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Although thin films are typically manufactured in planar sheets or rolls, they are often forced
into three-dimensional shapes, producing a plethora of structures across multiple length-scales.
Existing theoretical approaches have made progress by separating the behaviors at different scales
and limiting their scope to one. Under large confinement, a geometric model has been proposed
to predict the gross shape of the sheet, which averages out the fine features. However, the actual
meaning of the gross shape, and how it constrains the fine features, remains unclear. Here, we
study a thin-membraned balloon as a prototypical system that involves a doubly curved gross shape
with large amplitude undulations. By probing its profiles and cross sections, we discover that
the geometric model captures the mean behavior of the film. We then propose a minimal model
for the balloon cross sections, as independent elastic filaments subjected to an effective pinning
potential around the mean shape. This approach allows us to combine the global and local features
consistently. Despite the simplicity of our model, it reproduces a broad range of phenomena seen
in the experiments, from how the morphology changes with pressure to the detailed shape of the
wrinkles and folds. Our results establish a new route to understanding finite buckled structures
over an enclosed surface, which could aid the design of inflatable structures, or provide insight into
biological patterns.

Complex patterns of wrinkles, crumples and folds can
arise when a thin solid film is stretched [1–3], com-
pacted [4–7], stamped [8–10], or twisted [11–13]. These
microstructures arise to solve a geometric problem: they
take up excess length at a small scale to facilitate changes
in length imposed at a larger scale, by boundary condi-
tions at the edges or by an imposed metric in the bulk.
When the confining potential is sufficiently soft, like that
presented by a liquid, the sheet can have significant free-
dom to select the overall response that the small scale fea-
tures decorate [11, 14–20]. Understanding how gross and
fine structures are linked, especially in situations with
large curvatures and compression, remains a frontier in
the mechanics and geometry of thin films.

To date, the dominant approach has been to treat gross
and fine structure separately. For example, tension-field
theory [21] accounts for the mechanical effect of wrin-
kling on the stress and strain fields, while ignoring the
detailed deformations at the scale of individual buck-
les. Recent work [3] has established how to calculate
the energetically-favored wrinkle wavelength anywhere
within a buckled region. But owing to geometric non-
linearities, these approaches have been limited to situ-
ations with small slopes and a high degree of symme-
try, and they assume small-amplitude sinusoidal wrinkles
at the outset. A geometric model was recently devel-
oped [16, 22] for situations where an energy external to
the sheet - like a liquid surface tension or gravity - ulti-
mately selects the gross shape. Although this model can
address situations with arbitrary slopes, it is typically ag-

∗ mhe100@syr.edu

nostic to the exact form of the fine structures. Moreover,
it is unclear what the gross shape precisely corresponds
to.

At the small scale, significant progress has been made
on understanding oscillating buckled features by analyz-
ing an inextensible rod attached to a fluid or solid founda-
tion [2, 23]. This approach can predict the energetically-
favored wavelength of monochromatic wrinkles, but much
less is known about the selection of more complex or
evolving microstructures. Morphological transitions, like
the formation of localized folds, have been largely ana-
lyzed on planar substrates [24–27], and it is not known
how they are modified when the gross shape is curved
and can freely deform [14].

Here we elucidate the interplay of the gross and fine
structures of a strongly deformed thin sheet by studying
a water balloon made by unstretchable thin membranes
(Fig. 1). We obtain a wide range of deformations by vary-
ing the internal air pressure and the volume of liquid in
the balloon. Despite the complex surface arrangements,
a simple geometric model omitting the bending cost cap-
tures accurately the mean, or the gross shape of the bal-
loon membrane measured from extracting the cross sec-
tions. The observed side profile of a balloon, on the other
hand, may differ from the mean shape due to surface fluc-
tuations. We show how the finite wrinkle amplitude can
be accounted for and combined with the mean behav-
ior to predict the outer envelope of the wrinkled balloon,
in agreement with our experiments. To understand the
buckled microstructure in more detail, we model a cross
section of the balloon as an effective filament pinned to
the prediction of the geometric model. Remarkably, our
parsimonious model quantitatively captures various ob-
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FIG. 1. (a) We make partially-filled water balloons by sealing
two circular sheets of radius rdisk that bend easily but strongly
resist stretching. We vary the air pressure inside the balloon,
which we measure using the height hw of a water column
in a U-shaped tube. We use cylindrical coordinates (r, z),
and we denote the arclength from the top of the balloon as
ls. (b) Side-view photograph of the setup with water volume
V water = 277.9 mL and air pressure p = 276 Pa.

served surface morphologies of the balloon, while retain-
ing the agreement between the mean shape and the pre-
diction of the geometric model. We measure the size
of the self-contacting loops at the tips of the folds that
form at high pressures, which further corroborates the
two-dimensional behavior of the cross sections as elastic
filaments. These results provide a paradigmatic example
of how to analyze gross shape and fine structures in a
unified approach, for strongly-curved sheets.

I. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

We construct closed membranes by sealing together
disks of initially-planar plastic sheets. The disks are cut
from polyethylene produce bags of thickness t = 8.0±0.8
µm and Young’s moduli varying from E = 315 MPa to
E = 1103 MPa as a function of the angle, or from plastic
food wraps with t = 10.2 ± 0.8 µm and Young’s moduli
varying from E = 133 MPa to E = 195 MPa as a function
of the angle. The measurements are detailed in SI. An
air-tight seal is formed by pressing a heated iron ring
of diameter 166 mm. The fused circular double layers
are then cut out, and a nylon washer of radius rtop is
glued to the center of the top layer for hanging the bag
and connecting a tube that can supply air and water
into the bag. The same tube is connected to a custom
manometer made from two plastic cylinders connected
by a U shaped tube; the difference in water height hw

allows us to measure the overpressure via the hydrostatic
pressure difference ρghw [Fig. 1(a)].

Once inflated, the balloon transforms from a flat initial
state to a strongly curved global shape with a complex
arrangement of surface structures [Fig. 1(b)]. Side views
are photographed with a Nikon DLSR with back light-
ing from an LED white screen. Despite the anisotropy

of the Young’s modulus, we do not see large systematic
variations in the morphological behaviors as a function
of angle of loading.

We also measure horizontal cross sections of the bal-
loons by scattering a laser light sheet into the system
[Fig. 3a]. We photograph the scattered laser light from
the side at an oblique angle. A calibrated perspective
transformation is then applied to produce the final hori-
zontal image. To better capture the back of the balloon,
we reflect a portion of the light sheet onto the back of the
system with two vertical mirrors. The above procedure is
sometimes repeated from different azimuthal angles and
the results are superimposed, to reduce noise and better
capture the back of the balloon. The images captured
from different angles collapse well on one another, in-
dicating that the cross sections are obtained accurately
without geometric distortion.

II. GEOMETRIC MODEL FOR GROSS SHAPE

To capture the side-view profiles of the balloons, we
use a simple geometric model [16, 22, 28] that idealizes
the balloon as a smooth, axisymmetric surface r(z) with
no surface fluctuations [Fig. 1(a)]. This effective surface
is free to bend and cannot carry compressional stresses
as they are relieved by the wrinkles and folds around
the balloon. Assuming the entire balloon is wrinkled so
that the circumferential tension vanishes everywhere, the
only remaining tension is the effective longitudinal stress
T eff = T sls/r, where T s is the physical longitudinal stress
in the balloon membrane, and ls the meridian arc-length
from the top center to the point in question [Fig. 1(a)].
Force balance [21, 29–33] for the effective surface gives:

κT eff = p (1)

∂r(rT eff) = 0, (2)

where κ = −r′′/(1+r′2)3/2 is the curvature of the profile,
and p = ρghw or ρg(hw − z) is the local pressure drop
across the membrane, above or below water. We set z = 0
as the water level.

Equation 1 is the normal force balance, involving only
the curvature of the profile due to the absence of az-
imuthal tension. Equation 2 is the horizontal force bal-
ance, which immediately leads to

T eff =
f

r
, (3)

where f has the dimension of force. Substituting Eq. 3
into Eq. 1 gives

− f

ρg

r′′

r(1 + r′2)3/2
=

ß
hw 0 < z < ztop

hw − z zbot < z < 0.

(4a)

(4b)

We denote ztop, zbot as the top and bottom coordinates
of the balloon. Equations 4 are then two second-order
ODE’s with three parameters f , ztop and zbot unknown
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FIG. 2. (a-d) Side-view photographs of a balloon filled with V water = 100.4 mL of water at various internal pressures from
p = 128 Pa to 0 Pa. Image grayscale inverted for clarity. Green curves: Predictions from the geometric model (Eqs. 4) at
the corresponding pressures with no free parameters. The agreement is very good at high pressures, but there is a significant
discrepancy at p = 0. (e) Pink curve: Adding the amplitude of the wrinkled envelope (Eq. 5) to the geometric model gives
good agreement with the side-view profile of panel (d).

a priori, and hence should be supplemented with seven
boundary conditions: r(0+) = r(0−) and r′(0+) = r′(0−)
at the water level, r(ztop) = rtop, r(zbot) = 0 and
r′(zbot) → ∞ at the top and the bottom of the bal-
loon, together with the sheet inextensibility constraint
rtop +

∫ ztop
zbot

√
1 + r′2dz = 2rdisk and a prescribed water

volume
∫ 0

zbot
πr2dz = V water.

Equations 4 are integrated numerically using odeint
implemented in the SciPy package integrate, and the so-
lutions, which we denote as rgm(z), are plotted in Fig. 2
over the corresponding images. This comparison is done
with no free parameters. There is an excellent agree-
ment between the numerical predictions and the appar-
ent shape of the balloon at high pressure, despite the
complex surface arrangements. However, the agreement
is poor at low pressure, as shown by the p = 0 case in
Fig. 2(d). To understand this apparent discrepancy at
low air pressures we turn to the investigation of the fine
structure of the balloon.

III. CROSS SECTIONS

Cross sections at a fixed vertical distance from the top
are colorized, and superimposed to highlight the morpho-
logical change as a function of pressure. [Fig. 3(a)]. The
image shows a transition in the fine structure, starting
from folds at large pressure to wrinkles at lower pressure,
with an increase of the wavenumber.

For each contour, we identify the center of the balloon
with the centroid of the contour, and then measure rmean:
the mean distance between the contour and the center of
the balloon. Figure 3(c) compares the measured rmean

versus the predicted radius of the gross shape rgm in the
same plane. The agreement shows that the geometric
model accurately predicts the mean shape of the balloon
surface. This agreement is robust; the data include cross
sections at multiple vertical locations in the deflated bal-

loon, and different pressures in the inflated balloons, and
we have also varied the membrane material and water
volume.

To quantify the difference between the mean shape of
the balloon and the apparent profile, we measure the av-
erage protrusion dmean of each cross section, which we
define to be the average amplitude of the local maxima
of each contour. Figure 3(d) shows that dmean decays
rapidly with increasing pressure. Taken together, the
results in Figs. 3(c,d) resolve the apparent discrepency
at low pressure between the geometric model and the
side-view profiles in Fig. 2. Namely, the side-view pro-
file is given by the mean shape plus the amplitude of the
wrinkly undulations, rgm+dmean. Figure 3(d) shows that
these undulations can be rather large at zero pressure —
more than 10% of the mean — but they become much
smaller when there is an internal pressure. To quantify
the deviation dmean, and understand how it arises from
the particular curve shapes, we now study the p = 0 case
in more detail.

IV. WRINKLE SHAPE AT ZERO PRESSURE

Cross sections of a deflated water balloon measured
at equal vertical intervals above the seam are shown in
Fig. 4(a). Noting that the apparent profile of the top
half of the balloon looks to be conical, we extrapolate
an apex of the apparent profile from the side-view im-
age. We then rescale the cross sections by the distance
to this apex. This simple rescaling nearly collapses all
the cross sections [Fig. 4(b)], indicating that not only
the gross shape but also the fine structure has the shape
of a generalized cone.

A consequence of a conical structure is that the wrin-
kle wavenumber does not vary significantly with height z.
To understand this observation, we first assume that the
selection of the wavelength is local [23] and dominated
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FIG. 3. Cross-section model captures the morphological features of the balloon cross sections. (a) Cross-section shapes
measured by scattering a sheet of laser at a fixed distance ztop − z = 39.4 mm below the top of a balloon with V water = 100.0
mL, which is gradually deflating from p = 278 Pa to 0 Pa. The photographs are tinted and superimposed to compare the
different morphologies. (b) Shapes from the cross-section model. All physical parameters (pressure, bending modulus, length
of cross sections, volume of water) were set to match the conditions in panel (a), and a single η = 15 in Eq. 7 was selected
by matching the wavenumber with experiment at high pressures. (c) The average distance of a cross section to its centroid,
rmean, versus the prediction of the geometric model, rgm, in the same z−plane. The data span various cross sections in different
balloons made by produce bags (markers with black edges) or food wrap. Blue markers: experimental measurements. Red
markers: cross-section model. Filled markers: p = 0. Open markers: p > 0. Inset: wavenumber q versus pressure, showing
that the cross-section model captures the wrinkle-fold transition. (d) The average fractional protrusion of a cross section,
dmean/rmean, versus pressure. The cross-section model reproduces the trend in the experiments, where the data decay quickly
upon inflation. This trend explains how the geometric model can match the side-view profiles at high pressures [Fig. 2(a-c)].

by the tensional substrate stiffness [2]. Then the wave-
length would scale as: λ ∼ (B/T s)

1/4rdisk
1/2. On the

other hand, T s varies with z, and so should λ, leading to
a mismatching wavelength along the balloon meridian.
The resulting length scale ` associated with a wavenum-
ber change scales as ` ∼ λ2

√
T s/B [34]. Taken together,

` ∼ rdisk, which contradicts our assumption that the se-
lection of wavelength is local, and explains the invariance
of the wavenumber within the size of the balloon.

To study the shape of the individual cross sections,
we investigate the relations among the observables of
the mean maximum amplitude dmean, the wrinkle wave-
length and how much the cross section is compressed.
We define the material wavelength λs ≡ 2πls/q, which
divides the total arclength of the cross section by the
number of undulations q measured by counting peaks.
We quantify the amount of compression by the effec-
tive strain ε ≡ (ls − rmean)/ls (to be contrasted with
the local material strain, which is vanishingly small for
our buckled films). Note that λs approaches the “usual
wavelength”, λ, when ε approaches 0. The particular
shape of the undulations tells how dmean, λs, and ε are
related. For example, small amplitude sinusoidal waves
obey dmean ∝

√
ελs and for square waves dmean = ελs/4.

To examine the relation in our system, we plot dmean ver-
sus ελs in the inset to Fig. 4(c). Remarkably, the data

collapse onto a line that is fit well by:

dmean ≈ βελs, (5)

where β is the linear coefficient with a best-fit value of
0.30.

The simple relation of Eq. 5 shows how to readily esti-
mate the amplitude of wrinkles dmean as a function of z.
Given a volume of water, a washer radius, and a bag size,
one may compute the arclength ls(z) and the mean radius
rmean ≈ rgm(z) for the gross shape. The crucial ingre-
dient from the experiment is the observed wavenumber
q (which is approximately independent of z). With just
these parameters, one may then obtain ε(z) and λs(z),
which combine via Eq. 5 to give dmean(z). This wrinkled
envelope can be added to the gross shape from the ge-
ometric model to yield a predicted apparent shape. We
do this in Fig. 2(e); the result matches the experimental
profile very well, especially when compared to the geo-
metric model without the wrinkled envelope for the same
balloon, in Fig. 2(d). The correction continues to be fa-
vorable past the seam through the bottom of the balloon,
which offers an explanation for the kink in the apparent
profile at the location of the seam where the two disks
are heat-sealed together. Namely, this kink can be under-
stood as arising from the triangular peak in the amount
of material to be packed into the confined gross shape,
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FIG. 4. Cross sections in a deflated balloon exhibits a generalized conical structure. (a) Cross-section curves extracted from
an balloon with V water = 112.9 mL at p = 0, at 10 different heights. The contour is traced and plotted as a line for clarity.
(b) Cross sections rescaled by the distance to the extrapolated apex of the conical profile (this distance is denoted in the
colorbar). This operation nearly collapses the rescaled shapes, indicating a generalized cone structure of the balloon structure.
(c) Inset: the average protrusion, dmean, of the cross sections versus ελs from experiments (blue) and the cross-section model
(red). See Fig. 3(c) for full legend. The trend is approximately linear. Main: to examine these data in more detail, we plot
dmean/(ελs) versus the effective strain ε, for various balloons at p = 0 from both the experimental measurements and the
numerical predictions of the cross-section model. For comparison, we plot the exact relations for a sine wave, square wave, and
Euler’s Elastica, where in each case the amplitude is controlled by ε. The Elastica shows the best agreement with the data.

since the excess length as a function of z grows linearly
up to the location seam, and then falls linearly past the
seam. Thus, it is a geometric and not a mechanical effect,
that one might expect could arise due to the relatively
larger rigitidy of the heat-sealed seam (see SI).

To examine the curves in more detail, we plot the ratio
dmean/ελs as a function of ε in Fig. 4(c). For comparison,
we show the curves for sinusoidal waves, square waves,
and the inflexional Elastica [35]. The data are close to
the trend for the Elastica – local minimizers of the in-
tegrated squared curvature, which capture the bending
mechanics of an inextensible rod in equilibrium. This
behavior is expected for confined isometric surfaces [36];
in our case, the presence of tension along the wrinkles
may introduce deviation to pure Elastica, as we will see.

Our detailed analyses of the cross sections have two
main conclusions: First, in contrast to hierarchical wrin-
kling such as in a light suspended curtain [34, 37], here
the cross-section shape is approximately independent of
z [Fig. 4(b)]. Second, the shared properties of the cross
sections with Elastica points to the relevance of a min-
imization of the bending energy within a cross section.
These findings motivate a quasi-two-dimensional model
for a typical cross section, which is representative of all
the others in a given configuration of the balloon.

V. QUASI-TWO-DIMENSIONAL MODEL

We model a cross section of the balloon at ls as an
inextensible filament of total length L = 2πls. For a
filament with a two-dimensional, arc-length parametrized

configuration r(s), the bending energy is

Ub =
B

2

∫
r′′(s)2ds, (6)

where B is the bending rigidity.
Inspired by the “elastic foundation” effect induced by

a longitudinal tension [2], we introduce a confinement
energy

U t =
ηTs

2rdisk
2

∫
[r(s)− rid(s)]2ds, (7)

penalizing deviations of the filament from an ideal con-
figuration rid(s) = rconf · (cos(s/L), sin(s/L)). Here rconf

is a parameter to be determined by the solution of the
geometric model for the gross shape of the balloon. Cru-
cially, we further incorporate the finite slope effect by pe-
nalizing both the radial and azimuthal deviations in the
integrand of Eq. 7, without which the system configura-
tion r(s) would have favored a single deep fold [26, 38].
To account for the double-curved profile and the bound-
ary connecting to the balloon membrane below the water
level, we introduce a dimensionless factor η. To retain the
predictive power, we set η to be a fixed numerical param-
eter independent of p, to be determined a posteriori by
matching the configuration wavenumber q produced by
the model with the experimental observation.

So far the model is for p = 0, but pressure can be
incorporated by considering the work that it does on the
filament. This work is p multiplied by the enclosed area,
which reads:

Up = −p
2

∫
r(s)× r′(s)ds. (8)
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The total energy associated with the model cross section
is then

U tot[r(s)] = Ub + Up + U t. (9)

In computing U t, the parameter rconf is specified by
requiring the case of an inextensible balloon membrane
with zero bending rigidity to recover the prediction of the
geometric model. Accordingly, for the representative fila-
ment with bending rigidity B = 0, r(s) should approach
a circle of radius rgm with arbitrarily small and dense
oscillations. The total energy becomes limB→0 U tot(r) =
(ηTs)/(2rdisk

2)(r − rconf)
2L − πpr2 and should take its

minimum at r = rgm. Setting ∂r limB→0 U tot|rgm = 0
gives

rconf = rgm

Å
1− 1

η

prdisk
2

Tsls

ã
. (10)

In this flexible membrane limit, the balloon assumes a
radius of rconf at p = 0, while for p > 0 the pressure term
Up displaces the balloon radius to rgm.

We are interested in finding the configuration r(s) that
minimizes the total energy δU tot[r(s)] = 0. To real-
ize the energy minimization, we derive the correspond-
ing force f tot(s) = −δU tot/δr(s) and evolve the con-
figuration using the dynamics of an over-damped sys-
tem ∂tr(s) = f tot(s) to equilibrium. An “inextensibility
force” is added to preserve the filament length L [39], as
is a self-repulsion force against self-crossing (SI).

Figure 3(b) shows the predictions of the filament model
at various pressures. Qualitatively, the numerical config-
urations capture the lobe formation at high pressure, the
rounded wrinkle shape at low pressure, and a wrinkle-fold
transition with wavenumber proliferation at intermediate
pressure. For each configuration, the mean radius rmean,
similarly defined as in the experimental measurements,
is computed and plotted in Fig. 3(c) as the red mark-
ers. The numerical minimization reproduces quantita-
tively that the mean radius of the filament is close to the
prediction of the geometric model. Similarly, the mean
amplitude dmean of the filament protrusions is extracted
and a quick decay over increasing pressure is manifest
as shown in Fig. 3(d). For all pressures, the wavenum-
ber produced by the filament model increases with an
increasing numerical coefficient η in Eq. 7. Nonetheless,
the threshold pressure for the wrinkle-fold transition is
insensitive to our choice of η (see SI). Such overall vertical
shift of the numerical q(p) curve enables the specification
of η by matching the corresponding curve obtained in ex-
periments, shown in the inset of Fig. 3(c).

For the special case of p = 0, we extract dmean/ελs

and ε from the model filaments. Figure 4(d) shows that
while the numerical model gives a relation quantitatively
consistent with that of the experimental measurement,
it further reveals the small but noticible deviation of the
cross-section curves from pure Elastica. Such distinction
is irresolvable experimentally due to system noise, yet
shall be expected from the longitudinal tension along the
conical shape.

VI. SHAPE OF DEEP FOLDS

We have seen that the minimal physical ingredients to
reproduce the cross-section morphology are the effects of
pressure, the bending energy within a cross section, and
an effective pinning potential that captures the coupling
of cross sections to the prediction of the geometric model.
To investigate the balloon morphology further, we turn to
study the shape of individual folds at large pressure, by
considering these basic physical ingredients. At the tip of
each fold, the membrane curves around sharply, shown in
the cross section as a small loop. We observe that the size
and shape of the folds can vary between different folds at
different pressures. To see whether there is a commonal-
ity among the folds, we scale and superimpose the loops
onto each other. We then add the brightness values of
the photos to create a single composite image. Remark-
ably, a master shape appears, as shown in Fig. 5(a). The
emergence of a common shape upon the scaling of the im-
ages suggests the existence of a mathematical similarity
solution of the loop profile.

We notice that at high pressure, the loops become
small with large curvature so that the total energy Eq. 9
of our model filament is dominated by the bending term
Ub and the pressure term Up. Minimizing Ub + Up (ne-
glecting the pinning potential U t), we obtain a differen-
tial equation for the loop shape (see SI and [40–42]). We
solve this equation numerically and plot the result as a
solid curve on Fig. 5(a), which is in excellent agreement
with the composite experimental image.

Having settled the shape of the loops, we now investi-
gate their size. Intuitively, we expect a balance between
the bending and pressure effects to determine their width,
leading to:

wloop = ξ

Å
B

p

ã1/3

. (11)

This scaling is supported by the full analysis of the fil-
ament model (see SI), which further gives the value of
the prefactor, ξ = 1.065. We measure the width of many
loops at two different cross-section heights, and at multi-
ple values of air pressure. The blue symbols in Fig. 5(b)
show the results, where the error bars are computed as
the standard deviation of the mean. The data at two
different z-positions, represented by two different shades
of blue, fall on top one another, once again supporting
the local treatment of the cross-section model. All the
data are in good agreement with the predicted scaling of
Eq. 11 with pressure.

As a more stringent test, we may compare Eq. 11 di-
rectly with the data, by using a value of B = (1.58 ±
0.06)×10−8 J for the balloon material, that we obtained
by measuring the Young’s modulus E using a tensile
tester, and using B = Et3/[12(1 − ν2)] with ν = 0.4
(see SI). The prediction is in good agreement with the
data [red line in Fig. 5(b)]. Conversely, one can use a
power-law fit to the data to measure the bending mod-
ulus of the film. For our data, this yields a value of
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FIG. 5. Loops at the tips of folds at high pressure. (a)
Superposition of 25 scaled laser-scattering images of fold tips,
with V water = 103.5 mL and various pressures. Black curve:
exact similarity solution in the high pressure limit. (b) The
loop width, wloop, versus p. The data are an average of mul-
tiple loops at a given pressure; error bars show the varia-
tion in the observed loop size, quantified by the standard
deviation over the mean of the measurements. Experimen-
tal measurements at two different heights give consistent re-
sults. Results from the cross-section model (red markers) in
the same conditions agree well with the experiments. Line:
Exact model prediction in the high pressure limit, using the
value of B = 1.58 × 10−8 J that we measured with a tensile
tester.

B = (1.44± 0.15)× 10−8 J, which is a surprisingly accu-
rate measurement.

Finally, we compare our results with the cross-section
model, which incorporates the confinement term U t in
Eq. 9. We generate cross sections at multiple pressures
and measure the width of the loops. The result [red
markers in Fig. 5(b)] agrees well with the experiments.

VII. DISCUSSION

We have probed the gross shape, the fine structure,
and the interplay between them in a balloon made of
two flat elastic disks sealed at the edge, partly filled with
water and pressurized. We have considered the geometric
model that treats the gross shape of the sheet as inex-
tensible yet free to compress, due to a vanishing bend-
ing modulus that allows for the formation of buckled fine
structures at negligible energetic cost. We found that this
model predicts the “mean shape” of the sheet, defined as
the mean radius of the cross sections. We have then
shown that the undulations of the cross sections around
the mean shape are well described by a phenomenolog-
ical model that accounts for the resistance to bending,
the effect of pressure, and a pinning to the mean shape.
In particular, this model captures the transition between
wrinkles resembling the Elastica at zero pressure to folds
with a rounded tip when pressure is applied.

A wrinkle-fold transition is usually associated with the
global compression exceeding a finite threshold value [27,

38]. This threshold is predicted to be of the same scale
of the wrinkle wavelength [24], so that wrinkles typically
become unstable to forming a fold at small slopes. Here,
at zero pressure, we observe wrinkles that are stable up
to large slopes, and at a global compression that is much
larger than the wavelength. Notably, in our system the
transition to folding occurs as the azimuthal compression
decreases, signaling a different mechanism than the well-
studied wrinkle-fold transition that is driven by a grow-
ing wrinkle amplitude. Indeed, the transition to folds
that we observe is due to the internal pressure that de-
forms the wrinkles, leading to self contact. The ability
of wrinkles to survive at large amplitude is rooted in the
restoring force when the cross section deviates from its
ideal position, which has components both in the radial
and angular directions.

There is another known class of wrinkle-fold transitions
with a distinct geometric mechanism. In some settings,
the energetically-favored gross shape may break axisym-
metry in such a way where some of the excess length must
be stored locally. This scenario may be compatible with
the formation of localized deep folds but not with regu-
lar wrinkles [16, 43]. Our results show that a pressurized
water balloon does not fall into this class: both wrinkles
and folds serve to waste excess material length along an
axisymmetric gross shape. Hence, our system displays a
novel type of wrinkle-fold transition where wrinkles are
stabilized by an isotropic tension term but destabilized
by the internal pressure.

More generally, our results raise fundamental questions
about the nature of convergence towards the shape pre-
dicted by the geometric model. The geometric model
predicts the limiting shape of the sheet as the bending
modulus B vanishes. This limiting shape has a com-
pressive strain, which corresponds to infinitesimal undu-
lations of the actual sheet around its mean shape [44].
Previous works, which have focused on nearly planar
shapes with small effective compressive strain, have sug-
gested that these undulations usually take the form of
sinusoidal wrinkles [3, 33]. Our observations show that,
when the effective compressive strain is large, the undula-
tions could also take the form of deep folds. Beyond the
shape of the undulations, the convergence towards the
prediction of the geometric model can be quantified by
the evolution of the wavelength λ as B → 0. For the ten-
sional wrinkles that we observe, the wavelength should
scale as λ ∼ B1/4 [2]. For the tensional folds, a scaling
argument leads to λfold ∼ B2/9 (SI) for the distance be-
tween folds. Since the loops at the tips of the folds follow
wloop ∼ B1/3, then λfold � wloop as the bending mod-
ulus vanishes, ensuring that the folds remain spatially
separated in this limit.
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[19] M. M. Ripp, V. Démery, T. Zhang, and J. D. Paulsen, Ge-
ometry underlies the mechanical stiffening and softening
of an indented floating film, Soft Matter 16, 4121 (2020).

[20] Y. Timounay, A. R. Hartwell, M. He, D. E. King, L. K.
Murphy, V. Démery, and J. D. Paulsen, Sculpting liquids
with ultrathin shells, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 108002 (2021).

[21] E. H. Mansfield, The Bending and Stretching of Plates
(1989).

[22] V. A. Gorkavyy, On inflating closed mylar shells,
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Supplementary Information for

“Interplay of gross and fine structures in strongly-curved sheets”

Mengfei He, Vincent Démery, Joseph D. Paulsen

SI 1. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

We use polyethylene produce bags or plastic food wrap as the balloon membrane. To construct the bags, two flat
sheets are aligned at a flat rigid surface with a soft cushion of several layers of paper. To form an air tight seal, we
press a heated iron pot lid with a sharp, circular edge (� = 166 mm), which forms a thin seam where the two layers
are locally melted and bonded together. To homogenize the heating, parchment paper is inserted as a mask before
pressing. By optimizing the heating and pressing time, we can obtain a seam width of 0.5 ∼ 1 mm. The fused circular
double layers are then cut from the rest of the material as the initial flat state of the balloon. We locally treat the
surface of the plastic films with a chemical primer to decrease the surface energy before gluing to a nylon washer at
the top center [Fig. S1(a)]. The system is then partially filled with water and suspended from the top (Fig. S1(b)).
We use an LED monitor to back-light the balloon uniformly, and U-shaped tube with water columns is connected with
the inflated balloon to indicate the air pressure inside [Fig. S1(c)]. To obtain the cross sections of the balloon, we use
a laser sheet to scatter light horizontally into the system, which we record at an oblique angle to enhance visibility
[Fig. S1(d)]. We use a calibrated perspective transformation (OpenCV-Python) to bring the cross sections into a
top view [Fig. S1(e)]. We superimpose thus obtained cross sections from different angles by azimuthually rotating
the balloon. The high overlap of the signals in the superimposed image corroborates the accuracy of the perspective
transformation, while the averaging removes almost all noise from secondary scatterings [Fig. S1(f)].

FIG. S1. Experimental setup for a water balloon system. (a) A heated circular metal hoop is pressed against two aligned
plastic sheets, locally heat fusing the sheets at the circular edge. The fused double layers are then cut out to form the initial
state of a balloon. (b) The balloon is partially filled with water, pumped with air and hung from the top. (c) An LED monitor
provides uniform back-light for profile photography. A U shaped tube is connected with the balloon with the water column
difference indicating the internal air pressure of the balloon. (d) A laser sheet is scattered into the balloon to obtain a cross
section, viewed from an oblique angle. A perspective transform brings the cross section into (e) The top view. (f) Rotating
and averaging results for the cross section removes noise.

We characterize the plastic sheets used in our experiments by measuring their thickness and Young’s modulus. The
thickness t of the balloon membranes is measured by using a caliper (Mitutoyo) for multiple layers with a linear fit to
be 8± 0.8 µm (produce bag) and 10± 0.8 µm (food wrap). The plastic films have an anisotropic modulus due to the
manufacturing process. Due to system geometry, in the experiment, wrinkles and lines of tension emanate from the
top and bottom of the balloon radially. As a result he elastic moduli of a sheet along all directions become relevant,
which we measure with a tensile tester (Test Resources, 250 lbs actuator). To characterize the anisotropy, we cut
rectangular samples of 16.5 mm ×50 mm from the sheets at various orientations (Fig. S2, images). Each sample is
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characterized measuring its stress-displacement curve. Linear fits are carried out in the regions of 0.1 N < F < 1 N
(produce bag) and 0.03 N < F < 0.5 N (food wrap), as shown by the dashed lines in Fig. S2(a,c). The corresponding
Young’s modulus E and the bending modulus B ≡ Et3/[12(1− ν2)] are calculated from the fits, shown in Fig. S2(b),
(d). We use a Poisson’s ratio of ν = 0.4 for both materials. The errors in B are dominated by the uncertainty in the
thickness t, which we propagate to the error bars in Fig. S2(b,d).

FIG. S2. Images: Rectangular samples are cut from the sheets at various orientations and loaded into a tensile tester for
modulus measurements. (a, c) Respective force-displacement curves for samples cut from a produce bag and a food wrap used
in the experiments. Dashed lines: Linear fits applied at 0.1 N < F < 1 N (produce bag) and 0.03 N < F < 0.5 N (food wrap)
to compute (b, d) Young’s modulus E and the bending modulus B for the samples, as functions of the orientation. Error bars
propagated from the uncertainty in the thickness measurements.

SI 2. MODEL FOR THE CROSS SECTION OF A WATER BALLOON

A. Energy

We model the cross section as an inextensible filament with length L ≡ 2πls described by r(s). We write the energy
as

U =
B

2

∫
r′′(s)2ds+

T

2

∫
[r(s)− rid(s)]2ds− p

2

∫
r(s)× r′(s)ds, (S1)

where B is the bending modulus, T ≡ ηTs/r
2
disk the tension, p the pressure, and rid(s) is the “ideal” position of the

cross section, which is a circle with radius rconf . Here the tension plays the same role as in [1], and is not the tension in
the filament. The dimensionless scaling factor η in the tension term is to be determined by matching the wavenumber
produced by the model with the experimental measurement, as shall be discussed later.

The force in the filament is given by

f(s) = − δU

δr(s)
= −Br(4)(s) + T [rid(s)− r(s)]− pr′⊥(s). (S2)

Our goal is to minimize the energy by writing a dynamics of the form

ṙ(s) = f(s). (S3)
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Before applying this dynamics, we have to include repulsion between distant parts of the filament and add a Lagrange
multiplier to satisfy inextensibility.

B. Geometric radius

If the bending modulus goes to 0, the cross section makes tiny undulations around a circle with radius R. In this
case, the energy (S1) of a cross section reduces to

U = πT (R− rconf)
2ls − πpR2. (S4)

Minimizing the energy leads the radius

R∗ =
rconf

1− p/(T ls)
. (S5)

This corresponds to the radius predicted by the geometric model, R∗ = rgm. As a consequence, in the presence of
pressure, the confinement radius to be used in the model is given by rconf = [1− p/(T ls)]rgm.

C. Implementation in the discrete model

We discretize the filament with N nodes with position ri, i ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}. Nodes are linked by segments with
rest length a = L/N . Below we give the different terms entering the force fi that applies on each node: The force fi
that applies on each node contains contributions from bending, tension, pressure, repulsion and inextensibility:

f = fb + ft + fp + fr + fi. (S6)

1. Bending

To determine the bending force in the discrete filament, we define a bending energy that depends on the angle
between neighboring segments. Denoting θi the angle between ri+1 − ri and ri − ri−1, the bending energy is

Ub = A
∑
i

f(θi), (S7)

where f(θ) is quadratic for small angles, f(θ) ∼ θ2/2.
This energy should correspond to the continuous version Ub = (1/2)

∫
r′′2. To determine the value of the constant

A, we equate the continuous and discrete energies for a filament that describes a circle with radius R. The continuous
bending energy is Ub = πB/R, while the discrete energy is

Ub = ANf

Å
2π

N

ã
' 2π2A

N
, (S8)

Equating the two expressions, we get

A =
B

a
. (S9)

From the positions of the nodes, the angles are calculated by

cos(θi) = êi · êi−1, (S10)

where we have defined the unit vectors

êi =
ri+1 − ri
|ri+1 − ri|

, (S11)

where |r| is the norm of the vector r. Instead of inverting the cosine function, we write f(θ) as

f(θ) = g(cos(θ)). (S12)
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The condition f(θ) ∼ θ2/2 for small θ translates into

g′(1) = −1; (S13)

the constraint on f(θ) also implies g(1) = 0, but this condition does not have to be satisfied since the energy is defined
up to a constant.

The bending force is given by the variation of the energy with respect to the position of the nodes. This calculation
requires to know the variation of r̂ = r/|r| with r, which is

δr̂

δr
=
r̂⊥ ⊗ r̂⊥
|r|

, (S14)

where the subscript ⊥ denotes a rotation by an angle π/2. The bending force on the node i is thus

fb,i = −A
ï
g′(cos(θi−1))

δ cos(θi−1)

δri
+ g′(cos(θi))

δ cos(θi)

δri
+ g′(cos(θi+1))

δ cos(θi+1)

δri

ò
(S15)

= −A
ï
g′(cos(θi−1))

êi−1,⊥ · êi−2

|ri − ri−1|
êi−1,⊥ − g′(cos(θi+1))

êi,⊥ · êi+1

|ri+1 − ri|
êi,⊥

+g′(cos(θi))

Å
êi−1,⊥ · êi
|ri − ri−1|

êi−1,⊥ −
êi,⊥ · êi−1

|ri+1 − ri|
êi,⊥

ãò
(S16)

The simplest function g(x) satisfying the constraint (S13) is g(x) = −x. However, this choice does not penalize
large angles between neighboring segments, which we have to avoid; in particular, the torque at a node vanishes as
the angle approaches π. We choose instead

g(x) =
4

1 + x
, (S17)

which diverges as an angle approaches π. Its derivative is g′(x) = −4/(1 + x)2.

2. Tension

We discretize the tension energy as:

Ut =
aT

2

∑
i

(ri − rid,i)
2
, (S18)

where

rid,i = rconf

Å
cos(2πi/N)
sin(2πi/N)

ã
. (S19)

The tension force is thus

ft,i = aT (rid,i − ri) . (S20)

3. Pressure

The pressure energy is Up = −pA, where A is the area enclosed by the filament. It is given by

A =
1

2

∑
i

ri × ri+1 =
1

2

∑
i

ri,⊥ · ri+1 = −1

2

∑
i

ri · ri+1,⊥, (S21)

assuming that the filament is oriented counter-clockwise. As a consequence,

δA
δri

=
1

2
(−ri+1,⊥ + ri−1,⊥), (S22)

hence

fp,i = −p
2

(ri+1 − ri−1)⊥. (S23)
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4. Repulsion

Many choices are possible to avoid self-crossing while allowing two parts of the filament to slide against each other,
see for instance Ref. [2].

We do not derive the repulsion force from an energy. Instead, for a given node i we find the closest node n(i),
discarding the nodes i± 1. For the segment [n(i), n(i) + ν], ν ∈ {−1, 1}, we find the point rν on this segment that is
the closest to the node i. This can be done by calculating

λν = max

Ç
0,min

Ç
1,

(ri − rn(i)) · (rn(i)+ν − rn(i))

(rn(i)+ν − rn(i))2

åå
, (S24)

leading to

rν = rn(i) + λν
(
rn(i)+ν − rn(i)

)
. (S25)

We then choose the value of ν ∈ {−1, 1} that minimizes the distance |rν − ri|, the point rν corresponding to this
value is denoted r∗i .

We compute a repulsion force on ri as

φi =
ri − r∗i
|ri − r∗i |

Φ(|ri − ri|∗), (S26)

with

Φ(r) = θ(b− r)
ñÅ

b

r

ã7

−
Å
b

r

ã4
ô
, (S27)

where θ(u) is the Heaviside function and b is the interaction range, which we take to be a fraction of a.
Finally, we remove the component of φi that is tangent to the filament at the node i, leading to the repulsion force

fr,i = φi −
(ri+1 − ri−1) · φi

(ri+1 − ri−1)2
(ri+1 − ri−1). (S28)

5. Inextensibility

The dynamics (S3) has to satisfy inextensibility, which can be written as r′(s) · f ′(s) = 0; this is ensured by the
inextensibility force f i. We denote the sum of all the other terms of the force as g = fb + ft + fp + fr.

To define the “inextensibility force” f i, we introduce the tension in the filament τ(s), so that f i is the force due to
this tension [3]:

fi(s) = (τr′)′(s). (S29)

Actually, as strict inextensibility is difficult to ensure, we instead impose that

r′ · f ′ = Y
Ä
1− r′2

ä
, (S30)

where Y is a large stretching modulus; with this term, any deviation to inextensibility quickly relaxes to zero. The
equation for the tension is thus

r′ · (τr′)′ = −r′ · g′ + Y
Ä
1− r′2

ä
. (S31)

Instead of discretizing this equation, we write directly the equation for the discretized variables.
We denote ri the position on the node i and fi the force on this node. The evolution of the length of the segment

[i, i+ 1], which should be equal to Y (1− r′2), is given by

r′ · f ′ = a−2(ri+1 − ri) · (fi+1 − fi) = Y
[
1− a−2(ri+1 − ri)2

]
. (S32)

Denoting τi is the tension in the segment between the nodes i and i+ 1, the tension force on the node i is given by

fi,i = a−2 [τi(ri+1 − ri)− τi−1(ri − ri−1)] . (S33)
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Inserting this expression in Eq. (S32) leads an equation for the tension:

(ri+1 − ri) · (ri+2 − ri+1)τi+1 − 2(ri+1 − ri)2τi + (ri+1 − ri) · (ri − ri−1)τi−1

= Y a2
[
a2 − (ri+1 − ri)2

]
− a2(ri+1 − ri) · (gi+1 − gi). (S34)

Last, we define τi = a2τ̃i and put the equation above under the form∑
j

Aij τ̃j = Bi, (S35)

with

Ai,i+1 = (ri+1 − ri) · (ri+2 − ri+1), (S36)

Ai,i = −2(ri+1 − ri)2, (S37)

Ai,i−1 = (ri+1 − ri) · (ri − ri−1), (S38)

Bi = Y
[
a2 − (ri+1 − ri)2

]
− (ri+1 − ri) · (gi+1 − gi). (S39)

Solving equation (S35) gives the tension and thus the tension force f i. This conclude our definition of the filament
dynamics.

FIG. S3. Cross-section configurations given by the filament model with different selections of the η coefficient in Eq. S1.
Increasing η increases the overall wavenumber q, and shifts the q(p) curve vertically with the wrinkle-fold transition taking
place in the same p region. We choose η = 15 to best match the wavenumber with the experiments at all pressures (middle
panel).

D. Equilibrium configurations and the selection of η

Finally, various terms of forces in Eq. S6 are collected and the dynamics Eq. S3 is evolved using the forward Euler
method with a step size such that max(|ṙi|)∆t ≤ 0.05a. We use a small interaction range b = 0.2a for the node-
segment repulsion, and a large numerical value 106 for the effective stretching modulus Y . We start with a high
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pressure for N = 1000 nodes and the initial configuration of ri = ls[cos(2πi/N), sin(2πi/N)] with a fluctuation of
0.1a.

Figure S3 shows the evolution of the modeled cross section of a deflating balloon from the air pressure p = 178 Pa to
p = 0, for three different fixed η values. Regardless of the choice of η, the model qualitatively captures the lobed shape
at a high pressure with deep folds, a rounded wrinkled shape when fully deflated, and a wrinkle-fold transition with
an increase of the wavenumber at an intermediate pressure. An increase of η mainly shifts the q(p) curve upwards,
while having a minimal effect on the pressure region of the wrinkle-fold transition. We therefore conclude that our
system is insensitive to η in terms of the wrinkle-fold transition, and we choose the value of η = 15 which best matches
with the experimentally measured wavenumber of the system at all pressures.

SI 3. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF LOOPS AT HIGH PRESSURE

At high pressure, deep folds in between the lobes form with loops at the tips. The loops are small in size so that the
bending and pressure terms in Eq. S6 dominate. Below we analyze such asymptotic regime of a small two-dimensional
loop where there is a simplified balance between bending and pressure.

Focusing on the upper part of a loop [Fig. S4(a)], the internal force at the tip P must be vertical due to symmetry.

As a result, the force F0 at the contact point O must be vertical due to the horizontal force balance for ÕP . We

choose the origin of the coordinate system to be at this contact point O. For a segment ÕQ along the arc, the force

exerted by external pressure p is (yp,−xp). Therefore, force balance for ÕQ gives the internal stress at Q to be
(−yp, xp− F0), as shown in the schematic.

FIG. S4. (a) Schematic of a sheet forming a loop at the tip of a fold, under a high external pressure, where the tension term
U t in Eq. S1 can be neglected. (b) Numerical solutions for an asysmptotic loop at p/B = 1, 10, 100 (with the consistent unit
of length3).

Applying torque balance dM/dl = F × t [4] at point Q with the tangent t = (cosφ, sinφ) and M = B(dφ/dl)ẑ
results in the governing equation for the loop shape:

B cos2 φ
d2φ

dx2
−B cosφ sinφ

Å
dφ

dx

ã2

= −yp sinφ− (xp− F0) cosφ. (S40)

The contact force at point O to the upper part of the loop has to be pointing upwards, so that F0 must be positive.
Applying a rescaling x → x(F0/p) and substituting dy/dx = tanφ leads to a dimensionless ODE, to be solved
numerically:

φ′′′ − (3 tanφ+ cscφ secφ)φ′φ′′ + tan2 φφ′3 + c(1− x) cscφ sec2 φφ′ + c sec3 φ = 0, (S41)

where

c ≡ F 3
0

p2B
(S42)

is a dimensionless parameter.

A. Boundary conditions

We seek a loop solution with a long, flat “neck” as the contact region extending to x < 0. First, φ(0) = 0 since
otherwise there is infinite curvature at the contact line requiring infinite bending moment. However, notice Eq. S41
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is singular at φ = 0 so instead we set

φ(0) = ε, (S43)

expecting the solution φ(x) to be independent of ε as ε approaches 0. Next, integrating Eq. S41 once gives

φ′′ = −cy sinφ

cos2 φ
+ φ′2

sinφ

cosφ
− c (x− 1)

cosφ
(S44)

φ=ε−−→ c. (S45)

The third condition is given by y(0) = 0. Equations S44 and S45 give cy(0) = cos ε[c tan ε
2 + φ′2(0)], which leads to

φ′(0) =

…
−c tan

ε

2
, (S46)

so that φ′(0)→ 0 as ε→ 0− (the film curvature is zero at the point O).

B. Similarity solution

Admitting a similarity solution, the dimensionless Eq. S41 is solved numerically using the boundary conditions
Eqs. S43 S45 S46. The only remaining parameter, c is identified by requiring y(xp) = 0 where xp is the x-position of
the loop tip and is given by φ(xp) = −π/2, which results in

c = 0.587824 . . . , (S47)

as a dimensionless geometric constant, independent of mechanical properties of p, B, F0. The resulting similarity
solution with a ”neck” is plotted in Fig. S4(b) in the dimensional form (with arb. unit of length) with p/B varying
from 1 to 100 (with the consistent unit of length3), sharing the same total length including the neck. The similarity
solution numerically gives the loop size [Fig. S4(a)] wloop = 1.271(F0/p). Substitute in Eqs S42 S47, we get

wloop = 1.065

Å
B

p

ã1/3

. (S48)

This scaling behavior can also be seen from an energy argument: the balance between the bending energy B/wloop

and the work done by the pressure pwloop
2 gives wloop ∼ (B/p)1/3.

Similarly, for the contact force

F0 = c1/3B1/3p2/3. (S49)

Finally, the energy of a loop scales as

uloop ∼ B2/3p1/3. (S50)

C. Distance between folds

We evaluate the distance between folds, λfold. With an effective strain ε, the angular and radial displacement in a
lobe separating two folds is typically ελfold, leading to a tension energy per lobe ulobe ∼ λfold×T (ελfold)2 ∼ Tε2λfold

3.
For a cross section of length L, there are n = L/λfold lobes and folds, so that the total energy is

u = n(ulobe + uloop) ∼ L
Ç
Tε2λfold

2 +
B2/3p1/3

λfold

å
. (S51)

Minimizing over λfold leads to

λfold ∼
p1/9B2/9

T 1/3ε2/3
. (S52)
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