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Abstract

Mechanical fields over thin elastic surfaces can develop singularities at isolated points and curves

in response to constrained deformations (e.g., crumpling and folding of paper), singular body forces

and couples, distributions of isolated defects (e.g., dislocations and disclinations), and singular metric

anomaly fields (e.g., growth and thermal strains). With such concerns as our motivation, we model

thin elastic surfaces as von Kármán plates and generalize the classical von Kármán equations, which

are restricted to smooth fields, to fields which are piecewise smooth, and can possibly concentrate at

singular curves, in addition to being singular at isolated points. The inhomogeneous sources to the von

Kármán equations, given in terms of plastic strains, defect induced incompatibility, and body forces, are

likewise allowed to be singular at isolated points and curves in the domain. The generalized framework

is used to discuss the singular nature of deformation and stress arising due to conical deformations,

folds, and folds terminating at a singular point.

Keywords: Non-smooth von Kármán equations; Singular points; Singular interfaces; Non-Euclidean

elastic surfaces; Conical deformations; Folds; Incompatibility in surfaces.

1 Introduction

Thin elastic sheets, such as those made of paper, crumple by developing kinks, creases, folds, and singular

stress fields in response to constrained deformations, e.g., while squeezing them inside a hollow sphere or

crushing them in our fist [1, 3, 6, 10, 23]. The singularities persist even after the constraints are released

indicating that the incurred deformations are plastic in nature. Similarly, an isolated defect, such as a

disclination or a dislocation, in an elastic sheet (e.g., two-dimensional (2D) crystalline and amorphous

materials) yields a deformed shape with a cone like singularity and a singular stress both at the defect

location [12,15,18,20]. In this case the singularity appears due to an internal source of strain incompat-

ibility (in the form of a defect) even in the absence of any external constraints and forces. The singular

deformations and stress fields can also appear in response to concentrations of external forces and force
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couples, and singular sources of metric anomalies (e.g., thermal and growth strains). In the present work,

we model elastic sheets as von Kármán plates and use the theory of distributions to develop a general

theoretical framework within which we can discuss a large variety of problems where singularities emerge

at isolated points and curves in the plate domain. The existing von Kármán equations, which assume

the fields to be smooth, are extended by including equations which should be satisfied at singular points

and singular curves. The sources of inhomogeneity, given in terms of plastic strains, defect densities,

and body force fields, are accordingly allowed to be singular. We also allow for several fields to develop

concentrations over the singular subdomain. To the best of our knowledge, any such generalization of the

von Kármán framework has not been attempted previously in the literature.

In order to elaborate on the contributions of this work, we begin by stating the inhomogeneous von

Kármán equations for smooth fields with inhomogeneities given in terms of smooth plastic strain fields, an

incompatibility field (which can be obtained in terms of smooth defect densities), and a smooth body force

field. A brief derivation of these equations, following our recent work [21,22], has been given in Section 3.1.

Consider a plate domain Ω over which all the considered fields are smooth. The two inhomogeneous von

Kármán equations for transverse displacement w and stress function φ are given as

1

E
∆2φ+

1

2
[w,w] = − curl curlep = −η1 + det(λp) in Ω and (1a)

D∆2w − [φ,w] = f +D
(

(1− ν) div divλp + ν∆tr(λp)
)

in Ω, (1b)

where E, D, and ν are material parameters, ep and λp are plastic stretching and bending strains, respec-

tively, η1 is the strain incompatibility field, and f is the transverse body force field. The Monge-Ampère

bracket [·, ·] is defined at the beginning of Section 2.7, while other notational details are given in Sec-

tion 2.1. Our aim is to generalize the inhomogeneous von Kármán equations (1a) and (1b) to non-smooth

fields. In particular, we allow the fields to be singular at a point O ∈ Ω, piecewise smooth across a curve

S ⊂ Ω, and, in some cases, to concentrate along the singular curve S. The curve S is assumed to be

regular, except at point O (i.e., in case O ∈ S).

The first step in the proposed generalization is to consider the strain-displacement and the strain

compatibility relations in the sense of distributions, see Section 3.2. The difficulty in the former is due to

the non-linear appearance of the transverse displacement in the stretching strain field. We make specific

assumptions on the singular nature of w to posit the strain-displacement relation in a reasonable form.

Essentially, we assume w to remain bounded at O. The derivatives of w can become unbounded at O.

Similarly, in order to state the compatibility equations as a distributional relation, we make suitable

assumptions on the bending strain such that the distributional determinant is well defined. We note that

compatibility conditions for non-smooth strain fields (in the context of von Kármán plates) have been

discussed earlier [4,5], assuming stretching and bending strain fields to be square integrable, in terms of

the distributional derivatives (not the strong forms, as derived in this paper). The assumption of square

integrability allows for strain fields to be discontinuous across S, however it precludes the possibility of

a concentration of the bending strain on the singular interface. The concentration of bending strain is

necessary in modelling sharp folds where the normal to the surface jumps across the interface (such folds
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appear commonly in a crumpled paper). The explicit form of pointwise (in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, on S − {O},

and at O) strain-displacement relations and strain compatibility relations are given in Equations (24) and

(27)-(28), respectively.

Subsequently, we introduce plastic strain fields as distributions with an allowance for interfacial con-

centrations in plastic bending strain, see Section 3.3. The generalized incompatibility relations for the

plastic strains are used to argue that either plastic stretching and bending strains or an incompatibility

field and the plastic bending strain field can be prescribed as sources of inhomogeneity arising due to

strain incompatibility. The generalized incompatibility field is related to bulk, interfacial, and point con-

centrations of defect densities, see Equations (32). The next step is to posit the equilibrium equations

in a distributional form, see Section 3.4. Both in-plane stress and moment are expressed in terms of a

bulk density and an interfacial concentration. The main challenge in posing the distributional equilibrium

equations is to have a well defined (distributional) inner product between stress and bending strain fields,

a non-linear term which appears in the balance of transverse forces over Ω. Towards this end, specific

regularity assumptions are made on w and φ (similar to those made while stating the compatibility equa-

tions) so that the distributional inner product is well defined. We assume the external transverse forces

to be given in terms of a bulk density, an interfacial concentration on S, and a point supported concen-

tration at O. The transverse force couples (and higher order multipoles) are also incorporated in the

distributional framework. The pointwise equilibrium conditions, in terms of various stress and moment

fields, over Ω (away from {S ∪{O}}), on S−{O}, and at O, are given in Equations (36) and (37). Under

certain regularity assumptions the transverse force balance at O can be written as a loop integral around

O.

The desired (distributional) von Kármán equations are obtained by introducing further regularity

assumptions and constitutive restrictions, see Section 3.5. We assume that both stress and moment fields

do not concentrate on S. The elastic strain fields are also assumed to not concentrate on S. Therefore

the concentrations in total and plastic bending strain on S are identical. Moreover, any concentration in

plastic stretching strain is not permitted. The bulk stress and moment are related to bulk elastic strain

fields through a linear, isotropic, and materially uniform constitutive relationship. The von Kármán

equations are derived using the compatibility relations, the prescription of inhomogeneity sources, equi-

librium equations, and constitutive assumptions. The equations are distinguished based on whether the

plastic bending strain is prescribed with plastic stretching strain or with an incompatibility field. For the

former case, the distributional von Kármán equations are given in (41) and (43) or, equivalently, as local

pointwise equations in (40), (42), and (44). For the latter case, the distributional equations are given in

(43) and (46) or, equivalently, as local pointwise equations in (47) and (48). The local equations in the

bulk, away from {S ∪ {O}}, are of the same form as those given for smooth fields (as in (1)). The local

equations at the singular interface (i.e., on S − {O}) and the singular point O are novel and form the

central contribution of this paper.

In Section 4 we revisit some singular problems within the context of our developed framework. We

discuss four types of problems, all with the assumption of elastic inextensibility (i.e., vanishing of elastic
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stretching strains over Ω). First, we consider a plate domain with a singularity only at O, see Section 4.1.

Such a scenario can emerge if there is an isolated defect at O [18, 20], or if there is a point supported

transverse force (or force couple) at O, or during constrained deformations [1, 3, 23]. Only in the first

case, there will be a non-trivial Gaussian curvature at O. We establish that, for a compatible bending

strain, with a singular support at O, and a Gaussian curvature, which necessarily vanishes outside O,

the deformation is conical (i.e., of the form w = rg(θ)). In another result we demonstrate that a conical

deformation, with a logarithmic stress function (i.e., φ proportional to ln r), satisfies equilibrium only

in the absence of bulk and point supported external forces (or couples). Several issues associated with

the singular solution to the disclination problem and the constrained deformation problem are discussed.

Secondly, in Section 4.2, we allow the plate domain to develop a fold, as a concentration in bending strain,

without any point O of singularity. The fold S can either close onto itself or end at the boundary of the

domain. We first reduce the general von Kármán equations to the case at hand and then discuss solutions

for a linear and a circular fold. Third, we consider a linear fold whose one end is on the boundary of Ω

and the other end is at an internal point O inside the domain [9], see Section 4.3. Therefore we have a

situation where we have a singular interface terminating at a singular point. We establish the validity

of the conical deformation, with g continuous but piecewise smooth across the fold, and a logarithmic

stress function. In all our problems, we verify that the considered solutions satisfy the local equations in

bulk, on the interface, and at the singular point. Finally, in Section 4.4, we consider a problem where

several straight folds terminate at an internal singular point O in the domain, while having their other

end point on the boundary of the domain. The strength of the point supported Gaussian curvature at O

is calculated in terms of the strength and orientation of the intersection folds.

The present paper builds upon the distributional framework that was developed to study singular

solutions in linear elasticity theories in our recent work [16,17]. One of these was concerned with deriving

strain compatibility and incompatibility relations for piecewise smooth linearized strain fields, possibly

with concentrations over the singular interfaces [16], while the other dealt with equations of equilibrium

and strain compatibility/incompatibility for fields with point singularities [17]. In the latter, emphasis

was placed in rigorously establishing the gap between stating the governing equations in terms of the

bulk restriction of the fields (away from the singular points) and in distributional terms over the whole

domain. The notion of degree of divergence was central in characterizing the gap between the two

descriptions. The present work significantly deviates from these papers due to the inherently non-linear

nature of the von Kármán equations. In order to pose the von Kármán equations in a distributional

sense, we need to unambiguously establish the notions of a distributional determinant, a distributional

inner product, and a distributional Monge-Ampère bracket, while remembering that the multiplication

of two arbitrary distributions is in general not defined, see Section 2.7. Towards this end, we have

to specify stricter regularity assumptions (including those related to the degree of divergence) on the

associated fields. Overall, the present paper demonstrates a successful application of a distributional

methodology to a non-linear framework with singular fields. Most importantly, it allows us to obtain

local pointwise equations that hold over the singular subdomain. Our work is in fact a clear departure
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from the classical elasticity solutions where the application of distribution theory has been mostly limited

to the representation of singular fields in terms of Dirac delta and its gradients [19].

2 Mathematical preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Given any two vectors u,v ∈ R
2, let 〈u,v〉 represent their inner product such that 〈u,v〉 = uivi (sum-

mation over repeated indices), where ui = 〈u,ei〉. The pair {e1,e2} is a fixed orthonormal basis in R
2.

Let e3 be a unit vector such that, for any v ∈ R
2, e3 × v = −v × e3 = −v2e1 + v1e2. The space

of linear mappings from R
2 to itself (second order tensors) is denoted by Lin, the space of symmetric

tensors by Sym, and the space of skew symmetric tensors by Skw. Given u,v ∈ R
2, the dyadic product

u⊗ v ∈ Lin, is defined such that (u⊗ v)w = 〈v,w〉u for all w ∈ R
2. Given two tensors a, b ∈ Lin their

inner product 〈a, b〉 is such that, for u,v,w, q ∈ R
2, we have 〈u⊗w,v⊗ q〉 = 〈u,v〉〈w, q〉. The identity

tensor is written as I ∈ Lin. For any tensor a ∈ Lin, tr(a) = 〈a, I〉 represents the trace of a while

det(a) represents the determinant. We define a linear operator A : Lin → Lin such that, for v,w ∈ R
2,

A(v ⊗w) = (e3 × v)⊗ (e3 ×w).

Given two sets A and B, A ⊂ B indicates that A is a subset of B and A−B represents the difference

of A and B. We use Ω ⊂ R
2 to represent an open, connected set. Let O ∈ Ω be a point in the interior

of Ω. The set Ω − O is identical to Ω − {O}, i.e., the difference of Ω and the singleton set {O}. We

use Bǫ to represent an open ball of radius ǫ > 0 centered at O with ǫ such that Bǫ (and its closure)

is contained inside Ω. Let Ωǫ = Ω − Bǫ. We use S ⊂ Ω to represent a smooth oriented curve in Ω

with unit tangent vector t and unit normal vector ν. Given a differentiable field f on S, df/ds is the

derivative of f along the curve where s is the arc length parameter. The curvature of S is denoted by

k, i.e., k = 〈dt/ds,ν〉. We will use S and O to represent a curve and a point of singularity, respectively,

in Ω. The point O may or may not lie on S. If O ∈ S, then O can be point of discontinuity for fields

(including t) over S. We assume that ∂S − ∂Ω ⊂ {O}, i.e., the curve S cannot end inside the domain Ω

(except at point O). The area measure on Ω is represented by da and the length measure on curves in

Ω is represented by dl. Given any open set ω ⊂ Ω, C∞(ω), C∞(ω,R2), and C∞(ω,Lin) are the spaces of

smooth scalar, vector, and tensor valued fields on ω, respectively. Given a differentiable function f on Ω,

∂f/∂xi is the partial derivative of f with respect to the i-th component of the position vector x ∈ Ω. The

gradient of f is given by ∇f = (∂f/∂xi)ei. The divergence of a differentiable vector field f ∈ C1(Ω,R2)

is a continuous scalar valued field given by div f = ∂f1/∂x1 + ∂f2/∂x2. The curl of a differentiable

vector field f ∈ C1(Ω,R2) is a continuous scalar valued field given by curlf = ∂f2/∂x1 − ∂f1/∂x2. The

Laplacian of a twice differentiable scalar field, f ∈ C2(Ω) is a continuous scalar valued field given by

∆f = ∂2f/∂x21 + ∂2f/∂x22. We will occasionally use polar coordinates (r, θ), with r = (x21 + x22)
1/2 and

θ = tan−1(x2/x1), O as the centre, and polar basis {er,eθ}.
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2.2 Distributions

For any open set Ω ⊂ R
2, let D(Ω) be the space of compactly supported smooth functions on Ω. The space

of distributions D′(Ω) is defined as the dual space of D(Ω) [8]. Similarly, D′(Ω,R2) and D′(Ω,Lin) are the

spaces of vector and tensor valued distributions, respectively, which are dual to the spaces of compactly

supported smooth functions D(Ω,R2) and D(Ω,Lin), respectively. Any locally integrable function f can

be associated with the distribution Tf ∈ D′(Ω) given by Tf (ψ) =
∫

Ω fψ da for all ψ ∈ D(Ω). We say that

a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω) is continuous (or smooth) if there exists a continuous (or smooth) function f

such that T (ψ) =
∫

Ω fψ da for all ψ ∈ D(Ω).

The partial derivative of a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω) is a distribution ∂iT ∈ D′(Ω) defined as ∂iT (ψ) =

−T (∂ψ/∂xi). The partial derivative of distributions generalizes the notion of partial derivative of differen-

tiable functions. For a multi-index α ∈ N
2, where N is the set of non-negative integers and α = (α1, α2),

∂αT = ∂1
α1∂2

α2T with |α| = α1 + α2. The gradient of a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω) is a distribution

∇T ∈ D′(Ω,R2) such that ∇T (ψ) = −T (divψ) for all ψ ∈ D(Ω,R2); the gradient of a distribution

T ∈ D′(Ω,R2) is a distribution∇T ∈ D′(Ω,Lin) given by∇T (ψ) = −T (divψ) for all ψ ∈ D(Ω,Lin). The

divergence of a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω,R2) is a distribution DivT ∈ D′(Ω) given by DivT (ψ) = −T (∇ψ)

for all ψ ∈ D(Ω); the divergence of a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω,Lin) is a distribution DivT ∈ D′(Ω,R2)

given by DivT (ψ) = −T (∇ψ) for all ψ ∈ D(Ω,R2). The curl of a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω,R2) is a

distribution CurlT ∈ D′(Ω) given by CurlT (ψ) = −T (e3 × ∇ψ) for all ψ ∈ D(Ω); the curl of a distri-

bution T ∈ D′(Ω,Lin) is a distribution CurlT ∈ D′(Ω,R2) such that 〈CurlT ,a〉 = Curl(T Ta) for all

a ∈ R
2. Note that the divergence and the curl operator associated with a distribution are distinguished

by a capital initial. The Laplacian of a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω) is a distribution ∆T ∈ D′(Ω) defined as

∆T (ψ) = T (∆ψ) for all ψ ∈ D(Ω).

The multiplication of two arbitrary distributions is in general not well defined. The multiplication

of a smooth function f ∈ C∞(Ω) with a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω) is a distribution fT ∈ D′(Ω) defined

as fT (ψ) = T (fψ) for all ψ ∈ D(Ω). Let ω be an open subset of Ω. Given a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω),

the restriction T |ω ∈ D′(ω) is defined as T |ω(ψ) = T (ψ̄) for all ψ ∈ D(ω), where ψ̄ ∈ D(Ω) is such that

ψ̄(x) = ψ(x) for all x ∈ ω and ψ̄(x) = 0 for all x /∈ ω. Given a distribution T ∈ D′(ω), T̄ ∈ D′(Ω) is an

extension of T if T is the restriction of T̄ to ω, i.e., T̄ |ω = T . A distribution is said to be continuous (or

smooth) at a point x ∈ Ω if there exists an open set ω ⊂ Ω such that x ∈ ω and the restriction T |ω is

continuous (or smooth). The support of a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω), denoted by supp(T ), is defined as the

smallest closed set ω such that T |Ω−ω = 0. The singular support of a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω), denoted

by singsupp(T ), is the smallest closed set ω such that T |Ω−ω is smooth. A sequence of distributions

Tn ∈ D′(Ω) converges to T0 ∈ D′(Ω) if Tn(ψ) → T0(ψ) for all ψ ∈ D(Ω).

2.3 Degree of distribution

For any 0 < λ < 1, given φ ∈ D(Br), let φ̃λ ∈ D(Br) be such that

φ̃λ(x) =
1

λ2
φ
(x

λ

)

. (2)
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The degree of a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω) with respect to O is defined as

deg(T ) = inf{m ∈ R| lim
λ→0

λm(T |Br
)(φ̃λ)} − 2. (3)

The degree of a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω−O) with respect to O is similarly defined. Consider a distribution

T ∈ D′(Ω−O) such that T (ψ) =
∫

Ω−O fψ da for all ψ ∈ D(Ω−O) and |f(x)| ≤ c0|x|
m in a neighbourhood

of O. Then deg(T ) ≤ −m−2. The degree of a distribution, which is locally integrable in Ω−O, describes

the order of the function at point O. For any distribution T ∈ D′(Ω), we have deg(∂αT ) < deg(T ) + |α|

for any multi index α ∈ N
2. For a given distribution T ∈ D′(Ω − O) the notion of degree of distribution

controls the existence and uniqueness of extension T̄ ∈ D′(Ω) of T [2]. For instance, for a distribution

T ∈ D′(Ω − O), with a negative degree of divergence, i.e., deg(T ) < 0, there exists a unique extension

T̄ ∈ D′(Ω) such that T̄ |Ω−O = T [17]. Several other properties of the degree of a distribution are discussed

elsewhere [2, 17].

2.4 Point supported distributions

Let δO ∈ D′(Ω) represent the Dirac measure concentrated at the point O, i.e., δO(ψ) = ψ(O) for all

ψ ∈ D(Ω). We use E(Ω) to represent the space of point supported distributions; a distribution T ∈ D′(Ω)

belongs to E(Ω) if supp(T ) ⊂ {O}. We recall the following lemma which provides the representation of

any arbitrary point supported distribution as a linear combination of δO and its derivatives.

Lemma 2.1. [8, Theorem 3.2.1] For every E ∈ E(Ω) we have the representation

E =
∑

α∈N2,|α|≤deg(E)

Eα∂αδO, (4)

with Eα ∈ R given by Eα = E(vα), where vα ∈ D(Ω) is such that, for any multi-index β, ∂βvα = (−1)|α|

if α = β and ∂βvα = 0 if α 6= β.

2.5 Distributional spaces

We are interested in fields on Ω which are smooth everywhere over Ω except possibly at curve S and point

O. We model such fields as distributions whose singular support is a subset of S ∪ {O}. Furthermore,

we assume that the restriction of the distribution, away from any neighbourhood of O, can be described

by bounded bulk and interfacial fields. Accordingly, we restrict ourselves to fields which can either be

discontinuous across S or concentrate on S, and can be unbounded only in the vicinity of point O.

We introduce two distributional subspaces B(Ω) ⊂ D′(Ω) and C(Ω) ⊂ D′(Ω). For any distribution

B ∈ B(Ω) there exists a piecewise smooth integrable function, with bounded derivatives in Ωǫ − S,

b : Ω− {S ∪ {O}} → R, possibly discontinuous across S with ∂S − ∂Ω ⊂ {O}, such that

B(φ) =

∫

Ω
bφda (5)

for all φ ∈ D(Ω − O). The function b is referred to as the bulk density of B. The discontinuity in b is

assumed to be a smooth function on S − {O}. For x ∈ S, it is given by JbK(x) = b+(x) − b−(x), where
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b±(x) are the limiting values of b at x on S from Ω±; the domain Ω− is the one into which the normal ν

points. The function {b(x)} = (b++ b−)/2 represents the average value of b. Given two piecewise smooth

functions b1 and b2, Jb1b2K = Jb1K{b2}+ Jb2K{b1}. On the other hand, for any distribution C ∈ C(Ω) there

exists c : S − {O} → R, the line density of C, assumed to be a smooth bounded function on S − {O},

such that

C(φ) =

∫

S
cφdl (6)

for all φ ∈ D(Ω − O). The spaces B(Ω,R2), B(Ω,Lin), C(Ω,R2), and C(Ω,Lin) can be defined in an

analogous manner.

2.6 Existence of potential fields

According to the Poincaré’s lemma, for a simply connected open set Ω, given a smooth vector field

v ∈ C∞(Ω,R2) there exists u ∈ C∞(Ω) such that ∇u = v if and only if curlv = 0. The lemma holds true

for distributional vector fields, i.e., given V ∈ D′(Ω,R2) there exists U ∈ D′(Ω) satisfying ∇U = V if

and only if CurlV = 0 [11]. In the following lemma, we recall a stronger version of the Poincarè’s lemma

for distributional vector fields which belong to the distributional subspaces introduced in the preceding

section. More specifically, we obtain the existence and regularity of potential functions for non-smooth

piecewise discontinuous fields with concentration on a curve.

Lemma 2.2. [16, Cor. 2.1] Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be a simply connected region and S ⊂ Ω be a regular oriented curve

such that ∂S−∂Ω ⊂ {O}. Then, the condition CurlT = 0, with T ∈ D′(Ω,R2) and T (φ) = B(φ)+C(φ),

where B ∈ B(Ω,R2), C ∈ C(Ω,R2), and φ ∈ D(Ω,R2), is equivalent to the existence of a scalar field

U ∈ B(Ω) such that T = ∇U . If C = 0 then U =
∫

Ω uψ da, for all ψ ∈ D(Ω − O), such that u is a

piecewise smooth scalar field continuous across the curve S.

We will need analogous results for symmetric tensor fields. For a simply connected open set Ω,

given a smooth symmetric tensor field a ∈ C∞(Ω,Sym), there exists u ∈ C∞(Ω,R2) satisfying a =

(1/2)
(

∇u+ (∇u)T
)

if and only if curl curla = 0. More generally, given A ∈ D′(Ω,Sym), there exists

U ∈ D′(Ω,R2) satisfying A = (1/2)
(

∇U + (∇U)T
)

if and only if CurlCurlA = 0 [16]. The following

lemma establishes a stronger result for the existence and regularity of a distributional vector field given

a piecewise continuous (distributional) symmetric tensor field.

Lemma 2.3. [16, Cor. 2.2] If Ω is a simply connected open subset of R
2 and A ∈ B(Ω,Sym) then

CurlCurlA = 0 is equivalent to the existence of a vector field U ∈ B(Ω,R2), with U(φ) =
∫

Ω〈u,φ〉da

for any φ ∈ D(Ω − O,R2), where u is a piecewise smooth vector field continuous across S, such that

A = (1/2)
(

∇U + (∇U)T
)

.

Consider a distributional vector field whose singular support is a subset of S ∪ {O} and which is

expressed as a sum of a piecewise smooth vector field in Ω − O and a concentration on the interfacial

curve S. Suppose that the curl of such a vector field is point supported (at O); the curl is hence

expressible as a linear combination of the Dirac measure and its derivatives. In the following lemma we
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obtain the implications, of the curl of the vector field being point supported, on the restriction of the

field to Ω − O. Additionally we show that if the given field, with a point supported curl, has a negative

degree of divergence then the curl of such a field is necessarily a scalar multiple of the Dirac measure. In

such a case, the restriction is sufficient to obtain the curl of the distributional vector field. The lemma

extends a recent result [17, Lemma 2.9], which was meant for vector fields smooth in Ω − O, to vector

fields non-smooth in Ω−O.

Lemma 2.4. Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be an open set and V ∈ D′(Ω,R2) such that V = V 1+V 2, where V 1 ∈ B(Ω,R2),

with bulk density v1, and V 2 ∈ C(Ω,R2), with line density v2. Let E ∈ E(Ω).

(a) If CurlV = E then

CurlV |Ω−O = 0 and (7a)
∫

∂Bǫ−S
〈v1, t〉dl+

∑

〈v2(∂Bǫ ∩ S),ν〉 = E(0,0), (7b)

where the summation (denoted by Σ) is over all points of intersection of the loop ∂Bǫ with S.

(b) If deg(V ) < 0 and E = E(0,0)δO then Equations (7) imply CurlV = E.

Proof. (a) Restricting both sides of CurlV = E to Ω − O yields CurlV |Ω−O = 0. Let V 3 = E +

(E(0,0)/2πr)eθ, where E ∈ E(Ω,R2), such that CurlV 3 = E [17, Lemma 2.8]. Hence Curl(V 3 − V ) = 0

which implies that there exists U ∈ B(Bǫ), with bulk density u, satisfying ∇U = (V 3 − V )|Bǫ
. Conse-

quently ∇u = (E(0,0)/2πr)eθ − v1 in Ω − {S ∪ {O}} and JuKν = v2 on {Bǫ ∩ S} − {O}. The expression

in (7b) follows from integrating ∇u over the loop ∂Bǫ.

(b) If deg(V ) < 0 then deg(CurlV ) < 1. Combining this with Lemma 2.1, and the fact that CurlV is

point supported (from (7a)), we obtain CurlV = aδO for some a ∈ R. If E = E(0,0)δO then (7b) implies

CurlV = E.

Consider a distributional symmetric tensor field A ∈ B(Ω,Sym) such that CurlCurlA = 0. In the

next lemma we derive the implications of such a curl free tensor field on its restriction to Ω−O. We also

show that the derived conditions on A|Ω−O are equivalent to CurlCurlA = 0 for A with negative degree

of divergence. These results extend a recent result [17, Lemma 2.8], which was meant for tensor fields

smooth in Ω−O, to tensor fields non-smooth in Ω−O.

Lemma 2.5. Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be an open set and A ∈ B(Ω,Sym) a symmetric tensor field with bulk density

a.

(a) CurlCurlA = 0 implies

CurlCurlA|Ω−O = 0 and (8a)
∫

∂Bǫ−S

(

at+ ((x− x0)× e3) 〈curla, t〉
)

dl+
∑

((x− x0)× e3) 〈JaK(∂Bǫ ∩ S), t ⊗ ν〉 = 0, (8b)

for arbitrary x0 ∈ R
2, where the summation (denoted by Σ) is over all points of intersection of the loop

∂Bǫ with S.
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(b) Given A such that deg(A) < −2 Equation (8a) is equivalent to CurlCurlA = 0. Given A such that

deg(A) < 0 Equations (8) are equivalent to CurlCurlA = 0.

Proof. (a) CurlCurlA|Ω−O = 0 is obtained by restricting both sides of CurlCurlA = 0 to Ω − O. Let

T = A+ ((x− x0)× e3)⊗ CurlA. Then CurlT = (e3 × (x− x0)) CurlCurlA. For A ∈ B(Ω,Sym) we

have T = T 1 + T 2, where T 1 ∈ B(Ω,Lin) and T 2 ∈ C(Ω,Lin). The identity CurlCurlA = 0 implies

CurlT = 0 which, using Lemma 2.4, yields (8b).

(b) Given CurlCurlA|Ω−O = 0 we have CurlCurlA ∈ E(Ω). For deg(A) < −2, deg(CurlCurlA) < 0.

Hence CurlCurlA = 0 is the unique extension of CurlCurlA|Ω−O = 0. On the other hand, for deg(A) <

0, deg(CurlCurlA) < 2. Hence, according to Lemma 2.1, CurlCurlA = eδO + 〈b,∇δO〉 for some e ∈ R

and b ∈ R
2. Then CurlT = E with E ∈ E(Ω) such that E(0,0) = b× e3 + e(x0 × e3). According to (8b)

E(0,0) = 0 or, equivalently, b × e3 + e(x0 × e3) = 0 for arbitrary x0. As a result, b = 0 and e = 0. We

therefore obtain CurlCurlA = 0.

In the following lemma we consider a distributional tensor field A whose singular support is a subset

of {O} and whose degree of divergence is negative. For such a field we obtain a result regarding the

computation of Div DivA.

Lemma 2.6. Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be an open set and A ∈ D′(Ω,Lin) such that singsupp(A) ⊂ {O} and deg(A) <

0, i.e., we can write A in terms of a smooth a as A(φ) =
∫

Ω〈a,φ〉da for all φ ∈ D(Ω,Lin). If Div DivA ∈

E(Ω), then DivDivA = eδO + 〈b,∇δO〉 where e ∈ R and b ∈ R
2 such that

∫

∂Bǫ

(aν − (x− x0)〈diva,ν〉) dl = −ex0 + b (9)

for all x0 ∈ R
2.

Proof. Given deg(A) < 0 we have deg(Div DivA) < 2. Hence there exist e ∈ R and b ∈ R
2 satisfying

Div DivA = eδO + 〈b,∇δO〉. Let T = A− (x − x0)⊗DivA. Then DivT = x(Div DivA). Accordingly,

Div T = E ∈ E(Ω,R2) with E0,0 = −ex0 + b. We use [17, Lemma 2.9(b)] to establish the result.

The next lemma establishes the existence of potential functions for distributional symmetric tensor

fields which are curl and divergence free. We also discuss the regularity of these potential fields given

the regularity of the symmetric tensor fields. In particular we establish the interfacial continuity of the

potential field for a given regularity of the symmetric tensor field. Noticeably, the Hessian ∇∇U ∈

D′(Ω,Sym) of a continuous potential field U ∈ D′(Ω) can include a concentration on an interfacial curve.

This can be contrasted with Lemma 2.3 where the symmetric part of the gradient of a continuous vector

field necessarily does not concentrate on the interface. This is because the Hessian, unlike the symmetric

part of the gradient, involves second derivatives which can concentrate for a continuous but piecewise

differentiable field.

Lemma 2.7. Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be a simply connected region and S ⊂ Ω be a regular oriented curve such that

∂S − ∂Ω ⊂ {O}.
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(a) Given A ∈ D′(Ω,Sym), CurlA = 0 if and only if there exists U ∈ D′(Ω) such that ∇∇U = A. If

A = A1+A2, such that A1 ∈ B(Ω,Sym) and A2 ∈ C(Ω,Sym), then CurlA = 0 if and only if there exists

U ∈ B(Ω), where U(ψ) =
∫

Ω uψ da, for all ψ ∈ D(Ω − O), such that u is a piecewise smooth scalar field

continuous across the curve S, satisfying ∇∇U = A.

(b) Given A ∈ D′(Ω,Sym), DivA = 0 if and only if there exists U ∈ D′(Ω) such that A∇∇U = A. If

A = A1 +A2, such that A1 ∈ B(Ω,Sym) and A2 ∈ C(Ω,Sym), then DivA = 0 if and only if there exists

U ∈ B(Ω), where U(ψ) =
∫

Ω uψ da, for all ψ ∈ D(Ω − O), such that u is a piecewise smooth scalar field

continuous across the curve S, satisfying A∇∇U = A.

Proof. (a) CurlA = 0 implies that there exists V ∈ D′(Ω,R2) such that A = ∇V . Furthermore if A

is symmetric then CurlV = 0 which yields the existence of U ∈ D′(Ω) such that ∇∇U = A. The given

regularity of A implies that V ∈ B(Ω,R2). The required regularity of U then follows from ∇U = V .

(b) The proof follows from that in (a) once we identify DivA = Curl(e3 ×A).

2.7 The Monge-Ampère bracket

For any open set ω ⊂ Ω, given two smooth scalar fields b1 ∈ C∞(ω) and b2 ∈ C∞(ω), the Monge-

Ampère bracket, [b1, b2] ∈ C∞(ω) is defined as [b1, b2] = 〈A∇∇b1,∇∇b2〉. The Monge-Ampère bracket is

a symmetric operator, i.e., [b1, b2] = [b2, b1], and satisfies the identity curl curl(∇b1⊗∇b2) = −[b1, b2]. We

generalize the Monge-Ampère bracket to distributions (i.e., to non-smooth scalar fields) using one of the

following:

(A1) Consider two scalar fields such that one is smooth and the other one is a distribution, i.e., B1 ∈

C∞(Ω) and B2 ∈ D′(Ω). In such a case we can use the notion of multiplication of a smooth function

and a distribution to argue that ∇B1 ⊗∇B2 ∈ D′(Ω) and [B1, B2] = 〈A∇∇B1,∇∇B2〉 ∈ D′(Ω).

(A2) Consider two distributional scalar fields B1 ∈ B(ω) and B2 ∈ B(ω), with bulk densities b1 and b2,

respectively, satisfying three assumptions: (i) b1 and b2 are piecewise smooth but continuous across

S, (ii) deg(∇B1) < 0 and deg(∇B2) < 0, and (iii) deg(∇B1|ω−O⊗∇B2|ω−O) < 0, where ∇B1|ω−O⊗

∇B2|ω−O ∈ D′(ω − O,Lin) such that ∇B1|ω−O ⊗ ∇B2|ω−O(ψ) =
∫

Ω−O〈∇b1 ⊗ ∇b2,ψ〉da for all

ψ ∈ D(Ω−O,Lin). The distributionsB1 andB2 have, in general, intersecting singular support which

prohibits us to directly use the multiplication of a distribution and a smooth function. Assumption

(i) implies that ∇B1 ∈ B(ω,R2) and ∇B2 ∈ B(ω,R2); accordingly, ∇B1|ω−O and ∇B2|ω−O are

piecewise continuous vector valued functions defined uniquely by ∇b1 and ∇b2. Assumption (ii)

implies that ∇B1 and ∇B2 are uniquely defined given ∇B1|ω−O and ∇B2|ω−O. Consequently, (i)

and (ii) simultaneously imply that ∇B1 and ∇B2 are uniquely defined through piecewise continuous

functions ∇b1 and ∇b2, respectively. The dyadic product ∇B1|ω−O ⊗∇B2|ω−O then gets defined as

the point wise dyadic product of ∇b1 and ∇b2. Finally, due to assumption (iii), we can introduce

∇B1 ⊗∇B2 ∈ D′(ω,Lin) as the unique extension of ∇B1|ω−O ⊗∇B2|ω−O. The generalized Monge-

Ampère bracket [B1, B2] is then defined as −CurlCurl(∇B1 ⊗∇B2).
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(A2’) Consider a distributional scalar field B ∈ B(Ω), with bulk density b, satisfying three assumptions:

(i) b is piecewise smooth but continuous across S, (ii) deg(∇B) < 0, and (iii) deg(∇B|Ω−O ⊗

∇B|Ω−O) < 0. The implications of these assumptions are as described in (A2) above. The field

∇B ⊗ ∇B ∈ D′(Ω,Lin) is introduced as the unique extension of ∇B|Ω−O ⊗ ∇B|Ω−O and the

generalized Monge-Ampère bracket [B,B] is defined as −CurlCurl(∇B ⊗∇B).

Essentially, we are able to generalize the notion of Monge-Ampère bracket for certain distributional fields

whenever we are able to clearly define the tensor product of their gradients. If both B1 and B2 are smooth

fields then they satisfy the assumptions in (A1) and (A2) and the generalized Monge-Ampère bracket

reduces to the usual Monge-Ampère bracket for smooth fields. If both of them are twice differentiable

then they satisfy the assumptions in (A2) and again the generalized Monge-Ampère bracket reduces to

the usual Monge-Ampère bracket.

The inner product of two distributional tensor fields and the determinant of a distributional tensor

field are both in general not well defined. We use the generalized Monge-Ampère bracket to discuss

an exceptional situation when both of these can be defined unambiguously. We first recall a classical

result. Let a1 ∈ C∞(Ω,Sym) and a2 ∈ C∞(Ω,Sym) be two smooth symmetric tensor fields such that

there exist fields b1 ∈ C∞(Ω) and b2 ∈ C∞(Ω) satisfying A∇∇b1 = a1 and ∇∇b2 = a2. We then

have 〈a1,a2〉 = [b1, b2] and det(a2) =
1
2 [b2, b2]. In order to extend these identifications to distributions we

consider two distributional symmetric tensor fields A1 ∈ D′(ω,Sym) andA2 ∈ D′(ω,Sym) such that there

exist scalar fields B1 ∈ D′(Ω) and B2 ∈ D′(Ω) satisfying A∇∇B1 = A1 and ∇∇B2 = A2. Additionally,

we require B1 and B2 to be fields which satisfy the assumptions mentioned in either (A1) or (A2). For

such symmetric tensor fields we define the inner product 〈A1,A2〉 ∈ D′(ω) as

〈A1,A2〉 = [B1, B2], (10)

where the Monge-Ampère bracket is as introduced in (A1) or (A2). On the other hand, we consider

a distributional symmetric tensor field A ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) such that there exist a scalar field B ∈ D′(Ω)

satisfying ∇∇B = A. Additionally, we require B to be a field which satisfies the assumptions mentioned

in (A2’). The determinant of A can then be generalized as

Det(A) =
1

2
[B,B], (11)

where the Monge-Ampère bracket is as introduced in (A2’); note that we are representing the distri-

butional determinant as Det (in comparison to the usual det). Equation (11) provides a definition of

the distributional determinant of symmetric tensor fields which are given in terms of the distributional

Hessian of certain scalar fields. In this way, we are able to calculate the determinant of such symmetric

tensor fields even if they are non integrable and develop concentration on a smooth curve.

Remark 2.1. (Distributional Jacobian) Given a twice differentiable vector field u = u1e1 + u2e2, the

determinant of its gradient (the Jacobian) can be expressed in terms of a divergence as det(∇u) =

div(u1(∇u2 × e3)). For distributional tensor fields, which are expressible as the gradient of a vector field,

a distributional determinant can be defined using the distributional divergence in this identity. The
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distributional Jacobian enjoys certain weak continuity properties when expressed in this distributional

divergence form [13]; it develops singular regions under weaker regularity conditions in excess to the point

wise Jacobian [14]. Analogously, the distributional determinant in (11) develops singular regions in excess

to the point wise determinant. Elsewhere in this paper, these excess quantities are calculated in a strong

form for the case when the Hessian field concentrates on a curve.

Remark 2.2. (Monge-Ampère bracket as a weak sequential limit) In this remark, we show that the gen-

eralization of the Monge-Ampère bracket for certain distributional fields is the weak sequential limit of

the Monge-Ampère bracket of smooth fields. We consider two fields B1 and B2, both in B(Ω), such that

∇∇B2 concentrates on the interface whereas ∇∇B1 is a piecewise continuous function which does not

concentrate on the interface; these regularity assumptions are stronger than those considered in (A2)

where the Hessian of both the fields was allowed to concentrate on the interfacial curve. In more formal

terms, let B1 ∈ B(Ω) with bulk density b1 be such that ∇∇B1 ∈ B(Ω,Sym) is square integrable, i.e.,

∇∇b1 ∈ L2(Ω,Sym), and B2 ∈ B(Ω) with bulk density b2 be such that ∇B2 ∈ B(Ω,Sym) is square inte-

grable, i.e., ∇b1 ∈ L2(Ω,R2). For sequences b1
n ∈ C∞(Ω) and b2

n ∈ C∞(Ω), such that ∇∇b1
n ⇀ ∇∇b1

weakly in L2(Ω,Sym) and ∇b2
n ⇀ ∇b2 weakly in L2(Ω,R2), [b1

n, b2
n] → [B1, B2] in the sense of distribu-

tions. Indeed, curl(∇b1
n⊗∇b2

n) = (〈−∂12b1
ne1+∂11b1

ne2,∇b2
n〉)e1+(〈−∂22b1

ne1+∂12b1
ne2,∇b2

n〉)e2.

We note that curl(∇b2
n) = 0 and div(−∂12b1

ne1 + ∂11b1
ne2) = div(−∂22b1

ne1 + ∂12b1
ne2) = 0. The

Div-Curl lemma [7, Theorem 5.2.1] then implies that curl(∇b1
n ⊗∇b2

n) → Curl(∇b1 ⊗∇b2) in the sense

of distributions. Using [b1
n, b2

n] = − curl curl(∇b1
n⊗∇b2

n), we have [b1
n, b2

n] → −CurlCurl(∇b1⊗∇b2)

in the sense of distributions.

Remark 2.3. (The inner product of distributional tensor fields) We were able to define an inner product

of distributional tensor fields A1 ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) and A2 ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) in (10) when the tensor fields were

given in terms of potential fields B1 ∈ D′(Ω) and B2 ∈ D′(Ω), satisfying the assumptions in either (A1) or

(A2), such that A1 = A∇∇B1 andA2 = ∇∇B2. We now show that 〈A1,A2〉 is in fact independent of the

choice of B1 and B2. In other words, given another pair of potential fields B′
1 ∈ D′(Ω) and B′

2 ∈ D′(Ω),

satisfying the assumptions in either (A1) or (A2), such that A∇∇B′
1 = A1 and ∇∇B′

2 = A2, we have

CurlCurl(∇B1 ⊗ ∇B2) = CurlCurl(∇B′
1 ⊗ ∇B′

2). Indeed, A∇∇B1 = A∇∇B′
1 and ∇∇B2 = ∇∇B′

2

implies that there exist c1 ∈ R
2 and c2 ∈ R

2 such that ∇B1 = ∇B′
1 + c1 and ∇B2 = ∇B′

2 + c2. Noting

CurlCurl(c1 ⊗∇B2) = 0 and CurlCurl(∇B1 ⊗ c2) = 0 implies the required result.

2.8 Identities

In this section, we collect a set of identities which will be useful for explicit computation of local forms

of certain fields away from the singular point O. The following pair of identities computes the local

densities corresponding to CurlCurlA forA ∈ B(Ω,Lin). These computations are immediately applicable

in calculating local densities for the generalized Monge-Ampère bracket, the inner product, and the

determinant.

Identity 2.1. Let A ∈ B(Ω,Lin) such that A(φ) =
∫

Ω〈a,φ〉da for all φ ∈ D(Ω,Lin).
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(a) For ψ ∈ D(Ω−O),

CurlCurlA(ψ) =

∫

Ω−S
(curl curla)ψ da+

∫

S
〈JaK, t⊗ t〉∂ψ

∂ν
dl+

∫

S

(

〈J∇aK, r〉+ k〈JaK, s〉
)

ψ dl, (12)

where ∂ψ/∂ν = 〈∇ψ,ν〉,

r = (t ⊗ ν ⊗ t− t⊗ t⊗ ν + ν ⊗ t⊗ t), and s = (ν ⊗ ν − t⊗ t). (13)

(b) If a = ∇a1 ⊗ ∇a2 in Ω − S, where a1, a2 are piecewise smooth scalar maps continuous across the

interface S, then, for ψ ∈ D(Ω−O),

CurlCurlA(ψ) = −

∫

Ω−S
[a1, a2]ψ da+

∫

S

(

〈{∇∇a1}, t ⊗ t〉〈J∇a2K,ν〉+ 〈{∇∇a2}, t ⊗ t〉〈J∇a1K,ν〉
)

ψ dl .

(14)

Proof. (a) The proof follows immediately from [16, Id. 2.3].

(b) Identity (14) follows from (12) after noting the following: J〈∇a1, t〉K = 0, J〈∇a2, t〉K = 0, J〈∇∇a1, t⊗

t〉K = −kJ〈∇a1,ν〉K, J〈∇∇a2, t ⊗ t〉K = −kJ〈∇a2,ν〉K, J〈∇(∇a1 ⊗ ∇a2), t ⊗ ν ⊗ t〉K = J〈∇∇a1, t ⊗

t〉〈∇a2,ν〉K+J〈∇∇a2,ν⊗t〉〈∇a1, t〉K, J〈∇(∇a1⊗∇a2),ν⊗t⊗t〉K = J〈∇∇a1,ν⊗t〉〈∇a2, t〉K+J〈∇∇a2, t⊗

t〉〈∇a1,ν〉K, and J〈∇(∇a1 ⊗∇a2), t ⊗ t⊗ ν〉K = J〈∇∇a1, t⊗ ν〉〈∇a2, t〉K + J〈∇∇a2, t⊗ ν〉〈∇a1, t〉K.

In the following identity the local densities corresponding to a distributional Laplacian are obtained.

Identity 2.2. Let A ∈ D′(Ω) such that A = A1+A2, where A1 ∈ B(Ω) with bulk density a1 and A2 ∈ C(Ω)

with line density a2, i.e., A(ψ) =
∫

Ω a1ψ da+
∫

S a2ψ dl for all ψ ∈ D(Ω−O). Then, for ψ ∈ D(Ω−O),

∆A(ψ) =

∫

Ω−S
∆a1ψ da−

∫

S

(

〈J∇a1K,ν〉 −
d2a2
ds2

)

ψ dl+

∫

S
(Ja1K − ka2)

∂ψ

∂ν
dl+

∫

S
a2〈∇∇ψ,ν ⊗ ν〉dl

(15)

Proof. Identity (15) can be proved as a straightforward application of [16, Id. 2.1] and [16, Id. 2.2].

3 Inhomogeneous von Kármán equations with singular fields

We begin by recalling the inhomogeneous von Kármán plate equations with smooth fields, with sources

of inhomogeneity given in terms of incompatibility (arising out of defect densities) and metric anomaly

fields, and then, in rest of the section, generalize the von Kármán equations to fields which are singular

at a point and a curve in the plate domain. This generalization is the central contribution of the paper.

3.1 Inhomogeneous von Kármán equations with smooth fields

The following derivation of smooth von Kármán equations follows our recent work [21, 22]. Let Ω ⊂ R
2

be a simply connected open set representing the plate domain. Given an in-plane displacement field

u ∈ C∞(Ω,R2) and a transverse displacement field w ∈ C∞(Ω), with respect to a planar reference
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configuration, the smooth stretching and bending strains within von Kármán plate kinematics are of the

form

e =
1

2

(

∇u+∇uT
)

+
1

2
∇w ⊗∇w and λ = ∇∇w, (16)

respectively. On the other hand, given strain fields e ∈ C∞(Ω,Sym) and λ ∈ C∞(Ω,Sym), the compati-

bility conditions which are necessary and sufficient for the existence of the displacement fields, such that

(16) are satisfied, are

curlλ = 0 and curl curle+ det(λ) = 0. (17)

The strain fields are additively decomposed into elastic (ee,λe) and plastic (ep,λp) parts, all smooth, as

e = ee + ep and λ = λe + λp. It is worth noting that this decomposition is more general than what

is used in linear elasticity theories since the decomposition of stretching strain and of bending strain

are at different order of magnitudes. The elastic and plastic strain fields are incompatible in the sense

that they do not necessarily satisfy the compatibility equations given above. In other words, there exist

incompatibility fields η1 ∈ C∞(Ω) and η2 ∈ C
∞(Ω,R2) such that

curlλp = η2 and curl curlep + det(λp) = η1. (18)

The incompatibility fields can be interpreted in terms of defect densities. The equilibrium equations for a

von Kármán plate are given in terms of an in-plane stress tensor σ ∈ C∞(Ω,Sym) and a moment tensor

m ∈ C∞(Ω,Sym) as

divσ = 0 and div divm− 〈σ,λ〉 = f, (19)

where f ∈ C∞(Ω) is the transverse body force field. The equilibrium equation (19)1 is equivalent to the

existence of a stress function φ ∈ C∞(Ω) such that σ = A∇∇φ. The remaining ingredients of the theory

are the constitutive relations for a materially uniform isotropic elastic plate:

σ =
E

1− ν2
(

(1− ν)ee + ν tr(ee)I
)

and m = D
(

(1− ν)λe + ν tr(λe)I
)

, (20)

where E, D, and ν are the stretching modulus, bending modulus, and Poisson ratio of the 2D elastic

surface. The first von Kármán equation is obtained by first substituting e in terms of ee and ep into

(17)2, then replacing ee in terms of the stress function, and finally using (18)2 to replace ep to obtain

1

E
∆2φ+

1

2
[w,w] = −η1 + det(λp) in Ω. (21)

The second von Kármán equation is obtained by first replacing m in terms of λe, using (20)2, and σ in

terms of the stress function in (19)2, and then substituting λe in terms of λ (hence w) and λp as

D∆2w − [φ,w] = f +D
(

(1− ν) div divλp + ν∆tr(λp)
)

in Ω. (22)

The two incompatible von Kármán equations with smooth fields, given in (21) and (22), when combined

with suitable boundary conditions, can be used for the evaluation of stress field and the transverse

displacement field of the plate for a given smooth distribution of defects and metrical anomalies.
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3.2 Generalized compatibility conditions

In this section, we generalize the strain displacement relations (16) and the compatibility relations (17)

to a distributional form (and the equivalent local forms) for non-smooth fields over Ω. We consider

the in-plane displacement u : Ω → R
2 and the transverse displacement w : Ω → R such that they are

piecewise smooth but continuous across the interface S and bounded in the domain Ω. Their derivatives

are allowed to be unbounded at O. We define distributional displacement fields U ∈ B(Ω,R2), given

by U(ψ) =
∫

Ω 〈u,ψ〉da for all ψ ∈ D(Ω,R2), and W ∈ B(Ω), given by W (ψ) =
∫

Ωwψ da for all

ψ ∈ D(Ω). We restrict ourselves to w such that W satisfies the assumptions in (A2’) (i.e., deg(∇W ) < 0

and deg(∇W |Ω−O ⊗ ∇W |Ω−O) < 0); consequently, we can define ∇W ⊗ ∇W ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) as the

unique extension of ∇W |Ω−O ⊗∇W |Ω−O such that deg(∇W ⊗∇W ) = deg(∇W |Ω−O ⊗∇W |Ω−O). The

distributional stretching strain E ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) and the distributional bending strain Λ ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) are

introduced as

E =
1

2

(

∇U +∇UT
)

+
1

2
∇W ⊗∇W and Λ = ∇∇W, (23)

respectively. Recalling [16, Id. 2.1], it immediately follows that there exists a bulk stretching strain

e : Ω− {S ∪ {O}} → Sym, satisfying E(ψ) =
∫

Ω 〈e,ψ〉 da for all ψ ∈ D(Ω−O,Lin), and a bulk bending

strain λ : Ω−{S ∪{O}} → Sym and a concentrated (on S) bending strain γ : S−{O} → Sym, satisfying

Λ(ψ) =
∫

Ω 〈λ,ψ〉 da+
∫

S 〈γ,ψ〉dl for all ψ ∈ D(Ω−O,Lin), such that

e =
1

2

(

∇u+∇uT
)

+
1

2
∇w ⊗∇w in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (24a)

λ = ∇∇w in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, and (24b)

γ = −J∇wK ⊗ ν on S − {O}. (24c)

Note that Equations (24) imply (23) only when deg(E) < 0, deg(Λ) < 0, and deg(W ) < −2. Also,

due to the continuity of the displacement fields u and w across S, the stretching strain does not develop

any concentration on S as it is defined through the first derivatives of the displacement fields; on the

other hand, the bending strain does develop a concentration as it is defined in terms of the distributional

Hessian of the transverse displacement.

We now seek conditions on distributional strain fields E ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) and Λ ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) such that

there exist distributional displacements W ∈ D′(Ω) and U ∈ D′(Ω,R2) satisfying (23). According to

Lemma 2.7 there exists W ∈ D′(Ω) satisfying Λ = ∇∇W if and only if

CurlΛ = 0 (25)

is satisfied. We require that W satisfy the assumptions in (A2’). This is necessary for us to introduce a

generalized notion of the determinant of Λ. The necessary and sufficient condition, for the existence of

U ∈ D′(Ω,R2) satisfying (23)1, then follows from [16, Cor. 2.1] as

CurlCurlE +Det(Λ) = 0, (26)
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where the determinant is to be understood in a sense defined in (11). In the following lemma, we obtain

the (local) strong forms of Equations (25) and (26) as a result of specific regularity assumptions on the

distributional strain fields.

Lemma 3.1. For a simply connected open set Ω ⊂ R
2 consider E ∈ B(Ω,Sym) satisfying deg(E) < 0,

such that E(φ) =
∫

Ω 〈e,φ〉 da for all φ ∈ D(Ω − O,Lin), and Λ ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) satisfying deg(Λ) < 0,

where Λ = Λ1 + Λ2 with Λ1 ∈ B(Ω,Sym) and Λ1 ∈ C(Ω,Sym) such that Λ1(φ) =
∫

Ω 〈λ,φ〉 da and

Λ2(φ) =
∫

S 〈γ,φ〉dl for all φ ∈ D(Ω−O,Lin). Then

(a) There exist W ∈ B(Ω) with bulk density w such that w is a piecewise smooth scalar field continuous

across S, satisfying Equations (24b) and (24c), if and only if

curlλ = 0 in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (27a)

JλKt+ d

ds
(γν) = 0 on S − {O}, (27b)

γ × ν = 0 on S − {O}, and (27c)
∫

∂Bǫ−S
λt dl+

∑

γ(∂Bǫ ∩ S)ν = 0, (27d)

where the summation Σ is over all points of intersection of the loop ∂Bǫ with S.

(b) Assuming that Λ satisfy Equations (27), with a W which satisfies (24b) and (24c), there exist U ∈

B(Ω,R2), with U (ψ) =
∫

Ω 〈u,ψ〉 da for all ψ ∈ D(Ω,R2) and u is a piecewise smooth vector field

continuous across S, satisfying (24a) if and only if

curl curle+ det(λ) = 0 in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (28a)

〈{λ}, t⊗ t〉 〈γ,ν ⊗ ν〉+ 〈J∇eK , r〉+ k 〈JeK ,ν ⊗ ν〉 = 0 on S − {O}, (28b)

〈JeK, t⊗ t〉 = 0 on S − {O}, and (28c)
∫

∂Bǫ−S

(

εt+ ((x− x0)× e3) 〈curl ε, t〉
)

dl+
∑

(

(x− x0)× e3
)

〈JεK(∂Bǫ ∩ S), t ⊗ ν〉 = 0, (28d)

where r is as defined in (13)1 and ε = e−∇w ⊗∇w. The summation Σ is over all points of intersection

of the loop ∂Bǫ with S.

Proof. (a) Lemma 2.4, in conjunction with [16, Id. 2.3], implies the equivalence of (27) and CurlΛ = 0.

The existence and the required regularity of W , which satisfies ∇∇W = Λ, follows from Lemma 2.7.

(b) Consider T ∈ B(Ω,Sym) given by T (ψ) =
∫

Ω〈ε,ψ〉da for all ψ ∈ D(Ω,Lin). According to Identity 2.1

and Lemma 2.5, Equations (28) are equivalent to CurlCurlT = 0. Thereupon Lemma 2.3 implies the

existence of U , of the required regularity such that (1/2)(∇U +∇UT ) = T , or a piecewise smooth vector

field u continuous across S satisfying (24a).

Equations (27) and (28) are necessary and sufficient for the existence of piecewise smooth fields u,

w, continuous across S, satisfying (24). It is important to note that compatibility equations (28) can be

stated unambiguously only after the existence of the w field is established as a consequence of (27).
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3.3 Singular sources of inhomogeneity

In this section we generalize the incompatibility relations (18) in terms of distributional strains and

distributional sources of inhomogeneity. We postulate an additive decomposition of the distributional

strain fields into elastic and plastic components; i.e., we decompose stretching strain E ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) as

E = Ee+Ep, where Ee ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) and Ep ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) represent elastic and plastic stretching strain

fields, respectively, and bending strain Λ ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) as Λ = Λe + Λp, where Λe ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) and

Λp ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) represent elastic and plastic bending strains, respectively. Unlike E and Λ, the elastic

and plastic strain fields are not compatible, i.e., they do not satisfy conditions of the type (25) and (26).

In other words, there exist non-trivial incompatibility fields N1 ∈ D′(Ω) and N 2 ∈ D′(Ω,R2) such that

N1 = CurlCurlEp + Det(Λp) and N2 = CurlΛp; the plastic strain fields are compatible if and only if

N1 = 0 and N 2 = 0. Clearly, N1 is well defined only if Det(Λp) is well defined, which in turn requires us

to impose some further regularity assumptions on Λp (as discussed in Section 2.7). However, depending

on how we prescribe the inhomogeneous terms, N1 may or may not appear in our governing equations.

There are two choices, either Ep and Λp or N1 and Λp are prescribed as inhomogeneity sources. In order

to elaborate, we discuss these two cases separately:

1. Ep and Λp prescribed : We assume that Ep ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) and Λp ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) are given. This

would be so whenever we are in a situation to prescribe the plastic strains directly, e.g., in classical

problems of plastic deformation and the problems of growth. We do not have to then work with

incompatibility fields. The compatibility condition (26), on using the additive decomposition for E,

yields

CurlCurlEe +Det(Λ) = −CurlCurlEp. (29)

2. N1 and Λp prescribed : We assume that N1 ∈ D′(Ω) and Λp ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) are given. This would

be the situation when we describe the inhomogeneity explicitly in terms of defect densities. The

incompatibility N1 is directly related to a distribution of dislocations, disclinations, and metric

anomalies, see Remark 3.1 below. Equation (29) can be rewritten with sources in terms of N1 and

Λp as

CurlCurlEe +Det(Λ) = −N1 +Det(Λp). (30)

The determinant of Λp in (30) is however meaningful only if further regularity restrictions are

imposed on Λp. We note that, for any open set ω ⊂ Ω, if Λp|ω is a continuous field then Det(Λp)

can be interpreted in terms of the usual determinant det(Λp|ω). This would however preclude us

from considering plastic bending strain fields which are discontinuous at S, or are unbounded in

ω, or, most importantly, those which concentrate on S. Such Λp can be only considered in ω

only when N2|ω = 0. The latter allows us to have further regularity assumptions on Λp to make

Det(Λp) meaningful. Therefore, (30) is well defined in any local neighborhood of Ω wherein either

Λp is continuous or N 2 vanishes identically. There are no such restrictions on Λp in Case 1.
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Equation (29) or (30) (depending on the nature of prescribed fields) will form the basis of deriving one

of the generalized von Kármán equations.

Remark 3.1. (Incompatibility in terms of defect fields) Given a distributional disclination density Θ ∈

D′(Ω), a dislocation density A ∈ D′(Ω,R2), and in-plane metric anomaly strain field Q ∈ D′(Ω,Sym), we

postulate the relationship of defect fields with the strain incompatibility field as

Θ + CurlA+CurlCurlQ = N1. (31)

This relation allows us to incorporate strain incompatibility arising from bulk and interfacial defect fields

as well as those supported at O. We make further regularity assumptions on the defect fields. We

consider Θ(ψ) =
∫

Ω θBψ da+
∫

S θSψ dl, for all ψ ∈ D(Ω − O), where θB and θS are bulk and interfacial

densities of disclinations, respectively; A(ψ) =
∫

Ω〈αB,ψ〉da+
∫

S〈αS ,ψ〉dl, for all ψ ∈ D(Ω − O,R2),

where αB and αS are bulk and interfacial densities of dislocations, respectively; and Q(ψ) =
∫

Ω〈q,ψ〉da,

for all ψ ∈ D(Ω − O,Lin), where q is the bulk density of metric anomalies. On substituting these

into (31), and using [16, Id. 2.3] and Identity 2.1, we obtain incompatibility field of the form N1(ψ) =
∫

Ω ηψ da+
∫

S ζ1ψ dl+
∫

S ζ2∂ψ/∂ν dl, for all ψ ∈ D(Ω−O), such that

curlαB + θB + curl curl q = η in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (32a)

d

ds
〈JαBK, t〉+ 〈αS,ν〉+ θS + 〈J∇qK , r〉+ k 〈JqK ,ν ⊗ ν〉 = ζ1 on S − {O}, (32b)

〈αS , t〉+ 〈JqK , t⊗ t〉 = ζ2 on S − {O}, and (32c)

Θ(vα) +A(e3 ×∇vα) +Q(A∇∇vα) = N1(v
α) at O, (32d)

for all multi indices α ∈ N
2 satisfying |α| ≤ q, where q is the maximum of deg(Θ), deg(A) + 1, and

deg(Q) + 2, and vα are as defined in Lemma 2.1. In addition, deg(N1) ≤ q. Equations (32) are in fact

equivalent to (31). Indeed, (32a)-(32c) imply that (Θ + CurlA + CurlCurlQ − N1) ∈ E(Ω). Equation

(32d), on using Lemma 2.1, then implies (31).

3.4 Generalized equilibrium conditions

In this section we introduce a distributional form of the equilibrium conditions (thereby generalizing

(19)). The stress and moment fields are accordingly generalized as distributions. In our general setting

we allow for stress and moments to develop concentrations on S. We obtain strong form implications of

the distributional conditions pointwise in Ω, away from S and O, on S and at O. Consider a distributional

stress field Σ ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) which satisfies

DivΣ = 0. (33)

For a simply connected Ω, Lemma 2.7 implies the existence of Φ ∈ D′(Ω) such that Σ = A∇∇Φ.

Consider a distributional moment field M ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) and a bending strain field Λ ∈ D′(Ω,Sym) such

that CurlΛ = 0. Therefore there exist W ∈ D′(Ω) which satisfies Λ = ∇∇W . We require Φ and W to

be fields which satisfy the assumptions mentioned in either (A1) or (A2). Consequently an inner product
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of Σ and Λ can be introduced in a distributional sense (as in (10)). We also consider a body force field

in terms of distributional transverse force field F ∈ D′(Ω). The second equilibrium condition can then be

postulated in the form

DivDivM − 〈Σ,Λ〉 = F (34)

which can be equivalently written as

Div DivM − [Φ,W ] = F, (35)

where the distributional Monge-Ampère bracket is as introduced in (A1) or (A2) (depending on the

regularity of Φ and W ). In the following we will obtain the local form of the distributional equilibrium

equations (33) and (34) under further regularity assumptions on Σ,M ,Λ, and F .

We consider a stress field such that Σ = Σ1 +Σ2 where Σ1 ∈ B(Ω,Sym), with bulk density σ, and

Σ2 ∈ C(Ω,Sym), with line density τ ; a moment field such that M =M1 +M2 where M1 ∈ B(Ω,Sym),

with bulk density m, and M2 ∈ C(Ω,Sym), with line density n; a bending strain field such that Λ =

Λ1 + Λ2 where Λ1 ∈ B(Ω,Sym), with bulk density λ, and Λ2 ∈ C(Ω,Sym), with line density γ; and a

transverse force field such that F = F1 + F2 where F1 ∈ B(Ω), with bulk density f1, and F2 ∈ C(Ω), with

line density f2. We can then use the divergence identities from [16, Id. 2.2] to derive the local form of

(33):

divσ = 0 in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (36a)

dτ

ds
t− JσKν = 0 on S − {O}, (36b)

τν = 0 on S − {O}, and (36c)

Σ(∇(vαe1)) = 0, Σ(∇(vαe2)) = 0 at O, (36d)

for all multi indices α ∈ N
2 satisfying |α| ≤ deg(Σ) + 1, where vα are as defined in Lemma 2.1. The

local equations (36) are equivalent to (33). Indeed, (36a)-(36c) imply (DivΣ)|Ω−O = 0 or, in other

words, DivΣ ∈ E(Ω,R2). Equation (36d), on using Lemma 2.1, then implies (33). Similarly, we use the

divergence identities [16, Id. 2.2], in addition to Identity 2.1, to deduce the local form of (34):

div divm− 〈σ,λ〉 = f1 in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (37a)

〈JdivmK,ν〉+
〈

dJmK
ds

, t⊗ ν

〉

−

〈

d2n

ds2
, t⊗ t

〉

− k2〈n, t⊗ t〉 − k〈JmK, t⊗ t〉

+ 〈{σ},ν ⊗ ν〉 〈γ,ν ⊗ ν〉+ 〈{λ}, t ⊗ t〉 〈τ , t⊗ t〉 = f2 on S − {O},

(37b)

〈

dn

ds
, t⊗ ν

〉

− k 〈n, t⊗ t〉 − 〈JmK,ν ⊗ ν〉 = 0 on S − {O}, (37c)

〈n,ν ⊗ ν〉 = 0 on S − {O}, and (37d)

M(∇∇vα) +∇Φ⊗∇W (A∇∇vα) = F (vα) at O, (37e)

for all multi indices α ∈ N
2 satisfying |α| ≤ q, where q is the maximum of deg(M )+2, deg(∇Φ⊗∇W )+2,

and deg(F ). The local equations Equations (37) are equivalent to (34). Indeed, as a consequence of (37a)-

(37d), Div DivM + 〈Σ,Λ〉 − F ∈ E(Ω). Equation (37e), on using Lemma 2.1, then implies (34).
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Remark 3.2. (Equilibrium equation with point supported force field) We consider a situation where S = ∅

and the singular support of the fields is a subset of {O}. Let deg(M ) < 0. The transverse force field

consists of an isolated point force and a point dipole both acting at O, i.e., F = f0δO + 〈f1,∇δO〉, where

f0 represents the magnitude of the point force and f1 is the force dipole vector. Using Lemma 2.6 we can

establish the equivalence of the equilibrium condition (35) with the local equations

div divm− [φ,w] = 0 in Ω− {O} and (38a)
∫

∂Bǫ

(aν − (x− x0)〈diva,ν〉) dl = −f0x0 + f1, (38b)

for all x0 ∈ R
2, where a =m− (e3 ×∇φ)⊗ (e3 ×∇w). Note that (38b) is equivalent to (37e) under the

present assumptions.

Remark 3.3. (Equilibrium condition as a sequential limit of smooth fields) Consider a stress field such

that Σ ∈ B(Ω,Sym), with σ bounded in Ω, and a bending strain field (as considered above) with λ and γ

bounded in Ω and S, respectively. We let the moment field to be a general distributionM ∈ D′(Ω,Sym).

We also assume F = 0. Then, according to Lemma 2.7, there exist Φ ∈ B(Ω), such that ∇Φ is continuous

across S and Σ = A∇∇Φ, and W ∈ B(Ω) continuous across S, such that Λ = ∇∇W . The non-smooth

fieldsW,Φ, andM can be seen as the weak limits of sequences of smooth fields wn, φn, andmn such that

∇wn and ∇∇φn converge to ∇W and ∇Φ weakly in L2 and mn converges to M in the distributional

sense [7]. The stress fieldΣ is the L2 limit of the sequence of smooth symmetric tensor fields σn = A∇∇φn.

The equilibrium condition, in terms of the smooth fields mn, σn, and wn, is div divmn − [φn, wn] =

0 in Ω. Recall that [φn, wn] converges to [Φ,W ] and div divmn converges to Div DivM in the sense of

distributions, see Remark 2.2. Therefore for weak fields, with the given regularity (bounded densities

of stress and bending strain fields and no concentration in stress), equilibrium condition (34) can be

interpreted as the weak sequential limit of a sequence of equilibrium conditions with smooth fields.

3.5 Generalized von Kármán equations

We now derive the generalized von Kármán equations both in their distributional and local forms. The

latter includes pointwise equations in the domain Ω, away from S and O, on the interfacial curve S, away

from O (i.e., if O lies on S), and at O. We assume that both the stress field and the moment field does

not concentrate on S (this is less general than what was considered in writing the equilibrium equations);

i.e., Σ ∈ B(Ω,Sym), with piecewise smooth bulk density σ, and M ∈ B(Ω,Sym), with piecewise smooth

bulk density m. We also assume the elastic strain fields to not concentrate on S, i.e., Ee ∈ B(Ω,Sym)

and Λe ∈ B(Ω,Sym), with bulk densities ee and λe, respectively. We assume constitutive relations as

given in (20), which can be equivalently written as

Σ =
E

1− ν2
((1− ν)Ee + ν tr(Ee)I) and M = D ((1− ν)Λe + ν tr(Λe)I) . (39)

The stress field satisfies the equilibrium equation (33) which, for the given regularity of Σ, is equivalent to

the existence of a stress function Φ ∈ B(Ω), with bulk density φ, such that Σ = A∇∇Φ, see Lemma 2.7.
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The bending strain is such that Λ = Λ1 + Λ2, where Λ1 ∈ B(Ω,Sym) and Λ2 ∈ C(Ω,Sym). It satisfies

the compatibility equation (25). According to Lemma 2.7 there exist W ∈ B(Ω), with bulk density w,

such that Λ = ∇∇W . Both w and φ are continuous across S. We note that ∇w can be discontinuous

across S, since Λ concentrates on the interface, whereas J∇φK = 0 since we have assumed the stress to not

concentrate on S. Furthermore, we assumeW to satisfy the assumptions in (A2’) and Φ andW to jointly

satisfy the assumptions in (A2). The former allows us to have a well defined generalized determinant

Det(Λ) while the latter allows us to have a well defined generalized inner product 〈Σ,Λ〉.

In order to derive the von Kármán equations we need to choose between the two options (as given in

Section 3.3) for the specification of inhomogeneity. The regularity of the considered Λp depends on the

choice. Accordingly, we will present the derivation for the two cases separately.

Case 1. Ep and Λp prescribed. We consider plastic strains such that Ep ∈ B(Ω,Sym), with bulk

density ep, and Λp = Λ
p
1 + Λ

p
2, where Λ

p
1 ∈ B(Ω,Sym) and Λ

p
2 ∈ C(Ω,Sym), with densities λp and

γp, respectively (i.e., γp is the concentration of plastic bending strain on S). Due to our assumption of

vanishing concentration of Λe, we have γ = γp, i.e.,

− J∇wK ⊗ ν = γp. (40)

The first von Kármán equation (in a distributional form) follows from (29), after writing Ee in terms of

Σ and then Φ, and substituting Λ in terms of W , as

1

E
∆2Φ+

1

2
[W,W ] = −CurlCurlEp. (41)

The equivalent local form of (41) can be obtained using Identities 2.1 and 2.2 as

1

E
∆2φ+

1

2
[w,w] = − curl curlep in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (42a)

1

E
〈Jdiv∇∇φK,ν〉+ 1

E

〈

d

ds
J∇∇φK, t⊗ ν

〉

+ 〈{∇∇w}, t ⊗ t〉 〈J∇wK,ν〉 =

−〈J∇epK , r〉 − k 〈JepK ,ν ⊗ ν〉 on S − {O},

(42b)

1

E
〈J∇∇φK,ν ⊗ ν〉 = −〈JepK, t⊗ t〉 on S − {O}, and (42c)

1

E
Φ(∆2vα)−∇W ⊗∇W (A∇∇vα) = −Ep(A∇∇vα) at O, (42d)

for all multi indices α ∈ N
2 such that |α| ≤ q, where q is the maximum of deg(Φ)+4, deg(∇W ⊗∇W )+2,

and deg(Ep) + 2. Equations (42) are equivalent to (41). Indeed, (42a)-(42c) imply that CurlCurlEe +

det(Λ) + CurlCurlEp ∈ E(Ω). Equation (41) then follows from (42d) using Lemma 2.1. The second von

Kármán equation (in a distributional form) is obtained from (35), after writingM in terms of Λe (using

(39)2) and subsequently in terms of Λ (hence W ) and Λp, as

D∆2W − [Φ,W ] = F +D ((1− ν)Div DivΛp + ν∆(tr(Λp))) . (43)

The equivalent local form of (43) can be obtained using [16, Id. 2.2], in addition to Identities 2.1 and 2.2,
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as

D∆2w − [φ,w] = f1 +D ((1− ν) div divλp + ν∆(tr(λp))) in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (44a)

D(1− ν)
d2

ds2
〈J∇wK,ν〉+D 〈Jdiv∇∇wK,ν〉 − 〈∇∇φ, t⊗ t〉 〈J∇wK,ν〉 = f2+

D(1− ν)

(

〈JdivλpK,ν〉+
〈

d

ds
JλpK, t⊗ ν

〉

+ k〈JλpK, s〉
)

+DνJ∇(trλp)K on S − {O},

(44b)

(1− ν)k 〈J∇wK,ν〉+ J∆wK = (1− ν)〈JλpK,ν ⊗ ν〉+ νJtr(λp)K on S − {O}, and (44c)

DW (∆2vα) +∇Φ⊗∇W (A∇∇vα) = F (vα)−D ((1− ν)Λp(∇∇vα) + ν(tr(Λp)(∆vα))) at O, (44d)

for all multi indices α ∈ N
2 such that |α| ≤ q, where q is the maximum of deg(W )+4, deg(∇Φ⊗∇W )+2,

deg(F ), and deg(Λp) + 2. Equations (44) and (43) are both equivalent (established using Lemma 2.1).

We also note that (40) was used in deriving both (42) and (44). The complete set of the desired von

Kármán equations (in Case 1) is given as distributional equations in (41) and (43) or, equivalently, as

local pointwise equations in (40), (42), and (44).

Case 2. N1 and Λp prescribed. We consider incompatibility N1 ∈ D′(Ω) such that

N1(ψ) =

∫

Ω
ηψ da+

∫

S
ζ1ψ dl+

∫

S
ζ2
∂ψ

∂ν
dl, (45)

for all ψ ∈ D(Ω − O). The incompatibility field is related to the bulk and singular defect densities, as

described pointwise in (32). We consider a continuous plastic bending strain Λp. The bulk density λp

is therefore continuous across S and there are no concentrations in plastic strains. The continuity of

w, combined with (40) (with γp = 0), then implies the continuity of ∇w across S; this eliminates the

possibility of sharp folds. The first von Kármán equation (in a distributional form) follows from (30),

after writing Ee in terms of Σ and then Φ, and substituting Λ in terms of W , as

1

E
∆2Φ+

1

2
[W,W ] = −N1 +Det(Λp). (46)

The equivalent local form of (46) can be obtained using Identity 2.2 as

1

E
∆2φ+

1

2
[w,w] = −η + det(λp) in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (47a)

1

E
〈Jdiv∇∇φK,ν〉+ 1

E

〈

d

ds
J∇∇φK, t⊗ ν

〉

= −ζ1 on S − {O}, (47b)

1

E
〈J∇∇φK,ν ⊗ ν〉 = −ζ2 on S − {O}, and (47c)

1

E
Φ(∆2vα)−∇W ⊗∇W (A∇∇vα) = −N1(v

α) at O, (47d)

for all multi indices α ∈ N
2 such that |α| ≤ q, where q is the maximum of deg(Φ)+4, deg(∇W ⊗∇W )+2,

and deg(N1). The equivalency of (47) and (46) can be established using Lemma 2.1. The second von

Kármán equation (in a distributional form) is as given in (43) whose equivalence to the following local
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form can be established using [16, Id. 2.2], Identity 2.1, Identity 2.2, and Lemma 2.1:

D∆2w − [φ,w] = f1 +D ((1− ν) div divλp + ν∆(tr(λp))) in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (48a)

D 〈Jdiv∇∇wK,ν〉 = f2 +D(1− ν)〈JdivλpK,ν〉+DνJ∇(trλp)K on S − {O}, (48b)

J∆wK = 0 on S − {O}, and (48c)

DW (∆2vα) +∇Φ⊗∇W (A∇∇vα) = F (vα)−D ((1− ν)Λp(∇∇vα) + ν(tr(Λp)(∆vα))) at O, (48d)

for all multi indices α ∈ N
2 such that |α| ≤ q, where q is the maximum of deg(W )+4, deg(∇Φ⊗∇W )+2,

deg(F ), and deg(Λp) + 2. The complete set of the desired von Kármán equations (in Case 2) is given as

distributional equations in (46) and (43) or, equivalently, as local pointwise equations in (47) and (48).

We end by noting that there is an alternate scenario where the generalized determinant in (46) is well

defined but Λp is not necessarily continuous. This is possible if we assume CurlΛp = 0, i.e., there exist a

distribution W p ∈ D(Ω) such that Λp = ∇∇W p, and W p satisfies the assumptions mentioned in (A2’).

4 Applications

4.1 Conical deformation

A transverse deformation of the form w = rg(θ) is referred to as a conical deformation (with the tip

of the cone at a point O ∈ Ω). Such deformations appear as solutions in the problems of isolated

disclinations [18, 20] and crumpled sheets [1, 3, 23]. We establish two results (as two lemmas) in the

context of conical deformations and discuss their implications for inextensible (i.e., Ee = 0) Föppl-von

Kármán plate domains with fields having a singular support as a subset of {O} (hence, S = ∅). The

first is a kinematical result where we seek a general form of the transverse deformation for a compatible

bending strain which has a singular support at O and a Gaussian curvature which is necessarily trivial

outside O. As an immediate consequence of the result we show that the Gaussian curvature at O is a

Dirac, and hence dislocation and vacancy like defects are not supported. The second result considers a

specific form of the deformation and the stress function and shows that no point force (or couple) can

appear at O as a result of transverse force equilibrium. The implications of these results on surfaces with

an isolated defect and surfaces under constrained deformation will be noted.

Lemma 4.1. Let Λ ∈ D′(R2,Sym) be such that deg(Λ) < 0, singsupp(Λ) = {O}, and Λ|R2−O(x) 6= 0

for all x ∈ R
2 −O. The following statements are equivalent:

i. DetΛ|R2−O = 0 and CurlΛ = 0.

ii. Λ(ψ) =
∫

R2 〈(f(θ)/r)eθ ⊗ eθ,ψ〉 da for all ψ ∈ D(R2,Lin) such that
∫ 2π
0 f(θ)eθdθ = 0.

iii. There exists W ∈ D′(Ω) such that W (ψ) =
∫

R2 wψ da for all ψ ∈ D(R2), where w = rg(θ) and

g + d2g/dθ2 = f , satisfying Λ = ∇∇W .

Proof. (ii. =⇒ i.) A direct computation of CurlΛ and DetΛ|R2−O for the given form of Λ in ii. yields the

desired result. (i. =⇒ ii.) Given DetΛ|R2−O = 0, there exists a unit vector field v1 ∈ C∞(R2 − O,R2),
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expressible as v1 = − sinαe1 + cosαe2 where α ∈ C∞(R2 − O, [0, 2π)), and F ∈ C∞(R2 − O) such

that λ = Fv1 ⊗ v1 with Λ(ψ) =
∫

R2 〈λ,ψ〉da for all ψ ∈ D(R2,Lin). Let v2 = cosαe1 + sinαe2. In

R
2 −O, curlλ = (−〈∇F,v2〉+ F 〈∇α,v1〉)v1 + F 〈∇α,v2〉v2. Hence curlλ = 0 implies 〈∇α,v2〉 = 0 and

〈∇F,v2〉 = F 〈∇α,v1〉. According to the former, the integral curves of the vector field v2 are straight

lines each with a fixed value of α. The point of singularity in Λ, i.e., O, is necessarily at the intersection

of two integral curves v2. Consequently, the integral curves of v2 are radial lines intersecting at the point

O such that α = θ in R
2 − O. Moreover, we then have λ = Feθ ⊗ eθ such that ∂F/∂r = F/r which

yields F = f(θ)/r. That
∫ 2π
0 f(θ)eθdθ = 0 follows immediately from CurlΛ = 0. (ii. =⇒ iii.) Given f ,

we introduce g such that g + d2g/dθ2 = f . The existence of a W , such that W (ψ) =
∫

R2 wψ da for all

ψ ∈ D(R2), satisfying Λ = ∇∇W follows from Lemma 2.7. That w = rg(θ) can be verified by a direct

substitution. (iii. =⇒ ii.) A direct computation of Λ = ∇∇W for the given form of W yields the required

result.

It is important to note that the above lemma assumes an unbounded domain, i.e., we take Ω as R
2.

This is necessary since otherwise the integral curves of v2 can possibly intersect outside Ω. There can

be many such intersections outside Ω and only one within Ω at O such that the singular support of Λ

remains at O. This however would yield a rich class of solutions beside w = rg(θ), something we do not

pause to discuss presently.

To evaluate the Gaussian curvature Det(Λ), corresponding to the form of displacementW in Lemma 4.1,

we begin by calculating ∇w = ger + (dg/dθ)eθ and consequently ∇w⊗∇w = g2er ⊗ er + g(dg/dθ)(er ⊗

eθ + eθ ⊗ er) + (dg/dθ)2eθ ⊗ eθ. As a result, we have

Curl(∇W ⊗∇W )(ψ) =

∫

Ω
−
g

r

(

g +
d2g

dθ2

)

〈eθ,ψ〉da (49)

for all ψ ∈ D(Ω,R2). For any V ∈ D′(Ω,R2), such that V (ψ) =
∫

Ω(h(θ)/r)〈eθ,ψ〉da, CurlV =
(

∫ 2π
0 h(θ)dθ

)

δO. Taking V to be Curl(∇W ⊗∇W ), we obtain

CurlCurl(∇W ⊗∇W ) = −

(
∫ 2π

0
g

(

g +
d2g

dθ2

)

dθ

)

δO. (50)

Recalling that Det(Λ) = −(1/2)Curl Curl(∇W ⊗∇W ) gives us the required formula:

Det(Λ) =
1

2

(
∫ 2π

0
g

(

g +
d2g

dθ2

)

dθ

)

δO. (51)

Furthermore, Since g(θ) is necessarily periodic with a period of 2π we have the representation g(θ) =
∑∞

k=0 gk sin(kθ). Substituting this into (51) we obtain

Det(Λ) =

(

πg0
2 −

1

2

∞
∑

k=0

gk
2(k2 − 1)

)

δO. (52)

The point supported Gaussian curvature Det(Λ) therefore is necessarily a Dirac for conical distributions.

All the other terms in the general representation of a point supported Det(Λ), such as those present in

(4), are absent. The strength of the Dirac singularity at the tip of the cone is (1/2)
∫ 2π
0 g(g+ d2g/dθ2)dθ.
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For a developable cone [3], which is characterized through a conical deformation with trivial generalized

Gaussian curvature, (1/2)
∫ 2π
0 g(g + d2g/dθ2)dθ = 0. On the other hand, for the inextensible plate

domain with an isolated defect at O, we have Det(Λ) = −(Θ + CurlA + CurlCurlQ) (recall (30) and

(31)), where the disclination density Θ, the dislocation density A, and the density of point defects Q

are Dirac distributions. Clearly, an isolated disclination is permissible with strength s = (1/2)
∫ 2π
0 g(g +

d2g/dθ2)dθ. However, neither dislocations nor point defects are allowed. Indeed, if we consider an an

isolated dislocation (of Burgers vector b) at O, i.e., A = bδO, then the resulting incompatibility is

N1 = 〈(b × e3),∇δO〉, which in turn would induce a dipole like source term (at O) for the Gaussian

curvature. This indicates that one would need to incorporate elastic extensibility of the plate, or look

beyond conical deformations, in order to consider isolated defects besides disclinations.

Under the inextensibility constraint, the stress function Φ is no longer determined constitutively; it

is interpreted as the Lagrange multiplier associated with the constraint. The first term (on the left hand

side) of the (generalized) first von Kármán equation ((41) or (46)) vanishes and the second term is of the

form (51), or (52), under the present considerations. The stress function appears only in the (generalized)

second von Kármán equation (43). In the following lemma, we show that a form of conical deformation

and stress function satisfies the equilibrium condition given through (43) with a trivial externally applied

body force field.

Lemma 4.2. Given W ∈ D′(Ω) such that W (ψ) =
∫

Ωwψ da for all ψ ∈ D(Ω), where w = rg(θ) with

g(θ) = aµ sin(µθ), and Φ ∈ D′(Ω) such that Φ(ψ) =
∫

Ω φψ da for all ψ ∈ D(Ω), where φ = Dλ ln r with

λ = µ2 − 1, they satisfy D∆2W − [Φ,W ] = 0.

Proof. The equation D∆2W − [Φ,W ] = 0 can be equivalently written as

DDivDiv(∇∇W ) + DivDiv((e3 ×∇Φ)⊗ (e3 ×∇W )) = 0. (53)

For the given forms of W and Φ the restriction of (53) to Ω−O yields

d4g

dθ4
+ (λ+ 2)

d2g

dθ2
+ (λ+ 1)g = 0, (54)

which is identically satisfied by g(θ) = aµ sin(µθ) with λ = µ2 − 1. To ensure that D∆2W − [Φ,W ] = 0 is

satisfied we have to additionally check that (38b) holds (with vanishing right hand side). Towards this end,

let A = (∇∇W )+((e3×∇Φ)⊗(e3×∇W )). Then, for the given forms ofW and Φ, A(ψ) =
∫

Ω〈a,ψ〉da for

all ψ ∈ D(Ω,Lin), where a = (1/r)
(

(g + d2g/dθ2 + λg)eθ ⊗ eθ − λdg/dθeθ ⊗ er
)

. Further calculations

yield diva = (1/r2)
(

(d3g/dθ3 + (λ+ 1)dg/dθ)eθ − (d2g/dθ2 + (λ+ 1)g)er
)

. The desired result follows

on substituting the expressions for a and diva in (38b) with g(θ) = aµ sin(µθ) and λ = µ2 − 1.

The preceding lemma, in conjunction with (52), can be used to obtain a solution to the disclination

problem. We consider an isolated point disclination, i.e., Θ = −sδO, where s is the strength of the

disclination (or the disclination charge). Then, in the absence of plastic bending strains and elastic

inextensibility, we have Det(Λ) = sδO. A comparison with (52) yields

s = πg0
2 −

π

2

∑

gk
2(k2 − 1). (55)
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(a) Positive disclination. (b) Negative disclination.

Figure 1: The transverse deformation of a flat, elastically inextensible, sheet in the presence of an isolated

disclination at O.

Equation (55) is a geometrical relation which captures the balance of the disclination charge with the

Gaussian curvature of the conical deformation. If there is no disclination (i.e., we have a developable

cone) then s = 0 and (55) ensures that the conical tip has a vanishing Gaussian curvature. A solution

of the positive disclination problem (s > 0) is obtained if we identify g0 =
√

s/π (i.e., µ = 0) and take

φ = −D ln r (i.e., λ = −1). Similarly, a solution of the negative disclination problem (s < 0) is obtained

if we identify g2 =
√

−2s/3π (i.e., µ = 2) and take φ = 3D ln r (i.e., λ = 3). According to Lemma 4.2,

these solutions satisfy the equilibrium equations with no external forces. The deformations are illustrated

in Figure 1.

Recall (from (37a)) that the equilibrium condition, away from the tip of the cone with trivial transverse

forces, is D∆2w − 〈σ,λ〉 = 0. For a conical deformation this takes the form

1

r3

(

g + 2
d2g

dθ2
+
d4g

dθ4

)

−
σθθ
r

(

g +
d2g

dθ2

)

= 0, (56)

where σθθ = 〈σ,eθ ⊗ eθ〉. This is equivalent to (54) once we identify σθθ = −λ/r2. An alternate way to

obtain (54) is to minimize the total bending energy (away from the cone tip)

Ub =

∫

Ω−Bǫ

km
1

r2

(

g +
d2g

dθ2

)2

da (57)

with respect to g [3], where km is a uniform material constant, under the constraint on the Gaussian

curvature at the tip of the cone,
∫ 2π
0 g(g + d2g/dθ2)dθ = 2s; λ appears as the Lagrange multiplier

corresponding to the constraint. The energetic framework implicitly assumes σθθ = −λ/r2. It is not

straightforward to incorporate a more general stress field in the existing energetic framework. Moreover

note that, since the energy based framework is predicated on ignoring the vicinity of the singularity, we

do not obtain any equilibrium condition at the point of singularity and hence forces can not be prescribed

at the tip of the cone. In our framework, a point force and a point force dipole can be prescribed at the

singular point through the integral balance law (38b).

Finally, we briefly discuss the problem of constrained deformation where the sheet is unilaterally

constrained to adhere to an externally imposed rigid shape. An example is afforded by the problem of
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squeezing a sheet of paper inside a hollow sphere (or inside our fist). The sheet responds by crumpling

and developing a distribution of kinks and creases [23]. A simpler example is to try to fit a sheet of

paper inside a hollow cone [3]. This yields a developable cone (conical singularity with s = 0) such that

there are portions of the of the sheet directly in contact with the outer rigid cone and portions which

are folded away. A conical deformation in such a scenario would satisfy the equilibrium of the form

D∆2W − [Φ,W ] = B where B is the distributional contact force supported over the region where the

sheet is in contact with the rigid cone. If the constrained deformation has been achieved by applying a

point force then the singular force should be incorporated within B.

4.2 Folds

In this section, we assume the domain Ω to be without any point O of singularity and having a singular

interface S which is a smooth curve such that ∂S − ∂Ω = ∅. We assume both the bulk and the interfacial

fields, and their derivatives, to remain bounded in the entire domain. We restrict our attention to

elastically inextensible plates (i.e., Ee = 0 in Ω). We define a fold as an interfacial concentration in

plastic bending strain. For the present discussion we will assume that there is no bulk contribution to the

plastic bending strain, i.e., Λp ∈ C(Ω,Sym) with a smooth line density γ such that Λp(ψ) =
∫

S〈γ,ψ〉dl

for all ψ ∈ D(Ω,Lin). The compatibility condition γ × ν = 0 implies that γ is of the form γ = γ0ν ⊗ ν.

The fold is therefore prescribed in terms of a smooth scalar field γ0 (the strength of the fold) and the

geometry of the curve S. Moreover

J∇wK = −γ0ν ⊗ ν. (58)

With the above considerations, and under the assumption of elastic inextensibility, the first von Kármán

equation (42) reduces to

1

2
[w,w] = − curl curlep in Ω− S, (59a)

γ0〈{∇∇w}, t ⊗ t〉 = 〈J∇epK, r〉+ k〈JepK,ν ⊗ ν〉 on S, and (59b)

〈JepK, t⊗ t〉 = 0 on S, (59c)

while the second von Kármán equation (44), in the absence of external forces, takes the form

D∆2w − [φ,w] = 0 in Ω− S, (60a)

−D(1− ν)
d2γ0
ds2

+D〈Jdiv∇∇wK,ν〉+ γ0〈∇∇φ, t ⊗ t〉 = 0 on S, and (60b)

J∆wK = (1− ν)kγ0 on S. (60c)

We discuss the nature of these two sets of equations in the context of two problems of folding an

elastic sheet along a singular curve. First, we consider a fold along a straight line S (hence ν is fixed

along S) such that the deformation on either side of the fold is cylindrical, i.e., λ = g(〈x, c〉)c⊗ c, where

c is a constant vector; see Figure 2a. A transverse deformation which satisfies λ = ∇∇w (outside S) is

of the form w = f(〈x, c〉) such that d2f/dq2 = g, where q = 〈x, c〉. Let q = 0 represent S. At the fold S,
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(a) A linear fold. (b) A circular fold.

Figure 2: The transverse deformation of a flat, elastically inextensible, sheet in the presence of a linear

and a circular fold. In the former, curvature on one side of the fold develops in response to the moment

and transverse force applied at the edge. In the latter, a distribution of transverse force couples at the

fold location is required to maintain the desired shape of the deformation. The fold S is indicated with

a bold black line.

(58) implies Jdf/dqKc = −γ0ν, from which we conclude that the interfacial line is necessarily orthogonal

to c, i.e., 〈t, c〉 = 0 and Jdf/dqK = −γ0. Accordingly, dγ0/ds = 0, i.e., γ0 is necessarily constant. We

also assume a vanishing plastic stretching strain (i.e., ep = 0). The assumed cylindrical form of the

deformation then satisfies the bulk compatibility conditions (59). We can use the coordinates (q, s) to

describe Ω (even outside S). The equilibrium equations (60) reduce to

D
d4f

dq4
−
∂2φ

∂s2
d2f

dq2
= 0 in Ω− S, (61a)

D

s
d3f

dq3

{
+ γ0

∂2φ

∂s2
= 0 on S, and (61b)

s
d2f

dq2

{
= 0 on S. (61c)

The deformation f(q) = γ0q, if q ≤ 0, and f(q) = 0, otherwise, satisfies all the above equations with

φ = 0. Such a deformation, representing two flat regions connected by a plastic fold with no stress and

moment in Ω, is a solution to our problem in the absence of any external forcing in the bulk or at the

boundary. We now obtain the solutions when moment and transverse force are prescribed at one edge of

the domain. We consider a rectangular domain Ω to be defined by a0 ≤ q ≤ a1 such that a0 ≤ 0 ≤ a1. All

the boundaries of Ω, except at xc = a1, are assumed to be free of forces and moments. At xc = a1, we take

φ = 0, ∂φ/∂q = 0, Dd2w/dq2 = b0, and Dd
3w/dq3 = b1. The first two conditions impose that there are no

in plane forces applied at the edge. The constants b0 and b1 represent the applied moment and the applied

transverse force at the edge. The deformation f(q) = 0, if q ≤ 0, and f(q) = −γ0q+k1q
2+k2q

3, otherwise,

satisfies all the governing equations and the boundary conditions with φ = 0, k1 = b0/2D− b1a1/2D, and

k2 = b1/6D.

As the second problem, we consider a circular interface S given by |x| = r0, with normal ν = er and

curvature k = 1/r0, see Figure 2b. The fold is taken as γ = γ0er ⊗ er, where γ0 is constant. We consider
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S

O

Ω
e1

e2

ereθ

θ

(a) The plate domain. (b) The transverse displacement.

Figure 3: The plate domain showing a straight fold S terminating at O and the corresponding transverse

displacement.

a transverse displacement, compatible with the fold, as w = γ0r0, if r ≤ r0, and w = γ0r, if r > r0, i.e.,

the fold deforms the sheet into a planar disc-like region (of radius r0) and a cone for r > r0, see Figure 2b.

We assume a plastic stretching strain of the form ep = 0, if r ≤ r0, and e
p = γ0

2er ⊗ er, if r > r0. The

assumed form of w and ep satisfy the conditions (59) identically. Note that we need a non trivial plastic

stretching strain to satisfy the interfacial compatibility condition (59b) for the given deformation under

the assumption of elastic inextensibility. On the other hand, the equilibrium conditions (60a) and (60b)

are satisfied for φ = −γ0 ln r. The interfacial equilibrium condition (60c) however can not be satisfied in

the present form. In order to satisfy (60c) for the given w we would require a distribution of transverse

force couple field over S in the form f2 = −Dγ0/r0. Therefore a sheet of paper can be folded about a

circular curve, with a flat disc like region in the interior and a perfect cone shape on the other side, if we

superpose a distribution of transverse force couples along the fold.

4.3 Fold terminating at an internal point

We consider a linear fold S terminating in the interior of the domain Ω at O, see Figure 3a. In terms of

the polar coordinates r ≥ 0, −π < θ ≤ π, with origin at O, the fold lies on the θ = π line. The constant

tangent t to S is along e1 while the constant normal ν to S is along e2. We assume the stretching plastic

strain to vanish identically over Ω and the bending plastic strain to concentrate on S, i.e., Ep = 0 and

Λp ∈ C(Ω,Sym), such that Λp(ψ) = γ0
∫

S〈e2 ⊗ e2,ψ〉dl for all ψ ∈ D(Ω,Lin), where γ0 is constant.

Such a plastic strain distribution yields a point supported incompatibility, CurlΛp = −γ0e2δO. In other

words, there is no interfacial incompatibility and the incompatibility concentrates at the end point of the

fold in the interior of the domain. In comparison, the conical singularity (in Section 4.1) allows for an

incompatibility through a non-trivial Gaussian curvature at the defect point while the circular fold (in

Section 4.2) has an incompatibility concentrating on the fold.

For the considered form of Λp, and recalling that there is no concentration in elastic bending strain,

we obtain J∇wK = −γ0ν. Consequently, we use elastic inextensibility (i.e., Ee = 0 in Ω) and k = 0 to
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simplify the first von Kármán equation (42) as

[w,w] = 0 in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (62a)

〈{∇∇w},e1 ⊗ e1〉γ0 = 0 on S − {O}, and (62b)

∇W ⊗∇W (A∇∇vα) = 0 at O, (62c)

for all multi indices α ∈ N
2 such that |α| ≤ deg(∇W ⊗ ∇W ) + 2. On the other hand, the second von

Kármán equation (44), with a vanishing body force field, simplifies to

D∆2w − [φ,w] = 0 in Ω− {S ∪ {O}}, (63a)

D 〈Jdiv∇∇wK,e2〉+ γ0 〈∇∇φ,e1 ⊗ e1〉 = 0 on S − {O}, (63b)

J∆wK = 0 on S − {O}, and (63c)

DW (∆2vα) +∇Φ⊗∇W (A∇∇vα) = −D ((1− ν)Λp(∇∇vα) + ν(tr(Λp)(∆vα))) at O, (63d)

for all multi indices α ∈ N
2 such that |α| ≤ q where q is the maximum of deg(∇Φ⊗∇W )+2, deg(W )+4,

and deg(Λp) + 2.

We consider a transverse deformation of the form w = rg(θ), where g is continuous but piecewise

smooth across S. The condition J∇wK = −γ0ν then reduces to

dg

dθ
(π)−

dg

dθ
(−π) = γ0. (64)

The considered w satisfies (62a) identically. On substituting it in (62c) we obtain the condition
∫ π

−π
g

(

g +
d2g

dθ2

)

dθ + g(π)

(

dg

dθ
(π)−

dg

dθ
(−π)

)

= 0. (65)

On using the stress function φ = Dλ ln r, (63a) reduce to

d4g

dθ4
+ (λ+ 2)

d2g

dθ2
+ (λ+ 1)g = 0. (66)

This equation has a solution g(θ) = a cosµθ, where µ2 = λ + 1. It should be noted that here, unlike

the solution in Section 4.1, µ is not necessarily an integer. The constant coefficient a is obtained by

substituting this solution in (64) as a = γ0/(2µ sin(πµ)). To calculate µ, we substitute the solution for g

in (65) to obtain

(1 + µ2) sin(2πµ) + 2π(1 − µ2)µ = 0. (67)

The nonlinear equation can be solved (numerically) to obtain µ = 0.92 (the other roots are imaginary).

Altogether, we have a transverse displacement of the form [9]

w =
γ0r

2µ sin(πµ)
cosµθ, (68)

where µ = 0.92, see Figure 3b. The considered solutions for w and φ identically satisfy (62b), (63b) and

(63c). However Equation (63d), which enforces equilibrium of transverse forces at O, is not satisfied.

Whereas the left hand side terms reduce to a Dirac, the right hand side terms reduce to a gradient of

the Dirac. The latter is proportional to ν while the former is not. This inconsistency of the considered

solution in its failure to satisfy the equilibrium equation at O indicates that the assumption of elastic

inextensibility needs to be perhaps relaxed in the neighborhood of the singular point.
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(a) The plate domain. (b) The transverse displacement.

Figure 4: The plate domain showing several straight folds S terminating at O on one end and at ∂Ω on

the other. The transverse displacement for a given prescription of folds in terms of plastic bending strain

field.

4.4 Folding into a tetrahedron

We consider a finite number (n) of linear folds each terminating at a point O in the interior of the domain,

see Figure 4a. Let S = ∪n
i=1Si, where Si represents the i-th fold. Each Si is a straight line with one end

point at ∂Ω and the other end point at O. The multitude of folds terminating in the interior of the domain

are modelled through a plastic bending strain concentrated on S such that Λp(ψ) =
∑n−1

i=0 γi
∫

Si

〈νi ⊗

νi,ψ〉dl where γi and νi represent the (constant) strength and the (constant) normal associated with

the i-th fold. We assume that the incompatibility N1 is identically zero and the plastic bending strain is

compatible, i.e., CurlΛp = 0, which is equivalent to
∑n−1

i=0 γiνi = 0. Due to a compatible plastic strain

overall, we look for a solution such that there are no elastic strain fields necessary to accommodate the

prescribed plastic strains. There are then no stretching strains and the total bending strain is identical to

the plastic bending strain. The transverse displacement field W satisfies Λp = ∇∇W . All the governing

equations, including the compatibility conditions and equilibrium conditions, are trivially satisfied. In

the following lemma, we calculate the Gaussian curvature that appears due to such a bending strain

distribution. It is point supported at O with only a Dirac, similar to the case of isolated disclinations.

The source of Gaussian curvature presently, however, is in the plastic folds imposed on the domain.

Lemma 4.3. Given Λp ∈ C(Ω,Sym) such that Λp(ψ) =
∑n−1

i=0 γi
∫

Si

〈νi ⊗ νi,ψ〉dl, where Si represents

a straight line satisfying ∂Si − ∂Ω = {O} and νi is the normal to Si, and CurlΛp = 0, we obtain

n−1
∑

i=0

γiνi = 0 and (69a)

Det(Λp) = −
1

2

n−1
∑

j=1

j−1
∑

i=0

γiγj〈νi, tj〉δO, (69b)

where tj is the tangent to Sj.

Proof. The relation (69a) follows immediately from [16, Id. 2.2]. Let Ωi be the angular sector bounded

by Si and Si+1. Let W ∈ B(Ω) such that ∇W ∈ B(Ω,R2) with bulk density ∇w = −
∑i

j=0 γjνj in Ωi.
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We use [16, Id. 2.2] to obtain

CurlCurl(∇W ⊗∇W ) =

n−1
∑

j=1

j−1
∑

i=0

γiγj〈νi, tj〉δO, (70)

which establishes the desired result.

The transverse displacement w is illustrated in Figure 4b.

5 Conclusion

In this work we have extended the classical von Kármán plate equations, given in terms of smooth fields,

to a distributional form while allowing the fields to be piecewise smooth across curves, to concentrate on

the curves, and to be singular at points in the domain. In writing the distributional form, the central

challenge was to unambiguously define the notions of distributional determinant, distributional inner

product, and distributional Monge-Ampère bracket. The sources of inhomogeneities were taken in the

form of plastic strains, incompatibility fields (which in turn are related to the defect densities), and body

force fields, all allowed to be singular over points and curves in the plate domain. The distributional forms

of the von Kármán plate equations were localized to obtain pointwise local forms of the equations in the

bulk, away from the singular points and curves, on the singular curves, and at the singular points. These

local equations are the main contribution of this paper. The applicability of the developed framework

was illustrated through several examples associated with conical deformations (arising due to defects and

constrained deformations), folds, and folds terminating inside the plate domain at a singular point. Our

work provides a complete and rigorous framework where a large variety of singular problems associated

with von Kármán plates can be discussed and systematically analyzed.
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