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We study the geometry of defects in amorphous materials and
their elastic interactions. Defects are defined and characterized by
deviations of the material’s intrinsic metric from a Euclidian metric.
This characterization makes possible the identification of localized
defects in amorphous materials, the formulation of a correspond-
ing elastic problem, and its solution in various cases of physical
interest. We present a multipole expansion that covers a large
family of localized 2D defects. The dipole term, which represents
a dislocation, is studied analytically and experimentally. Quadru-
poles and higher multipoles correspond to fundamental strain-car-
rying entities. The interactions between those entities, as well as
their interaction with external stress fields, are fundamental to the
inelastic behavior of solids. We develop analytical tools to study
those interactions. The model, methods, and results presented in
this work are all relevant to the study of systems that involve a
distribution of localized sources of strain. Examples are plasticity
in amorphous materials and mechanical interactions between cells
on a flexible substrate.

amorphous solid | elasticity | reference metric | plasticity | defects

The characterization of defects in amorphous solids is a fun-
damental problem in material science. In crystalline solids

defects are localized structural deviations of matter from its or-
dered state. The modeling of those defects in the framework of
continuum mechanics is via constraints on the configurations of
the body (1). When trying to develop plasticity theories for
amorphous materials, in which no structural order exists, one
faces the problem of how to define defects as intrinsic geometric
objects (2–4).
The first attempt to classify defects in a continuum description

is due to Volterra (5). In this description, defects are sources of
geometric incompatibility that results in elastic stresses. Volterra
described elementary states of frustration in elastic materials,
using cut–shift–weld protocols. Volterra’s constructions provide
a list of pathways that result in geometrically frustrated states.
However, these constructions cannot be regarded as definitions
of defects, because very different procedures can result in the
same material geometry.
The idea to describe distributions of defects using smooth

geometric fields began with Kondo (6) and Bilby et al. (7) (more
recent works are in refs. 8–10). Inspired by properties of defects
in crystalline materials, they suggested to describe defects in
continuum by geometric fields such as curvature and torsion
tensors. This formalism describes the intrinsic geometry associ-
ated with defects, but it was not integrated into the theory of
elasticity. Moreover, different types of defects involve different
geometric fields, which makes such an approach complicated.
A possibly different approach for the description of defects is

motivated by ref. 11 in the context of flexible membranes with a
hexagonal crystalline order. Studying the stress state of a disc
with a single disclination (a “5” or “7” defect in hexagonal lat-
tice) or dislocation (a “5–7” pair), it was shown that these in-
trinsic structural defects lead to a source term in the elastic stress
equation. Thin discs buckle into 3D configurations, “screening”
the stress sources by the Gaussian curvature of the buckled

surface. This observation suggests that the perturbation to the
crystalline order associated with topological defects affects the
mechanical state by generating localized intrinsic Gaussian cur-
vature. It is natural to ask, then, whether similar localized dis-
tributions of intrinsic Gaussian curvature can also be found in
amorphous materials that undergo irreversible deformations and,
if so, what the proper field would be to describe it.
A large volume of work has recently been dedicated to the

description of irreversibly deformed amorphous solids, using the
framework of incompatible elasticity (12). In this description an
elastic body is modeled as a 3D Riemannian manifold, equipped
with a reference metric g, which represents local equilibrium
distances between material elements. Every configuration of the
body induces on that manifold a metric, g, which we call the
actual metric. The elastic strain is the deviation of g from g. In
cases where the intrinsic geometry of the body is invariant under
translations along an axis, the reference metric is determined
by its value on a cross section; i.e., it is effectively 2D. Two-
dimensional metrics are characterized by a single scalar field—
the Gaussian curvature (13). For such intrinsic geometries,
incompatibility amounts to a nonzero reference Gaussian curvature
K (the Gaussian curvature associated with the reference metric).
The elastic model is fully determined by a constitutive relation,

which relates the internal stresses to the strain field. In the case
of a hyperelastic material, the constitutive relation can be de-
fined by an energy functional, which is an additive measure of a
local energetic cost of deviations of the actual metric from the
reference metric. In the case of an amorphous solid, we assume
that the microscopic structure of the solid is fully encoded by the
reference metric g, in which case the elastic energy is of the form
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E=
Z

W ðgðxÞ; gðxÞÞ  dVolg.

Here dVolg is the volume element, and W is a nonnegative en-
ergy density that vanishes if and only if gðxÞ= gðxÞ. Incompatibil-
ity manifests in that g cannot equal g everywhere simultaneously.
In this formulation there is a complete separation between the
description of the intrinsic geometry of the material (determin-
ing g) and the description of the elastic problem (finding the
energy minimizing g). The reference metric is an objective mea-
sure that is independent, for example, of the actual configuration
or the elastic energy functional.
Incompatible elasticity was recently used in the analysis of thin

sheets endowed with an imposed global deformation field, which
induces smooth reference Gaussian curvature fields (14–20) (a
discontinuous reference metric was considered in refs. 21 and
22). Smooth reference metrics can describe a wide range of
geometrically frustrated material; however, they are incapable of
describing geometric singularities, such as in localized defects
(23). In this work we perform two main steps: First, we identify a
set of reference metrics associated with 2D defects in a 3D
amorphous material. These defects are expressed by a multipole
expansion of the reference Gaussian curvature field. We show
that the first three multipoles in the hierarchy correspond to
known defects in crystalline materials. We compare our analyt-
ical results to experiments with amorphous materials containing
an isolated curvature dipole. In the second part of the paper the
advantages of the formalism are demonstrated by solving the
elastic problem of interacting curvature quadrupoles. We pro-
vide analytical expressions for interaction energies of curvature
quadrupoles with external stress and with each other. The energy
landscape that results from these expressions indicates an in-
creasing tendency to stress localization, depending on the pa-
rameters of the system.
Defects generate internal stresses resulting from geometric

frustration. It is well known that a crystalline body that contains a
defect is residually stressed—it has no stress-free configuration.
However, every part of it that does not contain the defect is a
perfect crystal. Therefore, once separated from the body, it does
have a stress-free configuration. Similarly, we model a defect-
free amorphous material by a reference metric that can be em-
bedded in Euclidean space without strain, i.e., isometrically. A
body containing a line defect, which in the case of a 2D geometry
implies that the defect is concentrated at a point, is therefore
modeled by a reference metric that is locally Euclidean every-
where, except at that point (which will be taken as the origin).
Local flatness means that every point has a neighborhood that
can be embedded in Euclidean space isometrically. Incompati-
bility manifests in that the entire manifold cannot be isometri-
cally embedded in Euclidean space. The characteristic of such
metrics is that the reference Gaussian curvature vanishes every-
where except for the origin, where it is singular.
We are thus looking for 2D metrics that are locally Euclidean.

Note that we are focusing our attention on the reference metric
of the material. The solution of the resulting elastic problem is
addressed further below.
It is known that every 2D metric is locally conformally flat

(24), which means that it can be expressed as the product of a
Euclidean metric and a positive scalar function. Adopting
polar coordinates ðr, θÞ, a conformally flat reference metric takes
the form

g= e2φðr, θÞ
�
1 0
0 r2

�
. [1]

The function e2φðr, θÞ can be interpreted as a local expansion fac-
tor. Also, we call φðr, θÞ the conformal factor.

Using the Brioschi equation (13), the corresponding reference
Gaussian curvature is

K =−e−2φðr, θÞΔφðr, θÞ, [2]

where Δ is the Euclidean Laplacian. It follows that the reference
metric is locally Euclidean if φ is harmonic,

Δφðr, θÞ= 0. [3]

Using a multipole expansion, we obtain a large family of locally
Euclidean metrics by setting

φðr, θÞ= β+ α ln r+
X∞
n=1

ðAnrn +Bnr−nÞcos nðθ− θnÞ, [4]

where α, β,An,Bn, θn are parameters. Setting An = 0 amounts to
ðr, θÞ being standard polar Euclidean coordinates as r→∞. The
parameter β is a homogeneous scaling factor that globally in-
duces zero reference Gaussian curvature and hence may be set
to zero.
When plugged into Eq. 1, the parameters Bn and α determine

a large family of reference metrics, each with a different singu-
larity of K at the origin. Mechanically, these singularities act as
intrinsic localized sources of stress and therefore can be regarded
as defects.
We now study the geometric interpretation of each multipole

term in this expansion by considering an annular domain, which
represents a cross section of a punctured 3D cylinder. The inner
radius serves as a cutoff for the curvature singularity. Consider
first the case where α is the only nonzero coefficient, which
corresponds to a monopole of Gaussian curvature. It can be
shown that such a metric models a disclination with an excess
angle of 2πα (SI Text). The same geometry can be obtained via a
Volterra construction (5), by removing/inserting a section 2πα
out of/into a dissected annulus. When applied to thin sheets,
these constructions lead to cone and anticone configurations (11,
25). In a hexagonal crystalline material 6α must be an integer
leading, for example, to the well-known 5 or 7 defects (11).
Consider next the case where B1 is the only nonzero co-

efficient, which corresponds to a dipole of Gaussian curvature;
without loss of generality we may take θ1 = 0, which amounts to
setting the x axis parallel to the dipole. The reference metric
takes the form

gD = eb cos θ=πr
�
1 0
0 r2

�
, [5]

where b= 2πB1. A dipole is a far field approximation of a pair of
monopoles of opposite charges. In the present context, a metric
of the form [5] is generated by a cone–anticone pair. In crystals,
cone–anticone pairs (e.g., 5–7 pairs in hexagonal lattices) are
edge dislocations. Thus, the metric [5] represents an edge dislo-
cation in amorphous materials.
Dislocations are classically quantified by a Burgers vector,

which in crystalline solids measures a discontinuity in the dis-
placement field, where the latter is expressed in crystallographic
units (1). Note that the notion of displacement assumes the ex-
istence of a reference configuration; i.e., it is not an intrinsic
quantity. In contrast, the geometric description of dislocation in
crystalline materials relies on a notion of parallelism. One as-
sumes the existence of a parallel frame field, which represents
the crystalline axes (2, 6, 7). The Burgers vector is then associ-
ated with an asymmetric parallel transport.
In an amorphous material, the only structure is a metric. Then,

the only natural notion of parallelism is induced by the Levi–
Civita connection (13), which induces a symmetric parallel
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transport. It is a priori unclear how to obtain a nontrivial Burgers
vector from a parallel transport that is symmetric.
Assume a reference metric of the form [5]. Let Πp

q be the Levi–
Civita parallel transport operator from point q to point p, in-
duced by [5] (details in SI Text). This operator is well defined
because the total curvature enclosed by any loop is zero, and
hence parallel transport is path independent. We then follow the
classical definition of the Burgers vector by integrating infini-
tesimal displacement vectors along a closed loop γðtÞ; however,
unlike the classical approach, this integration takes place in the
reference manifold

dðγ, pÞ=
Z Yp

γðtÞð _γðtÞÞ  dt, [6]

where p is an arbitrary reference point. dðγ, pÞ is a vector at p that
depends on the loop γ. It is proportional to the number of times
that the loop surrounds the singularity (23). Moreover, the vec-
tor dðγ, pÞ is independent of the reference point p. Therefore, we
define the Burgers vector b as dðγ, pÞ for loops γ that surround
the singularity once. This generalizes the notion of a Burgers
vector for amorphous materials.
A direct calculation shows that for a reference metric of the

form [5] and a reference point p= ðr0, 0Þ, the Burgers vector is
given by

b=−be−b=2πr0   ŷ, [7]

where ŷ is a unit vector along the y axis. As expected, it is per-
pendicular to the axis of the metric dipole. Its magnitude is

jbj=
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
hb, bigD

q
= b.

Conformally flat metrics, and in particular the metric [5], can
be induced on an originally Euclidean manifold, by differential
swelling. Using this idea, we imposed a reference metric of the
form gD on annulus-shaped discs of a N-isopropylacrylamide
(NIPA) gel, using an experimental technique similar to the one
described in refs. 15 and 18. The local swelling factor is set by the
cross-linking density of the gel, which is determined by the local
exposure of the gel to UV irradiation (SI Text). Note that such a
differential swelling generates bodies that contain a single edge
dislocation, even though the plastic deformation is smooth every-
where (unlike Volterra’s cut-and-weld procedures).
When such annular discs are flattened, mimicking a cross

section of a 3D body, they are stressed. The insertion of a radial
cut allows the locally flat body to relax into a stress-free flat
configuration. Fig. 1 A and B displays two such annuli cut along
the θ= 0 and θ=−ðπ=2Þ directions. In Fig. 1A the new stress-free
configuration exhibits a constant discontinuous shift along the
cut. In Fig. 1B the new stress-free configuration exhibits a con-
stant discontinuous shift perpendicular to the cut. The plastic
deformations needed to restore the bodies as they were before
the cut coincide with Volterra constructions of an edge dislo-
cation. This proves that differential swelling can yield a stress
field identical to that of a dislocation. Fig. 1 C and D displays
analytical calculations of isometric immersions of cut discs with
metrics of the form [5] for b= 5 mm (details in SI Text). The
agreement with experiments is excellent.
Similar to disclinations and dislocations in crystals, the cur-

vature monopole and dipole are “topological defects.” They
cannot be removed, or even altered, by local deformations or by
the removal of a region around the defect. The mathematical
description of topological defects in Riemannian manifolds in-
volves the notion of a monodromy. The monodromy associated
with curvature monopoles and dipoles is nontrivial. In contrast,
the monodromy associated with curvature quadrupoles and

higher-order multipoles is trivial, meaning that by removing the
defect locus all stresses can be relaxed (23).
The lowest multipole that can be generated by localized plastic

deformations is the quadrupole. It can be identified with strain
carriers in phenomenological theories of plasticity (26–29) or
with Eshelby inclusions (30–32). Such localized sources of stress
appear in a biological context as well, when cells that are de-
posited on a flexible substrate contract uniaxially. The strains/
stresses generated by the cells are known to affect their relative
motion and generate collective organization patterns (for a re-
view on this subject see ref. 33 and references therein).
A body that contains a single quadrupole is described by the

reference metric [1] in which the only nonzero coefficient in the
multipole expansion [4] is B2,

φQðr, θÞ=
Q  cos 2ðθ− αÞ

4πr2
, [9]

where Q= 4π2B2 and α= θ2.
To understand the geometrical interpretation of defects car-

rying a quadrupole charge, consider an annulus whose initial
reference metric with conformal factor φ= 0. Change now its
reference metric into one with conformal factor φQ given by [9].
Both reference metrics are globally flat, and hence they can be
embedded isometrically (i.e., stress-free) in the plane. The com-
parison between the two stress-free configurations reveals the de-
formation inducing the curvature quadruple.
Fig. 2A displays the change in the stress-free configuration for

α= 0. The solid lines represent the stress-free configuration for
φ= 0, whereas the color-filled shape represents the stress-free
configuration for φ=φQ. In this case the local deformation that
induces the metric is a compression. Fig. 2B displays the change
in the stress-free configuration for α= π=4. In this case the local
deformation that induces the metric is a shear (details in SI Text).

Fig. 1. (A and B) Experiments. NIPA annular gels with a reference metric [5]
for b= 5 mm. Sample A is cut along the θ= 0 axis and sample B is cut along
the θ=−π=2 axis. The slightly lighter band in B is a region of overlap of two
surfaces. Radial cuts allow the gels to adopt a flat stress-free configuration.
In both cases, relaxation is accompanied with a constant shift of about 4 mm.
(C and D) Calculation. Shown is isometric embedding of the same reference
metric with branch cuts along the rays θ= 0 and θ=−π=2.
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So far we have shown that the reference metric field can de-
scribe localized sources of stress in amorphous materials, which
share many similarities with defects in crystalline materials.
Curvature monopoles and curvature dipoles are equivalent to
disclinations and dislocations, respectively. Curvature quadru-
poles are equivalent to Stone–Wales defects (34) and can be
generated via localized deformations. The description of defects
using a reference metric does not depend on the constitutive
laws of the underlying material and does not involve any line-
arization. In addition, because it is defined in the reference
manifold, it does not depend on the actual configuration of the
body. This property is important when dealing with problems
that contain many defects: Such bodies can be described by a
reference metric (Eq. 1), with

φðxÞ=
X
i

φiðx− xiÞ, [10]

where φiðx− xiÞ is the conformal factor of a single defect, located
at xi. This superposition property is exact and is crucial for mod-
eling “many body problems” (Fig. 2 C and D). Finally, the re-
sultant (nonlinear) elastic problem can be solved analytically
(35). Given a reference metric, one obtains a partial differential
equation for an incompatible stress function (ISF). The ISF is a
generalization of the classical Airy stress function.
With these tools in hand, we turn to analyze a mechanism

related to strain localization in sheared amorphous solids.
It was recently suggested (31, 32) that the formation of shear

bands during the failure of amorphous solids is initiated by the
appearance of lines of correlated Eshelby-like singularities.
These localized plastic deformations are induced by an external

load, but their positions and orientations are driven by their
mutual interactions as well as by their interaction with the ex-
ternal load. Thus, to elucidate the formation of shear bands it is
necessary to understand these interactions, which is a notoriously
hard problem. Analytical solutions for the arrangement of mul-
tiple localized plastic deformations were obtained in ref. 31 for
the case of few, weakly interacting Eshelby inclusions (such an
approximation is required due to the nonadditivity of linear
elastic theory with respect to Eshelby inclusions).
Motivated by ref. 31, we proceed to study the mechanical state

of an externally loaded amorphous solid that contains a given
distribution of localized defects. Specifically, we study the mutual
interaction of two curvature quadrupoles in an external stress
field. The superposition property of our formalism and its non-
linearity allow a formulation without the approximations made in
ref. 31. In particular, we can capture the transition from weak to
strong coupling between the quadrupoles. The quadrupoles are
located at ð0,0Þ and RðcosΘ, sinΘÞ. Their orientations and charges
are α1,Q1, and α2,Q2, respectively.
Using the ISF method mentioned above, and assuming that

the two quadrupoles are separated by a distance, r � ffiffiffiffiffi
Qi

p
, we

obtain the interaction energy of two quadrupoles,

UQQ =
YQ1Q2

16πR2 cosð2ðα1 + α2 − 2ΘÞÞ, [11]

where Y is the Young modulus. Physically, we expect the inter-
action energy to be large when R is below a core size, Rc, and
thus we assume UQQ to be given by [11] for R≥Rc and infinite
otherwise.

Fig. 2. (A and B) An analytical calculation of the planar embedding of annuli endowed with reference metrics with conformal factor [9]. The case (A) α= 0
represents a compression-like deformation, whereas the case (B) α= π=4 represents a shear-like deformation. (C) An analytic solution of the displacement field
induced by a linear array of seven quadrupoles oriented with π=4with respect to the external shear direction. (D) A magnification of the region between two
adjacent quadrupoles.
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The interaction of a quadrupole with an external stress field is
computed in a similar way. Taking for example an asymptotic
shear stress field, σxy → σ∞ as jyj→∞, we obtain

Uext =−
1
2
Qσ∞ sin 2 α [12]

(detailed calculations in SI Text).
Consider then a body subjected to an asymptotic shear stress

field. Suppose the body contains two quadrupoles of orientations
α1, α2 and a fixed magnitude Q, located at points x1, x2, such that
x2 − x1 =RðcosΘ, sinΘÞ. The total interaction energy for R≥Rc is

Utotal =
1
2
Qσ∞

�
−sin 2α1 − sin 2α2 +B

R2
c

R2 cosð2α1 + 2α2 − 4ΘÞ
�
,

where

B=
QY

8πR2
cσ

∞

is a dimensionless parameter.
Minimizing this energy over α1, α2, R and Θ, the state of

minimal energy is

α1 = α2 =
π

4
, R=Rc, and Θ= 0.

Thus, a state of minimum energy is obtained when the quadru-
poles are close to each other, the line that connects them is
parallel to the direction of the shear, and their orientations are at
an angle of π=4 relative to the direction of the shear. This pre-
diction is consistent with ref. 31 and extends it as it is valid also
for strong quadrupole–quadrupole interactions.
In the above analysis the distance between the quadrupoles is

a variable determined by energetic considerations. In other
models, however, both the positions and the magnitudes of the
localized plastic deformations are predetermined. In these models
the distance Rc in the definition of B should be replaced by the
actual distance between the quadrupoles.
The fact that the energy minima of the weakly and strongly

interacting quadrupoles coincide does not imply that materials
behave similarly in these two limits. The difference between the
two cases is significant in the presence of noise. Then, the full

energy landscape is important and not just the location of the
minima. For a strong shear field, i.e., for B � 1, the total en-
ergy is dominated by the interaction with the external field,
which implies that α1,α2 will not deviate much from their op-
timal value. For a weak shear field, i.e., for B � 1, the total en-
ergy is dominated by the mutual interaction of the quadrupoles,
and hence Θ will not deviate much from α1 + α2 − π=2. For fixed
Θ, α1, α2 may fluctuate as long as their sum remains constant.
Fig. 3 shows the interaction energy landscape as function of

α1 and α2 for R=Rc and Θ= 0. Fig. 3A corresponds to B � 1.
The energy landscape displays a unique global minimum at
α1 = α2 = π=4. Fig. 3B corresponds to B � 1. In this case there is
a degeneracy with a global minimum along the line α1 = π=2− α2.
Fig. 3C corresponds to an intermediate regime. The deviations
from the unique global minimum are shallower along the line
α1 = π=2− α2, and these are expected to dominate noisy statistics
in realistic materials.
In summary, we presented a geometric approach to 2D defects

in 3D amorphous elastic bodies. In this approach, the defective
body is described by a single geometric field—the reference
metric. The latter is an intrinsic property, independent of the
body’s configuration.
We identified a family of defects associated with multipoles of

the reference Gaussian curvature and demonstrated the corre-
spondence between the various multipoles and known defects in
crystals. The monopole term corresponds to a disclination, and
the dipole term corresponds to an edge dislocation. Both terms
are associated with a topological property of the reference
manifold—the monodromy. It was demonstrated experimentally
that a single dipole defect with a given Burgers vector can be
generated in an amorphous gel by controlling the reference
metric. Curvature quadrupoles are of special interest in the
context of inelastic deformations in amorphous solids and in the
context of the mechanical interaction between living contracting
cells (33). They can be generated via localized deformations and
are qualitatively similar to strain carriers in phenomenological
theories of plasticity (26–30). Applying the method of incom-
patible stress function (35), we obtain the interaction energy
of multiple quadrupoles in an external stress field. We identify a
dimensionless parameter B that governs the energy landscape of
the interaction energy. We show that for intermediate values of
B the energy landscape exhibits “soft” deformation modes.
These modes are expected to be reflected in the statistics of the
orientation and location of defects in amorphous solids under

Fig. 3. The interaction energy landscape as function of α1 and α2 for R=Rc and Θ= 0 (blue represents low energy). (A) B � 1: The system is dominated by the
interaction of quadrupoles with the external field. The energy has a single minimum. (B) B � 1: The system is dominated by quadrupole–quadrupole in-
teractions. The minimum of the energy is degenerate. (C) Intermediate value of B: There are “soft” modes of deformations along the α2 = π=2− α1 line.
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external stresses. In the present analysis, the magnitude Q of a
quadrupole was taken as a fixed parameter. In addition, the
reference metric before the formation of the quadrupoles was
assumed Euclidean. In reality, Q is determined by the energetics
of a nucleation process, and it is formed on top of an approxi-
mately Euclidean, noisy reference metric. Our analysis can be
extended to include the nucleation of defects by the addition of a
term of nucleation energy. Moreover, the amorphous structure
of the material can be described by a random conformal factor

with proper statistical measures. We expect the geometric
approach to defective amorphous solids to be generally relevant
to the description of plasticity, in which quadrupoles, as well as
higher multipoles, are the fundamental strain-carrying objects.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS. M.M., E.S., I.L., and H.A. were supported by the
Israel–US Binational Foundation (Grant 2008432) and by the European Re-
search Council SoftGrowth project. R.K. was supported by the Israel–US Bi-
national Foundation (Grant 2010129) and by the Israel Science Foundation
(Grant 661/13).

1. Landau LD, Lifshitz EM (1986) Theory of Elasticity (Pergamon, London), 3rd Ed.
2. Kroner E (1981) Physique des Défauts, Continuum Theory of Defects (North-Holland,

Amsterdam).
3. Amari S (1962) A theory of deformations and stresses of ferromagnetic substances by

Finsler geometry. RAAG Memoirs of the Unifying Study of the Basic Problems in En-
gineering Sciences by Means of Geometry (Unifying Study Group, Tokyo), Vol 3.

4. Kawaguchi M (1962) An introduction to the theory of higher order spaces -I: The
theory of Kawaguchi spaces. RAAG Memoirs of the Unifying Study of the Basic
Problems in Engineering Sciences by Means of Geometry (Unifying Study Group,
Tokyo), Vol 3.

5. Volterra V (1907) Sur l’équilibre des corps élastiques multiplement connexes [On the
equilibrium of multiply connected elastic bodies]. Ann Sci Ec Norm Super 24:401–517.
French.

6. Kondo K (1964) On the analytical and physical foundations of the theory of disloca-
tions and yielding by the differential geometry of continua. Int J Eng Sci 2(3):219–251.

7. Bilby BA, Bullough R, Smith E (1955) Continuous distributions of dislocations: A new
application of the methods of non-Riemannian geometry. Proc R Soc A 231(1185):
263–273.

8. Yavari A, Goriely A (2012) Riemann–Cartan geometry of nonlinear dislocation me-
chanics. Arch Ration Mech Anal 205(1):59–118.

9. Yavari A, Goriely A (2012) Riemann–Cartan geometry of nonlinear disclination me-
chanics. Math Mech Solids 18(1):91–102.

10. Yavari A, Goriely A (2012) Weyl geometry and the nonlinear mechanics of distributed
point defects. Proc R Soc Lond A 468:3902–3922.

11. Seung HS, Nelson DR (1988) Defects in flexible membranes with crystalline order. Phys
Rev A 38(2):1005–1018.

12. Wang CC (1968) On the Geometric Structures of Simple Bodies, a Mathematical
Foundation for the Theory of Continuous Distributions of Dislocations (Springer,
Berlin).

13. DoCarmo MP (1976) Differential Geometry of Curves and Surfaces (Prentice Hall,
Englewood Cliffs, NJ).

14. Sharon E, Efrati E (2010) The mechanics of non-Euclidean plates. Soft Matter 6(22):
5693–5704.

15. Klein Y, Efrati E, Sharon E (2007) Shaping of elastic sheets by prescription of non-
Euclidean metrics. Science 315(5815):1116–1120.

16. Santangelo CD (2009) Buckling thin disks and ribbons with non-Euclidean metrics. EPL
86:34003.

17. Efrati E, Sharon E, Kupferman R (2009) Buckling transition and boundary layer in non-
Euclidean plates. Phys Rev E Stat Nonlin Soft Matter Phys 80(1 Pt 2):016602.

18. Kim J, Hanna JA, Byun M, Santangelo CD, Hayward RC (2012) Designing responsive
buckled surfaces by halftone gel lithography. Science 335(6073):1201–1205.

19. Gemmer JA, Venkataramani SC (2011) Shape selection in non-Euclidean plates.
Physica D 240(19):1536–1552.

20. Marder M, Papanicolaou N (2006) Geometry and elasticity of strips and flowers. J Stat
Phys 125(5–6):1065–1092.

21. Moshe M, Sharon E, Kupferman R (2013) Pattern selection and multiscale behaviour
in metrically discontinuous non-Euclidean plates. Nonlinearity 26:3247.

22. Kim J, Hanna JH, Hayward RC, Santangelo CD (2012) Thermally responsive rolling of
thin gel strips with discrete variations in swelling. Soft Matter 8:2375.

23. Kupferman R, Moshe M, Solomon JP (2014) Metric description of singular defects in
isotropic materials. Arch Ration Mech Anal 216:1009–1047.

24. Berger M (2003) A Panoramic View of Riemannian Geometry (Springer, New York).
25. Müller MM, Amar MB, Guven J (2008) Conical defects in growing sheets. Phys Rev Lett

101(15):156104.
26. Falk ML, Langer JS (1998) Dynamics of viscoplastic deformation in amorphous solids.

Phys Rev E Stat Phys Plasmas Fluids Relat Interdiscip Topics 57:7192.
27. Chen M (2008) Mechanical behavior of metallic glasses: Microscopic understanding of

strength and ductility. Annu Rev Mater Res 38:445.
28. Langer JS (2008) Shear-transformation-zone theory of plastic deformation near the

glass transition. Phys Rev E Stat Nonlin Soft Matter Phys 77(2 Pt 1):021502.
29. Picard G, Ajdari A, Lequeux F, Bocquet L (2004) Elastic consequences of a single plastic

event: A step towards the microscopic modeling of the flow of yield stress fluids. Eur
Phys J E Soft Matter 15(4):371–381.

30. Eshelby JD (1957) The determination of the elastic field of an ellipsoidal inclusion, and
related problems. Proc R Soc Lond A Math Phys Sci 241:376.

31. Dasgupta R, Hentschel HGE, Procaccia I (2013) Yield strain in shear banding amor-
phous solids. Phys Rev E Stat Nonlin Soft Matter Phys 87(2):022810.

32. Dasgupta R, Hentschel HGE, Procaccia I (2012) Microscopic mechanism of shear bands
in amorphous solids. Phys Rev Lett 109(25):255502.

33. Schwarz US, Safran SA (2013) Physics of adherent cells. Rev Mod Phys 85(3):1327.
34. Stone AJ, Wales DJ (1986) Theoretical studies of icosahedral C 60 and some related

species. Chem Phys Lett 128(5):501–503.
35. Moshe M, Sharon E, Kupferman R (2014) The plane stress state of residually stressed

bodies: A stress function approach. arXiv:1409.6594.

10878 | www.pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.1506531112 Moshe et al.

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

at
 H

A
R

M
A

N
 S

C
IE

N
C

E
 L

IB
R

A
R

Y
, H

eb
re

w
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f J

er
us

al
em

 o
n 

M
ar

ch
 2

5,
 2

02
1 

www.pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.1506531112

