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Abstract

The Cauchy relations distinguish between rari- and multi-constant linear elasticity theories. These
relations are treated in this paper in a form that is invariant under two groups of transformations: indices
permutation and general linear transformations of the basis. The irreducible decomposition induced
by the permutation group is outlined. The Cauchy relations are then formulated as a requirement
of nullification of an invariant subspace. A successive decomposition under rotation group allows to
define the partial Cauchy relations and two types of elastic materials. We explore several applications
of the full and partial Cauchy relations in physics of materials. The structure’s deviation from the
basic physical assumptions of Cauchy’s model is defined in an invariant form. The Cauchy and non-
Cauchy contributions to Hooke’s law and elasticity energy are explained. We identify wave velocities and
polarization vectors that are independent of the non-Cauchy part for acoustic wave propagation. Several
bounds are derived for the elasticity invariant parameters.

1 Introduction

In linear elasticity of anisotropic three-dimensional media, the stress tensor σij is assumed to be linearly
related to the strain tensor εkl. This fact is well-known as the anisotropic Hooke’s law, see, e.g., [23], [25],
[27], [32], [42],

σij = Cijklϵkl. (1)

Here, the indices run from 1 to 3. For pairs of repeating indices (one upper and one lower), the Einstein
summation rule is assumed. The fourth-order tensor Cijkl is referred to as the elasticity (stiffness) tensor.
Owing to the definition (1), the elasticity tensor satisfies the fundamental symmetry relations. In particular,
the so-called minor symmetries,

Cijkl = Cjikl = Cijlk (2)

follow straightforwardly from the symmetries of the stress and strain tensors, σij = σji and ϵkl = ϵlk. The
major symmetry of the elasticity tensor,

Cijkl = Cklij , (3)

results from an additional condition for the existence of the elasticity energy,

E =
1

2
Cijklϵijϵkl . (4)

As a result, only 21 of the 81 components of the elasticity tensor are linearly independent. According
to an algebraic description, this means that in the 81-dimensional vector space of fourth-order tensors,
the elasticity tensor forms a subspace of dimension 21. This elasticity tensor subspace is preserved under
arbitrary invertible transformations of the basis, i.e., it is invariant under the action of the group GL(3,R).
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In 1827, August Cauchy presented a microscopic model to describe the elasticity phenomena. The total
number of independent components of Cijkl is limited to 15 in this rari-component model due to additional
symmetries (such as the central symmetry of the local force and harmonic potential). The tensor Cijkl was
supposed to meet six additional independent conditions known as the Cauchy relations (see [25], [34],[43]):

C1122 = C1212 ; C1133 = C1313 ; C1123 = C1213

C2233 = C2323 ; C2213 = C1223 ; C3312 = C1323. (5)

In Voigt’s notation, the symmetric pairs of indices are identified as components of a 6-dimensional vector

1 ∼= 11 , 2 ∼= 22 , 3 ∼= 33 , 4 ∼= 23 , 5 ∼= 31 , 6 ∼= 12 . (6)

Then, the Cauchy relations (5) read

C12 = C66 ; C13 = C55 ; C14 = C65

C23 = C44 ; C25 = C64 ; C36 = C54. (7)

The debate about the right number of elasticity tensor components raged on until the early twentieth
century when the existence of materials with all 21 independent components was empirically justified. As
a result, the multi-component model, which has 21 independent elasticity tensor components, has been
validated. Besides these experimental findings, theoretical study on the Cauchy relations has taken many
different directions:

(1) Analytical derivations: The precise analytical requirements for confirming the Cauchy relations in
the setting of microscopic lattice models have been widely investigated in the mathematical physics
literature; see [25], [10], [43], [26], [9],[34] and the references given therein.

(2) Algebraic representation: In the framework of tensor algebra and group theory, the numerous study
of the algebraic and symmetry aspects of the elasticity tensor was provided. These researches was
focused on the following set of problems: (i) Different types of decomposition of the elasticity tensor
[2],[3],[5],[6],[7],[19],[37],[38]. (ii) Investigation of the precise number of independent symmetry classes
of elasticity tensor, see [11],[12],[33],[8]. The irreducible portions of the elasticity tensor for different
symmetry classes of crystals were reported in [20]. (iii) The algebraic representation of Cauchy relations
addresses the issues of their precise covariant form and accurate algebraic interpretation; see [35],[36],
[24] [14],[17],[18].

(3) Physics conclusions: The properties of hypothetical materials with elasticity tensors that match pre-
cisely the Cauchy relations have been investigated in [15],[18],[4],[39]. Because the full Cauchy relations
are not exactly fulfilled, it is worthwhile to investigate the deviations of elasticity properties from the
ideal Cauchy model for natural materials. In particular, in [15] the physics meaning of the deviation
term, its magnitude, and its sign are discussed. Another important issue is the application of the
Cauchy relations to acoustic wave propagation problems; see [18] for some preliminary results.

The above-mentioned issues (2) and (3) are addressed in this paper. The organization of the paper is as
follows: In Section 2, we discuss the geometrical meaning of the Cauchy relations in linear elasticity. We
apply the irreducible decomposition of the elasticity tensor under the permutation group S4 and identify
the Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts as invariant subspaces. Then the Cauchy relations are expressed as a
requirement of nullification of an invariant subspace. Under the rotation group SO(3,R), from the Cauchy
and non-Cauchy parts, we obtain successive invariant decompositions into subspaces of dimensions (1+5+9)
and (1 + 5), respectively. Then we define the partial Cauchy relations that mean the nullification of the five
dimensional subspace of the non-Cauchy part. With the non-zero scalar invariant at hands we are able to
divide the elastic materials into two disjoint classes.

In Section 3, we discuss several physics applications of full and partial Cauchy relations. We present the
explicit expressions for high-symmetry crystals and provide some examples for two types of materials. In
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contrast to the full Cauchy relations, the partial Cauchy relations are satisfied for isotropic materials and
cubic crystals. We also propose an invariant measure of violation from the ideal Cauchy model. We study
the invariant decomposition of Hooke’s law. In Section 4, we consider the invariant decomposition of the
elasticity energy. The contributions of the Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts are identified and the bounds of
the elasticity parameters are derived. In Section 5, we study the implication of the Cauchy and non-Cauchy
parts in the propagation of acoustic waves. We define the Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts of the Christoffel
tensor and investigate their contributions to acoustic problems. We demonstrate that the velocity of the
pure longitudinal wave and the polarization of the pure shear wave are both independent of the elasticity
tensor’s non-Cauchy part. In the Conclusion section, we briefly recall the results presented in the paper.

2 Cauchy relations—algebraic aspects

We apply the decomposition of the elasticity tensor into smaller sub-tensors as the first step in understanding
the algebraic meaning of the Cauchy relations (5). In the literature, the harmonic decomposition of the tensor
Cijkl under the group of space rotation is commonly used; see, e.g., [2]. The elasticity tensor is decomposed
into five sub-tensors using this method: two scalar tensors, two traceless second-order tensors with five
components each, and one traceless fourth-order tensor with nine components. Since the sub-tensors of
equal dimensions belong to isomorphic subspaces, they can be replaced by arbitrary independent linear
combinations. Consequently, such decomposition is not unique. A similar approach can be traced back to
the classical Lamé’s representation of the elasticity tensor of an isotropic material by two scalars λ and µ.
For an anisotropic material, an analogous construction was applied in [5]. When a non-unique decomposition
of the elasticity tensor is used, one cannot expect to achieve a defined physical meaning of specific irreducible
parts.

In this paper, we advocate a two-level decomposition strategy as an alternative. Such an approach was
initially put forth by Sirotin [41] 1 in 1975 in accordance with Weyl’s concepts; see [44], Chapter IV, Section 5.
The elasticity tensor is decomposed with regard to the group GL(3,R) on the first level. Then, with respect to
the subgroup O(3,R), the decomposition of two independent GL(3,R)-invariant components is constructed.
It was underlined by Sirotin that this method differs from the conventional harmonic approach and offers a
unique decomposition 2. In 1988 Mochizuki [28] proposes an alternative of the harmonic decomposition of
the elasticity tensor, which “is convenient for surface-wave analysis.” Mochizuki arrives at his decomposition
also through a two-step procedure.

Our approach is slightly different. Since the permutation of indices is involved naturally in the very
definition of a tensor, we start with the irreducible decomposition that is invariant under the permutation
group S4 instead of the GL(3,R) group. In the case of the elasticity tensor, this technique yields an entirely
unique decomposition of Cijkl into two sub-tensors Sijkl and Aijkl of dimensions 15 and 6, respectively. We
show that the Cauchy relations appear just at this level. At the second level, the tensors Sijkl and Aijkl

are decomposed into smaller sub-tensors that are invariant under the group of rotations SO(3,R). This
decomposition is unique as well. The isomorphic subspaces that emerge here cannot be mixed since they
belong to two different spaces. Within the two-level approach, we can decompose the Cauchy relations
themselves into a system of two sub-relations. Then we are ably to introduce a notion of partial Cauchy
relations.

2.1 Elasticity tensor and its groups of transformations

We start with the basic definition of a tensor as a linear map between vector spaces. Consider a vector space
V over the real number field R. In elasticity theory, the space V is assumed to be isomorphic to the ordinary
3-dimensional space R3 (the 3-dimensional translation space of a Euclidean 3-dimensional affine space). A

1We particularly appreciate the anonymous reviewer who provided us with such significant information and accurate refer-
ences.

2However, in general, a decomposition of a tensor space under GL(3,R) need not be unique. Some explicit examples are
given in [21]
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general fourth-order tensor C is defined as a multi-linear map of the Cartesian product of four copies of V
into the field R, see, e.g., [27]

C : V × V × V × V → R . (8)

Using the basis ei of the vector space V the tensor C is expressed via the tensor basis ei ⊗ ej · · · as

C = Cijklei ⊗ ej ⊗ ek ⊗ el. (9)

We observe that the basic definition of a tensor naturally involves two different groups of transformations:

• A discrete permutation group that is related to the order of the spaces V in the (non-commutative)
Cartesian product (8). For the fourth-order elasticity tensor, it is the permutation (symmetry) group
of four distinct elements, denoted by S4. This group is only dependent on the tensor’s order. It is
unaffected, for example, by the geometric properties of the space V , such as metric, dimension, and so
on.

• A continuous group of tensor transformations that is generated by the geometric structure defined in
the vector space V . It is a group of general linear transformations, GL(3,R), for a bare vector space
without any additional structure like inner product, norm, and so on. For a vector space endowed with
the metric tensor, it is the group of orthogonal transformations O(3,R) with its subgroup of proper
rotations SO(3,R). This group is the same for all tensors, regardless of their order.

Owing to the Schur-Weyl duality theorem (see [44], Chapter III, Section 4), the decomposition of a tensor
relative to the symmetry group is invariant under the action of the general linear group and its subgroups.
Consequently, the two groups listed above can be applied independently.

2.2 S4-irreducible parts of the elasticity tensor

In this section, we describe the S4-invariant sub-tensors of the elasticity tensor. In other words, we are looking
for the S4-invariant subspaces of the vector space C. For this problem, the combinatorics decomposition based
on Young’s diagram technique is usually applied [13].

Due to the basis symmetries (2) and (3), the permutation group decomposition is described by the
following sum of two Young’s diagrams:

SYM
(

⊗
)
= ⊕ (10)

Let us go over the notations used here in a little more detail. The left-hand side of Eq. (10) describes the
general elasticity tensor having two symmetric pairs of indices. It is in agreement with the minor symmetries
(2). This expression is additionally symmetrized with regard to the permutation of two pairs of its indices
in order to express the major symmetry (3). This additional symmetrization is denoted by SYM. The first
diagram on the right-hand side of Eq. (10) depicts a fully symmetric tensor, while the second one depicts a
tensor that is partially symmetric and partially skew-symmetric.

According to the diagrams in (10), the elasticity tensor is decomposed under the action of the group S4

into a sum of two sub-tensors,
Cijkl = Sijkl +Aijkl. (11)

In group theory, the explicit expressions of the corresponding sub-tensors are calculated by applying the
products of the symmetrization and antisymmetrization operators from the S4-group algebra. These opera-
tions are applied in accordance with the corresponding Young diagrams. The case of the elasticity tensor is
relatively simple, so the two sub-tensors can be obtained straightforwardly. The first term in (11) is given by
the full symmetrization of the tensor in all its four indices. We denote this operation by round parenthesis.
Due to the basic symmetries (2) and (3), it is expressed by 3

Sijkl = C(ijkl) =
1

3

(
Cijkl + Ciklj + Ciljk

)
. (12)

3Equations (11), (12), and (13) first appeared in Backus [2], whose starting point seems to be the harmonic decomposition
of (totally) symmetric tensors.
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The second irreducible part can be merely considered as a residue term, Aijkl = Cijkl − Sijkl. Thus, it is
given by

Aijkl =
1

3

(
2Cijkl − Cilkj − Ciklj

)
. (13)

The tensors Sijkl and Aijkl contain 15 and 6 independent components, respectively. These dimensions
can be derived by combinatorics formulae, see, e.g., [21], or merely by the direct listing of the independent
components, as in [18]. The sub-tensors Sijkl and Aijkl inherit the basic symmetries (2) and (3) of the
elasticity tensor,

Sijkl = Sjikl = Sijlk = Sklij , (14)

and

Aijkl = Ajikl = Aijlk = Aklij . (15)

These two tensors also meet the extra symmetry relations listed below:

S(ijkl) = Sijkl , and Ai(jkl) = 0 . (16)

Since the partially symmetric tensor Aijkl has 6 independent components, it can be expressed by a
symmetric second-order tensor. We use a definition as in [20]

∆mn = ∆nm =
1

3
ϵmilϵnjkA

ijkl. (17)

Slightly different expressions were proposed in [15] and [17]. In Eq. (17), ϵijk denotes the permutation
Levi-Civita’s pseudotensor,

ϵijk =

 1 if (ijk) is an even permutation of (123);
−1 if (ijk) is an odd permutation of (123);
0 otherwise.

(18)

Due to the standard three-dimensional contraction relation, ϵijkϵimn = δjmδkn− δjnδ
k
m, we can invert equation

(17)

Aijkl =
1

2

(
ϵikmϵjln + ϵilmϵjkn

)
∆mn. (19)

The latter expression is easily verified by straightforward substitution into (17). Explicitly, the six indepen-
dent components of Aijkl are expressed as the components of the symmetric matrix

Aijkl =

A2233 A3312 A2213

∗ A1133 A1123

∗ ∗ A1122

 =

 ∆11 −∆12 −∆13

∗ ∆22 −∆23

∗ ∗ ∆33

 . (20)

In terms of vector space algebra, the decomposition (11) can be explained in more detail. Let us denote the
vector spaces corresponding to the tensors Cijkl , Sijkl, and Aijkl as C ,S, and A, respectively. The results
of the S4-invariant decomposition of the elasticity tensor can be formulated in the algebraic form:

• Since the tensors Sijkl and Aijkl inherit the symmetries of Cijkl, they form subspaces of the elasticity
tensor space, S ∈ C and A ∈ C.

• The subspaces S and A, as well as the total vector space C, are invariant under the action of the groups
S4 and Gl(3,R).

• The subspaces S and A are disjoint (they only have the zero vector in common), i.e., S ∩ A = 0.
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• The dimensions of the vector spaces C,S, and A are 21, 15, and 6, respectively, i.e., they meet the
relation

dim C = dimS + dimA. (21)

• The space C is decomposed uniquely into the direct sum of two invariant subspaces

C = S ⊕A. (22)

It means that there are no other non-zero S4-invariant subspaces of C.

• When the metric structure gij on the vector space V is involved, two subtensors are mutually orthogonal
in the following sense

SijklAijkl := gimgjngkpglqS
ijklAmnpq = 0 . (23)

This fact follows straightforwardly from the permutation properties of the sub-tensors.

In order to highlight the features of the SA-decomposition, we compare it to another widely-used decom-
position (see, e.g., [35]). In this construction, the elasticity tensor is similarly divided into two independent
terms,

Cijkl = M ijkl +N ijkl , (24)

where
M ijkl = Ci(jk)l , N ijkl = Ci[jk]l . (25)

Remember that the symmetric combination of indices is denoted by the round parenthesis, but the skew-
symmetric combination is denoted by the square parenthesis. We denote the vector space corresponding to
the tensors M ijkl and N ijkl by M and N , respectively. The definitions (24–25) yield

• M and N are vector subspaces of the 81-dimensional space of the general 4-th order tensors. Under
the actions of the groups S4 and Gl(3,R), these subspaces are invariant.

• The sub-tensors M ijkl and N ijkl do not inherit the symmetries of the elasticity tensor Cijkl thus they
do not form subspaces of the elasticity tensor space, M /∈ C and N /∈ C.

• These subspaces are disjoint—they only have the zero vector in common, M∩N = 0.

• The dimensions of the spaces M and N are 21 and 6, respectively. It means that dimM = dim C, so
dim C ̸= dimM+ dimN .

• Although the sum of the subspaces equals the vector space C = M+N , the spaces do not provide the
direct sum decomposition C ̸= M⊕N .

Comparing the properties of the SA and MN−decompositions listed above, we conclude that namely
SA-decomposition must be referred to as the irreducible invariant decomposition of the elasticity tensor
under the actions of the groups S4 and Gl(3,R). Note that this decomposition is unique.

2.3 Cauchy relations

Two sub-tensors Sijkl and Aijkl are completely independent and both inherit the basic minor and major
symmetries of Cijkl. Thus these sub-tensors can be considered elasticity tensors in their own right. One can
even imagine materials in which only one of these sub-tensors is nonzero.

As we will discuss in more detail in the following section, the fully symmetric tensor Sijkl must be
regarded as an essential non-zero part of the elasticity tensor. Then all we have to do is try to eliminate the
mixed-symmetric part Aijkl,

Aijkl = 2Cijkl − Cilkj − Ciklj = 0. (26)

It’s worth noting that there are just 6 linearly independent conditions here. Substituting the values i, j, · · · =
1, 2, 3 we obtain from (26) the Cauchy relations (5). Hence Eq. (26) presents the Cauchy relations in a
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covariant form. Moreover, this equation is irreducible under the action of the permutation group S4. It
means that when we apply to Eq. (26) an arbitrary symmetrization (or skew-symmetrization) operation,
the expression on the left-hand side is preserved or vanishes identically. With the symmetric tensor ∆mn at
hand, we get an equivalent compact formulation of the Cauchy relations

∆mn = 0. (27)

Various compact expressions for the Cauchy relations can be found in the elasticity literature. In [15],
for example, they are given as

Ciijk − Cijik = 0. — no summation in i. (28)

This formula is not invariant under general linear transformations of the basis because the terms on the
left-hand side are not tensors. Another widely-used compact form of the Cauchy relation, see, e.g., [35], [40],

Cijkl − Cikjl = 0 (29)

is of a proper covariant nature and coincides with the relation N ijkl = 0 discussed above. This equation does
not fulfill the basic symmetries (2) of the elasticity tensor, despite being equivalent to the Cauchy relations
(5). As a result, the relation (29) does not define a subspace of the elasticity tensor space.

In fact, the criterion of the S4-invariance produces the Cauchy relations nearly exclusively for any arbi-
trary linear relationship between the components of Cijkl. Let us assume the existence of a certain invariant
linear relation between the components of the elasticity tensor. This is in addition to the elasticity tensor’s
basic minor and major symmetries. By taking into account the symmetries (2) and (3), we conclude that a
most general linear invariant relation between the components of the elasticity tensor has a form

Zijkl = αCijkl + βCiklj + γCilkj = 0 , (30)

where α, β, γ are numerical parameters. In general, Eq. (30) is a system of 21 linear equations.
First, we apply the full symmetrization operation of Zijkl to all its four indices. As a result, we obtain

a sub-system of 15 linearly independent equations

Z(ijkl) = (α+ β + γ)Sijkl = 0 , (31)

As we mentioned above, the fully symmetric part of the elasticity tensor Sijkl is essential and non-zero.
Consequently, Eq. (31) yields a relation between the parameters α = −β − γ. When this value of a is
substituted into Eq. (30), we get

β
(
Ciklj − Cijkl

)
+ γ

(
Cilkj − Cijkl

)
= 0 . (32)

This is the most general form of the Cauchy relations. In particular, with the parameters β = γ = 1 we get
back to Eq. (26). Eq. (29) is also included in the family (32) when the parameters β = 1, γ = −1 are used.
Equivalently, Eq. (32) can be written in term of the tensor Aiklj

β
(
Aiklj −Aijkl

)
+ γ

(
Ailkj −Aijkl

)
= 0 . (33)

If the parameters β, γ do not vanish simultaneously, Eq. (33) is equivalent to ∆mn = 0. This fact can be
derived by multiplying both sides of Eq. (33) by a pair of permutation pseudo-tensors.

Hence we have seen that the Cauchy relation is a result of an arbitrary non-trivial linear covariant relation
Zijkl = 0 between the entries of the elasticity tensor. Furthermore, there is an infinite family of covariant
expressions of the Cauchy relation. Since they are all equal to ∆mn = 0, they are also all equal to one
another.

However, from an algebraic standpoint, the form (26) occupies a distinct position in this infinite family.
Indeed, the equations from the set (33) define various subspaces of dimension 6 in the 81-dimensional space
of fourth-order tensors for different values of the parameters β, γ. Even still, there is only one of these
subspaces that belongs to the elasticity tensor’s 21-dimensional space. This subspace is defined by Eq. (26).
With this fact in hand, we can formulate the Cauchy relations (5) in an invariant algebraic form:

Cauchy relations: The invariant subspace A of the elasticity space C is nullified.

7



2.4 SO(3,R)-decomposition of the elasticity tensor

According to the irreducible decomposition method, Cauchy relations are characterized by the disappearance
of the S4-invariant subspace A ⊂ S. Recall that the vector space C has only two non-trivial subspaces, S and
A, which are invariant under the group GL(3,R). Under a smaller subgroup SO(3,R) of spatial rotations,
an additional decomposition of the elasticity tensor space is available. Due to Weyl [44], Chapter V, such
decomposition is directly connected to the metric tensor gij . Formally, it can be treated as a decomposition
of a pair of tensors {Cijkl , gij} rather than of the elasticity tensor Cijkl itself. Applying the Euclidean metric
tensor gij = diag(1, 1, 1), the trace of a tensor can be expressed in a covariant form. Then we are able to
identify the trace and traceless subspases.

2.4.1 Cauchy part

Let us start with the fully symmetric part Sijkl. By contracting this quantity with the metric tensor, we
can define a unique scalar and a unique traceless second-order tensor. Define a scalar S and a tensor P ij as
follows:

S = gijgklS
ijkl , (34)

and

P ij = gklS
ijkl − 1

3
Sgij . (35)

Observe that the latter tensor is traceless P ijgij = 0. Then two irreducible parts of the tensor Sijkl are
expressed as

(1)Sijkl =
1

5
Sg(ijgkl) =

S

15

(
gijgkl + gikgjl + gilgjk

)
. (36)

and
(2)Sijkl =

6

7
P (ijgkl) =

1

7

(
P ijgkl + P ikgjl + P ilgjk + P jkgil + P jlgik + P klgij

)
. (37)

Denote the residue part as
Rijkl = Sijkl − (1)Sijkl − (2)Sijkl. (38)

The coefficients chosen in (36) and (37) ensure that the tensor Rijkl is fully symmetric and traceless, as
shown in [19]. Hence, it is the third irreducible component of Sijkl

(3)Sijkl = Rijkl . (39)

As a result, the Cauchy part of the elasticity tensor is decomposed into three irreducible pieces, each of
which is invariant under the rotation group SO(3,R),

Sijkl = (1)Sijkl + (2)Sijkl + (3)Sijkl . (40)

In terms of vector spaces, this decomposition is presented as a direct sum of three subspaces of the space S

S = (1)S ⊕ (2)S ⊕ (3)S . (41)

The dimensions of the space S is distributed between its subspaces, respectively, as

15 = 1 + 5 + 9. (42)

The sub-tensors in (40) are mutually orthogonal. It means that for A,B = 1, 2, 3 with A ̸= B, we have

(A)Sijkl
(B)Sijkl = 0. (43)

These relations follow from the fact that the tensors P ij and Rijkl are traceless and symmetric.
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2.4.2 Non-Cauchy part

For dealing with the non-Cauchy part Aijkl, we define a unique linearly independent scalar invariant

A = gijgklA
ijkl. (44)

In terms of Voigt’s notation it reads

A =
4

3

[(
C12 − C44

)
+

(
C13 − C55

)
+

(
C23 − C66

)]
. (45)

Then we construct a fourth-order tensor

(1)Aijkl =
A

12

(
2gijgkl − gilgjk − gikgjl

)
, (46)

that satisfies the symmetry identities of the non-Cauchy part (15) and (16). The leading coefficient in Eq.
(46) is chosen in such a way that the equation A = gijgkl

(1)Aijkl holds. Now we are able to define the
decomposition of the non-Cauchy tensor into the scalar and traceless sub-tensors

Aijkl = (1)Aijkl + (2)Aijkl . (47)

The corresponding subspaces intersect only at zero. The symmetries of the sub-tensors (1)Aijkl and (2)Aijkl

are the same as those of the tensor Aijkl. As a result, they constitute invariant subspaces of the A space:
Consequently we are dealing with the direct sum decomposition

A = (1)A⊕ (1)A, 6 = 1 + 5. (48)

To demonstrate that this decomposition is irreducible, the matrix representation ∆ij is useful. We can define
a unique scalar trace ∆ = gij∆ij and then split the matrix ∆ij into the trace and the traceless pieces,

∆ij =
1

3
gij∆+Qij , (49)

where the residue part Qij satisfies the traceless relation Qijg
ij = 0. In terms of the second-order tenors the

sub-tensors of the non-Cauchy part are expressed as (46) with A = 2∆.
The second sub-tensor reads

(2)Aijkl =
1

2

(
ϵikmϵjln + ϵilmϵjkn

)
Qmn , (50)

Its explicit expression is given by

(2)Aijkl =
1

2

(
gilQjk + gikQjl + gjlQik + gjkQil − 2gijQkl − 2gklQij

)
, (51)

The decomposition (49) of the symmetric second-order tensor ∆ij is irreducible and unique. Since this
tensor is completely equivalent to the fourt-order tensor Aijkl, the decomposition (47) is irreducible and
unique also.

2.4.3 Two-level decomposition

We described the two-level decomposition of the elasticity tensor. At the first level, the tensor Cijkl is decom-
posed uniquely into a sum of two subtensors—the Cauchy part Sijkl and the non-Cauchy part Aijkl. These
sub-tensors are invariant simultaneously under the S4-permutations of the indices and under the general
linear transformation of the basis, GL(3,R). At the second level, the tensors Sijkl and Aijkl are decomposed
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uniquely under the group of spatial rotations, SO(3,R). As a result, two levels of the decomposition are
presented as

Cijkl = Sijkl +Aijkl

=
(
(1)Sijkl + (2)Sijkl + (3)Sijkl

)
+

(
(1)Aijkl + (2)Aijkl

)
. (52)

In terms of the corresponding vector spaces, we have a unique two-level decomposition

C = S ⊕A
=

(
(1)S ⊕ (2)S ⊕ (3)S

)
⊕

(
(1)A⊕ (2)A

)
(53)

with the dimensions distributed, respectively, as

21 = 15 + 9 = (1 + 5 + 9) + (1 + 5) . (54)

2.5 Uniqueness of the elasticity tensor decomposition

The decomposition (52) is constructed by two scalars, S and A, two second-order traceless tensors, Pij and
Qij , and a fully symmetric and traceless fourth-order tensor Rijkl. The same kinds of tensors arise in the
frequently used harmonic decomposition of the elasticity tensor; see, e.g., [2], [3], [5], [6], [7], [11], and [12].
The latter decomposition is generated from the harmonic polynomials, i.e., the polynomial solutions of the
Laplace equation. The corresponding tensors are required to be completely symmetric and totally traceless.
The most concise expression of this type was proposed by Cowin [5],

Cijkl = agijgkl + b
(
gikgjl + gilgjk

)
+

(
gijÂkl + gklÂij

)
+(

gikB̂jl + gilB̂jk + gjkB̂il + gikB̂jl
)
+ Zijkl . (55)

The first two terms here repeat the well-known Lamé’s description of the elasticity tensor for isotropic
materials. Observe that the five individual terms in in (55) are reducible because they do not meet the basic
symmetries of the elasticity tensor.

An alternative presentation due to Backus [2],

Cijkl = Hijkl +
(
Hijgkl +Hikgjl +Hilgjk +Hjkgil +Hjlgik +Hklgij

)
+

H
(
gijgkl + gikgjl + gilgjk

)
+ h

(
gijgkl − 1

2
gilgjk − 1

2
gikgjl

)
+(

hijgkl + hklgij − 1

2
hjlgik − 1

2
hikgjl − 1

2
hjkgil − 1

2
hilgjk

)
, (56)

does not suffer from these restrictions. In fact, it is equivalent (up to the leading coefficients) to the result
of our two-level decomposition (52). However, it is not unique when the decomposition (56) is solely studied
on a SO(3,R)-invariant level. This is due to the isomorphism of the tensor spaces of the same dimension.
In particular, the one-dimension spaces in (56) presented by the scalars h and H are isomorphic to one
another. Thus they can be mixed into two arbitrary independent linear combinations as in (55). Similarly,
the five-dimensional spaces, presented by the tensors hij and Hij are isomorphic to one another. Thus they
can be rearranged into two other spaces presented in (55) by the tensors Âij and B̂ij .

The uniqueness of the sub-tensors is a highly sought quality since only unequally defined tensors may
be given an invariant physical sense. The two-level decomposition overcomes the problem of uniqueness.
In particular, the decomposition (52) presents the one-dimensional subspaces (1)S and (1)A as originating
from separate sources, namely the Cauchy and non-Cauchy spaces S and A, respectively. As a result,
even though they have the same algebraic dimensions, these subspaces cannot be combined into a new pair
of 1-dimensional subspaces. Similarly, the five-dimensional subspaces (2)S and (2)A cannot be mixed into
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independent linear combinations, even if they are isomorphic. In this sense, the sub-tensors given in (52)
are defined uniquely.

Consider a simple electromagnetic analogy: Electric and magnetic fields belong to three-dimensional
vector spaces. These spaces are algebraically isomorphic one to another. The fields, on the other hand,
cannot be mixed, i.e. rearranged into two independent linear combinations. The reason for this is that the
electric and magnetic vector fields have distinct origins—twisted and untwisted tensors, respectively. See
[16] for more details.

2.6 Partial Cauchy relations—two classes of materials

Under the action of the rotation group, the 6-dimensional vector space A is decomposed into the direct sum
of two proper subspaces: the 1-dimensional subspace of scalar (trace) tensors (1)A and the 5-dimensional
subspace of traceless tensors (2)A. Thus the Cauchy relations Aijkl = 0 also can be divided into a system of
two independent equations:

(1)Aijkl = 0 , and (2)Aijkl = 0 . (57)

We may now suggest a way to relax the classical Cauchy conditions by introducing a notion of partial Cauchy
relations. In particular, we can consider an invariant relations that nullifies only one subspace of the tensor
Aijkl. We define the partial Cauchy relations as

(1)Aijkl ̸= 0 , but (2)Aijkl = 0 . (58)

This is a system of 5 independent equations. This partial Cauchy relation can be written in terms of the
traceless second-order tensor

Qij = 0 . (59)

We have the following expression (45) for the scalar A.

A = (4/3)
(
C12 + C13 + C23 − C44 − C55 − C66

)
. (60)

Then the components of the tensor Qij are expressed as

Q11 = (4/3)
(
C23 − C44

)
− (1/3)A, Q12 = C45 − C36, (61)

Q22 = (4/3)
(
C13 − C55

)
− (1/3)A, Q13 = C46 − C25, (62)

Q33 = (4/3)
(
C12 − C66

)
− (1/3)A, Q23 = C56 − C14. (63)

Thus the partial Cauchy relations are given by the system

C23 − C44 = (1/4)A, C45 − C36 = 0, (64)

C13 − C55 = (1/4)A, C46 − C25 = 0, (65)

C12 − C66 = (1/4)A, C56 − C14 = 0. (66)

Due to the relation Q11 +Q22 +Q33 = 0, we have here only five independent equations.
The analysis of the irreducible parts of crystals [20] shows that the isotropic media and the cubic class

crystals satisfy the partial Cauchy relation of this type. We get to the conclusion that the scalar A is crucial,
and the partial Cauchy relation (58) is worth to consider. The scalar relation A ̸= 0 is the only one that
holds for any natural material. Using the non-zero scalar A, we are now in a position to divide the variety
of elastic materials into two distinct classes:

• The A+-materials with a positive scalar parameter A,

• The A−-materials with a negative scalar parameter A.

11



We demonstrate in the following section that these two categories of materials do indeed have certain unique
physical characteristics.

From the pure algebraic view, we can try to require nullification of the scalar sub-space (1)A only, i.e. to
define the partial Cauchy relations of the second type:

(1)Aijkl = 0 , but (2)Aijkl ̸= 0 . (67)

We have here only one condition on the components of the elasticity tensor. To our knowledge, there are no
materials that satisfy the partial Cauchy relation of this type.

2.7 Results

Let us briefly recall the results of the algebraic consideration. A two-level decomposition of the elasticity
tensor was considered. Two distinct pieces—Cauchy parts and non-Cauchy parts—are identified at the first
level. These parts are split into rotational covariant sub-tensors at the second level. It’s worth noting that
the Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts are structurally similar. Each of them contains both the 1-dimensional
subspaces

(1)Sijkl ∼ S , (1)Aijkl ∼ A , (68)

and the 5-dimensional subspaces

(2)Sijkl ∼ Pij ,
(2)Aijkl ∼ Qij . (69)

The Cauchy part contains an additional 9-dimensional subspace (3)Sijkl ∼ Rijkl. According to the analysis of
the crystal systems [20], the crystal symmetry cannot distinguish between the Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts.
The matrices Pij and Qij , in particular, have the same symmetry structure. They are even proportional to
one another in high symmetry systems. In all cases, the algebraic differences between two components of
the elasticity tensor must result in some differences in their physical properties. In the next sections, we will
discuss how these physical differences can be recognized.

3 Cauchy relations—physics aspects

Owing to the algebraic invariance of the Cauchy relations, we conclude that they can have a defined physical
meaning even without being strongly fulfilled. In this section, we examine certain physical issues where
Cauchy relations show up.

3.1 Cauchy relations for natural materials

We start with a brief account of the Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts of the isotropic materials as well as of
some high-symmetric crystals.

3.1.1 Isotropic materials

Since the spatial directions have no influence on the elasticity properties of the isotropic material, only the
scalar invariants of Cijkl and the metric tensor gij may be used to define the elasticity tensor. Usually, the
tensor Cijkl of the isotropic material is described by two Lamé moduli λ and µ, see e.g. [23], [25], as

Cijkl = λ gijgkl + µ
(
gikglj + gilgjk

)
. (70)

Observe that the two terms here are reducible under the action of the permutation group. The irreducible
decomposition of Cijkl is provided by two other tensors, which are independent linear combinations of the
terms in (70)

Sijkl =
S

15

(
gijgkl + gikglj + gilgjk

)
, where S = 5(λ+ 2µ), (71)
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and

Aijkl =
A

12

(
2gijgkl − gikglj − gilgjk

)
, where A = 4(λ− µ). (72)

As a result, the isotropic material’s elasticity tensor is expressed as the sum of its two irreducible scalar
parts—–one Cauchy and one non-Cauchy. These parts are also rotational invariant, thus we have a decom-
position

Cijkl = (1)Sijkl + (1)Aijkl. (73)

The Cauchy relations are equivalent to one scalar equation

(1)Aijkl = 0 =⇒ C12 − C44 = 0. (74)

In term of the Lamé moduli, it reads λ = µ. In terms of the Poisson ratio, it yields the classical critical value

ν =
λ

2λ+ 2µ
= 0.25 . (75)

Note that the partial Cauchy relations, A ̸= 0 and Qij = 0, hold identically for all isotropic materials.
Then the non-zero parameter A allows for a covariant identification of two types of isotropic materials:

• The A+-materials with λ > µ, or, equivalently, ν > 0.25;
Examples: Gold—ν = 0.43, Aluminum—ν = 0.32, Copper —ν = 0.355.

• The A−-materials with λ < µ, or, equivalently, ν < 0.25;
Examples: Concrete—ν = 0.2, Cast Iron—ν = 0.24, Glass—ν = 0.22.

It is worthwhile to note the recently discussed Poisson’s ratio lower bound for isotropic materials, ν > 0.2
(see [29]).

3.1.2 Cubic crystals

With three independent elasticity modules C11, C12, and C44, the cubic system represents the simplest
anisotropic material. In Voigt’s notation, the elasticity modules are arranged into a 6× 6 matrix as follows:

Cijkl =


C11 C12 C12 0 0 0
∗ C11 C12 0 0 0
∗ ∗ C11 0 0 0
∗ ∗ ∗ C44 0 0
∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ C44 0
∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ C44

 . (76)

The Cauchy part of the elasticity tensor is presented by two sub-tensors, see [20],

Sijkl = (1)Sijkl + (3)Sijkl. (77)

There is only one independent component in each of these sub-tensors. In (36), however, only the isotropic
sub-tensor (1)Sijkl is represented as a real scalar. In the case of the cubic crystal, the second part (3)Sijkl

can be expressed as a dimensionless tensor multiplied by the scalar R =
√
RijklRijkl.

The non-Cauchy part of the cubic class elasticity tensor contains the first scalar part only

Aijkl = (1)Aijkl. (78)

This tensor depends of only one scalar invariant A. Consequently, the elasticity tensor is represented as

Cijkl = Sijkl +Aijkl

=
(
(1)Sijkl + (3)Sijkl

)
+

(
(1)Aijkl

)
. (79)
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Three corresponding tensor spaces are one-dimensional. Cauchy relations are equivalent to only one scalar
equation, just like isotropic material

(1)Aijkl = 0 ⇐⇒ C12 − C44 = 0. (80)

The partial Cauchy relation is fulfilled for all cubic system materials. We identify two types of cubic materials.
• The A+ cubic materials satisfy the relation C12 > C44.
• The A− cubic materials satisfy the relation C12 < C44.

Some examples from [22] of A+ and A− cubic materials are given in Tables 1, 2.

Crystal C11 C12 C44

AlSb 0.894 0.443 0.416
InP 1.022 0.576 0.460
InAs 0.83 0.453 0.396
W 5.224 2.044 1.608
Mo 4.637 1.578 1.092

Table 1: The elasticity constants for A+

cubic materials

Crystal C11 C12 C44

C 10.76 1.250 5.760
Si 1.658 0.639 0.796
Ge 1.284 0.482 0.667
Ir 5.800 2.420 2.560
Cr 3.398 0.586 0.990

Table 2: The elasticity constants for A− cubic
materials

3.1.3 Transversely isotropic system

The transversely isotropic (hexagonal) system is characterized by five independent elasticity parameters. In
Voigt’s notation, the elasticity tensor is presented [23] by a symmetric 6× 6 matrix,

Cijkl =


C11 C12 C13 0 0 0
∗ C11 C13 0 0 0
∗ ∗ C33 0 0 0
∗ ∗ ∗ C44 0 0
∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ C44 0
∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ C66

 (81)

with an additional linear relation

C66 =
1

2
(C11 − C12). (82)

The two-level decomposition of this elasticity tensor is presented by

Cijkl = Sijkl +Aijkl

=
(
(1)Sijkl + (2)Sijkl + (3)Sijkl

)
+
(
(1)Aijkl + (2)Aijkl

)
. (83)

All the five tensor spaces in the last line are one-dimensional. The two isotropic sub-tensors (1)Sijkl and
(1)Aijkl, in particular, are represented by two linear invariants S and A, respectively. The three remaining
anisotropic parts can be written as scalars multiplied by dimensionless tensors using quadratic invariants,
see [19]. In particular,

(2)Sijkl ∼ P =
√
PijP ij , (2)Aijkl ∼ Q =

√
QijQij , (3)Sijkl ∼ R =

√
RijklRijkl. (84)

The classical Cauchy relations are expressed by two equations

(1)Aijkl = 0 and (2)Aijkl = 0. (85)

In terms of elasticity invariants, we only have two independent scalar conditions on the elements of the
elasticity tensor,

A = 0 and Q = 0. (86)
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The partial Cauchy relations discussed above require a weaker condition Q = 0. In this case, the invariant
A is not zero so we can define two types of transversely isotropic materials:

• The A+ transversely isotropic materials satisfy the relation

C11 + 2C13 − 2C44 − 3C66 > 0 (87)

• The A− transversely isotropic materials satisfy the relation

C11 + 2C13 − 2C44 − 3C66 < 0 (88)

3.2 Deviation from the Cauchy model

Even though no naturally occurring material perfectly satisfies the conventional Cauchy relations, it can
be fascinating to look into how much a material’s elasticity tensor deviates from the ideal Cauchy model.
A detailed discussion of this problem is given in [15] and the references therein. Although the deviation
expression is based solely on macro-characteristics (the entries of the elasticity tensor), it may nevertheless
be able to provide information on the micro-structure of the material. Thus, the question arises:

How can the deviation of the elastic properties of natural materials from the ideal Cauchy model be
expressed in a unique covariant form?

This question brings us back to the irreducible decomposition of tensors. To highlight the issue, we recall
an alternative splitting of the elasticity tensor into two independent terms, M ijkl and N ijkl, as in (24).
Despite the fact that the skew-symmetric part N ijkl has 6 independent components, its co-partner M ijkl

has a total of 21 separate components. The latter number is lowered to 15 only when the Cauchy relations
are precisely met. As a result, the tensor N ijkl is unable to explain the elasticity tensor’s deviation from the
Cauchy model.

The S4-irreducible decomposition
Cijkl = Sijkl +Aijkl , (89)

with the sub-tensors given in Eqs.(12) and (13) fulfills all necessary algebraic requirements: (i) The sub-
tensors satisfy the symmetries of the elasticity tensor, (ii) Their dimensions are 21 = 15 + 6 as required by
the direct sum decomposition of the vector space, and (iii) The corresponding subspaces are orthogonal to
one another, SijklAijkl = 0.

As a result, the tensors Sijkl and Aijkl may be referred to as the Cauchy and non-Cauchy components
of the elasticity tensor, respectively. In other words, the deviation of the elasticity tensor from the Cauchy
model is expressed by the fourth-order tensor Aijkl or, equivalently, by the second-order tensor ∆ij . In [15],
a numerical value of the deviation of the elasticity tensor from the Cauchy model was given using some
specific entries of the matrix ∆ij . There was also an attempt to attach a physical significance to the sign
of this deviation. Because the value (and sign) of a specific component of ∆ij is not retained when a basis
is transformed, such a consideration is obviously non-invariant. However, it is helpful in the simple (high
symmetry) cases of cubic crystals and isotropic materials.

In order to give an invariant meaning to the deviation from Cauchy’s model we apply the Frobenius
(Euclidean) norm of the elasticity tensor

||C|| =
√
CijklCijkl . (90)

For the partial tensors Sijkl and Aijkl, the norm is expressed similarly,

||S|| =
√
SijklSijkl , and ||A|| =

√
AijklAijkl . (91)

The scalar ||A|| presents an invariant expression for the deviation of a material from the ideal Cauchy model.
Moreover, we can define a dimensionless Cauchy factor for an elastic material

FCauchy =
||S||
||C||

=
||S||√

||S||2 + ||A||2
=

√
SijklSijkl

CijklCijkl
. (92)
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Consequently, 0 ≤ FCauchy ≤ 1. A pure Cauchy material is determined by FCauchy = 1. From the energy
consideration, the Cauchy part is essential (non-zero) for every material, thus FCauchy > 0. A material with a
higher Cauchy factor must have a microscopic structure that is closer to spherical symmetry. The deviation
factors for isotropic and cubic materials are shown in [19].

Haussühl [15] also proposed to use the sign of deviation from the Cauchy model as a characteristic of
the microstructure of materials. In particular, the positive deviations are related to the predominantly ionic
bonds, while the negative deviation is related to the directional bonding, in particular, with strong covalent
bonds. The deviation can be characterized in invariant form by a simple scalar parameter A presented in
(44). Its sign is well-defined and invariant under the coordinate transformations. This representation can
be seen as a covariant realization of Haussühl’s proposal. In particular, it is expressed in the division of
elastic materials into two classes: +A-materials and −A-materials. The scalar A is a unique expression for
deviation from the Cauchy model when the partial Cauchy relations, A ̸= 0, Qij = 0, hold.

3.3 Hooke’s law decomposed

Let us recall Hooke’s law
σij = Cijklεkl. (93)

and its diagrammatic presentation, Fig. 1.

Figure 1: Anisotropic Hooke’s Law.

In this section, we are looking for how the irreducible decomposition of the elasticity tensor shows up
in Hooke’s law. In this instance, Hooke’s law is reduced to a system of two invariant equations, where the
invariant components of the elasticity tensor are represented in distinct ways.

The rotation group allows for an invariant decomposition of the second-order strain tensor εij into two
separate parts.

εij =
1

3
εgij + uij , where ε = gijεij , and gijuij = 0 . (94)

Here, the first term is the mean strain tensor (hydrostatic compression). It is proportional to the trace of
the strain tensor ε. The second traceless part, uij , is referred to as the strain deviator (shear strain). Due
to the traceless condition, this term is defined unique.

Similar to this, the second-order stress tensor σij is decomposed irreducibly into two parts—the trace
and the traceless tensors:

σij =
1

3
σgij + sij , where σ = gijσ

ij , and gijs
ij = 0 . (95)

The first term here is referred to as the mean (hydrostatic) stress, while the second term is called the stress
deviator (stress shear). The decompositions of strain and stress are substituted in Hooke’s law (93) to give
the following:

σ

3
gij + sij =

ε

3
Cijklgkl + Cijklukl (96)

To extract the equations for the scalar σ and the deviator sij , we first compute the trace on both sides of
this equation. Thus we have

σ =
ε

3
Cijklgijgkl + Cijklgijukl (97)
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To calculate the first term of (97), we substitute the decomposition (11) and apply the following traceless
identities:

(2)Sijklgijgkl =
(3)Sijklgijgkl =

(2)Aijklgijgkl = 0 . (98)

Thus we obtain
ε

3
Cijklgijgkl =

ε

3

(
(1)Sijklgijgkl +

(1)Aijklgijgkl

)
=

ε

3
(S +A) . (99)

For the second term in (97), we apply the traceless identities:

(1)Sijklgijukl =
(3)Sijklgijukl = 0 and (1)Aijklgijukl = 0. (100)

The two remaining expressions are then presented in the form

(2)Sijklgijukl = P klukl and (2)Aijklgijukl = −Qklukl. (101)

As a result, the scalar part of Hooke’s law for the mean value of stress is

σ =
S +A

3
ε+ (P kl −Qkl)ukl. (102)

The shear part is extracted from (97) as

sij =
ε

3
Cijklgkl + Cijklukl −

σ

3
gij (103)

We apply the relations

(1)Sijklgkl =
S

3
gij , (2)Sijklgkl = P ij , (3)Sijklgkl = 0, (104)

and
(1)Aijklgkl =

A

3
gij , (2)Aijklgkl = −Qij . (105)

Consequently, the first term in the right-hand side of (103) reads

ε

3
Cijklgkl =

(
A+ S

9
gij +

P ij −Qij

3

)
ε. (106)

For the second term in the right-hand side of (103), we first derive the relations

(1)Sijklukl =
2S

15
uij , (2)Sijklukl =

1

7

(
2P ikuj

k + 2P jkui
k + P kluklg

ij
)
, (3)Sijklukl = Rijklukl, (107)

and
(1)Aijklukl = −A

6
uij , (2)Aijklukl = Qikuj

k +Qjkui
k −Qkluklg

ij . (108)

Consequently,

Cijklukl =
4S − 5A

30
uij +

(
2

7
P ik +Qik

)
uj

k+

(
2

7
P jk +Qjk

)
ui

k+

(
1

7
P kl −Qkl

)
uklg

ij +Rijklukl. (109)

As a result, the shear part of the stress tensor is expressed as

sij =
P ij −Qij

3
ε+

4S − 5A

30
uij +Rijklukl +

2

7

(
P ingjm + P jngim − 2

3
Pmngij

)
umn +

(
Qingjm +Qjngim − 2

3
Qmngij

)
umn. (110)

Consequently, the system of two equations (102) and (110) is equivalent to the Hooke’s law (93). Fig. 3
depicts a graphical representation of this system. The arrows represent the left-hand side terms of the
equations with regard to the invariant irreducible components of the elasticity tensor. Consider several
consequences of these equations
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Figure 2: Anisotropic Hooke’s Law decomposed.

• We notice that the scalar terms S and A appear simultaneously. The second-order tensors P and Q
are the same. As a result, Hooke’s law does not distinguish between Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts of
the elasticity tensor.

• The pair of scalars (S,A) gives direct relationships between mean stress and mean strain, as well
as shear stress and shear strain. As a result, they might be considered essential components of the
elasticity tensor.

• The fourth-order R-term does not contribute to the mean-stress equation. As a result, it can be thought
of as a pure shear part of the elasticity tensor.

• The mixed relations between the mean and shear components of the stress and strain are provided by
the second-order tensors (P,Q). The mean-value and the shear effects are entirely separated in the
particular situation,

P ij = Qij . (111)

Let us observe the simplest special case: In the case of isotropic media, when the P , Q, and R-terms vanish,
we have the decomposed Hooke’s law in the form

σ =
S +A

3
ε, sij =

4S − 5A

30
uij . (112)

As a result, the shear value and mean value variables are separated. The analogs of the one-dimensional
Hooke’s coefficients for mean value and shear are the coefficients

Kmean =
S +A

3
Kshear =

4S − 5A

30
. (113)

The Cauchy scalar invariant S must be positive in order for the positive stress to result in material
compression. We notice the following interesting facts regarding the non-Cauchy scalar invariant A:

• When applied to materials with positive A, the non-Cauchy portion raises the Kmean coefficient while
lowering the Kshear coefficient.

• Materials with negative A have the opposite effect.

We describe how this effect manifests in the energy of the deformed material in the next section.
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4 Cauchy relations and elasticity energy

In this section, we discuss the contributions of the irreducible parts of Cijkl to the elasticity energy of
deformed material. We are especially interested in how to distinguish between the Cauchy and non-Cauchy
contributions.

4.1 Three parts of the elasticity energy

In accordance with Hooke’s law, the quadratic form of the strain tensor variables represents the elasticity
energy,

E =
1

2
σijεkl =

1

2
Cijklεijεkl . (114)

The major symmetry of the elasticity tensor Cijkl = Cklij follows namely from the latter expression. We
begin with the conventional decomposition of the strain tensor into two independent parts

εij =
1

3
εgij + uij (115)

in order to characterize the contributions of the various components of the elasticity tensor into (114).
We substitute (115) into the energy expression (114). As a result, the elastic energy is divided into three
components

E = Ec + Em + Es . (116)

Here, the compression part of the energy Ec depends of the mean strain tensor only,

Ec =
1

18
Cijklε2gijgkl . (117)

The shear part of the energy Es depends of the shear strain only,

Es =
1

2
Cijkluijukl . (118)

The mixed part Em is influenced by both the compression and shear components of the strain,

Em =
1

3
Cijklεgijukl . (119)

The decomposition of the elasticity tensor into Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts can be substituted now in
these three energy expressions. We use the representation given in [20].

4.2 The compression part of the energy

By substituting the decomposition (11) into the compression part of the energy (117), we have

(c)E =
1

18
Sijklε2gijgkl +

1

18
Aijklε2gijgkl . (120)

The traceless properties yield

(2)Sijklgijgkl =
(3)Sijklgijgkl =

(2)Aijklgijgkl = 0 . (121)

Hence, only the scalar invariants of the elasticity tensor contribute to the compression part of the energy.
The latter is given as a sum of Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts

Ec =
(C)Ec +

(nC)Ec . (122)
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The two energy expressions here are determined by the scalars S and A, respectively. Indeed,

(C)Ec =
ε2S

18
, and (nC)Ec =

ε2A

18
. (123)

The total compression part of the energy is expressed now as

Ec =
ε2

18
(S +A) . (124)

Assuming that a material’s hydrodynamic compression can be accomplished physically without shear defor-
mation, this energy expression must be positive for any non-zero ε. Consequently, we have an inequality

S +A > 0 . (125)

4.3 The mixed part of the energy

Using the decomposition (11), we can express the mixed part of the energy (119) as a sum of Cauchy and
non-Cauchy parts

Em = (C)Em + (nC)Em =
1

3
Sijklεgijukl +

1

3
Aijklεgijukl . (126)

Substituting here the decomposition (40) of the Cauchy part into three rotational invariant pieces we derive

(C)Em =
ε

3

(
(1)Sijklgijukl +

(2)Sijklgijukl +
(3)Sijklgijukl

)
(127)

Since the pure shear uij is traceless, the first term vanishes. The third term includes a completely traceless
part (3)Sijklgij = 0, thus it likewise vanishes. As a result, all that is left is the contribution of the second
component of the elasticity tensor. Explicitly,

(C)Em =
ε

3
(2)Sijklgijukl =

ε

3
P klukl . (128)

The decomposition of the non-Cauchy part of the elasticity tensor into the rotation invariant terms yields

(nC)Em =
ε

3

(
(1)Aijklgijukl +

(2)Aijklgijukl

)
(129)

The first term in this equation is zero due to the tracelessness of the shear strain ukl. As for the second
term, we have

(nC)Em = −ε

3
Qklukl. (130)

The total mixed energy is expressed as

Em =
ε

3
(P kl −Qkl)ukl . (131)

Consequently, only two second-order deviators—out of the elasticity tensor’s five irreducible components—
contribute to the mixed energy. The mixed portion of the energy disappears if these two terms are not
present. Both isotropic materials and cubic crystals exhibit this behavior. These two cases were discussed in
the literature; see [37], [38]. We find that the mixed energy can disappear even in less symmetric materials
when the particular relation P kl = Qkl between the components is valid.
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4.4 The shear part of the energy

The quadratic form of shear strain energy given in (118) is decomposed into the Cauchy and non-Cauchy
parts

Es =
(C)Es +

(nC)Es =
1

2
Sijkluijukl +

1

2
Aijkluijukl . (132)

All three irreducible sub-tensors, (1) Sijkl,
(2) Sijkl, and

(3) Sijkl, contribute to the Cauchy portion of the
shear energy. Explicitly, we have the first part

(1)Sijkluijukl =
2S

15
uiju

ij , (133)

the second part
(2)Sijkluijukl =

4

7
P ikuj

kuij , (134)

and the third part
(3)Sijkluijukl = Rijkluijukl . (135)

Consequently, the Cauchy part of the shear energy reads

(C)Es =
S

15
uiju

ij +
2

7
P ikuiju

j
k +

1

2
Rijkluijukl . (136)

The non-Cauchy part of the shear energy also includes contributions of all its irreducible subtensors (1)Aijkl,
and (2)Aijkl. Respectively,

(1)Aijkluijukl = −A

6
uiju

ij , (137)

and
(2)Aijkluijukl = 2Qikuj

kuij . (138)

As a result, the non-Cauchy part of the shear elasticity energy is expressed as

(nC)Es = − A

12
uiju

ij +Qijujku
k
i . (139)

Fig.3 illustrates the elasticity energy decomposition graphically. Take into account that each of the three
energy portions is contributed to by both the Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts of the elasticity tensor.

4.5 Cauchy and non-Cauchy energy contributions

To explicitly characterize the distinction between the Cauchy and non-Cauchy contributions to the energy
expression, we consider the most basic case of an isotropic medium. In this example, the mixed portion (m)E
is not present. Cauchy and non-Cauchy portions of the compression energy (c)E are separated as

(c)E =
S

18
ε2 +

A

18
ε2 , (140)

respectively. The shear energy also decomposed into Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts

(s)E =
S

15
(uij)

2 − A

12
(uij)

2 . (141)

We can infer the following facts from these formulas:

• Since pure shear and compression can both be achieved independently, we demand that the compression
and shear components of the energy be positive independently. As a result of Eqs.(140,141), the scalar
invariant S must be strictly positive. This suggests that the Cauchy component is crucial, making pure
non-Cauchy materials with S = 0, A ̸= 0 impossible.
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Figure 3: Ec, Es, and Em are three independent elements that make up the elasticity energy. Each of these
pieces is broken down into Cauchy and non-Cauchy components. The contributions of irreducible subtensors
of Cijkl are identified.

• With a positive parameter A, the non-Cauchy portion contributes in the opposite direction to the
energy expressions, increasing hydrostatic compression energy while decreasing pure shear energy. The
contributions are inverted when the parameter A is negative. With the use of this property, we are able
to physically discriminate between the Cauchy and non-Cauchy components of the elasticity tensor. It
is important to note that this interesting property is only disclosed by the irreducible scalar invariants
S and A. When the reducible decomposition with Lamé’s parameters λ, µ is applied, it is not visible.

• Positiveness of the full energy requires

S +A > 0, 4S − 5A > 0 . (142)

Note that these inequalities must hold only for a positive parameter S. Consequently, the non-Cauchy
scalar A is bounded as

0.8S > A > −S (143)

In term of Poisson’s ratio, this inequality identical to the classical thermodynamics bound [23]

0.5 > ν > −1. (144)

5 Acoustic waves and Cauchy relations

In this section, we look at how the Cauchy and non-Cauchy components of the elasticity tensor affect acoustic
wave propagation properties.
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5.1 Acoustic wave equation

The propagation of acoustic waves in anisotropic media is given by a system of three second-order partial
differential equations:

ρgilül − Cijkl ∂j∂kul = 0 . (145)

Here, the displacement covector ul = ul(t, x
i) is assumed to be a smooth function of the time coordinate

t and of the spatial position xi of a point. The mass density ρ, the elasticity tensor Cijkl, and the metric
tensor gil are treated as constant parameters. Moreover, we use Cartesian coordinates, so the Euclidean
metric is presented by the unit matrix gij = diag(1, 1, 1).

We consider a plane wave solution of Eq. (145), with the notation as in [30]:

ul = Ule
i(ζnjx

j−ωt) . (146)

Here, Ui is the amplitude covector, ζ is the wave-number, nj is the unit propagation covector, ω is the
angular frequency, and i2 = −1. In the plane-wave approximation, all these parameters are assumed to be
constant. Then, by substituting (146) into (145), a system of three homogeneous linear algebraic equations
is obtained, (

ρω2gil − Cijklζ2njnk

)
Ul = 0 . (147)

It has a non-trivial solution if and only if the characteristic matrix is singular. As a result,

det
(
ρω2gil − Cijklζ2njnk

)
= 0 . (148)

5.2 Christoffel tensor

With the definitions of the Christoffel tensor

Γil :=
1

ρ
Cijklnjnk (149)

and of the phase velocity v := ω/ζ, Eq. (147) becomes an ordinary eigenvalue system(
v2gil − Γil

)
Ul = 0 , (150)

whereas the characteristic equation (148) reads

det
(
v2gil − Γil

)
= 0 . (151)

Due to the minor and major symmetries of the elasticity tensor (2,3), the Christoffel tensor turns out to be
symmetric

Γij = Γji . (152)

Consequently, the eigenvalues v21 , v
2
2 , v

2
3 are real. Furthermore, these eigenvalues must be positive, implying

that the symmetric matrix Γij must be positive-definite.
Due to the dependence of the matrix Γij on ni, each positive real solution vi corresponds to an acoustic

wave propagating in the direction of the wave covector ni. Thus, in general, for a given propagation covector
n = (n1, n2, n3), three different acoustic waves are possible. The relations below are worth observing:

v21 + v22 + v23 = tr(Γij), (153)

and
v1v2v3 =

√
det(Γij). (154)

The cases with zero solutions (null modes) and negative solutions (standing waves) are classified as non-
physical since they do not satisfy the standard causality requirements. As a result, non-degenerate wave
propagation is only possible in the directions n that meet the relations

tr
(
Γij(n)

)
> 0, det

(
Γij(n)

)
> 0. (155)
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5.3 S4-decomposition of Christoffel’s tensor

Christoffel’s tensor can be separated into Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts since it is linear in the elasticity
tensor. Substituting the irreducible SA-decomposition into (149), we define

Γil = Sil +Ail , (156)

where

Sil :=
1

ρ
Sijklnjnk , and Ail :=

1

ρ
Aijklnjnk . (157)

These two tensors are symmetric due to the fundamental symmetries of the elasticity tensor,

Sil = Sli, and Ail = Ali. (158)

They correspond to the Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts of the elasticity tensor. Therefore, we shall refer to
Sij as the Cauchy Christoffel tensor and to Aij as the non-Cauchy Christoffel tensor. Substituting (12) and
(13) into (157), we find the explicit expressions

Sil =
1

3ρ
(Cijkl + Ciklj + Ciljk)njnk =

1

3ρ
(2Cijkl + Ciljk)njnk (159)

and

Ail =
1

3ρ

(
2Cijkl − Ciklj − Cilkj

)
njnk =

1

3ρ

(
Cijkl − Cilkj

)
njnk . (160)

We can learn something valuable from the latter expression. The non-Cauchy part of the Christoffel tensor
satisfies the relation

Ailnl = 0 . (161)

Indeed, if we contract the covector nl with Ail, we obtain using the symmetry relation (16)

Ailnl = Aijklnjnknl = Ai(jkl)njnknl = 0 . (162)

Eq. (161) can be viewed as a linear relation between the rows of the matrix Ail. Consequently, this matrix
is singular. Thus we derive that the determinant of the non-Cauchy Christoffel tensor is equal to zero,

det Aij = 0 . (163)

This relation demonstrates that a medium with only a non-Cauchy part Aij is impossible since the second
inequality in (155) yields zero propagation velocity. We come to the conclusion that wave propagation in
any elastic material requires the Cauchy portion of the Christoffel tensor Sij to be non-zero.

5.4 SO(3)-decomposition of Christoffel’s tensor

The invariance of the Christoffel tensor under the action of the rotation group SO(3) allows for its successive
decomposition. Let us first compute the Christoffel tensor contributions of the three irreducible parts that
compose the fully symmetric tensor Sijkl. For the scalar part (36), we have

(1)Sil =
1

ρ
(1)Sijklnjnk =

S

15ρ
(gil + 2ninl). (164)

The trace of this tensor is positive
(1)Silgil =

S

3ρ
(165)

Applying (37), the second part (2)Sijkl is given as

(2)Sil =
1

ρ
(2)Sijklnjnk =

1

7ρ

(
P il + gilP jknjnk + 2P ilnjn

l + 2P ljnjn
i
)

(166)
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with the trace
(2)Silgil =

1

ρ
P ijninj . (167)

The third part contributes into the Christoffel tensor as

(3)Sil =
1

ρ
(3)Sijklnjnk =

1

ρ
Rijklnjnk . (168)

Due to the traceless properties of Rijkl, the trace of this tensor is zero

(3)Silgil = Rijklnjnkgil = 0 . (169)

As a result, the Cauchy part of the Christoffel tensor is presented as

Sil =
S

15ρ
(gil + 2ninl) +

1

7ρ

(
2P ijnjn

l + 2P ljnjn
i + P il + P jknjnkg

il
)
+

1

ρ
Rijklnjnk . (170)

The trace of this expression is expressed as

tr(Sij) =
S

3ρ
+

1

ρ
P ijninj . (171)

It is worth noting that the tensor Rijkl (of 9 independent components of the elasticity tensor) does not
contribute to the latter expression.

Let us compute now the non-Cauchy contributions into Christoffel’s tensor. The scalar part contribution
is given by applying (46)

(1)Ail =
1

ρ
(1)Aijklnjnk =

A

12ρ

(
ninl − gil

)
(172)

with the trace
(1)Ailgil = − A

6ρ
. (173)

This contribution is positive for the A−-materials and negative for the A+-materials.
The contribution of the second non-Cauchy part can be calculated using (51). We have

(2)Ail =
1

ρ
(2)Aijklnjnk =

1

2ρ

(
Qil + gilQjknjnk −Qiknlnk −Qlknink

)
(174)

with the trace
(2)Ailgil =

1

2ρ
Qijninj . (175)

Consequently, the non-Cauchy contribution to Christoffel’s tensor takes the form

Ail =
A

12ρ

(
ninl − gil

)
+

1

2ρ

(
Qil + gilQjknjnk −Qiknlnk −Qlknink

)
(176)

with the trace

tr(Ail) = − A

6ρ
+

1

2ρ
Qijninj . (177)

Finaly, Christoffel’s tensor is represented in terms of the irreducible parts of the elasticity tensor as

Γil =
S

15ρ
(gil + 2ninl) +

1

7ρ

(
2P ijnjn

l + 2P ljnjn
i + P il + P jknjnkg

il
)
+

1

ρ
Rijklnjnk +

A

12ρ

(
ninl − gil

)
+

1

2ρ

(
Qil + gilQjknjnk −Qiknlnk −Qlknink

)
. (178)

The trace of this expression is given by

tr(Γij) = gijΓ
ij =

2S −A

6ρ
+

1

2ρ

(
2P ij +Qij

)
ninj . (179)
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5.5 Acoustic velocities

Let us consider certain consequences of the Christoffel’s tensor represented in terms of the irreducible parts
of the elasticity tensor.

5.5.1 Sum of squared velocities

The second coefficient of the characteristic equation that is represented by the trace of the matrix tr(Γil) =
tr(Sil + Ail) is equal to the sum of the eigenvalues. Thus, using (153) we have for a given propagation
direction n the sum of three squared velocities

3∑
a=1

v2a(n) =
2S −A

6ρ
+

1

2ρ
(2P ij +Qij)ninj (180)

The preceding expression takes a much simpler form in the special case

2P ij +Qij = 0. (181)

The sum of the squared velocities of three separate waves propagating in the direction n is then independent
of the propagation vector n

3∑
a=1

v2a(n) =
2S −A

6ρ
. (182)

Using the bound (143), we obtain that in this special case

0.2
S

ρ
<

3∑
a=1

v2a(n) < 0.5
S

ρ
. (183)

Thus the velocities of three acoustic waves are bounded by the Cauchy scalar invariant S only. Once more,
we can observe that this invariant has to be strictly positive S > 0.

Notice that only five linear constraints between the 21 independent components of Cijkl are required
in Eq. (181). As a result, a large class of elasticity tensors with 16 arbitrary components can exhibit this
essential property (182). In particular, this case is realized for cubic crystals and isotropic materials.

5.5.2 Critical directions for the sum of squared velocities

The sum of squared velocities in anisotropic media generally depends on the propagation vector n. Let us
look for the directions where this sum achieves its minimum and maximum values. We will refer to these
directions as critical directions. Let us write the function given in the right-hand side of (180) as

K(n) =
2S −A

6ρ
+

1

2ρ
Lijninj , (184)

where Lij = 2P ij + Qij . The critical values of this expression on the sphere |n| = 1 are given by the
characterictic equation

Lijnj = λni, (185)

where λ is Lagrangian’s multiplier. As a result, the critical directions n are the eigenvector of the matrix
Lij , and the parameter λ is the eigenvalue of this matrix.
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5.5.3 Sum of squared velocities for three orthogonal direction

Let us assume that the three orthonormal vectors n,m,k represent three separate propagation directions.
The components of these vectors are connected by a well-known relation

ninj +mimj + kikj = gij . (186)

Using three copies of equation (180) for three orthogonal directions we obtain the well-known invariant
expression, see e.g. [1], that in our notations reads

3∑
a=1

(
v2a(n) + v2a(m) + v2a(k)

)
=

2S −A

2ρ
. (187)

Thus, for every elastic material, the sum of the squared norms of the three propagation velocities in every
three orthogonal directions depends only on the scalar invariants of the elasticity tensor. In particular, it is
independent of the propagation vectors. This amount ranges from 0.6S/ρ to 1.5S/ρ.

5.5.4 Acoustic velocities in isotropic media and cubic system

It is instructive to apply the formulas for the Christoffel tensor in the isotropic material. Three tensors, P ij ,
Qij , and Rijkl are disappearing in this instance. The Christoffel tensor then takes the form

Γij =
4S − 5A

60ρ
gij +

8S + 5A

60ρ
ninj . (188)

As a result, characteristic equation (147) becomes

det

((
v2 − 4S − 5A

60ρ

)
gij − 8S + 5A

60ρ
ninj

)
= 0. (189)

Instead of directly solving this cubic equation with respect to velocity v2, we can deduce the velocities using
simple algebraic reasons. We observe that this equation can be rewritten as the standard characteristic equa-
tion, det (λgij − ninj) = 0. Since the matrix ninj has a rank of one this equation has two zero eigenvalues.
There are therefore two equal velocities,

v21 = v22 =
4S − 5A

60ρ
. (190)

The third velocity is derived from (187) as

v23 =
2S −A

6ρ
− 2v21 =

S

5ρ
. (191)

In term of the Lamé moduli λ and µ, we come back to the well-known textbook’s expressions

v21 = v22 =
µ

ρ
, v23 =

λ+ 2µ

ρ
. (192)

The velocity v3 in the isotropic case therefore solely depends on the Cauchy part of the elasticity tensor.
The possibility to generalize this fact to a more general anisotropic case will be discussed in the following
section.

The tensors P ij and Qij disappear in cubic system crystals, while Rijkl only has one independent com-
ponent. Now, the Christoffel tensor is dependent on the propagation vector as

Γij =
4S − 5A

60ρ
gij +

8S + 5A

60ρ
ninj +Rijklnknl. (193)

The trace of this expression gives exactly the same sum of squared velocities as in the isotropic case.
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5.5.5 Critical directions for some crystal systems

In trigonal, tetragonal, and transverse isotropy systems, the tensors P ij and Qij can be represented simul-
taneously in the form proportional to the matrix diag(1, 1,−2); see [20] for explicit formulae. Consequently,
the matrix Lij appearing in (184) is given by

Lij = (2P +Q)diag(1, 1,−2). (194)

The explicit expressions for the scalars P,Q can be find in [20]. Then the eigenvalues are λ1 = λ2 = 1 while
λ3 = −2. The standard axes serve as the eigenvectors. Then in two orthogonal directions n1 = (1, 0, 0) and
n2 = (0, 1, 0) (corresponding to the eigenvalue λ = 1), the sum of squared velocities takes the value

3∑
a=1

v2a(n1) =

3∑
a=1

v2a(n2) =
2S −A

6ρ
+

1

2ρ
(2P +Q) (195)

while in the third direction n3 = (0, 0, 1) (corresponding to the the eigenvalue λ = −2) this sum is given by

3∑
a=1

v2a(n3) =
2S −A

6ρ
− 1

ρ
(2P +Q). (196)

We can derive from these equations a bound for the scalars P and Q

2S −A

6
> 2P +Q > −2S −A

3
. (197)

Using the energy bound (143) we have

0.5S > 2P +Q > −S. (198)

Although these inequalities are only derived in a special case, they highlight an essential fact: the tensor
parts of the elasticity tensor are not fully arbitrary. They are constrained by the scalar part parameters.

5.6 Polarization of acoustic waves

The propagation of acoustic waves in a homogeneous anisotropic elastic media is represented by equation
(150). The three eigenvalues of this eigenvector problem indicate the velocities of three distinct acoustic
waves. In general, three distinct real positive eigenvalues correspond to three distinct eigenvectors called
acoustic polarizations: (1)U, (2)U, and (3)U.

For isotropic materials, the three polarization vectors (i)U are strongly correlated with the propagation
vector n. One longitudinal or compression wave exhibits polarization along the propagation vector i.e.,

U× n = 0 . (199)

Two additional transverse (or shear) waves have polarizations perpendicular to the propagation direction,
i.e.,

U · n = 0 . (200)

These three pure polarizations can be found in any direction of the vector n.
In anisotropic material, three pure modes only arise in specific directions of n. It is critical to identify these

pure modes and the wave covector directions that correspond to them. Let us look at how the irreducible
decomposition of the elasticity tensor can be utilized in this context.
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5.6.1 Pure longitudinal wave

Let in a given direction n the polarization be pure longitudinal, i.e., the polarization vector is proportional
to the wave covector, (1)U ∼ n. Two additional waves must have polarization vectors (2)U and (3)U that
are normal to the wave covector n, i.e. they are pure transverse. For the pure longitudinal wave, we can
replace (1)U with n. Thus, Eq. (150) becomes

Γijnj = v2Lg
ijnj . (201)

By substituting the decomposition of the Christoffel tensor into Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts, we obtain

Sijnj +Aijnj = v2Lg
ijnj . (202)

Because of Eq. (161), the second term on the left-hand side is omitted, leaving us with

Sijnj = v2Lg
ijnj . (203)

The velocity vL of the pure longitudinal wave in the direction of n is then determined solely by the Cauchy
part of the elasticity tensor:

v2L = Sijnjni . (204)

By substituting this expression into Eq. (203), we obtain

Sijnj = (Srsnrns)n
i. (205)

Being a vector equation for a single vector variable, it allows for the computation of pure longitudinal wave
directions n in a material with a specified elasticity tensor. This direction is then independent of the non-
Cauchy part of the elasticity tensor. Furthermore, because two extra pure shear waves are always normal to
a pure longitudinal wave, we can regard Eq. (205) as a condition for the existence of three pure waves in a
certain direction of n.

In isotropic media, the condition (205) is trivially satisfied for any arbitrary n. Moreover, according to
this equation, even some anisotropic materials can have three pure polarizations in any direction. For this,
the elasticity tensor must have an isotropic Cauchy part, whereas the non-Cauchy part might be arbitrary.

Let us explicitly express the longitudinal velocity in terms of elasticity tensor components. By substituting
(170) in (204), we obtain

v2L =
1

ρ

(
S

15
+

6

7
P ijninj +Rijklninjnknl

)
. (206)

Consequently, for the two pure shear velocities we have

v2S1 + v2S2 =
1

ρ

(
8S − 5A

30
+

1

14
(2P ij + 7Qij)ninj −Rijklninjnknl

)
. (207)

Two shear velocities are equal one to another in the case of an acoustic axes [31], vS1 = vS2. In this case,
the shear velocity is given by

v2S =
1

2ρ

(
8S − 5A

30
+

1

14
(2P ij + 7Qij)ninj −Rijklninjnknl

)
. (208)

Hence, the shear velocities are affected by the Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts of the elasticity tensor.

5.7 Pure transverse wave

Consider a more general case whereby a pure transverse wave U propagates in a certain direction n. Then,
U · n = 0. Two more waves are normal to U but can have any angle with the vector n. When we multiply
both sides of the equation

ΓijUj = v2Sg
ijUj (209)
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by the vector n, we obtain
SijUjni = 0. (210)

where the relation Γijni = Sijni is applied. Thus, we are dealing with a system of two scalar equations

SijniUj = 0 and gijniUj = 0 (211)

for two independent components of the shear polarization vector U. We suppose that they are not pure
longitudinal waves, i.e., Γijni ̸= Cgijni. The shear polarization U is then uniquely determined by our
system of equations. To resolve the system (211) explicitly, we note that this system can be interpreted as
the fact that the vector U is orthogonal to two given vectors, Sijni and gijni. As a result, the pure shear
polarization vector can be expressed as a vector product

Ui = U0εijkn
jSklnl , (212)

In addition to the explicit expression, we discover that the vector U is independent of the non-Cauchy part
of the elasticity tensor when only one (shear) polarization appears.

With the polarization vector in hand, we can compute the shear velocity. Multiplying both sides of Eq.
(209) by Uj , we obtain

v2S =
ΓijUiUj

|U |2
. (213)

This quantity is determined by the full Christoffel’s tensor.
Substituting (212) into (209), we derive

εimk

(
Γij − v2Sg

ij
)
Sklnmnl = 0 . (214)

There is only one independent variable in this system, n. As a result, it can be regarded as a condition for
the presence of the pure shear wave in the direction n.

Let us provide an explicit example. Consider the propagation vector to be directed in the z-axis, n =
(0, 0, 1) and the metric tensor gij = diag(1, 1, 1). Then Eq. (212) yields

Ui = U0 (S13, S23, 0) . (215)

The shear velocity (213) is then given as

v2S =
Γ11S

2
13 + 2Γ12S13S23 + Γ22S

2
23

S2
13 + S2

23

. (216)

The shear conditions (214) are presented as a system

Γ11S23 − Γ12S13 = v2SS23

Γ22S13 − Γ12S23 = v2SS13

A13S23 −A23S13 = 0 . (217)

6 Conclusion

The Cauchy relations of linear elasticity are examined from a pure algebraic perspective.

• We demonstrate that the Cauchy relations are related to the permutation group symmetry of the
elasticity tensor. The linear space of the elasticity tensor is then uniquely split into Cauchy and
non-Cauchy subspaces.

• The Cauchy relations are expressed as the condition for nullification of the 6-dimensional non-Cauchy
subspace of the elasticity tensor space.
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• We argue that almost arbitrary invariant linear relation between elasticity tensor components is equiv-
alent to the system Cauchy relations.

• We propose identifying Cauchy and non-Cauchy parts of the elasticity tensor since natural materials
do not exactly meet Cauchy relations.

• The Cauchy and non-Cauchy subspaces are separated into smaller invariant subspaces by successive
SO(3,R)-group decomposition.

• The SO(3,R)-decomposition of the non-Cauchy subspace allows for the definition of partial Cauchy
relations of five independent conditions. Unlike the full Cauchy conditions, these partial conditions
hold for isotropic materials as well as cubic system crystals.

• We define two types of materials: the A+-materials and the A−-materials.

We analyze the physical consequences of the Cauchy relations in the following aspects:

• The deviation of natural materials from the ideal Cauchy model is described in an invariant form. We
also provide some examples of the A+ and A− materials.

• The decomposition of Hooke’s law enables the identification of the contribution of various components
of the elasticity tensor. We find that the A+ and A− materials behave differently.

• We analyze the partitioning of elasticity energy into compression, shear, and mixed portions. The
contributions of the invariant sub-tensors of the elasticity tensor to distinct energy expressions are
detected.

• We derive some constraints on the invariant elasticity parameters from the positiveness of the energy.

• We present a unique decomposition of the acoustic Christoffel tensor into Cauchy and non-Cauchy
portions for acoustic wave propagation.

• The contributions of the irreducible elements of the elasticity tensor to the velocities and propagation
vector of pure polarized acoustic waves are identified. The pure longitudinal velocity is demonstrated
to be only reliant on the Cauchy part of the elasticity tensor. When there is only one shear wave, its
polarization vector is independent of the non-Cauchy part.
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