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Origami principles are used to create strong, lightweight structures with complex mechanical
response. However, identifying the fundamental physical principles that determine a sheet’s behavior
remains a challenge. We introduce a new analytic theory in which commonly studied origami sheets
fall into distinct topological classes that predict sharply varying mechanical behavior, including
effective stiffness and smoothness of mechanical response under external loads. Origami sheets with
negative Poisson’s ratios, such as the Miura ori, have conventional, smooth mechanical response
amenable to continuum-based approaches. In contrast, positive Poisson’s ratio, as in the Eggbox ori,
generates a topological transition to lines of doubly degenerate zero modes that lead to dramatically
softer structures with uneven, complex patterns of spatial response. These patterns interact in
complicated ways with origami boundary conditions and source terms, leading to rich physical
phenomena in experimentally accessible systems. This approach highlights topological mechanics,
with deep connections to topologically protected quantum-mechanical systems, as a design principle
for controlling the mechanical response of thin, complex sheets.

I. INTRODUCTION

Origami sheets are two-dimensional structures con-
structed by generating patterns of creases along which
they can fold at low energy cost. Originally developed
only for their recreational and aesthetic values, these
sheets have intrigued mathematicians [1], computer sci-
entists [2, 3], and physicists [4, 5], as well as engineers who
seek novel metamaterials [6, 7] or to design robots [8–
10]. The geometry of origami sheets, as defined by their
crease patterns, can result in dramatically different re-
sponses when external loads are applied. The large space
of possible crease patterns allow origami sheets to ex-
hibit exotic mechanical properties beyond those of the
original sheets of paper, such as tunable Poisson’s ra-
tio [11], multi-directional auxeticity [12], programmabil-
ity [13] and deployability [14], making origami-inspired
structures widely applicable in different fields.

Despite these broad applications, predicting and con-
trolling the nonuniform deformations of origami sheets
under general loading remains challenging. To address
this, we take an approach which first became prevalent
in analyzing quantum mechanical systems and later was
applied to analogous classical mechanical systems—the
topological classification. In quantum mechanics, since
the discovery of special quantum states [15] that are
topologically distinct and lead to quantization associ-
ated with certain topological invariants [16], physicists
have been engaged in looking for systems with novel
topological signatures as well as classifying them accord-
ingly. The most well-known classification, the ten-fold
way, was established by Altland and Zirnbauer [17, 18]
and there are other variants based on the this, such as
the three-fold way introduced for non-Hermitian matri-
ces [19]. This approach allows physicists to better un-
derstand phenomena like the quantum Hall effect and

to infer important properties such as the band structure
in different quantum systems, including topological insu-
lators [20]. In classical mechanical systems, researchers
strive to explore novel mechanical properties indicated by
similar topological invariants. For instance, the quantum
Su–Schrieffer–Heeger (SSH) model [21] has its classical
mechanical counterpart introduced by Kane and Luben-
sky via a 1-D isostatic lattice [22]. “Topological insu-
lators” were realized in various mechanical systems as
well [23–25]. These works show how edge states are con-
trolled by the topological invariants in the bulk (the bulk-
boundary correspondence) and show how a topological
approach is necessary to understand the behavior of such
systems. In the field of origami, topology can also play a
vital role in determining zero-energy deformations [4] or
localized deformation [26] and provide new insights into
the analysis of its mechanical properties [27, 28]. While
generic 2-D periodic origami sheets are shown to have
no topological polarization [26], we identify a topologi-
cal invariant, known as the Pfaffian [29], in the special
case where the unit cell consists of parallelogram panels.
This topological invariant has not previously been found
in mechanical systems but underlies the Quantum Spin
Hall Effect [30].

In this paper, we examine a particular class of origami,
one with parallelogram faces, with a focus on the Morph
patterns [31]. We find that this geometry induces addi-
tional symmetries that lead to novel topological invari-
ants given by the Pfaffian. We find that auxetic origami
such as the Miura [32, 33] is topologically trivial, but
that non-auxetic origami such as the Eggbox [34, 35] has
a nontrivial invariant which leads to lines of doubly de-
generate zero modes stretching across the Brillouin zone,
which strongly modify the origami’s mechanical response
with modes activated at finite wavelength.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we intro-
duce our system and characterize its topological proper-
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ties using a novel formalism based on the origami sheet’s
symmetries. In Sec. III we consider how interplay be-
tween origami stretching and bending informs the re-
sponse of the system. In Sec. IV we simulate origami

sheets from distinct topological classes and characterize
their sharply distinct responses. In Sec. V we discuss the
implications of our work for the field.

FIG. 1. (A) The geometry of an origami unit cell of the Morph structure, consisting of four parallelogram faces with sector
angles α, α, β, β at a single vertex. Here, ri are edge vectors around the vertex a and ℓ1, ℓ2 are the two lattice vectors. The
generic case (green, left) is known as the Morph, the symmetric case (blue, center) is known as the Eggbox and has four equal
angles α and the developable case (yellow, right) is known as the Miura and has β = π − α. (B) Folding mechanisms of the
different types of origami. A generic Morph pattern is always flat-foldable (meaning that it can be rigidly folded into a flat
state), but only the Miura (the yellow one) is developable, meaning that it corresponds to a crease pattern applied to a flat
sheet of paper.

II. PFAFFIAN AS TOPOLOGICAL CHARGE
GOVERNS MECHANICAL RESPONSE

A. Geometry of parallelogram-based origami and
description of deformation via folding amplitudes

We consider origami sheets consisting of repeating unit
cells indexed by n = (n1, n2), each of which contains four
parallelogram faces, as in [5]. The geometry of these faces
is set by their edge lengths and sector angles as in Fig. 1
(A). Once the geometry of the faces are fixed, the spatial
embedding of the sheet is determined by the dihedral an-
gles of adjoining faces. We restrict ourselves to systems
with a common edge length and at most two parallelo-
gram geometries set by their sector angles α, β, the class
of Morph origami [31]. As special cases, we also consider

β = α, the Eggbox crease pattern [36, 37] and β = π−α,
the Miura fold [32, 38]. Examples of such origami sheets
as well as their unit cells are shown in Fig. 1. This
range of systems suffices to realize the range of topologi-
cal classes and types of mechanical response on which we
focus. Each vertex of one of these parallelogram-based
origami sheets possesses a 1-D family of nonlinear isome-
tries, foldings of the adjoining edges that do not stretch
the adjoining faces. The geometry of different vertices is
compatible so that each sheet possesses a rigid, uniform
folding motion, as shown in Fig. 1 (B). For origami sheets
made out of conventional materials such as paperboard
or metal, the energy cost of stretching the faces of the
sheets is much higher than that of bending or folding the
sheets. Hence, those isometries are low-energy modes fa-
vored by origami sheets, and in the ideal case where we
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neglect the energy associated with folding and bending,
they become the zero-energy modes. We thus refer to
these isometries as “zero modes” despite the inclusion in
our numerical modeling of weak bending stiffness that
converts the actual physical response to low-energy “soft
modes”. We consider a linearized but non-uniform ver-
sion of these modes, in which the degree to which a vertex
is folded along this manifold of isometries is given by its
folding amplitude V. In a unit cell there are four ver-
tices, labeled a, b, c, d as shown in Fig. 1 (A). We may
refer to a potential isometric deformation of the sheet by
a set of folding amplitudes at each vertex in each cell, de-
noted Va(n). Folding two vertices with a shared edge by
different amounts implies that the dihedral angle varies
along the length of the edge [5], and therefore that the
adjoining faces are bending (a non-rigid isometry). Con-
ditions for compatible face bending are derived in the
Supplementary Materials.

We are particularly interested in z-periodic modes [4,
39], those of the form

Va(n) ≡ Va(0)zn ≡ Vazn1
1 zn2

2 , (1)

which extends Bloch’s theorem [40] by allowing the
wavevectors to be not purely real so as to permit edge
modes localized at the boundaries of finite sheets. Bulk
modes are the special case of z = eiq with q a purely real
wavevector in the Brillouin zone.

The aforementioned (linearized) global isometries cor-
respond to modes z1 = z2 = 1. For a non-uniform global
isometry, the compatibility conditions on the folding
amplitudes between neighboring vertices impose linear,
homogeneous constraints among local isometries Va(n)
across different cells. In the Supplementary Materials we
show explicitly how the constraint on each vertex in the
unit cell can be represented as a corresponding row in a
4 × 4 matrix, which we denote the folding compatibility
matrix. The constraint equations are then written as:

C(z) |V⟩ = 0 (2)

where |V⟩ = (Va,Vb,Vc,Vd)T is the vector representing
folding amplitudes of four vertices in a unit cell, and

C(z) =




X1 +X2 −X3 −X4 −X1 + z−1
1 X3 0 −X2 + z−1

2 X4

−X1 + z1X3 X1 −X2 −X3 +X4 X2 − z−1
2 X4 0

0 X2 − z2X4 −X1 −X2 +X3 +X4 X1 − z1X3

−X2 + z2X4 0 X1 − z−1
1 X3 −X1 +X2 +X3 −X4


 . (3)

The Xi’s in Eq. 3 are folding coefficients given by

Xi = r̂i+1 · (r̂i+2 × r̂i+3)/ri (4)

where ri’s are edge vectors emanting out counterclock-
wise from vertex a, defined as in Fig. 1 (A). The subscript
labels them in a counterclockwise order and is defined
modulo 4 since there are 4 edges around each vertex.
We emphasize that Eq. 3 is obtained in a uniform refer-
ence state, while in a generic case where vertices with the
same label across different unit cells are not in the same
state, those coefficients are no longer defined globally and
should depend explicitly on the cell index as well.

B. Symmetries and topological class

The C(z) defined in Eq. 3 is generalized Hermitian in
the sense that

C(z)T = C(1/z), (5)

with T denoting the matrix transpose. This reduces to
the well-known Hermitian property C(z)T = C(z̄) =

C(z) inside the Brillouin zone, where 1/z = z̄ with the
overbar denoting complex conjugation. Hence, this ma-
trix that describes the allowed linear isometries of an

origami sheet can be treated as a Hamiltonian describing
the quantum dynamics of a periodic (crystalline) system.
For our purpose, due to a spatial inversion symmetry in
the parallelogram-based origami system, we adopt the
topological classification for centrosymmetric systems in-
troduced in [41].
We now consider explicitly the symmetries of this

Hamiltonian. If we permute the opposite vertices in each
parallelogram face, we exchange the mountains and val-
leys of the crease pattern, producing a global minus sign
to C(z). Also, since the directions of the two lattice vec-
tors are flipped, the generalized wavevector z becomes
1/z. In the end, we obtain a spatial inversion symmetry
in the parallelogram-based origami lattice

PC(z)P−1 = −C(1/z) (6)

where the permutation/inversion operator P has the
form

P =



0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0


 . (7)

Obviously, we have P2 = I. Inspired by classification of
quantum operators, we now introduce the complex con-
jugation operator K (which, by definition, can be applied
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to any complex vector to produce its complex conjugate),
we obtain an anti-unitary operator [42] KP that obeys
(KP)2 = K2P2 = I since P is purely real and therefore
commutes with K, which also squares to the identity.
Inside the Brillouin zone, we have

(KP)C(z)(KP)−1 = K(PC(z)P)K

= −KC(z̄)K = −C(z), (8)

which corresponds to the particle-hole symmetry intro-
duced in the AZ+I classification of centrosymmetric sys-
tems [41].

Next, we show that there is also a chiral symmetry.
Take θ(z1) = arg (X1 −X3z1) and construct a unitary
matrix as below which acts as a mirror symmetry in the
reciprocal space

M1(z1) ≡




eiθ

e−iθ

e−iθ

eiθ


 (9)

and we have

M1(z1)C(z1, z2)M1(z1)
−1 = C(z1, z2). (10)

Similarly, take ϕ(z2) = arg(X2 − X4z2) and we have
another unitary matrix

M2(z2) ≡




eiϕ

eiϕ

e−iϕ

e−iϕ


 (11)

which satisfies

M2(z2)C(z1, z2)M2(z2)
−1 = C(z1, z2). (12)

The composition of three unitary operators PM1M2

is still unitary (where we suppress the arguments z1,2
in M1,2 for now), and direct calculation shows that it
squares to the identity

(PM1M2)
2 = I (13)

and its action on the C(z) is given by

(PM1M2)C(z)(PM1M2)
−1

= PC(z)P−1 = −C(z) (14)

which is exactly the chiral symmetry. Composing the
chiral symmetry here and particle-hole symmetry Eq. 8
we have above, we obtain an anti-unitary operator

T ≡ PM1M2KP (15)

with T2 = I that serves as the PT symmetry and leaves
C(z) invariant:

TC(z)T−1 = C(z). (16)

With all three symmetries Eq. 8, Eq. 14, Eq. 16 and
the positive signatures, our system is categorized into the
BDI class [41], which has the sign of Pfaffian as its 0-D
topological charge. For an anti-symmetric 2n×2n matrix
A = (aij), the Pfaffian is defined to be

Pf A =
1

2nn!

∑

σ∈S2n

sgn(σ)
n∏

i=1

aσ(2i−1),σ(2i) (17)

where S2n is the symmetric group of order (2n)! and
sgn(σ) is the signature of the permutation σ. Note that
our C(z) is not anti-symmetric, even when z is inside the
Brillouin zone. To resolve this apparent discrepancy, we
can perform a change of basis and render C(z) into an
anti-symmetric form. To reach this goal, consider

U ≡ P1/2 =
1

2
(I+P) +

i

2
(I−P) (18)

which is unitary. We then do a unitary transformation
C̃(z) ≡ UC(z)U−1, and it follows from direct calculation
that Eq. 6 becomes

C̃(z) = −C̃T (z) (19)

which shows that C̃(z) is now anti-symmetric and hence
the definition of Pfaffian is justified. Denote by {c̃ij}4i,j=1

the entries of C̃(z). These entries clearly depend on z but
here we omit it for convenience. We have

Pf C̃(z) = c̃12c̃34 − c̃13c̃24 + c̃14c̃23

= X1X3(z1 − 1)2/z1 −X2X4(z2 − 1)2/z2 (20)

which is true for general complex wavevector z not neces-
sarily inside the Brillouin zone. According to a property
of Pfaffian that its square is equal to the determinant, we
have

(Pf C̃(z))2 = det C̃(z) = detC(z). (21)

Notice that due to the chiral symmetry Eq. 14, the
eigenvalues of C(z) are always paired ±λ, thus detC(z),
which is equal to the product of all its eigenvalues, is
non-negative. Hence, the Pfaffian on the left-hand side
of Eq. 21 is purely real inside the Brillouin zone and its
sign serves as a topological charge for classifying lattices.
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FIG. 2. (A) Different Morph patterns (top) have rigid folding modes with different Poisson’s ratios ν. For auxetic systems
(ν < 0) the topological invariant Pfaffian described in the main text has the same sign across the entire Brillouin zone (bottom),
and the only bulk zero modes are at the origin, indicating long-wavelength behavior. For anauxetic systems (ν > 0) the invariant
changes sign within the Brillouin zone, indicating doubly degenerate lines of zero modes (black), such that low-energy response
can occur at short wavelengths. The transition between the two cases occurs at (ν = 0) with a vertical line of zero modes.
(B) Each origami sheet has a nonlinear folding mode, as shown in Fig.1. This mode changes the Poisson’s ratio and hence the
presence of topological modes. The plot shows the fraction of configurations for a given sheet that have topological modes,
ranging from 0 (Miura) to 1 (Eggbox). The blue arrow indicates our transition in (A) from the Miura (left) to the Eggbox
(right), with four points corresponding to the four sheets with same colors in (A).

C. Topological classes determined by geometric
factors and lattice Poisson’s ratio

Depending on whether the Pfaffian changes its sign
in the Brillouin zone, parallelogram-based origami sheets
can be categorized into two distinct classes: conventional
and topological. The conventional sheets are those with
a uniform sign of the Pfaffian inside the Brillouin zone,
except for the origin where the determinant always van-
ishes. The topological sheets are those for which the
Pfaffian changes signs between two regions in the Bril-
louin zone separated by a topologically protected one-
dimensional line as shown in Fig. 2. Because the Pfaffian
is the square root of the determinant, the determinant
has a double root along this line, indicating doubly de-
generate pairs of topologically protected zero modes.

Inside the Brillouin zone, Eq. 20 becomes

Pf C̃(q) = 4
(
X1X3 sin

2
(q1
2

)
−X2X4 sin

2
(q2
2

))
.

(22)

As shown in [5], the lattice Poisson’s ratio (the negative
ratio of strains in the two lattice directions when the
folding mode is activated) is

ν =
|l2|2
|l1|2

X2X4

X1X3
. (23)

From these two expressions, it immediately follows that
the existence of lines of zero modes in the Brillouin zone is
completely determined by the sign of the Poisson’s ratio.

The Poisson’s ratio of a Miura-ori shown in Fig. 1 is well-
known to be always negative. Hence, the Pfaffian never
flips its sign in the Brillouin zone and the only bulk zero
mode occurs trivially at the origin with q1 = q2 = 0.

In contrast with the Miura, the Eggbox sheet Fig. 2,
always has a positive Poisson’s ratio and thus always has
doubly degenerate lines of zero modes. The Eggbox fam-
ily thus fits into the category of topological lattices. For
a generic Morph pattern, since its Poisson’s ratio can
take both positive and negative values [31], its topolog-
ical class depends not only on the unit cell geometry,
but also on the particular spatial embedding. Using the
Morph family, we are able to transit from a purely con-
ventional lattice (a Miura) to a purely topological one
(an Eggbox) as in Fig. 2.

Four sample lattices, one from the Miura, two from
the Morph, and one from the Eggbox family are shown
in Fig. 2 to demonstrate a topological transition. As ν
varies along the axis, lines of zero modes emerge vertically
in the Brillouin zone at ν = 0, and, for a generic ν > 0,
form an “X” shape which gradually flattens and finally
merges into a single horizontal line of zero modes q2 = 0
at ν = +∞.

In the next section we illustrate in detail how the topo-
logical transition fundamentally changes the mechanical
response of the sheet under external loads.
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III. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS OF
MECHANICAL RESPONSE

A. Description of deformation via vertex
displacements and change of dihedral angles

To investigate how these topological modes determine
the response of an origami sheet to an external load,
we adopt another formalism to describe deformation. In
previous sections we use the 4 × 4 compatibility matrix
Eq. 3 to ensure geometric compatibility between neigh-
boring vertices. It has the advantage of simplifying the
description of isometric deformations to the point that
the fundamental symmetries that govern the topological
class can be discerned. However, such formulations can-
not capture generic loading conditions in which panels
are stretched as well as bent. To address this, we now
describe a deformation of the nth unit cell by a 12-D vec-
tor u(n). This vector is obtained by concatenating four
3-D vectors, each representing the displacement of one of
the cell’s vertices [39]. Again, we assume a z-periodicity
for the displacement vector:

uz(n) ≡ uz(n1, n2) ≡ zn1
1 zn2

2 uz(0) ≡ znuz. (24)

In the case of an isometric deformation, it is possible
to convert between vertex displacements and vertex fold-
ing, up to a uniform translation of the whole sheet, which
do not induce any folding. Generic deformations to the
origami sheet cost energy, which we can model by plac-
ing spring-like elements along the edges of origami pan-
els. Because bending costs energy but does not stretch
any edge, we also add a spring along a diagonal of each
quadrilateral panel (the somewhat arbitrary choice of di-
agonal does not qualitatively impact the mechanical re-
sponse, as verified by simulation). To see the effect of
infinitesimal displacements on those virtual springs, we
introduce the rigidity matrix R(z) [43]. In the literature,
people also refer to this matrix as the compatibility ma-
trix, but we prefer calling it the rigidity matrix in this
paper, in order to avoid confusion with the C(z) matrix
already defined in Eq. 3. The rigidity matrix R(z) re-
lates, infinitesimally, the z-periodic displacements uz to
resulting z-periodic extensions ez in bars (a compression
being a negative extension) via

ez = R(z)uz, (25)

and the dependence of R(z) on z is due to the existence
of intercellular bars. Zero modes are by definition the
null vectors of R(z) such that R(z)uz = 0, which also
coincide with isometries.

There are 12 bars in each unit cell, and so ez is also
12-D and R(z) is a 12 × 12 square matrix. This means
that our system is at the mechanical critical point where
the number of degrees of freedom is equal to the number
of constraints. For such systems, the Maxwell-Calladine
index theorem [39, 44, 45] ensures that a zero mode at z
implies a state of self-stress (a force-balanced configura-
tion in which tensions in bars joining at the same vertex

result in a zero net force on the vertex) at 1/z. When z is
complex, indicating exponential growth, the two modes
are exponentially localized at opposite edges. In the spe-
cial case of bulk modes (z real), one bulk zero mode at
a certain wavevector corresponds to a state of self-stress
at its opposite wavevector. For any triangulated origami
sheets (not necessarily parallelogram-based), apart from
this correspondence at opposite wavevectors, there is an-
other hidden symmetry [4] that establishes a duality be-
tween zero modes and states of self-stress at the same
wavevector z. Combining the hidden symmetry with the
index theorem, we know that a zero mode at z give rises
to another zero mode at 1/z. Therefore, zero modes
appear in pairs on different edges, meaning that they
are never polarized on one edge [19, 26], revealing that
all two-dimensional sheets are topologically trivial within
the Kane-Lubensky scheme of classifying topological me-
chanical modes [22].

The determinant of R(z), when expanded into a Lau-
rent polynomial in a proper gauge, has a palindromic
form

detR(z) =
∑

m,n

cmnz
m
1 zn2 (26)

with cmn = c−m,−n. Here a gauge change means an

overall division of zi1z
j
2 with some integers i, j to make

the coefficients match up. In particular, inside the Bril-
louin zone where |z1| = |z2| = 1, zero modes appear in
pairs at opposite real wavevectors. Furthermore, taking
complex conjugates of both sides in Eq. 26 and using
the palindromic property cmn = c−m,−n, we see that

detR(z) = detR(z) which forces the determinant of
R(z) to be real inside the 2-D Brillouin zone.
Notice that even though Eq. 22 is already shown to

be real inside the Brillouin zone, the realness of Eq. 26
does not require the origami to be parallelogram-based at
all. It means we can extend the topological classification
of origami to any general triangulated periodic lattice
by considering whether the sign of detR(z) is conserved
inside the Brillouin zone, and the conclusions we draw
in this and following sections carry over to the case of
generic triangulated lattices as well.
In order to take into account energy associated with

folding along creases and bending of faces, which lifts the
topological zero modes and turn them into soft modes, we
introduce another 12-D vector ϕ, representing the change
of dihedral angles along creases. We treat the effect of
bending a parallelogram face the same as folding along
its diagonal crease, even though creasing folding and face
bending are quantitatively different in practice. There
are two main reasons to justify this simplification. One is
that the topological signature of our system depends only
on the rigidity matrix R(z) which reflects the behavior
of the bars and does not distinguish crease folding from
face bending. The second reason is that for real paper-
board origami sheets, the energy cost of accommodating
an external load via bending a face or folding along a
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crease are comparable, whereas stretching a face would
require several orders of magnitude more energy [34, 46].

The ϕ induced by a z-periodic displacement is also z-
periodic and we attach a z subscript to emphasize this
dependence. By constructing an angular velocity field
over the sheet as in [4, 5], we can find an explicit linear
map S(z) [43] that sends uz to ϕz

ϕz = S(z)uz. (27)

This matrix also has the dimension 12×12 since each di-
hedral angle corresponds to a bar when there is no open
boundary. The construction of this matrix is demon-
strated in the Supplementary Materials.

B. Quadratic energy functional and mechanical
response

In this section, we deduce a scaling law for the domi-
nant response for topological sheets near soft modes un-
der periodic boundary conditions Eq. 24. From the dom-
inant part, we can further predict that the effective stiff-
ness of topological sheets should obey certain power laws,
which are also verified numerically.

As the vertices displace, energy is required for the
origami sheet to stretch and fold. In particular, under
periodic boundary conditions, we may assume the dis-
placements to be modulated by a Bloch phase factor eiq,
which is a special case of Eq. 24 with z1, z2 in the Bril-
louin zone. Correspondingly, the rigidity matrix R(eiq)
depends on this wavevector q [47] and, for simplicity in
notation, we denote it by R(q) from now on. The same
change of notation applies to S as well. Under an external
load, we introduce the quadratic energy functional Etot

to our system, induced by the periodic displacements uq,

Etot =
∑

q

1

2
uT
−qS

T (−q)KfS(q)uq

+
1

2
uT
−qR

T (−q)KsR(q)uq (28)

where Ks is a diagonal matrix whose elements represent
force constants of the bars and likewise Kf is that of rota-
tional springs associated with folding along creases. The
exact values of elements in these two matrices in general
depend on the particular geometry of the origami sheet
as well as its specific embedding, but their orders of mag-
nitude are uniform across a homogeneous sheet made up
of the same material. Therefore, for convenience in dis-
cussion, we denote, respectively by ks and kf , the rep-
resentative orders of magnitude of diagonal elements in
Ks and Kf. For paperboard origami sheets, their nu-
merical values are approximately ks = 106 (N ·m−1) and
kf = 0.1 (N ·m) [46, 48]. For an origami sheet with aver-
age panel area A ⪆ 10−4m2, we may assume the unitless
quantity ksA/kf ≫ 1.

FIG. 3. (A) Dispersion relations of a conventional sheet in the
Miura family. The stretching stiffness ks is set to 1 for sim-
plicity. Dashed lines are for the case of no folding stiffness,
kf = 0. Solid lines are for the case of small folding stiff-
ness, kf = 0.001. There are three trivial zero modes (uniform
translations in three directions) at the origin G of the Bril-
louin zone. A non-zero folding stiffness does not significantly
influence the dispersion relations. (B) Dispersion relations
of a topological sheet in the Eggbox family. There are also
three trivial zero modes at G, but two non-trivial topological
zero modes appear between point M and Y (as they do for
any path that intersects the red lines of isometries shown in
the inset) in the absence of folding stiffness, as predicted by
our analytical theory. In the absence of folding stiffness, the
frequencies of the two acoustic modes scale linearly from the
zero modes and verify the scaling law Eq. 30. Increasing the
folding stiffness lifts the frequencies of the two zero modes up

by O(k
1/2
f ).

The gradient of this energy function is related to the
Fourier-transformed external force fq by

fq = ∇uqEtot = ST (−q)KfS(q)uq

+RT (−q)KsR(q)uq ≡ D(q)uq. (29)

where we introduce the dynamical matrix D(q) relating
the external load force to the resulting displacement via
fq = D(q)uq. Near the point Z in Fig. 3, with the
mass of the vertices taken to be 1, the frequencies of two
acoustic modes follow

ω2(q) ≈ O(1)(kf/A) +O(1)ks|q− qZ |2 (30)

where qZ is the point Z in the Brillouin zone.
Solving Eq. 29 to determine the response of an origami

sheet to a load force involves inverting a 12× 12 matrix
D at each wavevector, which is unlikely to prove concep-
tually insightful. It is now that the topological nature of
the lattice provides qualitative insight into its mechanical
response. In particular, one might assume the bending
term in Eq. 29 can be dropped as it is almost negligi-
ble given ksA/kf ≫ 1. However, this assumption breaks
down if the sheet is topological, so that it has lines of
soft modes where the stretching energy vanishes and the
bending energy plays an important role. Therefore, the
two terms are both small and comparable to each other
in the case q stays very close to lines of soft modes.

For finite-size sheets, the wavevectors allowed by the
periodic boundary conditions consist of two-dimensional
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grid points in reciprocal space, none of which in general
lie precisely on the lines of soft modes. However, for
modes that are close to this line of soft modes, there
are two small quantities: the low bending modulus kf
and the small distance in reciprocal space, which we may
denote by δq. The eigenvalues of the rigidity matrix
thus should be on the order of |δq|. It follows that,
for the spectral decomposition of RT (−q)R(q) given by
(λq,i,vq,i), the lowest two eigenvalues λq,i with i = 1, 2
should scale as |δq|2.

Denote by uq,i ≡ v†
q,iuq, fq,i ≡ v†

q,if(q) the projec-

tions of uq and f(q) into the direction of vq,i, we can
use Cramer’s rule [49] to prove that the projection onto
the first two eigenvectors dominates and so the following
scaling law exists for i = 1, 2

uq,i ≈
fq,i

O(1)(kf/A) +O(1)ks|δq|2
. (31)

This means that modes close to these topological modes
are excited to a great degree, owing to the low energetic
cost. The explicit derivation of the scaling law Eq. 31 is
shown in the Supplementary Materials.

The physical interpretation of this result is that for a
topological sheet, the response uq is significantly higher
near soft modes, and consists mostly of the two low-
energy modes uq,1 and uq,2.

It follows that the energy E(q) stored in a wavevector
close to soft modes uq is given by:

E(q) =
1

2
u†
qf(q) ≈

∑

i=1,2

f2
q,i

O(1)(kf/A) +O(1)ks|δq|2
.

(32)

Consequently, the total energy of the system has con-
tributions mainly from modes near lines of soft modes.
Intuitively it means that, since face folding costs signifi-
cantly less energy than bar stretching, those modes near
soft modes which do not change the lengths of any bars
are energetically favored and activated to a greater degree
in topological origami sheets. In the infinite-size limit, an
analytical expression of the total energy can be deduced
from Eq. 32 with some proper approximations. In the
Supplementary Materials, we show the total energy Etot

obeys the following power law:

Etot =

∫

BZ

E(q)d2q ∼ |f |2√
kskf/A

. (33)

The effective stiffness of the sheet, defined as keff =
|f |2/2Etot, consequently scales as

√
kskf/A. With fixed

ks, A, for the conventional lattice, due to the absence of
soft modes, its stiffness is independent of kf and scales as
ks instead. Similar scaling laws of elastic moduli appear
in other isostatic lattices [50, 51].

We also have a variant of the power law derived above
for the special case of a vanishing Poisson’s ratio, i.e.,

when the topological transition occurs. At ν = 0, the
lines of soft modes merge into a single vertical line q1 = 0
as shown in FIG. 2, and the lowest eigenvalue λq,1 is no
longer proportional to |δq|2, but scales like |δq|4 instead.
Correspondingly, equation Eq. 32 becomes

E(q) ≈
∑

i=1,2

f2
q,i

O(1)(kf/A) +O(1)ks|δq|4
(34)

and the effective stiffness now scales like k
1/4
s k

3/4
f .

Though we make an a strong assumption of working in
the infinite-size limit, to derive these power laws analyti-
cally, they turn out to be obeyed by simulations of small,
finite-size systems, as shown in Fig. 4
At low folding stiffness kf/A ≪ ks, due to the power

law Eq. 33, a topological sheet (as well as a transitional
one) exhibits far less effective stiffness than a conven-
tional one. Besides, since lines of soft modes emerge ver-
tically at topological transition, the sheet at transition
is more responsive to loads applied in the ℓ2 lattice di-
rection. Generalizing this observation implies that, by
calculating the direction of lines of soft modes which de-
pends solely on the lattice Poisson’s ratio ν, we can qual-
itatively predict an origami sheet’s mechanical response
with respect to different external loads without explicit
experimental or numeric simulations.
Another consequence of having dominant response at

finite-wavelength is that the response pattern is ex-
tremely jagged for topological lattices. Analogous to the
diatomic vibration case where optical phonons are associ-
ated anti-phase oscillation for neighboring particles, the
vertices in neighbored cells move in different directions
in topological lattices, thus creating an extremely jagged
response pattern, as opposed to smooth response in con-
ventional lattices. We leave numerical verification of our
claims in the next section.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Periodic boundary condition

We begin by performing a linear calculation with peri-
odic boundary conditions, the most analytically and nu-
merically tractable scenario. We numerically solve the
reciprocal-space matrix equation Eq. 29 for 50× 50 sys-
tems such that cell 1 and 51 are identified in each lat-
tice direction. As shown in Fig. 4 (A), we apply a force
dipole to three systems: a Miura-ori , an Eggbox sheet
and a Morph pattern with zero Poisson’s ratio, thus at
the transition point.
In each case, the mechanical response is dominated by

isometric modes that do not stretch any origami panels,
marked by dashed lines in Fig. 4 (B). Because the Miura
is topologically trivial, its only low-energy modes lie in
the long-wavelength limit, and it behaves as a contin-
uum solid sheet, with a smooth pattern of strains shown
in Fig. 4 (A, i). In contrast, the presence of soft modes
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stretching across the Brillouin zone leads to a completely
different response for the eggbox, with jagged strains such
that neighboring unit cells might undergo opposite de-
formations in Fig. 4 (A, iii). For the transitional crease
pattern in Fig. 4 (A, ii), the straight line of soft modes in
reciprocal space leads to a simple, one-dimensional line
of response in real space.

As shown in Fig. 4 (C), the differing patterns of spatial
response also have profound effects on the effective stiff-
ness of the sheet, the amount of force that is required to
achieve a given amount of displacement. In the Miura’s
case, there is always long-wavelength stretching of pan-
els, and consequently there is a finite sheet stiffness pro-
portional to the panel stretching stiffness ks even in the
absence of folding stiffness kf . In contrast, as predicted
by Eq. 33, the Eggbox’s lines of soft modes mean that
the response will mix folding and stretching, so that the

sheet’s stiffness scales as k
1/2
s (kf/A)1/2. The transitional

crease pattern in fact depends even more strongly on fold-

ing stiffness, with sheet stiffness scaling as k
1/4
s (kf/A)3/4

as predicted by Eq. 34.

We point out that the plot Fig. 4 (A, iii) is expected
to show an “X” shape corresponding to the “X” shape
of lines of soft modes in reciprocal space. The two
“X” shapes should be perpendicular to each other at
the origin. It is due to the fact that, in the reciprocal
space, modes with wave vectors in the directions of four
branches of the “X” shape are highly excited, and they
give rise to nodal lines in the perpendicular directions,
which form another “X” shape in real space. This ob-
servation is captured by results in the open boundary
condition, as shown in Fig. 5.

FIG. 4. (A) Loading forces (green arrows) are applied in a linear, periodic model at the center of origami Morph sheets.
Original positions of edges are shown in gray, with exaggerated linearly displaced vertices. The faces are colored according to
the dilational component of local strain (red when expanding and blue when compressing). The topological sheets (the Eggbox
and transitional one) exhibit larger deformation (in terms of root mean square of the strain) comparing to the conventional
Miura sheet under the same dipole loading forces. (i) Conventional Miura-type sheets undergo a smooth, localized distortion.
(ii) Sheets at the transition (zero Poisson’s ratio) undergo compression that extends to the boundaries without decay. (iii)
Topological Eggbox-type sheets undergo a sharply varying set of strains that largely cancel out, leading to little net displacement.
(B) Magnitude of displacement is shown in reciprocal space in the Brillouin zone for the three lattices (from left to right,
respectively, a Miura, a Morph at the transition point, and an Eggbox sheet). For visualisation convenience, all three plots are
truncated so that high values in the white region are not shown explicitly, but near (dashed) lines of soft modes, the order of
magnitude in the last two plots are significantly greater than that in the Miura plot (by a factor of order 1/kf ). (C) Simulation
of 50 × 50 finite-size systems with periodic boundary conditions. Effective stiffness of the Eggbox and the transitional lattice

scales respectively as k
1/2
f and k

3/4
f with fixed ks = 1, verifying the power laws we derive in the main text. Also, notice at that

high folding stiffness, the system no longer prefers the folding motion, and the effective stiffness is of the same order of ks = 1,
reflecting a prevalence of bar stretching.
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B. Open boundary condition

We use MERLIN [52] to simulate origami deforma-
tion under open boundary conditions. The simulation

settings and sheet parameters are specified in the Sup-
plementary Materials. MERLIN is a MATLAB pack-
age designed for performing nonlinear analysis of origami
and its results agree well with real origami-based mate-
rials [11].

FIG. 5. Counterpart to Fig. 4 in the case of open boundary conditions. (A) Spatial embeddings of the three sheets. The
external load (green arrows) is infinitesimal, and resulted displacements are exaggerated. (i) a conventional Miura, (ii) a Morph
at transition ν = 0, and (iii) a topological Eggbox, under a load at the center indicated by the pair of green arrows, with open
boundary conditions. The panels are colored according to the dilation component of the in-plane strain tensor across the sheet.
It is worth noting that the “X”-shaped blue stripe in the real space response in (iii) corresponds to the “X” shape lines of soft
modes in the reciprocal space by an orthogonality condition k± · n∓ = 0. (B) Excited modes in the reciprocal space line up
with the theoretically predicted lines of soft modes (in black). The horizontal and vertical lines across the origin q1,2 = 0 are
also activated with the introduction of edge modes.

With open boundary conditions, the introduction of edge
modes to our system invalidates the power law estab-
lished in last section. Nevertheless, bulk soft modes are
well-reflected in the reciprocal space as shown in Fig. 5.
However, modes at q1 = 0 and q2 = 0 are also possi-
ble under open boundaries, with edge modes exponen-
tially decaying as one moves into the bulk. This ap-
pears in the reciprocal-space response of Fig. 5 (B) as

a “+” shape at the origin. Excitation at finite wave-
lengths still makes the response pattern drastically differ-
ent for conventional and topological lattices. The Miura,
a paradigm of conventional lattices, exhibits a smooth
response, while the Eggbox in our family of topologi-
cal lattices exhibits sharply jagged response. Finally, we
mention that, even in an open-boundary system, the Egg-
box family tends to be less stiff than the Miura one for
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a generic load, while the exact stiffness depends heav-
ily on the particular combination of lattice Poisson’s ra-
tio and the direction of applied load. For instance, at
ν = 0 where lines of soft modes appear vertically, the
low-energy modes favored by the system are invariant in
the ℓ1 direction, i.e., q1 = 0. As a consequence, it is
significantly easier to pull the lattice in the ℓ2 direction
than in the ℓ1 direction. Indeed, this is implied by the
vanishing Poisson’s ratio, which indicates that deforma-
tion in one lattice direction does not excite deformation
in the other lattice direction.

V. DISCUSSION

In this work, we show that different parallelogram-
based origami sheets can have sharply distinct mechani-
cal response, with smooth continuum fields in sheets and
configurations with negative Poisson’s ratios and jagged
and spatially irregular deformations in those with posi-
tive Poisson’s ratios. We show that this distinctive be-
havior is governed by a topological invariant, the Pfaf-
fian, due to underlying symmetries of the system directly
analogous to those present in quantum dynamics. We
show that sheets for which this invariant takes on differ-
ent values within the Brillouin zone which we refer to as
topological lattices, possess topologically protected dou-
bly degenerate lines of zero modes. This theory provides
a concrete way of classifying parallelogram-based origami

sheets by direct calculation of this topological invariant.
Finally, using MERLIN simulation, we extend our results
to systems with open boundary conditions.
Our results provide a topological perspective of con-

trolling origami-inspired mechanical structures, with
clearly testable experimental signatures. By choosing dif-
ferent crease geometries or by dynamically reconfiguring
a single sheet, the lines of zero modes can be added and
removed, with potentially dramatic implications for the
origami’s behavior. Recent advances have permitted the
uniform excitation of origami folding modes [11], with the
potential for modified methods to achieve and character-
ize the topological modes identified here. The doubly
degenerate and protected nature of the modes suggests a
potential realization of a holonomic (analog) computing
regime identified in purely two-dimensional mechanical
systems [53]. Finally, the response of the origami sys-
tems may shed light on the behavior of their quantum-
mechanical analog systems, as in [54].
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courbes. Cramer, 1750.

[50] Xiaoming Mao and T. C. Lubensky. Coherent potential
approximation of random nearly isostatic kagome lattice.
Phys. Rev. E, 83:011111, Jan 2011.

[51] Chase P Broedersz, Xiaoming Mao, Tom C Lubensky,
and Frederick C MacKintosh. Criticality and isostaticity
in fibre networks. Nature Physics, 7(12):983–988, 2011.

[52] K Liu and GH Paulino. Highly efficient nonlinear struc-
tural analysis of origami assemblages using the merlin2
software. Origami, 7:1167–1182, 2018.

[53] Michel Fruchart, Yujie Zhou, and Vincenzo Vitelli. Dual-
ities and non-abelian mechanics. Nature, 577(7792):636–
640, 2020.

[54] Krishanu Roychowdhury, D Zeb Rocklin, and Michael J
Lawler. Topology and geometry of spin origami. Physical
review letters, 121(17):177201, 2018.



Supplementary materials

October 4, 2024

Contents

1 Folding amplitude formalism and compatibility condition 2
1.1 Vertex folding . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
1.2 Face bending . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
1.3 Edge compatibility condition . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
1.4 “Cross” compatibility condition . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5
1.5 Symmetries and topological class . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

2 Construction of the matrix R and S 8
2.1 Construction of the matrix R . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
2.2 Construction of the matrix S . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

3 Derivation of scaling laws of energy functional and stiffness 11

4 Simulations in MERLIN 14

5 Second-order isometries 15

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
0.

02
17

4v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

of
t]

  3
 O

ct
 2

02
4



1 Folding amplitude formalism and compatibil-
ity condition

1.1 Vertex folding

We wish to describe infinitesimal changes to the orientations of the edges that
are permitted by rigid folding motions. As we will see, these are essential to
understanding deformations of the sheet that bend the faces without stretching
them.

Consider a single origami vertex, with unit vectors r̂i emanating from the
vertex along edge i, where i is an index local to the vertex, so that i = 1
corresponds to the edge pointing in the first lattice direction and i increases
counterclockwise from there. In a rigid motion, the dihedral angles between faces
can change, but the sector angles between adjacent edges are fixed. One may
therefore define the shape of the folding motion via {ϕi}, infinitesimal changes
to the dihedral angles. Consequently, one may show [1] that the orientation
of one face about another (set as reference) is given by a so-called “angular

velocity” ωj =
∑j

i=1 ϕir̂i, where the sum j is over all edges one need to cross
to reach the face from the reference one, such that any vector along the face
v → v + ωj × v. Consequently, we obtain the Belcastro Hull [2] orientation
compatibility condition around a vertex that the total change in angular velocity
around the vertex is zero:

∑

i

ϕir̂i = 0. (1)

The summation is over all the edges emanating out from that vertex. Note
that in contrast, in the main text (see, in particular, Fig. 1), the edge vectors are
defined globally and thus some end at rather than originate at a given vertex.

We are particularly interested in origami four-vertices, as are all vertices in
the four parallelogram lattices considered in the main text.

The Belcastro-Hull condition then involves four dihedral angles and three
independent constraints (the Cartesian components of the above equation), and
it therefore follows from linear algebra that the solution is a 1-D linear subspace
spanned by a single vector. Every solution in this 1-D subspace is proportional
to that basis vector and we call this proportionality factor the vertex folding
amplitude V at that vertex.

To obtain this basis vector from Eq. 1, we take an inner product of it with
the vector r̂i × r̂i+1 to get

ϕir̂i · (r̂i+1 × r̂i+2) + ϕi+3r̂i+3 · (r̂i+1 × r̂i+2) = 0. (2)

We remind the reader that the subscripts are defined modulo 4 such that i = 5
is equivalent to i = 1. The (unnormalized) basis vector then yields the solution

ϕi = Vζi, (3)

ζi ≡ (−1)ir̂i+1 · (r̂i+2 × r̂i+3). (4)

2



1.2 Face bending

Consider now a parallelogram face initially in the plane, such that it has four
edge vectors {ri} with ri+2 = −ri, where again i is a local index for the face
and defined modulo 4. We remind the reader again that {ri} are defined locally
for each panel, and differ from how they are defined in previous section and in
the main text.

We allow each face to bend along one of its diagonal by introducing along
each edge a torsion that generates an angular velocity τir̂i. Imagine a local
frame that travels along the edges of a face and return to the starting location
as indicated by the arrows in FIG. 1. One compatibility condition is that the
orientation of this frame should not change, and consequently we need

∑

i

τir̂i = 0. (5)

Apart from the orientation, the position of this frame (its origin) should
return to the starting point as well, which requires

τir̂i × ri+1 = τi−1r̂i−1 × ri−2. (6)

Combine the two compatibility conditions and the fact ri+2 = −ri, we see
that the solution of {τi} is again a 1-D linear space spanned by the vector
(−r1, r2,−r3, r4)

T

τi = (−1)iFri (7)

where the scalar F is called the face bending amplitude.

Figure 1: Two compatibility conditions need to be satisfied when a face is bent
without being ripped. The orientation compatibility requires the local frame to
preserve its orientation when travelling along the edges of the face in a full loop,
while the position compatibility condition requires the origin of the local frame
to return to its initial place.
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1.3 Edge compatibility condition

In previous sections we define the vertex folding amplitude V and the face
bending amplitude F . From now on, we add superscripts to Va and FA to label
the corresponding vertex a and face A. We introduce another compatibility
condition along every edge. This compatibility condition involves two of the
vertex folding amplitudes and two of the face bending amplitudes. For instance,
in Fig. 2, if we travel along the rectangular loop (indicated by four black arrows)
around the edge connecting two vertices a and b, we obtain a compatibility
condition on this edge that preserves the orientation of the local frame. The
position of this frame is always preserved since the two shorter sides of this
rectangular loop (the two between face A and D) are taken to be infinitesimally
small, and no net displacement is generated. If we call ra1 the edge vector
emanating from a and reaching b, we have the following relation for the two
vertex folding amplitudes Va,Vb and two face bending amplitudes FA,FD

ζa1Va − ra1FA − ζb3Vb + rb3FD = 0. (8)

Notice that FA and FD have the same coefficient ra1 = rb3 and opposite sign in
Eq. 8. Thus, divide by ra1 and rearrange to get

ζa1
ra1

Va − ζb3
ra1

Vb = FA −FD. (9)

Due to symmetry, we have ζb3 = ζa1 , and so we are motivated to define the
geometric factor Xa

i = (−1)iζai /r
a
i at vertex a, in terms of which Eq. 9 is

rewritten as

−Xa
1Va +Xa

1Vb = FA −FD. (10)

We generalize this condition by writing

ζai
rai

− ζa
′

i+2

ra
′

i+2

= (−1)iXa
i Va − (−1)i+2Xa′

i+2Va′
= FA −FA′

(11)

where any two adjacent faces A and A′ join at an edge connecting the two
vertices a and a′. Eq. 9 and Eq. 10 are special cases of Eq. 11 with specific
labels a′ = b and A′ = D.
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Figure 2: The orientation of a local frame should be preserved when it travels
along the 16 path segments which form a “cross” around the vertex a. This
compatibility condition consists of 4 edge compatibility conditions, among which
we use black arrows to indicate one of them: 4 path segments constituting the
edge compatibility condition along the edge between vertex a and b.

1.4 “Cross” compatibility condition

The right-hand side of Eq. 11 is the difference of two face bending amplitudes,
and if we write down Eq. 11 for all four edges around vertex a and add them up
as in Fig. 2, the right-hand side cancels out. The left-hand side has linear terms

of Va,Vb,Vd,Vb′ ,Vd′
with coefficients being the geometric factors Xa,b,d,b′,d′

i

defined at corresponding vertices. Because each face is a parallelogram, each
vertex has edges pointing in the same four directions (and with the same four
lengths), meaning that the geometric factors obtained by taking triple products
of these directions are the same at every vertex up to order and sign. We can
express each such factor in terms of those four factors at the a vertex. For
instance, using ξb3 = ξa1 and ra1 = rb3 in Fig. 2, we know Xa

1 = Xb
3, and that is

exactly how we rewrite Eq. 8 into Eq. 10. Therefore, we turn all those geometric
factors into the ones defined at the vertex a and omit the superscript in Xi.

This compatibility condition is known as the “cross” compatibility condition
at vertex a, since the four edge conditions form a cross shape around vertex a.
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We sum up the four conditions, each given by Eq. 11 with different labels

∑

(i,a′)

(
ξai
rai

− ξa
′

i+2

ra
′

i+2

)
= (12)

∑

(i,a′)

(
(−1)iXa

i Va − (−1)i+2Xa′
i+2Va′)

=
∑

(A,A′)

(FA −FA′
) = 0.

Here, the summation (i, a′) is over the four directions i and the four vertices
a′ that are neighbors of vertex a in the corresponding directions. The indices
(A,A′) refer to the faces that are adjoining vertex a and counter-clockwise and
clockwise respectively from edge i. The final summation must be zero because all
the face amplitudes cancel out. For example, for the vertex a depicted in Fig. 2
the pair of labels (i, a′) take the values {(1, b), (2, d), (3, b′), (4, d′)} and corre-
spondingly (A,A′) in the last summation takes {(A,D), (B,A), (C,B), (D,C)}.
Writing those labels explicitly, we have

(X1Va −X1Vb) + (X2Va −X2Vd) + (−X3Va +X3Vb′) + (−X4Va +X4Vd′
)

= (X1 +X2 −X3 −X4)Va + (−X1Vb +X3Vb′) + (−X2Vd +X4Vd′
) = 0.

(13)

We are particularly interested in the generalized Bloch modes, in which
advancing in lattice direction i multiplies the vertex (and face) amplitudes by
some complex number zi. In this way, we have, for example, Vb = z1Vb′ and
Vd = z2Vd′

in Fig. 2. In the case that both |zi| = 1 these are periodic solutions
that span the space of all periodic solutions. For generic zi, they can represent
solutions that are exponentially localized to different edges. For such a mode, by
linearity if the compatibility equations are satisfied at every vertex in one unit
cell, they are also satisfied throughout the sheet. As such, we can express the
four constraints as a z-dependent matrix equation via the vector |V⟩ consisting
of amplitudes Va,Vb,Vc,Vd:

C(z) |V⟩ = 0, (14)

where the compatibility matrix C(z) depends on the generalized wave number
z

C(z) =




X1 +X2 −X3 −X4 −X1 + z−1
1 X3 0 −X2 + z−1

2 X4

−X1 + z1X3 X1 −X2 −X3 +X4 X2 − z−1
2 X4 0

0 X2 − z2X4 −X1 −X2 +X3 +X4 X1 − z1X3

−X2 + z2X4 0 X1 − z−1
1 X3 −X1 +X2 +X3 −X4


 .

(15)

1.5 Symmetries and topological class

As can be seen explicitly from the form above, this matrix C(z) is Hermitian
inside the Brillouin zone where 1/z = z̄, as

C(z)T = C(1/z) = C(z̄) = C(z). (16)
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Consider a spatial inversion symmetry given by

P =




0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0


 . (17)

Again, from explicit calculation, we find that

PC(z)P−1 = −C(1/z). (18)

If we compose it with the complex conjugation operator K, we obtain an anti-
unitary operator [3] KP such that (within the Brillouin zone)

(KP)2 = K2P2 = I (19)

(KP)C(z)(KP)−1 = K(PC(z)P)K = −KC(z̄)K = −C(z) (20)

which corresponds to the particle-hole symmetry [4, 5] for a quantum mechanical
system.

Take θ(z1) = arg (X1 −X3z1), ϕ(z2) = arg(X2 − X4z2) and consider two
mirror symmetries

M1(z1) ≡




eiθ

e−iθ

e−iθ

eiθ


 , M2(z2) ≡




eiϕ

eiϕ

e−iϕ

e−iϕ




(21)

which satisfy

M1(z1)C(z1, z2)M1(z1)
−1 = C(z1, z2) (22)

M2(z2)C(z1, z2)M2(z2)
−1 = C(z1, z2) (23)

Composing three operatorsPM1M2 gives us another unitary operator which
squares to identity

(PM1M2)
2 = I (24)

and satisfies the chiral symmetry

(PM1M2)C(z)(PM1M2)
−1 = PC(z)P−1 = −C(z) (25)

With the particle-hole and chiral symmetries available, we compose them to
get another anti-unitary operator T with T2 = I that leaves C(z) invariant

TC(z)T−1 = C(z). (26)

This corresponds to the time-reversal symmetry in quantum mechanics. In the
end, since all three symmetries exist for our system, and the particle and time-
reversal symmetries have positive signature (square to I instead of −I), our
system is categorized into the BDI class [4, 5], which has the sign of Pfaffian
as its 0-D topological charge [6]. The explicit construction of the Pfaffian is
illustrated in the main text.
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2 Construction of the matrix R and S

2.1 Construction of the matrix R

The rigidity matrix R is easily obtained by projecting displacements onto the
directions of the bars. For instance, given two sites i and j that are connected
by a bar, and let r(ij) be the vector joining the two sites from i to j, as shown in
Fig. 3. If we displace i, j by the vectors ui,uj , then infinitesimally, the change
of length of this bar is given by

e(ij) = (uj − ui) · r̂(ij) =
(uj − ui) · r(ij)

r(ij)
. (27)

The e(ij) depends linearly on u(ij). Therefore, by concatenating them re-
spectively to form two vectors e and u, there is a matrix R such that Ru = e.
If each site is allowed to move freely in 3-D space, the dimensions of R are
Nb × 3N where Nb is the number of bars and N is the number of sites in the
system.

Figure 3: Two sites i, j, each with displacement ui and uj , cause the length
of the bar connecting the two sites to change. The infinitesimal extension/
compression of the bar is given by the projection of relative displacement of the
two sites onto the direction of the bar.

If the system is periodic and the mode is z-periodic as described in the
previous section, the matrix R depends on z explicitly so long as there are bars
across different cells. The matrix R can be block-diagonlized with each block
having dimension nb×3n where nb, n are now the numbers of bars and sites per
unit cell. For our triangulated origami sheet, we have nb = 12, n = 4, as shown
in Fig. 4 below.
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Figure 4: There are four vertices in every unit cell (indicated by circles), while
the other nodes at the two ends of bars 1′′, 2′′, 3′, 9′ belong to neighboring cells.
The bars 1′′, 2′′, 3′, 9′ also belong to neighboring cells, so there are exactly 12
bars and 8 triangulated faces per unit cell.

2.2 Construction of the matrix S

Here we demonstrate how to construct the matrix S that maps the displacement
vector u to the changes in dihedral angels ϕ. Using two adjacent panels as an
example as in Fig. 5, we first focus on the face bounded by the three sites
i, j, k. Let ri,j,k be the initial positions of the three vertices, and ui,j,k be
the corresponding infinitesimal displacements. Denote by u(ij) ≡ uj − ui and
r(ij) ≡ rj−ri the differences. We consider the infinitesimal change in the normal

vector n(ijk) of the panel bounded by vertices i, j, k. Set n
(0)
(ijk) to be the initial

normal vector, given by

n
(0)
(ijk) = r(kj) × r(ij), (28)

which is not necessarily normalized. The new normal vector induced by ui,j,k

is given by

n
(0)
(ijk) + δn(ijk) = (r(kj) + u(kj))× (r(ij) + u(ij))

= r(kj) × r(ij) + u(kj) × r(ij) + r(kj) × u(ij) + u(kj) × u(ij) (29)

where the last term can be dropped since it is of higher order. Hence, the
infinitesimal change in the normal vector is given by

δn(ijk) = u(kj) × r(ij) + r(kj) × u(ij). (30)
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On the other hand, the unit normal vector is given by

n̂(ijk) =
n
(0)
(ijk) + δn(ijk)√

(n
(0)
(ijk) + δn(ijk)) · (n(0)

(ijk) + δn(ijk))

=
n
(0)
(ijk) + δn(ijk)√

n
(0)
(ijk) · n

(0)
(ijk) + 2n

(0)
(ijk) · δn(ijk) + δn(ijk) · δn(ijk)

(31)

where higher-order terms are dropped.
Again, we drop the last term in the denominator because it is of higher

order. Then we can perform a Taylor expansion to get

n̂(ijk) =
n
(0)
(ijk) + δn(ijk)

|n(0)
(ijk)|


1−

n
(0)
(ijk) · δn(ijk)

n
(0)
(ijk) · n

(0)
(ijk)


 . (32)

We do the same thing to obtain a similar formula for the unit normal vector
n̂(jkl) of the other panel. The new dihedral angle θ = θ(0) + δθ between the two
panels should satisfy

n̂(ijk) · n̂(jkl) = cos(θ(0) + δθ) ∼ cos θ(0) − sin θ(0)δθ (33)

Figure 5: The displacements ui,j,k,l at four sites indicated by circles induce
two angular velocities ω(ijk) and ω(jkl). The difference of these two angular
velocities causes folding along the bar connecting j and k.

Using the initial condition where θ(0) satisfies cos θ(0) = n̂
(0)
(ijk) · n̂

(0)
(jkl), we
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develop a linear mapping from δn(ijk) and δn(jkl) to δθ via

− sin θ(0)δθ = n̂
(0)
(ijk) ·

δn(jkl)

|n(0)
(jkl)|

+ n̂
(0)
(jkl) ·

δn(ijk)

|n(0)
(ijk)|

− n̂
(0)
(ijk) · n̂

(0)
(jkl)


n̂

(0)
(ijk) ·

δn(ijk)

|n(0)
(ijk)|

+ n̂
(0)
(jkl) ·

δn(jkl)

|n(0)
(jkl)|

.


 (34)

Substitute the δn(ijk) and δn(jkl) as in Eq. 30 into Eq. 34, we obtain a linear
mapping from ui,j,k,l to the infinitesimal change in dihedral angle δθ.

Each such linear map from the displacements to a change in a dihedral angle
generates a row of S, just as the equation for edge extensions [1, 7, 8] generates
a row of the rigidity matrix. As in that case, S is a function of z because the
displacement vectors u sometimes lie in different unit cells from the adjoining
edge.

3 Derivation of scaling laws of energy functional
and stiffness

For a topological origami sheet with lines of zero modes present in the Brillouin
zone, we want to derive a scaling law for the response uq. We begin with the
force-balance equation

f(q) = ∇uE(q) = kfS
T (−q)S(q)uq + ksR

T (−q)R(q)uq (35)

where f(q) is the Fourier transform of the external force applied to the system,
and ks, kf represent respectively the stiffness of stretching and folding. In the
main text we use two diagonal matrices Ks,Kf because the exact values of the
diagonal entries vary from face to face, but they should be of the same order of
magnitude and should not change the result as far as a scaling law is concerned.
Hence, we simplify the situation by setting Ks = ksI,Kf = kf I.

As discussed in the main text, for topological origami there are curved lines
of wavevectors in the Brillouin zone for which there are two modes that do not
stretch any panels and hence lie in the nullspace of RT (−q)R(q). However, for
sheets of finite size, the actual modes present will not in general lie on these
curved lines. Instead, they can differ by a small wavevector δq, hence having
eigenvalues on the order of |δq|2.

We choose to examine the force-balance equation in the basis such that
RT (−q)R(q) is diagonal. Because of the two zero modes, this matrix, which we
denote D̃s consequently has diagonal entries of the form (b1|δq|2, b2|δq|2, b3, b4, . . .),
where bi are dimensionless constants on the order of one. In contrast, ST (−q)S(q)
in this basis, which we denote D̃b, is not diagonal and has entries on the order
of one, scaled by a factor of A−1, where A is the average panel area, as defined
in the main text.
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In the new basis formed by eigenvectors of RT (−q)R(q), the force balance
equation Eq. 35 becomes

f̃ = ((kf/A)D̃f + ksD̃s)ũ ≡ Mũ (36)

in which all quantities, except the two stiffness constants kf and ks, should
depend on the specific wavevector q, but we omit it for simplicity in notation.
Also, we bring the area factor 1/A in front of D̃f so that D̃f now consists of
dimensionless numbers of order one.

Solving Eq. 36 exactly still involves inverting a 12 × 12 matrix and seems
intractable at first sight. However, we can apply Cramer’s rule to find qualita-
tively how the solution scales. Cramer’s rule states that

ũi =
det(Mi)

det(M)
(37)

where Mi is obtained by replacing the i-th column of M by f̃ . In the case
ks ≫ kf/A, the stretching part ksD̃s dominates in M. Notice that D̃s is by
definition a diagonal matrix. It follows that the diagonal terms should dominate
in the expansion of det(M) and det(Mi). Denote by ai the i-th diagonal element
of D̃f and by mi that of M we have

ũi ≈
m1m2 · · · f̃i · · ·m12

m1m2 · · ·m12
(38)

where in the numerator the i-th term in the product is replaced by f̃i. By
definition, we have mi = aikf/A+biks|δq|2 for i = 1, 2, and mi = aikf/A+biks
for i > 2. Putting those values back to Eq. 38, it is not hard to see that, given
|δq|2 → 0, we have

ũ1, ũ2 ≫ ũ3, ũ4, · · · , ũ12 (39)

and the first two components should scale as

ũi ≈
f̃i

aikf/A+ biks|δq|2
, i = 1, 2 (40)

which is the same scaling law as we show in the main text, despite some minor
changes in the notation.

Note that in the case the expression Eq. 40 diverges as both |δq| and kf
approach zero, indicating the zero mode is reached and bending becomes free
so that the “zero mode” actually costs zero energy.

The energy corresponding to this mode at wavevector q is thus approximated
by

E(q) ≈
∑

i=1,2

f̃2
i

ai(kf/A) + biks|δq|2
. (41)
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In the infinite-size system limit, the total energy is an integral of E(q) in the
Brillouin zone, and its leading order is obtained by substituting the integrand
by our scaling law Eq. 41. So far as a qualitative scaling is concerned, we drop
the subscripts of the dimensionless constants ai, bi, fi and only integrate one
term in Eq. 41 to get

Etot =

∫

BZ

E(q)d2q ≈
∫

BZ

f2

a(kf/A) + bks|δq|2
d2q. (42)

Here we emphasize the difference between d2q and |δq|2 to prevent possible
confusion in the notations: the former is the 2-D infinitesimal area element
d2q = dq1dq2 in the Brillouin zone, while the latter is the square of the distance
|δq| between that particular wavevector q and its nearest zero mode.

Figure 6: Approximation of Etot by contribution near lines of zero modes. The
majority of the energy comes from boxes like Ω that are close to lines of zero
modes.

To approximate the integral Eq. 42, we make two observations. First, since
Lebesgue measure is both translational and rotational invariant, we may take
the line of zero modes to be locally straight and align it with one of the axes
q1,2 = 0. Here we take q1 = 0 for instance as shown in FIG. 6. In this case, the
2-D distance |δq| reduces to a 1-D distance |δq2|, and the infinitesimal elements

13



d2q can be identified with d2(δq). The integral in a small rectangular region
A = [−c, c]× [−d, d] near the line of zero modes becomes

∫

BZ

E(q)d2q ≈
∫

Ω

f2

a(kf/A) + bks|δq|2
d2q

=

∫ d

−d

d(δq2)

∫ c

−c

f2

a(kf/A) + bks(δq1)2
d(δq1). (43)

The second observation is that the integrand is highly localized near δq2 = 0
given kf/A ≪ ks. Therefore, at the cost of introducing only a minor error, we
may extend the bound in the second integral from a finite interval [−c, c] to
infinity, in which case equation Eq. 43 is easily evaluted to be

2d

∫ ∞

−∞

1

(kf/A) + ks(δq1)2
d(δq1) =

2πd√
abkskf/A

. (44)

The majority of energy contribution comes from boxes like A along lines of zero
mode, and every box region follows the same scaling as in Eq. 44. Hence, we

conclude that the total energy should follow the power law (kskf/A)
−1/2

. The
scaling law of the transitional case can be deduced in a similar manner.

4 Simulations in MERLIN

We run simulations in MERLIN [9] using the “displacement” and “manual”
mode. The “ModelType” we use is “N4B5”. The “MaterCalib” is set “manual”.
The “BarCM” uses a hyper elastic model “Ogden” with the stiffness parameter
taken to be 10−6. The “Abar” is set 0.2. The “Kf” parameter is set 3 × 10−4

in our simulations. The “Kb” parameter does not affect the simulation results
because all panels are fully triangulated in the processes.

The three sheets we choose for numeric simulations have the following pa-
rameters. The conventional Miura sheet has α = π/4 and the four edge lengths
are all set 1. The dihedral angle between the face spanned by r1 and r2 and the
face spanned by r2 and r3 is set 4.78319. In the Cartesian coordinate system,
the two lattice vectors are

l1 = (1.12647, 0, 0),

l2 = (0, 1.71151, 0).

The four edge vectors in a unit cell have the following coordinates, respectively,

r1 = (0.563236,−0.826296, 0),

r2 = (0, 0.855754,−0.517382),

r3 = (−0.563236,−0.826296, 0),

r4 = (0,−0.855754,−0.517382).
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The topological Eggbox sheet has α = 107π/180 and edge lengths 1. The
dihedral angle between the face spanned by r1 and r2 and the face spanned by
r2 and r3 is set 4.28319. In the Cartesian coordinate system, the two lattice
vectors are

l1 = (1.74065, 0, 0),

l2 = (0, 1.60941, 0).

The four edge vectors in a unit cell have the following coordinates, respectively,

r1 = (0.870326, 0, 0.492475),

r2 = (0, 0.804703,−0.593678),

r3 = (−0.870326, 0, 0.492475),

r4 = (0,−0.804703,−0.593678).

The transitional Morph sheet has α = 1.85515 and β = 1.45417 and edge
lengths 0.960397, 0.999085, 0.960397, 0.999085. The dihedral angle between the
face spanned by r1 and r2 and the face spanned by r2 and r3 is set 4.3013. In
the Cartesian coordinate system, the two lattice vectors are

l1 = (1.83686, 0, 0),

l2 = (0, 1.68059, 0).

The four edge vectors in a unit cell have the following coordinates, respectively,

r1 = (0.918432,−0.236166, 0.15189),

r2 = (0, 0.840297,−0.540437),

r3 = (−0.918432,−0.236166, 0.15189),

r4 = (0,−0.840297,−0.540437).

5 Second-order isometries

In this appendix, we discuss an apparent connection between modes that are
isometric to leading order in the wavevector and modes that are isometric to
second order in the deformation. Our analysis follows from that of Ref. [1],
which determines the condition for first order isometries to extend to second
order in tessellations with periodic boundary conditions on their dihedral angles.
However, as we show, the present case of parallelogram-based origami is distinct
from the general case due to the existence of the in-plane mechanism. We rely
on numerical rather than analytical computation, and therefore adopt the truss
model that triangulates the panels to account for panel bending.

First, we review the isometries of a parallelogram-based origami sheet under
periodic boundary conditions. In the truss model, there are eight real creases
and four virtual creases. Hence, our isometries are a twelve-dimensional vector

15



where we use φ to denote folding on the real creases and δ to denote folding
on the virtual creases. We choose our triangulation so that the virtual creases
all emanate from the same vertex (i.e., there are two four-coordinated vertices
and two eight-coordinated vertices). Given this triangulation, we construct
the compatibility matrix (i.e., the equilibrium matrix of a spring-mass system
Q = RT derived above) that maps the folding angles to constraints on the
vertices. The isometries span the nullspace of this compatibility matrix, which
turns out to be three dimensional. Since the mechanism does not bend any
of the faces, its representation has δ = 0 for every virtual crease. We isolate
this mode via orthogonalization from a generate mode in the nullspace of the
compatibility matrix and refer to it as a strain mode. Simultaneously, there is
a nonrigid isometry that is represented by φ = 0 on every real crease for our
choice of triangulation. We again isolate this mode via orthogonalization from
the remaining two modes in the nullspace of the compatibility matrix. We use
the remaining mode in the nullspace to form a basis for the three isometries.
We refer to these two nonrigid isometries, respective to the order they were
introduced, as the torsion and the curvature mode.

Second, we review the condition for linear isometries to extend to second
order under periodic boundary conditions. The basis for the second order condi-
tion comes from the notion of lattice compatibility. In contrast to parallelogram-
based origami, generic tessellations are generated by a combination of lattice
vectors and lattice rotations that are required to satisfy the orientation and
position compatibility conditions:

S1S2 = S2S1, (45)

ℓ1 + S1ℓ2 = ℓ2 + S1ℓ1. (46)

The physical significance of these conditions is that the periodic tessellation must
adopt a quasi-cylindrical configuration. Any other geometry requires spatial
heterogeneity. An isometry changes the lattice vectors (ℓ → ℓ + ∆) and the
lattice rotations (S → (1+L)S, so that the expansion of these equations yields:

L1S1S2 + S1L2S2 = L2S2S1 + S2L1S1, (47)

∆1 + L1S1ℓ2 + S1∆2 = ∆2 + L2S2ℓ1 + S2∆1. (48)

For the special case of quasi-planar tessellations (e.g., parallelogram-based origami),
S1 = S2 = 1 in the ground state and therefore the orientation compatibility
condition is trivially satisfied at first order. Consequently, the first order condi-
tion is insufficient to guarantee that the tessellation stays quasi-cylindrical and
the following second order condition is required:

L1L2 = L2L1 (49)

Generally, there are linear three isometries for these tessellations and this con-
dition is a constraint on the amplitudes of a generic superposition of modes
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φ =
∑

λiφi. Since the constraint is second order, solutions to λ3 are given by
the quadratic formula in terms of λ1,2 as:

c1λ
2
1 + c2λ

2
2 + c3λ

2
3 + c4λ1λ2 + c5λ1λ3 + c6λ2λ3 = 0, (50)

=⇒ λ±
3 = −c5λ1 + c6λ2

2c3
± 1

2c3

√
(c5λ1 + c6λ2)2 − 4c3(c1λ2

1 + λ2(c4λ1 + c2λ2),

(51)

where the coefficients ci depend on the geometry of the crease pattern. The two
roots correspond to upwards and downwards bending cylindrical deformations.
However, it is necessary that the solution be real and, as we show below, certain
crease patterns can prevent the surd (c5λ1 + c6λ2)

2 − 4c3(c1λ
2
1 + λ2(c4λ1 +

c2λ2) from being positive so that no linear combinations of the isometries are
compatibility at second order. Once an admissible second order isometry is
determined, the symmetry axis Ŝ of the induced quasi-cylindrical configuration
is invariant under L1,2.

Third, we numerically computeL1,2 for the strain, torsion, and curvature
modes in a generic parallelogram-based origami sheet with four faces. Naturally,
these quantities vanish for the strain mode so that the linear combination has
nontrivial contributions from the torsion and curvature modes exclusively. We
find that when the bend mode generates synclastic curvature (resembling a
dome) to first order there is a solution to the second order condition. However,
when the bend mode generates anticlastic curvature (resembling a saddle) to
first order, there is no solution to the second order condition. For example,
using the miura geometry presented in the appendix above, we find:

Ls
1 = 0, Ls

2 = 0, (52)

Lt
1 ≈ 0.398L̂x, Lt

2 ≈ −0.605L̂y, (53)

Lc
1 ≈ −0.409L̂y, Lc

2 ≈ −0.289L̂x, (54)

where L̂x,y denote the generators of rotation about the x, y axes and the super-
scripts s, t, c denote the strain, torsion, and curvature modes respectively. The
only solutions to the second order condition require λc/λt ≈ ±1.43i indicating
there are no real second order isometries for the crease pattern. In contrast,
using the eggbox geometry presented in the appendix above, we find:

Ls
1 = 0, Ls

2 = 0, (55)

Lt
1 ≈ 0.732L̂x, Lt

2 ≈ −0.676L̂y, (56)

Lc
1 ≈ −0.547L̂y, Lc

2 ≈ 0.861L̂x. (57)

Here, we find solutions to the second order condition given by λc/λt ≈ ±1.02.
Consequently, there are real second order isometries and we compute their sym-
metry axes as Ŝ ≈ 0.793x̂+ 0.608ŷ.
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Fourth and finally, we conclude with the apparent relationship between
modes that are isometric to second order in the deformation and modes that are
isometric to leading order in the wavevector. Based on our intuition from the
above analysis and from the results of the main text that reveal the same di-
chotomy between miura and eggbox patterns, we suppose that in the long wave-
length limit the topological isometries are spatially varying cylindrical modes.
To show this, we take the induced cylinder axis from above and determine the
cell indices (n1, n2) that satisfy:

n1ℓ1 + n2ℓ2 = Ŝ. (58)

While these take the non-integer values n1 ≈ 0.456 and n2 ≈ 0.378, they in-
form the role of the wavevector in the Brillouin zone via the inner product
(n1, n2) · (qx, qy). We take these cell indices and rotate by π/2 to determine the
orthogonal direction (n∗

1, n
∗
2) ≈ (−0.378, 0.456) and compute the determinant

of the compatibility matrix as a function of the magnitude of this vector. We
find that the determinant vanishes to eighth order in the magnitude, whereas
for a generic direction the determinant vanishes only to fourth order. Thus, we
deduce this is the soft direction in the long wavelength limit.
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