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Abstract

Observer-invariance is regarded as a minimum requirement for an appropriate definition of time derivatives. We
systematically discuss such time derivatives for surface tensor field and provide explicit formulations for material,
upper-convected, lower-convected and Jaumann/corotational time derivatives which all lead to different physical im-
plications. We compare these results with the corresponding time derivatives for tangential tensor fields. As specific
surface 2-tensor fields we consider surface Q-tensor fields and conforming surface Q-tensor fields and apply the results
in surface Landau-de Gennes models for surface liquid crystals.
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1. Introduction

Observer-invariant time derivatives for tensor-fields on moving surfaces S ¢ R* are important ingredients for
various applications, such as fluid deformable surfaces and surface liquid crystals, see, e.g., [EL , @,%L ]. They
determine specific rates of change independently of their observation and specify transport mechanism reflecting a
certain inertia in the considered quantity induced by material motions. For tangential tensor-fields, defined in the
tangent bundle of S, denoted by T"S, time derivatives for arbitrary observer are discussed in detail in [B]. Unlike for
scalar fields, where the time derivative is uniquely defined, severe differences in the evolution of the tangential tensor-
field, e.g. a surface director field or a surface Q-tensor field in surface liquid crystal models [ﬁ], have been identified.
The implications of these differences, e.g. in morphogenesis [I§, B, @], which can be modelled using fluid deformable
surfaces and surface liquid crystals are not yet explored. The requirement of the surface tensor-fields to be tangential
might be too strong for such applications. They require surface tensor-fields with an additional normal component,
see, e.g., ] for a director field on a flexible membrane and [IE, , , ] for surface Q-tensor-fields but on
stationary surfaces. These surface tensor-fields are defined in T"R3|s, and need slightly different time derivatives,
which respect the embedding space R? as well as the surface S. We will systematically discuss these time derivatives,
their properties and relations and apply them to a surface Landau-de Gennes model.

Unlike in [Ia], we do not take a spacetime manifold as a basis for observer-invariant time derivatives. The advantage
is an improved readability due to lesser abstract concepts. The disadvantage is that we do not get any longer observer-
invariance for free as a results of a covariance principle w.r. t. the choice of spacetime coordinates. The main issue to
develop observer-invariant time derivatives is that the time 7 is not a coordinate of S, but rather a parameter to describe
time-dependencies w. 1. t. an observer and the relation between time and space. We need to demonstrate that the time
derivatives of tensor-fields on moving surfaces are invariant within the observer class depicting the moving surface.
In parts we circumvent this issue by stipulating time derivatives for a material observer (Lagrange perspective) and
transform these representation to an arbitrary observer. We only consider instantaneous tensor-fields.
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T°S = T°R3|g scalar fields

TR3|s vector fields

TS < TR3|g tangential vector fields

T°R3|s 2-tensor fields

T8 < T?R3|g tangential 2-tensor fields

Q’R3|s < T?R3|s Q-tensor fields (trace-free, symmetric)

CsQ’R3|s < Q°R|g surface conforming Q-tensor fields (only normal and tangential eigenvectors)
Q’S < {CsQ’R3|s, T2S}  tangential Q-tensor fields (trace-free, symmetric)

Table 1: Most used tensor field spaces and their local subtensor space relations. All Q-tensor related spaces are defined in section 2.6]

We introduce notation in subsection[[.Tland provide a short tabular summary in subsection[I.2] The actual deriva-
tion of time derivatives is constituted in section2] which is organized in the following way. Subsection 2.1l describes
the general approach to obtain time derivatives. Basically, we use a differential quotient w.r.t. the time parameter
t s.t. a time derivative yields a certain rate of the considered tensor-fields. Such an approach is only sufficient for
fixed choices of convenient pullbacks, which are capable of evaluating a “future” tensor-field on the current surface.
We illustrate this approach for scalar fields in TS, where such a pullback seems to be uniquely given. The situation
changes for n-tensor fields with n > 1, where different pullbacks lead to different time derivatives. In subsection
we derive the material time derivative, in subsection 23] the upper-convected time derivative, in subsection 2.4
the lower-convected time derivative and in subsection the Jaumann/corotational time derivative. The individual
derivatives are build on each other. In all of these subsections we also consider vector- as well as 2-tensor-fields
separately for the sake of readability. Additionally, we show at the end of each subsection that all of these time deriva-
tives are thin-film limits of usual flat R* time derivatives. With surface Landau-de Gennes models for surface liquid
crystals in mind [IEI], we treat in subsection 2.6 Q-tensor fields in Q*R3|s, which are symmetric and trace-free, as a
special case of surface 2-tensor fields. Here we consider only the material and Jaumann/corotational time derivative.
Moreover, we discuss surface conforming Q-tensor fields in CsQ’R3|s, where the eigenvector spaces are aligned to
the surface. This gives the opportunity to modify the material derivative to a simpler representation. Using these tools
we formulate surface Landau-de Gennes models on evolving surfaces which lead for the material time derivative to
the same formulation as postulated in [@].

1.1. Notation

We mainly adopt notations from [ﬁ]. Nevertheless, we give a condensed summary in this section including some
notational extensions. A moving surface S is sufficiently described by parameterizations

X: TxU-R: t,y,y) - X(t,y',y) eS|, (1

where U c R? is the chart codomain and 7~ = [fy, #;] € R the time domain. For simplicity we assume that X(z, U) =
S, can be achieved by a single time-depending parameterization X for all + € 7. The results can be extended to the
more general case considering subsets providing an open covering of S. We omit the time parameter ¢ in the notation
if it is clear that the considered term can be evaluated temporally locally. A parameterization is not uniquely given
for a moving surface. For instance comprises X information about the observer. Due to this, we subscribe quantities
withm if we consider the material observer and o if we consider an arbitrary observer, see [Ia] for more details about
observer. One could refer the material observer to the Lagrangian perspective/specification. Since we also consider
motion in normal direction of the surface and the observer has to follow the material in this direction, a pure Eulerian
perspective does not exist on moving surfaces generally. Note that we assume that X provides a sufficiently smooth
embedding of S into R?.

We write T"R3|s as a shorthand for the space of sufficiently smooth n-tensor field on S C R3, i.e. for R €

T'R3|s and (y',y?) € U the quantity R(y',y%) € T VZ)R3 = (R%)" is a usual R3-n-tensor defined at X(y',y%) € S.
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X, Xo material and observer parameterization
&mij = <6an» 6ij>TS’
&ij = <aiXu7 anD>TS

material and observer metric tensor proxy field

gﬁf , gnij matrix inverse of proxy fields g.;; and g;;
]’f‘i i l"fi : Christoffel symbols of 2nd kind w. 1.t. gy;; and g;

veTRs normal field

I=-Vev,H=Trll shape operator and mean curvature

Vo = v +v,v € TR material velocity

Vo=v,+v,ve TR3|3 observer velocity

u=V,-V,eTS relative velocity

G[V]=Vv—v, Il €T’S tangential gradient of V € TR3|g

b[V]=Vv, +IIveTS non-tangential gradient of V € TR3|s

VeV =G[V]+v®b[V] surface gradient of V € TR3|s

A[V] = G[V]’ZGT[VJ = Vv_(zvv)r antisymmetric part of G[V]

GlV]=VcV->b[V]®V adjusted surface gradient of V € TR3|s

AlV] = w antisymmetric part of G[V]

Table 2: Some frequently used quantities. Note that V is used as a placeholder for V;,, and V, in case the observer choice is relevant.

This means that we handle tensor bundles and fields (section of bundles) synonymously due to the assumed smooth
structure. We also does not distinguish between co- and contravariant tensor fields, and everything between, in index-
free notations, since they are isomorph by the musical isomorphisms (b, §f) for a given metric and all operators used
in this paper respect that. The space of tangential n-tensor fields TS is a subtensor field of T"R3|s, i.e. it holds the
subtensor relation T’;((y,yyz)S < T’;((ylyyz)R3 forall (y',y?) € U. The space T"S contains only the fields from T"R3|s that
can be represented by a tangential frame. We summarize the most used subtensor fields of T"R3|s for n € 0, 1,2 in
this paper in table[Il Some of them are defined in their associated section, where they are used. For n = 1 we omit the
index, e. g. itis TS = T'S. Every subtensor field relation brings its uniquely defined orthogonal projection I, along,
which is labeled by its image, i. e. the subtensor field space. The orthogonal projection Iy : T"R3|s — T"S projects
n-tensor fields into tangential n-tensor fields for instance. We use the global Cartesian as well as local tangential
frames and thus, for a better readability, also different index notations (Ricci calculus) in accordance with their frame.
We apply capital Latin letters A, B, C, ... w..t. the Cartesian frame {e4}, €. g. we could use R*%e, ® ep to describe
a 2-tensor field R € T?R3|s. Small Latin letters i, J.k, ... are used w.r.t. the tangential frame {9;X} derived from
parameterization (I). For instance we could write #/9,X ® ;X for a tangential 2-tensor field r € T>S.

We only use two kinds of spatial derivatives. One is the covariant derivative V : T"S — T**'S defined by the
Christoffel symbols I'; ;. = %(G;g jk + 0,8k — 0kgij) in a usual way, where g;; is the covariant proxy of the metric tensor.
In index notations, we represent V with a stroke “|”. For instance, we write [Vr]” = rijlk = Ol + T r + Filr”
for r € T2S. The other one is the surface derivative V¢ @ T'R3|s — T'R3s ® TS < T"'R3|s defined as the
covariant derivative on the Cartesian proxy components, which are scalar fields in T°S. As an example, it is Vc R =
es ® eg ® VRAP valid for R € T°R3|s. For readers from other communities, it holds Vc R = (§§)|51d5, where
R € T"R3 is an arbitrary smooth extension s. t. ﬁls = R € TR3|g is valid, V : T'R3 — T"'R3 the usual R3-gradient
and Ids € TS the surface identity, resp. tangential projection, tensor field, e.g. given by [Ids]*® = 648 — v4vB
or [Ids]” = g'/. Both derivatives are also related outside the Cartesian frame and we give these relations in the
appropriated locations in this paper where they are needed. Further definitions for covariant differential operators



like div (divergence), rot (curl), A (Bochner-Laplace), etc., are derived from V in the usual way. In the example
section 2.6.3] we use the surface Laplace operator Ac := (Tr Vé) : T?R3|s — T*R3|s on 2-tensor fields, which stated
a kinda connection Laplace operator a priori w.r. t. surface derivative Vc. For more details see lemmas 24] and 23]
where we show that Ac is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the Cartesian Proxy components as well as a Bochner-
like Laplace operator w.r.t. Vc. Additionally, corollary 26] gives a relation to covariant differential operators outside
the Cartesian frame. Inner products (-, -)., are written with angle brackets and labeled by its associated space. For
instance (ri,r2)rs = gagyr; 5 is the local inner product, or (ri,ra)> s = fs (r1,r)rsdS is the global inner
product of r,r, € T2S. Note that inner products on tensor fields are backwards compatible with their subtensor
fields, e. g. it holds (ry, r2)pps, = (r1,r2)m2g for ry,ra € T2S. Norms are given and written according to their inner
products, e. g. it is ||r||%2 s = (1.2, valid for r € TS. We save writing an extra operation symbol, like a dot, for
simple tensor-tensor multiplications T"R|s x T"R|s — T 2R3s, e. g. it is R{R> = RY®Rypes € TR?|s valid for
R, € T’R3|s and R, € TR3s. However, we sometimes use the double-dot symbol “:” for the double-contraction
product T'R3|g x T"R3|s — T *R3|s, e.g. it holds R, : R, = (Ry, Ry)pops), € TS for Ri,R, € T?R3s. As
in [7], we use arguments in square brackets to denote functional dependencies, e. g. the scalar field f[X,, V] =
||Xm||]§3 + ”Vm”"zrms e TS depends on the material surface parameterization X, as a proxy for the surface, w.r.t. the
material observer, as well as on its velocity V;, = d,X,,. Note that functional dependencies do not have to be mutual
independent as we see in the former example. In table 2lfrequently used quantities, also related to the chosen observer,
are summarized. We would also like to point out that [Appendix_A]contains a collection of lemmas, corollaries and
their justifications that may be helpful for understanding the quantities in table 21 For more details on observer related
notations, see [Ia]. Note that for the tangential material derivative, which is defined below, we use a dot over the field

symbol. A bar between a term and the dot parenthesize the term under the dot. For instance, we write f = f| > for
f = fif> in context of scalar fields.

1.2. Summary

In this section we provide a summary of the results in section [2] and relate them to the observer-invariant time
derivatives derived in [[6]]. Tables[B3land[B] give an overview about tangential time derivatives on tangential vector fields
in TS and 2-tensor fields in T2S, which are given in [Ia]. We formulate these time derivatives w.r.t. an observer
parameterization as well as a relation to the material time derivative. Note that these time derivatives are special cases
of instantaneous tensor fields in [Ia]. We use the name prefix “Jaumann’ synonymously to the prefix “corotational”.
Time derivatives on vector fields in TR3|g and 2-tensor fields in T?R3|s, which are derived in section 2] are sum-
marized in table[ and[6l We formulate these time derivatives in an orthogonal tangential-normal-decomposition for
tangential-normal-decomposed tensor fields, where we are able to use the corresponding tangential time-derivatives.
This representation could be useful for analytical perspectives. In contrast, we give also a relation to the material
derivative, which could be helpful for numerical implementations, since it is possible to apply a Cartesian frame of
the embedding space for the material derivative, i.e. D' R = R%e,4 for vector fields R € TR?|s and D}" R = R*8e, ®ep
for 2-tensor fields R € TR3|s, see (8) for general n-tensor fields. A very useful property of the material and Jaumann
derivative is their inner product compatibility, i. e. the inner product of tensor fields obey the product rule, see corol-
laries 2] [T for vector fields and [] [[3] for 2-tensor fields. Likewise, they yield a compatible product rule with the
tensor-vector product T?R3|s x TR3|s — TR3|s, see corollaries 3 and [[4l Both convected derivatives do not exhibit
these behaviors. Note that the material derivative is not an extension of the tangential material derivative, contrary to
all other time derivatives we present in this paper. However, the pure tangential part of the material derivative yields
such an extension, which in turn describes an extension of [Ia Proposition 4] for non-tangential tensor fields.

In context of 2-tensor fields we consider Q-tensor fields Q*R3|s < T2R3|s as a subbundle, where our attention
is mainly directed to the material and Jaumann derivative. Since Q?R3|s is closed w.r.t. both derivatives, we could
use the more general representations for T2R?|s in table These time derivatives apply in the surface Landau-
de Gennes model (36). A more aligned formulation of the material and Jaumann derivative, w.r.t. the orthogonal
decomposition (29) for Q-tensor fields, can be found in andBIl We also consider surface conforming Q-tensor
fields CsQ’R3|s < Q’R3|s, which are not closed by the material derivative but by the Jaumann derivative. Hence
we present an adjusted material derivative D,CS’“ := Icyqers)s © D} under the aid of the unique orthogonal projection
He,qeris @ Q°R3|s — CsQ*R¥|s. This surface conforming material derivative and the Jaumann derivative are used
in the surface conforming Landau-de Gennes model (37). An orthogonal decomposition of both time derivatives on
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...derivative identifier | w.r.t. observer coordinates W.T.t. F
material 2 (0,)0: X,y + Vyur + G[V,1r P
upper-convected Qb 0,0 X,y + Vyur — V,u ir—G[Vy]r
lower-convected by /(0,7 )0: Xy + Vur + rVu i+ GT[Vy]r
Jaumann Sr L2+ 2r) .r _IA[V'"]r
=J- z(rotvm) *r

Table 3: Tangential time derivatives on tangential vector fields r = /9, X, € TS, taken from [Ia].

...derivative | identifier w.r.t. tangential derivatives w.r.t. D' R
material D/'R i — ¢b[Vy] + (¢ +{r, b[Vm])TS) v D"R
upper-convected Df R Lr + v D"R - G[V.IR
lower-convected D? R Lr 4+ pv D"R + G [V.IR
Jaumann D;(f R Jr+ v D"R - A[V.]R

Table 4: Time derivatives on vector fields R = r + ¢v € TR3|g, where r € TS and ¢ € T°S.

surface conforming Q-tensor fields can be found in table[7land apply in the equivalent formulation Q) of the surface
conforming Landau-de Gennes model.

2. Derivations

2.1. General Approach and Scalar Fields
Formally, we could define an arbitrary time-derivative on R € T"R3|s by

.1 .
(Dt R)[Xﬂ](t’ ynlv ynz\) = _lrll)% ; (((Dz,-rR[A]m]lH‘r)(t» ynlv ynz\) - R[A]m](t» ynlv ynz\)) (2)
where @; T"R3|s+r — T"R3|s, is a convenient pullback by the map

D r Sl — Slar: Xty 32) = Xt + 7,30, 32) -

Even if the time derivative is described by a material observer, w.r. t. its parameterization X,,, we are able to evaluate
@) by an arbitrary observer, w. r. t. parameterization X, with the aid of relation

RIX (2 30 30) = RIXaI( (Xl 0 Xo) (00 30 € Ty 40 Rs, 3)

respectively, the inverse relation

RIX,)(13;59) = RIXul(r, (Xl 0 Xo)(1,30,30)) € T 1o Rls

The general proceeding is to assume a pullback, conclude the associated time derivative w.r.t. the material observer
and transform it w.r. t. an arbitrary observer to establish observer-invariance.
For scalar fields f € T'R3|s = T°S, i.e. n = 0, the only noteworthy pullback is simply given by

(@ /X o) (0 Yo ) = STl + Ty 00) €T oS- “)
Hence, with f := D, lo: ~a0.f> @) becomes
; 1.2y — 1,2 0
FIX1( Y 30) = B f 1K) (1, 3 3i) € TS, (1 0 S
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...derivative identifier | w.r.t. observer coordinates W.T.t. 7
(0:77)0; Xy ® 0 Xy + Vyur
+G[V,Ir + rG"[V,]
(0:77)0; Xy ® 0 Xy + Vyur
—(Vu)r — r(Vu)"
Qb el (00 Xo ® 0 X, + Vyr
+(Vu)'r + r(Vu)

material i

upper-convected Qb i = G[Vur — rG" [V,,]

lower-convected i+ G' [V, Ir + rG[V,]

i — AV lr + rA[Vy,]
Sr L(2¥r + %) =i - 2A[V]Tlges 7

=7- %(rOth)(*lr + *21‘)

Jaumann

Table 5: Tangential time derivatives on tangential 2-tensor fields r = i X, ® 9 X, € T2, taken from [IE].

..derivative | identifier w.r. t. tangential derivatives w.r.t. D' R
i =1, ®b[Vi] - bVl ®@ 1
+ (g, + rb[Viul — ¢b[Vi]) @ v
+v ® (ijg + b[Vilr — ¢b[Vin])

+ (¢ + iy + mg BVl )rs) v @ v

upper-convected D? R L+ O, @v+ve U, +dvev | DI'R - G[VuIR — RG' [Vi]

lower-convected | D'R | €%r+ ', @ v+v@ Ly + v ®v | D' R + G' [VIR + RG[V:]

Jaumann D’ R Ir+30, @v+ve3Ing+dvev | D"R - AV, IR + RA[V,]

material D/'R D/'R

Table 6: Time derivatives on 2-tensor fields R = r + 1, ® v+ v ® Ijg + ¢v ® v € T2R3|s where r € T2S, 57,51 € TS and ¢ € T'S.

... Derivative Identifier | w.r.t. tangential derivatives
Surface conforming Material | DS™ Q qg+p (V V- %Ids)
Jaumann D;(]Q RY'} +,B(V®v— %Ids)

Table 7: Time derivatives on surface conforming Q-tensor fields @ = g + (v ® v — 11ds) € CsQ’R3|s < Q°R3|s < TR, where ¢ € QS and
BeT0S.

for a material observer. Getting the time derivative f[X,] for an arbitrary observer given by parameterization X, is
more difficult. The time derivative (2)) as well as the pullback (@) have to be evaluated w.r. t. the relation @). As we

can see in appendix|Appendix B.1} applying a Taylor expansion to this pullback at 7 = 0 leads to

FIX(E35037) = O fIXN(E 303 + (Vu LX) ) € TG 1 o) S
where  u = ul[Xo, Xuul(t, 33, 30) = Vi X1, (Xl © Xo)(1, 3700 30)) = Vol X830 30)

is the relative velocity, V,[X,1(z, !, ) 1= 8,X,(t,y!,y}) the observer velocity and Vy, [ X, 1(z, v, 3b) := 0, Xo(t, yL, wh)
the material velocity. This is also consistent with the scalar-valued time derivative given in [[6]. Since the observer is
arbitrary and for sake of simplicity, we also write

f=0,f+Vuf €T'S 5

for short, which is the common form in context of non(-Einstein)-relativistic settings [IE], and ALE (Arbitrary La-
grangian—Eulerian) methods on non-stationary surfaces [Iﬁ, E]. A material perspective, i.e. u = 0, applies to La-
grangian particle methods (19, 2071 for instance. If f is extended in a volume around S, there are also alternative
formulation of f , see ] for instance.



Since we consider R? quantities, even though restricted to the surface, we show at the end of each of the following
subsections that all considered time derivatives are consistent to their counterpart in a volume, i. e. the thin film limit
of a time derivative in a bulk equals its time derivatives on the surface. We use the thin film parameterization y[X],
defined by

XXty 3%, &) = X(t,y', v + &X', %) ©6)

with & € [—h, h], to describe the thin film §;, around S, see [IE] for more detaﬂi Therefore, y[X,] is the material
gpd x[X,] an arbitrary observer thin film parameterization. According to this, V,, := d,x[X.] is the material and
V, := 0,x[X,] the observer thin film velocity. We obtain the relative thin film velocity

"Zn_vu :u_fﬂu

as a consequence by (AI3). For extended scalar fields f € TS}, which are sufficing ﬂfzo = f € T°S, we use the
Taylor expansion

f=f+E@ePle=o + OE)

at ¢ = 0. Note that the normal coordinate £ and the time parameter ¢ are mutually independent, i.e. d¢ and 0, are
commuting on scalar fields. Eventually, this yields

f=of+Vy 5.7 =f+06). Q)
i.c.itholds f — f for h — 0.

2.2. Material Derivative

In order to obtain the material time derivative we could simply use the Cartesian frame {e4}, which is Eulerian
and constant in space. Though it seems that an additional frame, which is not given by the chart through the param-
eterization, would complicate the situation at first glance, the material pullback becomes quite easy. The pullback
implements the scalar pullback @) on each Cartesian component. This yields the definition

n
m 1 2y . Aj. A, 1 2 3
(@RI, i) s 3) 1= R IX 1+ 730300 () ea, € T o Rl
a=1

Therefore the material derivative is given by D" := D, |g+ _qm, 1. €.
t t LT LT

n
(D' BXol(t, s 3p) = ORY X3 3) Q) €, € T 1 o Bl
a=1

for the material observer. Since the frame is constant, we only have to consider the scalar Cartesian proxy fields
RM1-AX,] € T°S. For an arbitrary observer, (3) yields

n

D' R = R (X) ey, . ®)

a=1

One first observation of (8) is that this time derivative equals the material time-derivative in a volume up to the
restriction to the surface, i. e. it does not depend on behaviors of the surface at all. This is not to be expected by other
time-derivatives. Moreover, (8)), contrary to @) in general, is now represented in context of an arbitrary observer chart,
i.e. all we have to do is calculating (§) also in terms of an arbitrary extended surface observer frame {0, X,, 9, X,, v}.
Note that the Cartesian frame yields

ep = 6AB (géjannBﬁiXu + VBV) R
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at all local events (1, !, y?). In the following subsections we transform the frame and the associated proxy fields to the
extended observer frame especially for vector and 2-tensor fields.
For extended tensor fields R € T"S),, which are sufficing R|;—o = R € T"R3|s, we conclude from (8) and (7) that

- ZALLA, n
R=R "(Xes, > DI'R 9)
a=1

is valid for & — O.

2.2.1. Vector Fields
To represent the material derivative D' R = R4, @) on vector fields R € TR3|s, we use the orthogonal decom-
position

R=r+¢veTRs, (10)
where r € TS and ¢ € T°S are given by R uniquely. The tangential covariant observer proxy of D" R yields
(D}" R, 0k X, )3 = 48R 0k X)) = (R, 0 Xo) 7 — RO XP
= (9,rk + Miairk - (VB + ¢VB) (6kVDB + ui()iaquB)
by time derivative (3) on scalar fields and decomposition (I0). With (A1), (A.8) and (A.I) we obtain

(D}" R, 0 Xy = gukjOrr! + u' (Gire = TLyr) + Gl Volr! — ¢ (! Iy + by Vi)

0

= g0 + tlry; + G Volr! — @by [ Vil = [ — ¢b[Vil),

where i € TS is the material derivative of the tangential vector field r given in table[3l For the normal part of D;" R
we use the time derivative () on scalar fields again and the rate of the normal field given in (A.14). This yields

<D;n R, v>TR3\s = 5ABRAVB = (R, V>TR3\5 - RBVB = ¢ +(r, b[Vn1]>TS :
Corollary 1. Forall R = r+ ¢v € TR3|s, r € TS and ¢ € T°S holds
D}' R = # = b[Vu] + (¢ + (. B[Viul)rs) v- (an

Note that D}" V;, equals the material acceleration in an observer-invariant representation, see [B, ]. To show
inner product compatibility of the material derivative, we use that the proxy 545 of the Cartesian metric tensor is in

the kernel of the scalar time derivative (@), i. e. it holds 45 = 8,045 + u*0k545 = 0. Hence, we obtain (R, R2)TR3‘S =
Sap(RIRE + RIR) for all Ry, R, € TR?|s, which gives the following corollary.

Corollary 2. The material derivative on vector fields is compatible with the inner product, i.e. for all Ry = ry +
¢1v, Ry = ry + ¢ov € TR3|s holds

<R17R2>TR3\S = <D?1R1,R2>TR3|S + <R1,D1tn R2>TR3\S (12)
= (I, r)1s + (ri)rs + G190 + di¢.

2.2.2. 2-Tensor Fields
To represent the material derivative (8) on 2-tensor fields R, i.e. D'R = RABe, ® ey, we use the orthogonal
decomposition

R=r+n,®v+v@n; +pv®@ve TR, (13)



where r € T2S, n,,n; € TS and ¢ € TS are given by R uniquely. The tangential covariant observer proxy of D" R
yields

<D1[n R, 6mX[) ® 3nX[,>TzR3‘S
= R*65c05p0m Xy 0,X,
= (R.0n %o ® 0, Xy ooy, — Reo (0uXC0,XD + 0,XC0,X7
= Oitun + 1 Orn = Rep (9nViEOXD + 0uXE0,VE + 040 XE0,XL + u 0, XE 010, XP)

by time derivative (3) on scalar fields and decomposition (I3), which is read Rcp = rcp + Hevp + velrp + ¢vevp in
the Cartesian proxy notation. With (A.12), (A.8) and (A.J) we obtain

<D?l R.0,X,® 6"X°>T2R3|s
= gumigun_/atrij + Mkakrmn + rinGmi[Vu] + rmiGni[Vn] = Rnbm[Vol = 11mbal Vo]
—u (r[nrumki + 1,y Tonki + Mg e + anlI"k)
= gumigunj6tl"ij + I/lkrmn\k + rinGmi[Vo] + ”miGni[Vu] - anbm[Vm] - UL/nbn[Vm]
= [F =1, ® b[Vi] — b[Viu] ® 1]

mn

where i € T2S is the material derivative of the tangential 2-tensor field r given in table [l In the same manner we
calculate the covariant observer proxy of the tangential-normal part. Hence, with @), (13), (A1), (A8, (A14) and
(A, we get

(D R, 0 Xo ® V) oz
= RY5,08p0n XV = (R. 0, X, ® Vypoms, — Rep (amvaD ; 3mXDCi/D)
= 0 + U DinLn = Rep (0nVEV? + b 00XV = 8, X B [Vin])

= omiOn1y + U0k Lm — U Topmi + Gl VoIt — @bl Vol — ¢t W + 1,ib’ [Vi]
= guniO;, + U + Guil VoI, = ¢bu[Vinl + 1ib' [Vl = [, + rb[ V] — ¢b[Vil],,

where 7, € TS is the material derivative of the tangential vector field 57, given in table[3l Since the material derivative
is compatible with transposition, i.e. it is D" R” := D["(R”) = (D}" R)” valid, we get the normal-tangential part by

(D' R, v ® 0, Xy} 1255, = (D' R, 0, X, @) . = [ifg + bIViulr — ¢b[Viull,

T?R3|s
as a consequence. The pure normal part of the material derivative yields
<D;n R, Ve v>T2]R3|5 = RAB5Ac5BDVCVD = mTszls —Rep (VCVD + VCI'/D)
=¢+ (m, + ’7R7b[Vm]>Ts .
by @) and (A.14).
Corollary 3. Forall R=r+1n,®@v+v®n +¢pv®v e T°Ri|s, r € T:S, n,,nz € TS and ¢ € TS holds
D' R = i =1, ® b[Vii] = B[Vl @ 1 + (§ + (1, + 1, BV l)ps) v v
+ (']L + rb[Vm] - ¢b[vm]) RV+VY® (']R + b[Vm]r - ¢b[‘/m]) . (]4)

To show inner product compatibility of the material derivative, we use dap = 0 as for the vector field case. This
gives the following corollary.



Corollary 4. The material derivative on 2-tensor fields is compatible with the inner product, i. e. for all R, = ry +
Ny ®V+ V&1 + dav®v € T2R3s, with a = 1,2, holds

<R17R2>T2R3\S = <D;]1R1’R2>T2R3|5 + <R17D;n R2>T2R3|5 (]5)
= (i1, r)mes + (1, i)pes + 192 + ¢1da

+ Mo )rs + M Tar)ts + Mg Mar)ts + Migs or)rs -

Since for all P € TR?|s is D}'(RP) = RABPges = (R*®Pg + R*;PP)e, valid, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5. The material derivative is compatible with the 2-tensor-vector product, i.e. forall R =r+1n, @ v+v®
N +ov®ve T Ri|sand P = p+yv e TS, r € TS, ,, 0, p € TS and ¢,y € T°S holds

D}'(RP) = (D' R)P + R(D]' P) (16)
= Fp -+ rp+ g, + Ui, — (@Y + (g, PYrs)bI Vil
+ ¢y + ¢ + (g PIrs + (s Prs + (rp + Y, BIVial)rs) v

2.3. Upper-Convected Derivative

In order to obtain the upper-convected derivative, we choose a pullback for the time derivative (), which adhere
to the contravariant material proxy instead of the Cartesian proxy as it is stipulated for the material derivative. We
give the exact definition for the vector and tensor field case in its associated subsections. In contrast to [Ia], we use the
short naming “upper-convected” for “upper-upper-convected” or “fully-upper-convected”, since we do not treat any
mixed-convected derivative in this paper.

2.3.1. Vector Fields
We consider the upper-convected pullback @," : TR3|s,.. — TR3|s, given by

(D5 R X lls )t Jis i) 1= P LXK + T 3 30 Ko (8, s ) + LXK 12 + T 3 VLXK 1 (8 Yok i)

for decompositions (I0) of vector fields R. With this we define the upper-convected derivative by D,ﬁ =Dy ly gt

i.e. the time derivative () yields
D] RIXul = G (X130 X + (D[ X VI X ] (an

w. 1. t. the material observer locally at material events (¢,y},y2). Instead of transforming the frame to an arbitrary
observer frame, we simply relate this to the material derivative (IT), where we already know the observer-invariant
description. Term by term, we obtain

@ (X)X = 0:(r [ Xnlea) = r'[ X 10, Vi
= D}n r[Xin] — G[ X, Vilr[ Xl — (r[ X, B[ X, Vm])TS viX.]
0 X DVIXin] = 0B Xn V[ X ]) — #[Xin10,v[Xin] = D" (¢w)[ Xin] + @[ X0 16[Xon, Vin]
with (A.8) and (A.13). The first summands are adding up to the material derivative D;" R[X,], which has an observer-

invariant representation. The remaining summands are instantaneous and hence are observer-invariant a priori. There-
fore we can express the upper-convected derivative by an arbitrary observer. This justified to omit the parameterization

argument X,. For instance, we write D? R = D? R[X,] for short. Moreover, we could relate # to the tangential upper-
convected derivative by oy = o — G[V,,]r € TS given in table 3l We summarize this in the following corollary under
the aid of the tensor field
GVl =GVl +v® b[vm] - b[Vu]®VY (]8)
= Vo —vill +v® (Vv + M) — (Vo + IIn,) @ v € T°RYs.
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Corollary 6. Forall R = r+ ¢v € TR3|s, r € TS and ¢ € T°S holds
DR =D"R - G[V,IR = ¢r + ¢v. (19)

Note that in contrast to the material or Jaumann derivative, the upper-convected derivative is not compatible with
the inner product in general. Substituting (19) into (I2)) yields

R\ Ro)pas, = (DI RLR:) . +(RI.D{R.) . +(GIVil + G [V.].Ri ®Ry)

TR3|g TR3|s T2R3|s

forall R, R, € TR3|s, where G[V,,] + GT[Vm] is vanishing if and only if the material carries out a rigid body motion.
For extended vector fields R € TS, which are sufficing Rls—o = R € TR3|s, we conclude from (@) and (A1) that
for the upper-convected R*-time derivative
R-(VV.)R - DR
is valid for h — 0.

2.3.2. 2-Tensor Fields
We consider the upper-convected pullback (Dj”T : T?R3| 5,40 — T?R3|s, given by

*

(@, RIXu Il (8, o 3 = P LK1t + T30 YO KoL Yo i) ® 0 Xon (2, 0k Vi)
+ 170 [ X )2+ 7, 3 Y20 Xon (1, i 32) @ VXl (2, Yo 32
+ X1+ 7,y EVLXe 12, 3 32) © 8 X (8, Y 32
+ LK 1(t + Ty YRV X (8, Y 32) @ VX 15, Y 32)

for decompositions (I3) of 2-tensor fields R. With this we define the upper-convected derivative by Df =Dyl ot

i.e. the time derivative (@) yields
D! R[X,u] = (0,7 [ X )0: X ® 0 X, + (00 X IV Xir ] ® V[ Xi]
+ D1 [ X DI Xon @ VXl + O7h[ X DV Xor] © 3 X (20)

w.r.t. the material observer locally at material events (#,y.,¥2). Similar to the proceeding for vector fields, we just
relate this to the material derivative. Term by term, we obtain

(5;rij[X11])(9iX1l ® ann =0, (’AB[X1‘]8A @ eB)
- ri-i[X']]1] (Gk,‘[va, Vil0k X + bil X, Vm]V[va]) ® an1‘
- ri'j[X11]aiX1l ® (ij[X11a Vauloi X, + bj[Xn, Vm]V[Xv'"])
= D} r[Xu] = G Xun, Vulr[ Xl = r{Xu]G" [ X, Vil
- V[A]m] ® b[Xn» Vm]r[A]m] - r[A]m]b[A]m» Vm] ® V[‘Xm]
(6tn2[Xrl])6iX11 ® V[AXm] = D? nL[A]m] ® V[AXm] = (D;fn ’]L[Xn] - g[Xm ‘/m]nL[X“]) ® V[A]m]
= D}, ® V)[ Xl + 11, [Xn] ® B[ X, Vil = GI X, Vil [Xi] ®© V[ Xin]
— ([ X, B[ Xow, Via D) VI X ] © VI X ]
@l X DVIXo] © 0, X = (@l X )0 Xow ® VLX)
= D;‘n(v ® nR)[A]m] + b[A]m: ‘/m] ® 7]R [Xn] - V[A]m] ® G[A]m» Vm]']R [X“]
- <nR [Xn]y b[Xm ‘/m]>TS V[AXm] ® V[A]m]
(6t¢[va])V[va] ® V[Xn] = (b[AXm]V[va] ® V[‘Xl“]
= D} (v ® V)Xo ] + $1X] (BLXo, Vil ® VIX,] +VIXo] ® B[X,r, Vi)
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due to (A8), (IT7), (I and (I4). The first summands are adding up to the material derivative D}" R[X,,], which has an
observer-invariant representation. The remaining summands are instantaneous and hence observer-invariant a priori.
Therefore we can express the upper-convected derivative by an arbitrary observer. This justifies to omit observer
arguments in square brackets.

Corollary 7. ForallR=r+1, @v+v®n, + ¢pve®v € T°R3|s, r € T°S, 5,51z € TS and ¢ € T°S holds
D!R=D"R - G[V,IR - RG"[Vi] = e¥r + ¢fp, @ v+ v® e, + v e v. (1)

Tangential upper-convected derivatives €% and €% on tangential tensor fields are given in table[§and B Note that
in contrast to the material or Jaumann derivative, the upper-convected derivative is neither compatible with the inner
nor the tensor product in general. Substituting 2I) into (I3), resp. 1) and (19) into (I8), yields

Ri.R)pps, = (DiRLRY) . +(RUDIR,) . +(GIVa] + G [Vul. RiR] + RIR)

T°R3|s T°R|s TR?|s

D}(RP) = (D! R)P + R(D} P) + R (G[V,,] + G'[V,,]) P
for all Ry, R, R € T°R3|s and P € TR3|s, where G[V,,] + G”[V,,] is vanishing if and only if the material carries out
arigid body motion. _ _
For extended 2-tensor fields R € T>S),, which are sufficing Rl¢—o = R € T’R3|s, we conclude from (9) and (A.T3)
that that for the upper-convected R3-time derivative
R-(VV,)R-RVV,)" - D/R
is valid for A — 0.

2.4. Lower-Convected Derivative

In order to obtain the lower-convected derivative, we choose a pullback for the time derivative (2), which adhere
to the covariant material proxy instead of the contravariant material proxy as it is stipulated for the upper-convected
derivative. We give the exact definition for the vector and tensor field case in its associated subsections. In contrast to
[Ia], we use the short naming “lower-convected” for “lower-lower-convected” or “fully-lower-convected”, since we do
not treat any mixed-convected derivative in this paper.

2.4.1. Vector Fields
We consider the lower-convected pullback d);“”T : TR St — TR3|&, given by

(@) R Il )t Yo ) = il X 1t + T, ik Y2 X1, Yo V) + GLKi (2 + T, ik VI Ko (2, Yo Y2

for decompositions (I0) of vector fields R, where 4'X,, := g;{ 8; Xy at all (1, y},y2). With this we define the upper-
convected derivative by D'; =D, g _g»» 1. . the time derivative (@) yields

D! R[X,] = (0, [ X DO Xon + (0] X IV X ]

w. . t. the material observer locally at material events (¢, y},y?2). With (A1), this is relatable to the upper-convected
derivative (I7) by

D! R[X,] = Df R[X,u] + (G X, Vil + G [Xoy, Vo Dr[Xo].

This expression can be represented by an observer-invariant formulation. Therefore, we omit the observer argument
in square brackets. Moreover, since all normal parts of G[V,,] (I8) are antisymmetric, i.e. it is G[Vy,] + QT[Vm] =
G[V,.]+ GT[Vm] valid, we conclude the following corollary.

Corollary 8. Forall R = r + ¢v € TR3|s, r € TS and ¢ € T°S holds
D'R=D"R+G [V.IR = r + ¢v. (22)
12



The tangential lower-convected derivative £ on tangential vector fields is given in table[3] Note that in contrast to
the material or Jaumann derivative, the lower-convected derivative is not compatible with the inner product in general.

Substituting 22)) into (I2)) yields

(Ri.R)res, = (D} R1.Ro), . +(Ri.D}Ry) GVl +G' Vo], R & R,)

TR3|s TR3|s B < T2R3|g

forall R, R, € TR3|s, where G[V,,] + GT[Vm] is vanishing if and only if the material carries out a rigid body motion.

For extended vector fields R € TSy, which are sufficing ﬁlfzo = R € TR?|s, we conclude from (@) and (A.13) that
for the lower-convected R3-time derivative

R+(¥VV,)'R - D/R
is valid for 1 — 0.

2.4.2. 2-Tensor Fields
We consider the lower-convected pullback (I);‘bT : T2R3|S,HT — T2R3|S,t given by

(@7 RIX 1) (8 Y 30 = 1 LK (2 + T, 3 3000 Ko (2, oo ) © 07 Xon (2, 3 i)
+ X1+ T3 D) X (2, ik ) © VI X 1(8, Y 32)
+ R X ]t + T, 30 S IVIX I8 3 32) © 07 X (8, ik, 32)
+ G ] (t + 7, 3 YV X1, 3 32) @ VX (8, Yo 32

for decompositions (I3) of 2-tensor fields R. With this we define the upper-convected derivative by D't’ =D, g _pms
i.e. the time derivative () yields o

D} R[X,] = (9,7ij[Xn])gk g 0k X ® 01 X + (0 [ X DV Xir] © V[ Xin]
+ O X D)Kok Xon ® VIX] + (D[ XD V[ X ] © 01 Xor
w. 1. t. the material observer locally at material events (z, y.,y2). With (A12) and (A1), this is relatable to the upper-
convected derivative (20) by
D! R[X,] = D? R[X.:] + 28[ X, Vinlr[ Xl + 2r[ X0 IS[ X, V]
+ 28[ X, Vil [ X ] © VX ] + 2v[ X ] © S[ X, Vil e[ Xl
where 28[ X, Vin] := G[ X, Vil +GT[Xm, Vil = GV ]+ QT [Vi]. This expression can be represented by an observer-

invariant formulation. Therefore, we omit the observer argument in square brackets and conclude the following
corollary.

Corollary 9. ForallR=r+1n, @v+v®n, + ¢pvev € T°R3|s, r € T°S, 5, nz € TS and ¢ € T°S holds
D’R=D"R+G"[VuIR+RG[Vy] = &r + 2", @ v + v@ €5, + v @ v. (23)

Tangential lower-convected derivatives £”” and € on tangential tensor fields are given in table[§ and 3l Note that
in contrast to the material or Jaumann derivative, the upper-convected derivative is neither compatible with the inner
nor the tensor product in general. Substituting (23) into (I3, resp. (23) and 22)) into (18), yields

(Ri.R)psy, = (D'RLR) . +(RUDIRY) . ~(GIVa] + G'[Vul. RiR + RIR,)

TR3|s T2R3|s TR3|s

D}(RP) = (D; R)P + R(D] P) - R (G[V;\] + G [V,,]) P
forall Ry, Ry, R € T2R3|g and P € TR3|g, where G[Viu] + GT [V,] is vanishing if and only if the material carries out
arigid body motion.

For extended 2-tensor fields R € T2S),, which are sufficing ﬁlfzo = R € T*R3|s, we conclude from @) and (A1)
that for the lower-convected R3-time derivative

R+(NVV,)'R+RVV,) —D'R
is valid for 4 — O.
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2.5. Jaumann Derivative

For the sake of simplicity, we define the Jaumann derivative by
1
D7 R := E(D§R+D';R) (24)

for all R € T"R3|s instead stipulating a pullback @7, see the discussion in section 2.5.3 for more details. Therefore,

LT
the Jaumann derivative is observer-invariant a priori, since the upper- and lower-convected are observer-invariant.
Note that the Jaumann derivative is also often named corotational derivative.

2.5.1. Vector Fields
By defining the skew-symmetric tensor field

g[‘/m] - gT[‘/m] _ va - (va)T
2 B 2

we deduce the following corollary by @24), (I9) and @22)).

A[V,e] = +v®(Vv, + vy — (Vv, + IIv,) ® v € T°R|s, (25)

Corollary 10. ForallR = r + ¢v € TR3|s, r € TS and ¢ € T°S holds
DY R =D!"R - A[V,, IR = 3r + ¢v. (26)

The tangential Jaumann derivative J on tangential vector fields is given in table Bl Since A[V,,] is skew-
symmetric, substituting (26) into (I2) yields the following corollary.

Corollary 11. The Jaumann derivative on vector fields is compatible with the inner product, i. e. for all Ry = r; +
¢1v, Ry = ry + ¢ov € TR3|s holds

mTR}ls = <D;7R17R2> + <R1,D‘ty R2>

TR3s TR3|s

= (QJri,r)rs + (r, Ir)rs + di1do + dr1do.

For extended vector fields R € TS}, which are sufficing ﬁlfzo = R € TR?|s, we conclude from (@) and (A.13) that
for the Jaumann R3-time derivative

ﬁ - (/V\i-;m - (’V\"ZN)T)’I? - D}TR
is valid for &4 — O.

2.5.2. 2-Tensor Fields
Using the tensor field A[V,,] @23), we deduce the following corollary by @4), 1)) and 23).

Corollary 12. ForallR=r+n, ®@v+v®nz + ¢ve@v € T*R3|s, r € T>S, 5,0 € TS and ¢ € T°S holds
D;7 R=D'"R-A[V,JR+RA[V, ] =3r+3In, @v+v@Jng +pv®v. 227)

The tangential Jaumann derivative J is given in table 3] for tangential 2-tensor fields and in table [3 for tangential
vector fields. Since A[V,,] is skew-symmetric, substituting (27) into (13) yields the following corollary.

Corollary 13. The Jaumann derivative on 2-tensor fields is compatible with the inner product, i.e. for all R, =
To + 0, ®V+ V@15 + dov @V € T?R3s, with @ = 1,2, holds

+ <R1,D}7R2>
= (Jri,r)ps + (r, Irdps + d1é2 + di1¢

+ (S Mo drs + M Sardrs + Mg Mardts + Mirs SMar)Ts -
14

R1. Roypsoy, = (DY Ry, Ry)

TR TRl



Substituting (27) and (26)) into (I6) results in the following corollary.
Corollary 14. The Jaumann derivative is compatible with the 2-tensor-vector product, i.e. for all R = r + 1, ® v +
VRN + vV e T R3|sand P=p+yv e TS, re TS, g, ng. p € TS and ¢, € T'S holds

DY (RP) = (DY R)P + R(DY P) (28)
= (Ir)p +r(3p) + Y3, + vy + ($Y + G + (Mg, Phrs + (> IP)1s) V-

For extended 2-tensor fields R € T2S),, which are sufficing ﬁlfzo = R € T’R?|, we conclude from (@) and (A.13)

that for the Jaumann R>-time derivative
’E - (’V\’Vm - (’V\";m)T)ﬁ + §($V11 - (’V\";m)T) - D;‘T R

is valid for 2 — 0.

2.5.3. Discussion of Approach (24)
The choice of a pullback in ) is indeed sufficient to determine the associated time derivative, but it is not neces-
sary, i. e. we can find other pullbacks, which define the same time derivative. The fully Taylor expansion

k S Ta
(ORI liar) (030 70) = ) —(

a=0

Dga) R)[X..1(z, yﬂll, yr%l)

at 7 = 0 might be the easiest way to see this, where Dg”) is a time derivative of ath order. The reason we mention this is
that we stipulate the identity (24) to define the Jaumann derivative in relation to the upper- and lower-convected deriva-
tive. Indeed, averaging the associated pullbacks to d);‘ﬁ = % (@f“r + <beT) in the same way would be sufficient to obtain

the Jaumann derivative (24) also by D;(] =D, |‘D7\T:(P:,‘Z' However, despite this proceeding would be reasoned, it is not

very intuitive. More tangible would be a pullback structurally given by d);ﬂi R[ X\ li+r = QZJX,,JR[&JIHT for vector
fields, resp. @7 R[Xullir := @ [XulR[Xullisr + R[Xinllir Q[ Xin] for 2-tensor fields, where Q,.[X,] € T?R|s
is the rotation tensor, which rotate every local tangential plane and normal according to the material deformation
S|y — S|+ It is only ensured that this pullback equals the former pullback first orderly w.r. t. the Taylor expansion
above. For the sake of simplicity we decided to approach the Jaumann derivative by (24) rather than determining Q;T'
and its necessary derivatives.

2.6. Q-Tensor Fields
2.6.1. General Q-Tensor Fields

Beside the orthogonal decomposition T’R3|s = T?S @ (TS ® v) & (v ® TS) ® (T°Sy ® v) realized by (13),
there is another useful orthogonal decomposition for 2-tensor fields, namely T°R3|s = (T°SId) ® A’R3|s ® Q’R3|s,
where Id is the Euclidean identity tensor fields, e.g. implemented by Id = §%e, ® ez w.r.t. a Cartesian frame,
ATR3|s := {A € T?R3|s : A = —AT} is the space of skew-symmetric tensor fields and

QRls :={Q e T"R’|s: @ = Q" and TrQ = 0]

is the space of symmetric and trace-free tensor fields, also called Q-tensor fields. In this section we examine the latter
in context of time derivatives in more detail.

To describe Q*IR?|s, which established a 5-dimensional vector bundle on S, by tangential quantities, we introduce
the orthogonal decomposition

0=Q[q.n.8] := q+n®v+v®7]+ﬂ(v®v— %Ids) € Q*R’|s, (29)

where ¢ € Q>S := {q € T>)S : ¢ = q" and Trq = 0} is a tangential Q-tensor field, and € TS and g = T°S are
determined uniquely for all @ € Q’R3|s. Ids is the tangential identity tensor fields, e. g. implemented by Ids =
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£79;X ® 0;X w.r.t. the local tangential frame or Ids = (6% — v* ® vF)es ® ep w.r.t. a Cartesian frame. This
decomposition is consistent to df:composition @) forR=0,r=q- glds, n; = N = n and ¢ = B. Therefore, (I4),
@D, g € Q>S, 3g € QS and Ids = SIds = 0 yields

3 .
D;n Q = Q [q - 2HQ28('7 ® b[vm])7 '] + qb[vm] - ?ﬁb[vm]’,g +2 <']’ b[VmDTS ’ (30)
D7 0 =Q[3¢. 3.5, 31D

where I1yg : T2S — QS is the orthogonal projection given by Mypsr = %(r +7rT —(Trr)lds) forall r € TS. As
a consequence, the space of Q-tensor fields is closed by the material derivative as well as the Jaumann derivative.
Unfortunately, the upper- and lower-convected derivative fail this behavior. Symmetric tensor fields are closed by
them, but trace-free tensor fields are not, since 2I) and (23) yield

Tr Dtﬁ Q =-Tr D? Q = -2(G[Vul, Q>T2]R3\S = ﬂTI'G[Vm] -2 <G[Vm], q)TgS S
which is only vanishing for rigid body motions in general.
Note that for an eigenvector field P € TR3|s with eigenvalue field 1 € T°S, i.e. it holds QP = AP, yields
(D"Q)P = AP - (Q - AId)D]' P,
(D7 Q)P =P - (Q - Ald)DY P

by (I8 and @8). Since @ is a real-valued symmetric 2-tensor field, the union of all eigenspaces is spanning TR3|s.
As a consequence we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 15. Forall Q € Q°R3|s, P € TR3|s and A € T°S, 5.t. QP = AP and A = 0 is valid, holds
DI'"P=0 = D"Q =0,
D/ P=0 = D/g=o0.

The converses are not true without further ado. The main reason is that the eigenvector fields of a Q-tensor
field do not have to be differentiable, neither spatially nor temporally. If the Q-tensor field comprises i%-defects,
eigenvector fields even has to be discontinuous to represent such defects. Certainly, it is feasible to show the converses
by modifying the time-derivatives w. r. t. sign-sensitivity for instance. However, for the sake simplicity, we leave this

issue as an open question in this paper. Note that corollary [[3] would not hold in the same way for the upper- and
lower convected derivative.

2.6.2. Surface Conforming Q-Tensor Fields

One useful subset of the space of Q-tensor fields is the space of surface conforming Q-tensor fields CsQ*R3|s :=
Q[Q?S.0,T°S], which is a subtensor field of the Q-tensor field space, i.e. CsQ’R3|s < Q’R3|s < T?R3|s, see
[@, E ]. The associated orthogonal projection Il qory) : Q’R3|s — CsQ*R3|s is given by

Te g @ == Q - Trs(Qv) ® v — v @ Trs(QV) (32)

for all @ € Q*R3|s. Since decomposition (Z9) yields Qv =  + Bv, we could summarize the situation in the following
corollary.

Corollary 16. A Q-tensorfield Q = g+n@v+ven+p(vev - 1ds) € QR3|s with q € Q*S, n € TS and = T°S,
is surface conforming, if and only if one of the following equivalent statements is true:

(i) Q =Tcyqry, @ € CsQ* R,
(it) Tlts(Qv) =n =0,
(iii) v is an eigenvector field of Q and B is its associated eigenvalue.
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In contrast to the Jaumann derivative (31D, the space of surface conforming Q-tensor fields is not closed by the
material derivative (30), since IIrs((D}" Q)v) = ¢b[Vi] — [Vm] is not vanishing generally for Q € CsQ’R’|s.
To obtain such a closing we use the orthogonal prOJectlon (B2) and call the resulting time derivative DtCan =
Meggerss © D) logqers| surface conforming material derivative. Taken all together, this yields

D" @ = Q[4.,0.5] =q +B(v® = %Ids) € CsQ°R’ls (33)
DY 0 = Q[34.0.5] =Jq + B(v QV— %Ids) € CsQ™R’|s (34)

for all surface conforming Q-tensor fields Q = g + f(v ® v — 11ds) € CsQ*R?|s, where ¢ € Q*S and 8 € T°S.

One simple special case of conforming Q-tensor fields are the tangential Q-tensor fields in Q*S = Q[Q%S, 0, 0] <
CsQ’R3|s. Here, QS is closed by the surface conforming material derivative (33)), resp. Jaumann derivative (34),
which coincides with the tangential material derivative, resp. tangential Jaumann derivative, given in [6].

2.6.3. Surface Landau-de Gennes models

As already demonstrated in [Ia ﬁ] for tangential tensor-fields the dynamics of these models differ. To sensitize
the reader for this difference in applying the models, e.g. in the context of morphogenesis [IE , @], is the main
motivation for this research.

As a simple, but not trivial, example we consider the one-constant Landau-de Gennes free energy

Q) := —||ch||L(Tm) f aTrQ®+ TrQ3+cTrQ4dS (35)

for Q-tensor fields Q € Q%R3|s, elastic parameter L > 0 and thermotropic coefficients a,b,c € R. Moreover, we
assume that the surface S is boundaryless, i.e. S = 0, and the motion of the surface is prescribed by the material
velocity Vi, € TR3|s. The associated 12-gradient flow with dynamics driven by D, @ € (D" Q, D;(] 0} is

D,0 = ~Vi e = LACQ -2 (aQ +b (Q2 _ T’ )Id)

+cTr(Q )Q) € Q'Rls. (36)
where the 12-gradient Vi2erse W 1s given by variation of the energy in arbitrary directions of R € Q’Rs, i.e.

(VLz(Qszl o R>L2(Q2R3|S) = < 50 R>L2(Q21R3|s) with aid of lemma[23] which justifies the surface Laplace operator. Note

that Q?R3|s is closed by D, = D™ as well as D, = DY in T2R3|s, see (30) and (31, i. e. one could safely use D™ and
DJ given in table[@l For a pure tangential motion of the surface, i.e. v, = 0, and a therefore valid Eulerian observer,
i.e. V = 0, equation (36) equals the Q-tensor equation of the surface Beris-Edwards model in [IE] for the Jaumann
derivative. Note that Ac @ € Q*R3|s holds already, therefore we do not need to apply an extra projection into the
space of Q-tensor fields. This can immediately be deduced from lemma 24l

The situation changes if we like to consider the Landau-de Gennes energy (33) w. r. t. surface conforming Q-tensor
fields CsQ’R3|s. The associated gradient flow can be obtained either by variation and weak testing in the right space,

. . _ _ /o
i.e. using <HC5Q2R3\S DtQ’R>L2(C5Q2R3\S) = <6Q, >L2(CSQ2R3‘S)

technique. Both approaches lead to the same result as we see below. Since Qv = Bv holds for all @ € CsQ’R3|s
according to corollary [[6 we infer Q*v = %v and from that in turn ITs ((Q2 - %Qu)ld)v) = 0. Or in other words, if

for all R € CsQ’R?[s, or by Lagrange multiplier

0 is conforming, then so is the Q-tensor part of 0. This leads to the 12-gradient flow

Tr(Q ™), d)

D& Q = -Vl = LACS 0- 2( Q+b (Q +cTr(Q )Q) € CsQ™R’|s (37)

for @ € CsQ?R3|s, where D€ Q is one of the time derivatives in {D"" Q, DY @), Ags i= Tlegqerals © Ac Icsqerys s the

surface conforming Laplace operator and <VL2(Q2R3| o R> defines the surface con-

= (5%
(CsQ2R3s) = \02* " /12(CsQR3|s)

forming [*-gradient for all R € CsQ’R3|s. Alternatively, adding the Lagrange function C[Q, A] := </l, HTS(QV)>L2 TSy
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where A € TS is the Lagrange multiplier, to the Landau-de Gennes energy (33) yields

D,Q = LACQ—Z(aQ+b(Q Tr(Q" )Id)

0 =Irs(Qv) € TS, (39)

+cTr(Q )Q)-—(/l@vwm)eQzRﬂs, (38)

where D, Q € (D" @, D7 @}. Substituting (39) into (38) and applying e ger3)s on both sides of (38) also results in the
surface conforming -gradient flow (37). In contrast to the L>-gradient flow (38}, the effort to rephrase the conforming
flow @37) according to decomposition (29) is significantly less. For tangential time derivatives d; ¢ € {¢, 3¢} given in
table[3] we obtain the system of tangential Q-tensor and scalar equations

di g = L(Aq - Tr(I*)q + 38 Tges (1)) - (2a — 26 + 3¢B” + 2c Trq*) q € Q°S,

. 2 (40)
b= L(Aﬂ +(I’,2q - 3,81d5>T28) —(2a+bB+3cB> +2cTr g’ B+ b ¢ eT’S,
which are equivalent to (37), see [Appendix B.2]for a detailed derivation. We could substitute > = HIl - KIdg for

the third fundamental form, where K := det{II;} is the Gaussian curvature. For the material derivative this yields the
surface Landau-de Gennes model in [@] up to the uniaxiality constrain used there. It gives also the same tangential
Q-tensor equation in [E] for a constant 8. Implications of the choice of the time derivative d; ¢ € {¢, 3q} in these
models needs to be explored numerically.

Appendix A. Identities

Lemma 17. For a parameterization X holds

0:0;X =T{,0eX + v, (A.1)

dv = —Ilo;X (A.2)

resp. <(9,‘6jX, (9kX>T]R3‘S = l"i_/k, (A3)
(0:0,X.) . = = (00.0,X), L =1y (A4)

@, V)1R3)5s = 0 (A.S)

Proof. Equation (AJ) is an alternative definition of the Christoffel symbols if the metric tensor is given by g;; =
<6l~X ,0;X >TR3| . Equations (A4)) are equivalent definitions of the second fundamental form, since (A.3)) is true, which
S

in turn holds by |[V|lrgs, = 1. Identities (A.J) and (A.2) summarize (A3), (A4) and (A3). O
Lemma 18. For the metric tensor holds
018ij = Tyij + Ty (A.6)
01" = — (7T, +¢T) (A7)
Proof. Both identities are consequences of the metric compatibility, i.e. 0 = g;jy = 0;8;j — l"é‘lgk,' - kgik and 0 =

gijll = 0,8V + T g" + 1"’ 8. Alternatively, (A.6) is a consequence of (A3), and (A7) of (A.6) by evaluating 9;g" =
01(g™* g™ g1,n) with the aid of the product rule. O

Lemma 19. For a time-depending parameterization X with velocity V. =v + v, v = 8,X € TR?|s holds

8V = [Ve VIhes = G/[VIO;X + bi[V]v, (A.8)

where
G[V] :=Tps(Ve V)= Vv —v, I € TS (A.9)
b[V]:=vVeV=Vv, +IveTS. (A.10)
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Proof. See [ﬂ]. O

Lemma 20. For time-dependent covariante proxy components r;; € TS, n; € TS, contravariant proxy components
1l e T°S and ' € T°S of a tangential 2-tensor fields r € T>S and vector field § € TS holds

dmi = gadil +[(GIVI+ G V|, (A11)
drrij = ging idr" + [F(GIVI+ GTIV]) + (GIV] + G [VDr| (A.12)
with G[V] € T2S given in (A9).
PI’OOf. Follows by 6;g,‘j = G,‘]‘[V] + Gﬁ[V] (see [Ia]), rij = gikgﬂrkl, ni = g,‘kT]k and product rule. |

Lemma 21. For a time-depending parameterization X with velocity V.=v + v, v = 8,X € TR3|s holds

v =0,V es) = -b[V] € TS, (A.13)
resp. At = —b'[V]9, X4,

where b[V] is given in (A10).
Proof. Follows from

B, Vyrrsys = 0 (V. Vw3, — (V. Ov)rss = — (v, Vs = 0
and

(0, 0iX)rrss = 01 (v, 0iX)tr3s — (v, 0iV )Ry = —bilV].

O

Corollary 22. For a time-depending parameterization X with velocity V. =v +v,v = 8,X € TR3|s and a tangential
vector fieldu € TS holds

A + b oy = 8,0 es + ur 0 es) = —b[V +u] € TS, (A.14)
resp. 6,1/4 + ukﬁkvA = —bi[V + u]@,XA,

where b[V +u) = Vv, + I (v + u) is consistent with definition (A10).
Proof. Follows from (A13) and (A2). O

Lemma 23. For a time-depending parameterization X, with velocity V. = 8,X € TR3|s, thin film parameterization
x[X] and thin film velocity V = 0, x[X] € TS), = TR3|3h holds

VV > GIVI=G[V] +v®b[V]-b[V]®V (A.15)
forh — 0.

Proof. In the following, we omit the argument X in square brackets. The thin film parameterization () yields the
frame

dx =X - €19;X, dex =v. (A.16)
Regarding this frame, the covariant thin film proxy of the velocity V= Oy =V —¢&b[V]is given by
/‘7,' = <"7, (9[/\/>Tsh =V, — f(b,[V] + lI,»jvj) + 0(52) N Vf = <";, 6§X>TS;, =V.
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The Christoffel symbols of second kind w. r. t. the thin film frame (A.16) are

T, =T +0¢), Ti=0;+0&, Tg=T}=T%=0, and Tk=T}=-I+0),

where a capital Latin letter 7, J, K comprises a small Latin letter i, j, k and &, see ] for more details. Therefore the
covariant thin film proxy of the velocity gradient VV = 5%6c Vie, ® e yields

[VV1j = 0;V; = TV = djvi = T = v, Il + O(&) = G[V1+0@©)
[V Vlie = 0¢V; = TEVik = =b[V] = Iy + Hvi + O(€) = —b[V] +0(&)
[VV1e; = 0,Ve —TKVi = djv, + Iy + 0©) = b,[V] + O)
[V Ve = 0:Ve - TEVk =0.

The orthogonality ;¥ Ldzx and the thin film limit of the covariant tangential proxy of the thin film metric tensor w. r. t.
frame (AI6), which is g;;, see 113, implies (A.13) finally. O

Lemma 24. The surface Laplace operator Ac : T*R3|s — T°R3|s equals the Cartesian-componentwise Laplace-
Beltrami operator; i. e. for all R = R8¢, ® e € T?R3|s holds

[Ac RI*? = AR = g/ (,0;R"® — T},0,R") .
Proof. Applying product rule yields

[(tev2r|™

= 6cpg"'01 (8"0,R*P0,X) 0, X” = g70,0 ;R + ¢M'g"(010,X. O X )rray DR + (8ig)a; R .

Substituting g/ (9,0;X, 0y X)rgs; = I', (A3) and 8;g"7 = —(g*T%, + g”‘l"{k) (A7) gives the assertion. O

Lemma 25. The surface Laplace operator Ac : T?R3|s — T?R3|s corresponds to the Bochner-like Laplace operator
given by the surface derivative Ve, i. e. for all R € T’R3|s holds

AcR=-V{VcR.
Proof. Neglecting any boundary terms, lemma 24l yields

AB AB
(Bc R W)pqery = (AR Wan) o rogsy = = (VR VRan) 1) = = (Ve R Ve Wiy

for all R, ¥ € T2R3|;. O

Corollary 26. ForallR =r+1n, @ v+v®n, + pv®v € T’R3|s, r € TS, 5, np € TS and ¢ € TS, the surface
Laplace operator Ac : T?R3|s — T?R3|s yields

AcR = Ar = (IPr + ril®) = 2 (Vg ) + H(Vp)") = (, ® VH + VH & ) + 2017
+(2097) : M+ rVH + A, - Te(P)n, — I (, + 2ng) - 20V - gVH) @ v
+v® (2Vr") : i+ (VH)r + Ay — Te(P)ng — I (g + 2n,) - 20V — $VH)
+ (2% < 1+ 2V, + Vi) - M + (1, + np)VH + Ap — 20 Tr(IP)) v @ v. (A17)

Proof. In this proof we calculate Ac R = Acr + Ac(i, ® v) + Ac(v ® 17z) + Ac(¢v ® v) term by term in this order
using [Ac R1*E = gl (6 0;:RAE — l"fjakRAB) (lemmal4). This is a straightforward proceeding, where we mainly use
00X = I“f.‘jﬁkX + II;jv (A and 9,y = —Hij d;X (A2), without mentioning it every time. Mixed proxy components
[VC l‘]ABk = (9krAB yleld
O = 0, (r10:X40;X) = 00X 0;X" + 1T (T},01X40; X" + T 0iX*01X5 + W 0,XP + I ;0. X" V")
= }"ijlk(a,‘XA6jXB + l"ij (Hk,‘VA6jXB + ijﬁ,'XAVB) .
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Substituting this into [Ac r]AB , the product rule gives the summands
870, (" 01X 0, X%) = (" + g Tk, ) 9, X A0, XE + " (I 0, X" + I1,0,X"VP)
g[jﬁ ( A6, XB) =i
870, (F" Imd X*V") = r"" AOXY + 1 (I -+ @ T M) i XAYP — P I 50, XA 0, X" + 1 I i

’vAa X5 (i) + 8T M) v 0, X5 — P I 50, X0, X" + ™ I I "

—g T = =g, (7, 01X 0, X5 + ™ (W 0, XP + M0 X)) |
which are adding up to

Acr=Ar—(IPr+rl?) + (V) : 0+ rVH) @ v+ v (2(Vr) : I + (VH)r) + 2 : rjve v,

where we use that Hi{j = Ilfli = H,; is valid, since I is curl-free. Mixed proxy components [V (17, ® v)]ABk = ak(;fL‘yB)
yield

O(mV?) = 0 0:XV) = i DiXVP + i v VP - niﬂ,{@iXAanB.
Substituting this into [Ac(;7, ® v)]*?, the product rule gives the summands
g70; (UL‘Z(?/{XA B) (nlz‘jll + g”Fl]nLu) XAV + nL‘llI’VAv niliﬂilﬁkXAalXB
g"0; (T]L /e ) = 77LU kvAv +1; (Hlﬁlj + g”l"éilllk)vAv - nlzlljﬂlA (BZXA B VA6[X)
~£10; (n MOX"0,X") = —nf IO, X" OX" — (", + T, ) O X 0, XP — il ] (" X" + Mo X*VP)
”Fk 6/{(17’2 vB) = —g”l"f‘j (nlL‘kﬁlXAvB + nlLlIleAVB - ULH,'{”ﬁlXAﬁmXB) s
which are adding up to
Ac(n, ®v) = =2(Vp ) - 5, ® VH + (Ag, — Tr(I*)y, - I*n,) @ v
—2v@ Iy, + 2(Vy) : I+, VH)v®v.
Since Ac is compatible with transposition, i. . it is Ac(v ® f1z) = (Ac(q7 ® ¥))T valid, this leads to
Ac(v® 1) = ~2H(Vig)" = (VH) @ g + v @ (Ang — Te(H* )y, — W1y
— 2P0, @ v+ (2(Vg) : I + N VH) v e V.
Mixed proxy components [Vc(¢v @ V)15, = di(¢v*V?) yield
™) = gV — ol (9,XHP +49,X")
Substituting this into [Ac(¢v ® v)]AB, the product rule gives the summands
[j('i ; (¢|,~VAVB) = ( ljlj + g”l"k ¢\k)VAv — i N/ (31XAVB +49 XB)
270, (o0 XV’ ) = =g, "0, X* " — ¢ (I + gTH, ) X — SV + I ™0, X 0, X"
~£"0; (¢ ,X") = g, 1"V 0,X" - ¢ (11-”‘]. + TLI )V aX" — gL IV + ol ™0, X "0, X"
—"Toupv™V?) = =g T (@i’ — ol (9,X° ++48,X7))

which are adding up to

V(v @ v) = 26l — RV + $VH) @ v — v® QHV + ¢VH) + (Ap — 26 Tr(I)) v @ v
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Lemma 27. For all symmetric tangential 2-tensor fields s € Sym>S := {r € T2S|r = r'} and tangential Q-tensor
fields q € Q*S holds

1
2 _ 2
Hges(s™q) = 3 lIslSymes 4 -

Proof. We use the Levi-Civita tensor E € A’S ;= {re T2S|r = —r"}. Ttisa skew-symmetric tangential 2-tensor
field defined by its covariant proxy components E;; := +/det gg;;, where {g;;} are the Levi-Civita symbols, see [IE, ﬁ]
for more details. This tensor field is very useful in many situations involving tangential tensor fields. We use the
properties that 7 L(rE) is valid for all r € T2S and ¢E € Q2S. This yields

(Mes(5°0). 4E) g = (5°4- 4E) ., = (54. (s9)E)ys = 0.

Since ¢* = Tr2q2 Ids is valid, see [13, Cor A.4.], we obtain

(Ms(5°0). 4) g = (570 4) o = (0 ) g = %Tr $Trq’.

Assuming g # 0 everywhere without loss of generality, we can span the space of Q-tensor fields by Q°S = Spanqs{q, ¢E}.
Due to this we get

(HQZS(SZQ)» qE>

IgEIR, &

(HQZS(SZCI), ¢I>

2
||q||QZS

Qs 1

Qs
9E = 5 Islsymes 9

q+

Mes(s*q) =

since Tr s2 for all s € Sym?>S. O

2
= 1512, o

Appendix B. Outsourced Calculations

Appendix B.1. Time Derivative on Scalar Fields
Local observer coordinate parameters (y,, y?) can be given by
V= i e ) = (Kl 0 Xt 3o i)

depended on local material coordinate parameters (yTL, yn%) at time 7. Therefore, with relation (3)), a scalar field f[X,,] €
TS and the pullback @) yields

FIXd (1 310 ¥2) = FIXI(t, Yo (8, Vs Vo), Y2t Vs Vo))
(D FTIX Tl ds i) = FIXIE + T3y (24 T s i) Yo (F + T 300 30) -
Taylor expansion of the pullback at 7 = 0 gives
FIX( + 7,y (+ 7,30, Y2), 2+ T30, 32)

= FIXG1(E 3 (1 Yo o)y Yo (8 Vs Y)) + TOLFTXG(E 3 (1 Y Vi) Yo (8, s Vo)
+ TOE Y )0 FIX 1L, i (2, Yoo i)y Y2 (8, Y ) + O(T) . (B.1)

To express 0,y (t, y\,y2) also in terms of y/(z, !, y2) we calculate
I, Yo YD Xo(t, Yy (1, s Vo) Yo 1 Yo D)

d
= X0, 3 (6 3 3, 306 s ) = X0, 3 (6 30, ), 2 (6 s i)

= 0, X (1, 3 32 = B, Kot Y (1, 3 32 V(8,31 32))
= Vi X1t dis 2 = Vo Xo (1, Y (8, s 320 Y2 Yo Y2))
= u[ Xy, X 15, 30 (1, v 32), Y2 (1,30, 32))
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i.e. it holds 0,yi(t, v}, y2) = w'[Xo, Xul(t, 1 (1, 31, 92), Y2 (2, 3}, %)) w.r.t. the observer frame induced by X,. With
f:=D, lo; —q0 f and Taylor expansion (B.I), the time derivative (2) becomes

FIX(t 38,32 = FIX)( Y2 (8 38 32, Y2 Y, v2))
= A f1X) (6 Lt 30 320, Y2 3L 32))
+ U X, Xal(t 3o (1, Yot Y5 Y2t Yo YENOi FTLX 1 2L (8, Vs Vi), Vi (Fs s Vi) -

Since none of the terms need to use the local material coordinate parameters (., )2) at time # anymore, we get

FIX 0. 38) = O f 1K) 30, 30 + Vg, oyt o2y S IX (8305 30)

finally by local evaluations at events (z, y!, y?) instead of (z,y!,)2).

Appendix B.2. Decomposition of the Surface conforming 1>-Gradient Flow (37)

In this section we are assuming the orthogonal surface conforming decomposition Q = ¢ + (v Q@ v — %Ids) €
CsQ?R3|s, with uniquely given g € Q*S and 8 € TS, i.e. itis @ = Q[q, 0, 8] valid according to Q-tensor decompo-
sition (29). The decomposition of the left-handed side of (37) is already clarified with (33)) for the surface conforming
material derivative and (34)) for the Jaumann derivative. For the elastic part we use the decomposition of the Laplace
operator in corollary 2@ with r = ¢ — glds, n; =Nz = 0 and ¢ = B. Hence with surface conforming projection (32)),
this yields

A
AgSQ=HCSQzRa|SACQ=Aq—T’BIdS—(llzq+qllz)+3,Bllz+(2112:q+A,8—3,BTr(lIz))v®v
= Aq — Tges (I (29 - 3p1d ))+(Aﬂ+<ﬂ2 2q - 3pIds) )v®v—lld
= Aq QS q S ,oq S)g 3 S
A 2 2 25 1 2133
= Ag - Tr(II*)q + 3B Tees () + | AB + (I, 2g 3ﬂIdS>TZS vev - lds| e CsQRs.

The bottom line follows from 2 Ig:s(*q) = Tr(*)q (lemma[2Z7). For the thermotropic part we first calculate

(IR 1
Q= (q +Bvev - Elds)) =q* - Bq + (v®v+ Zlds) .
Its trace and Q-tensor part is

TrQ* =Trg®> + %,82

2 T 2 2 T >
(Ids+"®v)=t12—/3q—(%+ - )Ids+(%— r3q)v®v

2 Trg? 1
— _Bq+ (% - 3" )(v@v— 5MS) € CsQ*RYs,

@)

2
¢ 3

where we use that Id = Ids+v®v and ¢° = TrquIds , Cor A.4.] hold. Eventually, orthogonality (v®v—%IdS)J_ Q%S
results in the decomposed surface conforming I2-gradient flow (@0).
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