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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we propose a multi-layered hyperelastic plate theory of growth within the framework
of nonlinear elasticity. First, the 3D governing system for a general multi-layered hyperelastic plate
is established, which incorporates the growth effect, and the material and geometrical parameters of
the different layers. Then, a series expansion-truncation approach is adopted to eliminate the thick-
ness variables in the 3D governing system. An elaborate calculation scheme is applied to derive
the iteration relations of the coefficient functions in the series expansions. Through some further
manipulations, a 2D vector plate equation system with the associated boundary conditions is estab-
lished, which only contains the unknowns in the bottom layer of the plate. To show the efficiency
of the current plate theory, three typical examples regarding the growth-induced deformations and
instabilities of multi-layered plate samples are studied. Some analytical and numerical solutions to
the plate equation are obtained, which can provide accurate predictions on the growth behaviors of
the plate samples. Furthermore, the problem of ‘shape-programming’ of multi-layered hyperelastic
plates through differential growth is studied. The explicit formulas of shape-programming for some
typical multi-layered plates are derived, which involve the fundamental quantities of the 3D target
shapes. By using these formulas, the shape evolutions of the plates during the growing processes
can be controlled accurately. The results obtained in the current work are helpful for the design of
intelligent soft devices with multi-layered plate structures.

Keywords Multi-layered plate theory · Soft material · Growth-induced deformation · Analytical solution · Shape-
programming

1 Introduction

Soft biological tissues with multi-layered plate or shell structures are commonly observed in nature. For example, the
diverse structures of plant leaves [1], the reflectors in the eyes of squid [2] and the structures in the horn sheath of a
cattle [3]. From the perspectives of biomimetic mechanics, these examples in nature raise the possibility of design and
application of soft intelligent devices with multi-layered plate or shell forms. In the engineering fields, soft materials
have attracted extensive attentions due to their fantastic characteristics, including multifunctionality, biocompatibility,
low cost and responsiveness to stimuli. Recently, multi-layered soft devices have been designed and applied in the
areas of drug delivery [4], soft robotics [5, 6], nano-scale semiconductor tubes [7, 8], etc. The soft biological tissues in
nature and the soft devices in engineering applications usually exhibit the changes of body mass or volume (e.g., the
growth or atrophy of soft biological tissues, the swelling or shrinkage of hydrogels). For convenience, these changes
are referred to as ‘growth’ of the soft material samples in the current work. During the growing processes, the growth
fields in soft material samples are usually inhomogeneous or incompatible, which is called differential growth and can
result in various shape changes of the samples [9, 10, 11].

Within the framework of nonlinear elasticity, soft materials can be viewed as certain kinds of hyperelastic materials.
A number of theoretical models have been reported to study the growth-induced deformations of soft materials [12,
13, 14]. Usually, to capture the growth effect, the total deformation gradient is decomposed into the multiplication

http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.01506v1


Du et al.

of the elastic strain tensor and the growth tensor [15, 16]. As the elastic deformations of soft materials are generally
isochoric, the constraint equation of elastic incompressibility should also be adopted. It is known that the responses
of soft material samples are closely related to the residual stresses [17, 18, 19]. Especially in the multi-layered plate
or shell samples, the different growth parameters in the neighboring layers lead to the incompatibility of the growth
fields, which can induce residual stresses in the samples. To release the misfit energy, the samples will undergo
various bending or torsional deformations. In the current work, we mainly focus on the growth-induced deformations
of multi-layered hyperelastic plates.

To model the mechanical behaviors of plate samples, one usually needs to adopt suitable plate theories. Some classical
plate theories (e.g., the Kirchhoff-Love theory, the Föppl-von Kármán (FvK) theory and the Mindlin-Reissner theory)
were established within the small strain range and by making a priori hypotheses on the in-plane or transverse dis-
placement components, which are not applicable for the large deformations of soft material samples. In Dai and Song
[20], a finite-strain plate theory was proposed for compressible hyperelastic materials, which can achieve the term-
wise consistency with the variational formulation of the 3D governing system. This plate theory has been developed
for the dynamic cases [21] and for incompressible hyperelastic materials [22]. The numerical implementation of this
plate theory has also been realized in Fu et al. [23]. In Wang et al. [24], a consistent finite-strain plate theory of growth
was further proposed, which takes the growth effect and elastic incompressibility into account and has no restrictions
on the displacement components. Thus, it is suitable for modeling the growth-induced deformations in soft material
samples. Applications of this plate theory can be found in Wang et al. [25], Kadapa et al. [26], Mehta et al. [27], Li et
al. [28], Wang et al. [29].

Regarding the mechanical behaviors of multi-layered hyperelastic plates induced by growth, swelling or prestrain,
a number of modeling works have also been reported in the literature. For example, Tsai et al. [30] derived the
analytical solutions for the swelling-induced deformations of dual zone hyperelastic samples. By extending the Γ-
convergence approach, Schmidt [31] and Delgado and Schmidt [32] established the plate theories with the prestrain
effect for heterogeneous multi-layered samples. Dervaux and Ben Amar [33] developed a FvK-type plate theory
with the growth effect, which was applied to investigate the wrinkling properties of a growing film-substrate system.
Armon et al. [34] studied the helical configurations and sharp morphological transitions of strips cut from a bilayer
hyperelastic plate. Budday et al. [35] and Ben Amar and Bordner [36] studied the convolutions of mammalian brains
by using the growth models of multi-layered soft material samples. Lucantonio et al. [37] and Nardinocchi et al.
[38] analyzed the swelling-induced deformations and wrinkling properties in bilayer gel beams. Pezzulla et al. [39]
investigated the deformations of bilayer plates with arbitrary shapes under the isotropic in-plane growth. van Rees et
al. [40] solved the inverse problem of growth-induced shape-programming for anisotropically growing elastic bilayer
structures. The obtained results can be used to achieve any target configurations. Ackermann et al. [41] investigated the
mechanics of growing epithelia based on a bilayer FvK plate theory. Following the approach of Wang et al. [24], Du et
al. [42, 43] proposed a finite-strain plate theory to study the growth-induced plane-strain deformations and instabilities
of multi-layered hyperelastic plates. Some analytical solutions of the plate equations were obtained, which can provide
accurate predictions on the response of the plate samples. From the analytical results, the influences of the geometrical
and material parameters can also be revealed.

Despite the existence of the above modeling works on the growth behaviors of multi-layered hyperelastic plates, the
research state has not attained a satisfactory level. Most of the models focus on some special types of samples (e.g., the
bilayer samples) or deformation styles (e.g., the plane-strain deformations). Currently, there still lacks a plate theory
that can be applied for general multi-layered plate samples (with general material properties and geometrical shapes)
and arbitrary growth-induced deformations. This is just the motivation for carrying out the current work.

In the current work, we aim to propose a general multi-layered hyperelastic plate theory of growth within the frame-
work of nonlinear elasticity. Compared with the previous modeling works, this new plate theory is applicable for
the plate samples with general geometrical shapes, number of layers, material properties and external loading condi-
tions, which can also incorporate arbitrary growth fields in the different layers. To establish the plate theory, we start
from the 3D governing system and eliminate the thickness variables through a series expansion-truncation approach
[20, 24]. An elaborate calculation scheme is then applied to derive the iteration relations of the coefficient functions
in the series expansions [42, 43]. Through some further manipulations, a 2D vector plate equation system with the
associated boundary conditions can be established. To show the efficiency of the new plate theory, three typical ex-
amples regarding the growth-induced deformations and instabilities of multi-layered plate samples will be studied.
Some analytical and numerical solutions to the plate equation can be obtained. It will be shown that these analytical
results can provide accurate predictions on the mechanical behaviors of the plate samples. Furthermore, the problem
of ‘shape-programming’ of multi-layered hyperelastic plates through differential growth will be solved, from which
the explicit formulas of shape-programming for some typical multi-layered plate samples can be derived. By using
these formulas, the shape evolutions of the plate samples during the growing processes can be controlled accurately.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first formulate the 3D governing system for a general multi-layered
hyperelastic plate, then the 2D vector plate equation system is established through a series expansion-truncation ap-
proach. In Section 3, three typical examples with different sample shapes, growth conditions and boundary restrictions
are studied, from which some analytical and numerical solutions to the plate equation system will be obtained. In Sec-
tion 4, we further study the problem of ‘shape-programming’ of multi-layered hyperelastic plates through differential
growth. Finally, some conclusions are drawn in Section 5.

2 The plate equation system for a multi-layered hyperelastic plate

In this section, we first formulate the 3D governing system for a multi-layered hyperelastic plate, where the growth
effect will be taken into account. After that, through a series expansion-truncation approach and by adopting an
elaborate calculation scheme, the 2D vector plate equation system will be derived.

2.1 The 3D governing system

We consider a general thin hyperelastic plate as shown in Fig. 1a, which is composed of n layers with the initial
thicknesses h1, h2, · · · , hn. For each layer in the plate, a local coordinate system is established on the bottom surface
of the layer (cf. Fig. 1b). Within this local coordinate system, the reference configuration of the k-th layer occupies
the region κk = Ω× [0, hk] (1 ≤ k ≤ n), where Ω is the in-plane area of the plate. The position vector of a material
point in κk is denoted as Xk = rk + Zkk, where k is the unit normal vector of Ω (i.e., the unit vector directing along
the Zk-axis). Under a rectangular cartesian coordinate system, we further denote rk = XkE1 + YkE2, where E1 and
E2 are the unit vectors directing along the Xk- and Yk-axes, respectively.

(a) (b)

Figure 1: (a) Illustrations of the reference configuration of a general multi-layered hyperelastic plate in 3D setting; (b)
the local coordinate system of the kth layer.

The different layers in the plate can grow independently. Besides that, some external loads are applied on the surface of
the plate. Due to the growth effect and the external loads, the configuration of the k-th layer in the plate will transform
from κk to the current configuration κ̃k (1 ≤ k ≤ n). The position vector of a material point in κ̃k is denoted as xk.
The total deformation gradient tensor in the k-th layer is then expressed by

Fk =
∂xk

∂Xk

= ∇rxk +
∂xk

∂Zk

⊗ k =
∂xk

∂Xk

⊗E1 +
∂xk

∂Yk

⊗E2 +
∂xk

∂Zk

⊗ k, (1)

where ∇r is the in-plane 2D gradient operator. Following the conventional approach of growth mechanics [15, 16],
the total deformation gradient tensor Fk is decomposed into

Fk = AkGk, k = 1, · · · , n, (2)

where Ak is the elastic strain tensor and Gk is the growth tensor. In the current work, we assume that the growth
tensor in each layer is uniform along the thickness direction, thus Gk doesn’t depend on the thickness variable Zk. By
further assuming the elastic incompressibility of the material (which is satisfied for most soft biological and polymeric
materials), we have the following constraint equation

Rk (Fk,Gk) = R̃k

(
FkGk

−1
)
= R̃k (Ak) = Det (Ak)− 1 = 0, (3)

where Det(·) represents the determinant of a tensor.

We suppose the hyperelastic material in the k-th layer of the plate has the strain-energy function φk(Fk,Gk) =

JGk
φ̃k

(
FkGk

−1
)
= JGk

φ̃k (Ak), where JGk
= Det(Gk). During the growing process, each layer of the plate keeps

in the quasi-static state, which yields the mechanical equilibrium equation

DivSk = 0, in κk, k = 1, · · · , n, (4)
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where Sk is the nominal stress tensor defined by

Sk = JGk

(
∂φk(Fk,Gk)

∂Fk

− pk
∂Rk(Fk,Gk)

∂Fk

)
= JGk

Gk
−1

(
∂φ̃k(Ak)

∂Ak

− pk
∂R̃k(Ak)

∂Ak

)
. (5)

In the expression of Sk, pk(X) is the Lagrangian multiplier related to the constraint of elastic incompressibility, which
is an unknown function.

On the top and bottom faces of the plate, we propose the following traction boundary conditions
{
ST1 k|Z1=0 = −q−(r1), on Ω−

1 ,

STnk|Zn=hn
= q+(rn), on Ω+

n .
(6)

where q− and q+ are the applied tractions, Ω−

1 represents the bottom face of the 1st layer and Ω+
n represents the top

face of the n-th layer. The lateral surface of each layer is denoted as ∂κk (∂κk = ∂Ω × [0, hk]), which is composed

of the position boundary region ∂κ
(p)
k = ∂Ω(p) × [0, hk] and the traction boundary ∂κ

(q)
k = ∂Ω(q) × [0, hk] (i.e.,

∂Ω = ∂Ω(p) ∪ ∂Ω(q)). On ∂κ
(p)
k and ∂κ

(q)
k , we propose the following boundary conditions

{
xk = bk(s, Zk), on ∂κ

(p)
k , k = 1, · · · , n,

STk N = qk(s, Zk), on ∂κ
(q)
k , k = 1, · · · , n.

(7)

where bk and qk are the prescribed position vectors and applied tractions, and N is the external normal vector of
the lateral surface. On the interfaces between the different layers, we propose the following displacement and stress
continuity conditions

xk+1(rk+1, 0)− xk(rk, hk) = 0, k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1, (8)

S
T
k+1k|Zk+1=0 − S

T
k k|Zk=hk

= 0, k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1. (9)

Eqs. (3)-(9) formulate the 3D governing equation system for the multi-layered hyperelastic plate, which contains the
unknowns xk and pk (k = 1, · · · , n).

2.2 Derivation of the 2D vector plate equation

In this subsection, a series expansion-truncation approach will be adopted to derive the 2D vector plate equation from
the 3D governing system (3)-(9) (cf. Dai and Song [20], Wang et al. [22, 24]). For that purpose, the position vector
xk(Xk) and the Lagrangian multiplier pk(Xk) in each layer are expanded in terms of the thickness variable Zk as
follow

xk(Xk) =

4∑

i=0

Zk
i

i!
x
(i)
k (rk) +O(Zk

5),

pk(Xk) =

3∑

i=0

Zk
i

i!
p
(i)
k (rk) +O(Zk

4), k = 1, · · · , n.
(10)

In the following derivations, only the 5n vector unknowns x
(0)
k -x

(4)
k and the 4n scalar unknowns p

(0)
k -p

(3)
k (k =

1, 2, · · · , n) will be taken into account (i.e., there are totally 19n unknowns).

According to the series expansions (10), the deformation gradient tensor Fk and the elastic strain tensor Ak can also
be expanded as

Fk(Xk) =

3∑

i=0

Zk
i

i!
F
(i)
k +O(Zk

4),

Ak(Xk) =

3∑

i=0

Zk
i

i!
A

(i)
k +O(Zk

4), k = 1, · · · , n.
(11)

As mentioned before, the growth tensor Gk does not depend on the coordinate Z , so we do not need to consider the
expansion of Gk. By submitting (10)1 into (1) and comparing with (11)1, we obtain

F
(i)
k = ∇rx

(i)
k + x

(i+1)
k ⊗ k, i = 0, 1, 2, 3. (12)

From (12), it can be observed that F
(i)
k and x

(i+1)
k satisfy a linear relation. Further from (2) and (11)2, we derive the

following relations

A
(i)
k = F

(i)
k G

−1
k , i = 0, 1, 2, 3. (13)

4
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Similar as the deformation gradient tensor, the nominal stress tensor Sk can be expanded as

Sk(Xk, pk) =
3∑

i=0

Zk
i

i!
S
(i)
k +O(Zk

4), k = 1, · · · , n. (14)

On the other hand, by submitting (11)2 into (5), another expression of Sk can be derived, which is given by

Sk =Ĝk

(
∂φ̃k(Ak)

∂Ak

− pk
∂R̃k(Ak)

∂Ak

)

=Ĝk

{
A(0)

k (A
(0)
k ) +A(1)

k (A
(0)
k )[Ak − A

(0)
k ]

+
1

2
A(2)

k (A
(0)
k )[Ak − A

(0)
k ,Ak − A

(0)
k ]

+
1

6
A(3)

k (A
(0)
k )[Ak − A

(0)
k ,Ak − A

(0)
k ,Ak − A

(0)
k ]

−
{
p
(0)
k + Zkp

(1)
k +

1

2
Z2
kp

(2)
k +

1

6
Z3
kp

(3)
k +O(Z4

k)
}

×
{
R(0)

k (A
(0)
k ) +R(1)

k (A
(0)
k )[Ak − A

(0)
k ]

+
1

2
R(2)

k (A
(0)
k )[Ak − A

(0)
k ,Ak − A

(0)
k ]

+
1

6
R(3)

k (A
(0)
k )[Ak − A

(0)
k ,Ak − A

(0)
k ,Ak − A

(0)
k ]
}}

(15)

where Ĝk = JGk
G

−1
k and

A(i)
k (A

(0)
k ) =

∂i+1φ̃k(Ak)

∂Ak
i+1

∣∣
Ak=A

(0)
k

, R(i)
k (A

(0)
k ) =

∂i+1R̃k(Ak)

∂Ak
i+1

∣∣
Ak=A

(0)
k

. (16)

Here, A(i)
k (A

(0)
k ) (i = 0, 1, 2, 3) are the elastic moduli associated with the strain-energy function φ̃k(Ak). By compar-

ing the coefficients of Zi
k in (14) and (15), we obtain the following relations

S
(0)
k (rk) =Ĝk

(
A(0)

k − p
(0)
k R(0)

k

)
,

S
(1)
k (rk) =Ĝk

(
A(1)

k [A
(1)
k ]− p

(0)
k R(1)

k [A
(1)
k ]− p

(1)
k R(0)

k

)
,

S
(2)
k (rk) =Ĝk

{
A(1)

k [A
(2)
k ] +A(2)

k [A
(1)
k ,A

(1)
k ]

− p
(0)
k

(
R(1)

k [A
(2)
k ] +R(2)

k [A
(1)
k ,A

(1)
k ]
)

− 2p
(1)
k R(1)

k [A
(1)
k ]− p

(2)
k R(0)

k

}
,

S
(3)
k (rk) =Ĝk

{
A(1)

k [A
(3)
k ] + 3A(2)

k [A
(2)
k ,A

(1)
k ] +A(3)

k [A
(1)
k ,A

(1)
k ,A

(1)
k ]

− p
(0)
k

(
R(1)

k [A
(3)
k ] + 3R(2)

k [A
(2)
k ,R

(1)
k ] +A(3)

k [A
(1)
k ,A

(1)
k ,A

(1)
k ]
)

− 3p
(1)
k

(
R(1)

k [A
(2)
k ] +R(2)

k [A
(1)
k ,R

(1)
k ]
)
− 3p

(2)
k R(1)

k [A
(1)
k ]

− p
(3)
k R(0)

k

}
.

(17)

Based on the above preparations, we begin to formulate a closed equation system for the 19n unknowns x
(0)
k -x

(4)
k and

p
(0)
k -p

(3)
k (k = 1, 2, · · · , n).
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First, by substituting (11)2 into the constraint equation (3), it can be obtained that

R̃k(Ak) =R̃k(A
(0)
k ) +R(0)

k (A
(0)
k )[Ak − A

(0)
k ]

+
1

2
R(1)

k (A
(0)
k )[Ak − A

(0)
k ,Ak − A

(0)
k ]

+
1

6
R(2)

k (A
(0)
k )[Ak − A

(0)
k ,Ak − A

(0)
k ,Ak − A

(0)
k ]

=R̃k(A
(0)
k ) +R(0)

k (A
(0)
k ) :

{
ZkA

(1)
k +

1

2
Z2
kA

(2)
k +

1

6
Z3
kA

(3)
k

}

+
1

2

{
ZkA

(1)
k +

1

2
Z2
kA

(2)
k

}
: R(1)

k (A
(0)
k )[ZkA

(1)
k +

1

2
Z2
kA

(2)
k ]

+
1

6
ZkA

(1)
k : R(2)

k (A
(0)
k )[ZkA

(1)
k , ZkA

(1)
k ] +O(Z4

k) = 0.

(18)

The coefficients of Zi
k (i = 0, 1, 2, 3) in (18) should be vanished, which yields that

R̃k(A
(0)
k ) = 0,

R(0)
k : A

(1)
k = 0,

R(0)
k : A

(2)
k + A

(1)
k : R

(1)
k [A

(1)
k ] = 0,

R(0)
k : A

(3)
k + 3A

(2)
k : R

(1)
k [A

(1)
k ] + A

(1)
k : R

(2)
k [A

(1)
k ,A

(1)
k ] = 0,

(19)

where 1 ≤ k ≤ n and ‘:’ represents the double contraction of the tensors. Eq. (19) provides 4n equations for the
unknowns.

Next, by submitting (14) into the mechanical equilibrium equation (4) and considering the coefficients of Zk
i (i =

0, 1, 2), we obtain that
∂

∂X

(
S
(i)
k,1b

)
+

∂

∂Y

(
S
(i)
k,2b

)
+ S

(i+1)
k,3b = 0, b = 1, 2, 3, (20)

where 1 ≤ k ≤ n and S
(i)
k,ab represents the ab-component of S

(i)
k . Eq. (20) provides another 9n equations for the

unknowns.

Further substituting (14) into the boundary conditions (6), the following 6 equations can be obtained
{
S
(0)
1

}T

k = −q−(r1),

3∑

i=0

{
hn

i

i!
S
(i)
n

}T

k+O(h4) = q+(rn).

(21)

Finally, from the displacement and stress continuity conditions (8)-(9) between the interfaces of the layers, we can
derive the following 6n− 6 equations

x
(0)
k+1 −

4∑

i=0

hk
i

i!
x
(i)
k = 0, k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1, (22)

{
S
(0)
k+1

}T

k−
3∑

i=0

{
hk

i

i!
S
(i)
k

}T

k = 0, k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1. (23)

In summary, Eqs. (19)-(23) provide 19n equations for the 19n unknowns x
(0)
k -x

(4)
k and p

(0)
k -p

(3)
k (k = 1, 2, · · · , n),

which formulate a closed equation system. To derive a 2D vector plate equation system from this closed system, we
adopt an elaborate calculation scheme proposed in Du et al. [42, 43]. The procedure of this calculation scheme is
introduced below (which is also shown in Fig. 2):

• Step one. By solving the linear algebraic equations (19)2−4 and (20) (i = 0, 1, 2), the expressions of x
(2)
k -

x
(4)
k and p

(1)
k -p

(3)
k (k = 1, · · · , n) can be obtained. In Eq. (70) of A, the explicit expressions of x

(2)
k -x

(3)
k

and p
(1)
k -p

(2)
k are presented. The unknowns x

(4)
k and p

(3)
k are just adopted to facilitate the derivations, whose

explicit expressions are not needed in the current work. After the manipulations in this step, we still have 7n

equations for the remaining 7n unknowns x
(0)
k -x

(1)
k and p

(0)
k (k = 1, · · · , n).
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Figure 2: The flowchart of the calculation scheme to derive the 2D vector plate equation.

• Step two. Eq. (21)1 together with Eq. (19)1 (k = 1) provide an algebraic equation system for the vector

unknown x
(1)
1 and the scalar unknown p

(0)
1 . Once this system is solved, we can obtain the expressions of four

unknowns in terms of x
(0)
1 , i.e.,

x
(1)
1 = f

(1)
1 (x

(0)
1 ), p

(0)
1 =l1(x

(0)
1 ). (24)

It should be noted that for general hyperelastic materials, Eq. (21)1 provides nonlinear algebraic equations of

x
(1)
1 and p

(0)
1 . Therefore, it may not be straightforward to derive the explicit expressions of these unknowns.

While, if the layers in the plate are made of incompressible neo-Hookean materials, Eq. (21)1 becomes
linear algebraic equations for these unknowns, which can be solved explicitly. The obtained expressions
of the unknowns corresponding to incompressible neo-Hookean materials are presented in Eq. (71) of A.

Through the manipulations in this step, we have 7n − 4 equations for the remaining 7n − 4 unknowns x
(0)
k

(k = 1, 2, · · · , n), x
(1)
k (k = 2, 3, · · · , n) and p

(0)
k (k = 2, 3, · · · , n).

• Step three. Eqs. (19)1, (22) and (23) provide another algebraic equation system for the unknowns x
(0)
k , x

(1)
k

and p
(0)
k (k = 2, 3, · · · , n). By solving this system, one can derive the asymptotic iterative relations of the

unknowns between the neighboring layers. The procedure of manipulation is 1 → 2 → · · · → n for the layers
of the plate. In Eq. (72) of A, we present the asymptotic expressions of iterative relations for incompressible
neo-Hookean materials. By virtue of these iterative relations, the unknowns can be further written into the

functions of x
(0)
1 , i.e.,

x
(0)
k = f

(0)
k (x

(0)
1 ), x

(1)
k = f

(1)
k (x

(0)
1 ), p

(0)
k = lk(x

(0)
1 ), (25)

where k = 2, 3, · · · , n. After the manipulations in this step, we only have the unknowns x
(0)
1 .

• Step four. Finally, the 2D vector plate equation can be derived from the boundary conditions (21). In fact,
from (21)2 and by virtue of (21)1 and (23), the following 2D vector plate equation of the plate can be obtain

∇r · S̄(x(0)
1 ) = −q̃, in Ω, (26)

where q̃ = q+ + q− and

S̄(x
(0)
1 ) =

n∑

i=1

∫ hk

0

Sk(x
(0)
1 )dZ =

n∑

i=1

hk

(
S
(0)
k (x

(0)
1 ) +

hk

2
S
(1)
k (x

(0)
1 ) +

hk
2

6
S
(2)
k (x

(0)
1 )

)
.

7
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By submitting the iterative relations (24), (25) and (70) in A into Eq. (26), the 2D vector plate equation in

terms of x
(0)
1 can be obtain, which attains the accuracy of O(h2).

2.3 Edge boundary conditions

To complete the plate equation system, we still need suitable boundary conditions on the edge of the plate area ∂Ω.
According to the boundary conditions (7) in the 3D governing system, the following edge boundary conditions for the
plate equation can be proposed:

Case 1. Position boundary conditions

We suppose the position vector field bk(s, Zk) has been prescribed on the region ∂κ
(p)
k = ∂Ω(p) × [0, hk] (k =

1, · · · , n), from which we can adopt the following two kinds of edge boundary conditions

x
(0)
1 (s) =b1(s, 0), x̄(s) = b̄(s), on ∂Ω(p), (27)

where

x̄(s) =
1∑n

k=1 hk

[
n∑

k=1

∫ hk

0

xkdZ

]

=
1∑n

k=1 hk

[
n∑

k=1

hk

[
x
(0)
k +

hk

2
x
(1)
k +

h2
k

6
x
(2)
k +

h3
k

24
x
(3)
k

]]
,

b̄(s) =
1∑n

k=1 hk

[
n∑

k=1

∫ hk

0

bk(s, Z)dZ

]
.

Case 2. Traction boundary conditions

We suppose the applied traction qk(s, Zk) has been specified on the region ∂κ
(q)
k = ∂Ω(q) × [0, hk] (k = 1, · · · , n),

which yields another two kinds of edge boundary conditions

S
(0)
1

T
N = q1(s, 0), S̄

TN = q̄, on ∂Ω(q), (28)

where

S̄ =
1∑n

k=1 hk

[
n∑

k=1

∫ hk

0

SkdZ

]

=
1∑n

k=1 hk

[
n∑

k=1

hk

[
S
(0)
k +

hk

2
S
(1)
k +

h2
k

6
S
(2)
k

]]
,

q̄ =
1∑n

k=1 hk

[
n∑

k=1

∫ hk

0

qkdZ

]
.

Case 3. Moment boundary conditions

Besides the traction boundary conditions (28), we can also adopt the following moment boundary condition with the

traction qk(s, Zk) applied on ∂κ
(q)
k = ∂Ω(q) × [0, hk] (k = 1, · · · , n)

Mm =

n∑

k=1

∫ hk

0

(xk − x̄) ∧ {Sk}T NdZ =

n∑

k=1

∫ hk

0

(xk − x̄) ∧ qkdZ = mm, on ∂Ω(q). (29)

In Eq. (29), the first two components are the bending moments respect to the Xk- and Yk-axes, and the third component
represents the twisting moment respects to the Zk-axis. Some further discussions on the edge boundary conditions
can be found in Dai and Song [20].

In summary, the 2D vector plate equation (26) together with some suitable edge boundary conditions (27)-(29) formu-
late the plate equation system of the current theory. Some further discussions on the edge boundary conditions can be
found in Dai and Song [20].

Remarks:

8
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• By substituting the iterative relations (24), (25) and (70) of A into (26), the plate equation only involves the

components of the unknown vector x
(0)
1 . In that case, the plate equation will have a very length expression,

which is not convenient to be tackled. When solving some concrete problems, the plate equation may be
further simplified. For some problems, the plate equation with the asymptotic order O(h) (i.e., only the
first two terms of S̄ are substituted in (26)) can already provide accurate predictions on the growth-induced
deformations of the hyperelastic plates [42, 29]. For some other problems, the magnitudes of the displacement
components can be identified in advance, thus the asymptotic analyses may be conducted to simplify the plate
equations [24, 43]. Regarding this issue, some examples are presented in Section 3.

• The unknown vector x
(0)
1 can be viewed as the parametric equation of the deformed surface S of the bottom

face Ω−

1 of the plate. We denote {E,F,G} and {L,M,N} as the fundamental quantities of the first and

second fundamental forms of S, respectively. In terms of the position vector v = x
(0)
1 = {x(0)

1 , y
(0)
1 , z

(0)
1 },

we have
E = v,X · v,X , F = v,X · v,Y , G = v,Y · v,Y ,

L = v,XX · Ñ, M = v,XY · Ñ, N = v,Y Y · Ñ,
(30)

where Ñ = vN/|vN | and vN = v,X ∧ v,Y . If the derivative terms of x
(0)
1 in the plate equation can

be replaced by the fundamental quantities {E,F,G} and {L,M,N}, the lengthy expression of the plate
equation can be simplified significantly, which will also facilitate the following work of shape-programming
(cf. Li et al. [28] and the examples in Section 4).

• Recently, a more rigorous approach has been proposed to establish the edge boundary conditions in finite-
strain plate (or rod, shell) theories [44, 45]. In this approach, the weak form of the plate (or rod, shell)
equation is substituted into the variational formulation of the 3D problem. Then, through some elaborate
asymptotic analyses, the traction and moment boundary conditions can be proposed in a consistent manner.

3 Applications of the multi-layered hyperelastic plate theory

The plate equation system of the multi-layered hyperelastic plate theory has been derived in the previous section. In
this section, this plate theory will be applied to studied the growth-induced deformations and instabilities of some
typical multi-layered plate samples. To obtain some concrete results, we assume that the layers in the plate samples
are made of incompressible neo-Hookean materials, which have the elastic strain-energy functions φk(Fk,Gk) =

JGk
φ̃k (Ak) = JGk

Ck

[
tr(AkAk

T )− 3
]
(k = 1, · · · , n). The thickness parameters of the layers in the plate are

denoted as hk = βkh (k = 1, · · · , n), where h is a small parameter representing the characteristic thickness of the
layers.

3.1 Growth-induced plane-strain deformations of multi-layered hyperelastic plates

In the first example, we study the growth-induced plane-strain deformations of multi-layered hyperelastic plates. The
reference configuration of a plate sample and the local coordinate system are shown in Fig. 3a. Without loss of the
generality, the half length l of the plate is set to be 1. We suppose there is no external loads applied on the surface of
the plate. The growth in each layer only occurs along the Xk-axis, which is represented by the growth function λk(X)
(k = 1, · · · , n) (cf. Fig. 3b). Along the Yk-axis, the plate undergoes plane-strain deformations. To remove the rigid
body motion, the position of the middle point on the bottom face is fixed and the horizontal displacement of the middle
point on the top face is restricted. In our previous works [42, 43], some analytical results of bending deformations for
the plane-strain problem of multi-layered hyperelastic plates have been derived, where the growth functions λk(X)
(k = 1, · · · , n) were chosen to be constants. In this example, λk(X) are arbitrary functions.

To simplify the plate equation system, we only consider the plate equation with the asymptotic order O(h) (i.e., the

terms of O(h2) are neglected). For the plane-strain problem being studied (y
(0)
1 = Y ), it can be obtained that the

deformed configuration S of the bottom face Ω−

1 has the fundamental quantities F = M = N = 0, G = 1 and

E = x
(0)
1,X

2
+ z

(0)
1,X

2
, L =

−z
(0)
1,Xx

(0)
1,XX + x

(0)
1,Xz

(0)
1,XX√

x
(0)
1,X

2
+ z

(0)
1,X

2
.

To simplify the plate equation, we further denote λk(X) = λ(X) + h∆λk(X), which implies that the differences
of the growth functions have O(h). After these manipulations, the plate equation (26) for the current plane-strain

9
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(a)

(b)

Figure 3: (a) The reference configuration of a multi-layered hyperelastic plate; (b) illustration of the boundary condi-
tions and the growth fields in the plane-strain problems.

problem has a relatively simple form, which can be integrated once with respect to X and yields that

− γγγ +
2hΛ

(1)
n (E2 − λ4)

E2λ
v,X

− h2

E
7
2 λ

[
2

λ

[
E2Lλ2Λ(1)

n Λ(2)
n + E

3
2

(
E2 + 3λ4

)
g
(1)
λ + Lλ6

(
Λ(3)
n + Λ(4)

n

)]
v,X

− 1

E
1
2

[
E2Λ(1)

n Λ(2)
n + λ4

(
Λ(3)
n + Λ(5)

n

)]
vN

]
+O(h3) = 0,

(31)

where

g
(1)
λ =

n∑

k=1

βkCk∆λk, Λ(1)
n =

n∑

k=1

βkCk, Λ(2)
n =

n∑

k=1

βk, Λ(3)
n =

n∑

k=1

βk
2Ck,

Λ(4)
n =

n−1∑

k=1

n∑

p=k+1

βkβp(3Cp − Ck), Λ(5)
n =

n−1∑

k=1

n∑

p=k+1

βkβp(3Ck − Cp).

Eq. (31) contains two independent equations. The integration constant γγγ represents the resultant force on the cross-
section, which should be zero due to the traction-free boundary conditions at the two ends [42, 43]. Based on Eq. (31),
the average traction boundary condition (28)2 is automatically satisfied. From the moment boundary condition (29),
we have another equation

2h2Λ(6)
n

(
1− λ4

E2

)
− h3

[
2g

(2)
λ

Λ
(2)
n λ

− Λ
(7)
n λL

3E
3
2

− g
(3)
λ λ3

Λ
(2)
n E2

− Λ
(8)
n λ5L

3E
7
2

]
= 0. (32)

10
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where

g
(2)
λ =

n−1∑

k=1

n∑

p=k+1

[
βkβpCk(∆λp −∆λk)

(
βp + 2

n∑

q=p+1

βq

)]

+

n∑

k=2

k−1∑

p=1

[
βkβpCk

(
βp(∆λp −∆λk) + 2

k−1∑

q=p+1

βq(∆λq −∆λk)

)]
,

g
(3)
λ =2

n−1∑

k=1

n∑

p=k+1

[βkβp[Cp[4βp∆λp + βk(∆λk + 3∆λp)]− Ck[4βk∆λk

+ βp(3∆λk +∆λp)]]]

−
n−2∑

k=1

n−1∑

p=k+1

n∑

q=p+1

[4βkβpβq[Ck(3∆λk +∆λp)]− Cq(∆λp + 3∆λq)],

Λ(6)
n =

n−1∑

k=1

n∑

p=k+1

Ckβkβp −
n∑

k=2

k−1∑

p=1

Ckβkβp,

Λ(7)
n =2

n∑

k=1

βk
3Ck +

n−1∑

k=1

n∑

p=k+1

[βkβp(βpCk + 2βkCk + 4βkCp + 5βpCp)]

+ 2

n−2∑

k=1

n−1∑

p=k+1

n∑

q=p+1

[βkβpβq(Ck + Cp + 4Cq)] ,

Λ(8)
n =2

n∑

k=1

βk
3Ck +

n−1∑

k=1

n∑

p=k+1

[βkβp [(20βk + 7βp)Cp − (14βk + βp)Ck]]

− 2

n−2∑

k=1

n−1∑

p=k+1

n∑

q=p+1

[βkβpβq(Ck + 13Cp − 20Cq)] ,

Eq. (32) is proposed at the two ends X = ±1 of the plate. However, through a simple force analysis, it is known that
this equation should also be satisfied in the whole region −1 ≤ X ≤ 1.

The fundamental quantities E and L can be viewed as two unknowns of the plate equation (31). By solving (31)
together with (32) through a regular perturbation method, we obtain

E = λ2 +
h

Λ
(1)
n

[
2λg

(1)
λ +

3λg
(4)
λ (Λ

(1)
n Λ

(2)
n + Λ

(3)
n + Λ

(4)
n )

Λ
(9)
n + 4Λ

(10)
n + 12Λ

(11)
n + 24Λ

(12)
n

]
,

L =
6λg

(4)
λ

Λ
(9)
n + 4Λ

(10)
n + 12Λ

(11)
n + 24Λ

(12)
n

,

(33)

where

g
(4)
λ =

n−1∑

k=1

n∑

p=k+1

βkβp


βk + βp + 2

p−1∑

q=k+1

βq


CkCp(∆λk −∆λp),

Λ(9)
n =

n∑

k=1

βk
4Ck

2,

Λ(10)
n =

n−1∑

k=1

n∑

p=k+1

[(
βk

3βp +
3

2
βk

2βp
2 + βkβp

3

)
CkCp

]
,

Λ(11)
n =

n−2∑

k=1

n−1∑

p=k+1

n∑

q=p+1

[(
βk

2βpβq + βkβp
2βq + βkβpβq

2
)
CkCq

]
,

Λ(12)
n =

n−3∑

k=1

n−2∑

p=k+1

n−1∑

q=p+1

n∑

r=q+1

βkβpβqβrCkCr.

11



Du et al.

Based on the asymptotic expressions of E and L given in (33), the position vector v = x
(0)
1 can be calculated through a

conventional approach, which represents the shape of the bottom surface S of the plate in the current configuration. By
further using the iterative relations (70)-(72) given in A, the whole configuration of the plate sample can be recovered.

To demonstrate the efficiency of the analytical results (33), we study the growth-induced deformations of some bilayer
hyperelastic plates, where the expressions of E and L are given by

E =λ2 +
[
2h
[
β1C1

[
β1

3C1 + β2C2

(
6β1

2 + 9β1β2 + 4β2
2
)]

∆λ1

+ β2C2

[
β2

3C2 − β1
2C1 (2β1 + 3β2)

]
∆λ2

]
λ
]
/
[
β1

4C1
2 + β2

4C2
2

+ 2β1β2C1C2

(
2β1

2 + 3β1β2 + 2β2
2
)]
,

L = [6β1β2C1C2(β1 + β2)(∆λ1 −∆λ2)λ] /
[
β1

4C1
2 + β2

4C2
2

+ 2β1β2C1C2

(
2β1

2 + 3β1β2 + 2β2
2
) ]

.

(34)

For the purpose of illustration, we consider three cases with the growth functions and the material and geometrical
parameters given in Eqs. (35)-(37). The curves of the growth functions are also shown in Figs. 4a, 4c and 4e.

• Case 1: C1/C2 = 1, β1/β2 = 1, h = 0.01




λ1(X) = 1 +
1

50
sin

(
πX

2

)
,

λ2(X) = 1 +
δ

100
sin

(
πX

2

)
, δ = 3, 4, 5.

(35)

• Case 2: C1/C2 = 1/5, β1/β2 = 1, h = 0.01




λ1(X) = 1 +
1

50
cos

(
πX

2

)
,

λ2(X) = 1 +
δ

100
cos

(
πX

2

)
, δ = 3, 4, 5.

(36)

• Case 3: C1/C2 = 1, β1/β2 = 1/5, h1 = 0.002, h2 = 0.01




λ1(X) = 1 +
1

250
(5X + 1)2,

λ2(X) = 1 +
δ

500
(5X + 1)2, δ = 3, 4, 5.

(37)

From the analytical results (34), we can determine the deformed shapes of the bottom surface S of the plates for the
three cases, which are shown in Figs. 4b, 4d and 4f. In order to verify the accuracy of analytical results, we also
conduct finite element simulations on the growth-induced deformations of these bilayer hyperelastic plates. The user
subroutine UMAT in ABAQUS is utilized for the numerical simulations, in which the compressible neo-Hookean

constitutive relation φ̃k(Ak) = Ck

[
tr(AkAk

T )− 3
]
+ [Det(Ak)− 1]

2
/Dk (k = 1, 2) is adopted. The elastic

deformation tensor is defined as Ak = FkGk
−1, where the total deformation gradient tensor Fk is input from the

finite element program and the growth functions in Gk are input as the state variables. The parameters Ck and Dk are
related to the Young’ modulus Ek and the Poisson’ ratio ν through Ck = Ek/[4(1 + ν)] and Dk = 6(1 − 2ν)/Ek.
The Poisson’ ratio ν is chosen as 0.495 to approximate the elastic incompressibility of soft materials. All the faces of
the plate are set to be traction free and the rigid body motion of the plate is removed. For plane-strain problems, only
one section of the plate sample perpendicular to the Yk-axis needs to be taken into account. This section is meshed
by using the CPE8H elements (8-node biquadratic plane strain quadrilateral hybrid elements). For all the three cases
introduced in (35)-(37), the element size is chosen to be 0.001× 0.001. The obtained numerical simulation results are
also shown in Figs. 4b, 4d and 4f.

Through some comparisons, we found that the analytical results match the finite element simulation results quite well.
Thus, the efficiency of the analytical results (34) can be verified. It is found that accompanying the increase of the
growth function λ2(X) in the 2nd layer, the plate exhibits larger bending deformations, which should be attributed

to the increases of residual stresses in the plate. Based on the analytical solutions x
(0)
1 and z

(0)
1 of the plate equation,

12
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the whole configuration of the plate can be recovered by virtue of the iterative relations given in A. Furthermore, the
residual stresses in the plate sample can be determined by using the expressions of the stress tensors given in (17). In
Fig. 5, the distributions of the normal stress SN and the shear stress St on the interface between the two layers are
shown. As the growth functions given in (35)-(37) are not constants, both the normal and shear stress values change
continuously along the interface, which are different from the cases studied in Du et al. [42, 43].

3.2 Growth-induced instabilities of a bilayer hyperelastic plate

In Section 2, the general multi-layered plate theory has been established without any assumptions on the magnitudes of
displacement components. Under some specific loading conditions or boundary restrictions, the orders of displacement
components may be identified in advance. In that case, the plate equation can be simplified through some further
asymptotic analyses. In this subsection, under the assumption of plane-strain deformation, it will be shown that a
FvK-type multi-layered plate model can be derived from the full-form plate equation (26). This FvK-type plate model
will be used to study the growth-induced instabilities of a bilayer hyperelastic plate.

We still consider a multi-layered plate as shown in Fig. 3, which has the half length l = 1. Suppose the plate
undergoes plane-strain deformations along the Yk-axis, then the position vector of the bottom surface of the plate (i.e.,

the unknown in the plate equation (26)) can be denoted as x
(0)
1 = {x(0)

1 , Y1, z
(0)
1 }. The position components and the

growth functions are rewritten into

x
(0)
1 = X1 + U, z

(0)
1 = Z1 +W, λk = 1 +∆λk, (38)

where U and W are the in-plane and transverse displacements, and ∆λk (k = 1, · · · , n) is referred as the growth rate.
To derive the FvK-type plate equations, we adopt the scaling relations W ∼ h, U ∼ h2 and ∆λk ∼ h2 [33, 24]. With
these scalings, we substitute (38) into the plate equation (26) and dropping the terms of order higher than O(h3), the
following two equations are obtained

8h
[
Λ(1)
n (U,XX +W,XW,XX)− g

(1)
λ,X

]
− 4h2Λ(13)

n W,3X = −q̃1,

8h

[
W,X

(
Λ(1)
n U,XX − g

(1)
λ,X

)
+

(
Λ(1)
n U,X − g

(1)
λ +

3

2
Λ(1)
n W,X

2

)
W,XX

]

− 4h2

Λ
(1)
n

[
Λ(1)
n Λ(13)

n

(
W,XX

2 +W,XW,3X

)
− g

(4)
λ,XX

]

− 2h3

3Λ
(1)
n

(
Λ(9)
n + 4Λ(10)

n + 12Λ(11)
n + 24Λ(12)

n

)
W,4X = −q̃3,

(39)

where

Λ(13)
n =

n∑

k=1

βk


βkCk + 2

n∑

p=k+1

βpCp


 ,

and q̃1 and q̃3 are the in-plane and transverse components of the traction q̃. From (38), it is known that the in-plane
displacement is much smaller than the transverse displacement, thus the force component q̃1 should be small and can
be neglected. On the other hand, we consider the resultant of {11}-component of the second Piola-Kirchhoff stress

tensor Tk = SkF
−T
k , which is denoted as t̄. By using (11)1, (14) and (70)-(72) in A, it can be calculated that

t̄ =

n∑

k=1

∫ βkh

0

Tk,11 + ZT
(1)
k,11dZ

=4h
[
Λ(1)
n (2U,X +W,X

2)− 2g
(1)
λ

]
− 4h2Λ(13)

n W,XX .

(40)

By virtue of (40), the two equations given in (39) can be rewritten into

∂t̄

∂X
= 0,

2h3Λ̄n

3Λ
(1)
n

W,4X − ∂ (W,X t̄)

∂X
−

4h2g
(4)
λ,XX

Λ
(1)
n

= q̃3.

(41)

where Λ̄n = Λ
(9)
n + 4Λ

(10)
n + 12Λ

(11)
n + 24Λ

(12)
n . Eq. (41) is just the FvK-type plate equations for multi-layered

hyperelastic plates. If we choose n = 1 in (41), the FvK-type plate equations for single-layered hyperelastic plates
can be recovered [33, 24].
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 4: The growth functions and deformed shapes of the bottom surface S of the bilayer hyperelastic plates: (a)-(b)
case 1; (c)-(d) case 2; (e)-(f) case 3. (Solid curves: Analytical results; Dots: FE simulation results.)
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 5: Distributions of the normal stress SN and the shear stress St on the interface between the two layers
corresponding to the growth functions given in (35)-(37): (a) illustration of SN and St; (b) case 1; (c) case 2; (d) case
3. (Solid curves: evolution curves of St; Dashed curves: evolution curves of SN .)

Figure 6: The reference configuration and the boundary conditions of a bilayer hyperelastic plate.
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As an example of application of the FvK-type plate equations (41), we study the growth-induced instabilities of a
bilayer hyperelastic plate. The reference configuration and the boundary conditions of the plate are shown in Fig.
6. We suppose the top and bottom faces of the plate are traction free. At the left and right ends of the plate, the
horizontal displacements are blocked. For simplicity, we suppose ∆λ1(X) = 0 and ∆λ2(X) is set to a constant. In
fact, this problem has been studied in Du et al. [43], where the instability analyses were conducted based on a full
form plate equation system similar as that given in (26) (under the assumption of plane-strain deformation) and some
numerical simulation results were also obtained. Here, we shall derive some analytical results based on the FvK-type
plate equations (41) and compare them with the results obtained in Du et al. [43].

For the bilayer plate sample considered in this example, the FvK-type plate equations (41) can be rewritten into

8h(C1β1 + C2β2)(U,XX +W,XW,XX)

− 4h2
[
C1β1

2 + C2β2(2β1 + β2)
]
W,3X = 0,

(42)

4h
[
(C1β1 + C2β2)(2W,XU,XX + 3W,X

2W,XX + 2U,XW,XX)

− 2C2β2∆λ2W,XX − 4h2
[
(C1β1

2 + 2C1β1β2 + C2β2
2)U,3X

+ 2(C1β1 + C2β2)(β1 + β2)(W,XX
2 +W,XW,3X)

]

+
4h3

3

[
C1β1

2(β1 + 3β2) + C2β2
2(3β1 + β2)

]
W,4X = 0,

(43)

In fact, (42) can be integrated once with respect to X and yields (40). This plate equation system has the following
homogeneous solution

U0 = 0, W0 = 0, t̄ = −8β2C2h∆λ2. (44)

To study the growth-induced instabilities of this bilayer hyperelastic plate, we conduct some linear bifurcation analy-
ses. For that purpose, we denote

U = U0 + ε∆U, W = W0 + ε∆W. (45)

By submitting (44) and (45) into (42) and (43) and dropping the nonlinear terms with respect to ε, the following
equations are obtained

8h(C1β1 + C2β2)∆U,X − 4h2
[
C1β1

2 + C2β2(2β1 + β2)
]
∆W,XX = 0, (46)

− 8β2C2h∆λ2∆W,XX − 4h2(β1
2C1 + 2C1β1β2 + β2

2C2)∆U,3X

+
4h3

3

[
C1β1

2(β1 + 3β2) + C2β2
2(3β1 + β2)

]
∆W,4X = 0.

(47)

From (46), we have

∆U,X =
h
[
C1β1

2 + C2β2(2β1 + β2)
]
∆W,XX

2(C1β1 + C2β2)
. (48)

By submitting (48) into (47), a single equation for ∆W can be obtained

φ2∆W,XX + φ4∆W,4X = 0, (49)

where
φ2 =− 4β2C2∆λ2,

φ4 =− h2[β1
4C1

2 + β2
4C2

2 + 2β1β2C1C2(2β1
2 + 3β1β2 + 2β2

2)]

3(β1C1 + β2C2)
.

Corresponding to the boundary restrictions of plate sample shown in Fig. 6, we can also derive the following boundary
conditions from (27) and (28)

∆W,X(−1) = ∆W,X(1) = 0, ∆W,3X(−1) = ∆W,3X(1) = 0. (50)

Next, we need to find the nontrivial solutions of (49) subject to the boundary conditions (50). The characteristic
equation of (49) is given by

φ2r
2 + φ4r

4 = 0, (51)

Through some conventional analyses, it is known that the nontrivial solutions of (49) only exist when characteristic
equation (51) has purely imaginary roots r = nπi/2 (n = 1, 2, 3, · · · ), where n is called the mode number and i is the
imaginary unit. For n = 2k and 2k − 1, the nontrivial solutions are given by

{
∆W = A cos(kπX), if n = 2k,

∆W = A sin[(k − 1/2)πX ], if n = 2k − 1, k = 1, 2, · · · (52)
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On the other hand, by submitting r = nπi/2 into (51), we can determine the bifurcation value of the growth parameter
λc (λc = 1 +∆λ2) corresponding to the mode number n, which is given by

λc = 1 +
h2n2π2[β1

4C1
2 + β2

4C2
2 + 2β1β2C1C2(2β1

2 + 3β1β2 + 2β2
2)]

48β2C2(β1C1 + β2C2)
, (53)

To show the accuracy of the analytical result (53), we plot some evolution curves of the growth bifurcation parameter
λc in Fig. 7, which are compared with the analytical and numerical results reported in Du et al. [43]. It can be seen that
the results obtained from the FvK-type plate equations are very closed to the results obtained from the full-form plate
equation system and numerical simulations. Thus, the efficiency of the FvK-type plate model derived in this subsection
is verified. The dependence of the growth bifurcation parameter λc on the material and geometrical parameters can be
seen clearly from (53). Some discussions on this issue can be found in Du et al. [43].

(a) (b)

Figure 7: (a) Comparisons of the bifurcation curves obtained from the FvK-type plate equations (solid curves) and
those reported in Du et al. [43] (dash curves) (C1 = C2, β1 = β2); (b) Comparisons of the growth bifurcation
parameterλc obtained from the FvK-type plate equations (solid curves) and the analytical (circular dots) and numerical
(square dots) results reported in Du et al. [43] (h1 = 0.01, h2 = 0.002, ξ = C1/C2).

Remark: The major aim of this subsection is to show that the general plate theory proposed in the current work can
be reduced to a FvK-type plate theory under some assumptions of displacement components. As the FvK-type plate
equations have simpler forms, they are easier to be solved. However, the application range of the FvK-type plate theory
is limited. For example, it is not suitable for modeling the large bending deformations of plate samples as shown in
Section 3.1 (where both the in-plane and transverse displacements have large magnitudes). On the other hand, by
proposing some other assumptions on the displacements or applied tractions, the current general plate theory can be
reduced to other classical plate or membrane theories (cf. Wang F.F. et al. [46]).

3.3 Growth-induced axisymmetric deformations of bilayer circular hyperelastic plates

In the third example, we study the growth-induced axisymmetric deformations of bilayer circular hyperelastic plates.
The reference configuration of a bilayer circular plate sample is shown in Fig.8(a). For each layer, the local cylindrical
coordinate system is established such that the reference configuration of the layer occupies the region κk = Ω ×
[0, hk] = [R0, R1] × [0, 2π] × [0, hk] (k = 1, 2). The top and bottom faces of the plate are traction free. On the

inner lateral surface ∂κ
(0)
k = R0 × [0, 2π] × [0, hk] and outer lateral surface ∂κ

(1)
k = R1 × [0, 2π] × [0, hk], the

boundary restrictions are shown in Fig.8(b), where the horizontal displacements are blocked and the vertical shear
stress components are supposed to be vanished. To remove the rigid body motion, the vertical displacement of the

bottom curve of ∂κ
(0)
1 is set to be zero.

The coordinates of a material point in the reference and current configurations are denoted as (Rk,Θk, Zk) and
(rk, θk, zk), respectively. In each layer, the growth function along the radial direction (ER-axis) is denoted as λkR(Rk)
and that along the circumferential direction (EΘ-axis) is denoted as λkΘ(Rk). Suppose these growth functions will
induce axisymmetric deformation of the circular plate. Thus, we have θk = Θk and the unknowns rk, zk and pk only
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(a) (b)

Figure 8: (a) The reference configuration of a bilayer circular hyperelastic plate and the local cylindrical coordinate
system; (b) illustration of the boundary restrictions proposed on the inner and outer lateral surfaces of the bilayer
circular plate.

depend on the coordinates (Rk, Zk). The series expansions of rk , zk and pk with respect to the thickness variable Z
are conducted as follow

rk(Rk, Zk) =

3∑

i=0

Zi
k

i!
r
(i)
k (Rk) +O(Z4

k), zk(Rk, Zk) =

3∑

i=0

Zi
k

i!
z
(i)
k (Rk) +O(Z4

k),

pk(Rk, Zk) =

3∑

i=0

Zi
k

i!
p
(i)
k (Rk) +O(Z3

k).

(54)

Through the similar derivation as that introduced in Section 2, the iterative expressions of r
(1)
k -r

(3)
k , z

(1)
k -z

(3)
k , p

(0)
k -p

(2)
k

(k = 1, 2) and {r(0)2 , z
(0)
2 } can be obtained, which are listed in B. By submitting these iterative relations into (26), the

following plate equations can be derived

1

R
(S̄Rr − S̄Θθ) + S̄Rr,R = 0,

1

R
S̄Rz + S̄Rz,R = 0.

(55)

In Eq. (55), S̄Rr, S̄Θθ and S̄Rz are the through-thickness resultants of the stress components, which are given by

S̄Rr =2hr
(0)
1,R

[
β1C1λ1Θ

λ1R
+

β2C2λ2Θ

λ2R
− R2

(
β1C1λ1R

3λ1Θ
3 + β2C2λ2R

3λ2Θ
3
)

r
(0)
1

2 (
r
(0)
1,R

2
+ z

(0)
1,R

2)
]

+ h2W1(r
(0)
1 , r

(0)
1,R, r

(0)
1,RR, z

(0)
1,R, z

(0)
1,RR)

+ h3W2(r
(0)
1 , r

(0)
1,R, r

(0)
1,RR, r

(0)
1,3R, z

(0)
1,R, z

(0)
1,RR, z

(0)
1,3R),

S̄Rz =2hz
(0)
1,R

[
β1C1λ1Θ

λ1R
+

β2C2λ2Θ

λ2R
− R2

(
β1C1λ1R

3λ1Θ
3 + β2C2λ2R

3λ2Θ
3
)

r
(0)
1

2 (
r
(0)
1,R

2
+ z

(0)
1,R

2)
]

+ h2W3(r
(0)
1 , r

(0)
1,R, r

(0)
1,RR, z

(0)
1,R, z

(0)
1,RR)

+ h3W4(r
(0)
1 , r

(0)
1,R, r

(0)
1,RR, r

(0)
1,3R, z

(0)
1,R, z

(0)
1,RR, z

(0)
1,3R),

S̄Θθ =2hR3r
(0)
1

[
β1C1λ1Rλ2Θ + β2C2λ2Rλ1Θ

R4λ1Θλ2Θ
− β1C1λ1R

3λ1Θ
3 + β2C2λ2R

3λ2Θ
3

r
(0)
1

4 (
r
(0)
1,R

2
+ z

(0)
1,R

2)
]

+ h2W5(r
(0)
1 , r

(0)
1,R, r

(0)
1,RR, z

(0)
1,R, z

(0)
1,RR)

+ h3W6(r
(0)
1 , r

(0)
1,R, r

(0)
1,RR, r

(0)
1,3R, z

(0)
1,R, z

(0)
1,RR, z

(0)
1,3R),
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Here, the lengthy expressions of W1−W6 are omitted for brevity (the full expressions can be found in the supplemen-
tary document). By multiplying R onto (55)2, this equation can be integrated once with respect to R. Further from the

condition that the vertical shear stresses on the lateral surfaces ∂κ
(0)
k and ∂κ

(1)
k are vanished, it is known that (55)2 is

equivalent to the equation
S̄Rz = 0. (56)

To simplify the plate equations (55)1 and (56), we rewrite the spatial position components and the growth functions as
follow

r
(0)
1 =R1 + U, z

(0)
1 = W,

λkR =1+∆λkR, λkΘ = 1 +∆λkΘ, k = 1, 2.
(57)

Due to the boundary restrictions shown in Fig. 8(b), the in-plane displacement should be much smaller than the
transverse displacement in this circular plate. Thus, we adopt the scaling relations W ∼ h, U ∼ h2, ∆λkR ∼ h2 and
∆λkΘ ∼ h2. By submitting (57) into (55)1 and (56) and dropping the high-order terms, the following two equations
can be obtained

− 2h

R2

{
4(C1β1 + C2β2)U +R

[
2C1β1

[
∆λ1R −∆λ1Θ +R(2∆λ1R,R

+∆λ1Θ,R)
]
+ 2C2β2[∆λ2R −∆λ2Θ +R(2∆λ2R,R +∆λ2Θ,R)]

− (C1β1 + C2β2)
[
(4U,R +W,R

2) + 4R(U,RR +W,RW,RR)
]]}

+
4h2

R2

[
C1β1

2 + C2β2(2β1 + β2)
][
W,R −R(W,RR +RW,3R)

]
= 0,

(58)

4h
{
(C1β1 + C2β2)U −R

[
C1β1(2∆λ1R +∆λ1Θ)

+ C2β2(2∆λ2R +∆λ2Θ)− (C1β1 + C2β2)(2U,R +W,R
2)
]}

W,R

+
h2

R

{
4
[
C2β2

2 + C1β1(β1 + 2β2)
]
U +R

[
2C1β1(β1 + 2β2)

[
∆λ1R

−∆λ1Θ +R(2∆λ1R,R +∆λ1Θ,R)
]
+ 2C2β2

2
[
(∆λ2R −∆λ2Θ)

+R(2∆λ2R,R +∆λ2Θ,R)
]
− 4(C1β1

2 + C1β1β2 + C2β2
2)

× (U,R +RU,RR)−
[
C1β1(3β1 + 2β2) + C2β2(4β1 + 3β2)

]
W,R

2

− 8R(β1 + β2)(C1β1 + C2β2)W,RW,RR

]}
− 4h3

3R

[
C2β2

2(3β1 + β2)

+ C1β1
2(β1 + 3β2)

][
W,R −R(W,RR +RW,3R)

]
= 0.

(59)

Corresponding to the boundary restrictions on the inner and outer lateral surfaces of the plate (cf. Fig. 8), we can also
derive the following boundary conditions

U(R0) = U(R1) = 0, W (R0) = 0, W,R(R0) = W,R(R1) = 0. (60)

To solve the plate equation system (58)-(60), one needs to use the singular perturbation method. This task seems
to be difficult and will be further investigated in our future work. However, this ODE system is easy to be solved
numerically. In the current work, the ODE package ’bvp4c’ in Matlab is used to solve this ODE system.

For the purpose of illustration, we choose the following growth functions




∆λ1R = ∆λ1Θ = ∆λ2Θ = 0

∆λ2R = 1 +
δ

100
sin

[
2π(5R− 1)

5

]
, δ = 1, 2, 3, 4.

(61)

The values of inner and outer radii of the plate are set to be R0 = 0.2 and R1 = 1.2. Corresponding to some different
material and geometrical parameters, the plate equation system (58)-(60) is solved numerically, from which the in-
plane and transverse displacements of the plate can be determined, which are shown in Fig. 9. On the other hand,
the growth-induced deformations of the 3D plate sample are simulated by using the finite element method, where the
UMAT subroutine in ABAQUS with the compressible neo-Hookean constitutive relations is adopted. The settings of
finite element simulations are similar as those introduced in section 3.1. For axisymmetric deformations of the circular
plate, only one section along the radial direction needs to be taken into account. This section is meshed by using
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the CAX8H elements (8-node biquadratic axisymmetric quadrilateral hybrid elements) with the size 0.001 × 0.001.
For the purpose of comparison, the finite element simulation results are also shown in Fig. 9. It can be seen that
the numerical results obtained from the different approaches shown very good consistencies, which further verify the
efficiency of the multi-layered plate theory.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

Figure 9: Numerical results for growth-induced axisymmetric deformations of bilayer circular hyperelastic plates,
which are obtained from the plate equations (solid curves) and finite element simulations (circular dots): (a)-(c) C1 =
C2, β1 = β2 and δ = 1, 2, 3, 4; (d)-(f) β1 = β2, δ = 4 and C1/C2 = 1, 0.5, 0.2, 0.1 (ξ = C1/C2); (g)-(i) C1 = C2,
δ = 4 and β1/β2 = 1, 0.5, 0.2, 0.1 (η = β1/β2).

20



Du et al.

4 Shape-programming of multi-layered hyperelastic plates

In section 3, some direct problems of growth-induced deformations of multi-layered hyperelastic plates have been
studied, where the growth functions in the plate samples are specified in advance. In this section, we begin to study
the inverse problem. That is, to generate certain 3D target shapes, how to arrange the growth functions in the multi-
layered hyperelastic plates? This problem is known as ‘shape-programming’ [47] and its solutions have wide potential
applications in the engineering fields (cf. Sydney Gladman et al. [48], Yuk et al. [49], Siefert et al. [50]). During the
past years, the problem of shape-programming of soft material samples has attracted extensive research interests (e.g.
Dias et al. [51], Jones and Mahadevan [52], Acharya [53], Nojoomi [54]). In our previous works [25, 28, 29], some
explicit formulas for shape-programming of single-layered hyperelastic plates through differential growth have been
derived. Here, based on the multi-layered plate theory proposed in section 3, we aim to derive some explicit formulas
for shape-programming of multi-layered hyperelastic plates.

To obtained some concrete results, we only consider the bilayer hyperelastic plates in this section and suppose that the
plates are made of incompressible neo-Hookean materials. It should be pointed out that we do not aim to control the
whole configuration of the plate samples. As the plate equation system (26)-(29) is established based on the bottom
face Ω−

1 of the plate, shape programming will also be conducted by only considering the 3D target shape S of the
bottom face in the current configuration.

4.1 Shape-programming of bilayer hyperelastic plates under plane-strain deformations

In this subsection, we study the shape-programming of a bilayer hyperelastic plate under the assumption of plane-
strain deformations. The plate sample still has the reference configuration shown in Fig. 3, where the number of layers
is n = 2 and the half-length is l = 1. All the faces of the sample are traction free, only except that some restrictions are
applied to remove the rigid body motion. Growth in the plate only occurs along the Xk-axis and the growth functions
are given by λk(X) = λ(X) + h∆λk(X) (k = 1, 2). By setting n = 2, Eqs. (31) and (32) can be rewritten into

2(β1C1 + β2C2)(E
2 − λ4)

E2λ
v,X

+ h

{
− 2

E
7
2 λ2

[
(β1C1∆λ1 + β2C2∆λ2)E

7
2 + (β1 + β2)(β1C1 + β2C2)

× E2Lλ2 + 3(β1C1∆λ1 + β2C2∆λ2)E
3
2λ4 +

[
β1C1(β1 − β2)

+ β2C2(3β1 + β2)
]
Lλ6

]
v,X +

1

E4λ

[
(β1 + β2)(β1C1 + β2C2)E

2

+
[
β1C1(β1 + 3β2)− β2C2(β1 − β2)

]
λ4(2Eλ,X − λE,X)

]
vN

}
= 0.

(62)

2h2β1β2(C1 − C2)

(
1− λ4

E2

)

− h3
[2β1β2(β1C2 + β2C1)(∆λ1 −∆λ2)

(β1 + β2)λ
− Lλ

3E
3
2

[
2β1

3C1

+ 2β1
2β2(C1 + 2C2) + β1β2

2(C1 + 5C2) + 2β2
3C2

]

+
2β1β2λ

3

(β1 + β2)E2

[
(4β1C1 − β1C2 + 3β2C1)∆λ1 − (3β1C2 − β2C1

+ 4β2C2)∆λ2

]
− Lλ5

3E
7
2

[
β1C1(2β1

2 − 14β1β2 − β2
2) + β2C2(20β1

2

+ 7β1β2 + 2β2
2)
]]

= 0.

(63)

For any given target surface S, the fundamental quantities E and L can be calculated from its parametric equation.
Then, by solving Eqs. (62) and (63), the following explicit expressions of λ1 and λ2 are obtained

λ1 =
√
E +

h
[
β2

3C2 − β1
2C1(2β1 + 3β2)

]
L

6β1C1(β1 + β2)
√
E

,

λ2 =
√
E +

h
[
β1

3C1 + β2C2(6β1
2 + 9β1β2 + 4β2

2)
]
L

6β2C2(β1 + β2)
√
E

.

(64)
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Eq. (64) provides the analytical formulas for shape-programming of bilayer hyperelastic plates under plane-strain
deformations. From these formulas, we found that the growth functions λ(X) and ∆λk(X) are closely related to the
in-plane stretching and out-of-plane bending of the plate, respectively.

To demonstrate the efficiency of formulas (64), we introduce some illustrative examples. In these examples, the target
shapes of S are selected to be an elliptic curve, a butterfly curve, an oval curve and a spiral curve. The parametric
equations of these target shapes and the corresponding growth functions are listed in Eqs. (84)-(87) of C, where the
total thickness of the plate sample is set to be 0.04. To verify the accuracy of the analytical formulas (64), we also
conduct finite element simulations on the growth behaviors of the bilayer plate, where the growth functions given in
C are adopted. For plane-strain deformations, only one section of the plate sample perpendicular to the Yk-axis is
considered in the numerical simulations, which is meshed by using the CPE8H elements with the size 0.002× 0.002.
The other settings of numerical calculations are same as that introduced in Section 3.1. In Fig. 10, we show the
comparisons of the target shapes of S and the results obtained from finite element simulations (only the bottom lines
of the section are plotted). It can be seen that the growth functions obtained from formula (64) can generate the target
shapes of S accurately.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 10: Comparisons of the target surfaces S (solid curves) and the finite element simulation results with growth
functions obtained from the formulas (64) (circular dots): (a) an elliptic curve; (b) a butterfly curve; (c) an oval curve;
(d) a spiral curve. (The corresponding growth functions and the material and geometrical parameters are given in C.)
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4.2 Shape-programming of bilayer circular hyperelastic plates under axisymmetric deformations

In this subsection, we study the shape-programming of a bilayer circular hyperelastic plate under the assumption of
axisymmetric deformations. The plate sample still has the reference configuration shown in Fig. 8a. The two layers
in the plate have inner radius R0, outer radius R1 and thickness hk (k = 1, 2). To achieve the goal of arbitrary shape
changes, the surface of the sample is supposed to be traction free, only except that some restrictions are applied to
remove the rigid body motion. Growth in the plate occurs along the radial and the circumferential directions, which
have the growth functions λkR = λR + h∆λkR and λkΘ = λΘ + h∆λkΘ (k = 1, 2).

The plate equations for axisymmetric deformations of bilayer circular hyperelastic plates have been derived in (55)1

and (56). To facilitate the following derivations, the components of the position vector v = x
(0)
1 in the plate equations

will be replaced by the fundamental quantities of the deformed surface S. Under the cylindrical coordinate system,
these fundamental quantities are given by

E =r
(0)
1,R

2
+ z

(0)
1,R

2
, F = 0, G = r

(0)
1

2
,

L =
−z

(0)
1,Rr

(0)
1,RR + r

(0)
1,Rz

(0)
1,RR√

r
(0)
1,R

2
+ z

(0)
1,R

2
, M = 0, N =

r
(0)
1 z

(0)
1,R√

r
(0)
1,R

2
+ z

(0)
1,R

2
.

(65)

After the replacements, the plate equations (55)1 and (56) can be rewritten into

(β1C1 + β2C2)h

2RE3G
5
2λR

2λΘ

{
3R4GλR

5λΘ
4E,RG,R + E2

[
R4N2λR

5λΘ
4

+R2G2λRλΘ
2E,RG,R

]
− 2E3G2

[
2GλR

3 +RλΘ

[
RLNλRλΘ

−G,R

[
λΘ(λR −RλR,R) +RλRλΘ,R

]]]
+R3EλR

4λΘ
3

×
[
3RλRλΘG,R

2 + 2G
[
RLNλRλΘ − 3G,R

[
λΘ(λR +RλR,R)

+RλRλΘ,R

]]]
}

+ h2W7(λR, λΘ,∆λkR,∆λkΘ) = 0,

(66)

(β1C1 + β2C2)hRλΘ

E
3
2G

3
2λR

N
(
E2G−R2λR

4λΘ
2
)
+ h2W8(λR, λΘ,∆λkR,∆λkΘ) = 0, (67)

Besides the plate equations, from the moment boundary condition (29), we have another two equations

MΘ =
2h2Rβ1β2(C1 − C2)λΘ

2(E2G− R2λR
4λΘ

2)

E2G
3
2

+ h3W9(λR, λΘ,∆λkR,∆λkΘ) = 0,

MR =
h2β1β2(C1 − C2)λR

2G,R[R
4λR

2λΘ
4 − EG2]

E2G
5
2

+ h3W10(λR, λΘ,∆λkR,∆λkΘ) = 0.

(68)

Eq. (68) should be satisfied not only at the inner and outer lateral surfaces, but also in the whole region R0 ≤ R ≤ R1.
The lengthy expressions of the terms W7-W10 are omitted here for brevity, which can be found in the supplementary
document.

For any given target surface S, the fundamental quantities E, G, L and N can be calculated from the its parametric
equation. Then, by setting the coefficients of hi in Eqs. (66)-(68) to be zero, the growth functions λR, λΘ, ∆λkR and

23



Du et al.

∆λkΘ (k = 1, 2) can be determined. Through this approach, we have

λ1R =
√
E +

h
[
β2

3C2 − β1
2C1(2β1 + 3β2)

]
L

6β1C1(β1 + β2)
√
E

,

λ2R =
√
E − h

[
β1

3C1 + β2C2(6β1
2 + 9β1β2 + 4β2

2)
]
L

6β2C2(β1 + β2)
√
E

,

λ1Θ =

√
G

R
+

h
[
β2

3C2 − β1
2C1(2β1 + 3β2)

]
N

12β1C1R(β1 + β2)
√
G

,

λ2Θ =

√
G

R
− h

[
β1

3C1 + β2C2(6β1
2 + 9β1β2 + 4β2

2)
]
N

12β2C2R(β1 + β2)
√
G

.

(69)

Eq. (69) provides the analytical formulas of shape-programming for the axisymmetric deformations of bilayer circular
hyperelastic plates. From (69), it can be found that λR and λΘ only depend on the first fundamental quantities E and
G, while ∆λkR and ∆λkΘ also depend on the second fundamental quantities L and N , as well as the material and
geometrical parameters.

To demonstrate the efficiency of the formulas (69), we introduce some illustrative examples. In these examples, the
dimensions of the circular plate are set to be R0 = 0.2, R1 = 1.2 and h1 + h2 = 0.06. The target shapes of S
are selected to be an ellipsoid, an oval surface, an Ipomoea cairica and a pot surface. The parametric equations for
these target surfaces are listed in Eqs. (88)-(91) of C. By using the formulas given in (69), the growth functions
corresponding to these target surfaces can be calculated, which are also listed in C. To verify the accuracies of these
growth functions, we conduct finite element simulations on the growth behaviors of the bilayer circular plate, where
the growth functions given in C are adopted. For axisymmetric deformations, only one section cutting along the
radius direction of the circular plate is considered in the numerical simulations, which is meshed by using the CAX8H
elements with the size 0.001 × 0.001. The other settings of numerical calculations are same as that introduced in
Section 3.3.

In Fig. 11, we show the comparisons of the target shapes of S and the results obtained from finite element simulations
(only the bottom lines of the section are plotted). It can be seen that in these examples, the growth functions obtained
from (69) can generate the target shapes S accurately. So, the efficiency of the formulas (69) is verified. In Li et al.
[28], the shape-programming of a single-layered circular plate was studied, where only the leading-order terms of the
plate equations were taken into account. The formulas of shape-programming obtained in Li et al. [28] contain the
leading-order terms of (69), which can already yield good results for the single-layered circular plate. However, these
formulas are not sufficient for multi-layered plate samples. In fact, it can be seen that leading-order terms of (69) do
not contain the material and geometrical parameters of the plate. Thus, the influences of these parameters cannot be
reflected. In Fig. 11, we also show the numerical results obtained with the growth functions derived from the formulas
given in Li et al. [28]. It is found that the target shapes S and the numerical results show obvious differences.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a general multi-layered hyperelastic plate theory within the framework of nonlinear elas-
ticity, which can be applied to study the growth-induced deformations of soft material plates with multi-layered struc-
tures. The following tasks have been accomplished in the current work:

• Starting from the 3D governing system and through a series expansion-truncation approach, the plate equation
system for modeling the growth-induced deformations of multi-layered hyperelastic plates was established,
which is applicable for the plate samples with general material properties, geometrical shapes and number of
layers. There is also no restrictions on the growth functions and the deformation styles of plate samples.

• The plate theory was applied to study the growth-induced deformations and instabilities of several typical
multi-layered plate samples. Some analytical and numerical solutions of the plate equation system were
derived, which show good consistencies with the finite element simulation results. It was also found that the
current plate theory can be reduced to the multi-layered FvK-type plate theory under some assumptions of
the displacement components.

• Based on the current plate theory, the problems of shape-programming of some typical multi-layered hy-
perelastic plate samples were solved. The explicit analytical formulas of shape-programming were derived,
which reveal the dependance of the growth functions on the geometrical quantities of 3D target surfaces and
the properties of the plate samples. The accuracy of these formulas has been verified through finite element
simulations.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 11: Comparisons of the target surfaces of S (solid curves) and finite element simulation results obtained with
growth functions derived from (69) (circular dots) and that given in Li et al. [28] (square dots): (a) an ellipsoid; (b)
an oval surface; (c) an Ipomoea cairica; (d) a pot surface. (The corresponding growth functions and the material and
geometrical parameters are given in C.)

In our opinion, the plate theory established in the current work are helpful for the design of intelligent soft devices
with multi-layered plate structures, which would have wide potential applications in the engineering fields. In the
future works, the current plate theory will be applied to develop new types of plate elements, then some much more
complicated problems can be solved through the numerical approach.

Supplementary materials

Supplementary materials associated with this paper include: (1) the full-form expressions of some quantities in the
paper; (2) a movie to illustrate the growth process of the examples in Section 4.

A The iterative relations of some unknowns in deriving the 2D vector plate equation

During the derivation procedure of the 2D vector plate equation in Section 2.2, the iterative relations of some unknowns
are derived, which are listed in this appendix.
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In step one, the 8n unknowns x
(2)
k − x

(3)
k and p

(1)
k − p

(2)
k (k = 1, 2, · · · , n) are given by

x
(2)
k =− Bk

−1f
(2)
k + p

(1)
k Bk

−1(ĜkR(0)
k )Tk,

p
(1)
k =− 1

Dk

R(0)
k :

[
∇rx

(1)
k Ḡk − Bk

−1f (2) ⊗ (Ḡk)
Tk
]
,

x
(3)
k =− Bk

−1f
(3)
k + 2p

(1)
k Bk

−1(R(1)
k : A

(1)
k )T (Ĝk)

Tk

+ p
(2)
k Bk

−1(R(0)
k )T (Ĝk)

Tk,

p
(2)
k =− 1

Dk

{
R

(1)
k [A

(1)
k ,A

(1)
k ] +R(0)

k : ∇rx
(2)
k Ḡk

−R(0)
k : Bk

−1f
(3)
k ⊗ (Ḡk)

Tk

+ 2p
(1)
k R(0)

k :

[
Bk

−1
(
R(1)

k [A
(1)
k ]
)T

(Ĝk)
Tk

]
⊗ (Ḡk)

Tk

}
,

(70)

where k = 1, 2, · · · , n and

f
(2)
k =∇r · S(0)k +

[(
A(1)

k − p
(0)
k R(1)

k

)
:
(
∇rx

(1)
k Ḡk

)]T
(Ĝk)

Tk,

f
(3)
k =∇r · S(1)k +

[(
A(1)

k − p
(0)
k R(1)

k

)
:
(
∇rx

(2)
k Ḡk

)]T
(Ĝk)

Tk

+
[(

A(2)
k − p

(0)
k R(2)

k

)
[A

(1)
k ,A

(1)
k ]
]T

(Ĝk)
Tk,

Dk =R(0)
k :

[
Bk

−1(ĜkR(0)
k )Tk

]
⊗ (Ḡk)

Tk,

Bkij =
(
A(1)

k − p
(0)
k R(1)

k

)
minj

[
(Ĝk)

Tk
]
m

[
(Ḡk)

Tk
]
n
.

In step two, the explicit expressions of x
(1)
1 and p

(0)
1 in terms of x

(0)
1 for incompressible neo-Hookean materials are

given by

x
(1)
1 =

−q− − 2Ck∇rx
(0)
t Ḡk(Ĝk)

Tk+ p
(0)
k (x

(0)
t,X ∧ x

(0)
t,Y )

2Ck

[
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] ,

p
(0)
1 =
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[
(Ḡk)
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(
Ḡk
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∣∣∣
2

+

[
q− + 2Ck∇rx

(0)
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(0)
t,X ∧ x

(0)
t,Y )

∣∣∣x(0)
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(0)
t,Y

∣∣∣
2 .

(71)

In step three, the asymptotic expressions of x
(0)
k+1, x

(1)
k+1 and p

(0)
k+1 (k = 1, 2, · · · , n − 1) for incompressible neo-

Hookean materials are given by

x
(0)
k+1 =

4∑

i=0

x̃k,

x
(1)
k+1 =

s̃k − 2Ck+1∇rx
(0)
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(0)
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Det
(
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∣∣∣
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−
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∣∣∣
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(72)
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where k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1 and

x̃k =
hk

i

i!
x
(i)
k , k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1,

s̃k =

3∑

i=0

[
hk

i

i!
S
(i)
k

]T
k, k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1.

B Some iterative relations for deriving the plate equations of bilayer circular plates

In Section 3.3, some iterative relations are obtained for deriving the plate equations of bilayer circular hyperelastic
plates, which are listed in this appendix.

The expressions of r
(1)
1 , z

(1)
1 , p

(0)
1 , r

(0)
2 , z

(0)
2 , r

(1)
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(73)
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(74)
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(75)
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The expressions of r
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k − r
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k (k = 1, 2) are listed in Eqs. (78)-(83). By using (73)-(77), all

the iterative relations can be expressed in terms of r
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C The position fields and growth functions for the examples of shape-programming

The position fields and growth fields for the examples of shape-programming in Section 4.1 are listed below.

• Case 1: an elliptic curve (C1/C2 = 1, β1/β2 = 1, h1 = 0.02, h2 = 0.02)
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• Case 2: a butterfly curve (C1/C2 = 1, β1/β2 = 1, h1 = 0.02, h2 = 0.02)
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• Case 3: an oval curve (C1/C2 = 1, β1/β2 = 3, h1 = 0.03, h2 = 0.01)
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• Case 4: a spiral curve (C1/C2 = 3, β1/β2 = 1, h1 = 0.02, h2 = 0.02)
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The position fields and growth fields for the examples of shape-programming in Section 4.2 are listed below.

• Case 1: an ellipsoid (C1/C2 = 1, β1/β2 = 5, h1 = 0.05, h2 = 0.01)
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• Case 2: an oval surface (C1/C2 = 1, β1/β2 = 5, h1 = 0.05, h2 = 0.01)
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• Case 3: an Ipomoea cairica (C1/C2 = 5, β1/β2 = 1, h1 = 0.03, h2 = 0.03)















































































































































































































r
(0)
1 (R) =

1

50

[

5tan

(

4πR

5
+

12π

25

)

+ 5cot

(

7π

50

)

+ 3

]

,

z
(0)
1 (R) = −

1

2

[

cos
(

πR −
π

5

)

− 1
]

,

λ1R(R) =
π

√

C
(12)
λ (R)

50
−

3πC
(13)
λ (R)

25C
(12)
λ (R)

,

λ1Θ(R) =
C

(14)
λ (R)

50R
−

3

10R

√

C
(12)
λ (R)

sin
(

πR−
π

5

)

,

λ2R(R) =
π

√

C
(12)
λ (R)

50
−

3πC
(13)
λ (R)

5C
(12)
λ (R)

,

λ2Θ(R) =
C

(14)
λ (R)

50R
−

3

2R

√

C
(12)
λ (R)

sin
(

πR−
π

5

)

,

C
(12)
λ (R) = 16sec4

(

4πR

5
+

12π

25

)

+ 625sin2
(

πR−
π

5

)

,

C
(13)
λ (R) =

[

3cos

(

4πR

5
+

8π

25

)

+ 13cos

(

9πR

5
+

7π

25

)]

×sec3
(

4πR

5
+

12π

25

)

,

C
(14)
λ (R) = 5tan

(

4πR

5
+

12π

25

)

+ 5cot

(

7π

50

)

+ 3.

(90)

• Case 4: a pot surface (C1/C2 = 5, β1/β2 = 1, h1 = 0.03, h2 = 0.03)
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