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Abstract

The classical reduced model for a film /substrate bilayer is one in which the film is governed by
the Euler-Bernoulli beam equation and the substrate is replaced by an array of springs (the
so-called Winkler foundation assumption). We derive a refined model in which the normal
and shear tractions at the bottom of the film are expressed in terms of the corresponding
horizontal and vertical displacements, and the response of the half-space is described by the
exact theory. The self-consistency of the refined model is confirmed by showing that it yields
a four-term (in the incompressible case) or six-term (in the compressible case) expansion for

the critical strain that agrees with the expansion given by the exact theory.

Key words:  Film/substrate, Timoshenko theory, Buckling, Winkler foundation, Nonlinear

elasticity.

1. Introduction

The buckling and post-buckling of a film/substrate bilayer, which is often idealised as
a coated hyperelastic half space, has received much attention in recent decades due to ap-
plications ranging from cell patterning (Dimmock et all, [2020), optical gratings (Lee et al.|
2010; Ma et al., [2013; [Kim et al., 2013), and creation of surfaces with desired wetting and
adhesion properties (Chan et al., [2008; Yang et al. [2010; Zhang et al., 2012), to the de-
duction of material properties of ultrathin films (Stafford et al., 2004; |Chan et al., [2009).
Under the framework of nonlinear elasticity, early studies include the linear analyses by [Dor-|
ris & Nemat-Nasser| (1980)), Shield et al. (1994), Ogden & Sotiropoulos| (1996)), Bigoni et al.|
(1997), [Steigmann & Ogden| (1997)), and the nonlinear post-buckling analysis by
. More recent studies have addressed the phenomenon of period doubling ,
2015), effects of pre-stretching in the half-space (Hutchinson| 2013), compressibility
Dai, 2014; Cai & Fu, 2019), multi-layering (Cheng et al. |2014; Wang et al., [2020; Zhoul
et all [2022)), growth (Alawiye et al) [2019, [2020} Liu et al} 2020b), and magnetorheology
(Rambausek & Danas| 2021). There also exists a large body of literature based on various
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approximate models for the layer and substrate; see, e.g.,|Chen & Hutchinson| (2004)), [Huang

et al.| (2005), Audoly & Boudaoud| (2008)), Zhao et al.| (2015)), and the references therein.
With the use of the exact theory of nonlinear elasticity, (Cai & Fu| (1999)) derived the

following asymptotic expansion for the critical strain when a neo-Hookean film bonded to a

much softer neo-Hookean substrate is subjected to a uni-axial compression:
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where A is the stretch ratio in the direction of compression (so that 1 — X is the strain), k
is the wave number of the buckling mode, h is the layer thickness, and r = pg/us with g
and ps denoting the shear moduli for the film and substrate, respectively. Note that the
above expansion is only valid when 7 = O((kh)?), in which case the first two terms on the
right hand side of are of the same order and the last two terms are of the same order.
Solving this expansion together with d\/d(kh) = 0, we may determine the critical stretch
and associated wave number where the strain 1 — A\ attains its minimum. This two-term
result extends the leading order result of Allen (1969) for the plane-stress case.

It can be shown that the leading order version of , with only the first two terms on
the right hand side retained, can be derived from the classical model

EI " Eh " 2E5(1 B 1/5)
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(1.2)

by taking the incompressibility limit v, v, — 1/2, where E and v are the Young’s modulus
and Poisson’s ratio for the layer, respectively, E, and v their counterparts for the half-space.
It was shown in [Cai & Ful (2000) that equation (1.2]) can be derived from the exact theory
of nonlinear elasticity using a self-consistent asymptotic procedure; see also discussions in
Audoly & Boudaoud| (2008]). When the half-space is absent, the right hand side of is
zero, and the resulting equation is the well-known Euler-Bernoulli beam equation, which has
been justified in many studies; see, e.g., Steigmann & Ogden| (2014)), Destrade et al.| (2016]),
Steigmann, (2007)), and the references therein.

For a stand-alone beam that is only subject to a force P along its axis, the Timoshenko
beam theory is known to provide a self-consistent refinement on the Euler-Bernoulli beam
theory (Timoshenko, 1921} Elishakoff et al., 2015)). It is then tempting to model the response
of the layer using the Timoshenko beam theory but still model the response of the half-space
using the Winkler assumption. This possibility has indeed been analysed by |Erbas et al.
(2022) for the dynamic case without prestress; see also Kaplunov et al.| (2019). Adapting

equation (17) in |Goldenveizer et al.| (1993) to our static case, we obtain
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where 3 denotes the sixth-order derivative of y. However, on substituting a periodic solu-
tion y(r) = e** into this equation, it is found that the resulting expression for 1 — \ agrees
with the first three terms in , but not the fourth term. This means that this reduced
model has not taken care of the response of the foundation in a self-consistent manner. An
earlier attempt at refining the leading order model was made by |Shield et al.| (1994).
However, as was shown by (Cai & Ful (2000), their model is not self-consistent either. The
main purpose of the current study is to forsake the Winkler foundation assumption and
allow the interface to transmit both vertical and shear tractions so that the resulting re-
fined model can correctly predict the entire right hand side of . To this end, we derive
a Timoshenko-type plate theory for a prestressed plate using two different approaches, a
standard expansion method as used by |Cai & Ful (2000)) and the expansion scheme devel-
oped in Dai & Song (2014)) where a consistent plate theory was proposed for compressible
hyperelastic materials. The latter methodology has been applied to derive consistent plate
models for incompressible materials (Wang et al., 2016)), growing solids (Wang et al. 2018),
and nematic liquid crystal elastomers (Liu et al., [2020a). Recently, Wang et al.| (2019)) have
shown that the consistent plate model in Dai & Song| (2014) can recover most existing plate
equations by assuming appropriate order relations between the applied load and the aspect
ratio. In deriving the above-mentioned Timoshenko-type plate theory for a pre-stressed
plate, we naturally obtain an additional connection between the shear traction and the two
displacement components at the interface, which then enables us to apply traction and dis-
placement continuity exactly. Thus, our reduced model consists of two differential equations
for the displacement components at the interface.

Our reduced model will be derived for a general hyperelastic material, but to illustrate
our results, we shall consider the case in which both the film and substrate are described by

the strain energy function

1 v 9
= —pu(lh —2-21 -1 1.4
W= Sl og J) + (7 - 17, (1)

where ;1 and v are the ground state shear modulus and Poisson’s ratio, respectively, I is the
first principal invariant of the Cauchy-Green strain tensors and J expresses the determinant
of the deformation gradient. We denote the shear moduli for the film and substrate by pu
and pg, respectively, but assume that v takes the same value for both the film and substrate.
A calculation with the aid of Mathematica (Wolframl, [1991), extending the analysis in (Cai

& Ful (1999), reveals that the compressive strain now has the asymptotic expansion
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As expected, the expansion recovers in the incompressible limit v — 1/2. Our
aim is to derive a refined model that will yield the first six terms in exactly. We
shall also demonstrate that including the next term in the asymptotic expansion or

dy = (1.7)

(1.5) can significantly improve its accuracy when the materials are incompressible or nearly
incompressible.

We note that the term dyr in the expansion is of order (kh)?, which has no coun-
terpart in the incompressible limit. As a quick comparison, we note that the model adopted
by |Shield et al. (1994)) would give the following expansion:

2 2
1- A= 2(3”_—413% + %(kzh}Q +dor + %r(kh) + O((kR)®). (1.8)
This expression correctly predicts the term —dor but differs from in the O((kh)?) terms.

The rest of this paper is organised into four sections as follows. After formulating our
problem and deriving the exact bifurcation condition in the next section, we devote Section
3 to the derivation of the above-mentioned refined model. We first derive a Timoshenko-like
model for the film and then use Stroh formulation to describe the response of the substrate.
In Section 4, we specialise the model to the buckling analysis of a film/substrate bilayer and
show that the reduced model can indeed predict . The paper is concluded in Section
5 with a summary and a discussion of other possible applications of the current reduced

model.

2. Formulation and the exact bifurcation condition

We consider a hyperelastic layer bonded to a hyperelastic half-space. To simplify deriva-
tions, we assume for the moment that both the layer and half-space are compressible and
are in a state of plane strain. The corresponding results for the incompressible case will be
obtained by taking an appropriate limit. We first summarise the governing equations valid
for both the layer and half-space.

Consider a general, homogeneous elastic body B composed of a non-heat-conducting
elastic material. Three configurations are involved in our analysis: an initial unstressed
configuration By, a finitely deformed configuration B., and the current configuration B
that is obtained by superimposing a small incremental displacement on B.. The position
vectors of a representative particle are denoted by X, @ and @ in By, B. and B; respectively,

and their Cartesian coordinates are denoted by X4, z; and z;. We write

T =+ u, (2.1)



where w, with components u;(xy, 22, x3), is the incremental displacement associated with the
deformation B, — B;.

The deformation gradients arising from the deformations By — B; and By — B, are
denoted by F and F respectively and defined by d& = FdX and de = FdX. It then follows
that

Fia = (0ij + u; ;) Fja, (2.2)

where here and henceforth a comma indicates differentiation with respect to the implied
spatial coordinate.
It is well-known (see, e.g. |Spencer| (1970))) that in the absence of body forces the incre-

mental equilibrium equations may be written in the form

Xijj = 0, (2:3)

where x;; are the Cartesian components of the incremental stress tensor and its linearized
formula is given by

Xij = AjilkUk,l- (2.4)
The Aj;y, are the first-order instantaneous elastic moduli defined by (Chadwick & Ogden,

1971)
W
aF’Z'AaijB F=F ’

where W is the strain-energy function per unit volume. For the isotropic solids under

Ajar = J ' FjaFip (2.5)

consideration, W can be assumed to be a function of the three principal stretches Ay, A9, A3.

Then the moduli can be computed according to the following formulae (Ogden, |1984):

Aiiji = MNA;Wi;,  no summation on i or j,
A} Al L
-Aijkl = W(Ale - /\jo)5ik5jl + m()\jWi - )\iVVj)5il(5jk7 i # 7,
? J 7 7

where W; = OW/O\;, W;; = 0°W/0X\;0)\; etc, and the principal stretches are understood to
correspond to the primary deformation By — B.. It is straightforward to verify that

Aig1o — Aigor = 01, Ao — Asi12 = 09, (2.6)

where a1 (= MW7) and 5 (= A\Ws) are the principal Cauchy stresses.
In terms of the displacement components and in the absence of body forces, the equilib-

rium equation then takes the form
Ajilkukylj =0. (27)

As indicated earlier, the finite deformation associated with By — B, only appears through
the moduli defined by (2.5). Thus, as it stands, the constitutive equation ([2.4]) is of the
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same form as that for an anisotropic elastic solid (Spencer|, [1970)), and so our results may be
adapted to describe anisotropic materials.

For plane strain problems, us is zero and u; and uy are only functions of z; and x5. The
finite deformations that we consider (e.g. uni-axial compression) are always such that the
elastic moduli Aj;; is zero whenever there is an odd number of 1, 2 or 3 in the suffices. For
instance, Aj112 = 0, Aj123 = 0 etc. As a result, the equilibrium equations in (2.7)) written

out for i = 1,2 take the following form:
Annuran + (Ariee + A2i12)uz12 + A1t 22 = 0, (2.8)

Aio1aus 11 + (Ar201 + Azo11)ur 12 + Agasatis 22 = 0. (2.9)

The traction vector t on any surface with normal pointing in the positive zo-direction has

components given by t; = X2 = Asurur,;. Thus, we have
t1 = Aosiioua1 + Aot 2, to = Aooriun1 + Azt . (2.10)

We now specialize the above equations to a coated half-space. In the undeformed configura-
tions By, the coating and half-space are defined by 0 < Xy < H, H < X5 < oo, respectively.
We assume that the primary deformation By — B, corresponds to a uni-axial compression
with stretch A\; = A in the z;-direction. We take A to be our loading/bifurcation parameter.
The stretch Ay in the xo-direction can be determined by solving a5 = 0. It follows from
(2-6)2 that the identity Azia1 = Asi12 holds for all values of A and will be used to eliminate
the component As12; in the subsequent analysis. In the finitely deformed configuration B.,

the coating and half-space are defined by
0<axy<h, and h<xy< o0,

respectively, where h = Ao H is the thickness of the coating layer in B.,.

The linearized buckling problem consists of solving the equilibrium equations and
subject to (i) the traction-free boundary conditions ¢ = 0 at x5 = 0, (ii) continuity of
t and u at the interface o = h, and (iii) the decaying condition u — 0 as x5 — oo. If the

solution is assumed to take the form
u = w(kxy)er, (2.11)

where £ is the wave number and w is to be determined, then solving the above buckling

problem yields the bifurcation condition in the implicit form

w(\, kh) =0, (2.12)



where the expression for w is obtained with the aid of Mathematica. Under the assumption
that r < 1, we expect kh and 1 — X to be both small. Writing r = (kh)3ry with ro an O(1)

constant, and looking for an asymptotic solution of the form
1= A= &(kh)® + &(kh)® + &(kh) +- -, (2.13)

we may find the coefficients &;,&s, ... by substituting (2.13) into (2.12) and equating the
coefficients of kh as successive orders. This yields the asymptotic expansion ([1.5)).

3. Derivation of the reduced model

We now proceed to derive a refined model that will yield the same asymptotic expansion
(1.5) without having to solve the full 3D problem. We have used both the procedure outlined
in Cai & Fu| (2000) and the expansion method pioneered by Dai & Song (2014) to derive
the same equations. We shall present our derivations corresponding to the latter method
since they are more compact than those obtained using the former method. We also wish
to promote the use of the latter method since this method was often explained and used
in more involved situations than the current one and as a result, its full potential does not

seem to have been fully appreciated in the wider community.

3.1. Refined model for the coating layer
Following the strategy proposed by |Dai & Song| (2014), we first look for a series solution

of the form
U = 5_0 aUn(xl)%, Uy = 5_0 a\/n(xl)x27 (3.1)

where the coefficient functions Uy(z1), Vo(x1), Ui(z1), Vi(z1), etc are to be determined. We
note that the leading terms Up(z;) and Vy(z1) are the displacement components at the
traction-free surface xo = 0. Furthermore, the expansions in ensure that the traction
and displacement conditions on the boundary x, = 0 are exactly satisfied.

On substituting into the traction-free boundary condition ¢(xy,0) = 0 with the two
components T} and 75 given by , we obtain

Ur(z1) = =Vi(x1),  Vi(z1) = —(Ariz2/ Az2a2) Ug(21). (3.2)

On the other hand, on substituting (3.1)) into (2.8)) and (2.9) and equating the coefficients
of like powers of 2%, we obtain the recurrence relations

Ag121Un (1) = —(A122 + A121)V,_1 (1) — AUy _y (1) = 0, (3.3)
A2222Vn($1) = —(A1122 + A1221)U,/1_1(5171) - A1212V7:/_2($1) =0, (3.4)



which are valid for n = 2,3,.... It can then be seen that these two recurrence relations
together with can be used to express the right hand sides of entirely in terms
of the leading terms Uy(z1), Vo(x1), and their derivatives. This process may be carried out
to any desired order. As a result, the traction vector ¢(x1, h) at the interface may also be
expressed in terms of Uyp(z1), Vo(z1) and their derivatives to any desired order in h. These

expressions have the following special structure:
tl (1‘1, h) = hClUéQ) + h262‘/0(3) + h363Ué4) + h4C4‘/0(5) + .- s (35)

to(z1, h) = hdi V) + n2d,U + B3ds Vi + hAa, U + -+ (3.6)

where the superscript “(n)”(n = 2,3, ...) denotes the nth-order derivative with respect to z;
and the constant coefficients ¢y, dy, ¢, ds etc only depend on the elastic moduli. For instance,

the leading order coefficients are given by

2 2
1 = -A1122/-A2222 - A11117 dl = A1221/A2121 - A1212-

Observe the special feature that the nth-order derivatives Uén) and V™ in 1' and
are multiplied by A" (n = 2,3, ...).

As the next step in deriving the reduced model, we need to express the traction vector
t(z1, h) in terms of the displacement components at x5 = h which, with the use of (3.1]), are
given by

U(an) = un(zn, b Zni " (3.7)

V(1) = ug(a1, h Z 'V z1)h", (3.8)

where the sign “=" defines the short notations U(z;) and V(x;) that will be the only
variables in our reduced model. Note that the sums in these two expressions only contain
Uo(z1), Vo(z1) and their derivatives. To express t(x, h) in terms of U(z;) and V(z;) (and
their derivatives), we now invert (3.7)) and to express Up(x1), Vo(x1) in terms of U(x;)
and V().

Viewing the two expressions and as asymptotic expansions for U and V in
terms of the small parameter h, we may invert them by looking for an asymptotic solution

of the form
Uo(21) = Ula1)+hfi(z)+h° falz)+ -+, Volar) = V(1) +hg(x1)+h°ga(z1)+ -, (3.9)

where the unknown functions fi(z1), g1(z1) etc can be obtained by substituting (3.9) into
(3.7) and (3.8)) and equating the coefficients of like powers of h. It turns out that although
the right hand sides of (3.7) and (3.8]) contain derivatives of fi(z1),¢1(x1),... and their
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derivatives, the determination of these unknown functions at successive orders only involves
the solution of linear algebraic equations, and these unknown functions can all be expressed

in terms of U,V and their derivatives. For instance, equating the coefficients of h and h2,

we obtain A
file) =VO(@r),  gi(n) = 52200 (@), (3.10)
2222
Ai111A2202 + Ar120.A1201 — A%mg) (2)

— U , 3.11

f2(171) ( 2-’41221-/42222 (xl) ( )

(o) = (22 fp A ) pog,) (312

2A2222

As a result, on substituting (3.9)) back into (3.5) and (3.6)), the traction vector t(x,h) can
be expressed in terms of U(z), V (z1) and their derivatives to any desired order in h. These

expressions take the form
tl (1‘1, h) = hClU(2) + hQéQV(?’) + hgégU(4) + h4é4V(5) + - y (313)

ta(z1, h) = hd, VP + h2dy,U® 4 hPdsV® 4 hd, U + - .- (3.14)

where the new constant coefficients ég,cfg,ég,czg, ... are also only dependent on the elastic
moduli. Again observe the special feature that the nth-order derivatives U™ and V(™
in these two expressions are multiplied by h"' (n = 2,3,...). The above derivation is
straightforward. Although the expressions for the higher order coefficients ¢,, CZQ, &5, ds, ...
are quite involved, the derivation can easily be implemented on a symbolic manipulation
platform such as Mathematica.

As pointed out by Dai & Song (2014)), see also Wang et al. (2019), the expansions such
as and contain all the necessary terms that can be used to recover any existing
plate theories although this has not been carried out for higher order plate theories such as
the Timoshenko theory. We now use these expansions to derive our refined model.

We use /ljilk to denote the moduli for the half-space. We assume that the thickness
h, displacement u; and coordinates z; have all been scaled by a typical lengthscale L. For
instance, for analysis of buckling, we shall take L = 1/k with k denoting the wavenumber of
the buckling mode. We assume the scaled i to be small and, as indicated in the Introduction,
consider the case when Ajilk- = O(h*Ajux), that is, the layer is much stiffer than the half-
space. It is this parameter regime in which the layer behaviour can be modeled by the
Euler-Bernoulli beam theory to leading order. In this case, the layer will deform like a beam
in the sense that its vertical displacement will be much larger than its axial displacement;
more precisely, U = O(hV). We expect that such a layer will buckle at small compressive

strains, that is with A & 1. Thus, we write
A =1+ h%, (3.15)
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where 1 is a constant of O(1). As a result, the moduli can be expanded as
1
Ajie = Ajitk|y—q + h2¢v4;uk + §h4¢2-f4;‘/¢zk o (3.16)

where e.g. A’ denotes the derivative of Ajyx with respect to A evaluated at A = 1. To
simplify notation, we shall write A, y—p simply as Ajy. Since A = 1 corresponds to the
undeformed state which is isotropic, if we denote the associated Lame constants by A* and
1, we have

Ajie = XN 65i0u + (616 + 6504). (3.17)

The derivatives A, are dependent on the strain-energy function used and are not written
out here for the sake of brevity.

We look for an asymptotic solution of the form
U(l’l) = hwn(:cl) —+ h2w12(x1) + h3,w13(x1) + h4w14(:c1) +oee (318)

V(l’l) = wzo(l'l) + h’wm(l‘l) —+ hQUJQQ(Q?l) -+ h3w23(:v1) -+ .- s (319)

where the functions wsg, w11, wo; etc are to be determined. Since the elastic moduli of the
half-space is of order h3, the tractions exerted by the half-space can at most be order h3.
It turns out that the vertical traction is indeed of order h2, but the horizontal traction can
only be of order h* for asymptotic consistency (Cai & Ful, 2000). This of course is why the

Winkler assumption is valid to leading order. Thus, we write traction continuity in the form
tl(l‘l,h) = h4£1($1), tg([L‘l,h) = h32?2(1‘1),

with h*;(x1) and h3fy(z,) denoting the tractions exerted by the half-space. As a result,

(3.13) and (3.14)) may be replaced by
Rty (1) = hetU® 4+ h26,VS) £ h3eUW + e,V 4o (3.20)

R2iy(z1) = diV® + hdyU® + B2ds VD + B3, + - -+ (3.21)

where we have divided by h to ease our presentation.

On substituting and together with and into and
and equating the coefficients of like powers of h, we can find wq1, we; etc at successive orders
in terms of the traction functions #;(x;) and #5(z;). The two equations at order h are
automatically satisfied, whereas the two equations at order h? are linear algebraic equations

and can be solved to give

2 L s
wgl) = _éwéo)a (3.22)

PN+ ) W

3O +2u) 0 Wiwé? = Ty(x1), (3.23)
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where 1 has been defined in (2.6) and &} stands for the derivative of g; with respect to A
evaluated at A = 1. The leading order result (3.23)) corresponds to an Euler-Bernoulli beam
that is only supported by normal forces.

At order h?, the two linear algebraic equations can be solved to give

1
wiy = —guyy, (3.24)
(A" M) 9 W
) = 3.25
30 +2p) 01wy (3.25)
At order h*, we solve the two equations to obtain
2) Log  (N+p) N g (A +2p) -
= -3 I v Eu—— — - =t 3.26
Wyg 2w22 603 + 21) Waq (M + mwzo 400 + 1) (1), ( )
1A+ p) 1 1A+ p) _
3(\* +2’u>w$) — Yow g) = 2t1(1'1) - m 20 +k4¢wzo + = ”¢2 , (3.27)
where
1 * * — * * * *
ky=— B) {2>‘ (A + 2p)0) + (A" + 2#)2 i1 — 22 (A" +2p) 22 F A ? /2222}-

1200 + 2p)

Multiplying (3.25) and (3.27) by h and h? | respectively, and adding the two resulting
equations to (3.23)), we obtain, after making use of (3.19)),

A+ i ] h? i
;(g\* I 2/2)) VO — etV = fy(2) + ?ti(ﬁ 1)+ //¢ h*V
A+ )
kh2pV@ — ”(—hQV@ O(h3). 3.28

On the other hand, multiplying (3.22)) and (3.24)) by h? and h?, respectively, and adding the

two resulting equations together, we obtain, after making use of (3.18)) and rearranging,
. Ap(N* + p) 1 20N+ p)?
h't == D pu®@ —hV® - L pty©)
@) X+ 2 (=) +3 ) ) = 300 T 200 (@)
N o
2(A* +2p)
where we have used ({3.15]) to eliminate . It can be shown that the same equations for U

2\ — 1)V (21) + O(R?), (3.29)

and V' are obtained even after solutions at the next order are incorporated. Thus, the error

terms in (3.28) and (3.29) may be replaced by O(h?*) and O(hS), respectively.
Finally, on eliminating #;(z;) from (3.28) with the use of (3.29) and solving the resulting
equation for t(x1), we obtain

. A+ ) _ 20N+ ) 1
B3 _ X)) o gy ® o 2R ) (e L apa
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RO (6A*2 + 13N + 7p?)

© 4+ kb (A= 1)V — —h A—1)%61V@ + O(hT .
150\ + 20)° VO + kyh®( )V ( 1)%aiV™ +O(h"), (3.30)
where
A 1
ky = {_)‘*(/\* + 2M>5/1 + (A" + 2#)2~A/1111 — 2N (A" 4 2p) ,1122 + >‘*2~A/2222} .

1200 + 2p)2

Note that the first two terms on the right hand side of corresponds to the leading order
theory, and we have not combined them with the other higher order terms. In particular,
although the second term involving h*V® is of the same order as the leading terms, the
sum h?UB) + Lh3V W together is of O(h®), as can be seen from (3.29) where all terms must

necessarily be of the same order.

3.2. Response of the half-space

Having derived the relation between traction and displacement at the interface from the
side of the coating layer, we now employ the Stroh formulation (Stroh, 1958)) to derive its
counterpart from the side of half-space. The following derivations are adapted from [Fu
(2007)).

The equilibrium equations for the half-space are
Avitktlpa1 + (Aviok + Aging ) Uk 12 + Aginatg 20 = 0,

or equivalently
Q’a,ll + (R + RT)’&,JQ + T’&gg =0, (331)

where the three matrices T, R and () are defined by

T = Aviok,  Rix = Ao, Qur = Avinge. (3.32)
The traction vector t on any surface with unit normal n = (8;5) is given by

ti =X = AZilkak,l = Amlkﬁk,l + A2i2kak,27 (3.33)

or equivalently,
t=R'a, +Ta,. (3.34)

We define the Fourier transform (FT) of @ and its inverse by

z(k,zo) = F / w(xy, x9)e —kTL gy (3.35)

1
u xl,l’g = 2— lkxldk' (336)



where the first expression defines the vector function z(k,xs). Applying the FT to (3.31),
we obtain

Tz" +ik(R+ R")z' — k*Qz = 0, (3.37)

where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to zo. On substituting a trial solution of
the form
z(k,zy) = a P2, (3.38)

into (3.37)), we find that the constant scalar p and vector a satisfies the eigenvalue problem
(P’T+p(R+R")+Q)a=0. (3.39)

Under the assumption that Ajilk satisfies the strong ellipticity condition, the eigenvalues of p
in (3.39) cannot be pure real. For the current plane-strain problem, we denote by p(™, p® the
two eigenvalues of p with positive imaginary parts and a™, a® the associated eigenvectors.

Then for k£ > 0 a general solution that satisfies the decaying condition is
2 .
2(k,w) = Y cjal@el??m2 = A(ehrery ¢ = APy A7 d, (3.40)
j=1

where cq, ¢y are constants,
1) (2 T
A=[aV,a?], ¢=c,c]",
d = Ac, and (e!*P*2) denotes the diagonal matrix
ikp(1) ikp(2)
1kp x2761 D 332}‘

diag {e

For k < 0, we must choose the conjugates of pt"), p® in constructing the general solution in

order to satisfy the decaying condition. Thus, we have
z2(k,xy) = A(*™2) A d, k<0, (3.41)
where an overbar signifies complex conjugation. It then follows that

z(k,x9) = z(—k,z3), Kk <O. (3.42)

With the aid of (3.40) and (3.41)), we deduce that

-1
i f_l(]i) f_l z(k,z3), whenk >0, (3.43)
A(p) A 2(k, z5), whenk < 0.
Thus, we have
z'=(ReG +1isgn(k)ImG) F [887“} , (3.44)
1
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where

G=A{p)A, (3.45)

Re and Im denote the real and imaginary parts, respectively, and sgn is the sign function.
To invert (3.44]), we make use of the result that

sgn(k) = ——F[—], (3.46)

where the Fourier transform is understood to take its principal value. It then follows by
inverting (3.44)), followed by the use of the convolution theorem, that

1
’llyg = (Re G>I&',1 — (Im G) — Xk ’1171, (347)

T
where the star signifies integral convolution. Alternatively, we may write this result as
us = (ReG)u; + (ImG) H|u,], (3.48)

where H denotes the Hilbert transform defined by

HigGon)) = o [~ 2y =gl (3.49)

ooy_xl T

On eliminating @ » from (3.34) with the use of (3.48)), we obtain
t={R"+T(ReG)}u,+T(ImG)H[u,). (3.50)

Note that the continuity condition @(z, h) = w(z1, h) at the interface may be differentiated
to yield @y (z1,h) = w1(x1,h). As a result, when evaluated at the interface x5 = h, the @
in (3.50) may be replaced by w(xy, h) = {U(xy), V(x1)}7T.

It was shown in [Fu| (2007) that the matrix G is related to the surface impedance matrix
M (Ingebrigtsen & Tonning), [1969)) by

M = —i(R" +TG), (3.51)
so that equation (3.50) may also be rewritten as
t=—(ImM)a, + (Re M) H[a,]. (3.52)

The surface impedance matrix M plays an important role in the surface wave theory (Barnett
& Lothe, 1985) and many useful results about M are known. In particular, it is positive
definite under the convexity assumption for the elastic moduli, and satisfies the matrix
Riccati equation

(M —iR)T~YM +iR") —Q = 0. (3.53)
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See Biryukov| (1985)), Fu & Mielke (2002). This matrix equation can be solved analytically
when there are enough symmetries in the problem. For the current plane-strain problem,

the three matrices @), R,’T" have the simple forms
7y O 0 R 0
r= (" ") R- o= (9 ), (3.54)
0 T2 RQ O 0 QQ
Ty = Asior, To = Assss, Ri= Apas,

Ry = Aoiis, Q1 = Aiin, Qo= Ao
As a result, equation (3.53)) can be solved explicitly to yield

where

M iM,
M= 0T A el (3.55)
—1M4 M2
with
T 2 T
M, = TlQl__l(w)’ N = 1;6227
15 I+~ T5Qq
15 YR — Ry
My=~—M,, My=—7-—, 3.56
2 7T1 1 4 11~ ( )

Returning to and evaluating it at the interface 2, = h, we may replace t by {h*t;, h3t,}7
and @ by {U,V}T to obtain
— MV () + MyH[UW ()] = b, (3.57)
MUD (1) + MyH[V I (21)] = B, (3.58)

With h%t; and h3t, given by (3.29) and (3.30]), equations (3.57) and (3.58) are two ordinary

differential equations for U(z;) and V' (1), and are the refined film/substrate model that we
set out to derive.
The classical model corresponds to balancing the term MyH [V () ()] with the first two

terms in h3t, and is given by

N+ ) _
MRV ()] = 2T pap ) oy gty 3.5
HV () = S0 (= Dh} (359
For the classical model, M, may be evaluated at A = 1 and we have
2115 (As + 2/t _ 4p (N
My = 2HsQot2m) oy AN+ ) (3.60)
As + s A 424

where Ay and ug represent the Lame constants for the substrate. For sinusoidal solutions of

the form V(z1) = Asin(kz,) with A a constant, we have
HIVD (21)] = AkH[cos(kz1)] = — Ak sin(kxy) = —kV (7).
Equation (3.59)) then recovers (1.2]).
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4. Self-consistency of the refined model

On substituting a periodic buckling solution of the form
U(xy) = Asin(kzy), V(z1) = Bcos(kxy) (4.1)

into the reduced model and and canceling sin(kz;) and cos(kx;), we obtain
two homogeneous linear equations for A and B. For a non-trivial solution, we must set the
determinant of the coefficient matrix to zero, which then yields the bifurcation condition.
By assuming that kh is small, and both A\,/\* and p,/u are of order (kh)3, we find from the
bifurcation condition that 1 — A\ has an asymptotic expansion given by

2(v — 1) 1
VDT L hy2 4 dor + du(kR) + dar(kh)

A== w1
a6+ ds L+ O((h)) (4.2)
Slkpyz TGy ’ ‘

where the constants dy, dy, ds and d3 are the same as in ([1.5)), and the new constants d, and

ds are given by
1920 — 5120% 4 5081% — 218v 4 33

d 4.3

! 24(dv — 3)3 ’ (43)

o 2560° — 99207 + 1608y — 13800° + 644v° — 147w + 11 (4.4
°T 2(4v — 3)3 ' ‘

Compared with (1.5)), the expansion (4.2)) contains two extra terms of order (kh)>. We have
checked to verify that the expansion (4.2)) is the same as that given by the exact bifurcation
condition, thus verifying the self-consistency of the refined model. We now show that the

two extra order (kh)® terms in (4.2) can significantly improve its accuracy.
The maximum stretch is attained when d\/d(kh) = 0. On substituting (4.2) and

kh=gir'? + gor®® + gar'/® + O(r°?) (4.5)

into this equation and then equating the coefficients of like powers of r to zero, we obtain

—1)2 —19200* + 377602 — 250412 + 500v + 33
_ 92/33/3 3 (v _
& V3 g, 60(3 — 4v)? ’

(4.6)

B 2560° — 6400* + 5921% — 20812 — 2v + 11

T O RRBE _weRYs — 14 +6

On substituting the expansion back into , we obtain the corresponding expression
for the critical stretch

B 32/3(1 — V>4/3T2/3 (v—1)(2v—1)
(6 — 8v)2/3 4v — 3

(4.7)

A =1 r+ gart + g5 + O(r%?), (4.8)

16



where
(1= v)?3 (4800 — 55612 + 19912 — 1150 4 72) (4.9)
9= 20 32/35/6 — 8u(3 — 4v)? ’ '
V3 — 4w (25605 — 10400° + 17961 — 16700° + 86312 — 227v + 22)
2 22/3/3(1 — v)2/3(4v — 3)3

In the incompressibility limit ¥ — 0.5, the expressions for the critical stretch and wavenumber

gs = — . (4.10)

reduce to . . X
Aeg =1 — = 2/3 , —~ 4/3 _ & 5/3 2 111
(kh)er = (3r)' + 23—07" +0(r?). (4.12)

Since care needs to be taken in using the truncated asymptotic expansion to compute
d)/d(kh), we have checked to verify that all the terms displayed in (4.6) — (4.12) are the same
as those given by the exact theory, and those remainder terms represented by the O symbol
cannot be derived using the current reduced model.

We observe that in the incompressible case, we have g3 = 0 so that adding the O((kh)®)
terms in does not result in any change in (kh). but does give rise to an extra O(r%?)
term in . In Fig.1(a,b), we have shown the effect of adding the O(r®/3) term in (4.11)
by comparing the asymptotic results with their exact counterparts. It is seen that adding
the O(r®?) term in significantly improves the accuracy of the resulting asymptotic

expansion for A..

Figure 1: Comparison of asymptotic results (dashed lines) with exact results (black solid line) in the incom-
pressible case. The red dashed lines in (a) and (b) correspond to (4.11) and (4.12]), respectively, and the
blue line in (a) corresponds to (4.11) with the O(r®/3) term neglected.

Having demonstrated the importance of the extra O((kh)®) terms in (4.2), we now in-
vestigate their effect for the compressible case. We note that the extra O((kh)®) terms in
(4.2) give rise to the gzr*/3 term in and the gsr®/3 term in . In Fig. 2 to Fig. 4, we
have shown the counterparts of Fig. 1 for v = 0.45,0.3 and 0.1, respectively, where the red
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and blue dashed lines are asymptotic results with the these extra terms added or neglected,
respectively. It is seen that adding the extra terms continues to improve the accuracy for v
close to 0.5 (e.g. v = 0.45), but it has the opposite effect when v = 0.3 and a mixed effect
when v = 0.1 (in the sense that it improves the accuracy in A\, but worsens the accuracy in
(kh)e). Thus, we conclude that including the O((kh)%) terms in improves the accuracy
of the asymptotic results significantly only when the materials are incompressible or nearly

incompressible. For other values of v, the optimal truncation of the asymptotic expansion
(4.2) will be dependent on v.

0.4

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

(a) (b)

Figure 2: Comparison of asymptotic results (dashed lines) with exact results (black solid line) when v = 0.45.
The red dashed lines in (a) and (b) correspond to (4.8) and (4.5)), respectively, and whereas the blue lines
represent lower order approximations with gs and g5 set to zero.

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Comparison of asymptotic results (dashed lines) with exact results (black solid line) when v = 0.3.
The red dashed lines in (a) and (b) correspond to (4.8)) and (4.5)), respectively, and whereas the blue lines
represent lower order approximations with gs and g5 set to zero.
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Figure 4: Comparison of asymptotic results (dashed lines) with exact results (black solid line) when v = 0.1.
The red dashed lines in (a) and (b) correspond to (4.8) and (4.5)), respectively, and whereas the blue lines
represent lower order approximations with gs and g5 set to zero.

5. Conclusion

Reduced plate models have played an important role in engineering applications since
they allow the most important information to be extracted without having to solve the
fully three dimensional elasticity problem. In particular, the Euler-Bernoulli beam theory
has frequently been used in studying pattern formation in film-substrate bilayers. Together
with the Winkler assumption for the response of the substrate, this classical model is self-
consistent and yields a leading order asymptotic expansion for the critical strain that agrees
with that given by the exact 3D theory. In this paper, we have derived a refined model
for the film-substrate interaction. The main motivation for deriving such a model is our
planned study of pattern formation in a coated half-space where the coating has periodic
and piecewise homogeneous material properties. For this problem, it is much harder to use
the exact 3D theory to obtain analytical results than for the much studied case when the
coating is homogenous. Our preliminary study has shown that using the classical model
is an attractive option, but its effectiveness is seriously hampered by the limited range of
validity in which the theory is valid. It is hoped that the current refined model will increase
the range of validity and the relevant results will be published in a sequel to the current
paper.

We used the methodology first proposed by Dai & Song| (2014) to derive the relationship
between the traction and displacement vectors at the interface. The derivation consists of
two steps. The first step is to express the traction and displacement vectors at the interface,
t(x1, h) and u(xy, h), in terms of the displacement vector at the traction-free surface, u(xy, 0).
The second step is to treat the expression for u(z1, h) as an asymptotic expansion in h and
invert it. The most attractive feature of this methodology is that all manipulations only

involve the solutions of linear algebraic equations and the expansions can be carried out to
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any order in h on a symbolic manipulation platform. Also, our treatment of both the coating
and half-space can be easily generalised to deal with anisotropic and/or inhomogeneous
materials (Spencer, |1984, [2005)), nonlinear effects (Erbay, [1997)), liquid crystal elastomers
(Goriely & Mihai, 2021; Liu et al., 2021)), and the case when U and V' depend on both of
the in-plane coordinates.
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