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A bstract. W e study the linearized F�opl { von K arm an theory of a long, thin

rectangular elastic m em brane that is bent through an angle 2�. W e prove rigorous

boundsfor the m inim um energy ofthis con�guration in term s ofthe plate thickness

� and thebending angle.W eshow thatthem inim um energy scalesas�5=3�7=3.This

scaling isin sharp contrastwith previously obtained resultsforthe linearized theory

ofthin sheetswith isotropiccom pression boundary conditions,wheretheenergy scales

as�.

AM S classi�cation schem enum bers:49J40,74K 15,47J20,46N10

Subm itted to:Nonlinearity

1. Introduction

Everyday experience tells us that thin elastic sheets crum ple,when con�ned into a

sm allvolum e,e.g.a sheetofpaper\con�ned" by oneshands.Crum pling also playsan

im portantrolein them echanicalbehaviorofpackaging m aterialand in thedissipation

oftheenergyofcollisionsbythe\crum plezones"ofautom obiles.Crum plingistherefore

a problem ofm uch intrinsicinterest,butunderstanding thisbehavioriscom plicated by

thecom plex m orphology ofa typicalcrum pled sheet.

Despite the com plicated appearance of a crum pled sheet, the crum pling

phenom enon is in itselfvery robust. It is easily observed in thin sheets m ade from

a variety ofm aterials,suggesting that it can be studied using sim pli�ed or idealized

m odels thatcapture the essentialfeatures ofthin elastic sheets. This approach leads

onetoconsideracrum pled sheetasam inim um energy con�guration forasim pleelastic

energy functionalforthin sheets,viz.theF�opl{ von Karm an (FvK)energy.Using this

approach ofelasticenergy m inim ization,thecrum pling responseisnow understood asa

resultoftheelasticenergyofthesheetconcentratingon asm allsubsetoftheentiresheet

[1,2,3].Theenergy in a crum pled sheetisconcentrated on a network ofthin line-like

creases(ridges)thatm eetin point-likevertices.Recentworkhasresulted in quantitative
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understanding ofboth the vertices [4,5,6,7,8]and the ridges [9,10]. Scaling laws

governing thebehaviorofcrum pled sheetshavebeen obtained in thephysicsliterature

[1,2,9,6].

M inim um energy con�gurations for the FvK energy have also been studied in

the context ofthe blistering problem ,viz. the buckling ofm em branes as a result of

isotropic com pression along the boundary. The blistering problem is relevant to the

delam ination ofthin �lm sthatare chem ically deposited athigh tem peratures,aswell

asthem echanicalbehaviorofm icro-fabricated thin-�lm diaphragm s[11,12].

There is a considerable body of m athem atical work focused on the blistering

problem [11,13,14,15,16,17,18]. Upperand lower boundshave been obtained for

approxim ationstotheelasticenergy [11,13,16],fortheFvK energy [15,17]and forfull

threedim ensionalnonlinearelasticity [18].TheFvK energy and fullthreedim ensional

nonlinear elasticity give the sam e scaling for the upper and the lower bounds. This

yieldsa rigorousscaling law fortheenergy ofa blister.Aswediscussbelow,thescaling

lawsfortheblistering problem aredi�erentfrom thoseforthecrum pling problem ,even

forthesam eenergyfunctional.Thisindicatesthattheenergym inim izingcon�gurations

fortheFvK energy show an interesting dependenceon theboundary conditions.

The m inim ization of the FvK elastic energy is an exam ple of a non-convex

variationalproblem that is regularized by a singular perturbation [19,20]. It is well

known that this can lead to a variety of m ultiple-scale behaviors including energy

concentration and/orsm allscaleoscillationsin them inim izers[21].

M ultiple scale behaviors,both m icrostructure and singularities,are ubiquitous in

condensed m atter system s. The crum pling phenom enon appears to be a particularly

sim pleand tractableinstanceofm ultiplescalebehavior.Forthisreason,therehasbeen

m uch recentinterestin physicsliteratureaboutthenatureofthecrum plingphenom enon

[22,23,1,2,24].Asym ptoticanalysis[9]and scaling argum ents[2]show thattheridge

energy scalesas

Er � �
5=3
L
1=3
;

where � isthethicknessofthesheet,and L isthelength oftheridge.Ben-Am aretal

[1]and M ahadevan etal[4]show thattheenergy ofa d-conescalesas

Ec � �
2log(L=a);

where a isthe radiusofthe core associated with the vertex. Itisclearthatthe ridge

energy is asym ptotically larger than the vertex energy as � ! 0. However, which

ofthese two energies is im portant for a given sheet depends on the relation between

the nondim ensional thickness � = �=L of the sheet, and the \crossover thickness"

�� = �=L which is determ ined by setting Er = Ec. �� in turn depends on the values

ofthem ultiplicative constantsforthesescaling laws.

These m ultiplicative constants cannot be determ ined by scaling argum ents.

M ahadevan etal[6]estim ate the constantforthe vertex energy num erically using an

ansatzfortheshapeofa sheetnearthevertex,and they �nd that

Ec � 100�2�2log(L=a);
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where � isthe com plem ent ofthe tip angle ofthe cone [6,7]. Based on Lobkovsky’s

work [9],Boudaoud etal[7]estim atethevalueoftheconstantin theridgeenergy as1.

Thisim plies,forthe experim entsin Refs.[6]and [7],the vertex energy dom inatesthe

ridgeenergy.

It would be usefulto prove these scaling laws,and determ ine the m ultiplicative

constants rigorously,that is,in an ansatz-free m anner. In this paper,we propose a

m odelproblem thatyieldsstructuresanalogousto a single ridge in a crum pled sheet.

W eprovearigorouslowerbound (with anum ericalvalueforthem ultiplicativeconstant)

forthe elastic energy in ourm odelproblem . Thisisa step toward rigorously proving

the scaling law ofLobkovsky etalfor the ridge energy [2]. W e also discuss how the

techniquesin thispapercan beextended to provesim ilarresultsfora \real" crum pled

sheet,asopposed to ourm odelproblem .

Thispaperisorganizedasfollows{InSec.2,wedescribetheproblem ofinterest,set

up the relevantenergy functionaland determ ine the appropriate boundary conditions.

W ealso rescalethevariousquantitiestoa form thatissuitableforfurtheranalysis,and

recast the problem in term s ofthe rescaled quantities. In Sec.3,we prove our m ain

result,viz.alowerbound fortheelasticenergy forourboundaryconditions.W epresent

a concluding discussion in Sec.4.

2. T he Elastic energy

W eareinterested in a m inim alridge,i.e.,thesinglecreasethatisform ed when a long

rectangularelasticstrip isbentthrough an angleby clam ping thelateralboundariesto

a bentfram e.Thissituation isdepicted in Figure1.

From thesym m etry oftheproblem ,itisclearthatweonlyneed toconsideronehalf

ofthe strip. Thisisrepresented schem atically in Figure 2. W e willuse (the m aterial)

coordinates(x;y)on the reference halfstrip jxj� L,0 � y � 1 .Also,we associate a

(u;v;w)coordinatesystem sin space,so thatasy ! 1 ,thehalf-strip isasym ptotically

in the w = 0 plane,as depicted in Figure 2. The grid in the �gure is generated by

the lines x = constantand y = constant thatare straightin the reference (m aterial)

coordinates. w represents the out ofplane deform ation,and the in-plane coordinate

arechosen so thattheu and thev axesareasym ptotically parallelto thex and y axes

respectively asy ! 1 .Since the sheetisbentthrough an angle 2�,asy ! � 1 ,the

sheetwillliein theplanew = v tan(2�).Thesym m etry ofthetwo halvesim pliesthat

thetheliney = 0m apsinto theplanew tan�+ v = 0,which bisectstheanglebetween

the planes w = 0 (the asym ptote as y ! 1 ) and w = v tan(2�) (the asym ptote as

y ! � 1 ).Thesym m etry between thetwo halvesalso im pliesthatthetangentto the

lines x = constant at y = 0 should be perpendicular to the plane w tan� + v = 0.

Consequently uy = 0 and wy = vy tan� aty = 0.

A m athem atically justi�ed way toobtain theelasticenergy ofthedeform ed sheetis

totreatthesheetasathreedim ensional(albeitthin)objectanduseafullnonlinearthree

dim ensionalelasticenergyfunctionalfortheenergydensity.Thisapproachhoweverdoes
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x
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Figure 1. A m inim alridge. The boundary conditions are given by a fram e (the

thick solid lines)bentthrough an angle.Thesheetisessentially atoutsidetheregion

bounded by the two dashed curves,and the bulk ofthe energy isconcentrated in this

region.

α

u

w

v

u = x
v = v0(x)

x = L

x = −L

y = 0

Figure 2. A schem atic representation ofour coordinate system and the boundary

conditions im posed on the sheet. The grid is given by the lines x = constant and

y = constant. The two dashed linesare the tangentto the curve x = 0 and the line

w = w0(0);u = 0 respectively,and the anglebetween theseslinesis�.
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nottakeadvantageofthe\thinness" ofthesheet.In particular,wewould like to treat

the thin sheetasa two dim ensionalobject. Thiswillgreatly reduce the com plexity of

the problem . The derivation ofreduced dim ensionaldescriptions ofthin sheets hasa

longhistory.Thereisaclassicaltheory forthin elasticsheetsbuilton thework ofEuler,

Cauchy,Kircho�,F�opland Von Karm an [25,26].

M any m odern authors have considered the problem of deriving a reduced

dim ensionaltheory [27]from three dim ensionalelasticity in a m athem atically rigorous

fashion through � { convergence[28,29].� { convergenceistheappropriatenotion for

convergence in variationalproblem s. In the context ofthin sheets,roughly speaking,

�nding the � { lim it am ounts to identifying an appropriate two dim ensionalenergy

functionalwhose m inim izers give the lim iting behavior ofthe m inim izers ofthe full

three dim ensionalenergy in the lim itthe thickness � ! 0. Thisproblem hasn’tbeen

solved in itsentirety.

Therearetwo situationsforwhich reduced dim ensionaltheorieshavebeen derived

rigorouslyas�{lim itsoffullthreedim ensionalelasticity.M em branetheories[30,31,32]

are applicable in situations where the stretching is essentially uniform through the

thicknessofthe sheetand bending theories[33]are applicable in situationswhere the

thesheetisessentially unstretched,and alltheelasticenergy isdueto strainsthatare

�rstorderin thethicknessofthesheet.

Neitherofthesetheoriesareapplicableforthem inim alridge.Forthem inim alridge,

both thestretching (m em brane)energy and thebending energy areim portant.In fact,

a ridge is a result ofthe com petition between these two energies. So we turn to the

classicalF�opl{ von Karm an ansatzforan appropriate de�nition ofthe elastic energy

[25,26]. Although the FvK energy is not rigorously derived from three dim ensional

elasticity,itcan be thoughtofasthe sum ofthe m em brane and the bending energies

thathavebeen derived rigorouslyin di�erentlim itingsituations.W ewillfurtherassum e

that,forthem inim alridge,thedeectionsjwj;ju� xjand jv� yjaresm allcom pared to

the naturallength scale L.The strainsareoftheorderofthe square ofthem axim um

deection divided by L and they are sm all. After som e rescaling,the energy ofthe

deform ed sheetisgiven by thelinearized FvK energy

I =

Z �

(ux + w
2

x � 1)2 +
1

2
(vx + uy + 2wxwy)

2 + (vy + w
2

y � 1)2
�

dxdy

+ �
2

Z

(w 2

xx + 2w 2

xy + w
2

yy)dxdy: (1)

wherex and y arereferencecoordinateson thesheet,u and v arein-planecoordinates,

w isthe outofplane displacem entand � isthe thicknessofthe sheet. The integrand

forthe�rstintegralisgiven by thesquaresofthelinearized strains,

xx = ux + w
2

x � 1; xy = yx = wxwy +
1

2
(vx + uy); yy = vy + w

2

y � 1:

The blistering ofthin �lm s is also described by the elastic energy in (1). A sim ilar

energy also describesm ultiple scale buckling in free elastic sheets(i.e. sheetsthatare

notforced through theboundary conditions)thatarenotintrinsically at[34].
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The di�erence between the blistering problem and a m inim al ridge is in the

boundary conditions,which we describe below. Since the strains are assum ed to be

sm all, vy + w 2
y � 1. Ifthe bending half-angle � � 1,so that tan� � �,we get

wy = � aty = 0.Sincethedeform ation goesto zero faraway from thebend,wehave

ju� xj! 0;jv� yj! 0;w ! 0 asy ! 1 ;

Also,thelateralboundariesatx = � L areclam ped to thefram e.Therefore,

u = x;v = w = 0;atx = � L:

Note thatthe appropriate boundary condition forthe m inim alridge aty = 0 isa free

boundary condition,subject to the sym m etry requirem ent w + vtan� = 0. W e are

going to replacethisfreeboundary condition with a Dirichletboundary condition

v = v0(x);w = w0(x) aty = 0;

wherewewillleavethefunctionsv0(x)and w0(x)unspeci�ed,exceptforasizecondition.

De�ning

a = m ax
[�L;L]

(jv0(x)j;jw0(x)j);

weim posethesizecondition by requiring thata be\sm all".

2.1.Rescalings

The relevant sm allparam eter in the problem is the non-dim ensionalthickness ofthe

sheet,� = �=L. Following Lobkovsky [9],we introduce the rescaled coordinates and

displacem entsby

x = LX ; y = �
1=3
L
2=3
Y;

and

w = �
1=3
L
2=3
W ; v = y+ �

1=3
L
2=3
V; u = x + �

2=3
L
1=3
U:

Since �;L;x;y;u;v;w allhave dim ensions of a length, it is clear that the rescaled

quantitiesX ;Y;U;V;W arealldim ensionless.W ith these rescalings,thedim ensionless

energy I = ��5=3 L�1=3 I isgiven by

I(U;V;W ) =

Z �

(UX + W
2

X )
2 +

��2=3

2
(VX + UY + 2W X W Y )

2 + �
�4=3 (VY + W

2

Y )
2

�

+
�
W

2

Y Y + 2�2=3W 2

X Y + �
4=3
W

2

X X

�
dX dY: (2)

Ourquestforrigorousscaling resultsfortheenergy I reducesto the following { Show

thattherescaled energy I,ofam inim izer(U �;V �;W �),isbounded aboveand below by

positiveconstantsuniform in thedim ensionlessthicknessparam eter�,as� ! 0.

Setting

W 0(X )= �
�1=3

L
�2=3

w0(LX ); V0(X )= �
�1=3

L
�2=3

v0(LX );
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therescaled quantitiessatisfy theboundary conditions

V = V0(X );W = W 0(X );W Y = � atY = 0;

and

U ! 0;V ! 0;W ! 0 asY ! 1 ;

W ehavethelateralboundary conditions

U = V = W = 0 atX = � 1:

Also, the deform ation at Y = 0 satis�es jV0(X )j � A and jW0(X )j � A where

A = ��1=3 L�2=3 a.

3. Low er B ound

In this section,we prove a lower bound for the linearized Elastic energy in Eq.(1),

provided thatthelength scalea associated with theboundary conditionssatis�esa size

condition.

T heorem 3.1.I(u;v;w)isasde�ned in Eq.(1).There isa constantb> 0 such that,

forallu 2 H 1;v 2 H 1 and w 2 H 2 \ W 1;4 satisfying the boundary conditions

ju� xj! 0;jv� yj! 0;w ! 0 asy ! 1 ;

u = x;v = w = 0; atx = � L;

v = v0(x);w = w0(x) aty = 0;

and the size condition

m ax
[�L;L]

(jv0(x)j;jw0(x)j)= a � b�
1=3
L
2=3
�
2=3
;

we have the lowerbound

I(u;v;w)�
2

5
�
7=3
�
5=3
L
1=3
:

R em ark.W e willprove the theorem by proving the scaled version ofthe statem ent,

viz.,therescaled boundary conditionsalong with therescaled sizecondition

m ax(jV0(X )j;jW 0(X )j)= A � b�
2=3
;

im ply that

I �
2�7=3

5
:

R em ark.Thehypothesisforthetheorem includesasizecondition on thedisplacem ent

aty = 0.Thisissom ewhatunsatisfying,asitisnota prioriobviousthata ridge in a

\real" crum pled sheetwillsatisfy thiscondition.
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In our search for a lower bound,we can assum e I(U;V;W ) < 1 w.l.o.g. From

Eq.(2),it follows that for � > 0,W 2 H 2. By the standard trace theorem s,the

boundary conditions W (X ;0) = W 0(X ) and W Y (X ;0) = � are therefore assum ed

pointwiseforalm ostevery X .

SinceU = 0atX = � 1,itfollowsthat
R
1

�1
(UX + W 2

X )dX =
R
1

�1
W 2

X dX .Using this

togetherwith Jensen’sinequality weget

I(U;V;W )�

Z
�
(UX + W

2

X )
2 + W

2

Y Y

�
dX dY

�

Z
1

0

"

1

2

�Z
1

�1

W
2

X dX

� 2

+

Z
1

�1

W
2

Y Y dX

#

dY (3)

Thusthefunctional

E (W )=

Z
1

0

"

1

2

�Z
1

�1

W
2

X dX

� 2

+

Z
1

�1

W
2

Y Y dX

#

dY

boundsI(U;V;W )from below.Henceitsu�cestoobtain alowerbound forE with the

given hypothesisto provethetheorem .

LetE b and E s denotethequantities

E b =

Z

W
2

Y Y dX dY;

and

E s =

Z
1

0

1

2

�Z
1

�1

W
2

X dX

� 2

dY:

Although E b and E s are only lowerboundsforthe \true" bending and the stretching

energies Ib and Is,we willnonetheless callE b and E s the bending and the stretching

energy forconvenience.

Forevery X ,wede�ne

�(X )=

�Z
1

0

W
2

Y Y (X ;Y )dY

�
�1

;

and forevery Y ,wede�ne

�(Y )=

Z
1

�1

W
2

X dX :

SinceE < 1 ,�(X )> 0 (a.e.) and �(Y )< 1 (a.e.).

Forany function f depending on X and Y ,letkfk2Y denote
R
1

�1
jf(X ;Y )j2dX ,so

that,

�(Y )= kW X k
2

Y :

�(X )isa\local"(in X )m easureofthebending energy,and [�(X )]�1 can bethoughtof

asthebendingenergydensityinX thatisobtainedbyintegratingouttheY dependence.

W ecan also think of�(X )asthelength scale associated with the bending energy asa
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function ofX ,viz.,we expectthatthebending energy density in Y decaysrapidly for

Y=�(X )� 1 (See Fig.1).Likewise,[�(Y )]2 isa local(in Y )m easure ofthe stretching

energy.In term sof�(X )and �(Y ),thebending an thestretching energiesaregiven by

E b =

Z
1

�1

1

�(X )
dX E s =

Z
1

0

1

2
[�(Y )]2dY:

W enow begin ourproofofthetheorem .Theidea behind theproofisto show that

thestretchingenergy E s can bebounded from below by anegativepowerofthebending

energy E b,so thatthetotalenergy E s+ E b tendsto +1 asE b ! 0 and E b ! 1 .This

ensurestheexistence ofa positivelowerbound forE (and consequently also forI).

Lem m a 3.2.Forevery Y ,wehavetheinequality

kW k2Y � �
2
Y
2 � 2Y3E b� 4A2:

Proof. If�(X )> 0,W (X ;:)isaC1 function bytheSobolevEm beddingtheorem and the

boundary conditionsim ply thatW (X ;0)= W 0(X )and W Y (X ;0)= �. Consequently,

forsuch an X ,

W (X ;Y )= W 0(X )+ �Y +

Z Y

0

W Y Y (X ;�)(Y � �)d�:

W ewillestim ateW 2(X ;Y )from thisequation using theelem entary inequalities

ja� bj2 � (1� �)jaj2 �
1� �

�
jbj2;

and

ja+ bj2 � (1+ �)jaj2 +
1+ �

�
jbj2;

forall� > 0.By ourhypothesison theboundary conditions,

jW 0(X )j
2 � A

2
:

By Jensen’sinequality

�Z Y

0

W Y Y (X ;�)(Y � �)d�

� 2

� Y

Z Y

0

W
2

Y Y (X ;�)(Y � �)2d�

� Y
3

Z Y

0

W
2

Y Y (X ;�)d�

�
Y 3

�(X )

Com bining theseestim ates,weget

W
2(X ;Y )� (1� �1)�

2
Y
2 �

1� �1

�1

�

(1+ �2)
Y 3

�(X )
+
1+ �2

�2
A
2

�

;
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forallpositive�1 and �2.In particular,setting �1 = 1=2 and �2 = 1 yields

W
2(X ;Y )�

1

2
�
2
Y
2 �

2Y 3

�(X )
� 2A2: (4)

Integrating thisinequality in X weobtain

kW k2Y � �
2
Y
2 � 2Y3E b� 4A2; (5)

proving thelem m a.

Ourproofisbased on dem onstrating thata sm allbending energy E b willlead to

a largestretching energy.Thisidea isquanti�ed by thefollowing lem m a where we use

Eq.(5)to estim atethestretching energy E s from below in term softhebending energy

E b.

Lem m a 3.3.Let

� =

�
4E bA

�3

� 2

:

Thereisa constant�� > 0 such that,if� < ��,thestretching energy E s satis�es

E s �
�14

5� 729� E5

b

:

Proof. W ehave,

�(Y )= kW X k
2

Y �
�2

4
kW k2Y ;

by thePoincareInequality.Eq.(5)now yields

�(Y )�
�2

4

�
�
2
Y
2 � 2Y3E b� 4A2

�
:

W e willnow extractthe appropriate scaling dependence of�(Y )and Es on � and E b.

Setting �2Y 2 = 2Y 3E b,wededucethata characteristic scale ~Y forY isgiven by

~Y =
�2

2E b

:

Rescaling Y in term sof~Y ,weobtain

�(Y )�
�6�2

16E 2

b

"�
Y

~Y

� 2�

1�
Y

~Y

�

� �

#

;

where� isasde�ned above,i.e.

� =

�
4E bA

�3

� 2

:
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M aking thechangeofvariablesY = z~Y ,and using �(Y )� 0,weseethat

E s �

Z
1

0

1

2
[�(Y )]2dY �

�4�14K (�)

512E 5

b

;

where

K (�)=

Z
1

0

�
m ax(z2(1� z)� �;0)

�2
dz:

K (�) is clearly a continuous function of� and K (0) = 1=105. Since �4K (0)=512 >

1=(5� 729),thereisan �� > 0 such thatforall� < ��,�4K (�)=512> 1=(5� 729).The

lem m a follows.

W ecan now provethetheorem .

Proof. Letb= 5

8

p
��.Thehypothesisim ply

A <
5

8

p
���

2=3
:

IfE b � 2�7=3=5,thereisnothingtoprove.Therefore,wecan assum ethatE b < 2�7=3=5.

Then,itfollowsthat

� =

�
4E bA

�3

� 2

< �
�
:

Consequently E s � �14=(5� 729� E5

b).M inim izing E s + E b,weseethat

I � Es + E b �
�14

5� 729� E5

b

+ E b �
2�7=3

5
:

The theorem follows by \undoing" our rescaling to express the results in term s of

u;v;w;a and I.

R em ark.In theappendix,weshow that

K (�)�
1

105
�
�

6
:

Therefore,we can choose �� = 0:048 and b = 0:13. W e see thatb isnotexceedingly

sm all.RatheritisO (1).Also,itisnotthebestconstantforthistheorem ,and wecan

geta bettervalue by optim izing ourchoicesforthe constants(�1 and �2 which we set

to be1=2 and 1 respectively).

4. D iscussion

W e have proved a rigorous lower bound for the elastic energy of a ridge that is

consistent with the results obtained by Lobkovsky etal [2]using scaling argum ents,

and by Lobkovsky [9]using m atched asym ptotics.In orderto prove these scaling laws

rigorously,we also need analogous upper bounds that are consistent with the sam e

scaling. This approach has been used successfully for a variety ofother variational
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problem s [35,15,17]. The upper bound is usually obtained by constructing a test

solution that yields the bound. One is often guided by scaling argum ents in the

construction ofthe appropriate testsolution. Thisisin contrastto the lowerbounds,

where one needs to obtain functional analysis type inequalities that captures the

com petition between distinct energies in the problem (e.g. lem m a 3.3). It is this

com petition thatdeterm inesthescaling behavioroftheproblem .

W ehavenotconstructed theupperbounds,becausewebelievethattheywillfollow

from thescaling ansatzin Lobkovsky’swork [9].W ealso believethattheupperbound

willscale in the sam e m annerasthe lowerbound,thereby giving usa rigorousscaling

law fortheenergy ofa singleridge.

Aswe rem ark before proving the theorem ,ourresultisnotdirectly applicable to

them inim alridgesincewehavetheextra hypothesis

a � b�
2=3
�
7=3
L
1=3
;

W e need to replace thisrestriction with a free boundary condition aty = 0 subjectto

thesym m etry requirem entw tan�+ v = 0,and theboundary condition w y = vy tan�.

Despite this caveat, we claim that the analysis in this paper captures the

essentialfeaturesofthe m inim alridge problem ,nam ely the scaling in lem m a 3.3,and

consequently thescalinglaw fortheenergy oftheridge.W ewillshow thatthisisindeed

thecaseby investigating theproblem with the\true" boundary conditionselsewhere.

A harderproblem istoshow thatthescalinglawsalsoholdforarealcrum pled sheet,

wheretheforcingisnotthrough clam pingtheboundariestoafram e,butratherthrough

the con�nem entin a sm allvolum e. In thiscase,there are interesting globalgeom etric

and topologicalconsiderations,som e ofwhich are explored in Refs.[36]and [37]. As

Lobkovsky and W itten [10]argue,the boundary condition that the deform ation goes

to zero faraway from theridgeim pliesthattheridgesdo notinteractwith each other

signi�cantly. The ridges can be considered the elem entary excitations ofa crum pled

sheet. In ourquestforupperand lowerbounds,thistranslatesto the statem entthat

the test solutions for the upper bound can be constructed by piecing together local

solutions near each ridge. Thus the upper bound is obtained relatively easily. The

hard partisto show thatthecon�nem entactually leadsto theform ation ofridges,and

thatthe com petition between the bending and the stretching energy forthissituation

hasthe sam e form asin lem m a 3.3. In thiscontext,we expectthatglobaltopological

considerations,aswellasthenon self-intersection ofthesheetwillplay akey rolein the

analysis,asthey do in theanalysisofelasticrods(onedim ensionalobjects)[38].

Aswe note above,the blistering problem isdescribed by the sam e elastic energy

(Eq.(1)), but with di�erent boundary conditions. Our results show an interesting

contrastwith resultsforthe blistering problem . Ben Belgacem etal. have shown that

[17],foran isotropically com pressed thin �lm ,theenergy ofthem inim izersatis�es

c�
3=2
�L � I � C�

3=2
�L;

where L is a typicallength scale ofthe dom ain,and � is the com pression factor. A

construction for the upper bound strongly suggests that the m inim izers develop an

12



in�nitely branched network with oscillationson increasingly �nerscalesas� ! 0. In

contrast,ourresultsindicatethattheenergy ofa m inim alridgesatis�es

c�
5=3
L
1=3 � I � C�

5=3
L
1=3
;

and theenergy concentratesin aregion ofwidth �1=3L2=3.Thisshowsthatthenatureof

thesolution ofthevariationalproblem fortheelasticenergyin (1)dependsverystrongly

on the boundary conditions. In particularthe very nature ofthe energy m inim izersis

di�erentforthe two problem s{ Forthe blistering problem s,as� ! 0 the m inim izers

develop a branched network offolds re�ning towards the boundary. The m inim izers

therefore display the problem ofsm allscale oscillations [39,21]. The m inim alridge

problem on the otherhand displaysthe concentration phenom enon [39,21]as� ! 0,

with theenergy concentrating on a region ofwidth � �1=3L2=3.Itwould beinteresting

to explorethisissuefurther,and in particular,to understand them echanism sby which

theboundary conditionsdeterm inethenatureofthem inim izer.

A ppendix

In thisappendix,weprovetheinequality

K (�)=

Z
1

0

�
m ax(z2(1� z)� �;0)

�2
dz�

1

105
�
�

6
:

Proof. Letf � 0.Then,forf � �,wehave

[m ax(f � �;0)]
2
= f

2 � 2�f + �
2 � f

2 � 2�f:

For0� f � �,wehave

[m ax(f � �;0)]
2
= 0� f

2 � 2�f:

Using theseinequalitiesin thede�nition ofK (�)weobtain

K (�)�

Z
1

0

�
z
2(1� z)

�2
� 2�z2(1� z)dz�

1

105
�
�

6
:
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