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We present a study on planar equilibria of a terminally loaded elastic rod wrapped around a
rigid circular capstan. Both frictionless and frictional contact between the rod and the capstan
are considered. We identify three cases of frictionless contact – namely where the rod touches the
capstan at one point, along a continuous arc, and at two points. We show that, in contrast to a fully
flexible filament, an elastic rod of finite length wrapped around a capstan does not require friction
to support unequal loads at its two ends. Furthermore, we classify rod equilibria corresponding
to the three aforementioned cases in a limit where the length of the rod is much larger than the
radius of the capstan. In the same limit, we incorporate frictional interaction between the rod and
the capstan, and compute limiting equilibria of the rod. Our solution to the frictional case fully
generalizes the classic capstan problem to include the effects of finite thickness and bending elasticity
of a flexible filament wrapped around a circular capstan.

I. INTRODUCTION

The classic capstan problem in mechanics comprises a fully flexible filament wrapped around a rigid circular capstan
(Fig. 1a), with the frictional interaction between them governed by Coulomb’s inequality of static friction. The
problem entails computing the maximum possible output load FL that the filament can sustain at one end, for a
prescribed input load F0 at the other. The two loads are related by the well known capstan equation

FL = F0e
µφ , (1)

where µ is the coefficient of static friction between the filament and the capstan, and φ is the wrap angle (Fig. 1a) of
the end loads.

The classic capstan problem is often introduced in undergraduate mechanics to demonstrate the role of friction
in limiting equilibrium of flexible bodies [1–4]. In addition to its pedagogical significance, the problem has found
relevance in several diverse domains of engineering, such as textile engineering [5–9], theory of power transmission by
belts [10–16], design of surgical robots [17–19], analysis of musical instruments [20], and even the mechanics of the
DNA molecule [21]. Despite its wide use in engineering design with conservative values of the friction coefficient [10],
it has long been known that equation (1) is not adequately ratified by experiments [5–7]. Workers in the field have
typically attributed this discrepancy to primarily two reasons: i) most materials do not obey Coulomb’s inequality of
static friction [22], and ii) the bending elasticity of the filament is completely ignored in the derivation of equation
(1) [6]. The main objective of this article is to remedy the latter shortcoming of the classical theory, by incorporating
bending elasticity of the filament into the analysis.

Some of the earliest works on including bending elasticity of the filament in the capstan problem was done by I.M.
Stuart [23]. He recognized that bending elasticity would cause the filament to bow out near the contact boundaries
(points s1 and s2 in Fig. 1b). Consequently, computing the contact angle φc for such a filament becomes a non-trivial
task, unlike in the classic problem where φc is easily shown to be equal to the prescribed wrap angle φ of the end
forces (Fig. 1a). Notwithstanding this realization, Stuart does not attempt to compute the unknown contact region
(quantified by φc) in [23], and instead formulates his theory with φc prescribed. Subsequent attempts to generalize
the capstan problem, such as those of Groseberg and Plate [6], McGee [7], Beflosky [10], Jung et al. [24, 25], and Gao
et al. [9], have also circumvented this issue by prescribing the contact angle φc instead of the wrap angle φ.

Another critical consequence of incorporating bending elasticity of the filament in the capstan problem, also pointed
out by Stuart in [23], is the possible occurrence of point reaction forces at the contact boundaries [26, 27]. Any such
forces would induce jumps in the internal force of the rod, and may contribute significantly to the computation of the
output load FL. While some authors, such as Stuart [23], Groseberg and Plate [6], and McGee [7], have considered
point forces at the contact boundaries in their models, those considerations have largely been ad hoc. Other authors,
such as Beflosky [10, 12], Jung et al. [24, 25], and Gao et al. [9], have altogether ignored the possibility of point
reaction forces at the contact boundaries.
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FIG. 1: (a) A thin flexible filament with no bending elasticity wrapped around a circular capstan. The tangents
at s = 0 and s = L remain aligned with the tangents at s = s1 and s = s2, respectively. This ensures that the
contact angle φc equals the prescribed wrap angle φ. (b) An elastic rod of finite thickness wrapped around a
circular capstan. The bending elasticity of the rod causes the tangents at s = s1 and s = s2 to deviate from the
tangents at s = 0 and s = L, respectively. As a result, the contact angle φc has a complicated dependence on the
wrap angle φ, and the end loads F0 and FL.

In this article, we generalize the classic capstan problem by treating the filament as an elastic rod of finite thickness.
We refer to this system as the generalized capstan problem, where we study both frictionless and frictional contact
between the rod and the capstan. Contrary to the approaches taken in the literature on the problem, we treat the two
ends (i.e., points s1 and s2 in Fig. 1b) of the contact region as free boundaries, namely boundaries whose locations
cannot be prescribed a priori, but must be determined as part of the solution [27, 28]. A distinguishing ingredient
of the solution presented in this article is a jump condition – which we derive systematically using the principle of
virtual work – valid at the contact boundaries. The said jump condition not only locates the contact boundaries on
the rod’s centerline (and on the capstan), but also determines the jumps that the internal force and the curvature of
the rod may suffer across such points.

In the frictionless contact case, we compute three qualitatively distinct kinds of rod equilibria, i.e., where the rod
touches the capstan at one point, along a continuous arc, and at two points (Fig. 3). Our treatment of the frictionless
case reveals that an elastic rod of finite length wrapped around a capstan does not require friction to support unequal
loads at its two ends. In other words, force amplification across a finite length of an elastic rod can be achieved
entirely by virtue of its bending elasticity. This is in stark contrast to the classic case where the absence of friction,
i.e., µ = 0, implies F0 = FL for any wrap angle φ of the filament, as is evident from equation (1). We classify the
three aforementioned kinds of equilibria in a limit where the length of the rod is much larger than the radius of the
capstan. In the same limit, we incorporate frictional interaction between the capstan and the elastic rod, and obtain
a generalization of equation (1). We show that the maximum force ratio FL/F0 delivered by the generalized solution
is a function of both φ and F0, as opposed to the classic case where the force ratio is independent of the latter (see
equation (1)).

Generalizations of the capstan problem in different directions have also been treated in the literature. The effects
of nonlinear friction laws on the capstan problem have been considered by Lodge and Howell [22], Beflosky [12], Jung
et al. [25] and Gao et al. [9], while Liu and Vaz [29] have considered the capstan problem with external pressure
applied to the filament. A notable generalization of the capstan equation to thin inextensible strings lying on arbitrary
surfaces was done by Maddocks and Keller [30], and was revisited later from a variational perspective by Konyukhov
[31]. Grandgeorge et al. [32] performed an experimental and theoretical study of two filaments in tight orthogonal
contact, which serves as a generalization of the classic capstan problem by accounting for the filament thickness, and
replacing the rigid circular capstan altogether with an identical filament. A system of a closed flexible belt hanging
on two pulleys has been studied by Belyav et al. [33] and Vetyukov et al. [34], while transient dynamics of a belt-



3

pulley system with dry friction has been analyzed by Oborin et al. [35]. More recently, Grandgeorge et al. [36] have
presented a study on the stationary dynamics of a sliding elastic rod in frictional contact with a circular capstan, with
applications to belt-driven pulley systems.

The structure of this article is as follows. We begin in Sect. II with a brief overview of the standard Cosserat rod
theory, where we outline the balance laws, jump conditions, conservation laws, and constitutive assumptions. We
setup our specific problem of interest in Sect. III, and obtain relevant equations for planar deformations of an elastic
rod wrapped around a rigid circular capstan. In Sect. IV, we compute three distinct kinds of frictionless contact
equilibria for a finite length of an elastic rod, where the rod touches the capstan at one point, along a continuous
arc, and at two points connected by an intermediate contact-free (or lift-off) region of the rod. We also compute
configurations where the elastic rod in frictionless contact with the capstan supports unequal loads at its two ends.
In Sect. V, we consider a long length limit where the length L of the rod is assumed much larger than the radius R
of the capstan (i.e. L/R � 1), and classify the three kinds of rod equilibria from Sect. IV in this limit. Thereafter,
in Sect. VI, we introduce frictional interaction between the capstan and the rod in the long length limit, and obtain
a generalization of equation (1). Finally, we end with conclusions in Sect. VII.

II. OVERVIEW OF THE ESSENTIAL THEORY

Following Antman [37], we identify any configuration of an elastic rod with its centerline curve x(s) ∈ R3, and an
ordered orthonormal frame of directors di(s), i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, attached to it. The parameter s is the arc-length coordinate
of the centerline in some reference configuration. We will restrict our discussion to rods that are inextensible and
unshearable, so that s remains the arc-length coordinate in any configuration. The inextensibility and unshearablity
constraint, along with the orthonormality of the director frame, can be expressed, respectively, by the relations,

x′ = d3 , d′i = u× di . (2)

Here u(s) is the Darboux (or strain) vector associated with the director frame, and the prime denotes derivative w.r.t.
s. The director components ui := u · di, i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, of the Darboux vector measure the bending strains of the rod
about the directors di.

For a cross-section of the rod centered at s, we denote by n(s) and m(s), respectively, the net internal force and
internal moment exerted by the material in s+ on the material in s−, where s± = limε→0(s± ε), and ε > 0. The force
and moment balance of a fixed material segment [s1, s2] are then given by,

[n]
s2
s1

+

∫ s2

s1

p ds = 0 , (3a)

[m+ x× n]
s2
s1

+

∫ s2

s1

x× p ds+

∫ s2

s1

l ds = 0 , (3b)

where p(s) and l(s) are the external force and moment densities (per-unit length) distributed over the material
segment. When all the fields appearing in (3) are sufficiently regular in [s1, s2], the two integral balances can be
localized to obtain the following pointwise force and moment balance equations,

n′ + p = 0 , (4a)
m′ + x′ × n+ l = 0 . (4b)

Let s0 ∈ [s1, s2] be a point around which p and l are highly localized. At such a point, we idealize the two fields
using the description [38],

p = P δ(s− s0) , l = L δ(s− s0) , (5)

where δ(s) is the standard Dirac-delta function. We also require the position and tangent vectors to be continuous,
i.e., JxK = 0 and Jx′K = 0, where JAK = A+−A− denotes the jump in A, across any such points. Then, using (5), we
localize (3) around the singular point s0 to obtain the following force and moment jump conditions [27, 38],

JnK +P = 0 , (6a)
JmK + L = 0 . (6b)

The source terms P and L are identified, respectively, as the point force and the point moment exerted on the rod at
s = s0 by its environment 1.

1For a discussion on the existence of singular forces in contact problems with various beam theories see [39].



4

To obtain a closed system of equations for the rod in regions away from any singular points, we introduce constitutive
relations by assuming the rod to be hyperelastic with a straight and uniform natural configuration. This means that
there exists a scalar valued strain energy density function W (u) for the rod, such that,

m =
∂W (u)

∂u
. (7)

We further assume the following quadratic form for the energy function,

W (u) =
1

2
u ·Bu =

3∑
i=1

1

2
Biu

2
i , (8)

where B is a 3× 3 diagonal positive-definite stiffness matrix of the rod. Using (8) in (7), we obtain,

m = Bu , (9)

which delivers the internal moment as a linear function of the Darboux vector.

A. Conservation laws

In regions where n and m are sufficiently regular, equations (4) imply the following conservation laws in absence
of external force density p and moment density l,

n(s) = n(0) , (10a)
m(s) + x(s)× n(s) = m(0) + x(0)× n(0) , (10b)

where (10a) has been used to arrive at (10b). These force and moment conservation laws are, respectively, consequences
of the translational and rotational invariance of the rod in ambient space, and are insensitive to the geometry and
the material constituents of the rod [40]. In the generalised capstan problem, these conservation laws will hold only
in the contact-free regions of the rod.

Next, we define the following function on the centerline of the elastic rod, which will prove to be of great significance
in the upcoming analysis,

H(s) := n · x′ +m · u−W (u) . (11)

We will refer to this function as the Hamiltonian function2. Differentiating (11) w.r.t. s, and using (4) and (2), it can
be shown that in the absence of p and l, the Hamiltonian function (11) is conserved along s [27, 40–43, 45–48], i.e.,

H(s) = H(0) . (12)

This law results from the translational symmetry of the rod in the arc-length coordinate s, and is valid only for
hyperelastic constitutive relations [40, 49].

As we will see later, unlike the force and moment conservation laws stated in (10), the conservation of the Hamil-
tonian function (12) may persist even in the presence of external load densities, particularly when the rod is in
frictionless contact with a rigid surface. We will prove and make extensive use of this fact in the upcoming analysis.

For isotropic rods with no external moment density l, the twist m · d3 is another conserved quantity. However, for
planar deformations (as in the generalized capstan problem), this conservation law holds identically true as a result
of the moment balance (4b), and offers no further utility. We will therefore not expound upon this law any further.

2Our choice of the term “Hamiltonian” in this context is admittedly a slight abuse of terminology. A Hamiltonian, by definition, is an
explicit function of the phase space variables of a dynamical system. We, however, treat it as an implicit function of the arc-length
coordinate s, whose numerical value for any given configuration of the rod coincides with the proper Hamiltonian function for hyperelastic
rods defined by Dichmann and Maddocks [41]. Other workers (including the present author) have used different names, such as “contact
material force” [42] and “material stress/force” [43, 44], in the past to refer to the function defined in (11).
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B. Jump condition at free boundaries

A free boundary is a boundary whose location in the material is unknown a priori, and must be computed as part of
the solution [28]. A propagating crack in a solid, and a shock wave in a fluid, are examples of such boundaries. In the
present context of an elastic rod wrapped around a capstan, the boundaries of a contact region (such as s1 and s2 in
Fig. 3b), or any isolated points of contact (such as s1 in Fig. 3a, and s1 and s2 in Fig. 3c) qualify as free boundaries.
In this subsection, we use the principle of virtual work to postulate a jump condition valid at such points. The said
jump condition will enable us to locate the free boundaries, and determine the jumps that the internal force and the
curvature of the rod may suffer across such points.

Consider the following energy functional, augmented with the inextensibility and unshearability constraint, for a
material segment [s1, s2] of the rod,

E =

∫ s2

s1

[W (u)− n · (x′ − d3)] ds , (13)

We consider a transformation of the arc-length coordinate s to s∗, where the latter is given by,

s∗ ≡ s+ δs . (14)

We stipulate that, under a transformation of the form s→ s∗, the variation of functional (13) equals the net virtual
work expended by the external force and moment densities, i.e.,

δE = δWext , (15)

where,

δWext =

∫ s2

s1

p · δ̃x ds+
∫ s2

s1

l · δ̃z ds . (16)

Here δ̃x and δ̃z are first order variations3 in the position vector, and an angle variable z conjugate to l.
We assume that the material segment encapsulates a free boundary identified with an unknown arc-length coordinate

s0 ∈ [s1, s2], at which p and l admit the description given by (5). Computing δE due to s → s∗, and localising (15)
around s = s0 leads to the following condition for configurations satisfying (4) away from s0,

−Jn · x′ +m · u−W K δs0 = P · δ̃x(s0) + L · δ̃z(s0) . (17)

For brevity of exposition, the details of the computations resulting in the above expression have been deferred to
Appendix A. One can immediately recognise the expression in the double brackets in (17) as the Hamiltonian function
H defined in (11), while the expression on the right can be interpreted as the net virtual work expended by the reaction
force P and moment L.

Next, we place a constitutive assumption on the mechanics of the free boundary: We assume that the net work
expended by the point force and the point moment at s = s0, i.e., the right side of equation (17), is zero4. This
reduces equation (17) to,

−Jn · x′ +m · u−W K δs0 = 0 . (18)

Since free boundaries by definition cannot be prescribed a priori, we have δs0 6= 0, and consequently we conclude from
above that the following jump condition must hold at s = s0,

JHK = 0 . (19)

We will refer to this jump condition5 as the free boundary condition from here onward.
There are other incarnations of (19) present in the literature on rod mechanics. For instance, one can obtain (19)

from the static version of the balance of “material momentum” for rods, posited by O’Reilly, by identifying C = −H
and B = 0 in equation (23) of [42]. For an alternative approach to free boundary problems in rods using a quasi-static
balance of energy, in lieu of (19), the reader may refer to [44].

3The variation δ̃ is defined as δ̃x ≡ x∗(s) − x(s), such that the vector x∗(s∗) and x(s) correspond to the same material point. For more
details see Appendix A.

4Equation (17) indicates that the net virtual work done by the point force and moment at s = s0 must be absorbed by the internal structure
of the interface at that point. Assuming this work to be zero is tantamount to assuming that the interface has no such internal structure.

5Some authors also refer to (19) as the Weierstrass-Erdmann corner condition, a term borrowed from the calculus of variations. However,
we must point out that traditional derivations of these corner conditions [50, 51] do not consider Dirac-delta functions in the description of
the integrand of the functional. Consequently, these derivations arrive directly at expressions equivalent to (19), skipping the intermediate
step (17).
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III. PROBLEM SETUP

We now specialize the theory presented so far to planar deformations, and obtain relevant equations for the contact
and contact-free regions of an elastic rod wrapped around a circular capstan.

The internal force, internal moment, and the strain vector associated with a planar configuration can be given the
following representations,

n = n1d1 + n3d3 , m = m2d2 , u = u2d2 . (20)

Similarly, equations (9) and (11) can written for planar deformations using (2)1, (8), and (20), as,

m2 = B2u2 , H = n3 +
m2

2

2B2
, (21)

where B2 is the second diagonal component of the stiffness matrix B of the rod, and represents its bending modulus
about d2.

A. Contact region

Consider a thick elastic rod in continuous planar contact with a rigid obstacle with a convex boundary, as shown
in Fig. 2a. For simplicity, we will assume the rod to be of circular cross-section of radius r. The force and moment
densities exerted by the obstacle on the rod can then be represented in the director basis as,

p = p1d1 − p3d3 , p1 ≥ 0 , p3 ≥ 0 , (22a)
l = −rd1 × p ,

= −rp3d2 , (22b)

where we have assumed, without loosing generality, that the frictional component p3 acts against the direction of the
arc-length parametrization of the centerline.
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FIG. 2: (a) An elastic rod in continuous planar contact with an obstacle with convex boundary of variable
curvature κO(S). Here S is a coordinate along the boundary of the obstacle, and is in one-to-one correspondence
with s along the centerline of the rod. (b) Contact-free tails of an elastic rod wrapped around a circular capstan.
The incoming and outgoing tails make contact with the capstan at s = s1 and s = s2 respectively, while the
corresponding points on the capstan are identified with angles θ1 and θ2. Angles are defined positive when
measured counter-clockwise.
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Using (22), (20) and (2)2, the d1 and d3 components of the force balance (4a), and the d2 component of the moment
balance (4b), can be, respectively, written as,

n′3 − n1u2 − p3 = 0 , (23a)
n′1 + n3u2 + p1 = 0 , (23b)
n1 − rp3 +B2u

′
2 = 0 . (23c)

Furthermore, we identify the bending strain, given by u2 for planar deformations, with the Frenet curvature κ > 0 as,

u2 = −κ . (24)

Using (21) and (23c), we eliminate n3 and n1 in favour of H and p3 in (23a) and (23b), and non-dimensionalize
the variables as r → r/R̃, κ→ R̃κ, H → H/F̃ , p1 → (R̃/F̃ )p1, p3 → (R̃/F̃ )p3 using some characteristic length scale
R̃ and force scale F̃ . The result is the following dimensionless set of equations,

H ′ = p3(1− rκ) , (25a)

rp′3 = Hκ− p1 −B
(
1

2
κ3 + κ′′

)
, (25b)

where B = B2/(F̃ R̃
2) is the dimensionless bending stiffness of the rod. In the contact region, the centerline of the

rod and the boundary of the obstacle form a pair of parallel (or offset) curves, separated uniformly by distance r. As
a consequence, the curvature κ(s) of the centerline is related to the curvature κO(S) of the obstacle boundary as [52]

κ(s) =
κO(S)

1 + rκO(S)
. (26)

Here S is the arc-length coordinate along the obstacle boundary, and is in some one-to-one correspondence with s.
Given this correspondence, along with κO(S) for a given obstacle, κ(s) becomes a known function.6

Equations (25) can also be used in the contact-free regions by substituting p1 = p3 = 0, and treating κ(s) as an
unknown function to be determined by integrating (25b) under an appropriate set of boundary conditions.

B. Contact-free region

Consider Fig. 2b, which shows the schematic of two contact-free tails of a terminally loaded elastic rod wrapped
around a circular capstan of radius R. We identify this radius as the characteristic length scale of the problem, and
therefore, from here onward, all lengths will be stated in units of R. We will refer to the two contact-free regions
touching the left and the right half of the capstan as the incoming and outgoing tail respectively. Here we derive
formulas needed to determine the location of the contact points, labeled by θ1 and θ2 on the capstan, and s1 and s2
on the rod’s centerline.

We assume a Cartesian frame {ex, ey} such that its origin coincides with the center of the capstan, and ey
bisects the angle π − φ (see Fig. 1). The two end forces can then be accorded the representations F0 =
−F0 [cos(φ/2)ex + sin(φ/2)ey] and FL = FL [cos(φ/2)ex − sin(φ/2)ey]. Similarly, the tangents at the two points
of contact can be represented as d3(s1) = cos θ1ex + sin θ1ey and d3(s2) = cos θ2ex + sin θ2ey, where θ1 and θ2 are
angles as defined in Fig. 2b. Using these representations, together with the conservation of the internal force (10a),
and the conservation of the Hamiltonian function (12), θ1 and θ2 can be written as,

θ1 =
φ

2
− arccos

[
1

F0

(
H0 −

1

2
Bκ21

)]
, θ2 = −φ

2
+ arccos

[
1

FL

(
HL −

1

2
Bκ22

)]
. (27)

Here κ1 = κ(s−1 ) and κ2 = κ(s+2 ), and H0 and HL are the constant numerical values of the Hamiltonian function in
the incoming and outgoing tails respectively.

To locate the points s1 and s2 on the centerline of the rod, we use (25) for the incoming and outgoing tails with
p1 = p3 = 0. Equation (25a) then simply reduces to H ′ = 0 confirming the conservation of the Hamiltonian function

6Relation (26) can be obtained by invoking a geometric property of parallel curves, namely that their radii of curvatures must differ by r
for all s, i.e. κ(s)−1 − κO(S)−1 = r. This expression delivers (26) on rearrangement.
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in the two tails, while (25b) reduces to 0 = Hκ− B
(
1
2κ

3 + κ′′
)
.7 Integrating this equation after multiplying it with

2Bκ′, and identifying the constant of integration as |n|2 −H2 [43], we obtain after some rearrangement,

(Bκ′)
2
+

(
1

2
Bκ2 −H

)2

= |n|2 . (28)

Upon resolving the above equation for the positive root of κ′ and integrating it again, we obtain the following
expression for the length lAB of the rod between any two points sA and sB with curvatures κA and κB ,

lAB =

∫ κB

κA

dκ√(
|n|−H
B + 1

2κ
2
)(
|n|+H
B − 1

2κ
2
) = L (|n|, H;κ)

∣∣κB
κA
. (29)

The explicit expression for L in terms of Elliptic integral of the first kind is provided in Appendix B. The arc-length
coordinates s1 and s2 are then easily expressed using (29) between the two ends of the incoming and outgoing tails,

s1 = L (F0, H0;κ)|κ1
0 s2 = L−L (FL, HL;κ)|κ2

0 . (30)

Once θ1 and θ2 along with s1 and s2 are determined, the incoming and outgoing tails can be computed by integrating
the following set of equations,

θ′ = −κ , x′ = cos θ , y′ = sin θ , (31a)
Bκ′ = n1 , n′1 = n3κ , n′3 = −n1κ . (31b)

Equations in (31a) are obtained using (20)3, (24), and the representations x = xex+yey and d3(s) = cos θex+sin θey
in (2). While (31b) are obtained from (23) using p1 = p3 = 0 and (24). For the incoming tail, equations (31) can be
integrated from s1 to 0 using the following initial conditions,

θ(s−1 ) = θ1 , x(s−1 ) = −(1 + r) sin θ1 , y(s−1 ) = (1 + r) cos θ1 , (32a)

κ(s−1 ) = κ1 , n1(s
−
1 ) = F0 sin

(
φ

2
− θ1

)
, n3(s

−
1 ) = F0 cos

(
φ

2
− θ1

)
, (32b)

whereas the configuration for the outgoing tail can be obtained by integrating (31) from s2 to L using the following
initial conditions,

θ(s+2 ) = θ2 , x(s+2 ) = −(1 + r) sin θ2 , y(s+2 ) = (1 + r) cos θ2 , (33a)

κ(s+2 ) = κ2 , n1(s
+
2 ) = −FL sin

(
φ

2
+ θ2

)
, n3(s

+
2 ) = FL cos

(
φ

2
+ θ2

)
. (33b)

Note that, for simplicity, we will ignore any possible contact that may arise between the incoming and outgoing tails
(such as in Fig. 3c), i.e., the two tails will be allowed to pass through one another without physical interaction.

C. Corollary of the free boundary condition

Analogous to (22), a point reaction force at a free boundary can be written in the director frame as P = P1d1−P3d3

and L = −rP3d2, with P1 ≥ 0, P3 ≥ 0. Using these expressions, along with (20) and (21), the director components of
the force and moment jump conditions (6) are written as,

Jn3K− P3 = 0 , Jrp3 +Bκ′K + P1 = 0 , JBκK + rP3 = 0 . (34)

Similarly, using (21), equation (19) can be written as
q
n3 +

1
2Bκ

2
y
= 0, which upon using the algebraic identityq

A2
y
= 2JAK〈A〉 and equation (34)3 can be rearranged as,

P3 (1− r〈κ〉) = 0 . (35)

7This is the planar version of a more general equation derived by Langer and Singer [53] governing three dimensional deformations of
Kirchhoff elastic rods.
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Assuming that the term inside the bracket is non-zero8, we conclude from above that P3 = 0. Combining this
observation with (34), we conclude,

Jn3K = 0 , JBκK = 0 , (36)

meaning that the tension and the curvature (and as a result the internal moment) of the elastic rod must be continuous
across the free boundaries. The rod may still, however, experience a jump in the shear component n1 = rp3 + Bκ′,
induced by a non-zero P1 in (34)2.

IV. FRICTIONLESS CONTACT WITH FINITE LENGTH

We first consider frictionless contact of a finite length L of an elastic rod wrapped around a circular capstan. We
identify the following three qualitatively distinct kinds of equilibria: 1.) one-point contact, where the rod touches the
capstan at precisely one point (Fig. 3a), 2.) line contact, where the rod touches the capstan along a continuous arc
(Fig. 3b), and 3.) two-point contact, where the rod touches the capstan at two distinct points, with the intermediate
contact-free length of the rod referred to as the lift-off region (Fig. 3c).

A key property of the three kinds of frictionless equilibria stated above is that the Hamiltonian function H(s)
remains conserved throughout the length of the rod with the same numerical value, i.e.,

H(s) = H(0) = H for s ∈ [0, L]. (37)

In other words, the conservation of the Hamiltonian function is insensitive to frictionless contact between the rod and
the capstan. Note that this fact does not depend on the shape of the capstan. For one-point and two-point contact
equilibria, statement (37) follows directly from (12) and (19). For line contact, however, one must additionally show
the conservation of H in the contact region, which can be easily deduced from equation (25a) by substituting p3 = 0.

A. One-point contact

One-point contact equilibria entails the rod touching the capstan at exactly one point, where the centerline curvature
is smaller than the critical value κc = (1+r)−1, obtained from (26) using κO = 1 in units of R. The two key unknowns
needed to compute such a configuration are the location of the point of contact, and the rod’s centerline curvature at
that point. To determine these two quantities, we will need the following two relations,

L (F0, H;κ)|κ1
0 + L (FL, H;κ)|κ1

0 = L , (38a)

arccos

[
1

F0

(
H − 1

2
Bκ21

)]
+ arccos

[
1

FL

(
H − 1

2
Bκ21

)]
= φ . (38b)

The first equation above enforces the total length L of the rod, and has been obtained using (29). The second equation
is obtained by enforcing θ1 = θ2 using (27), and substituting in it H0 = HL = H due to (37), and κ2 = κ1 due to
(36)2. For prescribed values of F0, FL, φ, and L, equations (38) can be numerically solved to obtain κ1 and H, which
on back substitution in (27) and (30) delivers θ1 and s1, respectively.

The entire configuration can then be constructed by solving two initial value problems: one for the incoming tail,
and the other for the outgoing. The former can be obtained by integrating (31) from s1 to 0 using initial conditions
(32), and the latter by integrating (31) from s2 = s1 to L, using initial conditions (33).

B. Line contact

For configurations with line contact between the elastic rod and the capstan, the curvature of the rod’s centerline
in the contact region is identically equal to κc = (1+ r)−1. Therefore, using (36)2 across the contact boundaries at s1
and s2 (Fig. 3b), we conclude that κ(s−1 ) = κ(s+2 ) = κc. With this observation, the only remaining unknown needed

8For a cylindrical tube of constant radius to remain smooth, the curvature function of its centerline must satisfy κ < 1/r [54]. Therefore,
as a consequence we have 1− r〈κ〉 > 0.
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FIG. 3: Three symmetric equilibrium configurations of an elastic rod in frictionless contact with a circular
capstan. The rod has a length L = 10, radius of cross-section r = 0.2, and bending modulus B = 1. (a) One-point
contact with θ1 = θ2 = 0 and s1 = 0.5L. The capstan exerts a point reaction force |Ps1 | = 0.386 in the normal
direction at s1. (b) Line contact with s1 = 0.374L, s2 = 0.626L, and θ1 = −θ2 = 1.052 rad. The magnitude of the
normal point reaction forces are |Ps1 | = |Ps2 | = 0.845, and the distributed pressure density p1 = 0.71. (c)
Two-point contact where s1 = 0.209L, s2 = 0.791L and θ1 = −θ2 = 2.05 rad. The magnitudes of the normal point
reaction forces are |Ps1 | = |Ps2 | = 0.167.

to compute the locations θ1 and θ2 from (27), and s1 and s2 from (30), is H0 = HL = H. This can be computed by
enforcing the total length of the rod using (27) and (29) as,

L (F0, H;κ)|κc0 + (1 + r)

{
φ− arccos

[
1

F0

(
H − 1

2
Bκ2c

)]
− arccos

[
1

FL

(
H − 1

2
Bκ2c

)]}
+ L (FL, H;κ)|κc0 = L ,

(39)

where the middle term is simply (1 + r)(θ1 − θ2) substituted with (27), and measures the length of the centerline in
the contact region. For prescribed values of F0, FL, φ, and L, equation (39) can be numerically solved for H, and
θ1, θ2, s1, and s2 can be computed by substituting H back into (27) and (30). Equations (23c), (21), and (25b) then
imply the following relations for n1, n3 and p1 in the contact region, with p3 = 0 and κ = κc,

n1 = 0 , n3 = H − 1
2Bκ

2
c , p1 = Hκc −

1

2
Bκ3c . (40)

Finally, the incoming and outgoing tails can be computed by integrating (31) using initial conditions (32) and (33),
respectively.

1. Force amplification with frictionless contact

It is worth emphasising here that for frictionless contact, the two kinds of equilibria described in subsections IVA
and IVB do not require the end loads F0 and FL to be equal. The implication being that force amplification across
an elastic rod wrapped around a circular capstan can be achieved without friction. This is in stark contrast to the
classic capstan problem governed by equation (1), where the absence of friction, i.e., µ = 0, implies F0 = FL.

Configurations with unequal end loads for one-point and line contact equilibria are shown in Fig. 4. Although this
ability of partially constrained elastic rods to support unequal loads may appear unintuitive at first, it is revealed
quite remarkably by relation (37). Computing the Hamiltonian function at s = 0 using (21) as H(0) = −F0 cosα0,
and analogously H(L) = FL cosαL (α0 and αL being the smaller angles between the tangent and the force at s = 0
and s = L, respectively), we obtain using (37),

F0 cosα0 + FL cosαL = 0 . (41)
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FIG. 4: Some examples of asymmetric equilibria of an elastic rod with r = 0.2, L = 10, and B = 1, in frictionless
contact with a circular capstan. Each row above depicts three configurations where the load on the left end, and
the wrap angle φ, are kept fixed, while the loads on the right end is increased. The numerical values {s1, θ1, |Ps1 |}
in configurations (a), (b), and (c), respectively, are {5, 0, 0.346}, {6.25,−0.0641, 0.391}, {7.02,−0.115, 0.436}.
Similarly, the values of {s1, s2, θ1, θ2, |Ps1 |, |Ps2 |, p1} for configurations shown in (d), (e), and (f), respectively, are
{4.54, 5.46, 0.379,−0.379, 0.397, 0.397, 0.0391}, {5.61, 6.54, 0.39,−0.384, 0.397, 0.417, 0.0427},
{6.47, 7.4, 0.393,−0.376, 0.397, 0.457, 0.0436}.

One can now clearly see that any inequality between F0 and FL can be accommodated by the difference in the angles
α0 and αL (see Fig. 4). Therefore, in principle, for any given load F0, an arbitrarily high load FL can be supported
by the rod by assuming a configuration where α0 → π and αL → π/2.

This property of a partially constrained elastic rod to be able to support unequal loads has been exploited in the
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design of the elastica arm scale in [55]9, which is a weight measuring balance scale with deformable lever arms, as
opposed to rigid arm scales that have been used to measure weight since time immemorial. For an illuminating
treatment of the elastica arm scale using a non-classical “material force” balance, the reader may refer to [58].

C. Two-point contact with a lift off region

If the wrap angle φ of the forces around the capstan is greater than 2π, and the applied forces are small enough,
the rod equilibria may transition from line contact to two-point contact, with an intermediate contact-free lift-off
region (Fig. 3c). Here we consider two-point equilibria which are symmetric under reflection across the ey axis.
Consequently, we will only compute equilibria for one half of the rod, while the other half is obtained by symmetry.
We will also ignore any contact interactions between the incoming and outgoing tails of the rod.

Consider a configuration as shown in Fig. 3c, loaded with forces of magnitude F with a wrap angle greater than
2π. To compute such an equilibrium, we would need to determine the constant value H of the Hamiltonian function,
and the curvature κ1 of the rod at the point of contact. To this objective, we first write down the internal force nl
in the lift-off region, and the curvature κL/2 of the rod at s = L/2, in terms of H and κ1 as follows,

nl =

(
H − 1

2
Bκ21

)
sec θ1ex , κL/2 =

√
2(H − nl)

B
. (42)

Here θ1 is given by (27)1 with F0 = F and H0 = H, and nl = |nl| in the second expression above. Equation
(42)1 has been obtained using nl = nl1(s1)d1(s1) + nl3(s1)d3(s1), requiring nl · ey = 0 (by symmetry), and using
nl3(s1) = H − (1/2)Bκ21. Equation (42)2 has similarly been obtained using the fact that the tension at s = L/2 is
given by nl3(L/2) = nl = H − (1/2)Bκ2L/2.

The two conditions needed to solve for H and κ1 can then be written as,

L (F,H;κ)|κ1
0 + L (nl, H;κ)|κL/2κ1 =

L

2
, (43a)

−(1 + r)

(
H − 1

2
Bκ21

)
tan θ1 + P (nl, H;κ)

∣∣κL/2
κ1

= 0 . (43b)

The first expression above, obtained using (29), is a statement enforcing the length of one symmetric half of the rod,
To obtain the second expression, we integrated the relation nl3 = H − (1/2)Bκ2 from s1 to L/2, used the fact that
nl3 = nl · d3 = nl · x′ = (nl · x)′, substituted nl · x(s1) = −(1 + r)nl sin θ1, and then finally enforced nl · x(L/2) = 0
(due to symmetry) in the resulting expression. The function P in the second expression results from a variable change
in
∫ L/2
s1

(H − (1/2)Bκ2)ds from s to κ via ds = dκ/κ′, and using equation (28) to substitute for κ′ to yield,∫ κL/2

κ1

(
H − 1

2Bκ
2
)√(

nl−H
B + 1

2κ
2
) (

nl+H
B − 1

2κ
2
) dκ = P (nl, H;κ)

∣∣κL/2
κ1

. (44)

The explicit representation of P in terms of the Elliptic integrals of the first and second kind is provided in Appendix
B. The two transcendental equations (43) can be numerically solved to obtain the values of H and κ1, which when
substituted in (27) and (30) deliver θ1 and s1. Furthermore, the incoming tail of the configuration can be obtained
by integrating (31) with initial conditions (32), while the symmetric left half of the lift-off region can be obtained by
integrating (31) from s1 to L/2 with the following initial conditions,

θ(s+1 ) = θ1 , x(s+1 ) = −(1 + r) sin θ1 , y(s+1 ) = (1 + r) cos θ1 , (45a)

κ(s+1 ) = κ1 , n1(s
+
1 ) = −

(
H − 1

2
Bκ21

)
tan θ1 , n3(s

+
1 ) = H − 1

2
Bκ21 . (45b)

The right half of the configuration can then be computed by symmetry.

9Equation (41) is equivalent to equation (2.11) of [55], which the authors of that article described as a “ ‘geometrical condition’ of equilibrium”
representing the balance of axial thrust on the rod. We also note that since (37) is independent of the shape of the constraining rigid
body, its corollary (41) is equally applicable to problems involving frictionless sleeve constraints in [55–57].
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FIG. 5: (a) Regions corresponding to one-point, line, and two-point contact in the {F, φ} space for a sufficiently
long elastic rod with B = 1. The curve at the intersection of the green and the blue region is given by equation
(48) with κ1 = κc. Equilibrium configurations corresponding to the vertices of the two closed rectangular paths are
shown in (c) and (d), where the red dashed caps at the two ends of the rod signify that the actual length of the rod
is much longer than the displayed length. A video showing quasi-static transition of contact along the two loops is
available in [59]. (b) Difference between the wrap angle φ and the corresponding contact angle φc (for line contact),
given by equation (49), is plotted against F for different values of B. Each curve begins with a minimum value of
F , given by Fmin = (1/2)Bκ2

c , necessary to maintain line contact between the rod and the capstan. The curve at
B = 0 corresponds to a fully flexible filament for which φ = φc for all values of F . For a non-zero value of B the
difference φ− φc approaches zero asymptotically as F tends to infinity.

V. FRICTIONLESS CONTACT IN THE LONG LENGTH LIMIT

In this section, we consider frictionless contact in a limit where the length L of the rod is very large compared to
the radius R of the capstan. We show that, in this limit, computations from the previous section undergo radical
simplification, which allows for a clean classification of the three kinds of previously discussed equilibria.

Consider the shape equation (28) valid in the incoming and outgoing tails in a typical configuration. Scaling it by
the total length L (normalized by R) of the rod, we obtain ( BL2κ

′)2+( B
2L2κ

2−H)2 = |n|2. If the length L is large, the
equation becomes a singular perturbation problem in the parameter B/L2, indicative of the existence of boundary
layers in its solutions [60]. Outside the boundary layer, or the “outer region”, we substitute B/L2 = 0 to obtain the
following relation up to leading order,

H = |n| , (46)

where the negative root of the equation has been discarded. Since this relation involves two quantities conserved
throughout the length of the rod, it must hold true inside the boundary layer, or the “inner region”, as well. In this
limit, most of the bending energy of the rod gets concentrated near the boundary of the contact region, while away
from it, the rod is relatively straight. Equation (46), when combined with (37), implies,

H = F0 = FL = F , (47)
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meaning that the applied end loads must be equal in order to maintain equilibrium. In other words, asymmetric
equilibria of the kind shown in Fig. 4 is not possible in the long length limit.

Another consequence of (46) is that the length constraints, given by (38a), (39), and (43a), become identically
satisfied, which greatly simplifies the computations of the free boundaries in all the three kinds of equilibrium, as is
shown next.

To compute one-point contact equilibria, we use equation (38b) with (47) and obtain after some rearrangement the
following expression for the rod’s centerline curvature at the contact point

κ1 = 2

√
F

B
sin

φ

4
. (48)

The region in the {F, φ} space with κ1 ≤ κc corresponds to one-point contact equilibria, and is shown in green in Fig.
5. The location of the point of contact can be deduced from symmetry as θ1 = 0, which can also be confirmed by
substituting (48) in (27)1. The entire configuration can then be computed following the same procedure as described
towards the end of Sect. IVA.

When κ1 delivered by equation (48) hits the critical curvature κc for prescribed values of F and φ, one-point contact
transitions to line contact. In that case, θ1 and θ2 can be directly computed from (27) using equation (47), along with
the fact that κ = κc in the contact region. Consequently, the contact angle φc = θ1 − θ2 can be explicitly written as

φc = φ− 2 arccos

(
1− B

2F
κ2c

)
, with F >

1

2
Bκ2c , (49)

where the inequality ensures that the contact pressure from equation (40), i.e., p1 = Fκc − (1/2)Bκ3c , remains
non-negative.

The region corresponding to line contact in the {F, φ} space, with p1 > 0, is shown in blue in Fig. 5a. No contact
equilibria exists for the region shown in white10, as the contact pressure between the capstan and the rod in that
region becomes negative. The difference φ−φc from (49) is plotted against F for different values of B in Fig. 5b. The
shear force, tension, and pressure in the contact region can be computed using (40), and the incoming and outgoing
tail can be constructed using the same procedure as described in the end of Sect. IVB.

For φ > 2π, and F < 1
2Bκ

2
c , the pressure required to maintain line contact between the rod and the capstan

becomes negative, leading to line contact degenerating into two-point contact. In Fig. 5, the corresponding region is
shown in red. To compute such configurations, we obtain θ1 in terms of the unknown curvature κ1 at the point of
contact using equation (27)1 and (47). Thereafter, κ1 can be obtained by solving (43b) numerically. Finally, the full
configuration can be constructed as described towards the end of Sect. IVC.

VI. FRICTIONAL CONTACT AND LIMITING EQUILIBRIUM

We now address the last facet of the generalized capstan problem, i.e., a generalization of the classic capstan
equation (1), governing limiting equilibria of an elastic rod in frictional contact with a circular capstan. Before we
proceed further, a few comments on the problem are in order.

We showed in Sect. IVB1 that force amplification across a finite length of an elastic rod wrapped around a circular
capstan can be achieved in the absence of frictional interactions between them. Since friction appears unnecessary to
support unequal loads at the two ends of the rod, a precise definition of limiting equilibrium seems unclear. However,
in the long length limit discussed in Sect. V, relation (47) forbids frictionless equilibria with unequal end loads,
which insinuates that friction is indeed necessary for force amplification in this limit. Therefore, we will pursue the
generalization of the classical capstan equation (1) in the long length limit, where we define limiting equilibrium under
frictional contact as the configuration which maximizes the output load FL, for a given input load F0 and wrap angle
φ. We will also consider only line contact between the rod and the capstan, as corollary (35) of our assumption (19)
forbids any point reaction force P3 in the tangential direction at isolated points of contact.

Consider a sufficiently long elastic rod wrapped around a circular capstan as shown in Fig. 6. Using equations (46)
and (12) in the incoming and outgoing tails, along with (19) across the contact boundaries s1 and s2, we can establish
the following relations,

H(s−1 ) = H(s+1 ) = F0 and H(s−2 ) = H(s+2 ) = FL . (50)

10Note that for a given value of B, one can always find a finite length of the rod for which a one-point equilibrium exists at any chosen point
in the white region in Fig. 5a.
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FIG. 6: On the left is a configuration corresponding to limiting equilibrium of a sufficiently long elastic rod in
frictional contact with a rigid capstan with φc = 1.61. The coefficient of friction µ = 0.3. The rod experiences a
normal point force of magnitude |Ps2 | = 1.05 at s2, while no such point reaction force exists at s1 for reasons
explained in the text surrounding equation (56). The plots of the Hamiltonian H, normal pressure p1, tension n3,
and shear force n1 are also shown. The shaded region on the plots corresponds to the contact region. The normal
pressure p1 suffers a Dirac-delta function singularity at the outgoing end of the contact region, causing a jump in
the shear force n1 at the same point.

With the second relation above, the requirement of maximizing the output load FL can be transferred to maximizing
the value of H(s2). The evolution of the Hamiltonian function H of the rod in the contact region is governed by the
following equations obtained by substituting κ = κc in (25),

H ′ = p3(1− rκc) , (51a)

rp′3 = Hκc − p1 −
1

2
Bκ3c . (51b)

The two ODEs above contain three unknown functions of s, namely H, p3, and p1. To obtain a closed system of
equations, we assume frictional interaction between the rod and the capstan to be governed by Coulomb’s inequality
of static friction, which relates the frictional force density p3 and the normal pressure p1 as,

p3 ≤ µp1 , (52)

where µ is the coefficient of static friction between the rod and the capstan.
To maximize the value of H(s2), and consequently of the output load FL, we seek those solutions of (51) for which

H grows at the fastest possible rate over the yet unknown contact region. This is ensured when inequality (52)
saturates, and p3 attains its maximum value given by p3 = µp1. Using this equality, we eliminate p3 in favor of p1 in
(51) to obtain the following set of equations governing limiting equilibria of the rod,

H ′ = µp1(1− rκc) , (53a)

rµp′1 = Hκc − p1 −
1

2
Bκ3c . (53b)

The above set of ODEs, which are linear in H and p1, can be integrated analytically to obtain,

H(s) = c1

(
A+ 1

2κc

)
e
A−1
2rµ (s−s1) − c2

(
A− 1

2κc

)
e−

A+1
2rµ (s−s1) +

1

2
Bκ2c , (54a)

p1(s) = c1e
A−1
2rµ (s−s1) + c2e

−A+1
2rµ (s−s1) , (54b)

where s ∈ [s1, s2], A =
√
1 + 4rκcµ2(1− rκc), and c1 and c2 are constants given by,

c1 =
p1(s

+
1 )(A− 1) + κc

[
2H(s+1 )−Bκ2c

]
2A

, c2 =
p1(s

+
1 )(A+ 1)− κc

[
2H(s+1 )−Bκ2c

]
2A

. (55)
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FIG. 7: (a) A 3D plot of maximum force ratios FL/F0 as a function of F0 and φ, for a sufficiently long rod with
B = 1, and coefficient of friction µ = 0.3. The gray region of the surface corresponds to configurations where
negative pressures between the rod and the capstan develop, and are therefore unphysical. The two perspectives of
the surface in the {FL/F0, φ} and {FL/F0, F0} plane are shown in (c) and (e) respectively. (b) A 3D plot of the
contact angle φc as a function of F0 and φ. As in (a), the gray region corresponds to configurations where negative
pressures develop. The two perspectives of the surface in the {φc, φ} and {φc, F0} plane are shown in (d) and (f)
respectively.

These constants must be determined by the initial conditions p(s+1 ) and H(s+1 ) accompanying the system (53).
To compute p(s+1 ), we invoke the jump condition (34)2 on the shear force at s1, and note that p1(s−1 ) = 0,

p3(s
+
1 ) = µp1(s

+
1 ), and κ

′(s+1 ) = 0. The said jump condition can then be rearranged as,

rµp1(s
+
1 ) = Bκ′(s−1 )− P1(s1) . (56)

Both p1 and P1 in the equation above are positive numbers – as the capstan can only push on the rod and not
pull – and as a consequence, κ′(s−1 ) must also be positive. To maximize the growth rate of H at s+1 , the highest
possible value of p1(s+1 ) must be deduced from (56), which is ensured when P1(s1) = 0.11 This implies that at limiting

11This argument has precedence in [32], where limiting equilibria of a fully flexible filament of finite thickness in contact with a curved
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equilibria no point reaction force can occur at s1.12 Consequently, we have p1(s+1 ) = Bκ′(s−1 )/rµ from (56), where

the term Bκ′1(s
−
1 ) = (κc/2)

√
B[4H(s−1 )−Bκ2(s−1 )] can be obtained from (28) applied at s = s−1 . Finally, noting the

equalities at s1 from (50), along with κ(s−1 ) = κ(s+1 ) = κc from (36)2, we can write the initial conditions for (53a) at
s = s+1 as,

H(s+1 ) = F0 , p1(s
+
1 ) =

κc
2rµ

√
B(4F0 −Bκ2c) . (57)

The constants c1 and c2 in (54) can now be determined by substituting (57) in (55), thereby completing the description
of H(s) and p1(s) in the contact region. The normal reaction force at the outgoing boundary s2 can be computed
using (34)2, along with p(s+2 ) = 0 and κ′(s−2 ) = 0, to be P1(s2) = rµp1(s

−
2 ) − Bκ′(s+2 ). The contact region between

the rod and the capstan still remains an unknown, which we compute next.
The extent of contact region is measured by the length s2 − s1. Since the length of the rod is infinitely large,

the precise value of s1 is irrelevant, and can be assigned an arbitrary value for simplicity leaving s2 to be the only
unknown to be found. We note that s2 − s1 = (1 + r)(θ1 − θ2), and substitute in it θ1 and θ2 from (27). In the
resulting expression we use H0 = F0 and HL = FL = H(s2) due to (50) and (12), and κ1 = κ2 = κc due to (36)2
across s1 and s2, to obtain the following equation after some rearrangement,

arccos

(
1− Bκ2c

2F0

)
+
s2 − s1
1 + r

+ arccos

(
1− Bκ2c

2H(s2)

)
= φ . (58)

The first and the third term on the left measure the angular displacements of the tangents between the two terminal
ends and their corresponding contact boundaries, while the middle term measures the angular displacement of the
tangent in the contact region. The above equation essentially constrains the angular displacements of the tangents in
the tails and the contact region to add up to the prescribed wrap angle φ. The expression for H(s2) can be substituted
in (58) from (54a), and the entire equation can be numerically solved to obtain s2. The output load corresponding to
limiting equilibrium is then given by FL = H(s2), and the contact angle can be computed as φc = (s2 − s1)/(1 + r).

The surface generated by the maximum force ratios FL/F0 for an elastic rod in the {FL/F0, F0, φ} space is plotted
in Fig. 7a for B = 1 and µ = 0.3. The corresponding surface for the contact angles φc is shown in Fig. 7b. The gray
region marked on both the surfaces represents configurations with small initial force and high wrap angle where the
contact pressure p1 goes negative, and must therefore be discarded. Note that unlike in the classic capstan problem,
the force ratio FL/F0 in the presence of bending elasticity is also a function of the initial force F0, as can be seen
in the projection of the surface in Fig. 7e. A comparison between the classic and the generalized capstan problem
in Fig. 7c shows that force ratios for the latter are always lower than the former. The solutions to the generalized
problem asymptotically merge with the classic solution as the input force F0 tends to infinity. A typical configuration
of a sufficiently long elastic rod in frictional contact with a circular capstan is shown in Fig. 6, along with the plots of
the Hamiltonian function H, contact pressure p1, tension n3, and shear force n1, against the arc-length coordinate.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have presented a generalization of the classic capstan problem to include the effects of finite thickness and
bending elasticity of the filament. The problem was referred to as the generalized capstan problem, where we modeled
the filament as an elastic rod of finite thickness, and computed configurations with both frictionless and frictional
contact between the rod and the capstan. Unlike much of the prior work on the subject, we treated the boundaries
of the contact region as free boundaries [27, 28], and computed their location with the aid of a jump condition,
systematically derived using the principle of virtual work.

For frictionless contact, we computed three kinds of rod equilibria, where the rod touches the capstan at one point,
along a continuous arc, and at two points connected by an intermediate lift-off (or contact-free) region. Our analysis
revealed that, in general, a finite length of elastic rod wrapped around a circular capstan does not require friction to
sustain unequal loads at its two ends. This is in stark contrast to the classic case governed by equation (1), where
friction is necessarily required for force amplification across the length of the filament. We showed this property of
elastic rods to be a consequence of the conservation of the Hamiltonian function throughout its length. We then
considered a limit where the length of the rod is much larger than the radius of the capstan. In this limit, we showed

capstan was considered.
12The same conclusion in the context of an elastic rod in frictional contact with a rotating cylinder was reached in [36]. However, at variance
with the present approach, the authors there employ a “geometrical argument”, where they invoke the circular geometry of the capstan to
arrive at this conclusion.
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that frictionless contact equilibria between the capstan and the rod with unequal end loads is no longer possible.
This long length limit lead to significant simplifications in the computation of frictionless equilibria, and allowed for
a clean classification of the three aforementioned kinds of frictionless contact equilibria in a two parameter space of
the applied end load F and wrap angle φ.

Finally, we incorporated frictional interaction between the elastic rod and the capstan under the assumption of the
long length limit, and obtained a generalization of the classic capstan equation (1) to include bending elasticity and
finite thickness of the rod. We showed that the maximum force ratios predicted by our model depend not only on the
wrap angle φ, but also on the prescribed input load F0, which is in contrast to the classic capstan problem where the
force ratios are independent of the latter. We found that for any given input load F0 and wrap angle φ, the maximum
force ratios predicted by our model remained lower than the predictions made by the classic capstan equation (1).
Since our theory inputs the wrap angle φ as opposed to the contact angle φc – which is much more difficult to enforce
experimentally than the former – we hope that its validity could be put to test against simple experiments.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the free boundary condition

Here, following the procedure laid out in [61], we present the details of the derivation resulting in equation (17).
Consider an infinitesimal transformation in the arc-length coordinate s → s∗, with s∗ given by equation (14), such
that the corresponding total variation in the position vector and the directors is zero, i.e. δx(s) ≡ x∗(s∗)−x(s) = 0,
and δdi(s) ≡ d∗i (s

∗)− di(s) = 0. We then define a variation δ̃ in the position vector and the directors at a material
label s such that,

x∗(s) := x(s) + δ̃x(s) , d∗i (s) := di(s) + δ̃di(s) . (A1)

Using the conditions x∗(s∗) = x(s) and d∗i (s
∗) = di(s), the variations δ̃x(s) and δ̃di(s) can be represented as,

δ̃x(s) = −x′(s)δs , δ̃di(s) = −d′i(s)δs . (A2)

To compute the corresponding variation in the Darboux vector, we observe that,

(d∗i )
′ = u∗ × d∗i = d′i + u× δ̃di + δ̃u× di + higher order terms. (A3)

The orthonormality of the director frame requires

δ̃dj = δ̃z × dj , (A4)

where δ̃z is some infinitesimal function of the independent coordinates. Using (A2)2 and (2)2 in (A4), δ̃z can be
represented as,

δ̃z = −u δs . (A5)

Substituting (A4) into (A3), and using the fact that di is a basis of R3, we obtain after some manipulations the
relation δ̃u = δ̃z′ − u× δ̃z, from which we deduce

δ̃ui = δ̃z′ · di (A6)

where δ̃ui ≡ δ̃(u · di).
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Following standard procedure [61], and using (A2) and (A6), the variation due to s→ s∗ in the energy functional
(13) can be computed as,

δ̃E =

∫ s2

s1

[(W (u,x)− n · x′ −m · u) δs]′ ds+
∫ s2

s1

[
−
(
∂W

∂u

)′
− d3 × n

]
· δ̃z ds+

∫ s2

s1

[−n′] · δ̃x ds . (A7)

Finally, we substitute the above, along with δ̃Wext from (16), in (15), and then split various integrals into two domains
[s1, s

−
0 ] and [s+0 , s2]. Thereafter, we use (4) and (9) to get rid of the bulk terms in the two domains. The remaining

terms are localised around s = s0 by taking the limit s1 → s−0 and s2 → s+0 to arrive at (17).

Appendix B: Elliptic integrals

Consider the length integral stated in (29). A change of variable from κ to t, such that t =
√
B/2(H − |n|)κ,

transforms the integral into i
√
2B/(H + |n|)

∫ [
(1− t2)(1− kt2)

]−1
dt, which can subsequently be transformed to a

canonical form using t = sin θ. The resulting expression is,

L (|n|, H;κ) := −i
√

2B

H + |n| F (ϕ | k) , (B1)

where F (ϕ | k) is the Elliptic Integral of the first kind [62, 63] given by,

F (ϕ | k) =
∫ ϕ

0

dθ√
1− k sin2 θ

, ϕ = arcsin

(√
B

2(H − |n|)κ
)
, k =

H − |n|
H + |n| . (B2)

Using the same change of variables as for the length integral from κ to t and then from t to θ, the integral in (44) can
be written as,

P(|n|, H : κ) := −i
√

2B

H + |n| [(H + |n|)E (ϕ | k)− |n|F (ϕ | k)] , (B3)

where F (ϕ | k) is given by (B2), while E(ϕ | k) is the Elliptic Integral of the second kind [62, 63] given by,

E (ϕ | k) =
∫ ϕ

0

√
1− k sin2 θ dθ , (B4)

with the same expressions for ϕ and k as stated in (B2).
Note that although L and P are in general complex valued functions, their differences between any two values of

κ (for fixed |n| and H), i.e. L (|n|, H;κ)|κBκA and P(|n|, H;κ)|κBκA , are always real valued. This is due to the fact that
the real components F (ϕ | k) and E(ϕ | k) (or the imaginary components of L and P) are functions of k alone [63],
and get canceled out when subtracted with different values of ϕ (or κ).

[1] E.R. Maurer and R.J. Roark. Technical Mechanics: Statics, Kinematics, Kinetics. Wiley, New York, 1944.
[2] J.L. Meriam. Engineering Mechanics: Statics and Dynamics. Wiley, New York, 1978.
[3] G.L. Hazelton. A force amplifier: the capstan. The Physics Teacher, 14:432, 1976.
[4] E. Levin. Friction experiments with a capstan. American Journal of Physics, 59:80, 1991.
[5] H.G. Howell, K.W. Mieszkis, and D. Tabor. Friction in textiles. Butterworths Scientific Publications, London, 1959.
[6] P. Grosberg and D.E.A. Plate. Capstan friction for polymer monofilaments with rigidity. The Journal of the Textile

Institute, 60:268–283, 1969.
[7] C.S. McGee. The motion of yarns over surfaces with friction. Master’s thesis, Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta,

1977.
[8] M. Wei and R. Chen. An improved capstan equation for nonflexible fibers and yarn. Textile Research Journal, 68:487–492,

1998.
[9] Z. Gao, L. Wang, and X. Hao. An improved capstan equation including power-law friction and bending rigidity for high

performance yarn. Mechanism and Maching Theory, 90:84–94, 2015.



20

[10] H. Beflosky. On the theory of power transmission by a flat, elastic belt. Wear, 25:73–84, 1973.
[11] T.C. Firbank. Mechanics of the belt drive. International Journal of Mechanical Sciences, 12:1053–1063, 1970.
[12] H. Beflosky. On the theory of power transmission by V-belts. Wear, 39:263–275, 1976.
[13] T.H.C. Childs. The contact and friction between flat belts and pulleys. International Journal of Mechanical Sciences,

22:117–126, 1980.
[14] H. Kim, K. Marshek, and M. Naji. Forces between an abrasive belt and pulley. Mechanism and Machine Theory, 22:97–103,

1987.
[15] N. Srivastava and I. Haque. A review on belt and chain continuously variable transmissions (CVT): Dynamics and control.

Mechanism and Machine Theory, 44:19–41, 2009.
[16] V.A. Lubarda. Determination of the belt force before the gross slip. Mechanism and Machine Theory, 83:31–37, 2015.
[17] O. Baser and E. Ilhan Konukseven. Theoretical and experimental determination of capstan drive slip error. Mechanism

and Machine Theory, 45:815–827, 2010.
[18] R. Xue, B. Ren, Z. Yan, and Z. Du. A cable-pulley system modeling based position compensation control for a laparoscope

surgical robot. Mechanism and Machine Theory, 118:283–299, 2017.
[19] N. Simaan, R. M. Yasin, and L. Wang. Medical techonologies and challenges of robot-assisted minimally invasive inter-

vention and diagnostics. Anual Review of Control, Robotics, and Autonomous Systems, 1:465–490, 2018.
[20] T. Groves and J.A. Kemp. Applicability of the capstan equation to guitar strings. Archives of Acoustics, 44:459–465, 2019.
[21] S. Ghosal. Capstan friction model for dna ejection from bacteriophages. Physical Review Letters, 109:248105, 2012.
[22] A.S. Lodge and H.S. Howell. Friction of an elastic solid. Proceedings of the Physical Society B, 67:89–97, 1954.
[23] I.M. Stuart. Capstan equation for strings with rigidity. British Journal of Applied Physics, 12:559–562, 1961.
[24] J.H. Jung, Tae Jin Kang, and Jae Ryon Youn. Effect of bending rigidity on the capstan equation. Textile Research Journal,

74:1085–1096, 2004.
[25] J.H. Jung, N. Pan, and T.J. Kang. Capstan equation including bending rigidity and non-linear frictional behaviour.

Mechanisn and Machine Theory, 43:661–675, 2008.
[26] O.M. O’Reilly and P.C. Varadi. On energetics and conservations for strings in the presence of singular sources of momentum

and energy. Acta Mechanica, 165:27–45, 2003.
[27] O.M. O’Reilly. Modeling Nonlinear Problems in the Mechanics of Strings and Rods. Springer, New York, 2017.
[28] R. Burridge and J.B. Keller. Peeling, slipping and cracking–some one-dimensional free-boundary problems in mechanics.

SIAM Review, 20:31–61, 1978.
[29] J. Liu and M.A. Vaz. Constraint ability of superposed woven fabrics wound on capstan. Mechanism and Machine Theory,

104:303–312, 2016.
[30] J.H. Maddocks and J.B. Keller. Ropes in equilibrium. SIAM Journal of Applied Mathematics, 47:1185–1200, 1987.
[31] A. Konyukhov. Contact of ropes and orthotropic rough surfaces. Zeitschrift für Angewandte Mathematik und Mechanik,

95:406–423, 2015.
[32] P. Grandgeorge, C. Baek, H. Singh, P. Johanns, T.G. Sano, A. Flynn, J.H. Maddocks, and P.M. Reis. Mechanics of two

filaments in tight orthogonal contact. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 118:e2021684118, 2021.
[33] A.K. Belyav, V.V. Eliseev, H. Irschik, and E.A. Oborin. Contact of two equal rigid pulleys with a belt modelled as cosserat

nonlinear elastic rod. Acta Mechanica, 228:4425–4434, 2017.
[34] Y. Vetyukov, E. Oborin, J. Scheidl, M. Krommer, and C. Schmidrathner. Flexible belt hanging on two pulleys: Contact

problem at non-material kinematic description. International Journal of Solids and Structures, 168:183–193, 2019.
[35] E. Oborin, Y. Vetyukov, and I. Steinbrecher. Eulerian description of nonstationary motion of an idealized belt-pulley

system with dry friction. International Journal of Solids and Structures, 147:40–51, 2018.
[36] P. Grandgeorge, T.G. Sano, and P.M. Reis. An elastic rod in frictional contact with a rigid cylinder. Journal of the

Mechanics and Physics of Solids, 164:104885, 2022.
[37] S.S. Antman. Nonlinear Problems of Elasticity. Springer, New York, 2005.
[38] O.M. O’Reilly and P.C. Varadi. A treatment of shocks in one-dimensional thermomechanical media. Continuum Mechanics

and Thermodynamics, 11:339–352, 1999.
[39] P.M. Naghdi and M.B. Rubin. On the significane of normal cross-sectional extension in beam theory with application to

contact problems. International Journal of Solids and Structures, 25:249–265, 1989.
[40] J.H. Maddocks and D.J. Dichmann. Conservation laws in the dynamics of rods. Journal of Elasticity, 34:83–96, 1994.
[41] D.J. Dichmann, Y. Li, and J.H. Maddocks. Hamiltonian formulations and symmetries in rod mechanics. In J.P. Mesirov.,

K. Schulten, and D.W. Sumners, editors, Mathematical Approaches to Biomolecular Structure and Dynamics, pages 71–113.
Springer New York, New York, NY, 1996.

[42] O.M. O’Reilly. A material momentum balance law for rods. Journal of Elasticity, 86:155–172, 2007.
[43] H. Singh and J. A. Hanna. On the planar elastica, stress, and material stress. Journal of Elasticity, 136:87–101, 2019.
[44] J.A. Hanna, H. Singh, and E.G. Virga. Partial constraint singularities in elastic rods. Journal of Elasticity, 133:105–118,

2018.
[45] A.E.H. Love. A treatise on the mathematical theory of elasticity. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2013.
[46] J.L. Ericksen. Simpler static problems in nonlinear theories of rods. Internaltional Journal of Solids and Structures,

6:371–377, 1970.
[47] S.S. Antman and K.B. Jordan. Qualitative aspects of the spatial deformation of non-linearly elastic rods. Proceedings of

the Royal society of Edinburgh, 73A:85–105, 1974/1975.
[48] M. Nizette and A. Goriely. Towards a classification of Euler-Kirchhoff filaments. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 40:2830–

2866, 1999.



21

[49] D.J. Steigmann and M.G. Faulkner. Variational theory for spatial rods. Journal of Elasticity, 33:1–26, 1993.
[50] I.M. Gelfand and S.V. Fomin. Calculus of variations. Dover, New York, 2000.
[51] O. Bolza. Lectures on the Calculus of Variations. Chelsea, New York, 1973.
[52] R.T. Farouki and C.A. Neff. Analytic properties of plane offset curves. Computer Aided Geometric Design, 7:83–99, 1990.
[53] J. Langer and D. Singer. Lagrangian aspects of the Kirchhoff elastic rod. Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics,

38:605–618, 1996.
[54] O. Gonzalez and J.H. Maddocks. Global curvature, thickness, and the ideal shape of knots. Proceedings of the National

Academy of Sciences, 96:4769–4773, 1999.
[55] F. Bosi, D. Misseroni, F. Dal Corso, and D. Bigoni. An elastica arm scale. Proceedings of the Royal Society A, 470:20140232,

2014.
[56] D. Bigoni, F. Dal Corso, F. Bosi, and D. Misseroni. Eshelby-like forces acting on elastic structures: Theoretical and

experimental proof. Mechanics of Materials, 80:368–374, 2015.
[57] D. Bigoni, F. Dal Corso, D. Misseroni, and F. Bosi. Torsional locomotion. Proceedings of the Royal Society A, 470:20140599,

2014.
[58] O.M. O’Reilly. Some perspectives on Eshelby-like forces in the elastica arm scale. Proceedings of the Royal Society A,

471:20140785, 2015.
[59] Supplementary video available at https://hasingh.com/contact-transition/ .
[60] E.J. Hinch. Perturbation Methods. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1991.
[61] E.L. Hill. Hamilton’s principle and the conservation theorems of mathematical physics. Reviews of Modern Physics,

23:253–260, 1951.
[62] M. Abramowitz and I.A. Stegun. Handbook of Mathematical Functions. National Bureau of Standards, Washington, 1972.
[63] P.F. Byrd and M.D. Friedman. Handbook of Elliptic Integrals for Engineers and Scientists. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1971.


	Planar equilibria of an elastic rod wrapped around a circular capstan
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Overview of the essential theory
	A Conservation laws
	B Jump condition at free boundaries

	III Problem setup
	A Contact region
	B Contact-free region
	C Corollary of the free boundary condition

	IV Frictionless contact with finite length
	A One-point contact
	B Line contact
	1 Force amplification with frictionless contact

	C Two-point contact with a lift off region

	V Frictionless contact in the long length limit
	VI Frictional contact and limiting equilibrium
	VII Conclusion
	VIII Acknowledgments
	IX Conflict of interest statement
	A Derivation of the free boundary condition
	B Elliptic integrals
	 References


