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1 Kinematic Results

This section establishes two kinematic results required in the main text: In Sec. 1.1, we derive the
form of the position and velocity vectors in the Eulerian description, and in Sec. 1.2, we motivate
the relation between the Eulerian mid-surface parametrization θα and the zeroth-order in-plane
velocity vα0 .
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1.1 The Position and Velocity Vectors in the Eulerian Parametrization

In Sec. 2.1 of the main text, we showed that the choice of K-L kinematics implies that the position
and velocity vectors of the body M vary at most linearly along the thickness coordinate of the
Lagrangian parametrization. In the following, we discuss the functional forms of the position and
velocity vectors in the Eulerian parametrization that are consistent with K-L kinematics.

First, recall from the main text that the position and velocity vectors in the Lagrangian
parametrization can be written in terms of the mid-surface position vector x̂0(ξ

α, t), velocity vector
v̂0(ξ

α, t), and normal vector n̂(ξα, t) as

x̂
(
ξi, t

)
= x̂0(ξ

α, t) + n̂(ξα, t) ξ3 , (1)

v̂
(
ξi, t

)
=

∂

∂t
x̂
(
ξi, t

)∣∣∣∣
ξk

(2)

= v̂0(ξ
α, t) + v̂1(ξ

α, t) ξ3 , (3)

where the mid-surface and first-order velocities v0 and v1 are given by

v̂0(ξ
α, t) =

∂

∂t
x̂0(ξ

α, t)

∣∣∣∣
ξγ

, (4)

v̂1(ξ
α, t) =

∂

∂t
n̂(ξα, t)

∣∣∣∣
ξγ

. (5)

To find a suitable choice for the position vector in the Eulerian parametrization, we first recognize
that it should represent the same body M as the position vector in the Lagrangian parametrization,
i.e.

M =
{
x̂
(
ξi, t

)
:
(
ξ1, ξ2, ξ3

)
∈ Ω̂× Ξ̂

}
(6)

=
{
x
(
θi, t

)
:
(
θ1, θ2, θ3

)
∈ Ω× Ξ

}
, (7)

where Ω̂ and Ξ̂, and Ω and Ξ are the parametric domains associated with ξα and ξ3, and θα and
θ3, respectively. Equation (7) implies that any sufficiently smooth function that maps Ω × Ξ onto
the body M can be used as the position vector in the Eulerian description. A suitable choice is to
express the position vector as

x
(
θi, t

)
= x0(θ

α, t) + n(θα, t) θ3 , (8)

which coincides with the functional form of the position vector in the Lagrangian description in
Eq. (1). This is particularly convenient as it implies that other kinematic quantities such as the basis
vectors gi also possess identical functional forms in the Eulerian and Lagrangian parametrizations.

The velocity vector in the Eulerian parametrization can now be obtained by taking the material
time derivative of the position vector x

(
θi, t

)
,

v
(
θi, t

)
=

d

dt
x
(
θi, t

)
(9)

=
∂

∂t
x
(
θi, t

)∣∣∣∣
θj

+
∂

∂θk
x
(
θi, t

)∣∣∣∣
t

∂θk

∂t

∣∣∣∣
ξj

. (10)
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However, since the parametrizations {ξi}i=1,2,3 and {θi}i=1,2,3 map onto the same body, the La-
grangian parametrization can be expressed as a function of the Eulerian parametrization and vice
versa, i.e.

ξi = ξi
(
θj , t

)
, (11)

θi = θi
(
ξj , t

)
, (12)

implying that the Eulerian velocity vector must also satisfy

v̂
(
ξi, t

)
= v̂

(
ξi
(
θj , t

)
, t
)
= v

(
θj
(
ξi, t

)
, t
)
. (13)

In the following, we show that the assumptions

θα = θα
(
ξβ, t

)
, (14)

θ̇3 = 0 , (15)

allow us to to satisfy Eq. (13). To that end, we make the convenient, but not necessary choice,

θ3 = θ3
(
ξ3
)
= ξ3 , (16)

which is also consistent with Eq. (15).
To show that the choices in Eqs. (14) and (16) are compatible with K-L kinematics, we now

substitute Eq. (8) into Eq. (10) to find

v
(
θi, t

)
=

∂

∂t
x0(θ

α, t)

∣∣∣∣
θβ

+ aγ(θ
α, t)

∂θγ

∂t

∣∣∣∣
ξj

+(
∂

∂t
n(θα, t)

∣∣∣∣
θβ

+
∂

∂θγ
n(θα, t)

∣∣∣∣
t

∂θγ

∂t

∣∣∣∣
ξj

)
θ3 + n(θα, t)θ̇3 . (17)

In Eq. (17), we find the terms highlighted in green are constant through the thickness when using
Eq. (14) and are therefore consistent with the result that the velocity can be at most linear through
the thickness under the assumption of K-L kinematics. According to the Weingarten formula,
n,α = −bβαaβ , the terms highlighted in orange only have components along the in-plane directions,
which could vary arbitrarily along θ3. However, when we apply the assumption in Eq. (14), ∂θγ

∂t

∣∣
ξj

is
independent of ξ3 and we obtain at most linear in-plane velocities through the thickness as required
by the K-L assumptions. Finally, the term highlighted in blue vanishes under the assumption in
Eq. (15), thus ensuring at most constant normal velocities through the thickness. Therefore, we
find that the assumptions in Eqs. (14) and (16) yield the same polynomial order of the velocity
components as K-L kinematics.

However, to ensure compatibility of the velocity vector in the Eulerian parametrization with the
K-L assumptions, we further require, analogously to Eq. (13),

v̂0(ξ
α, t) = v0

(
θβ(ξα, t), t

)
, (18)

v̂1(ξ
α, t) = v1

(
θβ(ξα, t), t

)
. (19)
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Under the assumptions in Eqs. (14) and (15), we identify from Eq. (17)

v0(θ
α, t) =

d

dt
x0(θ

α, t) , (20)

v1(θ
α, t) =

d

dt
n(θα, t) . (21)

By definition of the material derivative, i.e. d
dtx0(θ

α, t) = ∂
∂tx0(θ

α, t)
∣∣
ξi

and d
dtn(θ

α, t) =
∂
∂tn(θ

α, t)
∣∣
ξi

, Eqs. (20) and (21) are consistent with Eqs. (18) and (19), and consequently with
K-L kinematics. Hence, we can now write the velocity in the Eulerian parametrization as

v
(
θi, t

)
= v0(θ

α, t) + v1(θ
α, t)θ3 , (22)

where v0(θ
α, t) and v1(θ

α, t) are given in Eq. (20) and (21), respectively. Finally, the expression for
the first-order velocity can be expanded further by using ṅ · n = 0 and ṅ · aα = −n · v0,α to yield

ṅ = vα1 aα (23)

= −
(
v30,β + vλ0 bλβ

)
aαβaα . (24)

1.2 On the Eulerian Parametrization of the Mid-Surface

In Sec. 2.1 of the main text, we chose the normal component of the mid-surface velocity to be given
by

v30 n =
∂x0(θ

α, t)

∂t

∣∣∣∣
θβ

. (25)

When we express the mid-surface velocity as the material time derivative of the mid-surface position
vector x0, i.e.

v0 =
dx0

dt
=

∂x0

∂t

∣∣∣∣
θµ

+
∂θα

∂t

∣∣∣∣
ξµ
aα (26)

= (v0 · n)n+
∂θα

∂t

∣∣∣∣
ξµ
aα , (27)

we find that Eq. (25) implies that the in-plane velocity of the mid-surface is related to the mid-
surface parametrization by

vα0 =
∂θα

∂t

∣∣∣∣
ξµ

. (28)

In the following, we seek to motivate the choice in Eq. (25) for lipid membranes.
First consider the Lagrangian parametrization {ξα}α=1,2 and a fixed point in parametric space(

ξ̄1, ξ̄2
)
. The material point associated with

(
ξ̄1, ξ̄2

)
is located on the mid-surface at x̂0

(
ξ̄α, t

)
at

time t and at x̂0

(
ξ̄α, t+ dt

)
at time t+ dt. The two positions of the material point are related by

the mid-surface velocity v̂0
(
ξ̄α, t

)
, i.e.

x̂0

(
ξ̄α, t+ dt

)
= x̂0

(
ξ̄α, t

)
+ v̂0

(
ξ̄α, t

)
dt . (29)
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This statement is equivalent to the definition of the mid-surface velocity as v̂0 = ∂x̂0/∂t
∣∣
ξ̄α

and
corroborates our understanding that the Lagrangian parametrization tracks material points in time.

However, the in-plane fluidity of lipid membranes can lead to significant in-plane flows, making
tracking of material points with a Lagrangian parametrization challenging. Instead, we require a
parametrization akin to the Eulerian parametrizations commonly used to resolve fluid flows. To show
that the Eulerian parametrization {θα}α=1,2, satisfying Eqs. (25) and (28), is suitable to describe
in-plane flows, consider a fixed point

(
θ̄1, θ̄2

)
in parametric space. In contrast to the Lagrangian

parametrization, an Eulerian parametrization should not track material points. This motivates
the choice that the position vector x0

(
θ̄α, t

)
on a non-deforming mid-surface with in-plane flows

remains constant over time. However, when the mid-surface moves along its normal direction with
velocity v30

(
θ̄α, t

)
= v0

(
θ̄α, t

)
· n
(
θ̄α, t

)
, the mid-surface position vector x0

(
θ̄α, t

)
in the Eulerian

parametrization should satisfy

x0

(
θ̄α, t+ dt

)
= x0

(
θ̄α, t

)
+ v30

(
θ̄α, t

)
n
(
θ̄α, t

)
dt , (30)

implying that in the absence of any normal velocity,
(
θ̄1, θ̄2

)
corresponds to a fixed point on the

mid-surface rather than a fixed material point. This aligns with the usual Eulerian perspective for
three-dimensional fluids. Equation (30) further shows that the position vector is only displaced
when there is a non-zero normal velocity. Consequently, the parametrization {θα}α=1,2 is in-plane
Eulerian but out-of-plane Lagrangian, making it a suitable choice to describe the in-plane fluid
and out-of-plane elastic behavior of lipid membranes. For the sake of brevity, however, we refer to
{θα}α=1,2 as an Eulerian parameterization. Finally, we note that Eq. (30) is equivalent to Eq. (25)
and, consequently, Eq. (28), thus justifying them as a suitable choice for lipid membranes.

2 Polynomial Expansions of the Christoffel Symbols

Application of the dimension reduction method proposed in [1] requires the evaluation of integral
inner products of the balance laws with Chebyshev polynomials. Evaluation of these integrals be-
comes challenging when the balance laws contain rational polynomials. To overcome this challenge,
an effective approach is to expand the rational polynomials as a series. As discussed in the main
text, the contravariant basis vectors are rational polynomials and consequently, the Christoffel sym-
bols required to evaluate partial derivatives of vectors and tensors are also rational. Therefore,
we derive series expansions of the in-plane, contravariant basis vectors and the Christoffel symbols
required for the divergence operator, thus facilitating the evaluation of integral inner products.

We note that in part 1 [1], it was sufficient to use truncated expansions rather than the full
series expansions. However, the derivation of the (2 + δ)-dimensional linear momentum balance
requires series expansions to systematically eliminate higher-order stress vector coefficients arising
from the stress divergence. Furthermore, when deriving the (2+δ)-dimensional angular momentum
balance, series expansions are required for consistency with its three-dimensional counterpart.

2.1 Contravariant Basis Vectors

In this section, we derive the series expansion for the contravariant basis vectors gα, with similar
derivations also presented in Refs. [2, 3]. We begin by recalling the expression for the in-plane
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covariant basis vectors associated with the form of the position vector in Eq. (8) (also see Sec. 2.1
of the main text),

gα = aα + n,αθ
3 (31)

= aα − bβαaβ θ
3 , (32)

where we used n,α = −bβαaβ . Equation (32) can be written in tensor notation as

gα =
(
i− bθ3

)
aα, (33)

where b = bαβ aα ⊗ aβ and i = aα ⊗ aα are the curvature and metric tensors, respectively. We
now assume that the contravariant basis vectors are related to the contravariant mid-surface basis
vectors through some tensor A = Aαβ aα ⊗ aβ , analogously to Eq. (33), i.e.

gα = Aaα . (34)

To obtain an expression for A, note that {gα}α=1,2 and {aα}α=1,2 span the same tangent space,
implying the metric tensor satisfies i = aα ⊗ aα = gα ⊗ gα. By using Eqs. (33) and (34), we thus
find

i = gα ⊗ gα =
(
i− bθ3

)
(aα ⊗ aα)AT (35)

=
(
i− bθ3

)
AT (36)

By assumption, θ3 ∈ (−δ/2, δ/2) and δκα < 1, showing that i− bθ3 is invertible. Therefore, A be
given by

A =
(
i− bθ3

)−1
. (37)

To invert i− bθ3, we start from the relation,

(
i− bθ3

) N∑
m=0

(
bθ3
)m

= i−
(
bθ3
)N+1

, (38)

which can also be written as
N∑

m=0

(
bθ3
)m

=
(
i− bθ3

)−1
(
i−

(
bθ3
)N+1

)
. (39)

Using the spectral expansion of the curvature tensor b =
∑2

α=1 καlα ⊗ lα with κα and lα = lα

denoting the principal curvatures and orthonormal eigenvectors, respectively, the tensor powers in
Eq. (39) can be expressed as

(
bθ3
)N

=

2∑
α=1

(
καθ

3
)N

lα ⊗ lα . (40)

From θ3 ∈ (−δ/2, δ/2) and δκα < 1, we thus obtain

lim
N→∞

(
bθ3
)N

= 0 . (41)
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Considering the limit N → ∞ in Eq. (39) therefore yields the series expansion of
(
i− bθ3

)−1 as

A =
(
i− bθ3

)−1
=

∞∑
m=0

(
bθ3
)m

. (42)

Finally, substituting Eq. (42) into Eq. (34) yields the expansion of the contravariant basis
vectors,

gα =

∞∑
m=0

aα · bm
(
θ3
)m (43)

=
∞∑

m=0

1

2m
aα · b̃mΘm , (44)

where we used the symmetry of the curvature tensor and θ3 = δ
2Θ, and defined

b̃ = δb . (45)

To rewrite the series expansion in Eq. (44) in terms of Chebyshev polynomials, we expand the
monomials Θm, m ≥ 0, as [4]

Θm =

m∑
k=0

ckαmkPk(Θ) , (46)

where

ck =

{
1/2 , if k = 0 ,

1 , otherwise ,
(47)

and

αmk =

{
0 , if m− k odd ,

21−m
(

m
(m−k)/2

)
, if m− k even .

(48)

Substituting Eq. (46) into Eq. (44), we finally find the series expansion of gα in terms of Chebyshev
polynomials as

gα =
∞∑

m=0

1

2m
aα · b̃m

m∑
k=0

ckαmkPk(Θ) . (49)

2.2 Christoffel Symbols

The three-dimensional Christoffel symbols arising from the stress vector divergence T i|i, appearing
in the linear momentum balance, are of the form Γj

ij , which can be further categorized as

Γβ
αβ = gα,β · gβ , (50)

Γα
3α = Γα

α3 = n,α · gα , (51)
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Γ3
33 = 0 , (52)

Γ3
α3 = 0 , (53)

where we used n,3 = 0 and n,α · n = 0. To derive a series expansion of Γβ
αβ , we substitute the

expression for the co- and contravariant basis vectors in Eqs. (31) and (44) into Eq. (50) and use
θ3 = δ

2Θ to obtain

Γβ
αβ =

(
aα,β +

δ

2
n,αβΘ

)
·

( ∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃mΘm

)
. (54)

To evaluate the term n,αβ , we use the relations

n,α = −bβαaβ , (55)
0Γδ

αβ = aα,β · aδ (56)

aα,β = 0Γδ
αβaδ + bαβn , (57)

bγα;β = bγα,β + bδα
0Γγ

δβ − bγδ
0Γδ

αβ , (58)

where Eq. (55) is the Weingarten formula and 0Γδ
αβ is the mid-surface Christoffel symbol of the

second kind. From Eqs. (55)–(58), we then find

n,αβ = −
(
bγα;βaγ + bγδ

0Γδ
αβaγ + bδαbδβn

)
. (59)

Substituting Eq, (59) into Eq. (54) and again using Eq. (56) yields the series expansion of the
Christoffel symbol Γβ

αβ ,

Γβ
αβ = 0Γβ

αβ − 1

2

∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃maγ b̃

γ
α;βΘ

m+1 . (60)

Equation (60) can be expressed in terms of Chebsyhsev polynomials by using Eq. (46), resulting in

Γβ
αβ = 0Γβ

αβ − 1

2

∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃maγ b̃

γ
α;β

(
m+1∑
k=0

ckα(m+1)kPk(Θ)

)
. (61)

To find an expression for the Christoffel symbol in Eq. (51), we substitute Eqs. (44) and (55),
leading to

δΓα
3α = −b̃βαaβ ·

( ∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aα · b̃mΘm

)
(62)

= −
∞∑

m=0

1

2m
aα · b̃m+1aαΘ

m (63)

= −
∞∑

m=0

1

2m
tr
(
b̃m+1

)
Θm (64)

= −
∞∑

m=0

1

2m
tr
(
b̃m+1

)(m+1∑
k=0

ckαmkPk(Θ)

)
. (65)
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3 Reactive Stresses

In Sec. 2.2 of the main text, we introduced the interpretation of K-L kinematics as kinematic
constraints that are enforced through reactive stresses. In this section, we first show that the
constraints can be equivalently formulated in terms of the metric tensor. Furthermore, we examine
these constraints within the framework of hyperelastic materials, where the equations of motion can
be derived from a minimization problem. In that case, the reactive stresses are Lagrange multipliers
that enforce the K-L constraints. We can relax these constraints by invoking the penalty method,
which converges to the method of Lagrange multipliers for large penalty parameters. By employing
the penalty approach, we gain insight into the conditions under which the reactive stresses can be
truncated at first order.

3.1 Kirchhoff-Love Kinematics as a Constraint

In Sec. 2.2 of the main text, we discussed that, under the assumption of K-L kinematics, the metric
tensor takes the form

ĝij = ĝi · ĝj =
[
[ĝαβ] 0
0 1

]
ij

, (66)

or, equivalently,

ĝα3 = ĝ3α = 0 , (67)
ĝ33 = 1 . (68)

In this section, we show that Eqs. (67) and (68) are satisfied if and only if the K-L assumptions in
Eq. (1) are satisfied. Therefore, K-L kinematics can be formulated as a set of constraints on the
metric tensor. To show this, consider a general position vector of a point x̂′ ∈ M in the Lagrangian
description. Such a general position vector can be written as a series expansion of the form

x̂′(ξi, t) = ∞∑
k=0

x̂′
k(ξ

α, t)
(
ξ3
)k

. (69)

From this, we find the covariant basis vectors

ĝ′
α =

∞∑
k=0

x̂′
k,α

(
ξ3
)k

, (70)

ĝ′
3 =

∞∑
k=0

x̂′
k+1 (k + 1)

(
ξ3
)k

, (71)

and taking the appropriate dot products yields

ĝ′3α = ĝ′α3 =
∞∑
k=0

(
k∑

l=0

x̂′
l,α · x̂′

k−l+1 (k − l + 1)

)(
ξ3
)k

, (72)

ĝ′33 =
∞∑
k=0

(
k∑

l=0

x̂′
l+1 · x̂′

k−l+1 (l + 1) (k − l + 1)

)(
ξ3
)k

. (73)

9



Using the expansions in Eqs. (69), (72), and (73), we can show that Eqs. (67) and (68) are not
only necessary but also sufficient conditions to satisfy K-L kinematics. To this end, we observe that
Eqs. (72) and (73) imply that for ĝ′ij to satisfy Eqs. (67) and (68), we require

k∑
l=0

x̂′
l,α · x̂′

k−l+1 (k − l + 1) = 0 , ∀k ∈ N0 , (74)

x̂′
1 · x̂′

1 = 1 , (75)
k∑

l=0

x̂′
l+1 · x̂′

k−l+1 (l + 1) (k − l + 1) = 0 , ∀k ∈ N . (76)

For the remainder of the derivation, it is convenient to rewrite Eqs. (74) and (76) as

x̂′
0,α · x̂′

k+1 (k + 1) +

k∑
l=1

x̂′
l,α · x̂′

k−l+1 (k − l + 1) = 0 , ∀k ∈ N0 , (77)

2x̂′
1 · x̂′

k+1 (k + 1) +
k−1∑
l=1

x̂′
l+1 · x̂′

k−l+1 (l + 1) (k − l + 1) = 0 , ∀k ∈ N . (78)

Considering the case k = 0 in Eq. (77) then yields

x̂′
0,α · x̂′

1 = 0 , (79)

implying that x̂′
0,α is orthogonal to x̂′

1. This shows that the set {x̂′
0,1, x̂

′
0,2, x̂

′
1} forms a basis of R3

at every point in M if ξ1 and ξ2 are not collinear. Therefore, if

x̂′
i = 0, 2 ≤ i ≤ k , (80)

Eqs. (77) and (78) imply, respectively,

x̂′
0,α · x̂′

k+1 = 0 , (81)

x̂′
1 · x̂′

k+1 = 0 . (82)

However, since {x̂′
0,1, x̂

′
0,2, x̂

′
1} forms a basis of R3, Eqs. (81) and (82) imply that x̂′

k+1 = 0. Finally,
when we consider the case k = 1 in Eqs. (77) and (78), we find, upon using Eq. (75),

x̂′
2 = 0 . (83)

Equations (80)–(83) therefore show that x̂′
k = 0, ∀k ≥ 2, demonstrating that all higher-order

position vector coefficients vanish if Eqs. (67) and (68) are satisfied, i.e.

ĝ′33 = 1 and ĝ′α3 = ĝ′3α = 0 ⇐⇒ x̂′
k = 0, ∀k ≥ 2 . (84)

This reduces the position vector in Eq. (69) to

x̂′(ξi, t) = x̂′
0(ξ

α, t) + x̂′
1(ξ

α, t)ξ3 . (85)
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Equation (85) shows that the zeroth-order coefficient x̂′
0 describes the mid-surface of the body M,

in the sense that x̂′(ξi, t) is symmetric about x̂′
0(ξ

α, t) with respect to ξ3. From Eqs. (75) and (79),
it is apparent that x′

1(ξ
α, t) is a unit vector orthogonal to the tangent vectors of the mid-surface,

x′
0,α(ξ

α, t). Thus, it follows that x′
1(ξ

α, t) is the normal vector to the mid-surface, i.e.

x̂′
1(ξ

α, t) = n̂(ξα, t) . (86)

Equations (84)–(86) now show that the choice of Kirchhoff-Love kinematics is equivalent to
satisfying Eqs. (67) and (68). As discussed in Sec. 2.2 of the main text, the latter conditions can be
equivalently expressed as

Γ̂i(Ĉ) := Ĝi · ÊĜ3 = Ĝ3 · ÊĜi = 0 , (87)

where Ê is the right Green-Lagrange strain tensor with respect to a reference configuration satisfying
the K-L assumptions, and Ĝi are the basis vectors associated with that reference configuration.

3.2 On the Truncation of Reactive Stresses

In Sec. 4.3 of the main text, we found that the linear momentum balance contains infinite sums of
the Chebyshev coefficients of the stress vector T 3. Since T 3 depends only on the reactive stresses
(see Sec. 4.2 of the main text), truncating these infinite sums requires knowledge of the magnitude
of the expansion coefficients of the reactive stresses. These cannot be determined a-priori but must
instead be solved for along with all other unknowns. However, we may obtain order of magnitude
estimates by considering a case where the position vector can be determined through a constrained
minimization problem. This allows us to relax the constraints imposed by the choice of K-L kinemat-
ics using the penalty method. Using this approach, we can obtain kinematic assumptions required
to make order of magnitude estimates for the reactive stress coefficients, permitting the truncation
of the infinite sums appearing in the linear momentum balance in Sec. 4.3 of the main text.

Before analyzing the reactive stresses, consider the following constrained minimization problem
with a unique solution,

y† = argmin
y

f(y) subject to γ(y) = 0 , (88)

where γ(y) = 0 is some constraint. By using the method of Lagrange multipliers, we can reframe
this constrained minimization problem as an unconstrained minimization problem,

(y†, λ†) = argmin
y, λ

(f(y)− λγ(y)) , (89)

where λ is the Lagrange multiplier. Alternatively, the minimization problem in Eq. (88) can be
solved by adding a quadratic penalty term, resulting in

y‡ℓ = argmin
y

(
f(y) +

Kℓ

2
γ(y)2

)
, (90)

where Kℓ is a penalty parameter. For a sequence {Kℓ}, 0 < Kℓ < Kℓ+1 that diverges to infinity,
the sequence

{
y‡ℓ
}

converges to y†, and the sequence
{
−Kℓ γ

(
y‡ℓ

)}
converges to λ† [5]. This result

motivates the relaxation of the constraints in Eq. (87) below.
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To be able to apply the aforementioned methods for constrained minimization problems, we
consider a hyperelastic material1. In this case, it is convenient to use the Lagrangian parametrization
and consider the position vector as the fundamental unknown. For hyperelastic materials, we can
use the principle of virtual work to solve an elastic boundary value problem as a minimization
problem of the form [6]

x̂∗ = argmin
x̂′

[∫
M0

Π
(
Ê
(
x̂′)) dV0

]
, (91)

where Π is the virtual work functional and Ê is the Euler-Lagrange strain tensor defined with respect
to a stationary and stress-free reference configuration M0. Note that in Eq. (91), minimization is
performed over arbitrary position vectors x′ not necessarily satisfying the K-L assumptions. Thus,
to account for the K-L constraints in Eq. (87), we must consider the constrained minimization
problem

x̂† = argmin
x̂′

[∫
M0

Π
(
Ê
(
x̂′)) dV0

]
subject to Γ̂i

(
Ê
(
x̂′)) = 0 , i = 1, 2, 3 , (92)

while additionally assuming that M0 satisfies the K-L assumptions. We may then define M† ={
x̂†(ξi, t) : (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3) ∈ Ω̂× Ξ̂

}
as the configuration of the body associated with the solution to

this constrained minimization problem.
Before relaxing the constrained problem in Eq. (92), we note that the constraints in Eq. (87)

are agnostic to the choice of reference configuration as long as it satisfies the K-L assumptions.
Therefore, we can formally choose M† as the reference configuration for the Green-Lagrange strain
used in the constraints Γ̂i. This choice allows us to apply the assumption of small deformations when
relaxing the constrained problem in Eq. (92). To reformulate Eq. (92) using the Green-Lagrange
strain with respect to M†, consider the generic position vector x′ as the unconstrained current
configuration. Then, the deformation gradient with respect to the constrained solution x† and the
corresponding right Cauchy-Green tensor and Green-Lagrange strain tensor take the form

F̂ ′†(x̂′) = ∇x̂† x̂′ = ĝ′
i ⊗ ĝ†i , (93)

Ĉ ′†(x̂′) = (F̂ ′†(x̂′))T F̂ ′†(x̂′) = ĝ′ij ĝ
†i ⊗ ĝ†j , (94)

Ê′†(x̂′) = 1

2

(
Ĉ ′†(x̂′)− 1

)
=

1

2

(
ĝ′ij − ĝ†ij

)
ĝ†i ⊗ ĝ†j , (95)

where prime and dagger symbols indicate quantities defined with respect to x′ and x†, respectively.
With Ê′† as the choice of Green-Lagrange strain in the constraints Γ̂i, the constrained problem in
Eq. (92) becomes

x̂† = argmin
x̂′

[∫
M0

Π
(
Ê
(
x̂′)) dV0

]
subject to Γ̂i

(
Ê′†(x̂′)) = 0 , i = 1, 2, 3 . (96)

1For hyperelastic materials, the stress tensor can be expressed as the derivative of a stored energy functional

W
(
Ê
)
, i.e. σ ∝ ∂W(Ê)

∂Ê
. Note, however, that the viscous nature of lipid membranes implies that they are not

hyperelastic materials. In Sec. 3.3 of the main text, we discuss the applicability of the procedure presented here to
other kinds of materials.
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M0 M†

M

χ̂†0

χ̂′†χ̂′0

Figure 1: The current configuration M, stress-free reference configuration M0, and the constrained
reference configuration M† together with the mappings χ• between these configurations.

where the Green-Lagrange strain used in the virtual work functional remains with respect to the
stress-free configuration M0.

We now relax the constrained minimization problem in Eq. (96) using the penalty formulation
in Eq. (90). This yields the unconstrained minimization problem

x̂‡ = argmin
x̂′

[∫
M0

Π
(
Ê
(
x̂′)) dV0 +

1

2

3∑
i=1

Ki

∫
M†

Γ̂i

(
Ê′†(x̂′))2 dV †

]
, (97)

with Ki being the penalty parameter associated with constraint Γ̂i. We note here that the penalty
term is integrated over the constrained configuration M† instead of the stress-free configuration
M0. To find the stresses associated with the constraints Γ̂i, we introduce the following mappings
between the configurations M0, M†, and M:

χ̂†0 : M0 → M† , (98)

χ̂′† : M† → M , (99)

χ̂′0 : M0 → M , (100)

as illustrated in Fig. 1. These three mappings are respectively associated with the deformation
gradients

F̂ †0 = ∇χ̂†0 , (101)

F̂ ′† = ∇χ̂′† , (102)

F̂ = ∇χ̂′0 , (103)

with determinants Ĵ†0 = det F̂ †0, Ĵ ′† = det F̂ ′†, and Ĵ = det F̂ . Note that the deformation gradient
of χ̂′† was already introduced in Eq. (93). However, for the following derivations, it is convenient
to redefine it in terms of the mapping χ̂′†.

The mapping χ̂†0 now allows us to transform the second integral in Eq. (97) into an integral
over the stress-free reference configuration M0,

x̂‡ = argmin
x̂′

[∫
M0

Π
(
Ê
(
x̂′)) dV0 +

∫
M0

ΠP

(
Ê′†
)
Ĵ†0 dV0

]
, (104)
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where we defined the sum of the penalty terms as

ΠP

(
Ê′†
)
=

1

2

3∑
i=1

KiΓ̂i

(
Ê′†
)2

. (105)

The first Piola-Kirchhoff stress P̂ 0 associated with the minimization problem in Eq. (104) can then
be evaluated using the relation [6],

P̂ 0 =
∂

∂F̂

(
Π
(
Ê
)
+ Ĵ†0ΠP

(
Ê′†)) . (106)

However, the Green-Lagrange strain Ê′† is defined with respect to the constrained configuration
such that further analysis is required to evaluate the second term of Eq. (106).

To proceed, we rewrite the deformation gradient F̂ ′† in terms of the deformation gradient F̂ .
To that end, we note that the mapping between M† and M can be expressed as

χ̂′†(x†) = χ̂′0 ◦
(
χ̂†0
)−1 (

x†) . (107)

By taking the gradient of Eq. (107) and using Eqs. (101)–(103), we find

F̂ ′† = F̂
(
F̂ †0)−1

. (108)

Therefore, we can use the chain rule in Eq. (106) to find

P̂ 0 =
∂

∂F̂
Π
(
Ê
)
+ Ĵ†0

(
∂

∂F̂ ′†
ΠP

(
Ê′†)) :

∂F̂ ′†

∂F̂
, (109)

where the colon symbol indicates a double contraction. By noting
(
F̂ †0)−1

= Gi ⊗ g†i, we find

∂ΠP

∂F̂ ′†
:
∂F̂ ′†

∂F̂
=

∂ΠP

∂F̂ ′†

(
F̂ †0)−T

. (110)

Using this result, we write the reactive stress contribution to the first Piola-Kirchhoff stress associ-
ated with the stress-free reference configuration M0, as

P̂ 0
r = Ĵ†0 ∂ΠP

∂F̂ ′†

(
F̂ †0)−T

. (111)

To be able to use the assumption of small deformations, we seek to transform P̂ 0
r into a stress

in the reference configuration M†. To this end, we may use the Piola Transform [6] to obtain,

div0

(
P̂ 0
r

)
= Ĵ†0div†

(
1

Ĵ†0
P̂ 0
r

(
F̂ †0

)T)
= Ĵ†0div†

(
∂ΠP

∂F̂ ′†

)
, (112)

where div0(•) and div†(•) are the divergence operators with respect to M0 and M†, respectively.
Therefore, we identify the reactive stress contribution to the first Piola-Kirchhoff stress associated
with M† as

P̂ †
r =

∂ΠP

∂F̂ ′†
. (113)
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This result can also be obtained by mapping P̂ 0
r to the Cauchy stress and subsequently to the first

Piola-Kirchhoff stress associated with M†. To see this, we express the Cauchy stress as [7]

σ̂r = Ĵ−1P̂ 0
r F̂

T =
(
Ĵ ′†
)−1

P̂ †
r

(
F̂ ′†
)T

, (114)

implying that the first Piola-Kirchhoff stress associated with M† is given by

P̂ †
r = Ĵ ′†σ̂r

(
F̂ ′†
)−T

(115)

= Ĵ−1Ĵ ′†Ĵ†0 ∂ΠP

∂F̂ ′†

(
F̂ †0)−T

F̂ T
(
F̂ ′†
)−T

, (116)

where we substituted Eq. (111). From Eq. (108), we further find,

Ĵ−1Ĵ ′†Ĵ†0 = 1 , (117)(
F̂ †0)−T

F̂ T
(
F̂ ′†
)−T

= 1 , (118)

thus confirming the result in Eq. (113).
While Eq. (113) is expressed in terms of the derivative with respect to the deformation gradient,

the constraints in Eq. (87) are written in terms of the Green-Lagrange strain. Therefore, we apply
the chain rule to obtain [6],

P̂ †
r = F̂ ′† ∂ΠP

∂Ê′†
(119)

Using this result, we find the corresponding second Piola-Kirchhoff stress associated with the con-
strained configuration M† as

S†
r =

∂ΠP

∂Ê′†
, (120)

which yields

Ŝ†
r =

3∑
i=1

Ŝ†
ri , where (121)

Ŝ†
ri =

1

2
KiΓ̂i

(
Ê′†
(
x‡
)) (

ĝ†
i ⊗ ĝ†

3 + ĝ†
3 ⊗ ĝ†

i

)
. (122)

The above discussion of the stresses associated with the constraints Γ̂i is formulated in terms
of a general current configuration M. We now seek to analyze the stresses associated with the
configuration that is the solution of the penalty-constrained problem in Eq. (97). To that end,
we assume the difference between the solutions of the exact problem in Eq. (92) and the relaxed
problem in Eq. (97) is small, i.e.

x̂‡ = x̂† + εû‡ , (123)

for some small parameter ε. This is motivated by the result that the K-L assumptions become
exact for the special case of linear elastic thin plates2 with vanishing thickness [9–14]. Using the

2A thin plate is a shell-like body with a flat reference configuration [8].
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assumption of small deformations, the deformation gradient, right Cauchy-Green tensor, and Green-
Lagrange strain can be written as

F̂ ‡† := F̂ ′†
(
x̂‡
)
= 1+ ε

∂û‡

∂ξi
⊗ ĝ†i︸ ︷︷ ︸

=Ĥ‡†

= 1+ εĤ‡† , (124)

Ĉ‡† := Ĉ ′†
(
x̂‡
)
= 1+ ε

((
Ĥ‡†

)T
+ Ĥ‡†

)
+O

(
ε2
)
, (125)

Ê‡† := Ê′†
(
x̂‡
)
=

ε

2

((
Ĥ‡†

)T
+ Ĥ‡†

)
+O

(
ε2
)
. (126)

With these definitions on hand, we first evaluate the term Γ̂i

(
Ê‡†) in Eq. (122). To that end, we

express Ĥ‡† as

εĤ‡† =
∂
(
x̂‡ − x̂†)
∂ξα

⊗ ∂ξα

∂x̂† +
∂
(
x̂‡ − x̂†)
∂ξ3

⊗ ∂ξ3

∂x̂† , (127)

where we used εu‡ = x̂‡ − x̂†. By expanding the position vector x̂‡ in terms of Chebyshev polyno-
mials as

x̂‡ =
∞∑
i=0

x̂‡
iPi(Θ) , (128)

and using ĝ†
α = ĝα, ĝ†α = ĝα, and ĝ†

3 = ĝ†3 = n̂ together with Eqs. (32) and (49) and P1(Θ) = Θ,
Eq. (127) becomes

εĤ‡† =

[(
x̂‡
0,α − âα

)
+

(
x̂‡
1,α +

1

2
âα · ˆ̃b

)
P1(Θ) +

∞∑
i=2

x̂‡
i,αPi(Θ)

]
⊗[ ∞∑

m=0

1

2m
âα · ˆ̃bm

m∑
k=0

ckαmkPk(Θ)

]

+
2

δ

(
x̂‡
1 −

δ

2
n̂

)
⊗ n+

2

δ

( ∞∑
i=2

x̂‡
i

dPi(Θ)

dΘ

)
⊗ n . (129)

Substituting Eq. (129) into the constraints in Eq. (87) yields

Γ̂α

(
Ê‡†

)
=

ε

2

(
âα · 2

δ

( ∞∑
i=1

x̂‡
i

dPi(Θ)

dΘ

)
+(

n̂ ·
∞∑
i=0

x̂‡
i,βPi(Θ)

)( ∞∑
m=0

1

2m

[
ˆ̃
bm
]β
α

m∑
k=0

ckαmkPk(Θ)

))
, (130)

Γ̂3

(
Ê‡†

)
= ε

(
2

δ

(
x̂‡
1 −

δ

2
n̂

)
· n̂+

2

δ

( ∞∑
i=2

x̂‡
i

dPi(Θ)

dΘ

)
· n̂

)
. (131)
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The expressions for the constraints in Eqs. (130) and (131) can be substituted into Eq. (121)
to obtain order of magnitude estimates for the reactive stresses. To this end, first note the relation
between the second Piola-Kirchhoff stress Ŝ‡

r and the associated Cauchy stress σ̂‡
r ,

σ̂‡
r =

1

Ĵ‡†
F̂ ‡†Ŝ‡

r

(
F̂ ‡†)T , (132)

where Ĵ‡† =
√

det Ĉ‡†. However, from Eqs. (124), (125), (130), and (131), it follows that

σ̂‡
r = Ŝ‡

r +O
(
ε2
)
, (133)

implying that the Cauchy and second Piola-Kirchhoff stresses coincide up to O
(
ε2
)
. To understand

the reactive stresses in more detail, note that in the purely mechanical case the tractions t̂± =
σ̂T
∣∣
S±n̂ are only affected by the reactive stresses, i.e. t̂± = σ̂T

r

∣∣
S±n̂ (see Sec. 4.2 of the main text).

Therefore, we find

t̂± = ±1

2

2∑
α=1

KαΓ̂α

(
Ê‡†

)∣∣∣∣
S±

âα ±K3Γ̂3

(
Ê‡†

)∣∣∣∣
S±

n̂ , (134)

which shows that deviations from K-L kinematics must be balanced by external tractions.
Equations (130), (131), and (133) now allow making qualitative statements about the kinematics

required to neglect higher-order reactive stresses in the linear momentum balance in Sec. 4.3 of the
main text. From Eq. (131), we find that if(

x̂‡
1 −

δ

2
n̂

)
· n̂ ≫ x̂‡

i · n̂ , ∀i > 2 , (135)

and

x̂‡
2 · n̂ ≫ x̂‡

i · n̂ , ∀i > 2 , (136)

σ̂‡
r3 = Ŝ‡

r3 can be truncated at first polynomial order. In other words, we require that the reaction
to the application of normal tractions is dominated by linear and quadratic deformations along
the normal direction. To similarly derive the conditions for the truncation of the reactive stresses
resulting from σ̂‡

rα, we express the position vector coefficients as

x̂‡
i = x̂‡αi âα + x̂‡i n̂ , (137)

leading to

x̂‡
i,β · n̂ = x̂‡αi b̂αβ + x̂‡i,β . (138)

By assuming there exists an in-plane length scale ℓ characterizing the geometry, we find that if

x̂‡
k · âα ≫ x̂‡

i · âα k = 1, 2, ∀i > 2 . (139)

σ̂‡
rα = Ŝ‡

rα can be truncated at first polynomial order. Thus, similarly to Eqs. (135) and (136),
we require that the reaction to in-plane tractions is dominated by linear and quadratic in-plane
displacements.
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Finally, recall that the penalty method converges to the method of Lagrange multipliers when
the penalty parameters diverge to infinity, implying that we may consider Eq. (97) as a suitable
approximation of the constrained problem in Eq. (92). Hence, if the assumptions in Eqs. (135), (136),
and (139) are valid for the true body under consideration, and if the nature of the constraint stresses
does not change as the penalty parameters diverge, the truncation of the stress vector T 3 = σT

r n
at first polynomial order in Secs. 3.3 and 4.4 of the main text is justified.

4 Three-Dimensional Angular Momentum Balance

In this section, we derive the general form of the angular momentum introduced in Sec. 2.3 of the
main text,

gi ×
(
σTgi

)
= 0 . (140)

Since the linear momentum balance of thin shells is commonly written in terms of stress vectors, it
is convenient to express Eq. (140) as

gi × T i = 0 , (141)

The common use of stress vectors for thin shells also provides the rationale for not starting from
the usual symmetry condition of the stress tensor implied by Eq. (140).

To derive Eq. (141), consider an arbitrary subregion P of a body B with boundary ∂P. The
global form of the angular momentum balance in P then states [15]

d

dt

∫
P
x× ρv dv =

∫
∂P

x× t da+

∫
P
x× f dv , (142)

where all variables have the same meaning as defined in the main text. We now rewrite the inertial
term on the left-hand side of Eq. (142) as

d

dt

∫
P
x× ρv dv =

d

dt

∫
P0

x× ρrv dV (143)

=

∫
P0

v × ρrv dV +

∫
P0

x× ρra dV (144)

=

∫
P
x× ρa dv , (145)

where ρr denotes the density in the reference configuration P0.
To simplify Eq. (142) further, recall that the cross product of two arbitrary vectors c and l is a

linear operation, implying that we can write it as

c× l = Wcl , (146)

where Wc is a skew-symmetric tensor whose components are determined by the components of
c [16]. Using Cauchy’s stress theorem t = σTn, the traction term of Eq. (142) can therefore be
expressed as

x× t = Wxσ
Tn . (147)
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Thus, we obtain ∫
∂P

x× t da =

∫
P
div
(
Wxσ

T
)
dv (148)

=

∫
P

(
Wxσ

T
)
,i
gi dv (149)

=

∫
P
Wx,iσ

Tgi +Wxσ
T
,ig

i dv (150)

=

∫
P
x,i ×

(
σTgi

)
+ x× div

(
σT
)
dv (151)

=

∫
P
gi ×

(
σTgi

)
+ x× div

(
σT
)
dv , (152)

where we have used the definition of the divergence of a tensor in curvilinear coordinates [16].
Substituting Eqs. (145) and (152) into Eq. (142) yields

0 =

∫
P
x×

(
−ρa+ div

(
σT
)
+ f

)
+ gi ×

(
σTgi

)
dv . (153)

After using the linear momentum balance introduced in Sec. 2.3 of the main text and the localization
theorem [7], Eq. (153) yields the general form of the angular momentum in Eq. (140).

5 Dimension Reduction of Balance Laws

In this section, we present a detailed derivation of the dimensionally-reduced balance laws discussed
in Sec. 4 of the main text, beginning with the (2 + δ)-dimensional mass balance. Subsequently, we
find general expressions for the stress vectors in terms of the stress tensor expansion coefficients.
These expressions are then used to derive the (2 + δ)-dimensional linear and angular momentum
balances.

5.1 Mass Balance

To derive the (2 + δ)-dimensional mass balance, we first recall the Lagrangian form of the three-
dimensional mass balance introduced in Sec. 2.3 of the main text,

ρ̂r
ρ̂

=
dv̂

dV̂
, ∀x̂ ∈ M , (154)

where dv̂ is an infinitesimal volume element in the current configuration with density ρ̂, and dV̂
is the corresponding volume element in a reference configuration with density ρ̂r. To introduce a
suitable reference configuration for Eq. (154), we assume that if the mid-surface is flat at a point
x̂0 ∈ S0, the density is homogeneous along the thickness direction at that point. As a result, we can
choose a locally flat configuration with constant density ρ̂r as reference configuration for every point
x̂ ∈ M. In the following, we use this choice in Eq. (154) to determine the expansion of the density
relative to the mid-surface density. The mid-surface density is then found using the Eulerian form
of the three-dimensional mass balance,

dρ

dt
+ ρdiv(v) = 0 , ∀x ∈ M , (155)
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introduced in Sec. 2.3 of the main text.
Given the K-L assumption that the membrane does not stretch along the thickness direction

(see Sec. 2.1 of the main text), we can rewrite Eq. (154) as

ρ̂r
ρ̂

=
dâ

dÂ
, ∀x̂ ∈ M , (156)

with dâ and dÂ being corresponding infinitesimal area elements parallel to the mid-surface in
the current and reference configurations, respectively. Using standard results for K-L kinematics
[2, 3, 17,18], the relative area change can be expressed as

dâ

dÂ
=

dâ0

dÂ0

(
1− δĤΘ+

δ2

4
K̂Θ2

)
, (157)

where dâ0 and dÂ0 are corresponding infinitesimal area elements on the mid-surface of the current
and reference configurations, respectively. Combining Eqs. (156) and (157) yields

ρ̂ = ρ̂mid

(
1− δĤΘ+

δ2

4
K̂Θ2

)−1

, where ρ̂mid = ρ̂r
dÂ0

dâ0
, (158)

where we defined the mid-surface density ρ̂mid. According to the mapping between the Lagrangian
and Eulerian parametrizations in Eq. (11), all quantities in Eq. (158) can also be expressed in the
Eulerian parametrization, yielding

ρ = ρmid

(
1− δHΘ+

δ2

4
KΘ2

)−1

. (159)

Equation (159) shows that the density at every point x ∈ M is entirely determined by the
mid-surface curvatures and density. Furthermore, the right-hand side of Eq. (159) is a rational
polynomial, implying that the density should be expanded as a series of the form

ρ =

∞∑
k=0

ρkPk(Θ) , (160)

to facilitate the dimension reduction procedure. Finding the coefficients ρk requires an expression
for the right-hand side of Eq. (159) in terms of Chebyshev polynomials. To that end, we introduce
the non-dimensional curvatures

H̃ = δH , (161)

K̃ = δ2K , (162)

satisfying H̃ < 1 and K̃ < 1 due to the assumption of small curvatures discussed in Sec. 3.3 of the
main text. By recalling Θ ∈ (−1, 1), Taylor expanding twice yields the series expansion(

1− H̃Θ+
1

4
K̃Θ2

)−1

=

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k

4k
(
1− H̃Θ

)−(k+1)
K̃kΘ2k (163)
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=

∞∑
m=0

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k

4k

(
m+ k

m

)
K̃kH̃mΘ2k+m . (164)

Equation (164) can be rewritten as(
1− H̃Θ+

1

4
K̃Θ2

)−1

=
∞∑

m=0

⌊m/2⌋∑
k=0

(−1)k

4k

(
m− k

m− 2k

)
K̃kH̃m−2kΘm (165)

=

∞∑
m=0

⌊m/2⌋∑
k=0

(−1)k

4k

(
m− k

m− 2k

)
K̃kH̃m−2k

m∑
l=0

clαmlPl(Θ) , (166)

where we used Eq. (46) in the last step. Taking the inner product of Eq. (158) with the nth Cheby-
shev polynomial and invoking Eqs. (160) and (166) then yields the density expansion coefficients
as

ρi = ρmid

∞∑
m=0

⌊m/2⌋∑
k=0

(−1)k

4k

(
m− k

m− 2k

)
K̃kH̃m−2kciαmi . (167)

From Eq. (167), we also obtain an order of magnitude estimate for the expansion coefficients, i.e.

ρk = ρmidO
(
κ̃k
)
, with κ̃ = max

α
|δκα| , (168)

which will allow us to simplify the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory in subsequent derivations.
Equation (167) determines the density expansion coefficients relative to the mid-surface density

ρmid. In the Lagrangian parametrization, the mid-surface density could be obtained from the
mid-surface deformation based on its definition in Eq. (158). However, the fluid-like behavior of
lipid membranes along their in-plane directions motivates the use of the Eulerian form of the mass
balance in Eq. (155) to determine ρmid. At the same time, however, choosing ρmid as the unknown
in Eq. (155) proves rather inconvenient as it leads to the appearance of time derivatives of the mean
and Gaussian curvatures in the (2 + δ)-dimensional mass balance. Instead, we choose ρ0 as the
unknown that is to be determined from the Eulerian mass balance. The mid-surface density ρmid

can then be found by setting i = 0 in Eq. (167).
To derive an equation determining ρ0, we take the inner product of the Eulerian form of the

mass balance in Eq. (155), yielding〈
dρ

dt
, P0(Θ)

〉
+ ⟨ρdiv(v), P0(Θ)⟩ = 0 . (169)

The first term of Eq. (169) is found by realizing that dθ3/dt = 0 (see Sec. 1.1, Eq. (15)) implies
that the inner product and material time derivative commute, i.e.〈

dρ

dt
, P0(Θ)

〉
=

d

dt
⟨ρ, P0(Θ)⟩ = dρ0

dt
. (170)

To evaluate the second term of Eq. (169), we expand div(v) as

div(v) = v,i · gi , (171)
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and express the velocity in Eq. (22) in terms of Chebyshev polynomials as

v
(
θi, t

)
= v0(θ

α, t)P0(Θ) +
δ

2
v1(θ

α, t)P1(Θ) (172)

=
(
vβ0aβ + v30n

)
P0(Θ) +

δ

2
vβ1aβP1(Θ) . (173)

Note that the velocity expansion in Eq. (173) implies that it is not possible to write the divergence of
the velocity using the covariant derivative, i.e. div(v) ̸= vi

∣∣
i
. This is due to the choice of expressing

v in the basis {a1,a2,n} rather than in the coordinate-induced basis {gi}i=1,2,3. We thus begin by
expanding the partial derivatives in Eq. (171) using the velocity expansion in terms of Chebyshev
polynomials in Eq. (22), yielding

v,α =
[
wβ

. α aβ +
(
vβ0 bβα + v30,α

)
n
]
P0(Θ) +

δ

2

[
vβ1:αaβ + vβ1 bβαn

]
P1(Θ) , (174)

v,3 = vα1 aαP0(Θ) . (175)

where we defined

wβ
. α = vβ0:α − v30b

β
α , (176)

with the surface covariant derivative

vβ0:α = vβ0,α + vγ0
0Γβ

γα . (177)

From Eqs. (174) and (175), we find that the dot products in Eq. (171) evaluate to

v,α · gα = wβ
. α (aβ · gα) +

δ

2
vβ1:α (aβ · gα)Θ , (178)

v,3 · n = 0 , (179)

and using the expansion of the contravariant basis vectors in Eq. (44) yields

aβ · gα =
∞∑

m=0

1

2m

[
b̃m
]α
β
Θm (180)

=

∞∑
m=0

1

2m

[
b̃m
]α
β

m∑
k=0

ckαmkPk(Θ) , (181)

aβ · gαΘ =

∞∑
m=0

1

2m

[
b̃m
]α
β

m+1∑
k=0

ckα(m+1)kPk(Θ) , (182)

where we used Eq. (46) to express the monomials Θm in terms of Chebyshev polynomials. Equa-
tions (178)–(182) now show the divergence of the velocity can be written as

div(v) =

∞∑
m=0

1

2m

[
b̃m
]α
β

(
wβ

. α

m∑
k=0

ckαmkPk(Θ) + vβ1:α
δ

2

m+1∑
k=0

ckα(m+1)kPk(Θ)

)
. (183)
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Next, we multiply Eq. (183) by ρ and use the series expansion in Eq. (160) and Pk(Θ)Pl(Θ) =
1
2

(
Pk+l(Θ) + P|k−l|(Θ)

)
to find

ρdiv(v) =

∞∑
m=0

1

2m+1

[
b̃m
]α
β

(
wβ

. α

∞∑
l=0

m∑
k=0

ρlckαmk

(
Pk+l(Θ) + P|k−l|(Θ)

)
+

vβ1:α
δ

2

∞∑
l=0

m+1∑
k=0

ρlckα(m+1)k

(
Pk+l(Θ) + P|k−l|(Θ)

))
. (184)

This expression allows us to evaluate the inner product in Eq. (169), yielding

⟨ρdiv(v), P0(Θ)⟩ =
∞∑

m=0

1

2m+1

[
b̃m
]α
β

wβ
. α

ρ0αm0 +
m∑
k=1

ρkαmk

 +

vβ1:α
δ

2

ρ0α(m+1)0 +
m+1∑
k=1

ρkα(m+1)k

 . (185)

To simplify Eq. (185), we recall Eq. (168) and note that if m − k is odd, αmk = 0. Thus, it is
sufficient to keep the lowest order, odd terms of the summations highlighted in green in Eq. (185),
reducing it to

⟨ρdiv(v), P0(Θ)⟩ =
∞∑

m=0

1

2m+1

[
b̃m
]α
β

(
wβ

. α (ρ0αm0 + ρ1αm1) +

vβ1:α
δ

2

(
ρ0α(m+1)0 + ρ1α(m+1)1

))
+O

(
κ̃2
)
. (186)

Furthermore, we can use the following relation derived in Sec. 3.3 of the main text

b̃k : A = O
(
κ̃k
)
(i : A) = O

(
κ̃k
)
Aα

. α , (187)

to obtain [
b̃m+2

]α
β
wβ

. α ≪
[
b̃m
]α
β
wβ

. α , (188)[
b̃m+2

]α
β
vβ1:α ≪

[
b̃m
]α
β
vβ1:α . (189)

Equations (188) and (189) permit truncating the remaining summation in Eq. (186) at m = 1,
yielding

⟨ρdiv(v), P0(Θ)⟩ = ρ0w
α
. α +

δ

4
ρ1b

α
βw

β
. α +

δ2

8
ρ0b

α
βv

β
1:α +

δ

4
ρ1v

α
1:α +O

(
κ̃2
)
. (190)

As discussed in the following, all colored terms in Eq. (190) can be shown to be negligible
compared to ρ0w

α
. α. First, the term highlighted in green is small based on Eqs. (168) and (187).
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Second, we note that Eq. (168) and the assumption
(
δvα1 /v

β
0

)2 ≪ 1 (see Sec. 3.3 of the main text)
imply

κ̃

∣∣∣∣∣δvα1vβ0
∣∣∣∣∣≪ 1 . (191)

We may then invoke Eqs. (187) and (191) and the existence of an in-plane length scale characterizing
changes of the velocity ℓv to show that the term highlighted in orange in Eq. (190) can be disregarded.
Finally, we find the term highlighted in blue in Eq. (190) to be negligible based on Eqs. (168), (187)
and (191), and the characteristic length scale ℓv. This simplifies Eq. (190) to

⟨ρdiv(v), P0(Θ)⟩ = ρ0w
α
. α (192)

= ρ0
(
vα0:α − 2v30H

)
. (193)

By inserting Eqs. (170) and (193) into the zeroth-order mass balance in Eq. (169) and defining
ρs := δρ0, we obtain

dρs
dt

+ ρs (v
α
0:α − 2vH) = 0 . (194)

From Eq. (194), we can now determine the zeroth-order density coefficient, and consequently all
other density coefficients using Eq. (167). Lastly, we note that Eq. (194) is the well-known Eulerian
mass balance for strictly two-dimensional surfaces [19, 20].

5.2 Stress Vector Expansions

The linear and angular momentum balances of thin shells are often conveniently formulated in terms
of stress vectors, introduced in Sec. 4.2 of the main text. In the following, we derive the expansion
coefficients of the stress vectors T i in terms of the stress tensor expansion coefficients. To that end,
we consider the series expansion

T i = σTgi =

∞∑
n=0

T i
n(θ

α, t)Pn(Θ) . (195)

We begin by considering the in-plane stress vectors T α, and write the contravariant basis vectors
gα in Eq. (49) as

gα =
∞∑
k=0

1

βk
⟨gα, Pk(Θ)⟩Pk(Θ) , (196)

where

βk =

{
1 if k = 0 ,
1
2 otherwise ,

(197)

as defined in Sec. 3.1 of the main text. By substituting Eq. (196) and the stress tensor expansion
introduced in Sec. 3.2 of the main text,

σ
(
θi, t

)
=

∞∑
k=0

σ̌ij
k (θ

α, t) ǧi(θ
α, t)⊗ ǧj(θ

α, t)Pk(Θ) , (198)
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into Eq. (195), we obtain

T α =
1

2

∞∑
n=0

 n∑
k=0

σ̌βj
n−k

1

βk
⟨gα, Pk(Θ)⟩ · aβ +

∞∑
k=0

σ̌βj
n+k

1

βk
⟨gα, Pk(Θ)⟩ · aβ +

∞∑
n>0
k=0

σ̌βj
k

1

βk+n
⟨gα, Pk+n(Θ)⟩ · aβ

Pn(Θ) ǧj , (199)

where we also used ǧ3 · gα = n · gα = 0. Comparison of Eqs. (195) and (199) then shows that the
in-plane stress vector expansion coefficients are given by

T α
n =

1

2

 n∑
k=0

σ̌βj
n−k

1

βk
⟨gα, Pk(Θ)⟩ · aβ +

∞∑
k=0

σ̌βj
n+k

1

βk
⟨gα, Pk(Θ)⟩ · aβ +

∞∑
n>0
k=0

σ̌βj
k

1

βk+n
⟨gα, Pk+n(Θ)⟩ · aβ

 ǧj . (200)

The inner products appearing in Eq. (200) can be evaluated using Eq. (49), yielding

aβ · 1

βk
⟨gα, Pk(Θ)⟩ =

∞∑
m=0

1

2m

[
b̃m
]α
β
ckαmk , (201)

which allows us to write the in-plane stress vector coefficients as

T α
n =

1

2

(
n∑

k=0

σβj
n−k

∞∑
m=0

1

2m

[
b̃m
]α
β
ckαmk +

∞∑
k=0

σβj
n+k

∞∑
m=0

1

2m

[
b̃m
]α
β
ckαmk +

∞∑
n>0
k=0

σβj
k

∞∑
m=0

1

2m

[
b̃m
]α
β
ck+nαm(k+n)

 ǧj , (202)

which we introduced in Sec. 4.2 of the main text.
To evaluate the expansion coefficients of the out-of-plane stress vectors T 3, we recall that g3 = n

is independent of θ3. From Eqs. (195) and (198), we thus find

T 3 = σTn =

∞∑
n=0

σ̌3j
n ǧjPn(Θ) . (203)

implying that the expansion coefficients of T 3 are given by

T 3
n = σ̌3j

n ǧj , (204)

as discussed in Sec. 4.2 of the main text.
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From the form of the stress vector coefficients in Eq. (204) and the order of magnitude assump-
tions for the reactive stresses discussed in Sec. 3.3 of the main text, we find that the zeroth- and
first-order expansion coefficients of T 3 dominate all others, i.e.

T 3
k ≫ T 3

l , k = 0, 1 , ∀l ≥ 2 . (205)

To obtain a similar result for the in-plane stress vector coefficients T α
n , we recall the following order

of magnitude estimate derived in Sec. 3.3 of the main text,

c · (δb)m aα = c · iaαO((δκ)m) , (206)

where c = cγlγ is an arbitrary vector written in terms of the orthonormal eigenvectors of the
curvature tensor lγ . By invoking Eq. (206) and the stress assumptions discussed in Sec. 3.3 of
the main text, we find that the order of magnitude of T α

n , n ≥ 2, is not larger than the order of
magnitude of T α

0 and T α
1 .

5.3 Linear Momentum Balance

In this section, we apply the dimension reduction method to the three-dimensional linear momentum
balance introduced in Sec. 2.3 of the main text,

ρv̇ = div
(
σT
)
+ f , ∀x ∈ M . (207)

To simplify the following derivations, we consider each term of Eq. (207) individually.

Inertia To obtain the inertial contribution on the left-hand side of Eq. (207) in terms of Chebyshev
polynomials, we first derive an expression for the acceleration a = v̇. To this end, recall the definition
of the material time derivative as

v̇
(
θi, t

)
=

d

dt
v
(
θi, t

)
=

∂

∂t
v
(
θi, t

)∣∣∣∣
ξk

. (208)

When applying the material time derivative to the velocity expansion in Eq. (172) to find the
acceleration a, i.e.

a = v̇ =
(
v̇α0 aα + vα0 ȧα + v̇30n+ v30ṅ

)
P0(Θ) +

δ

2
(v̇α1 aα + vα1 ȧα)P1(Θ) , (209)

we require expressions for the material time derivatives of the velocity components and basis vectors.
However, the material time derivative of quantities transforming co- or contravariantly does not
coincide with their total time derivative [21]. Using Eq. (28) along with results derived in Refs. [21]
and [22, Ch. 5.1 (c)], we instead find

v̇α0 = vα0,t (210)

v̇α1 = vα1,t + vβ0 v
α
1:β − vβ1 v

α
0,β , (211)

v̇30 = v30,t + v30,αv
α
0 , (212)

ȧα = v0,α , (213)
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with

v0,α =
(
vβ0:α − v30b

β
α

)
aβ +

(
v30,α + vβ0 bβα

)
n . (214)

By combining Eqs. (24) and (209)–(214), we obtain an expression for the acceleration under the
assumption of K-L kinematics,

a =
{(

vα0,t + vβ0 v
α
0:β − 2v30v

β
0 b

α
β − v30v

3
0,β a

αβ
)
aα +

(
v30,t + 2vα0 v

3
0,α + vα0 v

β
0 bβα

)
n
}
P0(Θ) +

δ

2

{(
vα1,t + vβ0 v

α
1,β + vβ1 v

α
0:β − vβ1 v

3
0b

α
β − vβ1 v

α
0,β

)
aα +

(
vα1 v

3
0,α + vα1 v

β
0 bβα

)
n
}
P1(Θ) . (215)

The complexity of this expression motivates the introduction of a short-hand notation. To that end,
we take the material time derivative of the velocity expansion in Eq. (172) to find

a = v̇ = v̇0P0(Θ) +
δ

2
v̇1P1(Θ) (216)

= v̇0P0(Θ) +
δ

2
n̈P1(Θ) , (217)

with the second equality following from Eq. (8). By comparing Eq. (217) to Eq. (215), we identify
v̇0 and n̈ as

v̇0 =
(
vα0,t + vβ0 v

α
0:β − 2v30v

β
0 b

α
β − v30v

3
0,β a

αβ
)
aα +

(
v30,t + 2vα0 v

3
0,α + vα0 v

β
0 bβα

)
n , (218)

n̈ =
(
vα1,t + vβ0 v

α
1,β + vβ1 v

α
0:β − vβ1 v

3
0b

α
β − vβ1 v

α
0,β

)
aα +

(
vα1 v

3
0,α + vα1 v

β
0 bβα

)
n . (219)

Finally, multiplying Eq. (217) by the density expansion in Eq. (160) yields the series expansion
of the inertial term of the linear momentum balance,

ρa =

( ∞∑
k=0

ρkPk(Θ)

)(
v̇0P0(Θ) +

δ

2
n̈P1(Θ)

)
(220)

= v̇0

∞∑
k=0

ρkPk(Θ) +
δ

4
n̈

∞∑
k=0

ρk
(
Pk+1(Θ) + P|k−1|(Θ)

)
. (221)

where we used Pk(Θ)Pl(Θ) = 1
2

(
Pk+l(Θ) + P|k−l|(Θ)

)
. Taking the inner product of Eq. (221) with

the zeroth- and first-order Chebyshev polynomials results in3

⟨δρa, P0(Θ)⟩ = v̇0ρs +
δ2

4
n̈ρ1 (222)

≈ v̇0ρs , (223)

2 ⟨δρa, P1(Θ)⟩ = v̇0δρ1 +
δ

4
n̈
(
2ρs + δρ2

)
(224)

≈ v̇0δρ1 +
ρsδ

2
n̈ , (225)

3To derive the (2 + δ)-dimensional equations of motion, it is sufficient to consider only the zeroth- and first-order
terms of the linear momentum balance. This motivates taking the inner products with P0(Θ) and P1(Θ) specifically.
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where the term highlighted in green in Eqs. (223) is small compared to v̇0ρs based on
Eqs. (168), (191), (218), and (219), and the existence of a characteristic in-plane velocity length
scale ℓv. Furthermore, the pre-factor of 2 in Eq. (225) originates from ⟨P1(Θ), P1(Θ)⟩ = 1/2, and
the term highlighted in blue is negligible since Eq. (167) implies δρ2 ≪ ρs. Equation (225) can be
simplified further by noting that according to Eq. (167),

ρ0 = ρmid

(
1 +O

(
κ̃2
))

, (226)

ρ1 = ρmid

(
δH +O

(
κ̃3
))

, (227)

thus implying

ρ1 ≈ ρ0δH . (228)

Hence, by combining Eqs. (223), (225), and (228), we finally obtain

δρa
1
≈ ρsv̇0P0(Θ) +

(
ρsδHv̇0 +

δρs
2

n̈

)
P1(Θ) , (229)

where
1
≈ indicates truncation at first polynomial order.

Stress divergence To derive the (2+δ)-dimensional form of the stress term in Eq. (207), we first
write the stress divergence in terms of the stress vectors T i,

div
(
σT
)
=
(
σT
)
,i
gi =

(
σTgi

)
,i
− σTgi

,i = T i
,i + T jΓi

ji = T i
∣∣
i
, (230)

where T i
∣∣
i

is the covariant derivative of T i. Given the expressions for the Christoffel symbols in
Eqs. (50)–(53), we can now rewrite the stress vector divergence T i

∣∣
i
as

T i
∣∣
i
= T α

,α + T 3
,3 + T αΓβ

αβ + T 3Γβ
3β . (231)

By using the stress vector expansion in Eq. (195), the partial derivatives in Eq. (231) evaluate to

T α
,α =

∞∑
k=0

T α
k,αPk(Θ) , (232)

T 3
,3 =

2

δ

∞∑
k=1

kT 3
kUk−1(Θ) , (233)

where Uk(Θ) indicates the kth Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind. These can be expressed
in terms of the Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind [23] as

T 3
,3 =

2

δ

∞∑
k=1

kT 3
k

{
2
∑(k−2)/2

j=0 P2j+1(Θ) , even k ,

2
∑(k−1)/2

j=0 P2j(Θ)− 1 , odd k .
(234)

Taking the inner product of Eqs. (232) and (234) with the zeroth- and first-order Chebyshev poly-
nomial yields

⟨T α
,α, P0(Θ)⟩ = T α

0,α , (235)
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2 ⟨T α
,α, P1(Θ)⟩ = T α

1,α , (236)

⟨T 3
,3, P0(Θ)⟩ = 2

δ

∞∑
k=1

(2k − 1)T 3
2k−1 , (237)

2 ⟨T 3
,3, P1(Θ)⟩ = 4

δ

∞∑
k=1

2kT 3
2k . (238)

Next, we expand the first of the terms involving the Christoffel symbols in Eq. (231). Using
the generic series expansion of the stress vector in Eq. (195) and the expression for the Christoffel
symbol in Eq. (61), we find

T α Γβ
αβ =

( ∞∑
l=0

T α
l Pl(Θ)

)(
0Γβ

αβ − 1

2

∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃maγ b̃

γ
α;β

m+1∑
k=0

ckα(m+1)kPk(Θ)

)
(239)

=

∞∑
l=0

T α
l

0Γβ
αβPl(Θ)

− 1

4

∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃maγ b̃

γ
α;β

∞∑
l=0

m+1∑
k=0

T α
l ckα(m+1)k

(
Pk+l(Θ) + P|k−l|(Θ)

)
, (240)

and taking the same inner products as before yields

⟨T α Γβ
αβ, P0(Θ)⟩ = T α

0
0Γβ

αβ − 1

4

∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃maγ b̃

γ
α;β

m+1∑
k=0

T α
k α(m+1)k , (241)

2 ⟨T α Γβ
αβ, P1(Θ)⟩ = T α

1
0Γβ

αβ −

1

4

∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃maγ b̃

γ
α;β

m+1∑
k=0

ckα(m+1)k

(
T α
k+1 +

1

c|k−1|
T α
|k−1|

)
. (242)

Similarly, using the expression for the Christoffel symbol Γα
3α in Eq. (65), we can express the second

Christoffel symbol term in Eq. (231) as

T 3Γβ
3β =

( ∞∑
k=0

T 3
kPk(Θ)

)(
−2

δ

∞∑
m=1

1

2m
tr
(
b̃m
)m−1∑

l=0

clα(m−1)lPl(Θ)

)
(243)

= −1

δ

∞∑
m=1

1

2m
tr
(
b̃m
) ∞∑

k=0

m−1∑
l=0

T 3
k clα(m−1)l

(
Pl+k(Θ) + P|l−k|(Θ)

)
, (244)

and taking the usual inner products leads to

⟨T 3Γβ
3β, P0(Θ)⟩ = −1

δ

∞∑
m=1

1

2m
tr
(
b̃m
)m−1∑

k=0

T 3
kα(m−1)k , (245)

2 ⟨T 3Γβ
3β, P1(Θ)⟩ = −1

δ

∞∑
m=1

1

2m
tr
(
b̃m
)m−1∑

k=0

ckα(m−1)k

(
T 3
k+1 +

1

c|k−1|
T 3
|k−1|

)
. (246)
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Combining the results in Eqs. (235)–(238), (241), (242), (245), and (246) yields the stress di-
vergence contribution to the linear momentum balance,

T i
∣∣
i

1
=P0(Θ)

T α
0:α − 1

4

∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃maγ b̃

γ
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m+1∑
k=0

T α
k α(m+1)k +

2

δ

∞∑
k=1

(2k − 1)T 3
2k−1 −

1

δ
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m=1

1

2m
tr
(
b̃m
)m−1∑

k=0

T 3
kα(m−1)k

 +

P1(Θ)

T α
1:α − 1

4

∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃maγ b̃

γ
α;β

m+1∑
k=0

ckα(m+1)k

(
T α
k+1 +

1

c|k−1|
T α
|k−1|

)
+

4

δ

∞∑
k=1

2kT 3
2k −

1

δ

∞∑
m=1

1

2m
tr
(
b̃m
)m−1∑

k=0

ckα(m−1)k

(
T 3
k+1 +

1

c|k−1|
T 3
|k−1|

)  , (247)

where 1
= again indicates truncation at first polynomial order. To simplify Eq. (247), we note that

the terms highlighted in blue are of the form of the contraction in Eq. (187). Furthermore, we recall
the assumption that the order of magnitude of the stress vectors does not increase with increasing
order (see Sec. 3.3 of the main text). Therefore, it is sufficient to retain the terms highlighted in
blue only up to m = 1, yielding

∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃maγ b̃

γ
α;β

m+1∑
k=0

T α
k α(m+1)k ≈ 2H̃,αT

α
1 +

1

2
b̃βγ b̃

γ
α;β

(
T α
0 +

1

2
T α
2

)
, (248)

and

∞∑
m=0

1

2m
aβ · b̃maγ b̃

γ
α;β

m+1∑
k=0

ckα(m+1)k

(
T α
k+1 +

1

c|k−1|
T α
|k−1|

)

≈ 2H̃,α (2T
α
0 + T α

2 ) +
1

4
b̃βγ b̃

γ
α;β (3T

α
1 + T α

3 ) , (249)

where we used the Mainardi-Codazzi relation b̃βα;β = 2H̃,α. Similarly, we may use the result (see
Eq. (187))

tr
(
b̃m
)
= O(κ̃m) , (250)

and the assumption that the reactive stresses are dominated by their zeroth- and first-order contri-
butions to truncate the terms highlighted in green in Eq. (247), simplifying them to

∞∑
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1

2m
tr
(
b̃m
)m−1∑
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T 3
kα(m−1)k =
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1
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tr
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) (

T 3
0 α(m−1)0 + T 3

1 α(m−1)1

)
(251)

≈ 2H̃T 3
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1

4
tr
(
b̃2
)
T 3
1 , (252)
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and

∞∑
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1

2m
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(
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T 3
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1 + 2α(m−1)1T

3
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(253)

≈ 2H̃T 3
1 +

1

2
tr
(
b̃2
)
T 3
0 , (254)

where we also used tr b̃ = 2H̃.
Substituting Eqs. (248), (249), (252) and (254) reduces Eq. (247) to
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tr
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 . (255)

The terms highlighted in green in Eq. (255) can be neglected based on Eq. (187), the condition (see
Sec. 3.3 of the main text)

ℓc
ℓs

̸≪ 1 , (256)

and the assumption that the order of magnitude of the stresses does not increase with polynomial
order. Furthermore, the term highlighted in orange is negligible based on the assumption that the
reactive stresses are dominated by their zeroth- and first-order coefficients. The latter assumption
also suggests that we may truncate the term highlighted in blue at first order such that we obtain
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2δ
tr
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T 3
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}
. (257)

Finally, based on Eq. (250), we find that the term highlighted in green is small. By additionally
using the result

tr
(
b̃2
)
= 2

(
2H̃2 − K̃

)
, (258)
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Eq. (257) simplifies to
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= P0(Θ)

{
T α
0:α − δ

2
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α
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2

δ
T 3
1 − 2HT 3

0

}
+

P1(Θ)
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T α
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(
T α
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2
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− 2HT 3
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(
2H2 −K

)
T 3
0

}
, (260)

which is the expression for the stress divergence term used in Sec. 4.3 of the main text.

Body force term For simplicity, we assume in the main text that the body force f is defined per
unit volume rather than per unit mass. This makes the body force independent of other quantities
and motivates the use of the generic series

f =
∞∑
k=0

fkPk(Θ) , (261)

implying

⟨f , P0(Θ)⟩ = f0 , (262)
2 ⟨f , P1(Θ)⟩ = f1 , (263)

and

f
1
= f0P0(Θ) + f1P1(Θ) . (264)

5.4 Angular Momentum Balance

To derive the (2 + δ)-dimensional angular momentum balance, we start from the three-dimensional
angular momentum balance in Eq. (141). Upon substituting Eq. (49), g3 = n, and the stress vector
expansion in Eq. (195) into Eq. (141), we find

0 = gi × T i =

(
aαP0(Θ)− 1

2
b̃βαaβP1(Θ)

)
×

( ∞∑
i=0

T αPk(Θ)

)
+ n×

( ∞∑
i=0

T 3Pk(Θ)

)
(265)

=
∞∑
k=0

aα × T α
k Pk(Θ) +
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n× T 3
kPk(Θ)−

∞∑
k=0

aβ × 1

4
b̃βαT

α
(
Pk+1(Θ) + P|k−1|(Θ)

)
. (266)

Taking the dot product of Eq. (266) with the normal vector leads to the condition,

∞∑
k=0

T α
k · aβPk(Θ)− 1

4
b̃αγ

∞∑
k=0

T γ
k · aβ

(
Pk+1(Θ) + P|k−1|(Θ)

)
is symmetric , (267)
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and taking the inner product with the nth Chebsyhev polynomial reduces Eq. (267) to

T α
n · aβ − 1

4
b̃αγ

(
T γ
n+1 + T γ

|n−1|

)
· aβ is symmetric, ∀n ∈ N0 . (268)

By taking the dot product of Eq. (266) with the covariant tangent vector aβ , we can write the
in-plane components of Eq. (266) as

∞∑
k=0

T α
k · nPk(Θ)− 1

4
b̃αγ
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k=0

T γ
k · n

(
Pk+1(Θ) + P|k−1|(Θ)

)
−

∞∑
k=0

T 3
k · aα Pk(Θ) = 0 . (269)

Taking the inner product of Eq. (269) with the nth Chebyshev polynomial then yields the condition

T α
n · n− 1

4
b̃αγ

(
T γ
n+1 + T γ

|n−1|

)
· n− T 3

n · aα = 0 , ∀n ∈ N0 . (270)

We can now relate Eqs. (268) and (270) to the usual symmetry condition of the Cauchy stress
tensor,

σT = σ , (271)

which, according to Sec. 4, is equivalent to Eq. (141). Direct comparison shows that Eq. (271) can
be expressed in component form as

εijkσ̌
ij ǧk = 0 . (272)

Furthermore, by using gi =
(
gi · ǧj

)
ǧj and gi =

(
gi · ǧj

)
ǧj , it is found that the stress vector form

of the angular momentum balance in Eq. (141) is equal to Eq. (272) as well. Therefore, taking
the dot products of Eq. (272) with the normal vector n and in-plane basis vectors aα shows that
Eqs. (267) and (269) are respectively identical to

σ̌αβ = σ̌βα , (273)

σ̌α3 = σ̌3α . (274)

After taking the inner product with the nth Chebyshev polynomial, we further find that Eqs. (268)
and (270) are respectively identical to

σ̌αβ
n = σ̌βα

n , ∀n ∈ N0 , (275)

σ̌α3
n = σ̌3α

n , ∀n ∈ N0 . (276)

Equation (275) implies that the normal component of the dimensionally-reduced angular momentum
balance is satisfied to arbitrary order if the three-dimensional, in-plane components of the stress
tensor satisfy the usual symmetry condition in Eq. (271). Similarly, the symmetry of the reactive
stresses discussed in Sec. 2.3 of the main text implies that Eq. (276) is satisfied a-priori. Finally, we
note that Eqs. (275) and (276) also follow from algebraically tedious manipulations of Eqs. (268)
and (270).
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