions

mentioned in Section 2.1.

2.5 The questions

Motivated by the discussion so far, we enumerate the questions that will be addressed in rest of this

article:

1. What is the nature of solution close to the defect? More precisely, a) whether the Gaussian curvature
field and the stress fields have a Dirac singularity at the defect location?, b) how the Dirac source
term in (la) is shared between the biharmonic and the Gaussian curvature terms?, c) are solution
fields, in the close vicinity of the defect, invariant with respect to the type of boundary conditions

considered? d) how do these solutions behave as Et/D is increased towards the inextensional limit?

2. What is the nature of solution close to the boundary? We study this question with an emphasis on
the behaviour of the Gaussian curvature field away from the defect location. In particular, a) how
the field behaves for varying extensional elasticity (going towards inextensibility) and varying plate
sizes? and b) how the three boundary conditions affect the Gaussian curvature field away from the

defect point?

3. To what extent buckling is dependent on the three boundary conditions? In this we extend the

previous work of Mitchell and Head [5] and Seung and Nelson [9].

In rest of the paper the domain w is taken to be a square plate of side length L with the disclination of
strength s located at its centre (position denoted as o). We will fix D = 0.01, s = 7/3, and v = 0.3,

unless stated otherwise.

3 Solution near the defect

We begin by resolving the concerns raised in the first question of Section 2.5. Towards this end, we
combine tools from measure theory with our numerical simulations to establish that, for finite Ft/D and
bounded plate, both the Gaussian curvature and the stress fields are unbounded at o although without
developing a Dirac singularity (in contrast with the solution for Et/D — oo and L — o0). On the other
hand, as we increase Et/D while keeping all other parameters fixed, we observe both these fields tending
to develop Dirac singularities (as expected in the inextensional limit away from the boundary). The key
to this apparent paradoxical behaviour of the singularities lies in the careful consideration of the involved
limits and the assumed measure-theoretic nature of the fields. We also show that the established singular
nature of the solution remains unaffected with respect to varying plate sizes and different boundary

conditions.
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Figure 2: The Gaussian curvature and the scaled biharmonic of ® for various mesh refinements; L = 2,
Et/D = 8000, free boundary.

3.1 The Gaussian curvature

Let © be a measure such that
dp = gdA + a,0,, (14)

where g is an integrable function and a, € R is a constant. For any measurable subset 2 C w, we have

/Q dp = /Q gdA + a,¢, (15)

where £ =1 if 0o € Q and £ = 0 otherwise. Let ), C w be a sequence of measurable subsets such that, for

each n, 0 € Q, and [, dA — 0asn — oo. Then [, du= [, gdA+ a,, which yields
/ dp — a, as n — oo. (16)
We assume both %A2® and % [w,w] to be measures like p, i.e.,
d <%A2<I>> = G1dA + a6, and (17a)

1
d <§ [W,W]> = God A + ag0,, (17b)



where G and (G5 are integrable functions and aq,as are constants. In other words, we posit both the
scaled biharmonic term and the Gaussian curvature to be given in terms of an integrable function (possibly
unbounded at 0) and a Dirac concentration. Their sum, as it appears in (1a), is equal to sé,. Consequently,
G1 = —G4 and a1 + ag = s. The former can be proved by integrating (1a) over an arbitrary ) C w with
o ¢ Q. The latter result can then be established by integrating (1a) over any arbitrary Q C w with o € Q.
We determine the values of a; and as using a series of numerical experiments where, for definiteness, we
take Et/D = 8000, L = 2, and the free boundary condition. We choose the mesh element containing o
as (2,. For a sequence of mesh refinements we plot the variations in EtA2<I> and 5 [w w] at a section of
the plate containing o, see Figures 2a and 2b. In writing a mesh size as 2/24, for instance, we refer to the
case of discretising the plate domain of side length L = 2 into 24 x 24 elements. With increasing mesh

refinement we expect an dA — 0. For each instance of the mesh refinement we calculate two numbers:

1 "p2p = fQ 1tA2<I>dA and V%O[’fmw]

to s while the latter tends to 0 with increasing mesh refinement. This suggests that a; = s and ag = 0.

= an %[W, w|]dA. We observe from Figure 2¢ that the former tends

Such a conclusion remains invariant irrespective of the choice of parameter values (as long as they remain
finite) and boundary conditions, as has been verified through several numerical simulations. The term
%AQQS therefore takes the whole of Dirac singularity. The Gaussian curvature at o is unbounded but it
does not have a Dirac concentration. This is contrary to what we observed in the inextensible case. The
elastic extensibility of the plate, no matter how weak, alters the behaviour of the Gaussian curvature
field at the defect location. Our result also explains the presence of the cusp like feature in the %A2<I>
plots. Indeed, with a; = s, ap = 0, and G; = —G5 in (17a), these plots can be interpreted in terms of a
superposition of a Dirac onto the negative of the Gaussian curvature distribution.

In order to investigate the behaviour of the solution (near o) as we approach inextensibility, we plot
1 A2<I> and 5 [w w], at a section of the plate containing o, for increasing values of Et/D, see Figures 3a
and 3b. We consider a fixed 2y containing o and evaluate the integrals V1 A% = fQ EtA2<I>dA and
VQO[WW fQ 5[w,w]dA for various values of Et/D while keeping the mesh reﬁnement of 48 x 48 ele-
ments, L = 2, and the free boundary condition. We identify Qg with the fixed domain of a single element
containing o. According to Figure 3c, V% A2a decreases monotonically, possibly towards 0, and V%O[W’W]
increases monotonically, possibly towards s, as we approach large values of Et/D. This indicates devel-
opment of a concentration in the Gaussian curvature field. The monotonicity trend persists irrespective
of the mesh refinement, plate size, and boundary condition, although with a different rate of convergence.
Moreover, for any arbitrary domain (say Q) in the vicinity of o but not containing it, we observe the

volume V{ =[5 %[W, w]dA to decrease towards zero as we increase Et/D; the results for one such

patch in ti[: ?(V)]rm of an annular region (of sixteen elements) are given in Figure 3d, with the patch shown
in the inset. All together, this indicates that the scaled biharmonic term converges to 0 while the Gaus-
sian curvature converges to a Dirac at 0o as Et — oo. Indeed, a sequence of measures f, (of the type
W) converges to sd, if, for any arbitrary open subset 2 C w, fQ fndA — s&, where £ = 1 if 0 € Q and
& = 0 otherwise. One should keep in mind that, as discussed in Section 2.3, the inextensible problem with

boundary has no solution with Gaussian curvature field given only in terms of a Dirac o. Our results
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Figure 3: The Gaussian curvature and the normalised biharmonic of ® for increasing values of Et/D;

L = 2, 48 x 48 mesh size, free boundary.

should not be seen contradictory, to those discussed in Section 2.3, for we are dealing with the solution
only in the neighbourhood of the defect. As we shall see in a following section, the value of the Gaussian
curvature, away from the defect closer to the boundary, indeed does not become vanishing small for large
values of Et/D.

We now combine the arguments presented in the last two paragraphs. We showed that, for any finite
Et, the Gaussian curvature behaves like an integrable function Go and the scaled biharmonic EtA2<I>
behaves like G| + sd,, in a neighbourhood of o, with Gy = —G1. As Et — oo, Go — sd, and 1 A2<I> — 0.
However, as shown in Appendix A.4, A?2® — ¢Ad,, where ¢ € R is a constant. Such a behav10ur of
A2® would follow from a stress field which has a Dirac concentration at o. The latter is indeed the case,
as verified numerically in the following section. The limiting behaviour of both the Gaussian curvature
and the stress are in line with the solution for the inextensional case in an unbounded plate (as obtained
earlier in Section 2.2). The corresponding solution in a bounded plate hence retains the essential aspects
of the infinite plate solution close to the defect.

For establishing that the solution close to o is not significantly affected by our choice of the boundary
condition as well as the plate size, we introduce an error

L fR wL )’dA [ (k1 —kr)®dA a8)
B Jz k3dA

for a given size (L > 1) and boundary condition, where R is a domain centred around o of a size less

than that of a unit square, w; is the deformation field corresponding to a plate of size L = 1, wp, is the

10
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deformation field for a plate of size L, k; is the Gaussian curvature field for a plate of size L = 1, and ky, is
the Gaussian curvature field for a plate of size L. For a chosen boundary condition, and for a fixed region
R, error e measures the deviation of the solution for a plate of size L from that for a plate of size L = 1.
The results are reported in Figure 4, where each plot corresponds to a different boundary condition.
Within each plot, we have reported errors for four plate sizes (L = 1.33,1.5,1.67,2) and four choices of
domain R. For the latter, we have considered square domains, with centre at o, having one mesh element
(R1), nine elements (Rg2), sixteen elements (R3), and twenty-five elements (R4). The error values are
low for every case considered. The solution in small regions enclosing the defect therefore does not vary
much for different plate sizes and boundary conditions. Moreover, for every boundary condition and plate
size, the error values are the lowest when we compute them for solutions in the smallest neighbourhood
R of o, and increasing only slightly as we move towards larger domain sizes of R. The solution close
to the defect therefore changes the least (and only minimally so) as we compare it for various boundary

conditions and plate sizes.

3.2 Stresses

We now study the singular nature of the stress field around the defect both for fixed Et/D and for Et/D
tending towards large magnitudes. The stress distribution is observed to remain invariant with respect
to the choice of the boundary conditions and plate size, while keeping all other parameters fixed. First,
we establish the nature of singularity in stress for a fixed Et/D. Following the framework developed in

the preceding section, we assume all the three Cartesian components of the stress (o11, 022, and o12) to
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Figure 6: The stress values for increasing values of Et/D; L = 2, 48 x 48 mesh size, free boundary.

be measures like i, i.e., each of them is given in terms of a integrable (possibly unbounded) function and
a Dirac concentration. As before, we take Et/D = 8000, L = 2, the free boundary condition, and choose
the smallest mesh element containing o as €2,,. For a sequence of mesh refinements we plot the variations
in the stress components 0,4 at a section of the plate containing o, see Figure 5. For each instance of the
mesh refinement we calculate three numbers: V" = an o1dA, VI = an 092d A, and V" = an o12dA.

We observe that Vfﬁ = Vf;; and V691"2 = 0, irrespective of the size of the mesh element. Moreover, with

increasing mesh refinement V" = V2" tend towards 0. Therefore, like the Gaussian curvature field, the
stresses are unbounded at o but without developing a Dirac concentration. This is again contrary to what
was derived in the inextensible case (for an unbounded plate).

Next we consider a fixed )y containing o and evaluate the integrals for increasing Et/D to investigate
the stress behaviour close to the defect in the inextensible limit. The results are given in Figure 6,
considering the free boundary condition and €y as the single element centred at o in a plate domain
discretised with 48 x 48 square elements. Whereas fQO o12dA = 0, for all values of Et/D, the integrals

VUO11 = fQo 011dA and V9

ey = fQo 092d A are both equal and increase (in magnitude) with increasing Et/D.

Also, unlike the case of Gaussian curvature, there is always a bulk contribution to the integrals. This
is clearly evident from the o9 plots in Figure 6. The limiting value of the integrals over an arbitrary
open set in w, containing o, will therefore have contributions from the limiting concentration at o and
the limiting non-zero bulk value. If we conjecture that this limiting value of the stress is of the form
given in (9) then, clearly, the limiting bulk field for stress is non-integrable and hence not well defined
for an arbitrary measurable set. We can resolve this problem by interpreting the integrals as fQ oapdA =

lim._,q fQ_ B. oqa3dA for any open set {2 containing o, where B, is an open disc of radius € centred at o.

4 The role of boundary conditions

The concerns raised in the second and the third questions of Section 2.5 are now addressed. First,
we discuss the nature of the Gaussian curvature and its slope close to the boundary points for various
boundary conditions. In doing so we are able to obtain certain definite analytical insights and their
confirmation from our numerical results. In particular, we establish that regions of negative Gaussian
curvature are inevitable in a finite plate even when we are placing a positive disclination at the centre.

Next, we investigate the role of v and the choice of boundary condition in affecting the buckling transition.
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Figure 7: The Gaussian curvature away from the defect.

4.1  The Gaussian curvature

We begin by determining the sign of the Gaussian curvature at the boundary points of the plate domain for
various boundary conditions. Recall, for the free boundary condition, that we require (m,n®mn) = 0 for all
points on dw, which on using the constitutive relation can be rewritten as (V?w,n®@n) = —v(V3w,t®1t),
assuming D # 0. If v > 0 then (V?w,n ® n) and (V2w,t ® t) are of opposite sign and if v < 0 (auxetic
materials) then they are of same sign on dw. The Gaussian curvature 3[w, w] = (V2w,n ® n)(VZw,t ®
t) — (V2w,t®n)? on Ow is therefore negative for plates with v > 0 while its sign is undecided when v < 0.
If v = 0 then (V?w,n ® n) = 0 yielding a negative Gaussian curvature on dw. For the simply supported
boundary condition, w = 0 and (m,n ® n) = 0 on dw. If in addition the boundary is piecewise straight,
as is the case for the square plate, we have Vt = 0 and Vn = 0 almost everywhere on dw. Under this
simplification, the boundary condition w = 0 can be differentiated twice to yield (V?w,t ® t) = 0 which,
on using the other boundary condition, gives (V2w,n®mn) = 0 almost everywhere on dw, regardless of the
value of v. Therefore, the Gaussian curvature for almost all the boundary points of a simply supported
square plate is necessarily negative. For the clamped boundary condition, w = 0 and (Vw,n) = 0 on
Ow. For a square plate these conditions yield (V2w,t ® t) = 0 and (V?w,t ® n) = 0 almost everywhere
on Ow. Consequently the Gaussian curvature is identically zero at almost all boundary points of the
square plate with a clamped boundary. Following similar arguments we can show that the derivative
of the Gaussian curvature, along m, also vanishes at almost all boundary points for the square plate
with clamped boundary condition. The results about the sign of Gaussian curvature for free and simply
supported boundary conditions, and those about vanishing of the same (and its slope) for the clamped
boundary condition, are in agreement with the numerical solutions in Figures 7a and 7b.

We can obtain some further analytical understanding on the nature of the Gaussian curvature, and its
slope, at the boundary if we restrict our attention to a circular plate (of radius o) with the free boundary
condition. This allows us to consider a smooth axisymmetric solution for w, away from the defect, of

the form w = f(r). Hence V2w = f"e, ® e, + (f'/r)ey ® ey, where the superscript prime denotes the

13



3[w,w]

0 1 2 0 1 2
X X
(a) Free boundary (b) Simply supported (c) Clamped

Figure 8: Regions of negative Gaussian curvature (in blue) for different boundary conditions; L = 2,
Et/D = 8000, 48 x 48 mesh size.

derivative with respect to 7. The Gaussian curvature and its slope along the radial direction can then be

written as

2

1 f/f// o (1[w w]> _ Lﬂ N f/f/// B f/f// (19)
T )

§[w,w] = and o " " o
respectively. The moment tensor takes the form

m:—D<<f"+Vf7/> er®er+<uf”+7/> €9®€9>. (20)
The boundary condition (2)3 then implies f” = —v(f’/ro) whereas (2)4 yields f"+(f"/ro)— (f'/ro?) = 0.
It is reasonable to assume that f(r) is close to a cone like solution in the sense that f' ~ \/s/—w, as is
clear from our numerical simulations. Consequently, f” ~ —+/s/m(v/ro) and f" =~ /s/7(1 + v)/ro>.
Substituting these into (19) we obtain

1 sv 0 (1 s(1+wv)?
§[w,w] lp— and o <§[w,w]> N (21)

The Gaussian curvature and its slope at the boundary therefore scale as —(1/79%) and (1/r¢?), respectively,
with the size of the domain. Taking the effective radius of the square plate with side L as ro = L/+/T,
we superpose the analytically predicted behaviour of the end-values with those obtained from numerical
solutions in Figure 7c. The two solutions are in very good agreement except for the slope value at L = 1.

The Gaussian curvature field oscillates as it moves away from the defect towards the boundary, ir-
respective of the material parameters, plate size, and the type of boundary condition, see Figures 7a
and 7b. In doing so, the curvature values become negative over large regions in the plate, see Figure 8.
The maximum value of the negative Gaussian curvature are always orders of magnitude lower than the
positive curvature values in the vicinity of the defect; the negative values are therefore not discernible
in plots given in Figures 1f, 1g, 2a, and 3a. Also, according to Figure 7a, there is no clear formation of
a boundary layer as we move towards large Ft/D although one would expect, in the inextensible limit,
the Gaussian curvature to develop a Dirac at the defect location, on one hand, and otherwise accumulate

in a thin boundary layer while retaining a vanishingly small value in rest of the plate. If proven true,
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such a boundary layer would help us pose a reasonable boundary value problem for disclination in an

inextensible but finite plate.

4.2 Buckling

The total strain energy U stored in the plate due to a positive disclination is given in terms of stretching

and bending energies, U = E; + F}, where

E, = ﬁ /w {(A®)? —2(1 + v) det(V?®)} dA and (22a)
Ey = g / {(Aw)? —2(1 — v) det(V?w)} dA, (22b)

respectively. Note that, for any smooth scalar field & on w,
/w det(VZ¢)dA = % /8 ) {(e3 x VE), (V2)t)dL. (23)

In deriving the above relation, we have used identity (25) from Appendix A and curl(V¢ ® V§) =
V2£(VE x e3), in addition to the Stokes’ theorem. For any of the boundary conditions given in Section 2.1,
V& = 0. The contribution from stretching energy therefore is limited to only the first term in the integral
in (22a). The second term in the bending energy integral (22b) is identically zero for clamped boundary
condition where Vw = 0 on Ow. In fact, the total energy for the clamped problem is independent of v.
Indeed, v does not enter either the boundary conditions or the energy expression for a clamped boundary
value problem. On the contrary, there is a v dependence in the free boundary and the simply supported
boundary problems through the boundary conditions as well as the second term in the bending energy
integral (22b). For the flat solution, irrespective of the boundary condition, U = E; = (1/2Et) [ (A®)?dA
with ® determined from solving the system of Equations (5). For a circular plate of radius R, the total
energy for the flat solution is Ets?R?/327 (increases unboundedly with the size of the plate). The flat
solution remains the stable solution to our problem as long as its energy is lower than any other non-flat
(buckled, w # 0) solutions [5,9].

According to Seung and Nelson [9], for a plate with free boundary condition, the buckling transition is
given in terms of a dimensionless number y,. = R\/m, where y. depends only on v. For a fixed plate
size (R), disclination strength (s), and bending modulus (D) this formula can also be used to calculate
the critical value of the stretching modulus Et and its variations with respect to v. For our present
discussion, we fix L = 2, s = 7/3, D = 0.01, and a mesh size of 64 x 64 elements. The effective radius is
calculated as R = L/+/m. The calculated values for the critical Et for a range of v values (corresponding
to stable isotropic elastic materials) and for various choices of boundary conditions are given in Figure 9.
The variation of critical Et with v for the free boundary condition is consistent with the prediction of
Seung and Nelson [9]. On the other hand, as expected, the critical Et for the clamped boundary does not
vary with v. The trend in the variation of critical £t with v for the simply supported boundary condition
is similar to that for the free boundary, however with higher magnitudes. For any given v, the critical
Et is always highest for the clamped boundary and lowest for the free boundary. Most importantly, it is

clear that the buckling transitions are significantly dependent on the nature of boundary conditions.
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Figure 9: Variation of critical Et with Poisson’s ratio for different boundary conditions; L = 2, s = /3,
D = 0.01, 64 x 64 mesh size.

5 Conclusion

We combined methods from measure theory and distribution theory with finite element based numerical
simulations to understand the singular nature of the Gaussian curvature and stress field in a finite elastic
sheet with a single positive disclination. The effect of the boundary conditions on the overall solution, and
the buckling transition, was also studied for the cases of free, simply supported, and clamped boundary
conditions. Our techniques are general and can be used for similar studies with negative disclinations,
dislocations, and interstitials/vacancies on a thin elastic sheet. They can also be used to further the scope
of the present work by investigating the geometry and mechanics of positive disclinations (and other

defects) on curved elastic surfaces and interaction between multiple defects therein.
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A Solution to the inextensional problem

A.1  Some useful identities from the theory of distributions

Let D(w) be the space of compactly supported smooth functions on w C R2. The space of distributions
D'(w) is the dual space of D(w). Given V € D’(w,R?), the distributional curl of V', Curl V € D’(w), and
the distributional divergence of V, DivV € D’'(w), are given by

Curl V (¥)) = —V (e x Vi) and Div V(¢)) = —V (V)), (24)

respectively, for all ) € D(w). We will make use of the following identities:
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(i) For smooth functions f:w — R, g : w — R we have the equivalence

Curl Curl (Vf ® Vg) = —[f, g]. (25)

(ii) For smooth functions a : w — R? b: w — R2,

Curl Curl (@ ® b) = DivDiv ((e3 X a) ® (e3 x b)) . (26)
(iii) Consider a distribution V' € D’(w,R?) such that

vig)=tim [ 1D e, yyaa (27)

e—0 w—Be T

for all 9 € D(w,R?), where B, represent a disc of radius € > 0 centred at o € w. Then, using the definition
of distributional curl, we can calculate Curl V' (¢)) = < 027r g(@)d@) ¥ (0), which implies

(hﬂV:<A%ﬂ®M>&. (28)

(iv) Consider a distribution V' € D'(w, Lin), where Lin is the space of linear transformations, such that

V) =lm [ L(w(0)® e, p)dA (20)

e—0 w—Be 'S

for all ¢ € D(w, Lin). Then, using the definition of distributional divergence, we can calculate Div V' (¢) =
< 027r'v(0)d9,1,b(0)>, which implies

DWV:(A%M®M>%. (30)

The curl and the divergence of smooth fields is denoted using curl and div, respectively. The distributional
gradient and the gradient of smooth fields are both represented by V; its appropriate usage will be clear

from the context at hand.

A.2  Perfect cone solution

To rigorously discuss the singular solutions of the inextensional problem (in an unbounded domain) we
would need to restate the problem statement (8) in the sense of distributions. However, care is needed in
doing so due to the nonlinear terms. We consider w € D'(w) and ® € D'(w) such that (i) w|w—, and ®|,—,
are smooth on w — o, (ii) deg(w) < 0, deg(Vw) < 0, deg(®) < 0, and deg(V®) < 0, where deg denotes
the degree of divergence [2,8], and (iii) deg(Vw|y—o ® VW|w—0) < 0 and deg(V®|y—o ® VW|y_0) < 0.
For w and @ satisfying these assumptions, we define Vw ® Vw € D’(w,Lin) as the unique extension of
(VW|y—o®@VW|y—0), such that deg(Vw@ Vw) = deg(Vw|y_o®@VW|,_,), and define VP @Vw € D’'(w, Lin)
as the unique extension of (V®|,_, ® Vw|,_,) such that deg(V® @ Vw) = deg(V®|y_o ® VW|,—0). With

this background we can pose the problem of an isolated positive wedge disclination, located at the centre
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o of a Foppl-von Karman plate of infinite extent, with inextensional elasticity in terms of the following
distributional relations:
1
~3 Curl Curl (Vw ® Vw) = sd, and (31)

DA%*w + Curl Curl (V® ® Vw) = 0. (32)

In fact, the stated assumptions on w and ® are sufficient to describe the more general problem (1) in the
sense of distributions. For smooth w and @, the left hand sides of the above equations reduce to those in
(8). For w = cr, where c is a constant, Vw = ce,. Moreover, Curl (c’e, ® e,) = —(c?/r)eg. Thereupon,
using (28), we obtain Curl Curl (c2er ® er) = —271¢?8,. Accordingly, w = \/gr satisfies Equation (31).

On the other hand, we can use a generalised form of identity (26) to rewrite (32) as
D Div Div(V?w) + Div Div ((e3 x V®) ® (e3 x Vw)) = 0. (33)

For w = \/2r and ® = —DlInr, we have V?w = %\/%(69 ® ep) and V® = —(D/r)e,, whence we can
write

(e3 x VO) ® (eg x Vw) = —g\/g(eg ® ep). (34)

As aresult, DV*w+ (e3 x V®) ® (e3 x Vw) = 0. Therefore, w = /Zr and ® = —D Inr satisfy Equations

(31) and (32). In order to determine o from ®, we start with calculating

V20 () :Dlim/ <%er,div1,b> dA (35)
—Be

e—=0 J,,

for all 9 € D(w, Lin). For any point in Q— B, we have <%er, div ¢> = div (%wTer)—H;lg (e, ®e, —eg®ep) ,¢>.
Using this, and the identity

lim <1 (er®er),1,b> dL = 7 (1,3(0)) , (36)
e—0 8B€ €
we can rewrite (35) as
Vo) -0 [ (e v tense) v )aatnLvo)). (37)
e—0 w—Be T

The definition of stress in terms of the stress function implies that

(1) = —D <lim /w_Be <Ti2 ()@ er— e ® ep) ,¢> dA + 7 <1,¢(0)>> . (38)

e—0

A little loosely, we write the stress field as

1
oc=-D <—(er®er—eg®eg)+77501> ) (39)

2
A.8 Non-uniqueness in the stress solution for perfect cone

Given w, Equation (32), with & — 0 at infinity, determines the stress field. If ®; is a solution for this

problem, then @ is another solution if &y = ®y — P satisfies

Curl Curl (V®y ® Vw) =0 (40)
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with stress, corresponding to ®q, vanishing at infinity. Both ®; and ®5 are distributions satisfying the

assumptions made in the beginning of the preceding subsection. For w = \/gr, (40) reduces to

Curl Curl(e, @ V®q) = 0. (41)

19%¢
~ 5,2 Thereupon, we can

In w — 0, @y is smooth allowing us to calculate Curl Curl(e, ® V&) = —

integrate 92®,/0r% = 0 to obtain the general solution for ®j in w — o as
(I)Q = 90(9) +ro (9), (42)

where gg and g; are smooth functions. The smoothness of ®q in w — o imposes periodicity on gg, g1, and
their derivatives, i.e., go(#) = go(0 + 27), g1(0) = ¢1(6 + 27), etc. Given the scaling degree of &, we
can use (42) to evaluate e, ® V& as a well defined unique distribution on w. This allows us to calculate

Curl Curl(e, ® V&) on w. We use the identities from Section A.1l to obtain

Curl Curl(e, @ V) = — ( /0 : gld9> 5o — << /0 " (hen) d9> ,vao> , (43)

where the superscript prime denotes the derivative with respect to #. Substituting this in (40) we obtain

the following restrictions on gg and g¢;:

27 27
/0 (9669) df# = 0 and /0 g1df = 0. (44)

The stress field corresponding to ®g in w is

2 " " /
_|_
o0 = — </ dher ®69d9> 5o+ (i—g + (%)) er®e+Ble,@eptegve,).  (45)
0

Clearly, as expected, oy — 0 with » — oo for any choice of gy and g; with bounded values and derivatives.
The stress o should be appended to (9) to obtain the general expression for stress field in the plate due

to a positive wedge disclination in an inextensional plate of infinite extent.

A.4  Biharmonic of ¢ in the inextensional limit

Consider a sequence of integrable functions Gy, < 0 on w and a sequence of real numbers (Et), > 0
such that Gi, — —sd, and (Et), — oo as n — oo. Furthermore, we make the following assump-
tions: (i) Gi, is axisymmetric that is Gi,(re,) = Gip(r), (i) lim, oo (Et)y fQ G1pdA = 0 for any
) C w such that o ¢ Q and lim,_,(Et), (fQ GlndA—l—s) = 0 for any 2 C w such that o € €2, and
(iii) limp—soo(Et)n [ r?G1ndA = ¢, which implies limy,—,o0(Et)y, fOR r3Gr,dr = co/27, where R > 0 is
arbitrary and ¢y € R is a constant. For each Gy, and (Et),, there corresponds a ®,, € D'(w) such that

1

A2q)n = n 607 4
(B0, Gin+s (46)

which implies lim,, oo (1/(Et),) A%2®,, = 0. Our aim, however, is to calculate

lim A%®,, (1)) = lim (Et), (G, + 56,) (). (47)

n—o0 n—oo
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Towards this end, we consider a small disc B, (of radius r, around o) and use the first part of assumption
(ii) to write the right-hand side of the previous equation as lim,,_, (Et), ( I} B, GinpdA + 31/1(0)>, which

on expanding ¢ about o as a Taylor series (and retaining leading order terms) yields

n—o0
To

2
lim (Et), <¢(0) < : G1,dA + 8) + : Ginm(V(0),e,)dA —|—/B %Gln<v2¢(o),er ® er>dA> .

The first term here vanishes due to the second part of assumption (ii). The second term vanishes since

f027r e,df = 0. The third term can be reduced as per the following:

) ,r.2 1 To 3 27 o
nh—>H<;lo (Et), /Bro EGln(r)er ® e dA = 3 nl1_>no10 (Ei&)n/0 r Gln(r)dr/o e ®edf = Zl. (48)

Accordingly, we obtain
€o

lim AP, (¥) = FA%(0) = TAL(Y). (49)

n—o0 4
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