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Abstract

In this work we introduce novel stress-only formulations of linear elasticity with special attention to their
approximate solution using weighted residual methods. We present four sets of boundary value problems for
a pure stress formulation of three-dimensional solids, and in two dimensions for plane stress and plane strain.
The associated governing equations are derived by modifications and combinations of the Beltrami-Michell
equations and the Navier-Cauchy equations. The corresponding variational forms of dimension d ∈ {2, 3}
allow to approximate the stress tensor directly, without any presupposed potential stress functions, and are
shown to be well-posed in H 1⊗Sym(d) in the framework of functional analysis via the Lax-Milgram theorem,
making their finite element implementation using C 0-continuous elements straightforward. Further, in the
finite element setting we provide a treatment for constant and piece-wise constant body forces via distri-
butions. The operators and differential identities in this work are provided in modern tensor notation and
rely on exact sequences, making the resulting equations and differential relations directly comprehensible.
Finally, numerical benchmarks for convergence as well as spectral analysis are used to test the limits and
identify viable use-cases of the equations.

Key words: Beltrami-Michell equations, stress formulation, linear elasticity, numerical analysis, finite ele-
ment method.

1 Introduction

The classical formulation of linear elasticity is per the Navier-Cauchy equations, where the displacement field
u is the main unknown. This formulation has been implemented countless times in finite element frameworks
due to its simplicity, its straight-forward incorporation into the variational framework and the corresponding
proofs of robustness in the compressible regime. However, as is well-known, the formulation is unstable for
incompressible materials ν = 0.5, since the Saint Venant-Kirchhoff material tensor tends to infinity C → ∞
in its components related to the trace of the strain tensor tr ε. A remedy for the latter phenomenon was
introduced via the Hellinger-Reissner principle, which reformulated linear elasticity as a mixed problem, making
use of the compliance tensor A. The compliance tensor, being the inverse of the material tensor A = C−1,
remains finite for incompressible materials. Thus, a two-field variational formulation of linear elasticity in both
displacements and stresses emerged, where the displacement field is set to be discontinuous u ∈ [L2]d and
the stress tensor is symmetric and normal-continuous σ ∈ H sym(Div). Subsequently, various finite element
approaches were introduced for the mixed formulation [7, 12, 65]. However, the consistent solution relying
on conforming finite elements based on commuting Hilbert space complexes [8, 13, 62] remained impractical,
since the elements required for H sym(Div)-discretisations did not allow for a reference-to-physical mapping of
their base functions or were simply computationally too expensive. In fact, an efficient mapping procedure in
two-dimensions was only recently introduced in [61] and implemented in the open source software for finite
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element computations NGSolve [54, 55] for the Hu-Zhang [25–27] element HZ ⊂ H sym(Div), which satisfies
the commutative property in the elasticity complex [15, 16, 45, 46]. We mention that an alternative mapping
by combination of mapped base functions was recently introduced in [11] for the Arnold-Winther element
AW ⊂ H sym(Div) [6, 10], being the first conforming element for H sym(Div) in the elasticity complex. An
alternative novel method called Tangential-Displacement-Normal-Normal-Stresses (TDNNS) [47–50] alleviated
the need for conforming H sym(Div)-elements by applying the Hellan-Herrmann-Johnson principle, for which
the two-dimensional Hellan-Herrmann-Johnson [9, 39] elements HHJ ⊂∼ H (divDiv) were available and the
three-dimensional Pechstein-Schöberl elements PS ⊂∼ H (divDiv) were introduced. This innovative approach
relied on an unconventional interpretation of the contraction between the divergence of the stress tensor and
the displacement field as the dual product ⟨Divσ, u⟩H−1(div)×H (curl), where the stress field is defined as σ ∈
H (divDiv), such that its divergence is in H−1(div) which is dual to H (curl), in which the displacement lives.
The newly introduced finite elements for the stress field σ in this formulation are symmetric normal-normal
continuous tensor fields, such that the contra-variant Piola transformation can be readily applied in order to
map base functions from the reference to the physical element. For the displacement field u ∈ H (curl) the
formulation makes use of the classical Nédélec elements N ⊂ H (curl) [58–60,63,64].

In a mixed formulation, the relation of the stress field to the displacement is given by the compliance tensor
symDu = Aσ. This relation can also be understood as the requirement that σ is to be related through the
compliance tensor to some compatible tensor field Aσ ∈ ker(Inc). This interpretation gives rise to the Beltrami-
Michell equations [14,41,42], which replace the compliance relation with the compatibility relation Inc(Aσ) = 0,
also known as the Saint-Venant compatibility condition. A core characteristic of these equations is that they
are formulated purely in stresses without any additional fields. Thus, they represent the stress analogue of the
displacement formulation, and proof of the equivalence of the two formulations can be found in [24] per the
uniqueness of the solution. Despite this desirable feature, the equations have found only limited numerical usage,
specifically using finite differences [1,2,66] or recently via Fourier series [4], and in fact, application of the theory
is almost exclusively analytical. Possibly, this is due to the fact that the equations are ill-suited for standard
finite element computations. Indeed, in [17] the authors prove well-posedness of the variational formulation of
the Beltrami-Michell equations for a discontinuous and compatible stress field σ ∈ [L2 ⊗ Sym(3)] ∩ ker(Inc)
with Incσ ∈ H−2 ⊗ Sym(d), for the which the construction of conforming finite subspaces is not trivial. As a
curiosity, we mention here that one other special case of a pure stress formulation can be derived specifically
for the eigenvalue problem of linear elasticity [28], not yielding the Beltrami-Michell equations.

The Beltrami-Michell equations pose several difficulties for a straight-forward implementation in a standard
finite element framework. Firstly, the three-dimensional equations are asymmetric, making the use of efficient
solvers for symmetric positive definite problems inapplicable. Secondly, as we show in this work, for a mixed
Dirichlet-Neumann boundary the associated variational form is unstable. Thirdly, the two-dimensional Beltrami-
Michell equations for plane stress and plane strain characterise only the mean stress in the plane, making them
incomplete in the sense that one cannot solve for the full stress tensor, but rather only its trace trσ. We note
that for the three-dimensional case the problem of asymmetry in the strong form was first noticed and alleviated
in [51]. In spite of the non-existent finite element framework for the Beltrami-Michell equations, the latter have
been employed successfully in multiple applications [31, 40, 43]. Often, not the Beltrami-Michell equations
themselves but rather their special-case descendants, the Beltrami, Maxwell, Morera and Airy [3, 20, 29, 52]
stress equations, were used in order to analytically investigate the flow of stresses in a medium. Otherwise,
the Beltrami-Michell equations in their original form have been used in the theory of mixtures [36], in order
to describe coupled thermal-hydraulic-mechanical processes [1, 2, 66], and in the prediction of stresses in a
reservoir [4].

In this work we derive the Beltrami-Michell equations in modern tensor notation while relying on the concept
of exact sequences for our argumentation, thus making the involved operators and differential relations clear.
We symmetrise the three-dimensional equations, and combine a weaker version of planar static equilibrium with
the two-dimensional Beltrami-Michell equations to introduce a novel full planar field problem for stresses in two-
dimensions. By variational calculus we introduce the complete boundary value problems and their variational
forms, for which we subsequently prove well-posedness on the Hilbert space H 1

0 ⊗ Sym(d) via the Lax-Milgram
theorem and several original lemmas. Finally, we investigate the numerical stability of the formulations via
convergence estimates and spectral analysis, which leads us to present novel stabilised forms of the equations for
mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conditions. The novel equations introduced in this paper are summarised
in Appendix A.
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The numerical benchmarks in this work are computed using the open source software NGSolve1, such that
we rely on three- and two-dimensional conforming elements Lp(V ) ⊂ H 1(V ), and Lp(A) ⊂ H 1(A), constructed
via hierarchical Legendre polynomials [67].

1.1 Notation

The following notation is used throughout this work. Exception to these rules are made clear in the precise
context.

• Vectors are defined as bold lower-case letters v, ξ

• Second order tensors are denoted with bold capital letters T

• Fourth-order tensors are designated by the blackboard-bold format A

• We denote the Cartesian basis as {e1, e2, e3}

• Summation over indices follows the standard rule of repeating indices. Latin indices represent summation
over the full dimension, whereas Greek indices define summation over the co-dimension.

• The angle-brackets are used to define scalar products of arbitrary dimensions ⟨a, b⟩ = aibi, ⟨A, B⟩ =
AijBij

• The matrix product is used to indicate all partial-contractions between a higher-order and a lower-order
tensor Av = Aijvjei, AB = AijklBklei ⊗ ej

• The second-order identity tensor is defined via 1, such that 1v = v. Analogously, the fourth-order identity
tensor J yields JT = T

• Subsequently, we define various differential operators based on the Nabla-operator ∇ = ∂iei, which is
defined with respect to the dimension of the domain

• Volumes, surfaces and curves of the physical domain are identified via V , A and s, respectively.

• Tangent and normal vectors on the physical domain are designated by t and n, respectively.

We define the constant space of symmetric second order tensors as

Sym(d) = {T ∈ Rd×d | T = T T } . (1.1)

Its counterpart is the space of skew-symmetric tensors

so(d) = {T ∈ Rd×d | T = −T T } . (1.2)

Further, for our variational formulations we introduce the following Hilbert spaces and their respective norms

L2(V ) = {u : V → R | ∥u∥L2 <∞} , ∥u∥2L2 =

∫
V

u2 dV , (1.3a)

H 1(V ) = {u ∈ L2(V ) | ∇u ∈ [L2(V )]d} , ∥u∥2H 1 = ∥u∥2L2 + ∥∇u∥2L2 . (1.3b)

Hilbert spaces with vanishing traces are marked with a zero-subscript, for example H 1
0 (A). Scalar products

pertaining to the Hilbert spaces are indicated by a subscript on the angle-brackets

⟨u, v⟩L2 =

∫
V

⟨u, v⟩dV , (1.4)

where the domain is clear from context.
In the following we define various differential operators derived from the ∇-operator.

• The left-gradient is given via ∇, such that ∇λ = ∇⊗ λ

1www.ngsolve.org
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• The right-gradient is defied for vectors and higher order tensors via D, such that Dv = v ⊗∇

• The Hessian is given as the composite hessλ = D∇λ

• We define the vectorial divergence as divv = ⟨∇, v⟩

• The tensor divergence is given by DivT = T∇, implying a single contraction and acting row-wise

• The Laplacian is given via ∆λ = div∇λ for scalars and as ∆T = DivDT for higher order tensors

• The vectorial curl operator reads curlv = ∇× v

• For tensors the operator is given by CurlT = −T ×∇, acting row-wise

• The composite incompatibility operator reads IncT = curl CurlT = −∇× T ×∇

• In two dimensions the vectorial curl-operator induces the scalar operator ∇⊥λ = R∇λ and vectorial
operator rotv = div(Rv), with R = e1 ⊗ e2 − e2 ⊗ e1

• Analogously, the tensorial Curl-operator induces the vectorial operator D⊥v = (Dv)RT and the tensorial
operator RotT = Div(TRT ), acting row-wise

• Consequently, the composite incompatibility operator reduces to rotRotT for tensors and the Airy-
operator airy λ = D⊥∇⊥λ for scalars

Lastly, in this work we employ the standard algebraic operators

symT =
1

2
(T + T T ) , skwT =

1

2
(T − T T ) , trT = ⟨T , 1⟩ ,

volT =
1

d
(trT )1 , devT = T − volT , 1,T ∈ Rd×d , (1.5)

defining the symmetry, skew-symmetry, trace, volumetric and deviatoric operators on tensors. We generalise
the trace operator to higher order tensors with the notation

TrT = Tijkei⟨ej ⊗ ek, 1⟩ = Tijjei ∈ R , T ∈ Rd×d×d . (1.6)

For skew-symmetric tensors we also introduce the operators

a× v = (Antia)v = [axl(Antia)]× v ∈ R , (1.7)

where (Antia) ∈ so(3) ⊂ R3×3 maps the vector a ∈ R3 to its corresponding skew-symmetric tensor for an
equivalent form of the cross product given through a single contraction, and axl(Antia) = a ∈ R3 is the inverse
operator extracting the axial vector.

2 Linear elasticity

In this section we briefly recap the Navier-Cauchy equations of linear elasticity. These equations are subsequently
used in the derivation of the Beltrami-Michell equations.

2.1 Static equilibrium

The energy functional of linear elasticity with the linear strain measure ε = symDu is given by

I(u) =

∫
V

1

2
⟨symDu, C symDu⟩ − ⟨u, f⟩dV −

∫
AN

⟨u, µ⟩dA → min w.r.t. u , (2.1)

where u : V ⊂ R3 → R3 is the displacement field, C ∈ R3×3×3×3 is the tensor of material constants, f : V ⊂
R3 → R3 represents the body forces, and µ : AN ⊂ R2 → R3 are the tractions on the Neumann boundary AN ,
see Fig. 2.1. For a linear isotropic Saint Venant-Kirchhoff material the elasticity tensor reads
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x

y

n

f µV

AD

AN

Figure 2.1: The domain V ⊂ R3 with Dirichlet AD ⊂ R2 and Neumann AN ⊂ R2 boundaries under internal
body forces f and tractions µ with the outer normal vector n.

σ = C symDu , C =
E

1 + ν

[
J+

ν

1− 2ν
1⊗ 1

]
, (2.2)

where {E, ν} are Young’s modulus and the Poisson ratio, 1 : R3 → R3 is the second order identity tensor, and
J : R3×3 → R3×3 is the fourth order identity tensor. Variation of the energy functional with respect to the
displacement field yields∫

V

⟨symDδu, C symDu⟩dV =

∫
V

⟨δu, f⟩dV +

∫
AN

⟨δu, µ⟩dA ∀ δu ∈ [C∞(V )]3 . (2.3)

Applying partial integration leads to∫
∂V

⟨δu, (C symDu)n⟩dA−
∫
V

⟨δu, Div(C symDu)⟩dV =

∫
V

⟨δu, f⟩dV +

∫
AN

⟨δu, µ⟩dA ∀ δu ∈ [C∞(V )]3 ,

(2.4)

from which we extract the boundary value problem of linear elasticity in three dimensions

−Div(C symDu) = f in V , (2.5a)

(C symDu)n = µ on AN , (2.5b)

u = ũ on AD , (2.5c)

by splitting the boundary between Dirichlet and Neumann ∂V = AD ∪AN with AD ∩AN = ∅.

2.2 Planar static equilibrium

In the planar form of linear elasticity it is assumed that the displacement vector is a function solely of the
x− y-plane u = u(x, y) with relevant components only in the x- and y-directions u : A ⊂ R2 → R2. Under the
assumption of plane stress σi3 = σ3i = 0, the material tensor is adapted to

σ = C symDu , C =
E

1− ν2
[(1− ν)J+ ν1⊗ 1] ∈ R2×2×2×2 , (2.6)

where now J : R2×2×2×2 → R2×2×2×2 and 1 : R2×2 → R2×2. In the case of plane strain εi3 = ε3i = 0 with
ε = symDu, the material tensor has the same form as for the three-dimensional case, reduced to its planar
components C ∈ R2×2×2×2. Since in both cases the quadratic form ⟨symDu, σ⟩ = ⟨symDu, C symDu⟩ does
not produce energy for the out-of-plane components, the tensor fields of the strain and stress can be reduced
to symDu : A ⊂ R2 → Sym(2) and σ : A ⊂ R2 → Sym(2), where Sym(2) is the space of constant symmetric
second order tensors in R2×2. Further, the form of the boundary value problem remains the same as in three
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RM (V ) ↪→ [C∞(V )]3
symD

C∞(V )⊗ Sym(3)
Inc

C∞(V )⊗ Sym(3)
Div

[C∞(V )]3

Figure 2.2: The three-dimensional elasticity sequence. The space of rigid body motions is the kernel of the
symmetrised gradient operator ker(symD) = RM (V ), and the range of the latter is the kernel of the incompat-
ibility operator symD[C∞(V )]3 = ker(Inc). The range of the incompatibility operator is exactly the kernel of
the divergence operator Inc[C∞(V )⊗Sym(3)] = ker(Div) for symmetric tensors, and the range of the divergence
operator is a surjection onto the last space in the sequence Div[C∞(V )⊗ Sym(3)] = [C∞(V )]3.

dimensions

−Div(C symDu) = f in A , (2.7a)

(C symDu)n = µ on sN , (2.7b)

u = ũ on sD , (2.7c)

with an adjustment of the domain and boundary to ∂A = sD ∪ sN , and the body forces and tractions to
f : A ⊂ R2 → R2 and µ : sN ⊂ R → R2.

2.3 The Beltrami-Michell equations

The Beltrami-Michell equations reformulate isotropic linear elasticity purely in stresses. In order to derive the
Beltrami-Michell equations we introduce the compliance tensor for the inverse stress-strain relation

symDu = Aσ , A = C−1 =
1

E
[(1 + ν)J− ν1⊗ 1] . (2.8)

With the strong form of equilibrium and constitutive relation in strain-form

−Divσ = f in V , (2.9a)

Aσ − symDu = 0 in V , (2.9b)

the two-field problem of displacement and stresses as per the Hellinger-Reissner principle [61] is obtained. In
order to construct a problem purely in σ, one starts from the Saint-Venant compatibility condition

Inc ε = curl Curl ε = 0 ∀ ε ∈ symD[C∞(V )]3 , (2.10)

which asserts that the strain tensor ε is the symmetric part of the gradient of some vector field on contractible
domains by the exact sequence property of the elasticity complex [15, 16, 45, 46], see Fig. 2.2. Note that the
compatibility condition does not identify the underlying vector field uniquely since Inc(symDu) = Inc[symD(u+
v)] = 0 for any pair {u,v} ∈ [C∞(V )]3 [5]. Consequently, the equation of static equilibrium is paramount to
determine a unique solution field in the domain V . The field equations are now given by

−Divσ = f in V , (2.11a)

Inc(Aσ) = 0 in V . (2.11b)

The three-dimensional compliance relation Aσ can be expanded into

Aσ =
1

E
[(1 + ν)σ − (ν trσ)1] . (2.12)

Since the incompatibility equation is zero on the right-hand-side, for a medium composed of a single isotropic
material we can multiply the equation with Young’s modulus E and divide it by (1 + ν) before inserting the
compliance relation

E

1 + ν
Inc(Aσ) = Incσ − ν

1 + ν
Inc[(trσ)1] = 0 . (2.13)

6



R ↪→ C∞(V )
∇

[C∞(V )]3
curl

[C∞(V )]3
div

C∞(V )

Figure 2.3: The three-dimensional de Rham sequence. The space of constants is the kernel of the gradient
operator R = ker(∇), and the range of the latter is the kernel of the curl operator ∇C∞(V ) = ker(curl). The
range of the curl operator is exactly the kernel of the divergence operator curl[C∞(V )]3 = ker(div), of which
the range is a surjection onto the last space div[C∞(V )]3 = C∞(V ).

The application of the incompatibility operator [35] on a symmetric tensor can be expressed as

Incσ = 2 sym(DDivσ)−∆σ − hess(trσ) + [∆ trσ − divDivσ]1 , (2.14)

as per the Schaefer-Kröner formula [30,53]. For a volumetric tensor such as (trσ)1 the result simplifies [32] to

Inc[(trσ)1] = (∆ trσ)1− hess(trσ) . (2.15)

Inserting the latter two identities into Eq. (2.13) yields

−∆σ − 1

1 + ν
hess(trσ) +

1

1 + ν
(∆ trσ)1− (divDivσ)1+ 2 symDDivσ = 0 , (2.16)

where we can now directly insert the static equilibrium equation Eq. (2.11a) to find

−∆σ − 1

1 + ν
hess(trσ) +

1

1 + ν
(∆ trσ)1 = 2 symDf − (div f)1 . (2.17)

The equation can be further simplified by observing that the first invariant of the vanishing field Inc(Aσ) = 0
must also vanish tr[Inc(Aσ)] = 0. With

tr(Incσ) = ∆ trσ − divDivσ , (2.18a)

tr(Inc[(trσ)1]) = 2∆ trσ , (2.18b)

the first invariant leads to

(1− ν)∆ trσ − (1 + ν) divDivσ = 0 . (2.19)

With the latter identity at hand we can eliminate ∆ trσ in Eq. (2.17) and retrieve the classical form of the
Beltrami-Michell field equation

−∆σ − 1

1 + ν
hess(trσ) = 2 symDf +

ν

1− ν
(div f)1 in V . (2.20)

Clearly, the Beltrami-Michell equations introduce the problem of finding meaningful stress fields for certain
force fields f . In fact, we can characterise cases for which F (f) = 2 symDf + ν/(1− ν)(div f)1 vanishes, leaving
no right-hand side F (f) = 0.

Remark 2.1 (Vanishing right-hand side)
Let the body forces f be in the polynomial space of rigid body motions, there holds

F (f) = 0 ∀ f ∈ RM (V ) = R3 ⊕ R3 × x , x = xe1 + ye2 + ze3 , (2.21)

asserting that the right-hand side of the Beltrami-Michell equation vanishes. This is clear since the overlap of
the kernel of the divergence operator ker(div) = range(curl) and the symmetrised gradient operator ker(symD) =
RM (V ) is the space of rigid body motions ker(div) ∩ ker(symD) = RM (V ). The respective characterisations
are given by the exact de Rham sequence [18,44] in Fig. 2.3 and the elasticity sequence in Fig. 2.2.
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RM (A) ↪→ [C∞(A)]2
symD

C∞(A)⊗ Sym(2)
rotRot

C∞(A)

P1(A) ↪→ C∞(A)
airy

C∞(A)⊗ Sym(2)
Div

[C∞(A)]2

Figure 2.4: Two planar elasticity sequences derived from the reduction of the incompatibility operator.
For two-dimensional tensors, the incompatibility operator turns into the rotRot-operator and for scalars
into the airy operator. In the first sequence the two-dimensional space of rigid body motions is the ker-
nel of the symD-operator RM (A) = ker(symD), of which the range is the kernel of the rotRot-operator
symD[C∞(A)]2 = ker(rotRot). Finally, the rotRot-operator yields a surjection onto the last space in the se-
quence rotRot[C∞(A)⊗ Sym(2)] = C∞(A). In the second sequence the kernel of the airy-operator is given by
the linear polynomial space P1(A) = ker(airy), and the airy-operator maps the kernel the divergence operator
for symmetric tensors airyC∞(A) = ker(Div). Lastly, the divergence yields a surjection onto the last space in
the sequence Div[C∞(A)⊗ Sym(2)] = [C∞(A)]2.

2.4 The Beltrami stress function

Under the assumption of vanishing body forces in the domain f = 0, the stress field σ must clearly belong to
the null space ker(Div), thus satisfying static equilibrium a priori Divσ = 0. By the exact elasticity sequence
there holds

∀σ ∈ [C∞(V )⊗ Sym(3)] ∩ ker(Div) ∃Σ ∈ C∞(V )⊗ Sym(3) : σ = IncΣ , (2.22)

on contractible domains as per Fig. 2.2. Consequently, we can insert the tensorial potential IncΣ into the
Beltrami-Michell equations to find

−∆[∆Σ− 2 symDdivΣ− (∆ trΣ− divDivΣ)1]− 1

1 + ν
hess(ν∆trΣ+ divDivΣ) = 0 , (2.23)

which is a fourth-order partial differential equation with Σ being the Beltrami stress function.

Remark 2.2 (Specialised stress functions)
We note that the Maxwell stress function Σ = Σ1e1⊗e1+Σ2e2⊗e2+Σ3e3⊗e3 and the Morera stress function
Σ = Σ12e1 ⊗ e2 + Σ13e1 ⊗ e3 + Σ23e2 ⊗ e3 are specialised forms of the general Beltrami stress function [52],
limiting the number of independent terms in the Beltrami stress tensor.

2.5 The planar Beltrami-Michell equations

In two dimensions the compatibility condition is given by the operator rotRot ε = 0, and the equilibrium
equation is simply adapted to a two-dimensional plane

−Divσ = f in A , (2.24)

where σ : A→ R2×2 and f : A→ R2. The out-of-plane strain can be retrieved with the classical relation ε33 =
−(ν/E) trσ. The case of plane stress follows analogously to the three-dimensional case since the compliance
relation is the same, adjusted to two-dimensions A = (1/E)[(1 + ν)J − ν1 ⊗ 1] ∈ R2×2×2×2. For a symmetric
tensor there holds

rotRot ε = ∆tr ε− divDiv ε = 0 ∀ ε ∈ symD[C∞(A)]2 , (2.25)

as per the two-dimensional elasticity complex, Fig. 2.4. Applying the latter to Aσ yields

E

1 + ν
rotRot(Aσ) =

1

1 + ν
∆trσ − divDivσ = 0 , (2.26)

since rotRot[(trσ)1] = ∆ trσ. Now inserting Eq. (2.24) results in the two-dimensional field equations

− 1

1 + ν
∆trσ = div f in A . (2.27)

8



R ↪→ C∞(A)
∇⊥

[C∞(A)]2
div

C∞(A)

Figure 2.5: One of two possible two-dimensional de Rham sequences derived by the reduction of the curl operator
to two dimensions. The space of constants is the kernel of the rotated gradient operator R = ker(∇⊥), and the
range of the latter is the kernel of the divergence operator ∇⊥C∞(A) = ker(div). The range of the divergence
operator is a surjection onto the last space div[C∞(A)]2 = C∞(A).

In the case of plane strain one assumes zero out-of-plane strains, such that the compliance equation reads

ε = Aσ =
1 + ν

E
[σ − (ν trσ)1] , A =

1 + ν

E
[J− ν1⊗ 1] , (2.28)

for the in-plane components of the stain tensor. The out-of-plane stress can be recovered via σ33 = λ tr(symDu) =
λ divu , with the Lamé constant λ = Eν/[(1 + ν)(1− 2ν)], but does not produce energy. Consequently, we find
for the compatibility

E

1 + ν
rotRot(Aσ) = (1− ν)∆ trσ − divDivσ = 0 , (2.29)

which by incorporating static equilibrium results in the field equation

−(1− ν)∆ trσ = div f in A . (2.30)

Remark 2.3 (Vanishing planar right-hand side)
For both plane stress and plane strain, the right-hand side of the equations is given by the divergence of the body
forces div f . Consequently, solenoidal force fields f = ∇⊥f are not captured by the equations since ker(div) =
range(∇⊥) in two dimensions by the exact de Rham complex as per Fig. 2.5.

2.6 The Airy function

In the special case where in the two-dimensional Beltrami-Michell equations no body forces occur in the domain
A, the field equations simplify to

Divσ = 0 in A , (2.31a)

∆ trσ = 0 in A . (2.31b)

By the exact two-dimensional elasticity complex [10,61] there holds

∃ ς ∈ C∞(A) : σ = airy ς ∀σ ∈ [C∞(A)⊗ Sym(2)] ∩ ker(Div) , (2.32)

on contractible domains as per Fig. 2.4, where the airy operator reads

airy ς = D⊥∇⊥ς . (2.33)

Consequently, we can insert the scalar potential ς into the two-dimensional Beltrami-Michell equations to find
the biharmonic field equation

∆∆ς = 0 in A , (2.34)

since tr(airy ς) = ∆ς. In this context ς is called the Airy-stress function.

3 Symmetrised stress formulation of isotropic linear elasticity

The Beltrami-Michell equation in its classical form in Eq. (2.20) does not lend itself to the construction of
a symmetric bilinear form. The reason lies in the occurrence of the Hessian of the trace of the stress tensor
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hess(trσ), which does not yield a symmetric bilinear form after testing and partial integration. Fortunately,
the field equation of static equilibrium can be reformulated into

− 1

1 + ν
(divDivσ)1 =

1

1 + ν
(div f)1 , (3.1)

by taking the divergence of both sides and multiplying with the constant tensor [1/(1+ ν)]1. Now, adding this
zero-sum term to Eq. (2.20) yields

−∆σ − 1

1 + ν
[hess(trσ) + (divDivσ)1] = 2 symDf +

1 + ν2

1− ν2
(div f)1 , (3.2)

which does lend itself to a symmetric bilinear form. We apply the test function τ ∈ C∞(V )⊗ Sym(3) to find∫
V

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ 1

1 + ν
[⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩] dV =

∫
V

2⟨τ , symDf⟩+ 1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨tr τ , div f⟩dV

+

∫
∂V

⟨τ , (Dσ)n⟩+ 1

1 + ν
[⟨τ , (∇ trσ)⊗ n⟩+ (tr τ )⟨Divσ, n⟩] dA ∀ τ ∈ C∞(V )⊗ Sym(3) , (3.3)

by partial integration. Thus, we extract the Neumann boundary term

κ = (Dσ)n+
1

1 + ν
[(∇ trσ)⊗ n+ ⟨Divσ, n⟩1] , (3.4)

by splitting the boundary between Dirichlet and Neumann ∂V = AD ∪AN , such that AD ∩AN = ∅.

Definition 3.1 (The pure stress boundary value problem for solids I)
The field equations and boundary conditions of the novel three-dimensional stress boundary value problem
read

−∆σ − 1

1 + ν
[hess(trσ) + (divDivσ)1] = 2 symDf +

1 + ν2

1− ν2
(div f)1 in V , (3.5a)

(Dσ)n+
1

1 + ν
[∇ trσ ⊗ n− ⟨f , n⟩1] = κ on AN , (3.5b)

σ = σ̃ on AD . (3.5c)

where κ is a mixed measure of equilibrium and compatibility on the Neumann boundary where we applied
Divσ = −f .

We observe that continuous constant force fields f ∈ R3 over the domain are captured by the Dirichlet and
partially by the Neumann boundary conditions. We can now state the variational form.

Definition 3.2 (Variational form of the pure stress problem I)
The weak formulation of the boundary value problem of linear elasticity written purely in stresses reads∫

V

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ 1

1 + ν
[⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩] dV =

∫
AN

⟨τ , κ⟩dA (3.6)

+

∫
V

2⟨τ , symDf⟩+ 1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨tr τ , div f⟩dV ∀ τ ∈ C∞

AD
(V )⊗ Sym(3) ,

and yields a fully symmetric left-hand side. Here τ is assumed to be compatible with the Dirichlet boundary.

Clearly, it can be derived from the variation of a functional.
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Definition 3.3 (Variational functional in pure stresses I)
The weak formulation of the new boundary value problem can directly constructed as the variation of the
functional

I(σ) =

∫
V

1

2
∥Dσ∥2 + 1

1 + ν
⟨Divσ, ∇ trσ⟩ − 2⟨σ, symDf⟩ − 1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨trσ, div f⟩dV −

∫
AN

⟨σ, κ⟩dA ,

(3.7)

with respect to the stress tensor σ.

3.1 Existence and uniqueness

From the weak form in Eq. (3.6) we extract the bilinear and linear forms

a(τ ,σ) =

∫
V

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ χ[⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩] dV , (3.8a)

l(τ ) =

∫
V

2⟨τ , symDf⟩+ 1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨tr τ , div f⟩dV , (3.8b)

with the material parameter χ = 1/(1 + ν) ∈ [2/3, 1], given by the Poisson ratio ν ∈ [0, 1/2]. In order to show
existence and uniqueness we first derive some preliminary results.

Lemma 3.1 (Upper bound of ∥Dσ∥L2)
Let σ ∈ H 1

0 (V )⊗ Sym(3) for all ϵ > 0 there holds

∥Dσ∥2L2 ≤ max

{
2 + ϵ, 1 +

1

ϵ

}
(∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2 + ∥symCurlσ∥2L2) ∀σ ∈ H 1

0 (V )⊗ Sym(3) . (3.9)

Proof. Starting with Eq. (2.14), we reformulate the differential identity to

∆σ = 2 sym(DDivσ)− hess(trσ) + [∆ trσ − divDivσ]1− Incσ . (3.10)

Now, testing the equation with −σ ∈ H 1
0 (V )⊗ Sym(3) and integrating by parts yields

∥Dσ∥2L2 = 2∥Divσ∥2L2 − 2⟨Divσ, ∇ trσ⟩L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2 + ⟨σ, Incσ⟩L2 ∀σ ∈ H 1
0 (V )⊗ Sym(3) , (3.11)

in the distributional sense. For the incompatibility of the stress tensor Incσ = curl Curlσ we observe

⟨σ, curl Curlσ⟩L2 = ⟨curlσ, Curlσ⟩L2 = ⟨(Curlσ)T , Curlσ⟩L2 = ∥symCurlσ∥2L2 − ∥skwCurlσ∥2L2 , (3.12)

where we algebraically decomposed (Curlσ)T and Curlσ into their symmetric and skew-symmetric parts. Using
the latter we find the upper bound

∥Dσ∥2L2 = 2∥Divσ∥2L2 − 2⟨Divσ, ∇ trσ⟩L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2 + ∥symCurlσ∥2L2 − ∥skwCurlσ∥2L2

Y
≤ (2 + ϵ)∥Divσ∥2L2 +

(
1 +

1

ϵ

)
∥∇ trσ∥2L2 + ∥symCurlσ∥2L2 − ∥skwCurlσ∥2L2 (3.13)

≤ max

{
2 + ϵ, 1 +

1

ϵ

}
(∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2 + ∥symCurlσ∥2L2) ∀σ ∈ H 1

0 (V )⊗ Sym(3) ,

where we applied Young’s inequality2 and dropped the negative term −∥skwCurlσ∥2L2 .

The properties of the symCurl-operator along with its corresponding bounds can be found in [22,23,32–34,
37,38,62].

We also require an upper bound for the skew symmetric curl of the stress tensor.

2Young’s inequality: ⟨x, y⟩ ≤ ∥x∥2
2ϵ

+
ϵ∥y∥2

2
∀ ϵ > 0 .
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Lemma 3.2 (Upper bound of ∥skwCurlσ∥)
Let σ ∈ H 1

0 (V )× Sym(3), then there holds the upper bound

∥skwCurlσ∥2L2 ≤ 1 + ϵ

2
∥Divσ∥2L2 +

1 + ϵ

2ϵ
∥∇ trσ∥2L2 ∀σ ∈ H 1(V )⊗ Sym(3) , (3.14)

for all constant ϵ > 0.

Proof. The norm of the skew-symmetric part of the Curl of the stress tensor can be reformulated into

∥skwCurlσ∥L2 = sup
τ∈L2⊗R3×3

⟨τ , skwCurlσ⟩L2

∥τ∥L2

= sup
τ∈L2⊗R3×3

⟨Curl(skw τ ), σ⟩H−1×H 1

∥τ∥L2

= sup
τ∈L2⊗R3×3

⟨(div axl skw τ )1− (D axl skw τ )T , σ⟩H−1×H 1

∥τ∥L2

= sup
τ∈L2⊗R3×3

⟨(div axl skw τ )1− sym(Daxl skw τ ), σ⟩H−1×H 1

∥τ∥L2

= sup
τ∈L2⊗R3×3

⟨axl skw τ , Divσ −∇ trσ⟩L2

∥τ∥L2

= sup
τ∈L2⊗R3×3

⟨τ , Anti(Divσ −∇ trσ)⟩L2

2∥τ∥L2

=
1

2
∥Anti(Divσ −∇ trσ)∥L2

=
1√
2
∥Divσ −∇ trσ∥L2 ∀σ ∈ H 1

0 (V )⊗ Sym(3) , (3.15)

where H−1(V ) is the dual space of H 1
0 (V ) and ⟨·, ·⟩H−1×H 1 is the dual product. In the derivation we used [32]

the algebraic identity CurlA = (div axlA)1 − (D axlA)T and the relation ⟨axlA, axlA⟩ = (1/2)⟨A, A⟩ for
some skew-symmetric tensor A, as well as the symmetry of σ. In fact, by the estimate we derive the following
algebraic identity

skwCurlσ =
1

2
Anti(Divσ −∇ trσ) ∀σ ∈ C∞(V )⊗ Sym(3) , (3.16)

which holds in general for symmetric tensors σ = σT . Employing the latter we find

∥skwCurlσ∥2L2 =
1

2
∥Divσ −∇ trσ∥2L2

T
≤ 1

2
(∥Divσ∥L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥L2)2

=
1

2
(∥Divσ∥2L2 + 2∥Divσ∥L2∥∇ trσ∥L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2)

Y
≤ 1 + ϵ

2
∥Divσ∥2L2 +

1 + ϵ

2ϵ
∥∇ trσ∥2L2 ∀σ ∈ H 1(V )⊗ Sym(3) , (3.17)

where we used the triangle3 inequality and Young’s inequality.

With the latter bounds at hand we can show well-posedness of the three-dimensional problem.

Theorem 3.1 (Existence and uniqueness in three dimensions)
Let the Poisson ratio be ν ∈ [0, 1/2] such that χ = 1/(1 + ν) ∈ [2/3, 1], then the problem

a(τ ,σ) = l(τ ) ∀ τ ∈ X0(V ) , (3.18)

3Triangle inequality: ∥x+ y∥ ≤ ∥x∥+ ∥y∥ .
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where the bilinear and linear forms are according to Eq. (6.10), and the space X0(V ) is given by

X0(V ) = H 1
0 (V )⊗ Sym(3) , ∥σ∥2X = ∥σ∥2H 1 = ∥σ∥2L2 + ∥Dσ∥2L2 , (3.19)

has a unique solution σ ∈ X0(V ) for every right-hand side with the stability estimate

∥σ∥X ≤ 1

β
∥l∥X ′ , (3.20)

where β = β(ν) > 0 is the coercivity constant and ∥·∥X ′ is the dual norm with respect to X0(V ).

Proof. The proof follows by the Lax-Milgram theorem, where we neglect Neumann boundary conditions. The
continuity of the linear form is obvious. For the bilinear form we first observe that there holds

∥∇ trσ∥L2 = ∥Tr(∇⊗ σ)∥L2

CS
≤ ∥Tr∥∗∥∇ ⊗ σ∥L2 =

√
3∥Dσ∥L2 ,

∥Divσ∥L2 = ∥TrDσ∥L2

CS
≤ ∥Tr∥∗∥Dσ∥L2 =

√
3∥Dσ∥L2 , (3.21)

which follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality4 with the operator norm ∥Tr∥∗ = ∥1∥ =
√
3. Thus, we find

a(τ ,σ) = ⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩L2 + χ[⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩L2 + ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩L2 ]

CS
≤ ∥Dτ∥L2∥Dσ∥L2 + χ(∥Div τ∥L2∥∇ trσ∥L2 + ∥∇ tr τ∥L2∥Divσ∥L2)
∗
≤ ∥Dτ∥L2∥Dσ∥L2 + 6χ∥Dτ∥L2∥Dσ∥L2

≤ (1 + 6χ)∥τ∥X ∥σ∥X ∀ τ ,σ ∈ X (V ) , (3.22)

where we applied the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the operator bounds. In order to show coercivity we
reformulate Eq. (3.11) into

2⟨Divσ, ∇ trσ⟩L2 = 2∥Divσ∥2L2 − ∥Dσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2 + ∥symCurlσ∥2L2 − ∥skwCurlσ∥2L2 ∀σ ∈ X0(V ) .
(3.23)

Now, for the bilinear form we find

a(σ,σ) = ∥Dσ∥2L2 + 2χ⟨Divσ, ∇ trσ⟩L2

= (1− χ)∥Dσ∥2L2 + 2χ∥Divσ∥2L2 + χ∥∇ trσ∥2L2 + χ∥symCurlσ∥2L2 − χ∥skwCurlσ∥2L2

∗
≥ (1− χ)∥Dσ∥2L2 +

(3− ϵ)χ

2
∥Divσ∥2L2 +

(ϵ− 1)χ

2ϵ
∥∇ trσ∥2L2 + χ∥symCurlσ∥2L2

≥ (1− χ)∥Dσ∥2L2 + χmin

{
3− ϵ

2
, 1,

ϵ− 1

2ϵ

}
(∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥symCurlσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2)

⋆
≥ (1− χ)∥Dσ∥2L2 +

χ

3
min

{
3− ϵ

2
, 1,

ϵ− 1

2ϵ

}
∥Dσ∥2L2

PF
≥ 1

1 + c2F

[
(1− χ) +

χ

3
min

{
3− ϵ

2
, 1,

ϵ− 1

2ϵ

}]
∥σ∥2X ∀σ ∈ X0(V ) , (3.24)

where we used the upper bound of ∥skwCurlσ∥2L2 from Lemma 3.2 in ∗, the upper bound of ∥Dσ∥2L2 from
Lemma 3.1 in ⋆ with ϵ = 1, and finally applied the Poincaré-Friedrich inequality5. The inequality holds for the
complete range of χ ∈ [2/3, 1] with 1 ≤ ϵ ≤ 3, since even for χ = 1 we can set 1 < ϵ < 3, such that the gradient
of the stress tensor ∥Dσ∥2L2 does not vanish.

4Cauchy-Schwarz inequality: ⟨x, y⟩ ≤ ∥x∥∥y∥ .
5Poincaré-Friedrich inequality: ∃ cF > 0 : ∥x∥L2 ≤ cF ∥∇x∥L2 ∀x ∈ H 1

0 (V ) , such that cF depends only on the domain
V ⊆ R3 and its boundary ∂V .
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Corollary 3.1 (Well-posedness of the three-dimensional Beltrami-Michell equations)
From the proof of Theorem 3.1 we automatically get that the variational formulation of the original Beltrami-
Michell equations in Eq. (2.20) is also well-posed for σ ∈ X0(V ). The bilinear form is simply

a(τ ,σ) =

∫
V

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ χ⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩dV , (3.25)

such that continuity and coercivity follow the same lines of our proof simply with χ instead of 2χ. However, this
bilinear form is non-symmetric, making computational approaches to its solution far less efficient.

4 Novel stress formulation of planar isotropic linear elasticity

From Eq. (2.27) and Eq. (2.30) it is clear that the planar Beltrami-Michell equations characterise only the mean
stress σm = (1/2) trσ, related to the first invariant of the stress tensor. However, we can derive from static
equilibrium

−ψ sym(DDivσ) = ψ symDf , (4.1)

with some constant ψ > 0. Now, multiplying either Eq. (2.27) or Eq. (2.30) with the two-dimensional identity
tensor 1 and adding the symmetrised gradient of static equilibrium to it yields the field equations

−ψ sym(DDivσ)− 1

1 + ν
(∆ trσ)1 = ψ symDf + (div f)1 , (4.2a)

−ψ sym(DDivσ)− [(1− ν)∆ trσ]1 = ψ symDf + (div f)1 . (4.2b)

The right-hand side now clearly vanishes for body forces f in the space of rigid body motions

RM (A) = R2 ⊕Rx = ker(symD) ∩ ker(div) ⊂ ker(div) , R =

[
0 1
−1 0

]
, x = xe1 + xe2 , (4.3)

analogously to the three-dimensional case. By respectively defining the constant χ = 1/(1+ ν) or χ = 1− ν for
plane stress or plane strain, we can denote either problem with the single equation

−ψ sym(DDivσ)− (χ∆trσ)1 = ψ symDf + (div f)1 . (4.4)

We apply the test function τ ∈ C∞(A)⊗ Sym(2) and integrate by parts to find∫
A

ψ⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩+ χ⟨∇ tr τ , ∇ trσ⟩dA

=

∫
∂A

ψ⟨τ , Divσ ⊗ n⟩+ χ tr τ ⟨∇ trσ, n⟩ds (4.5)

+

∫
A

ψ⟨τ , symDf⟩+ ⟨tr τ , div f⟩dA ∀ τ ∈ C∞(A)⊗ Sym(2) .

We split the boundary between Dirichlet and Neumann ∂A = sD ∪ sN with sD ∩ sN = ∅ to finally derive the
new equations and boundary conditions, where we apply Divσ = −f for the Neumann boundary.

Definition 4.1 (Pure stress planar boundary value problem I)
Let χ = 1/(1 + ν) or χ = 1− ν for plane stress or plane strain, respectively, the complete boundary value
problem reads

−ψ sym(DDivσ)− (χ∆trσ)1 = ψ symDf + (div f)1 in A , (4.6a)

χ⟨∇ trσ, n⟩1− ψ(f ⊗ n) = κ on sN , (4.6b)

σ = σ̃ on sD . (4.6c)

With the boundary conditions at hand, we can construct the variational form of Definition 4.1.
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Definition 4.2 (Pure stress planar variational form I)
The variational form reads∫

A

ψ⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩+ χ⟨∇ tr τ , ∇ trσ⟩dA =

∫
A

ψ⟨τ , symDf⟩+ ⟨tr τ , div f⟩dA (4.7)

+

∫
sN

⟨τ , κ⟩ds ∀ τ ∈ C∞
sD (A)⊗ Sym(2) ,

with ψ > 0 and χ = 1/(1 + ν) or χ = 1− ν, for plane-stress or plane stain, respectively.

The latter can clearly be derived from a variation functional.

Definition 4.3 (Planar variation functional in pure stresses I)
The weak formulation of the new boundary value problem can directly constructed as the variation of the
functional

I(σ) =

∫
A

ψ

2
∥Divσ∥2 + χ

2
∥∇ trσ∥2 − ψ⟨τ , symDf⟩ − ⟨tr τ , div f⟩dA−

∫
sN

⟨σ, τ ⟩ds , (4.8)

with ψ > 0 and χ = 1/(1 + ν) or χ = 1− ν, for plane-stress or plane stain, respectively.

In the planar case we have σ : A ⊂ R2 → Sym(2), such that the stress tensor is a function of the x− y-plane
σ = σ(x, y). Consequently, we find

Inc σ̂ = (∆ tr σ̂ − divDiv σ̂)e3 ⊗ e3 , (4.9)

where σ̂ ∈ C∞(A) ⊗ Sym(3) is the three dimensional insertion of the two-dimensional tensor σ ∈ C∞(A) ⊗
Sym(2) into a three-dimensional tensor σ̂αβ = σαβ with zeroes in the out-of-plane direction σ̂i3 = σ̂3i = 0. Due
to the latter Eq. (2.16) reduces to

∆σ = 2 sym(DDivσ)− hess(trσ) + [∆ trσ − divDivσ]1 , (4.10)

being a new identity for the Laplacian of a symmetric two-dimensional tensor field. We can reformulate the
identity into

− sym(DDivσ)− (∆ trσ)1 = sym(DDivσ)−∆σ − hess(trσ)− (divDivσ)1 . (4.11)

Now, let ψ = χ, then we find for the left-hand side of Eq. (4.4)

−χ sym(DDivσ)− (χ∆trσ)1 = χ[sym(DDivσ)−∆σ − hess(trσ)− (divDivσ)1]

= χ[− symDf −∆σ − hess(trσ)− (divDivσ)1] . (4.12)

Thus, we derive a new equivalent form for the planar equations

−∆σ − hess(trσ)− (divDivσ)1 = 2 symDf +
1

χ
(div f)1 , (4.13)

by dividing the entire equation by χ. Clearly, the new form is extremely similar to our symmetrised formulation
in Eq. (3.2) of the three-dimensional problem. However, it leads to a more involved bilinear form.

4.1 Existence and uniqueness in the planar case

We extract the bilinear and linear forms of the planar problem from Eq. (4.7)

a(τ ,σ) =

∫
A

ψ⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩+ χ⟨∇ tr τ , ∇ trσ⟩dA , (4.14a)

l(τ ) =

∫
A

ψ⟨τ , symDf⟩+ ⟨tr τ , div f⟩dA . (4.14b)

As a preparatory step we introduce a new norm equivalence.
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Lemma 4.1 (Norm equivalence for ∥Dσ∥L2)
Let σ ∈ H 1

0 (A)⊗ Sym(2), then there holds

∃ c1, c2 > 0 : c1(∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2) ≤ ∥Dσ∥2L2 ≤ c2(∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2) ∀σ ∈ H 1
0 (A)⊗ Sym(2) ,

(4.15)

with

c1 = min

{
2− ϵ, 1− 1

ϵ

}
, c2 = max

{
2 + ϵ, 1 +

1

ϵ

}
, (4.16)

where ϵ > 0.

Proof. Starting with Eq. (4.10), we test with −σ ∈ H 1
0 (A)⊗ Sym(2) and integrate by parts to find

∥Dσ∥2L2 = 2∥Divσ∥2L2 − 2⟨Divσ, ∇ trσ⟩L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2 ∀σ ∈ H 1
0 (A)⊗ Sym(2) . (4.17)

Now, applying Young’s inequality to find an upper bound yields

∥Dσ∥2L2

Y
≤ (2 + ϵ)∥Divσ∥2L2 +

(
1 +

1

ϵ

)
∥∇ trσ∥2L2

≤ max

{
2 + ϵ, 1 +

1

ϵ

}
(∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2) ∀σ ∈ H 1

0 (A)⊗ Sym(2) , (4.18)

which is satisfied for any ϵ > 0. Alternatively, we find the lower bound via the negative Young’s inequality

∥Dσ∥2L2

Y
≥ (2− ϵ)∥Divσ∥2L2 +

(
1− 1

ϵ

)
∥∇ trσ∥2L2

≥ min

{
2− ϵ, 1− 1

ϵ

}
(∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2) ∀σ ∈ H 1

0 (A)⊗ Sym(2) , (4.19)

which holds for 1 < ϵ < 2.

Corollary 4.1 (Norm equivalence for ∥σ∥H 1)
From Lemma 4.1 we automatically derive

c1(∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2) ≤ ∥σ∥2H 1 ≤ c2(1 + c2F )(∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2) ∀σ ∈ H 1
0 (A)⊗ Sym(2) , (4.20)

by using ∥Dσ∥2L2 ≤ ∥σ∥2L2 + ∥Dσ∥2L2 and the Poincaré-Friedrich inequality.

With the norm equivalence at hand, we can directly show well-posedness.

Theorem 4.1 (Well-posedness of the planar forms)
Let the Poisson ratio be ν ∈ [0, 1/2] such that χ ∈ [2/3, 1] or χ ∈ [1/2, 1] and ψ > 0, then the problem

a(τ ,σ) = l(τ ) ∀ τ ∈ Y0(A) = H 1
0 (A)⊗ Sym(2) , (4.21)

where the bilinear and linear forms are given in Eq. (4.14), has a unique solution σ ∈ Y0(A) for every right-hand
side with the stability estimate

∥σ∥Y ≤ 1

β
∥f∥Y ′ , (4.22)

where β = β(ψ, χ) > 0 is the coercivity constant and ∥·∥Y ′ is the dual norm with respect to Y0(A).

Proof. We assume a vanishing Neumann boundary. The continuity of the linear form is obvious. For the bilinear
form we first observe

∥∇ trσ∥L2 = ∥Tr(∇⊗ σ)∥L2

CS
≤ ∥Tr∥∗∥∇ ⊗ σ∥L2 =

√
2∥Dσ∥L2 ,

∥Divσ∥L2 = ∥TrDσ∥L2

CS
≤ ∥Tr∥∗∥Dσ∥L2 =

√
2∥Dσ∥L2 , (4.23)
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which follows by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with ∥Tr∥∗ = ∥1∥ =
√
2 since 1 ∈ R2×2 in the two-dimensional

case. Now, the continuity of bilinear form is given due to

a(τ ,σ) = ψ⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩L2 + χ⟨∇ tr τ , ∇ trσ⟩L2

CS
≤ ψ∥Div τ∥L2∥Divσ∥L2 + χ∥∇ tr τ∥L2∥∇ trσ∥L2

∗
≤ 2ψ∥Dτ∥L2∥Dσ∥L2 + 2χ∥Dτ∥L2∥Dσ∥L2

≤ 2(ψ + χ)∥Dτ∥Y ∥Dσ∥Y ∀σ ∈ Y0(A) , (4.24)

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Eq. (4.23) in ∗. For the coercivity we find

a(σ,σ) = ψ∥Divσ∥2L2 + χ∥∇ trσ∥2L2

≥ min{ψ, χ}(∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2)
∗
≥ 1

3
min{ψ, χ}∥Dσ∥2L2

PF
≥ 1

3(1 + c2F )
min{ψ, χ}∥σ∥2Y ∀σ ∈ Y0(A) , (4.25)

where we used the norm equivalence from Lemma 4.1 with ϵ = 1 in ∗, and then applied the Poincaré-Friedrich
inequality.

Remark 4.1 (Vanishing ψ-constant)
Note that the proof fails for ψ = 0, emphasising that the original planar Beltrami-Michell equation is insufficient
in order to fully characterise the stress tensor σ.

Corollary 4.2 (Well-posedness of the alternative planar form)
For ψ = χ the bilinear form given by partial integration of Eq. (4.13)

a(τ ,σ) =

∫
A

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ ⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩dA , (4.26)

is coercive. The proof follows the same lines as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, since for coercivity we have

a(σ,σ) = ∥Dσ∥2L2 + 2⟨Divσ, ∇ trσ⟩L2 = 2∥Divσ∥2L2 + ∥∇ trσ∥2L2 ∀σ ∈ Y0(A) , (4.27)

due to Eq. (4.17).

5 Discrete variational formulations

The well-posedness of the three-dimensional and planar formulations is proven by the Lax-Milgram theorem,
such that any conforming discretisation is automatically well-posed. Consequently, we directly obtain the
quasi-best approximation via Cea’s lemma.

Theorem 5.1 (Quasi-best approximation)
Let σ ∈ X (V ) or σ ∈ Y (A) be the exact solution and σh ∈ X h(V ) ⊂ X (V ) or σh ∈ Y h(V ) ⊂ Y (V ) be the
approximate solution, respectively, then there holds

∥σ − σh∥X ≤ α

β
inf

τ∈Xh
∥σ − τ∥X , ∥σ − σh∥Y ≤ α

β
inf

τ∈Y h
∥σ − τ∥Y , (5.1)

where α and β are the continuity and coercivity constants, respectively.

Since Cea’s lemma is satisfied, the a priori error estimates follow from standard interpolation errors.

17



Theorem 5.2 (Convergence estimates)
Let σ ∈ X (V ) or σ ∈ Y (A) be the exact solution and σh ∈ X h(V ) ⊂ X (V ) or σh ∈ Y h(V ) ⊂ Y (V ) be its
approximation, respectively, there holds the a priori error estimate

∥σ − σh∥X ≤ chp|σ|Hp+1 , ∥σ − σh∥Y ≤ chp|σ|Hp+1 , (5.2)

where the constant c is independent of the element size and the exact solution c ̸= c(h,σ), and | · |Hp+1 is the
Sobolev semi-norm.

Proof. The proof follows directly by replacing τ ∈ X h(V ) or τ ∈ Y h(V ) in Theorem 5.1 with the interpolation
Πp

gσ ∈ X h(V ) or Πp
gσ ∈ Y h(V ), respectively, and classical interpolation error estimates [18,67].

We conclude our numerical treatment with an observation with respect to discontinuous body forces under
the assertion that C 0-continuous Lagrange-type elements are employed in the discretisation.

Observation 5.1 (Discontinuous forces)
In both the three-dimensional problem and the planar problems we can understand scalar products with derivatives
of f in the form of distributions

⟨τ , symDf⟩T =
∑
T∈T

⟨τ , f ⊗ n⟩∂T − ⟨Div τ , f⟩T , (5.3a)

⟨tr τ , div f⟩T =
∑
T∈T

(tr τ )⟨f , n⟩∂T − ⟨∇ tr τ , f⟩T , (5.3b)

where T represents the triangulation, T is an element in the mesh and ∂T is its respective boundary. The term
on the boundary of the elements vanishes if the jump in the force field does not occur directly on the interface
between two elements, since τ is continuous. Consequently, the distributive scalar products read

⟨τ , symDf⟩T = ⟨τ , f ⊗ n⟩∂N
−

∑
T∈T

⟨Div τ , f⟩T , ⟨tr τ , div f⟩T = ⟨f , n⟩∂N
−

∑
T∈T

⟨∇ tr τ , f⟩T , (5.4)

In practice, these terms are simply Lebesgue integrals over the domain, and over the correspond-
ing Neumann boundary ∂N , since no jump occurs there.

With Observation 5.1 we can state the discrete weak forms as∫
V

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ 1

1 + ν
[⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩] dV = 2⟨τ , symDf⟩T +

1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨tr τ , div f⟩T (5.5)

+

∫
AN

⟨τ , κ⟩dA ∀ τ ∈ X h(V ) ,

for the three-dimensional problem, and∫
A

ψ⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩+ χ⟨∇ tr τ , ∇ trσ⟩dA = ψ⟨τ , symDf⟩T + ⟨tr τ , div f⟩T +

∫
sN

⟨τ , κ⟩ds ∀ τ ∈ Y h(A) ,

(5.6)

for the planar problems of plane stress and plane strain.

6 Numerics of three-dimensional solids

In the following, relative errors are measured using the Lebesgue norm ∥σ̃ − σh∥L2/∥σ̃∥L2 , where σ̃ represents
the exact solution and σh is the finite element approximation.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6.1: Depiction of the displacement field ũ (a) with the corresponding von Mises σv (b) and mean stresses
σm (c). The stresses are depicted on the middle-plane of the cube.

6.1 Stress convergence

We start with the three-dimensional problem. Let the domain be the axis-symmetric cube V = [−1, 1]3, with a
complete Dirichlet boundary AD = ∂V , we construct an artificial analytical solution by defining the material
constants E = 200, ν = 0.25 and the displacement field

ũ =
1

2
[(x5 + y5)e1 + (y5 + z5)e2 + (z5 + x5)e3] , (6.1)

from which we retrieve the stress tensor and the forces

σ̃ = A symDũ = 200

3x4 + y4 + z4 y4 x4

y4 x4 + 3y4 + z4 z4

x4 z4 x4 + y4 + 3z4

 , f = −Div σ̃ = 800

−3x3 − y3

−3y3 − z3

−x3 − 3z3

 ,

(6.2)

by using the compliance relation and static equilibrium. Further, from the stress tensor we extract the von
Mises σ̃v =

√
3/2∥devσ∥ and mean stresses σ̃m = (1/3) trσ, which are both important invariants of the stress

tensor in design. The displacement field along with the von Mises stress and the mean stress are depicted in
Fig. 6.1. For comparison we compute the results of our newly introduced stress based formulation σh and the
stress field retrieved by post-processing in the displacement based formulation σ(uh). Convergence towards the
exact solution is studied on structured meshes of uniform hexahedra of three polynomial orders p ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
From the the results in Fig. 6.2 we observe that the stress formulation converges in the optimal rate in all three
measurements and yields comparable results to the displacement-based formulation, thus validating the method
for a complete Dirichlet boundary.

6.2 Operator spectrum

The discrete three-dimensional variational problem in Eq. (5.5) can be written in operator form as

find σh ∈ X h(V ) s.t. Ahσh = f in [X h(V )]′ , (6.3)

giving rise to the discrete operator Ah, which maps an element of X h(V ) to the dual space [X h(V )]′. By our
proof, the operator is coercive under the very sharp restriction of a complete Dirichlet boundary AD = ∂V if a
conforming finite element space is employed X h

0 (V ) ⊂ X0(V ). However, often the boundary is not completely
Dirichlet, such that Neumann boundary conditions are imposed. Thus, it is necessary to determine the behaviour
of the operator for a mixed boundary. In the finite case this measure is given by the spectrum of the operator,
which is characterised by its eigenvalues. Zero eigenvalues correspond with a positive semi-definite operator,
whereas negative eigenvalues imply an indefinite operator, and correspondingly a non-coercive problem. In the
following we count the number of negative and zero eigenvalues in relation to the full spectrum (all eigenvalues),
which corresponds to the total number of degrees of freedom. We employ the cubical domain V = [−1, 1]3
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Figure 6.2: Convergence slopes for ∥σ∥L2 (a), ∥σv∥L2 (b), and ∥σm∥L2 (c), for polynomial orders p ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
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Figure 6.3: Percent of negative eigenvalues out of the total eigenvalues for varying Poisson ratios (a). Depiction
of the Neumann boundary in the mixed domain (b) and the 33 = 27-hexahedral mesh (c).

and consider a uniform hexahedral mesh with 33 = 27-elements of cubic polynomial order corresponding to
6000-degrees of freedom. We examine the three boundary definitions

∂V = AN , ∂V = AN ∪AD , ∂V = AD , (6.4)

where the mixed boundary is defined such that AN is composed of the left x = −1, back, y = −1 and top z = 1
surfaces of the cube, and the Dirichlet boundary is AD = ∂V \ AN , see Fig. 6.3. Further, we vary the Poisson
ratio within its admissible bounds ν ∈ {0, 0.125, 0.25, 0.375, 0.5}. From the results of the spectral analysis in
Fig. 6.3 we observe that a domain with a Neumann boundary may introduce negative eigenvalues, depending on
the Poisson ratio. Interestingly, for incompressible materials ν = 0.5, no negative eigenvalues arise. For a total
Neumann boundary we observe exactly 6-zero eigenvalues irrespective of the Poisson ratio, which is consistent
with the displacement formulation for which (in 3D) a total of 6 rigid body motions have to be eliminated for
the positive definiteness of the operator [21].

Observation 6.1 (Discrete coercivity of form I)
Given the numerical results of the eigenvalues of the discrete operator Ah we surmise that for a complete
Dirichlet boundary AD = ∂V or an incompressible material ν = 0.5 with a prescription of σ̃ on at least one
node |AD| > 0 the discrete variational problem is coercive.

6.3 Stabilised formulation

In order to introduce a coercive form of the equations also for a mixed boundary conditions we add the zero-sum
term derived from static equilibrium

− ω symDDivσ = ω symDf , ω ≥ 0 . (6.5)
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to the strong form in Definition 3.1. The corresponding variational form and boundary term are given by testing
with τ ∈ C∞(V )⊗ Sym(3) and partial integration

−ω
∫
V

⟨τ , symDDivσ⟩dV = ω

∫
V

⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩dV − ω

∫
∂V

⟨τ , Divσ ⊗ n⟩ . (6.6)

Thus, we recover the Neumann boundary term by splitting the boundary between Dirichlet and Neumann
∂V = AD ∪AN , allowing us to state the modified boundary value problem.

Definition 6.1 (The pure stress boundary value problem for solids II)
The field equations and boundary conditions of the stabilised symmetric three-dimensional stress boundary
value problem read

−∆σ − 1

1 + ν
[hess(trσ) + (divDivσ)1]− ω symDDivσ = (2 + ω) symDf +

1 + ν2

1− ν2
(div f)1 in V ,

(6.7a)

(Dσ)n+
1

1 + ν
[∇ trσ ⊗ n− ⟨f , n⟩1]− ω(f ⊗ n) = κ on AN ,

(6.7b)

σ = σ̃ on AD ,
(6.7c)

Further, we retrieve the corresponding variational form.

Definition 6.2 (Variational form of the pure stress problem II)
The weak formulation of the stabilised boundary value problem of linear elasticity written purely in stresses
reads ∫

V

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ 1

1 + ν
[⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩] + ω⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩dV =

∫
AN

⟨τ , κ⟩dA

+

∫
V

(2 + ω)⟨τ , symDf⟩+ 1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨tr τ , div f⟩dV ∀ τ ∈ C∞

AD
(V )⊗ Sym(3) , (6.8)

and yields a fully symmetric left-hand side. Here τ is assumed to be compatible with the Dirichlet boundary.

Lastly, the stabilised variational form can be derived from a variation functional.

Definition 6.3 (Variation functional in pure stresses II)
The weak formulation of the new boundary value problem can directly constructed as the variation of the
stabilised functional

I(σ) =

∫
V

1

2
∥Dσ∥2 + 1

1 + ν
⟨Divσ, ∇ trσ⟩+ ω

2
∥Divσ∥2 − (2 + ω)⟨σ, symDf⟩

− 1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨trσ, div f⟩dV −

∫
AN

⟨σ, κ⟩dA , (6.9)

with respect to the stress tensor σ.

We can now state the well-posedness of the stabilised problem.

Theorem 6.1 (Stabilised bilinear form)
Let the bilinear and linear forms read

a(τ ,σ) =

∫
V

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ χ[⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩] + ω⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩dV , (6.10a)

l(τ ) =

∫
V

(2 + ω)⟨τ , symDf⟩+ 1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨tr τ , div f⟩dV , (6.10b)
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with ω ≥ 3χ2, then the variational problem with a non-vanishing Dirichlet boundary |AD| > 0, reading

a(τ ,σ) = l(τ ) ∀ τ ∈ X (V ) , (6.11)

has a unique solution σ ∈ X (V ) for every right-hand side with the stability estimate

∥σ∥X ≤ 1

β
∥l∥X ′ , (6.12)

where β = β(ν, ω) > 0.

Proof. Continuity follows analogously to the proof of Theorem 3.1 with the continuity constant α = 1+9χ. For
coercivity we observe

a(σ,σ) = ∥Dσ∥2L2 + 2χ⟨Divσ, ∇ trσ⟩L2 + ω∥Divσ∥2

Y
≥ ∥Dσ∥2L2 + (ω − ϵχ)∥Divσ∥2L2 −

χ

ϵ
∥∇ trσ∥2L2

∗
≥

(
1− 3χ

ϵ

)
∥Dσ∥2L2 + (ω − ϵχ)∥Divσ∥2L2

PF
≥ 1

1 + c2F

(
1− 3χ

ϵ

)
∥σ∥2X ∀σ ∈ X (V ) , (6.13)

where we used Young’s inequality, the bound of ∥∇ trσ∥2L2 ≤ 3∥Dσ∥2L2 , and the Poincaré-Friedrich inequality.
The proof holds if ϵ > 3χ, which is possible for the choice ω > 3χ2.

For the discrete variational problem the coercivity condition can be relaxed to a(σh,σh) > 0, implying a
positive-definite matrix. Thus, we can inspect ω in the discrete case by investigating the eigenvalues of the
newly induced operator Ah of the stabilised bilinear form, characterising its spectrum. We apply the same
test as in the previous benchmark with a complete Neumann boundary AN = ∂V to find that for ω = χ no
negative eigenvalue arise. However, specifically and only for ν = 0 we find 10 zero eigenvalues instead of 6,
which indicates a positive semi-definite operator. For ω = 1.01χ all negative eigenvalues vanish and we always
retrieve exactly 6 zero eigenvalues for all possible Poisson ratios ν ∈ [0, 0.5]. We thus conclude that the discrete
variational problem is coercive for ω > χ.

Definition 6.4 (Stabilised discrete variational problem for solids)
The stabilised discrete variational problem reads∫

V

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ 1

1 + ν
[⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩] + ω⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩dV

=

∫
AN

⟨τ , κ⟩dA+ (2 + ω)⟨τ , symDf⟩T +
1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨tr τ , div f⟩T ∀ τ ∈ X h(V ) , (6.14)

and is coercive for any choice ω > χ.

In order to compare the formulations we repeat the benchmark from Section 6.1 using the three-sided
Neumann boundary definition from Fig. 6.3 (b) for the stabilised formulation with ω = 1.01χ and for the non-
stabilised formulation over ν ∈ {0, 0.25, 0.5}. The convergence curves depicted in Fig. 6.4 clearly demonstrate
that the initial formulation without the stabilisation term leads to fluctuating results unless an incompressible
material is used ν = 0.499 ≈ 0.5. In contrast, the stabilised formulation is robust regardless of the Poisson ratio.
We note that the latter results are reproduced when using the Cholesky, PARDISO, or UMFPACK solvers in
NGSolve.

7 Numerics of the planar problems

7.1 Characterisation of ψ

In order to characterise appropriate values for the dimensionless parametre ψ we examine plane stress and
plane strain with varying Poisson ratios and Young’s modulus set to E = 200. The domain is defined as
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Figure 6.4: Convergence slopes of the non-stabilised σ and stabilised σs forms with p ∈ {1, 2, 3} for ν = 0 (a),
ν = 0.25 (b) and ν = 0.499 ≈ 0.5 (c).

A = [−3, 3]×[−1, 1] with a complete Dirichlet boundary sD = ∂A. We guarantee highly accurate approximations
by relying on a structured mesh with 1200 uniform quadrilateral elements of cubic polynomial order, yielding
33123 degrees of freedom. We note beforehand that standard problems such as simple shear, pure extension and
bending, lead to constant stress fields for the first two and a linear stress field in the case of bending, and as a
result, the formulation captures these exactly, making them invalid for the characterisation of ψ. Consequently,
we construct the following artificial analytical solutions

ũs =
1

10
sinh(x)e2 , ũb =

1

10
[sin(x)e1 + sin(y)e2] , ũp =

1

10
(sin[π(x+ y)]e1 + sin[π(x+ y)]e2) , (7.1)

which lead to a pure shear field, bi-axial tension, and periodicity. We retrieve the stresses and forces via the
constitutive equation σ̃ = C symDũ and static equilibrium f = −Div σ̃. We use σ̃ to enforce the Dirichlet
boundary conditions and compute error estimates. The fields and the resulting stresses for plane stress with
ν = 0.25 are depicted in Fig. 7.1. The errors with respect to the exact solution are explored in Fig. 7.2
for the cases of plane stress and plane strain. The value of ψ is defined with respect to χ using multiples of
k ∈ {1e−3, 1e−2, . . . , 1e+2, 1e+3} via ψ = kχ, and the Poisson ration is varied as ν ∈ {0, 0.125, 0.25, 0.375, 0.5}.
In the case of plane strain we use ν = 0.499 ≈ 0.5 to derive the analytical solution for a quasi-incompressible
material. We observe that up to ψ = χ and even for ψ = 1 with a negligibly worse result, the error remains
practically the same. At the same time, the solver fails for ψ = 0. Consequently, it appears that any not too
small or too large value leads to accurate results. Clearly, a simple and valid choice is therefore ψ = χ, which
allows to derive the simplest form of the equations by diving by χ.

7.2 Operator spectrum and stabilisation

Analogously to Section 6.2 for the three-dimensional case, we introduce the operator form of the two-dimensional
variational problem in Eq. (5.6) as

find σ ∈ Y h(A) s.t. Ahσ = f in [Y h(A)]′ , (7.2)

and investigate its eigenvalues on the domain A = [−1, 1]2 with a complete Neumann boundary sN = ∂A. The
finite element mesh is given by 32 = 9-quadrilateral elements of cubic polynomial order, yielding 300-degrees of
freedom.

From our computations we observe that irrespective of the value the Poisson ratio ν or ψ > 0 take, we
always retrieve 9-zero eigenvalues and no negative eigenvalues for both plane stress and plane strain, implying
a positive semi-definite operator. However, from the displacement-based formulation we expect only 3-zero
eigenvalues, accounting for rigid body motions in the plane. Observe that for ψ = χ the resulting field equation
is equivalent to Eq. (4.13), allowing us to reformulate the boundary value problem.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 7.1: The displacement field ũs and the corresponding stress field σ12, where the remaining stress com-
ponents vanish (a). The bi-axial tension field ũb along with the stresses σ11 and σ22, such that the shear stress
vanishes (b). The periodic field ũp along with σ11 = σ22 and σ12 (c). For all the visualisations we set ν = 0.25.
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Figure 7.2: Respective errors for plane stress (a)-(c) and plane strain (d)-(e) relative to ψ = kχ for the cases of
shear ũs, bi-axial tension ũb, and periodic displacements ũp.
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Definition 7.1 (Pure stress planar boundary value problem II)
Let χ = 1/(1 + ν) or χ = 1− ν for plane stress or plane strain, respectively, the complete boundary value
problem reads

−∆σ − hess(trσ)− (divDivσ)1 = 2 symDf +
1

χ
(div f)1 , in A , (7.3a)

(Dσ)n+∇ trσ ⊗ n− ⟨f , n⟩1 = κ on sN , (7.3b)

σ = σ̃ on sD . (7.3c)

The variational form of Definition 7.1 follows by testing and partial integration, and is well-posed due to
Corollary 4.2.

Definition 7.2 (Pure stress planar variational form II)
The variational form reads∫

A

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ ⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩dA =

∫
sN

⟨τ , κ⟩ds

+

∫
A

2⟨τ , symDf⟩+ 1

χ
⟨tr τ , div f⟩dA ∀ τ ∈ C∞

sD (A)⊗ Sym(2) , (7.4)

with χ = 1/(1 + ν) or χ = 1− ν, for plane-stress or plane stain, respectively.

The latter can clearly be derived from a functional.

Definition 7.3 (Planar variational functional in pure stresses II)
The weak formulation of the new boundary value problem can directly constructed as the variation of the
functional

I(σ) =

∫
A

1

2
∥Dσ∥2 + ⟨Divσ, ∇ trσ⟩ − 2⟨σ, symDf⟩ − 1

χ
⟨trσ, div f⟩dA−

∫
sN

⟨σ, κ⟩ds ,

with χ = 1/(1 + ν) or χ = 1− ν, for plane-stress or plane stain, respectively.

Lastly, the discrete form can be derived by using distributions of the derivatives of the body forces.

Definition 7.4 (Planar discrete variational form)
The discrete variational form reads∫

A

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ ⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩dA (7.5)

= 2⟨τ , symDf⟩T +
1

χ
⟨tr τ , div f⟩T +

∫
sN

⟨τ , κ⟩ds ∀ τ ∈ Y h(V ) ,

with χ = 1/(1 + ν) or χ = 1− ν, for plane-stress or plane stain, respectively.

Now, repeating the benchmark with the new formulation reveals that the associated discrete operator Âh always
yields 3-zero eigenvalues, being a sound result considering the analogy to the displacement-based formulation.

We apply to both formulations the benchmark from Section 7.1 for a complete Dirichlet sD = ∂A and mixed
Dirichlet Neumann boundary ∂A = sD ∪ sN , using the periodic displacement field ũp for the generation of
appropriate boundary conditions. We test for both plane stress σσ and plane strain σε with ν = 0.25 using
cubic quadrilateral finite elements. From the convergence rates in Fig. 7.3 we observe that for a complete
Dirichlet boundary both formulations are stable and converge optimally. However, for a mixed Dirichlet-
Neumann boundary the initial formulation barely converges at all at the suboptimal rate O(

√
h). In contrast,
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Figure 7.3: Convergence of non-stabilised forms for plane stress σh
σ and plane strain σh

ε versus the respective
stabilised forms denoted with σh

σs and σh
εs. In (a) the complete boundary is Dirichlet sD = ∂A, whereas in (b)

the boundary is mixed between Dirichlet and Neumann ∂A = sD ∪ sN as per the depiction in (c).

the stabilised formulation is robust and yields optimal convergence irrespective of the boundary condition in
use.

8 Conclusions and outlook

This work introduces new formulations of isotropic linear elasticity in terms of the stress tensor. The for-
mulations are based on the Beltrami-Michell equations, which in the three-dimensional case we symmetrised
and stabilised. In the two-dimensional cases of plane stress and plane strain, the Beltrami-Michell equations
characterise only the mean stress and are thus insufficient for a variational formulation of the full stress tensor.
Consequently, we introduced a new boundary value problem in two-dimensions by adding to the Beltrami-
Michell equations a weaker form of static equilibrium scaled with a constant, which we later characterised
numerically. In addition, for all the presented variational formulations we proposed the treatment of constant
and piece-wise constant body forces via distributions.

Both, the modified Beltrami-Michell equations in three dimensions as well as the newly introduced equa-
tions for two-dimensions, were proven to be well-posed on a domain with a complete Dirichlet boundary, which
was verified by numerical benchmarks yielding optimal convergence. In the case of mixed Dirichlet-Neumann
boundary conditions stabilisation is required in both three- and two dimensions. In three-dimensions we in-
troduced stabilisation by adding a weighted zero-sum term of a weaker form of static equilibrium into the
boundary value problem. We investigated the constant weight ω of the stabilised form both analytically and
numerically, concluding that the result ω > χ guarantees stability, which we verified by spectral analysis and
convergence tests. In the two-dimensional case we derived an alternative boundary value problem via a novel
identity of the Laplacian of a symmetric second order tensor. The formulation was shown to be robust via
spectral and convergence analysis irrespective of the split of the boundary between Dirichlet and Neumann.
The newly introduced equations are summarised in Appendix A. Considering our observations on the numerical
behaviour of the variational forms, we recommend to only use the stabilised versions in order to guarantee
robust computations.

Despite being classical instruments for the (analytical) determination of stresses in mechanics, the Beltrami-
Michell equations were not considered a suitable starting point for approximate solutions to the stress state,
e.g. using finite element computations. As shown in this work, this is likely due to the inadequacy of the
classical form for a variational framework. Thus, the newly introduced equations and variational forms in this
paper represent the foundation for future numerical application of pure stress formulations of linear elasticity,
for example for thermal-hydraulic-mechanical processes [1,2,66]. A clear advantage of the numerical framework
is its flexibility with respect to the geometry of the domain and variation of the material constants within
it. Specifically in material characterisation [3] and in the theory of mixtures [36] we expect the equations
to be beneficial, considering the intensive research effort currently being invested into the reconstruction of
computational representations of such materials for numerical simulations [19,56,57].
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The equations presented in this manuscript are restricted to the case of isotropic linear elasticity. Investiga-
tion of a more general constitutive setting is a subject for future works.
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[50] Pechstein, A.S., Schöberl, J.: An analysis of the TDNNS method using natural norms. Numerische Mathematik 139(1),
93–120 (2018)

[51] Pobedrya, B.: A new formulation of the problem of the mechanics of a deformable solid in stresses. Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR
253(2), 295–297 (1980)

[52] Pommaret, J.F.: Airy, Beltrami, Maxwell, Morera, Einstein and Lanczos potentials revisited. Journal of Modern Physics 07,
699–728 (2015)

[53] Schaefer, H.: Die Spannungsfunktionen des dreidimensionalen Kontinuums und des elastischen Körpers. ZAMM - Journal of
Applied Mathematics and Mechanics / Zeitschrift für Angewandte Mathematik und Mechanik 33(10-11), 356–362 (1953)
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[55] Schöberl, J.: C++ 11 implementation of finite elements in NGSolve. Institute for Analysis and Scientific Computing, Vienna
University of Technology (2014). URL https://www.asc.tuwien.ac.at/~schoeberl/wiki/publications/ngs-cpp11.pdf

28

https://www.asc.tuwien.ac.at/~schoeberl/wiki/publications/ngs-cpp11.pdf


[56] Seibert, P., Raßloff, A., Zhang, Y., Kalina, K., Reck, P., Peterseim, D., Kästner, M.: Reconstructing microstructures from
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[63] Sky, A., Neunteufel, M., Muench, I., Schöberl, J., Neff, P.: Primal and mixed finite element formulations for the relaxed
micromorphic model. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 399, 115298 (2022)
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A Glossary of stress equations

Definition A.1 (Pure stress boundary value problem for solids I)
The field equations and boundary conditions of the novel three-dimensional stress boundary value problem
read

−∆σ − 1

1 + ν
[hess(trσ) + (divDivσ)1] = 2 symDf +

1 + ν2

1− ν2
(div f)1 in V , (A.1a)

(Dσ)n+
1

1 + ν
[∇ trσ ⊗ n− ⟨f , n⟩1] = κ on AN , (A.1b)

σ = σ̃ on AD . (A.1c)

where κ is a mixed measure of equilibrium and compatibility on the Neumann boundary. The problem yields
a stable variational form the case of a complete Dirichlet boundary condition, or a mixed Dirichlet-Neumann
boundary provided the material is incompressible ν = 0.5.

Definition A.2 (Discrete variational problem for solids I)
The corresponding discrete variational problem reads∫

V

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ 1

1 + ν
[⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩] dV

=

∫
AN

⟨τ , κ⟩dA+ 2⟨τ , symDf⟩T +
1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨tr τ , div f⟩T ∀ τ ∈ X h(V ) , (A.2)

and is stable either for a complete Dirichlet boundary AD = ∂V or a mixed boundary assuming incompre-
hensibility ν = 0.5.
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Definition A.3 (Pure stress boundary value problem for solids II)
The field equations and boundary conditions of the stabilised symmetric three-dimensional stress boundary
value problem read

−∆σ − 1

1 + ν
[hess(trσ) + (divDivσ)1]− ω symDDivσ = (2 + ω) symDf +

1 + ν2

1− ν2
(div f)1 in V ,

(A.3a)

(Dσ)n+
1

1 + ν
[∇ trσ ⊗ n− ⟨f , n⟩1]− ω(f ⊗ n) = κ on AN ,

(A.3b)

σ = σ̃ on AD .
(A.3c)

Definition A.4 (Stabilised discrete variational problem for solids II)
The stabilised discrete variational problem reads∫

V

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ 1

1 + ν
[⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩] + ω⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩dV

=

∫
AN

⟨τ , κ⟩dA+ (2 + ω)⟨τ , symDf⟩T +
1 + ν2

1− ν2
⟨tr τ , div f⟩T ∀ τ ∈ X h(V ) , (A.4)

and is coercive for any choice ω > χ even for a mixed Dirichlet and Neumann boundary irrespective of the
value of the Poisson ratio.

Definition A.5 (Pure stress planar boundary value problem I)
Let χ = 1/(1 + ν) or χ = 1 − ν for plane stress or plane strain, respectively, and ψ > 0, the complete
boundary value problem reads

−ψ sym(DDivσ)− (χ∆trσ)1 = ψ symDf + (div f)1 in A , (A.5a)

χ⟨∇ trσ, n⟩1− ψ(f ⊗ n) = κ on sN , (A.5b)

σ = σ̃ on sD . (A.5c)

The boundary value problem leads to an optimally convergent discrete formulation only for a complete
Dirichlet boundary.

Definition A.6 (Pure stress planar discrete variational form I)
The variational form reads∫

A

ψ⟨Div τ , Divσ⟩+ χ⟨∇ tr τ , ∇ trσ⟩dA = ψ⟨τ , symDf⟩T + ⟨tr τ , div f⟩T (A.6)

+

∫
sN

⟨τ , κ⟩ds ∀ τ ∈ Y h(A) ,

with ψ > 0 and χ = 1/(1+ν) or χ = 1−ν, for plane-stress or plane stain, respectively. This form converges
optimally only for a complete Dirichlet boundary sD = ∂A.
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Definition A.7 (Pure stress planar boundary value problem II)
Let χ = 1/(1 + ν) or χ = 1− ν for plane stress or plane strain, respectively, the complete boundary value
problem reads

−∆σ − hess(trσ)− (divDivσ)1 = 2 symDf +
1

χ
(div f)1 , in A , (A.7a)

(Dσ)n+∇ trσ ⊗ n− ⟨f , n⟩1 = κ on sN , (A.7b)

σ = σ̃ on sD . (A.7c)

Definition A.8 (Pure stress planar discrete variational form II)
The discrete variational form reads∫

A

⟨Dτ , Dσ⟩+ ⟨Div τ , ∇ trσ⟩+ ⟨∇ tr τ , Divσ⟩dA (A.8)

= 2⟨τ , symDf⟩T +
1

χ
⟨tr τ , div f⟩T +

∫
sN

⟨τ , κ⟩ds ∀ τ ∈ Y h(V ) ,

with χ = 1/(1 + ν) or χ = 1 − ν, for plane-stress or plane stain, respectively. The form yields optimal
convergence also for a mixed Dirichlet and Neumann boundary.

B Mathematical formulae

In this work we introduced the following original three-dimensional and two-dimensional identities

skwCurlσ =
1

2
Anti(Divσ −∇ trσ) ∀σ ∈ C∞(V )⊗ Sym(3) , (B.1a)

∆σ = 2 sym(DDivσ)− hess(trσ) + [∆ trσ − divDivσ]1 ∀σ ∈ C∞(A)⊗ Sym(2) , (B.1b)

which were used in subsequent lemmas. Further, we made use of the following classical three-dimensional results

Incσ = 2 sym(DDivσ)−∆σ − hess(trσ) + [∆ trσ − divDivσ]1 , (B.2a)

tr(Incσ) = ∆ trσ − divDivσ , (B.2b)

tr(Inc[(trσ)1]) = 2∆ trσ , (B.2c)

Inc[(trσ)1] = (∆ trσ)1− hess(trσ) , (B.2d)

Curl(skwσ) = (div axl skwσ)1− (D axl skwσ)T , (B.2e)

whose thorough derivation can be found in [32].

C An observation on planar linear elasticity

In following we characterise the curl of the stress tensor in planar linear elasticity. We start by introducing the
planar Navier-Cauchy equations.

C.1 The planar Navier-Cauchy equations

Starting with the boundary value problem of linear elasticity, we can derive the planar Navier-Cauchy equations
by inserting the constitutive law for plane stress or plane stain, respectively. In the case of plane stress σi3 =
σ3i = 0, the constitutive equation reads

σ = Cε =
E

1− ν2
[(1− ν)ε+ (ν tr ε)1] =

E

1− ν2
[(1− ν) symDu+ (ν tr symDu)1] . (C.1)
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Now, recalling the identities

Div symDu =
1

2
(∆u+∇divu) , tr symDu = trDu = divu , Div[(divu)1] = ∇divu , (C.2)

we find the equations

−DivCε = − E

2(1 + ν)
∆u− E

2(1− ν)
∇ divu = f in A , (C.3a)[

E

1 + ν
symDu+

Eν

1− ν2
(divu)1

]
n = µ on sN , (C.3b)

u = ũ on sD , (C.3c)

being the Navier-Cauchy equations of plane stress.
In the case of plane strain the constitutive equation reads

σ = Cε =
E

1 + ν

[
ε+

ν

1− 2ν
(tr ε)1

]
=

E

1 + ν

[
symDu+

ν

1− 2ν
(tr symDu)1

]
, (C.4)

leading to the equations

−DivCε = − E

2(1 + ν)
∆u− E

2(1 + ν)(1− 2ν)
∇ divu = f in A , (C.5a)[

E

1 + ν
symDu+

Eν

(1 + ν)(1− 2ν)
(divu)1

]
n = µ on sN , (C.5b)

u = ũ on sD , (C.5c)

being the Navier-Cauchy equations of plane strain.

C.2 The curl of the stress tensor

We note that the skew-symmetric part of the gradient of the stress tensor is proportional to the curl of the
stress tensor Rotσ. In order to find an identity concerning Rotσ, we observe

Rot symDivu = Rot(Du)T =
1

2
R∆u− 1

2
R∇ divu =

1

2
(R∆u−∇⊥ divu) , (C.6)

Rot[(tr symDu)1] = Rot[(divu)1] = −R∇divu = −∇⊥ divu . (C.7)

Now, the curl of the the stress tensor given by the constitutive equation of plane stress reads

Rotσ = RotC symDu =
E

2(1 + ν)
(R∆u−∇⊥ divu)− Eν

1− ν2
∇⊥ divu

=
E

2(1 + ν)
R∆u− E

2(1− ν)
∇⊥ divu . (C.8)

By rotating the Navier-Cauchy equation of plane stress we derive

E

2(1 + ν)
R∆u = − E

2(1− ν)
∇⊥ divu−Rf , (C.9)

leading to

Rotσ = − E

1− ν
∇⊥ divu−Rf . (C.10)

We can express

∇⊥ divu = R∇ divu = RDiv[(tr symDu)1] = RDiv[(tr[Aσ])1] = R∇ tr(Aσ) = ∇⊥ tr(Aσ) , (C.11)
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which by using the compliance relation of plane stress reads

∇⊥ divu = ∇⊥ tr(Aσ) =
1

E
∇⊥[(1 + ν) trσ − 2ν trσ] =

1− ν

E
∇⊥ trσ . (C.12)

Thus, we find for the curl of the stress tensor

Rotσ +∇⊥ trσ = −Rf , (C.13)

being an alternative form of equilibrium for planar problems.
Following the same procedure for plane strain we observe

Rotσ =
E

2(1 + ν)
R∆u− E

2(1 + ν)(1− 2ν)
∇⊥ divu . (C.14)

The rotated Navier-Cauchy equation of plane strain yields

E

2(1 + ν)
R∆u = − E

2(1 + ν)(1− 2ν)
∇⊥ divu−Rf , (C.15)

leading to

Rotσ = − E

(1 + ν)(1− 2ν)
∇⊥ divu−Rf . (C.16)

We compute

∇⊥ divu = ∇⊥ tr(Aσ) =
1 + ν

E
∇⊥[trσ − 2ν trσ] =

(1 + ν)(1− 2ν)

E
∇⊥ trσ , (C.17)

where we relied on the plane strain constitutive equation. Thus, we obtain the same relation as for plane stress
in Eq. (C.13).

Consequently, we find the new differential identities

Rotσ +∇⊥ trσ = RDivσ , Divσ = ∇ trσ −RRotσ . (C.18)

relating the divergence of a symmetric two-dimensional second order tensor σ = σT to its curl.
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