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Abstract

In this paper, we consider isotropic Mindlin-Toupin strain gradient
elasticity theory in which the equilibrium equations contain two addi-
tional length-scale parameters and have the fourth order. For this the-
ory we developed an extended form of Boussinesq-Galerkin (BG) and
Papkovich-Neuber (PN) general solutions. Obtained form of BG solution
allows to define the displacement field through the single vector function
that obeys the eight-order bi-harmonic/bi-Helmholtz equation. The de-
veloped PN form of the solution provides an additive decomposition of the
displacement field into the classical and gradient parts that are defined
through the standard Papkovich stress functions and modified Helmholtz
decomposition, respectively. Relations between different stress functions
and completeness theorem for the derived general solutions are estab-
lished. As an example, it is shown that a previously known fundamental
solution within the strain gradient elasticity can be derived by using the
developed PN general solution.

1 Introduction

The development and the proof of completeness of general solutions in classical
elasticity were the subject of the research during more than a hundred years.
The most famous general solutions are known after Boussinesq and Galerkin
[1, 2] and Papkovich and Neuber [3, 4]. Interrelations between these solutions
and their completeness have been discussed by Mindlin [5], Gurtin [6], Noll [7],
Sternberg and Eubanks [8, 9], Sokolnikoff [10], Slobodyansky [11], Wang and
Wang [12] and others. The universal constructive scheme for the development of
general solutions and evaluation of its completeness and non-uniqueness within
the classical elasticity have been established based on the matrix methods of
the theory of differential operators by Lurie, Wang and others [13–15].

In the present study, we consider the strain gradient elasticity theory (SGET),
which general formulation for isotropic materials have been developed by Mindlin
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[16] and Toupin [17]. The main feature of SGET is the assumption that the
potential-energy density of the media depends on the gradient of strain in ad-
dition to strain. In constitutive equations of SGET there arise five additional
material constants in addition to two classical Lame parameters for isotropic
materials, though only two additional parameters arise in the equilibrium equa-
tions [18]. Boundary-value problem of SGET consists of the fourth-order equi-
librium equations and extended number of boundary conditions, which form
can be obtained based on the variational approach [16, 17]. In SGET there
arise an extended definition of surface traction accounting for the normal and
for the curvature of the Cauchy cut as well as additional definitions for double
tractions and edge tractions [16, 17, 19]. The number of equilibrium equations
in SGET remain the same to classical elasticity since the number of primary
field variables (components of the displacement vector) does not change.

Notably, that Mindlin-Toupin SGET contains as the special cases a number
of famous simplified gradient theories [20–22] and also several kinds of incom-
plete gradient theories like the couple stress theory, the dilatation gradient elas-
ticity, etc. [18, 23–26]. Nowadays, these theories attracts an increasing attention
in applications to fracture mechanics and dislocations problems [27–31], in the
studies of small-scale and high-frequency processes [32, 33], in the description
of mechanical behaviour of composites and metamaterails[34–38].

First variant of general solution for equilibrium equations of SGET have been
presented in the initial work by Mindlin [16], though the particular variant of
this solution within the couple stress theory have been established earlier by
Mindlin and Tiersten [23]. The form of Mindlin solution [16] can be treated
as the generalized variant of the classical Papkovich-Neuber (PN) solution. It
defines the displacement field in rather complicated form through the vector
and scalar functions that obey the fourth order governing equations. Later,
the simpler variants of the PN solutions with stress functions that obey the
second-order equations have been established within SGET [35, 39–43], though
the completeness of these solutions have not been proven or it was implied on
the basis of heuristic reasoning [44].

Lurie et al. [35, 39] introduced PN general solution within the simplified
variant of gradient theory and represented the displacement field through the
additive decomposition into the sum of classical and gradient parts. The clas-
sical part of the solution was defined similarly to the standard PN solutions
through the harmonic vector and scalar functions. Gradient part of the solution
was defined by using two additional vector functions that satisfied the modified
Helmholtz equations. Solyaev et al. [42] used similar form of PN solution within
SGET and reduced the representation for the gradient part of solution to the six
scalar functions for the arbitrary curvilinear coordinates, which allows the sepa-
ration of variables in the Helmholtz equation. Recently, this representation was
additionally simplified such that the gradient part of PN solution was defined
through the modified variant of Helmholtz decomposition, in which the scalar
and the vector potentials obey the modified Helmholtz equations with different
coefficients [44]. Similar result have been also established within the simplified
strain gradient elasticity theory by Charalambopoulos et al. [41], though the
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possibility of the use of solenoidal vector stress function for the gradient part
of the displacement field have not been considered. Representation of the dis-
placement field in terms of Lame’s potentials have been used by Placidi and
Dhaba within the Saint-Venant’s problems [43].

In the present paper we derive the general solutions for equilibrium equations
of Mindlin-Toupin SGET and prove its completeness in a deductive manner that
was suggested by Papkovich [3] and used by Gurtin and Sternberg [45], Gurtin
[46] within the classical elasticity. We start from the Helmholtz decomposition
for the displacement field, which is valid for the arbitrary smooth vector fields
in the bounded domains and which validity in the infinite domains have been
proven for weakly decaying fields in the classical work by Gurtin [6]. Based
on Helmholtz decomposition and analysis of equilibrium equations of SGET we
introduce the definition of the modified Galerkin vector that appears to obey
the eight-order governing equation and that allows to define the displacement
field in the presence of arbitrary bulk force, i.e. we obtaine the extended variant
of Boussinesq-Galerkin (BG) solution within SGET. Generalizing the approach
of classical elasticity, we introduce then the relations between the Galerkin vec-
tor and Papkovich-Neuber stress functions. The resulting modified form of PN
solution becomes very attractive for applications because it provides a very
simple form of the general solution of Mindlin-Toupin SGET with additive de-
composition into the classical and gradient parts of the displacement field. The
classical part is defined in a standard PN form through the harmonic vector and
harmonic function, while the gradient part is simply represented through the
modified Helmholtz decomposition. In such a way we prove the correctness of
the previously supposed simplified form of PN solution within SGET [44].

Combining both results for BG and PN forms of solution we prove the the-
orem of their completeness within SGET in a sense of similar proofs developed
by Mindlin [5] and Gurtin [46] within classical elasticity. Considered kind of
a proof can be formulated according to Truesdell as follows: ”corresponding
to any stress field satisfying the given equations there exists at least one suit-
able choice of the stress functions” [47]. Hence, to prove the completeness of
BG solution we show an explicit representation for the modified Galerkin stress
function through a given displacement field that satisfies the equilibrium equa-
tion of SGET. Similarly to classical elasticity, this is done by using the analogy
between SGET equilibrium equation and relation between Galerkin stress func-
tion and the displacement field and also involving established PN representation
of solution within SGET. Then, based on the relations between the stress func-
tions of PN and BG solutions we prove completeness of the former. Thus, in
the presented proof it is essential to have both representation of solutions in BG
and PN forms.

The key point of the presented results is the proposed modified definition
of Galerkin stress function and its specific relations to the Papkovich stress
functions within SGET that have not been established previously for the best
of author’s knowledge. Applications of the obtained results can be related to the
wide class of boundary value problems that can be solved analytically in a simple
manner by using PN representation for which we show the completeness [40, 44,
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48]. Incorporation of complete general solutions into the numerical schemes
(like in a Trefftz method) can be also an important issue for the development
of stable and flexible numerical solvers within SGET [39, 49].

2 Preliminaries

Equilibrium equations of SGET can be represented in the following form [16]:

α(1 − l21∇
2)∇∇ · uuu− (1 − l22∇

2)∇×∇× uuu = −
bbb

µ
(1)

where uuu(rrr) is the vector of mechanical displacements at a point rrr = {x1, x2, x3};
bbb(rrr) is the body-force density vector; α = (λ + 2µ)/µ = 2(1 − ν)/(1 − 2ν) is
classical non-dimensional parameter; λ, µ are the classical Lame constants; ν
is the Poisson’s ratio; l1 and l2 are the length scale parameters of isotropic
elastic material that arise in the equilibrium equations of Mindlin-Toupin strain
gradient elasticity.

Note, that the length scale parameters l1 and l2 are differently defined
through the additional gradient material constants within the so-called Mindlin
Forms I, II and III, that corresponds to the formulation of SGET in terms of sec-
ond gradient of displacement, strain gradients and symmetric/anti-symmetric
parts of strain gradients, respectively [16]. Nevertheless, the form of equilibrium
equations (1) will be the same in all of these variants of SGET [16]. Equilibrium
equations of different simplified gradient theories can be obtained from Eq. (1)
as the particular cases. For example, in the Aifantis theory it is valid l1 = l2
[20], in the couple stress and in the modified couple stress theory l1 = 0 [23, 50],
and in the dilatation gradient elasticity l2 = 0 [24]. Assuming that both length
scale parameters equal to zero l1 = l2 = 0 equation (1) reduces to classical
elasticity equilibrium equation. Therefore, all considerations presented below
for equation (1) will be valid for any kind of mentioned gradient theories and
all presented solutions must contain the corresponding classical solutions as the
particular cases.

For the purpose of the following derivations we also need to define the general
solution for the fourth-order scalar (or vector) equation of the following form:

(1 − l2∇2)∇2F = B (2)

where F is the scalar (or the vector) field that should be found in the bounded
or in the unbounded region of three-dimensional euclidean space D; B is the
prescribed continuous scalar (or vector) field of class Cn (n ≥ 1) defined in
D; and we assume that l ∈ R so that operator (1 − l2∇2) corresponds to the
modified Helmholtz equation also known as the screened Poisson equation.

Theorem 1. General solution of equation (2) is given by:

F = Fc + Fg (3)
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where Fc and Fg are the general solutions of Poisson equation and inhomoge-
neous modified Helmholtz equations, respectively

∇2Fc = B, (1 − l2∇2)Fg = l2B (4)

Proof. Let us define Fc as

Fc = (1 − l2∇2)F (5)

Then from (2), (5) it follows that Fc is the general solution of the Poisson’s
equation:

∇2Fc = B (6)

and we can define:

Fc = F̄c + F∗
c , ∇2F̄c = 0, ∇2F∗

c = B, (7)

where F̄c is the general solution of Laplace equation and F∗
c is some particular

solution of Eq. (6).
Then we represent the general solution of inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation

(5) in the following form:

F = F̄ + F∗, (1 − l2∇2)F̄ = 0, (1 − l2∇2)F∗ = Fc (8)

where F̄ is the general solution of homogeneous Helmholtz equations and par-
ticular solution F∗ can be defined as

F∗ = Fc + F∗
g , (9)

where F∗
g is some unknown function.

Substituting (9) into (8)3 we find that F∗
g should be the particular solution

of the following inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation:

(1 − l2∇2)F∗
g = l2B (10)

where we take into account (7).
Then, introducing Fg = F̄ + F∗

g and using (8), (10) we can identify Fg as
the general solution of inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation

(1 − l2∇2)Fg = l2B (11)

and according to given definitions (8), (9) we obtain F = Fc + Fg.

Corollary 1. General solutions for equations (4) can be presented in the fol-
lowing form:

Fc = (1 − l2∇2)F , Fg = l2∇2F (12)

Proof. The proof follows from definitions (3) and (5).
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Corollary 1 can be treated as the completeness theorem for representation
of general solution (3) to equation (2) since it shows how to define the parts of
solution Fc and Fg for given arbitrary field F that satisfies (3). For the further
analysis we will also need the explicit form of particular solutions of equations
(4), that can be represented as follows [51]:

F∗
c (rrr) = (N ∗ B)(rrr) = −

1

4π

∫

D

B(ξξξ)

|rrr − ξξξ|
dvξξξ (13)

F∗
g (rrr) = (H ∗ B)(rrr) =

1

4π

∫

D

e−|rrr−ξξξ|/l B(ξξξ)

|rrr − ξξξ|
dvξξξ (14)

where N (rrr, ξξξ) is the Newtonian potential and H(rrr, ξξξ) is the Green’s function of
inhomogeneous modified Helmholtz equation (4)2.

Notations.
In the following derivations we will use bold symbols for vectors and italic

symbols for scalars. General solutions of homogeneous equations will be de-
noted with bar symbols (ψ̄, Ψ̄ΨΨ). Particular solutions will be denoted with star
superscripts (ψ∗, ΨΨΨ∗). Potentials (stress functions) that satisfy the Laplace or
the Poisson equations will be denoted with subscript ”c” – ”classic” (ψc, BBBc).
Potentials that satisfy the modified Helmholtz equation will be denoted with
subscript ”g” – ”gradient” (ψg, BBBg).

3 Boussinesq-Galerkin solution

According to Helmholtz theorem every suitably regular vector field uuu(rrr) admits
the representation:

uuu = ∇φ+ ∇× SSS (15)

where φ is the scalar potential and SSS is the vector potential for which we can
assume that ∇ ·SSS = 0 without loss of generality.

For the further analysis it will be enough to assume that in the infinite
domains representation (15) can be introduced under assumptions of weak decay
conditions for the displacement field uuu that are used in classical elasticity [6],
though the validity of Helmholtz theorem for the fields with sub-linear growth
have been also established [52, 53].

Substituting (15) into (1) and using standard vector calculus identities we
obtain equilibrium equations in terms of potentials:

∇2
(

α(1 − l21∇
2)∇φ+ (1 − l22∇

2)∇× SSS
)

= −
bbb

µ
(16)

Equation (16) can be reduced to the high-order equation with respect to the
single vector function WWW (rrr) by using the following definitions of potentials φ
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and SSS:

φ =
1

α
(1 − l22∇

2)∇ ·WWW

SSS = −(1 − l21∇
2)∇×WWW

(17)

Combining (16), (17) we obtain:

(1 − l21∇
2)(1 − l22∇

2)∇2∇2WWW = −
bbb

µ
(18)

Using (15), (17) we found:

uuu =
1

α
(1 − l22∇

2)∇∇ ·WWW − (1 − l21∇
2)∇×∇×WWW (19)

or alternatively:

uuu = (1 − l21∇
2)∇2WWW − κ(1 − l23∇

2)∇∇ ·WWW (20)

where κ = α−1
α = 1

2(1−ν) and l23 = α
1−α

(

1
α l

2
2 − l21

)

(it can be shown that l3 ∈ R

that is the consequence of definitions of l1, l2 and requirements for the positive
definition of strain energy density in isotropic SGET, see [18]).

Representation (20) (or (19)) should be treated as Boussinesq-Galerkin (BG)
solution generalized for SGET. Vector fuctionWWW is Galerkin stress function that
obey the eight-order bi-harmonic/bi-Helmholtz governing equation (18). In ab-
sence of gradient effects (l1 = l2 = 0) this representation reduces to classical BG
solution. The key idea in the presented form of BG solution is the appropriate
choice of definitions for the Helmholtz potentials (17).

Notably, that bi-Helmholtz/bi-Laplace equation have been considered pre-
viously within the second strain gradient elasticity theory (accounting for the
dependence of strain energy on strain, gradient of strain and second gradient of
strain) where it was shown that similar eight-order equation defines the funda-
mental solution for the modified Airy stress function within the edge dislocations
problems [54, 55].

4 Papkovich-Neuber solution

Let us introduce the following vector function:

BBB = (1 − l21∇
2)∇2WWW (21)

From equilibrium equations written in terms of Galerkin stress function (18),
we found that BBB has to satisfy

(1 − l22∇
2)∇2BBB = −

bbb

µ
(22)

By making use of Theorem 1, general solution of equation (22) can be con-
structed as:

BBB = BBBc +BBBg (23)
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where

∇2BBBc = −
bbb

µ
, (1 − l22∇

2)BBBg = −l22
bbb

µ
(24)

and according to Corollary 1 we also have

BBBc = (1 − l22∇
2)BBB, BBBg = l22∇

2BBB (25)

Then, let us define the general solution of equation (21):

WWW = W̄WW +WWW ∗ (26)

where W̄WW is the general solution of corresponding homogeneous equations and
WWW ∗ is appropriate particular solution, i.e.:

(1 − l21∇
2)∇2W̄WW = 0, (1 − l21∇

2)∇2WWW ∗ = BBB (27)

Substituting (26) into BG solution for the displacement field (20) and taking
into account (27) we obtain:

uuu = (1 − l21∇
2)(∇2W̄WW + ∇2WWW ∗) − κ(1 − l23∇

2)∇(∇ · W̄WW + ∇ ·WWW ∗)

= BBB − κ∇(ϕ̄+ ϕ∗)
(28)

where we introduce new scalar potentials:

ϕ̄ = (1 − l23∇
2)(∇ · W̄WW ), ϕ∗ = (1 − l23∇

2)(∇ ·WWW ∗) (29)

Using (27)1, (29)1 we immediately find that potential ϕ̄ obeys the following
homogeneous equation:

(1 − l21∇
2)∇2ϕ̄ = 0 (30)

which general solution can be found based on Theorem 1.
In order to derive the representation for potential ϕ∗ let us consider the

relation, that follows from (27)2, (29)2:

(1 − l21∇
2)∇2ϕ∗ = (1 − l21∇

2)(1 − l23∇
2)∇2(∇ ·WWW ∗)

= (1 − l23∇
2)(∇ ·BBB)

(31)

From this relation it is seen that potential ϕ∗ should be treated as the
particular solution of equation (31) since the general solution of corresponding
homogeneous equation is given by ϕ̄ (30) and it is already included into the
displacement representation (28) (similar particular solution in classical PN so-
lution obeys Poisson equation). Substituting relation between l3 and l1, l2 into
(31) we can find then

(1 − l21∇
2)∇2ϕ∗ =

1

κ
(1 − l21∇

2)(∇ ·BBB) −
1

κα
(1 − l22∇

2)(∇ ·BBB) (32)
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Using representation (23), (24) for the second term in the right hand side of
equation (32) we obtain:

(1 − l21∇
2)∇2ϕ∗ =

1

κ
(1 − l21∇

2)(∇ ·BBB) −
1

κα
∇ ·

(

BBBc + l22
bbb

µ

)

+
l22
κα

∇ · bbb

µ

=⇒ (1 − l21∇
2)∇2ϕ∗ =

1

κ
(1 − l21∇

2)(∇ ·BBB) −
1

κα
∇ ·BBBc

(33)
Then, we take into account that BBBc is the general solution for Poisson equa-

tion (24)2. Therefore, without loss of generality vector BBBc can be replaced by

(1 − l21∇
2)BBBc − l21

bbb

µ

In such a way from (33) we obtain the final form of the governing equation
for potential ϕ∗:

(1 − l21∇
2)∇2ϕ∗ =

l21
καµ

∇ · bbb+ (1 − l21∇
2)∇ ·

(

BBBc +
1

κ
BBBg

)

(34)

where we also take into account decomposition (23) and definitions for α and κ.
Particular solution for the obtained equation (34) can be decomposed into

three parts:
ϕ∗ = ϕ∗

b + ϕ∗
c + ϕ∗

g (35)

so that

(1 − l21∇
2)∇2ϕ∗

b =
l21
καµ

∇ · bbb (36)

(1 − l21∇
2)∇2ϕ∗

c = (1 − l21∇
2)∇ ·BBBc (37)

(1 − l21∇
2)∇2ϕ∗

g =
1

κ
(1 − l21∇

2)∇ ·BBBg (38)

Definition of particular solution ϕ∗
c (37) can be reduced to the classical prob-

lem, in which similar particular solution was found for equation ∇2ϕ∗
c = ∇ ·BBBc

in the following form [3, 46]:

ϕ∗
c =

1

2
(rrr ·BBBc + βc), (39)

where

∇2BBBc = −
bbb

µ
, ∇2βc =

rrr · bbb

µ
(40)

Particular solution ϕ∗
g (38) can be defined by using Helmhlotz decompo-

sition for the vector potential BBBg, which can be used without any additional
restrictions since BBBg satisfies the vector Helmholtz equation (24)2 [56]. Thus,
we define:

BBBg = ∇Ψ + ∇×ΨΨΨ, ∇ ·BBBg = ∇2Ψ, ∇×BBBg = −∇2ΨΨΨ (41)
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where function Ψ and solenoidal field ΨΨΨ are the scalar and vector potentials,
respectively, that have to satisfy the following equations:

(1 − l22∇
2)∇2Ψ = −l22

∇ · bbb

µ
, (1 − l22∇

2)∇2ΨΨΨ = l22
∇× bbb

µ
, (42)

which are obtained based on equation (24)2 and definitions (41).
Based on comparison of equation for the scalar potential Ψ (41)2 and equa-

tion for the particular solution ϕ∗
g (38) we can define the last one as:

ϕ∗
g =

1

κ
Ψ (43)

Then, substituting (23), (35) into (28) and taking into account (39), (43) we
obtain:

uuu = BBBc +BBBg − κ∇

(

ϕ̄+ ϕ∗
b +

1

2
(rrr ·BBBc + βc) +

1

κ
Ψ

)

(44)

In this relation we observe that the sum ϕ̄ + ϕ∗
b is the general solution of

inhomogeneous equation (36), that will be denoted in the following as ϕ =
ϕ̄ + ϕ∗

b . Substituting Helmholtz decomposition for BBBg (41) into (44) we also
find that the potential part of this field ∇Ψ is cancelled and definition of the
displacement field becomes to:

uuu = BBBc −
κ

2
∇(rrr ·BBBc + βc) + ∇×ΨΨΨ − κ∇ϕ (45)

in which BBBc and βc should be treated as standard harmonic scalar and vector
stress functions of PN solution defined by (40); ΨΨΨ and ϕ are the additional stress
functions of gradient theory; ΨΨΨ is the general solutions of equation (42)2 and ϕ
is the general solution of equation:

(1 − l21∇
2)∇2ϕ =

l21
καµ

∇ · bbb, (46)

Obtained representation (45) can be additionally simplified. Namely, ac-
cording to Theorem 1 we can define:

ϕ = ϕ̃c + ϕg, ∇2ϕ̃c =
l21
καµ

∇ · bbb, (1 − l21∇
2)ϕg =

l41
καµ

∇ · bbb (47)

so that the classical harmonic part of this solution ϕ̃c can be combined with
corresponding standard Papkovich stress function βc in (45). It is convenient to
introduce then the following single scalar function in relation (45):

ϕc = βc + 2ϕ̃c (48)

that should obey the Poisson equation with the right hand side defining by
corresponding linear combination of the right hand sides of equations (47)2 and
(40)2.
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In representation (45) we can also replace term ∇×ΨΨΨ by the initial vector
potential BBBg (see (41)) with additional requirement that this vector field should
be solenoidal. As the result, after some simplifications and renormalization for
the potential ϕg, one can obtain the following final form of Papkovich-Neuber
general solution within SGET:

uuu = uuuc + uuug,

uuuc = BBBc −
1

4(1 − ν)
∇(rrr ·BBBc + ϕc)

uuug = BBBg + l21∇ϕg

(49)

in which the stress functions BBBc, BBBg, ϕc, ϕg have to satisfy:

∇2BBBc = −
bbb

µ
,

∇2ϕc =
rrr · bbb

µ
+ 2l21(1 − 2ν)

∇ · bbb

µ

(1 − l22∇
2)BBBg = −l22

bbb

µ
, ∇ ·BBBg = 0,

(1 − l21∇
2)ϕg = −l21

1 − 2ν

2(1 − ν)

∇ · bbb

µ

(50)

Obtained representation (49) validates the possibility of additive decomposi-
tion of general solution for the displacement field within Mindlin-Toupin SGET
into the so-called classical uuuc and gradient uuug parts. Such representation have
been heuristically assumed in Refs. [42, 44] and and it was explicitly estab-
lished previously only within the simplified gradient theories [20, 39, 41]. Sim-
ilar decomposition have been also obtained within the analysis of fundamental
solutions of different gradient theories [57–59].

In the derived form of PN solution (49) the classical part of the displace-
ment field uuuc is defined through the standard Papkovich stress functions (with
the only modification of the body force in the Poisson equation for the scalar
function). The gradient part of the displacement field uuug is represented via
the modified Helmholtz decomposition that is the linear combination of the po-
tential part ∇ϕg and solenoidal part BBBg defined as the solutions of modified
Helmoltz equations with different length scale parameters (see (50)). In this
modified decomposition the length scale parameter l1 defines the potential part
of uuug, while l2 defines its rotational part that is in agreement with the initial
structure of equilibrium equations of SGET (1).

General solutions for different simplified gradient theories can be obtained
assuming corresponding values for the length scale parameters. Namely, assum-
ing l1 = 0 we obtain the general solution for the couple stress theory [16]. For
the case l2 = 0 we obtain the general solution for the dilatation gradient elas-
ticity theory [24]. For the simplified Aifantis theory it should be used l1 = l2.
Classical PN solution follows from (49), (50) if l1 = l2 = 0.
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5 Completeness theorem

The main next step is to prove the completeness of the developed solutions.
Reformulating the similar classical theorem given by Gurtin [46] we state:

Theorem 2. Let uuu be a displacement field that satisfies equilibrium equation
(1) and corresponds to the body force bbb. Then there exists a fieldWWW that satisfies
(18), (20); and fields BBBc, BBBg, ϕc, ϕg that satisfy (49), (50).

Proof. Consider the definition for the displacement field through the modified
Galerkin stress function within SGET (19):

uuu =
1

α
(1 − l22∇

2)∇∇ ·WWW − (1 − l21∇
2)∇×∇×WWW (51)

This relation can be rewritten in the following equivalent form:

α̂(1 − l̂ 21∇
2)∇∇ ·WWW − (1 − l̂ 22∇

2)∇×∇×WWW = −
b̂bb

µ
(52)

where α̂ = 1/α, b̂bb = −µuuu, l̂1 = l2, l̂2 = l1.
The form of equation (52) with respect to WWW is exactly the same to the

equilibrium equation of SGET that is defined with respect to uuu (1). Therefore,
the task of finding a field WWW that satisfies (51) is reduced to finding a particular
solution to the equilibrium equation of SGET corresponding to given body forces
b̂bb. This can be done by using the derived form of Papkovich-Neuber solution of
SGET (49), (50):

WWW = B̂BBc −
1

4(1 − ν̂)
∇(rrr · B̂BBc + ϕ̂c) + B̂BBg + l̂ 21∇ϕ̂g (53)

in which the stress functions can be defined based on (50) and (13), (14):

B̂BBc = N ∗ uuu, ϕ̂c = −N ∗ (rrr · uuu+ 2l̂ 21 (1 − 2ν̂)∇ · uuu),

B̂BBg = ∇× (Ψ̂ΨΨc + Ψ̂ΨΨg), Ψ̂ΨΨc = −l̂ 22 N ∗ (∇× uuu), Ψ̂ΨΨg = −l̂ 22 H2 ∗ (∇× uuu)

ϕ̂g = l̂ 21
1 − 2ν̂

2(1 − ν̂)
H1 ∗ (∇ · uuu)

(54)
where H1 and H2 are the Green’s functions of Helmholtz equations (14) defined
with the length scale parameters l1 and l2, respectively; and for the solenoidal
gradient potential we use its representation B̂BBg = ∇ × Ψ̂ΨΨ in which the vector

field Ψ̂ΨΨ is defined based on equation (42)2 and Theorem 1.
Thus, we prove that there exist a vector field WWW that corresponds to a given

displacement field uuu. The governing equation forWWW (18) follows from equilibrium
equation (1) by its definition and consequently the completeness of BG solution
(18), (20) within SGET is proven.

Consider then the relations between the Papkovich-Neuber and the Galerkin
stress functions. By using relations (21), (25) and taking into account that
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∇ · BBBg = 0, we obtain the definitions for the vector stress functions of PN
solution (49):

BBBc = (1 − l21∇
2)(1 − l22∇

2)∇2WWW,

BBBg = −l22 (1 − l21∇
2)∇2(∇×∇×WWW ) (55)

Scalar potentials ϕc and ϕg in PN solution (49) can be defined based on
relations (46)-(48) and Corollary 1 as follows:

ϕc = βc + 2ϕ̃c

ϕg = l21∇
2ϕ (56)

where βc is indeterminate harmonic function and ϕ̃c has to satisfy

ϕ̃c = (1 − l21∇
2)ϕ (57)

Scalar potential ϕ was defined in Section 4 based on the following relation:

ϕ = ϕ̄+ ϕ∗
b (58)

in which according to (27)1:

ϕ̄ = (1 − l23∇
2)(∇ · W̄WW ) (59)

and according to (35), (39), (43):

ϕ∗
b = ϕ∗ − ψ∗

c − ψ∗
g = (1 − l23∇

2)(∇ ·WWW ∗) −
1

2
(rrr ·BBBc + βc) −

1

κ
Ψ (60)

By its definition, BBBg (50) does not have the potential part so that in (60)
we can set Ψ = 0 (see (41)). Then, substituting (59), (60) into (58) and taking
into account (26) we obtain:

ϕ = (1 − l23∇
2)(∇ ·WWW ) −

1

2
(rrr ·BBBc + βc) (61)

Using definition for ϕ̃c (57), obtained relation (61) and definition of partic-
ular solution ϕ∗

c (37), (39) we find that:

ϕ̃c = (1 − l21∇
2)(1 − l23∇

2)(∇ ·WWW ) −
1

2
(rrr ·BBBc + βc) + l21∇ ·BBB (62)

Finally, classical scalar PN stress functions ϕc can be defined by using (56)1,
(62) as follows:

ϕc = 2(1 − l21∇
2)(1 − l23∇

2)(∇ ·WWW ) − rrr ·BBBc + 2l21∇ ·BBBc (63)
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Gradient scalar PN stress function ϕg can be defined based on relations
(56)2, (61):

ϕg = l21∇
2(1 − l23∇

2)(∇ ·WWW ) − l21∇ ·BBBc (64)

Derived relations (55), (63), (64) allow us to define PN stress functions BBBc,
BBBg, ϕc, ϕg by using given Galerkin stress vector WWW , which representation for
a given arbitrary displacement field uuu have been already found (54). Then,
according to derivations presented in previous section, equation (18) implies
(50), and (20) implies (49). Therefore, PN solution (49), (50) is also complete
within SGET.

6 Fundamental solution

Derivation of the fundamental solution based on PN general solution within the
classical elasticity can be found, e.g. in [9, 46]. Within SGET similar result
can be obtained by using developed form of PN solution (49), (50). Thus, let
us consider the concentrated body force QQQ applied at the origin of coordinate
system:

bbb = QQQδ(rrr) (65)

where δ(rrr) is Dirac delta function.
Based on (49) the fundamental (Kelvin) solution of SGET that corresponds

to the body force (65) can be presented as follows:

uuu = BBB∗
c −

1

4(1 − ν)
∇(rrr ·BBB∗

c + ϕ∗
c) +BBB∗

g + l21∇ϕ
∗
g (66)

where the stress functions BBB∗
c , BBB∗

g, ϕ∗
c , ϕ∗

g are the particular solutions of the
following equations

∇2BBB∗
c = −

QQQ

µ
δ(rrr), (67)

∇2ϕ∗
c =

rrr ·QQQ

µ
δ(rrr) + 2l21(1 − 2ν)

∇ · (QQQδ(rrr))

µ
, (68)

(1 − l22∇
2)BBB∗

g = −l22
QQQ

µ
δ(rrr), ∇ ·BBB∗

g = 0, (69)

(1 − l21∇
2)ϕ∗

g = −l21
1 − 2ν

2(1 − ν)

∇ · (QQQδ(rrr))

µ
(70)

The remaining task is to found the particular solutions of equations (67)-
(70). Solution for vector stress function BBB∗

c(67) is similar to classical elasticity
and according to potential theory it is given by [46]:

BBB∗
c =

QQQ

4πµr
, (71)

where r = |rrr|.
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Scalar stress function ϕ∗
c in classical elasticity vanishes since it is valid that:

∇2ϕ∗
c =

rrr ·QQQ

µ
δ(rrr) =⇒ ϕ∗

c ≡ 0 (72)

therefore, equation (68) can be defined in a simpler form as

∇2ϕ∗
c = 2l21(1 − 2ν)

∇ · (QQQδ(rrr))

µ
, (73)

Particular solution to this equation can be presented in the following form:

ϕ∗
c = −l21

1 − 2ν

2πµ
QQQ · ∇

(

1

r

)

(74)

which follows from formula for the particular solutions of Poisson equation (14)
and the identity that can be proven based on divergence theorem:

∫

D

f(rrr − ξξξ)∇ξξξ · (QQQδ(ξξξ))dvξξξ = QQQ · ∇rrr f(rrr) (75)

where f(rrr − ξξξ) is an arbitrary function; ξξξ is integration variable; rrr is radial
distance.

Solution for the gradient vector stress function BBB∗
g (69) can be found in

several steps. At first, we neglect the requirement that BBB∗
g is the divergence-free

field and find the particular solution B̃BB
∗

g to the equation:

(1 − l22∇
2)B̃BB

∗

g = −l22
QQQ

µ
δ(rrr) =⇒ B̃BB

∗

g = −
QQQ

4πµ

e−r/l2

r
(76)

Then we should subtract the potential part of the obtained solution B̃BB
∗

g to

find the field BBB∗
g, which will satisfy ∇ ·BBB∗

g = 0. Potential part of B̃BB
∗

g can be
found by using Helmholtz decomposition and representation similar to (41). As
the result, we obtain:

BBB∗
g = B̃BB

∗

g −∇Ψ∗ (77)

in which the potential Ψ∗ is defined according to relation (see (41))

∇ · B̃BB
∗

g = ∇2Ψ∗ (78)

Then, combining equation for B̃BB
∗

g (76) and relation (78) and using (14) we
obtain:

∇ ·

(

l22∇
2B̃BB

∗

g − l22
QQQ

µ
δ(rrr)

)

= ∇2Ψ∗

=⇒ Ψ∗ =
l22

4πµ
QQQ · ∇

(

1 − e−r/l2

r

)
(79)
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Substituting (76), (79) into (77) we find the desirable solenoidal field BBB∗
g in

the following form:

BBB∗
g = −

QQQ

4πµ

e−r/l2

r
−

l22
4πµ

QQQ · ∇∇

(

1 − e−r/l2

r

)

(80)

Solution for the gradient scalar stress function ϕ∗
g (70) is given by:

(1 − l21∇
2)ϕ∗

g = −l21
1 − 2ν

2(1 − ν)

∇ · (QQQδ(rrr))

µ

=⇒ ϕ∗
g = −

1 − 2ν

8π(1 − ν)µ
QQQ · ∇

(

e−r/l1

r

) (81)

Substitution of relations (71), (74), (80), (81) into the representation for the
displacement field (66) provides us

uuu =
QQQ

4πµr
−

1

16πµ(1 − ν)
∇

(

rrr ·QQQ

r

)

+ l21
1 − 2ν

8π(1 − ν)µ
QQQ · ∇∇

(

1

r

)

−
QQQ

4πµ

e−r/l2

r
−

l22
4πµ

QQQ · ∇∇

(

1 − e−r/l2

r

)

− l21
1 − 2ν

8π(1 − ν)µ
QQQ · ∇∇

(

e−r/l1

r

)

(82)

Finally, after some standard simplifications from (82) we obtain the form
of fundamental solution of SGET that exactly coincides to those one presented
previously, e.g. in [59]:

uuu =
1

4πµ

(

QQQ

r
−

1

2(1 − ν)
QQQ · ∇∇r

)

+ l21
1 − 2ν

8π(1 − ν)µ
QQQ · ∇∇

(

1 − e−r/l1

r

)

−
QQQ

4πµ

e−r/l2

r
−

l22
4πµ

QQQ · ∇∇

(

1 − e−r/l2

r

)

(83)

7 Conclusion

We derived and extended form of Boussinesq-Galerkin and Papkovich-Neuber
general solution within Mindlin-Toupin strain gradient elasticity. We prove the
theorem of completeness for these solutions, i.e. we show their generality [47].
In the presented proof it is essential to have both forms of general solution
(BG and PN) and established relations between different stress functions. The
further work should be related to the analysis of the nonuniqueness and the
degree of nonuniqueness of the derived general solutions within SGET.
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venant for two-dimensional linear isotropic homogeneous second-gradient
elasticity. Mathematics and Mechanics of Solids, 22(5):919–937, 2017.

[44] Yury Solyaev, Sergey Lurie, Holm Altenbach, and Francesco dell’Isola. On
the elastic wedge problem within simplified and incomplete strain gra-
dient elasticity theories. International Journal of Solids and Structures,
239:111433, 2022.

[45] E. STERNBERG and M. GuRTIN. On the completeness of certain stress
functions in the linear theory of elasticity. Proc. Fourth U.S. Nat. Cong.
Appl. Mech., (44, 67):793–797, 1962.

[46] M. E. Gurtin. The Linear Theory of Elasticity (Encyclopedia of Physics
Vol. 6 a/2). Springer-Verlag, New York, 1972.

[47] C Truesdell. Invariant and complete stress functions for general continua.
Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 4(1):1–29, 1959.

[48] Antonios Charalambopoulos, Stephanos V Tsinopoulos, and Demosthenes
Polyzos. Plane strain gradient elastic rectangle in bending. Archive of
Applied Mechanics, 90(5):967–986, 2020.

[49] Yury O Solyaev and Sergey A Lurie. Trefftz collocation method for two-
dimensional strain gradient elasticity. International Journal for Numerical
Methods in Engineering, 122(3):823–839, 2021.

[50] Ingo Münch, Patrizio Neff, Angela Madeo, and Ionel-Dumitrel Ghiba. The
modified indeterminate couple stress model: Why yang et al.’s arguments
motivating a symmetric couple stress tensor contain a gap and why the cou-
ple stress tensor may be chosen symmetric nevertheless. ZAMM-Journal
of Applied Mathematics and Mechanics/Zeitschrift für Angewandte Math-
ematik und Mechanik, 97(12):1524–1554, 2017.

20



[51] Harold Jeffreys and Bertha Swirles. METHODS OF MATHEMATICAL
PHYSICS, by. Cambridge University Press USA, 1956.

[52] D Petrascheck and R Folk. The helmholtz decomposition of decreasing and
weakly increasing vector fields. arXiv preprint arXiv:1506.00235, 2015.

[53] D Petrascheck and R Folk. Helmholtz decomposition theorem and blu-
menthal’s extension by regularization. arXiv preprint arXiv:1704.02287,
2017.

[54] Markus Lazar. A non-singular continuum theory of point defects using gra-
dient elasticity of bi-helmholtz type. Philosophical Magazine, 99(13):1563–
1601, 2019.

[55] Markus Lazar, Gérard A Maugin, and Elias C Aifantis. Dislocations in
second strain gradient elasticity. International Journal of Solids and Struc-
tures, 43(6):1787–1817, 2006.

[56] Philip M Morse and Herman Feshbach. Methods of theoretical physics.
American Journal of Physics, 22(6):410–413, 1954.

[57] X-L Gao and HM Ma. Green’s function and eshelby’s tensor based on a
simplified strain gradient elasticity theory. Acta mechanica, 207(3):163–
181, 2009.

[58] PA Gourgiotis, Th Zisis, and HG Georgiadis. On concentrated surface loads
and green’s functions in the toupin–mindlin theory of strain-gradient elas-
ticity. International Journal of Solids and Structures, 130:153–171, 2018.

[59] Hansong Ma, Gengkai Hu, Yueguang Wei, and Lihong Liang. Inclusion
problem in second gradient elasticity. International Journal of Engineering
Science, 132:60–78, 2018.

21


	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Boussinesq-Galerkin solution
	4 Papkovich-Neuber solution
	5 Completeness theorem
	6 Fundamental solution
	7 Conclusion

