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Abstract In this paper we present a novel approach to the geometric formula-
tion of solid and fluid mechanics within the port-Hamiltonian framework, which
extends the standard Hamiltonian formulation to non-conservative and open dy-
namical systems. Leveraging Dirac structures, instead of symplectic or Poisson
structures, this formalism allows the incorporation of energy exchange within the
spatial domain or through its boundary, which allows for a more comprehensive
description of continuum mechanics. Building upon our recent work in describing
nonlinear elasticity using exterior calculus and bundle-valued differential forms,
this paper focuses on the systematic derivation of port-Hamiltonian models for
solid and fluid mechanics in the material, spatial, and convective representations
using Hamiltonian reduction theory. This paper also discusses constitutive rela-
tions for stress within this framework including hyper-elasticity, for both finite-
and infinite-strains, as well as viscous fluid flow governed by the Navier-Stokes
equations.

Keywords port-Hamiltonian · Dirac structures · bundle-valued forms · exterior
calculus

1 Introduction

Due to the invariance of physical laws and Noether’s theorem, energy is at the heart
of many physical theories and is fundamental to the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian
approaches to continuum mechanics. In the Hamiltonian formulation, the govern-
ing equations of continuum mechanics are expressed using symplectic or Poisson
structures which are geometric objects that embody the invariance of physical laws
in the state space and describe the energetic structure of the equations of motion.
This holds in all classical fields and clearly also for both fluid and solid mechanics
in the spatial, convective, or material representation [1,2,3].
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Due to the inherent skew-symmetric nature of symplectic and Poisson struc-
tures, the standard Hamiltonian formalism is limited to conservative closed sys-
tems that do not exchange energy with their surrounding. In fluid mechanics this
is usually imposed by assuming the velocity field to be tangent to the spatial do-
main’s boundary [1], whereas in solid mechanics one is limited to fixed boundary
conditions [3].

On the contrary, the port-Hamiltonian formalism [4] is applicable to non-
conservative and open systems and relies on Dirac structures, instead of symplectic
or Poisson structures, for characterizing the energetic structure of the equations of
motion. This framework is suitable for describing fluid and solid mechanics with
energy exchange within the spatial domain or through its boundary: it can incor-
porate state constraints (e.g. incompressibility) as well as viscous effects unlike
the canonical Hamiltonian formalism. Being based on energy, which is the “lingua
franca” of physics, the port-Hamiltonian formalism has been widely applied to
numerous multi-physics domains such as fluid mechanics [5], solid mechanics [6],
fluid structure interaction [7], thermodynamics [8], and magneto-hydrodynamics
[9].

This paper is a sequel to our recent work [10] dealing with the geometric mod-
eling of nonlinear elasticity using exterior calculus. In the current paper we focus
on the formulation of nonlinear elasticity in the port-Hamiltonian framework us-
ing bundle-valued differential forms. The main goal is to express the governing
equations of elasticity as a network of energetic modules interconnected together
using power-ports and Dirac structures, graphically represented in Fig. 1. Such
identification of the energetic structure underlying the equations has numerous
benefits. On one hand, it provides conceptual insights to better understand the
theory of continuum mechanics in a coordinate-free manner. On the other hand,
it can be exploited for structure-preserving discretization, model order-reduction,
energy-based control, and analysis. The interested reader may refer to [11] for an
extensive survey of the potential of the port-Hamiltonian framework.

The contributions of this paper are as follows:

1. We formulate the governing equations of motion of solid and fluid mechanics
in the port-Hamiltonian framework.

2. In contrast to other efforts in the literature that usually rewrite the equations
in a port-Hamiltonian form, we use Hamiltonian reduction theory to derive the
governing equations from first principles. Demonstrating this port-Hamiltonian
modeling process in itself is a contribution because it can be applied to other
physical systems.

3. We treat the material, convective, and spatial representations of continuum
mechanics and highlight the similarities between them explicated by our exte-
rior calculus formulation.

4. We also provide a number of constitutive relations for stress showing how they
fit within the port-Hamiltonian framework and highlighting the importance of
the convective representation for constitutive modeling.

The outline of the paper is as follows: In Sec. 2, we provide a summary of the
geometric formulation of continuum mechanics in tensor calculus and exterior
calculus detailed in [10]. In Sec. 3 and 4, we present the port-Hamiltonian model
for nonlinear elasticity and fluid mechanics, separately to highlight the similarities
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and differences between them. We present the constitutive relations for hyper-
elasticity and viscous fluid flow in Sec. 5, and conclude the paper in Sec. 6.

2 Geometric formulation of nonlinear elasticity

In this section we recall the geometric approach to continuum mechanics both in
tensor calculus and exterior calculus. We refer the reader to [12] for an introduc-
tion to the tensor calculus formulation and to [10] for an intrinsic treatment of the
topic in exterior calculus using bundle-valued forms.

Notation

Throughout this paper, we will distinguish material quantities by a ∼ on top,
convective quantities by a ∧ on top, and spatial quantities with none. For any
manifold M , we shall denote the space of (real-valued) smooth functions on M

by C∞(M) and sections of any vector-bundle E over M by Γ (E). For instance,
the space of p-contravariant and q-covariant smooth tensor fields is denoted by
Γ (T pqM). The space of (scalar-valued) differential k-forms, i.e. totally asymmetric
k-covariant tensor fields, will be denoted by Ωk(M). The space of generic two-point
tensor-fields on the manifolds M and N related by ϕ : M → N will be denoted
by Γ (T pqM ⊗ ϕ∗T rsN). If M is endowed with a Riemannian metric g, we shall
interchangeably denote the index lowering operation of a vector field u ∈ Γ (TM)
to a one-form in Ω1(M) either by u♭ or g · u. The latter explicit notation will be
useful since we will use different metrics for the spatial, convective, and material
representations.

2.1 Tensor calculus

The configuration of an elastic body is described by a smooth embedding ϕ :
B → A of the body manifold B into the ambient space A . A motion of the
elastic body is represented by a smooth curve cϕ : R → C with C denoting the
configuration space of smooth embeddings of B in A , i.e. C := Emb∞(B,A ). We
denote the image of the whole body by S := ϕ(B) ⊂ A and consider only the
case dim(B) = dim(S) = 3. We assume A has a Riemannian structure with g

denoting its metric, while B does not have an intrinsic Riemannian structure and
only inherits a configuration-dependent metric ĝ := ϕ∗

t (g) through the embedding
ϕ via pullback. Instead, B is equipped intrinsically with the mass form µ̂ ∈ Ωn(B).

The material (Lagrangian) velocity of the body is denoted by ṽt : B → TS
while the spatial (Eulerian) and convective velocities are denoted by vt ∈ Γ (TS)
and v̂t ∈ Γ (TB), respectively. The three representations of the velocity are related
by

vt := ṽt ◦ ϕ−1
t
, v̂t := Tϕ−1

t
◦ ṽt = Tϕ−1

t
◦ vt ◦ ϕt, (1)

where Tϕ−1
t

: TS → TB denotes the tangent map of ϕ−1
t
. The convective, material,

and spatial mass density functions will be denoted by ρ̂, ρ̃ ∈ C∞(B), ρ ∈ C∞(S)
which are related by

ρ̃ = Jϕt
ρ̂t = Jϕt

(ρt ◦ ϕt),
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with Jϕt
∈ C∞(B) denoting the Jacobian of ϕt.

The material equations of motion governing the evolution of (ϕ, ṽ) ∈ TC on
the tangent bundle of C are given by

∂tϕ =ṽ (2)

Dtṽ =
1

ρ̃
d̃iv(σ̃) (3)

DtF =∇̃ṽ (4)

σ̃ =ρ̃

(
∂ẽ

∂F

)♯
(F ), (5)

where σ̃ ∈ Γ (TB ⊗ ϕ∗TS) denotes the 1st Piola-Kirchhoff stress, F := Tϕ denotes
the deformation gradient, Dt denotes the material derivative, and ẽ(F ) ∈ C∞(B)
denotes the material internal energy function. Furthermore, ∇̃ denotes the material
covariant derivative, d̃iv := tr ◦ ∇̃ denotes its corresponding divergence operator,
and the index raising (i.e. ♯ map) in (5) is with respect to gij ◦ ϕt ∈ C∞(B).

The spatial equations of motion governing the evolution of (ρ, v) ∈ C∞(S) ×
Γ (TS) are given by

∂tρ = − div(ρv) (6)

∂tv = −∇vv +
1

ρ
div(σ) (7)

σ =2ρ
∂e

∂g
(F, g). (8)

where σ ∈ Γ (T 2
0S) denotes the symmetric Cauchy stress tensor field and e(F, g) ∈

C∞(S) denotes the spatial internal energy function. We denote by ∇ the spatial
covariant derivative and by div := tr ◦ ∇ its corresponding divergence operator.

Finally, the convective counterparts of (6-8) that govern the evolution of (ρ̂, v̂) ∈
C∞(B)× Γ (TB) are given by

∂tρ̂ = − ρ̂d̂iv(v̂) (9)

∂tv̂ = − ∇̂v̂ v̂ +
1

ρ̂
d̂iv(σ̂) (10)

∂tĝ =Lv̂ ĝ (11)

σ̂ =2ρ̂
∂ê

∂ĝ
(ĝ) (12)

where σ̂ ∈ Γ (T 2
0B) denotes the symmetric convective stress tensor field, ê(ĝ) ∈

C∞(B) denotes the convective internal energy function, and ĝ := ϕ∗
t (g) ∈ M(B)

denotes the convective metric. Furthermore, ∇̂ denotes the convective covariant
derivative, and d̂iv := tr ◦ ∇̂ denotes its corresponding divergence operator. We
denote by M(B) the space of Riemannian metrics on B, which represents the
space of deformations. As described in [10,13,14] and discussed later, strain is
geometrically represented as a geodesic on this space. Thus, M(B) will play an
important role for constitutive modeling in Sec. 5.
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2.2 Exterior calculus

The geometric formulation presented above relies on the representation of the
physical variables appearing in the equations of motion as thermodynamically-
intensive (i.e. volume independent) variables. The mathematical objects used in
such formulation consist of scalar fields, vector-fields, and second-rank tensor-
fields. In the spatial, convective, and material representations these respectively
are (ρ, v, σ), (ρ̂, v̂, σ̂), and (ϕ, ṽ, σ̃), in addition to the variables that characterize
elastic deformation.

A key limitation associated with the tensor calculus operations used in such
geometric formulation is that the underlying geometric and topological structure
of the equations of motion are entangled together. Exterior calculus on the other
hand provides an elegant machinery for distinguishing between topology and ge-
ometry that can highlight the rich structures hidden in the partial differential
equations above. The physical variables of continuum mechanics are represented
in this exterior calculus formulation using differential forms, both scalar-valued
and bundle-valued.

The space of scalar-valued differential k-forms on an n-dimensional manifoldM
is denoted by Ωk(M). A k-form φk ∈ Ωk(M) is locally a totally asymmetric (0, k)
tensor with values in R at the point p ∈M . One has that 0-forms are isomorphic to
scalar fields and 1-forms isomorphic to covector-fields, i.e. Ω0(M) ∼= C∞(M) and
Ω1(M) ∼= Γ (T ∗M). We denote the wedge product, exterior derivative, and Hodge

star operators, respectively by

∧ : Ωk(M)×Ω
l(M) → Ω

k+l(M)

d : Ωk(M) → Ω
k+1(M) ⋆ : Ωk(M) → Ω

n−k(M).

Other operations will be introduced later in the sequel.

The space of bundle-valued differential k-forms on M will be denoted by
Ωk(M ;E) where E denotes any vector bundle over M . A k-form Φk ∈ Ωk(M ;E)
is locally a totally asymmetric (0, k) tensor that takes values in the fiber E at the
point p ∈M . One has that Ω0(M ;E) ∼= Γ (E), thus Ω0(M ; TM) and Ω0(M ; T ∗M)
are isomorphic to vector-fields and covector-fields, respectively. Throughout this
paper, we shall refer to elements of Ω0(M ; TM) and Ω0(M ; T ∗M) as vector-valued
and covector-valued forms, respectively. A trivial vector-(or covector-) valued k-
form is one which is equivalent to the tensor product of a vector-field (or covector-
field) and an ordinary k-form. For example, we say that ζ ∈ Ωk(M ; TM) is trivial
if it is composed of a vector-field u ∈ Γ (TM) and a k-form αk ∈ Ωk(M) such that
ζ = αk ⊗ u.

Bundle-valued forms can also elegantly incorporate two-point tensor fields that
appear in the material representation of continuum mechanics. We shall denote the
space of such forms by Ωkϕ(M ;F) where F is any vector bundle over the manifold
N related to M via the map ϕ : M → N . We denote the wedge-dot product,
exterior-covariant derivative, and complementary Hodge star operators, respectively
by

∧̇ : Ωk(M ;E)×Ω
l(M ;E∗) → Ω

k+l(M)

d∇ : Ωk(M ;E) → Ω
k+1(M ;E) ⋆c : Ω

k(M ;E) → Ω
n−k(M ;E∗).
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The exterior covariant derivative d∇ generalizes the standard covariant deriva-
tive ∇ and for the case k = 0 one has that d∇ = ∇. The exact definitions and
coordinate-based expressions of the above operators1 can be found in [10].

In our exterior calculus formulation of continuum mechanics we shall represent
physical variables as thermodynamically-extensive variables using a combination
of scalar-valued and bundle-valued forms. In particular, we shall represent the
spatial mass, momentum, and stress by

(µ,M, T ) ∈ Ω
n(S)×Ω

n(S; T ∗S)×Ω
n−1(S; T ∗S).

Furthermore, we shall represent the convective metric, momentum, and stress vari-
ables by

(ĝ,M̂, T̂ ) ∈ M(B)×Ω
n(B; T ∗B)×Ω

n−1(B; T ∗B),

with the tangent and cotangent bundles of M(B) identified with Ω1
sym(B; T ∗B) ⊂

Ω1(B; T ∗B) and Ωn−1
sym (B; TB) ⊂ Ωn−1(B; TB), respectively. Working with symmet-

ric subsets of the above spaces follows from the geometric structure of M(B) that
comprises symmetric positive-definite tensor-fields [10]. Finally, we shall represent
the configuration, material momentum and stress variables by

(ϕ,M̃, T̃ ) ∈ C ×Ω
n
ϕ(B; T

∗S)×Ω
n−1
ϕ (B; T ∗S),

with the tangent and cotangent bundles of C identified withΩ0
ϕ(B; TS) and Ω

n
ϕ(B; T

∗S),
respectively.

2.3 Related works

Our geometric formulation based on exterior calculus relies on the work of [15,16,
17] where stress and momentum are treated as bundle-valued differential forms,
which is the natural mathematical representation of these physical variables from
a topological perspective.

The majority of geometric formulations of continuum mechanics are based on
tensor calculus. In the Hamiltonian mechanics literature, solid and fluid mechanics
have been studied extensively using Poisson reduction in [3,18,19,20,21,22,23]. On
the Lagrangian side, Euler-Poincare reduction has been also applied e.g. in [24,
25]. In contrast to these works, our approach to deriving the governing equations
of motion in the port-Hamiltonian framework is based on Dirac structures and
uses the bottom-up philosophy of port-based modeling to represent the dynamics
decomposed into a number of energetic subsystems connected to each other using
so called power ports, or ports for short.

In previous works of ours, we developed port-Hamiltonian models for Euler
equations (i.e. ideal fluid flow) using scalar-valued forms only in [26,27] which was
later extended to Navier-Stokes equations in [5,28], to Fourier-Navier-Stokes in [8],
and fluid-structure interaction in [7]. In these extensions, the momentum balance
was usually written in terms of scalar-valued forms with only the stress treated as
a bundle-valued form. On the other hand, the port-Hamiltonian model we derive

1 In [10] we used the notation ⋆♭ to denote the complementary Hodge-star operator instead
of ⋆c, but we opt for the latter in this work because it is more expressive for general bundle-
valued forms.
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Fig. 1 Convective port-Hamiltonian model of nonlinear elasticity showing the kinetic energy,
stress power, and constitutive relations subsystems.

in this paper will represent both momentum and momentum flux as bundle-valued
forms which will highlight more their geometric characteristics.

Other works in the port-Hamiltonian literature that treat fluid mechanics and
simplified elastic models for beams and plates can be found in [29,30,31,32,33]
In contrast to these works that usually mathematically manipulate the govern-
ing equations of motion into a port-Hamiltonian form, we shall use in this work
Hamiltonian reduction theory to derive the port-Hamiltonianmodels of continuum
mechanics from first principles in a geometric coordinate-free manner.

3 Port-Hamiltonian model of nonlinear elasticity

In this section we present the port-Hamiltonian dynamic model of nonlinear elas-
ticity in the material, spatial, and convective representations. The unique charac-
teristic of the port-Hamiltonian paradigm that distinguishes it from the standard
Hamiltonian approach in [3,22,23] is that the physical system is modeled as a
network of energetic units interconnected by ports.

Each port (f, e) ∈ V ×V ∗ consists of a pair of power-conjugate variables e ∈ V ∗

and f ∈ V , referred to, respectively, as effort and flow variables in port-based
modeling. In our work, the space of flow variables V will be given by vector-
valued forms while its dual space V ∗ will be given by covector-valued pseudo-
forms of complementary degree. The duality pairing of the port variables e and
f is denoted by 〈e|f〉M :=

∫
M f ∧̇ e and characterizes the power flowing in the

port (f, e). One has that M = B in case (f, e) are represented in the material or
convective representation, while M = S in the case of the spatial representation.
On some occasions, we will also represent the port variables using scalar valued
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forms. With a slight abuse of notation, we will also denote their corresponding
duality pairing by 〈e|f〉M :=

∫
M f ∧ e, as it will be clear from the context.

In the standard Hamiltonian formalism, one follows a top-down approach by
starting from a Hamiltonian functional, that characterizes the elastic body’s ki-
netic energy, strain energy, and boundary conditions. The governing equations are
represented using a Poisson structure such that the Hamiltonian is conserved [3].
On the other hand, in the port-Hamiltonian formalism, we follow a bottom-up
approach by representing each energetic subsystem separate from the others using
a Dirac structure that characterizes the subsystem’s unique power balance. For
nonlinear elasticity, its port-Hamiltonian model will consist of 1) a kinetic energy
subsystem, 2) a stress power subsystem, and 3) a stress constitutive relation sub-
system, as depicted in Fig. 1. By interconnecting these three subsystems to each
other using power ports, the result is a decomposed model of the overall system
that explicates the underlying energetic structure of the theory and emphasizes
the natural duality of the port-variables.

We shall present the three representations of the aforementioned energetic units
using the exterior calculus formulation introduced earlier. We also show how one
recovers the mass, momentum and energy balance laws from the presented port-
Hamiltonian models. In fact the port-Hamiltonian procedure we will present will
allow us to derive the equations of motion from first principles using Hamiltonian
reduction techniques. The reader is assumed to be familiar with the standard
Hamiltonian framework of mechanics e.g. in [34,35].

Frechet and variational derivatives

Before proceeding, we introduce the Frechet derivative and variational derivatives
of functionals of differential forms which will be used extensively in this paper.
Consider any functional F : Ωk(M ;E) → R with E denoting a vector bundle over
the manifold M . The Frechet derivative DαF of F with respect to α ∈ Ωk(M ;E)
is defined for any δα ∈ Ωk(M ;E) as the functional

DαF [α, δα] :=
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

F [α+ sδα], (13)

while the variational derivative δαF : Ωk(M ;E) → Ωn−k(M ;E∗) is defined by

∫

M

δα ∧̇ δαF (α) = DαF [α, δα], (14)

for any δα ∈ Ωk(M ;E).

The above definitions can be trivially extended to define 1) partial Frechet
derivatives, 2) partial variational derivatives, and 3) functionals of scalar-valued
forms. Furthermore, we shall deal later with the case that α belongs to an infinite
dimensional manifold or a bundle, which will be essential for the port-Hamiltonian
modeling procedure. For notational simplicity in these more complex cases, we
shall opt for denoting DαF [α, δα] as DαF (α) ·δα following [12] and usually denote
δαF (α) simply by δαF .
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3.1 Kinetic energy subsystem

For an elastic body undergoing a motion described by ϕt : B → S, its kinetic
energy as a function of time is expressed using spatial, material, and convective
variables, respectively as

Ekin(t) =

∫

S

1

2
g(vt, vt)µt =

∫

B

1

2
(g ◦ ϕt)(ṽt, ṽt)µ̃ =

∫

B

1

2
ĝt(v̂t, v̂t)µ̂, (15)

where µ̃ = µ̂ ∈ Ωn(B) denote the (time-independent) intrinsic mass form associ-
ated o the body manifold. The second equality in (15) follows from the change of
variables formula and the third one can be seen in local components:

(g ◦ ϕt)(ṽ, ṽ) = (gij ◦ ϕt)ṽ
i
ṽ
j = (gij ◦ ϕt)F

i
IF

j
J v̂
I
v̂
J = ĝIJ v̂

I
v̂
J = ĝ(v̂, v̂).

In the spatial representation, the kinetic energy has state dependency on the
spatial mass form and velocity field (µt, vt) ∈ Ωn(S) × Γ (TS) and parametric
dependency on the Riemannian metric g ∈ M(S). In the material representation,
it has state dependency on the configuration and material velocity field (ϕt, ṽt) ∈
TC and parametric dependency on (g, µ̃) ∈ M(S) × Ωn(B). In the convective
representation, it has state dependency on the convective metric and velocity field
(ĝt, v̂t) ∈ M(B)× Γ (TB) and parametric dependency on µ̂ ∈ Ωn(B).

The kinetic energy gives rise to three Lagrangian functionals on the state spaces
detailed above. In what follows we shall derive their Hamiltonian counterparts and
the associated energetic structures that characterize conservation of energy. We
start with the material representation exploiting the canonical Poisson structure
on the cotangent bundle T ∗

C . Then we present the Hamiltonian reduction pro-
cedure to the spatial representation, followed by the convective one. We perform
this reduction by direct calculation similar to [3,23] with two distinctions. First,
instead of using tensor calculus, our formulation is based fully on exterior calculus
which is (arguably) more mathematically elegant because it explicates the intrin-
sic relation between differential forms and integration. Second, instead of applying
Hamiltonian reduction to the total energy of the system, we follow the bottom-up
approach described earlier which simplifies the reduction process greatly as we
deal with the kinetic energy separately.

Material Poisson structure

Let P̃k := M(S) × Ωn(B) denote the space of parameters in the material rep-
resentation and its state space given by the tangent bundle TC . The material
Lagrangian functional L̃k : TC × P̃k → R is defined by

L̃k[ϕ, ṽ; g, µ̃] :=

∫

B

1

2
(g ◦ ϕ)(ṽ, ṽ)µ̃, (16)

which depends parametrically on (g, µ̃) ∈ P̃k while its time dependency is implicit
through its state variables (ϕ, ṽ) ∈ TC . In what follows, we will omit the time
dependency and usually suppress the parametric dependency unless needed. It is
important to note that TC is not a product space and thus caution should be
made when defining variations [3].
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In terms of the exterior calculus construction in Sec. 2.2, we can rewrite (16)
as

L̃k[ϕ, ṽ] :=

∫

B

1

2
ṽ ∧̇ ⋆̃cṽ, (17)

where we consider ṽ ∈ Ω0
ϕ(B; TS) while the state dependency on ϕ and parametric

dependency on g and µ̃ have been absorbed in the material Hodge star operator
⋆̃c : Ω

k
ϕ(B; TS) → Ωn−kϕ (B; T ∗S).

By applying a partial Legendre transformation on ṽ, we define on the cotangent
bundle T ∗

C =: X̃k the material Hamiltonian functional H̃k : X̃k × P̃k → R as

H̃k[ϕ,M̃] :=

∫

B

1

2
⋆̃
−1
c M̃ ∧̇ M̃, (18)

where M̃ := ⋆̃cṽ ∈ Ωnϕ(B; T
∗S) denotes the material momentum of the body and

⋆̃−1
c : Ωkϕ(B; T

∗S) → Ωn−kϕ (B; TS) is the inverse map of ⋆̃c.

Remark 1 As shown in[10], M̃ is locally expressed as M̃ = ṽiµ̃ ⊗ ei where ṽi :=
(gij ◦ ϕ)ṽ

j ∈ Ω0(B) denote the components of the covector velocity field ṽ♭. Note

that M̃ is not a trivial covector-valued top-form, i.e. M̃ 6= µ̃ ⊗ ṽ♭. Indeed both
expressions are equivalent when treated as a two-point tensor, cf. [16, eq. 16].
However, as a bundle-valued form its form part is given by ṽiµ̃ ∈ Ωn(B).

In the theory of Hamiltonian mechanics, the canonical equations of motion on

X̃k are given implicitly by ˙̃
F = m{F̃ , H̃k}, where F̃ : X̃k → R is an arbitrary

functional and m{·, ·} : C∞(X̃k)× C∞(X̃k) → R denotes the canonical Poisson
bracket in the material representation, to be introduced shortly. To write the
explicit expressions of the above canonical equations and bracket, it is essential
to introduce the partial Frechet and variational derivatives of functionals on the
cotangent bundle X̃k.

In our work we identify tangent and cotangent spaces of C by TϕC ∼= Ω0
ϕ(B; TS)

and T ∗
ϕC ∼= Ωnϕ(B; T

∗S) [10]. Consequently, we have that

Tχ̃X̃k
∼= Ω

0
ϕ(B; TS)×Ω

n
ϕ(B; T

∗S)×Ω
0
ϕ(∂B; TS)

T
∗
χ̃X̃k

∼= Ω
n
ϕ(B; T

∗S)×Ω
0
ϕ(B; TS)×Ω

n−1
ϕ (∂B; T ∗S).

A functional F̃ : X̃k → R is said to have partial variational derivatives, if for any
(ϕ,M̃) ∈ X̃k there exists the bundle-valued forms

δϕF̃ ∈ Ω
n
ϕ(B; T

∗S), δ
M̃

F̃ ∈ Ω
0
ϕ(B; TS), δ

∪
ϕF̃ ∈ Ω

n−1
ϕ (∂B; T ∗S),

that satisfy for any (δϕ̃, δM̃) ∈ Ω0
ϕ(B; TS)×Ωnϕ(B; T

∗S)

DϕF̃ (ϕ,M̃) · δϕ̃ =

∫

B

δϕ̃ ∧̇ δϕF̃ +

∫

∂B

δϕ̃|∂B ∧̇ δ
∪
ϕF̃ (19)

D
M̃

F̃ (ϕ,M̃) · δM̃ =

∫

B

δM̃ ∧̇ δ
M̃

F̃ , (20)

where for any α̃ ∈ Ωkϕ(B; TS), we denote by α̃|∂B := i∗f (α̃) ∈ Ωkϕ(∂B; TS) the trace
of the form part of α̃ to the boundary where i : ∂B → B denotes the inclusion map
and i∗f denotes the pullback of the form part of a bundle-valued form.
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The partial Frechet derivative D
M̃

F̃ is defined such that

D
M̃

F̃ (ϕ,M̃) · δM̃ :=
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

F̃ [ϕ,M̃+ sδM̃]. (21)

Intuitively, D
M̃

F̃ accounts to varying M̃ as a covector in T ∗
ϕC while keeping

ϕ fixed, i.e. a fiber derivative. On the other hand, to define the partial Frechet
derivative DϕF̃ , one must intuitively fix the covector M̃ while allowing the base
point ϕ to vary. This must be done with caution since X̃k = T ∗

C is not a product
space similar to TC . Let the variation δϕ̃ ∈ TϕC ∼= Ω0

ϕ(B; TS) be the tangent vector
to the smooth curve s 7→ ϕs ∈ C at s = 0, i.e. δϕ̃ := d

ds

∣∣
s=0

ϕs with ϕs|s=0 = ϕ.

The partial Frechet derivative DϕF̃ is defined such that

DϕF̃ (ϕ,M̃) · δϕ̃ :=
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

F̃ [ϕs,M̃s], (22)

where M̃s would be the induced variation on the covector in T ∗
ϕC due to varying

ϕ. The details of the above construction can be found in [22,23] which we shall
refer to later. Consequently, the rate of change of any F̃ : X̃k → R with respect to
time is expressed as

˙̃
F =

∫

B

∂tϕ ∧̇ δϕF̃ +DtM̃ ∧̇ δ
M̃

F̃ +

∫

∂B

∂tϕ|∂B ∧̇ δ
∪
ϕF̃ , (23)

with ∂tϕ ∈ Ω0
ϕ(B; TS) and DtM̃ ∈ Ωnϕ(B; T

∗S).
The canonical Poisson bracket on the cotangent bundle X̃k then takes the

form[22]

m{F̃ , G̃ } :=

∫

B

δ
M̃

G̃ ∧̇ δϕF̃ − δ
M̃

F̃ ∧̇ δϕG̃

+

∫

∂B

δ
M̃

G̃ |∂B ∧̇ δ
∪
ϕF̃ − δ

M̃
F̃ |∂B ∧̇ δ

∪
ϕ G̃ .

(24)

Using the above construction, the canonical equations of motion are given explic-
itly by the following result.

Proposition 1 For the kinetic energy as a Hamiltonian functional with state variables

χ̃ := (ϕ,M̃) ∈ X̃k, the equations of motion in the material representation are given

by:

(
∂tϕ

DtM̃

)
=

(
0 1
−1 0

)(
δϕH̃k

δ
M̃
H̃k

)
, ∂tϕ|∂B = δ

M̃
H̃k|∂B, 0 = δ

∪
ϕH̃k. (25)

The Hamiltonian functional (18) admits its rate of change such that along trajectories

(ϕ(t),M̃(t)) of (25), it holds that
˙̃
Hk = 0. (26)

Proof First, By comparing (23) and (24), one can easily deduce the equations
of motion (25). As for the energy balance (26), it follows immediately from the

skew-symmetry of the bracket (24) that ˙̃
Hk = m{H̃k, H̃k} = 0. �
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Corollary 1 The variational derivatives of the functional H̃k in (18) with respect to

ϕ ∈ C and M̃ ∈ Ωnϕ(B; T
∗S) are given respectively by

δϕH̃k = 0 ∈ Ω
n
ϕ(B; T

∗S), δ
M̃
H̃k = ṽ ∈ Ω

0
ϕ(B; TS), δ

∪
ϕH̃k = 0 ∈ Ω

n−1
ϕ (∂B; T ∗S).

Consequently, one can rewrite the Hamilton equations (25) as

∂tϕ = ṽ, DtM̃ = 0, ∂tϕ|∂B = ṽ|∂B,

where the first and third equations represent the kinematic definition of the material

velocity while the second represents the conservation of momentum.

Proof Second, By construction from the Legendre transformation, we have that
δ
M̃
H̃k = ṽ ∈ Ω0

ϕ(B; TS). In [3], the procedure for computing δϕH̃k and δ∪ϕH̃k have
been detailed. The construction is involved due to addressing the whole dynamic
system at once. However, in our case where the Hamiltonian functional consists
only of kinetic energy, and one can see from [3, Prop. 3.1] that both δϕH̃k and
δ∪ϕH̃k are equal to 0. �

In summary, the closed Hamiltonian system, defined by the tuple (X̃k, H̃k,
m{·, ·}),

describes the conservation of energy and the corresponding evolution of the state
χ̃ ∈ X̃k as a conservative system isolated from any energy exchange with its sur-
roundings.

Remark 2 Note that the Hamilton equations of motion (25) are valid for any con-
tinuum (whether solid or fluid) and for any Hamiltonian H̃ : T ∗

C → R. However,
the condition δ∪ϕH̃ = 0 immediately restricts the class of admissible functions such
that the Hamiltonian is conserved. It will be shown later in the spatial representa-
tion that this condition amounts to having vanishing momentum flux at the image
of the boundary in the ambient space. While this condition is naturally satisfied
for solid mechanics in Corollary 1, it will have interesting implications for the case
of fluid mechanics that we shall discuss later in Sec. 4.

Material Dirac structure

Dirac structures are geometric objects that generalize symplectic and Poisson
structures and play a central role in the theory of port-Hamiltonian systems. Let
T X̃k ⊕ T ∗X̃k denote the Whitney sum bundle over X̃k = T ∗

C , i.e. the bundle over
the base X̃k with fiber over χ̃ := (ϕ,M̃) equal to Tχ̃X̃k × T ∗

χ̃X̃k. As per the con-

struction in (19-23), the duality pairing between any f̃ := (f̃ϕ, f̃M̃, f̃∪ϕ ) ∈ Tχ̃X̃k

and ẽ := (ẽϕ, ẽM̃, ẽ∪ϕ) ∈ T ∗
χ̃X̃k is expressed as

〈ẽ|f̃〉T X̃k
:= 〈ẽϕ|f̃ϕ〉B + 〈ẽ

M̃
|f̃
M̃

〉B + 〈ẽ∪ϕ|f̃
∪
ϕ 〉∂B.

A Dirac structure on X̃k is defined as the sub-bundle D̃ ⊂ T X̃k ⊕ T ∗X̃k such that
D̃ = D̃⊥, with D̃⊥ denoting the annihilator with respect to the symmetric bilinear
form:

〈〈(f̃1, ẽ1)|(f̃2, ẽ2)〉〉 := 〈ẽ1|f̃2〉T X̃k
+ 〈ẽ2|f̃1〉T X̃k

,

for all (f̃1, ẽ1), (f̃2, ẽ2) ∈ Tχ̃X̃k × T ∗
χ̃X̃k.
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Fig. 2 Material port-Hamiltonian model of the kinetic energy subsystem expressed in terms
of block diagrams (left) and bond graphs (right)

The canonical Dirac structure on the cotangent bundle X̃k corresponding to
the Poisson bracket (24) will be denoted by J̃k ⊂ T X̃k ⊕ T ∗X̃k whose fiber at any
χ̃ ∈ X̃k is given by:

J̃k(χ̃) :=
{
(f̃k, ẽk) ∈ Tχ̃X̃k × T

∗
χ̃X̃k|(

f̃ϕ

f̃
M̃

)
=

(
0 1
−1 0

)(
ẽϕ

ẽ
M̃

)
,

f̃
∪
ϕ = ẽ

M̃
|∂B, 0 = ẽ

∪
ϕ

}
,

(27)

which characterizes the power balance 〈ẽk|f̃k〉T X̃k
= 0. The Hamilton equations

in Prop. 1 immediately follow by setting ẽk = (δϕH̃k, δM̃H̃k, δ
∪
ϕH̃k) as inputs and

f̃k = (∂tϕ, ∂tM̃, ∂tϕ|∂B) as outputs yielding the conservation of the Hamiltonian
(18).

Unlike Poisson structures that characterize conservative dynamical systems,
Dirac structures can be used to characterize open dynamical systems that allow
for non-zero energy exchange either through the boundary or within the spatial
domain. Let F̃ ∈ Ωnϕ(B; T

∗S) be an external body force field and Ĩk := Ω0
ϕ(B; TS)×

Ωnϕ(B; T
∗S) denote the interaction space such that (ṽ, F̃) ∈ Ĩk define an open

external port used to model the interaction with other subsystems within the
spatial domain2. This interaction is characterized by the power given by the duality
pairing 〈F̃ |ṽ〉B and will be used later to model internal stress forces. In principle,
one could add any body force, e.g. electrostatics or gravity in the same manner.

Now we can extend the canonical Dirac structure (27) with an interaction port
to construct the Dirac structure D̃k ⊂ F̃k ⊕ F̃∗

k, with F̃k := T X̃k × Ω0
ϕ(B; TS) and

2 We can also allow interaction through the boundary ∂B, which will be done later for fluids.
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its dual space F̃∗
k := T ∗X̃k ×Ωnϕ(B; T

∗S), whose fiber at any χ̃ ∈ X̃k is defined as

D̃k(χ̃) =
{
((f̃k, f̃d), (ẽk, ẽd)) ∈ F̃k(χ̃)× F̃

∗
k(χ̃)|

(
f̃ϕ

f̃
M̃

)
=

(
0 1
−1 0

)(
ẽϕ
ẽ
M̃

)
+

(
0
1

)
ẽd,

f̃d =
(
0 1

)( ẽϕ
ẽ
M̃

)
,

f̃
∪
ϕ = ẽ

M̃
|∂B, 0 = ẽ

∪
ϕ

}
,

(28)

with f̃k = (f̃ϕ, f̃M̃, f̃∪ϕ ) ∈ Tχ̃X̃k and ẽk = (ẽϕ, ẽM̃, ẽ∪ϕ) ∈ T ∗
χ̃X̃k. The Dirac structure

(28) characterizes the power balance

〈ẽϕ|f̃ϕ〉B + 〈ẽ
M̃

|f̃
M̃

〉B + 〈ẽ∪ϕ|f̃
∪
ϕ 〉∂B = 〈ẽd|f̃d〉B. (29)

By setting the inputs to be ẽk = (δϕH̃k, δM̃H̃k, δ
∪
ϕH̃k) and ẽd = F̃ , and the

outputs to be f̃k = (∂tϕ,DtM̃, ∂tϕ|∂B) and f̃d = ṽ, one extends (25) to become a
port-Hamiltonian system such that the energy balance (26) becomes

˙̃
Hk = 〈F̃|ṽ〉B, (30)

which states that the rate of change of kinetic energy of the elastic body is equal
to the work done due to external stress forces. Consequently, the balance of mo-
mentum in Corollary 1 takes the form DtM̃ = F̃ .

To summarize, with reference to Fig. 2, the open port-Hamiltonian system is
given by the tuple (X̃k, H̃k, D̃k, Ĩk) where (X̃k, H̃k) represent the storage of kinetic
energy, Ĩk represents the power supplied due to stress, and D̃k represents the
balance laws of the system.

Spatial Dirac structure

Now we turn attention to the spatial counterpart of the kinetic-energy port-
Hamiltonian system introduced above. We start by transforming the material
variables to spatial ones by the nonlinear diffeomorphism

s
Φ : X̃k × P̃k → Xk × Pk

((ϕ,M̃), (g, µ̃)) 7→ ((µ,M), g)
(31)

with µ := ϕ∗(µ̃) ∈ Ωn(S) denoting the extensive mass form and M := ϕf,∗(M̃) ∈
Ωn(S; T ∗S) denoting the extensive momentum form in the spatial representation.
We denote the spatial state space by Xk := Ωn(S)× Ωn(S; T ∗S) and the spatial
parameter space by Pk := M(S).

The spatial kinetic energy Hamiltonian Hk : Xk × Pk → R is defined by
Hk[µ,M; g] = H̃k[ϕ,M̃; g, µ̃] and is expressed as

Hk[µ,M] :=

∫

S

1

2
⋆
−1
c M ∧̇ M, (32)

where the spatial Hodge star ⋆c : Ω
k(S; TS)→ Ωn−k(S; T ∗S) incorporates a state

dependency on the mass form µ and a parametric dependency on the spatial metric
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g. Note that in contrast to the material and convective cases which were repre-
sented by bundle-valued forms, the spatial case is represented by a combination
of scalar-valued and bundle-valued forms.

Remark 3 In local coordinates we have that the spatial momentum is computed
from its material counterpart (cf. . Remark 1) by

M = ϕf,∗(M̃) = ϕ∗(ṽiµ̃)⊗ e
i = ϕ∗(ṽi)ϕ∗(µ̃)⊗ e

i = viµ⊗ e
i
,

and thus M is identified with the trivial covector-valued form µ ⊗ v♭ which is in
contrast to M̃.

One can easily show the equivalence between Hk and the standard kinetic
energy expression in (15) by

Hk =

∫

S

1

2
v ∧̇ M =

∫

S

1

2
v ∧̇ (µ⊗ v

♭) =

∫

S

1

2
v
♭(v)µ =

∫

S

1

2
g(v, v)µ.

In general, the spatial counterpart F : Xk → R of any material functional
F̃ : X̃k → R can be defined such that F := F̃ ◦ sΦ−1, i.e.

F [ϕ∗(µ̃), ϕf,∗(M̃)] = F̃ [ϕ,M̃]. (33)

The variational derivatives of the functional F with respect to (µ,M) are the
scalar-valued and bundle-valued forms δµF ∈ Ω0(S) and δMF ∈ Ω0(S; TS), that
satisfy for any δµ ∈ Ωn(S), δM ∈ Ωn(S; T ∗S)

DµF (µ,M) · δµ =

∫

S

δµ ∧ δµF , DMF (µ,M) · δM =

∫

S

δM ∧̇ δMF . (34)

The rate of change of F with respect to time is then expressed as

Ḟ = 〈δµF |∂tµ〉S + 〈δMF |∂tM〉S , (35)

with ∂tµ ∈ Ωn(S) and ∂tM ∈ Ωn(S; T ∗S).
The pushforward and pullback maps of (31) are given by the following impor-

tant result which is essential for the derivation of the spatial Dirac structure. We
recall first a number of operators for bundle-valued forms from [10]. For any vector
bundle ES over S, we denote by ϕ∗

f : Ωk(S;ES) → Ωkϕ(B;ES) the pullback of the
form part of a bundle-valued form, transforming it from the spatial representation
to the material one, and denote by ϕf,∗ its inverse (i.e. the pushforward map). For

any u ∈ Γ (TS), we denote by ιu : Ωk(S;ES) → Ωk−1(S;ES) the interior product
of a covector-valued form defined by inserting u into its form part and we denote
by Lu(·) the Lie derivative of any tensor-field along u.

Proposition 2 Let (ϕ,M̃) ∈ X̃k and (µ,M) ∈ Xk be related by the diffeomorphism
sΦ in (31).

i) The pushforward map of sΦ is given by

s
Φ∗ : T X̃k → TXk

(ϕ,M̃, δϕ̃, δM̃, δϕ̃|∂B) 7→ (µ,M, δµ, δM)
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with

δµ = −Lδϕµ ∈ Ω
n(S), δM = −d∇(ιδϕM) + ϕf,∗(δM̃) ∈ Ω

n(S; T ∗S),

where δϕ = ϕf,∗(δϕ̃) ∈ Ω0(S; TS) ∼= Γ (TS).

ii) The pullback map of sΦ is given by

s
Φ
∗ : T ∗Xk → T

∗X̃k

(µ,M, δµF , δMF ) 7→ (ϕ,M̃, δϕF̃ , δ
M̃

F̃ , δ
∪
ϕF̃ )

with

δϕF̃ =ϕ∗
f (µ⊗ (dδµF +∇δMF ∧̇ v

♭)) ∈ Ω
n
ϕ(B; T

∗S)

δ
M̃

F̃ =ϕ∗
f (δMF ) ∈ Ω

0
ϕ(B; TS)

δ
∪
ϕF̃ =− ϕ

∗
f (δµFµ+ ιδMFM)|∂B ∈ Ω

n−1
ϕ (∂B; T ∗S).

Proof See Appendix A.1. �

From the Hamiltonian reduction theory, the diffeomorphism (31) induces a
Poisson bracket on Xk using the canonical Poisson bracket (24) on X̃k such that

s{F ,G } ◦ sΦ := m{F ◦ sΦ,G ◦ sΦ}. (36)

Similarly, sΦ induces from (28) a spatial Dirac structure that extends the Poisson
structure (36) with an interaction port. This spatial Dirac structure will be denoted
by Dk and is derived in the following result.

Theorem 1 The spatial Dirac structure corresponding to (28) under the diffeomor-

phism (31) is the sub-bundle Dk ⊂ Fk ⊕ F∗
k with

Fk :=sΦ∗(T X̃k)× ϕf,∗(Ω
0
ϕ(B; TS)) = TXk ×Ω

0(S; TS)

F
∗
k :=(sΦ∗)−1(T ∗X̃k)× ϕf,∗(Ω

n
ϕ(B; T

∗S)) = T
∗Xk ×Ω

n(S; T ∗S),

whose fiber at any χ := (µ,M) ∈ Xk is defined by

Dk(χ) :=
{
((fk, fd), (ek, ed)) ∈ Fk(χ)× F

∗
k(χ)|(

fµ
fM

)
=

(
0 −dι(·)µ

−µ⊗ d(·) −L(·)M

)(
eµ
eM

)
+

(
0
1

)
ed,

fd =
(
0 1

)( eµ
eM

)
,

0 = (eµµ+ ιeMM)|∂S} ,

(37)

with fk = (fµ, fM) ∈ TχXk and ek = (eµ, eM) ∈ T ∗
χXk. The Dirac structure (37)

characterizes the power balance

〈eµ|fµ〉S + 〈eM|fM〉S = 〈ed|fd〉S . (38)
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Proof The proof follows by deriving the expression of (36) from (24) using the
results of Prop.2. Using the change of variables formula and the expressions of
δϕG̃ and δ∪ϕ G̃ in Prop.2 (ii), one has that

∫

B

δ
M̃

F̃ ∧̇ δϕG̃ =

∫

S

δMF ∧̇ µ⊗ (dδµG +∇δMG ∧̇ v
♭), (39)

∫

∂B

δ
M̃

F̃ |∂B ∧̇ δ
∪
ϕ G̃ =−

∫

∂S

δMF |∂S ∧̇ (δµGµ+ ιδMGM)|∂S . (40)

Furthermore, using the change of variables formula and the steps in the proof of
Prop.2 (ii), one can show that
∫

B

δ
M̃

G̃ ∧̇ δϕF̃ +

∫

∂B

δ
M̃

G̃ |∂B ∧̇ δ
∪
ϕF̃ = −

∫

S

δµF ∧LδMG µ+ δMF ∧̇ d∇ιδMGM,

(41)
where (96) and (97) were used in reverse with δMG instead of δϕ. Substituting
(39-41) in (24), and using the Lie-derivative identity [17]

LηM = d∇(ιηM) + µ⊗ (∇η ∧̇ v
♭), ∀η ∈ Γ (TS), (42)

allows us to express the spatial Poisson bracket (36) as

s{F , G } =−

∫

S

δµF ∧ LδMG µ+ δMF ∧̇ µ⊗ dδµG

+ δMF ∧̇ (d∇ιδMGM+ µ⊗ (∇δMG ∧̇ v
♭))

+

∫

∂S

δMF |∂S ∧̇ (δµGµ+ ιδMGM)|∂S

=−

∫

S

δµF ∧ dιδMG µ+ δMF ∧̇ µ⊗ dδµG + δMF ∧̇ LδMGM

+

∫

∂S

δMF |∂S ∧̇ (δµGµ+ ιδMGM)|∂S .

Now by letting F = G one has that s{G ,G } = 0 and by introducing , eµ :=
δµG , eM := δMG , and

fµ := −dιeMµ, fM := −µ⊗ deµ − LeMM, (eµµ+ ιeMM)|∂S = 0,

then the above Poisson bracket expression becomes 〈eµ|fµ〉S + 〈eM|fM〉S = 0.
Finally, by introducing fd := ϕf,∗(f̃d), ed := ϕf,∗(ẽd), the interaction port (f̃d, ẽd)
in (28) can be written using the change of variables formula as

∫

B

f̃d ∧̇ ẽd =

∫

S

ϕf,∗(f̃d) ∧̇ ϕf,∗(ẽd) =

∫

S

fd ∧̇ ed,

which concludes the transformation of (28) into (37). �

Proposition 3 For the kinetic energy as a Hamiltonian functional with state variables

χ := (µ,M) ∈ Xk, the equations of motion in the spatial representation are given by:
(
∂tµ

∂tM

)
=

(
0 −dι(·)µ

−µ⊗ d(·) −L(·)M

)(
δµHk

δMHk

)
+

(
0
1

)
F , (43)

v = (0 1)

(
δµHk

δMHk

)
, (44)
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with F ∈ Ωn(S; T ∗S) denoting the external body force field in the spatial representation.

The variational derivatives of the functional Hk in (32) with respect to µ ∈ Ωn(S) and
M ∈ Ωn(S; T ∗S) are given respectively by

δµHk = −
1

2
ιvv

♭ ∈ Ω
0(S), δMHk = v ∈ Ω

0(S; TS),

where v = ⋆−1
c M is the spatial velocity field. Furthermore, the state variables are

constrained on the boundary ∂S such that the extensive momentum flux vanishes, i.e.

ιvM|∂S = 0 ∈ Ωn−1(∂S; T ∗S).
The Hamiltonian functional (32) admits its rate of change such that along trajec-

tories (µ(t),M(t)) of (43-44), it holds that

Ḣk = 〈F|v〉S . (45)

Proof (i) The proof of (43-44) follows from the expression of Dk(χ) in (37) by
setting the inputs (eµ, eM, ed) = (δµHk, δMHk,F) which leads to the outputs
(fµ, fM, fd) = (∂tµ, ∂tM, δMHk). Consequently, using (35) for Hk, the energy
balance (38) becomes Ḣk = 〈F|δMHk〉S .

(ii) The proof of the variational derivatives goes as follows. First, the Hamil-
tonian (32) is rewritten to show explicitly its dependence on µ and M as

Hk[µ,M] :=

∫

S

1

2µ
g
ijMiMj ,

where gij ∈ Ω0(S) are the components of the inverse metric g−1 and Mi ∈ Ωn(S)
denotes the top-form components of M. Now consider the tangent vector to the
curve s 7→ µs ∈ Ωn(S) denoted by δµ := d

ds

∣∣
s=0

µs ∈ Ωn(S), with µs|s=0 = µ. The

variational derivative δµHk ∈ Ω0(S) is defined such that

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Hk[µs,M] = 〈δµHk|δµ〉S ,

where the LHS can be expressed as

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Hk[µs,M] =

∫

S

1

2

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

(
1

µ
)gijMiMj .

Using the identity d
ds

∣∣
s=0

( 1µ ) = − 1
µ2

d
ds

∣∣
s=0

(µs), the definition of δµ and the fact

that Mi = gijv
jµ leads to

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Hk[µs,M] = −

∫

S

1

2
gkmv

k
v
m
δµ = −

∫

S

1

2
g(v, v)δµ.

Using exterior calculus, one has that g(v, v) = ιvv
♭ ∈ Ω0(S), which concludes the

derivation of δµHk. As for δMHk = v, one can also follow similar steps in deriving
it as above or alternatively use the relation δ

M̃
H̃k = ϕ∗

f (δMHk) derived in Prop.

2. Consequently, using the expression of δ
M̃
H̃k it follows that δMHk = v.

(iii) Finally the boundary constraint in (37) can be rewritten using the expres-
sions of the variational derivatives as

0 = (δµHkµ+ ιδMHk
M)|∂S = (−

1

2
ιvv

♭
µ+ ιvµ⊗ v

♭)|∂S

= (−
1

2
ιvµ⊗ v

♭ + ιvµ⊗ v
♭)|∂S = (

1

2
ιvµ⊗ v

♭)|∂S =
1

2
ιvM|∂S ,
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which concludes the proof.

�

Corollary 2 The port-Hamiltonian dynamic equations (43) incorporate the conserva-

tion of mass and momentum laws which can be expressed, respectively, in:

(i) Advection formulation:

∂tµ = −Lvµ, ∂tM = −LvM+
1

2
µ⊗ d|v|2g + F ,

with |v|g :=
√
g(v, v) denoting the norm with respect to g.

(ii) Conservation formulation:

∂tµ = −dιvµ, ∂tM = −d∇ιvM+ F .

Proof The proof of the mass balance in (ii) and the momentum balance in (i) fol-
lows immediately from substituting the expressions of the variational derivatives.
Whereas, the mass balance in (i) is derived using Cartan’s homotopy formula
Lv = dιv + ιvd, while the momentum balance in (ii) follows from using the iden-
tity ∇v ∧̇ v♭ = 1

2d|v|
2
g and the Lie derivative identity (42). �

Convective Dirac structure

Finally we conclude by presenting the convective representation of the kinetic
energy subsystem which follows exactly the same line of thought presented above
for the reduction to the spatial representation. For compactness purposes, the
proofs of this section will be shorter versions of their counterparts in the spatial
representation.

The transformation of the material variables to the convective ones is carried
out using the nonlinear diffeomorphism

c
Φ : X̃k × P̃k → X̂k × P̂k

((ϕ,M̃), (g, µ̃)) 7→ ((ĝ,M̂), µ̂)
(46)

with ĝ := ϕ∗(g) ∈ M(B) denoting the convective metric and M̂ := ϕ∗
v(M̃) ∈

Ωn(B; T ∗B) denoting the extensive momentum in the convective representation,
while µ̂ = µ̃ ∈ Ωn(B). We denote the convective state space by X̂k := M(B) ×
Ωn(B; T ∗B) and the convective parameter space by P̂k := Ωn(B).

The convective kinetic energy Hamiltonian Ĥk : X̂k × P̂k → R is defined by
Ĥk[ĝ,M̂; µ̂] = H̃k[ϕ,M̃; g, µ̃] and is expressed as

Ĥk[ĝ,M̂] :=

∫

B

1

2
⋆̂
−1
c M̂ ∧̇ M̂, (47)

where the convective Hodge star ⋆̂c : Ωk(B; TB) → Ωn−k(B; T ∗B) incorporates a
state dependency on the convective metric ĝ and a parametric dependency on the
mass form µ̂.
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Remark 4 In local coordinates we have that the convective metric expressed as
ĝ = F iIF

j
Jgij ◦ ϕE

I ⊗ EJ , with F iI ∈ Ω0(B) denoting the local components of the
deformation gradient F := Tϕ. The convective momentum is computed from its
material counterpart (cf. . Remark 1) by

M̂ = ϕ
∗
v(M̃) = ṽiµ̃⊗ ϕ

∗(ei) = ṽiµ̃⊗ F
i
IE

I = v̂I µ̂⊗ E
I
,

and thus M̂ is identified with the trivial covector-valued form µ̂⊗ v̂♭ similar to the
spatial momentum M.

In general, we denote by F̂ := F̃ ◦ cΦ−1 : X̂k → R the convective counterpart
of any material functional F̃ : X̃k → R defined such that:

F̂ [ϕ∗(g), ϕ∗
v(M̃)] = F̃ [ϕ,M̃].

In our work we identify tangent and cotangent spaces of M(B) by [10] TĝM(B) ∼=
Ω1

sym(B; T ∗B) ⊂ Ω1(B; T ∗B) and T ∗
ĝM(B) ∼= Ωn−1

sym (B; TB) ⊂ Ωn−1(B; TB). The
restriction to symmetric subspaces comes from the symmetric nature of the Rie-
mannian metric ĝ. More details on the technical constructions of these spaces
will be discussed later in Sec. 3.3. The variational derivatives of the functional
F̂ with respect to (ĝ,M̂) are the bundle-valued forms δĝF̂ ∈ Ωn−1

sym (B; TB) and

δ
M̂

F̂ ∈ Ω0(B; TB), that satisfy for any δĝ ∈ Ω1
sym(B; T ∗B), δM̂ ∈ Ωn(B; T ∗B)

DĝF̂ (ĝ,M̂) · δĝ =

∫

B

δĝ ∧̇ δĝF̂ , D
M̂

F̂ (ĝ,M̂) · δM̂ =

∫

B

δM̂ ∧̇ δ
M̂

F̂ .

The rate of change of F̂ with respect to time is then expressed as

˙̂
F = 〈δĝF̂ |∂tĝ〉B + 〈δ

M̂
F̂ |∂tM̂〉B, (48)

with ∂tĝ ∈ Ω1
sym(B; T ∗B) and ∂tM̂ ∈ Ωn(B; T ∗B).

Let ϕ∗
v : Ωkϕ(B; TS) → Ωk(B; TB) denote the pullback of the value part of a

vector-valued form, transforming it from the material representation to the con-
vective one, and ϕv,∗ denote its inverse. We shall also use the same notation for
covector-valued forms. Then the convective counterpart of Prop. 2 can be stated
as follows.

Proposition 4 Let (ϕ,M̃) ∈ X̃k and (ĝ,M̂) ∈ X̂k be related by the diffeomorphism
cΦ in (46).

i) The pushforward map of cΦ is given by

c
Φ∗ : T X̃k → T X̂k

(ϕ,M̃, δϕ̃, δM̃, δϕ̃|∂B) 7→ (ĝ,M̂, δĝ, δM̂)

δĝ = Lδϕ̂ĝ ∈ Ω
1
sym(B; TB), δM̂ = µ̂⊗ (∇̂δϕ̂ ∧̇ v̂

♭)+ϕ
∗
v(δM̃) ∈ Ω

n(B; T ∗B),

with δϕ̂ := ϕ∗
v(δϕ̃) = Tϕ−1 ◦ δϕ̃ ∈ Ω0(B; TB) ∼= Γ (TB).

ii) The pullback map of cΦ is given by

c
Φ
∗ : T ∗X̂k → T

∗X̃k

(ĝ,M̂, δĝF̂ , δ
M̂

F̂ ) 7→ (ϕ,M̃, δϕF̃ , δ
M̃

F̃ , δ
∪
ϕF̃ )
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with

δϕF̃ =− ϕv,∗(d̂∇̂(2(δĝF̂ )♭ + ιδ
M̂

F̂
M̂)) ∈ Ω

n
ϕ(B; T

∗S)

δ
M̃

F̃ =ϕv,∗(δM̂F̂ ) ∈ Ω
0
ϕ(B; TS)

δ
∪
ϕF̃ =ϕv,∗(2(δĝF̂ )♭ + ιδ

M̂
F̂
M̂)|∂B ∈ Ω

n−1
ϕ (∂B; T ∗S).

Proof See Appendix A.2. �

Theorem 2 The convective Dirac structure corresponding to (28) under the diffeo-

morphism (46) is the sub-bundle D̂k ⊂ F̂k ⊕ F̂∗
k with

F̂k :=cΦ∗(T X̃k)× ϕ
∗
v(Ω

0
ϕ(B; TS)) = T X̂k ×Ω

0(B; TB)

F̂
∗
k :=(cΦ∗)−1(T ∗X̃k)× ϕ

∗
v(Ω

n
ϕ(B; T

∗S)) = T
∗X̂k ×Ω

n(B; T ∗B),

whose fiber at any χ̂ := (ĝ,M̂) ∈ X̂k is defined by

D̂k(χ̂) := {((f̂k,f̂d), (êk, êd)) ∈ F̂k(χ̂)× F̂
∗
k(χ̂)|(

f̂ĝ
f̂
M̂

)
=

(
0 2 sym ◦ ĝ ◦ d̂

∇̂

2 d̂
∇̂

◦ ĝ L(·)M̂

)(
êĝ
ê
M̂

)
+

(
0
1

)
êd,

f̂d =
(
0 1

)( êĝ
ê
M̂

)
,

0 = (2ĝ · êĝ + ιê
M̂
M̂)|∂B},

(49)

with f̂k = (f̂ĝ, f̂M̂) ∈ Tχ̂X̂k and êk = (êĝ, êM̂) ∈ T ∗
χ̂X̂k. The Dirac structure (49)

characterizes the power balance

〈êĝ|f̂ĝ〉B + 〈ê
M̂

|f̂
M̂

〉B = 〈êd|f̂d〉B. (50)

Proof Using the expressions of δϕG̃ and δ∪ϕ G̃ in Prop.4 (ii) in addition to the duality
of ϕv,∗ and ϕ∗

v, one can rewrite the different integrals in (24) as

∫

B

δ
M̃

F̃ ∧̇ δϕG̃+

∫

∂B

δ
M̃

F̃ |∂B ∧̇ δ∪ϕ G̃ = −

∫

B

δ
M̂

F̂ ∧̇ d̂
∇̂
E

Ĝ
+

∫

∂B

δ
M̂

F̂ |∂B ∧̇ E
Ĝ
|∂B,

(51)
where E

Ĝ
:= 2(δĝĜ )♭ + ι

δ
M̂

Ĝ
M̂ ∈ Ωn−1(B; T ∗B). Furthermore, using the steps in

the proof of Prop.4 (ii) in reverse, one can show that

∫

B

δ
M̃

G̃ ∧̇ δϕF̃+

∫

∂B

δ
M̃

G̃ |∂B ∧̇ δ
∪
ϕF̃ =

∫

B

∇̂δ
M̂

Ĝ ∧̇ (2ĝδĝF̂ + ι
δ
M̂

F̂
M̂)

=

∫

B

δĝF̂ ∧̇ 2sym(ĝ · ∇̂δ
M̂

Ĝ ) + δ
M̂

F̂ ∧̇ µ̂⊗ (∇̂δ
M̂

Ĝ ∧̇ v̂
♭). (52)

Let c{F̂ , Ĝ } denote the convective representation of the canonical Poisson
bracket defined similar to (36). By substituting (51,52) in (24) and using the



22 Ramy Rashad and Stefano Stramigioli

convective version of (42), one can express this convective Poisson bracket as

c{F̂ , Ĝ } =

∫

B

δĝF̂ ∧̇ 2sym(ĝ · ∇̂δ
M̂

Ĝ ) + δ
M̂

F̂ ∧̇ µ̂⊗ (∇̂δ
M̂

Ĝ ∧̇ v̂
♭)

+ δ
M̂

F̂ ∧̇ d̂
∇̂
((δĝĜ )♭ + ι

δ
M̂

Ĝ
M̂)−

∫

∂B

δ
M̂

F̂ |∂B ∧̇ E
Ĝ
|∂B

=

∫

B

δĝF̂ ∧̇ 2sym(ĝ · ∇̂δ
M̂

Ĝ ) + δ
M̂

F̂ ∧̇ (d̂
∇̂
(δĝĜ )♭ + Lδ

M̂
Ĝ
M̂)

−

∫

∂B

δ
M̂

F̂ |∂B ∧̇ (2(δĝĜ )♭ + ι
δ
M̂

Ĝ
M̂)|∂B.

Finally, following the same line of thought of the proof of Th. 1, one can transform
the Poisson bracket c{F̂ , Ĝ } into (49). �

Proposition 5 For the kinetic energy as a Hamiltonian functional with state variables

χ̂ := (ĝ,M̂) ∈ X̂k, the equations of motion in the convective representation are given

by:

(
∂tĝ

∂tM̂

)
=

(
0 2 sym ◦ ĝ ◦ d̂

∇̂

2 d̂
∇̂

◦ ĝ L(·)M̂

)(
δĝĤk

δ
M̂
Ĥk

)
+

(
0
1

)
F̂ , (53)

v̂ =
(
0 1

)( δĝĤk

δ
M̂
Ĥk

)
. (54)

with F̂ ∈ Ωn(B; T ∗B) denoting the external body force field in the convective representa-

tion. The variational derivatives of the functional Ĥk in (47) with respect to ĝ ∈ M(B)
and M̂ ∈ Ωn(B; T ∗B) are given respectively by

δĝĤk = −
1

2
ιv̂µ̂⊗ v̂ ∈ Ω

n−1(B; TB), δ
M̂
Ĥk = v̂ ∈ Ω

0(B; TB),

where v̂ = ⋆̂
−1
c M̂ is the convective velocity field.

The Hamiltonian functional (47) admits its rate of change such that along trajec-

tories (ĝ(t),M̂(t)) of (53-54), it holds that

˙̂
Hk = 〈F̂|v̂〉B. (55)

Proof i) The proof of (53-54) follows from (49) by setting the inputs (êĝ, êM̂, êd) =

(δĝĤk, δM̂Ĥk, F̂) which leads to the outputs (f̂ĝ, f̂M̂, f̂d) = (∂tĝ, ∂tM̂, δ
M̂
Ĥk). Con-

sequently, using (48), ˙̂
Hk = 〈F̂|δ

M̂
Ĥk〉B follows from (50).

ii) The Hamiltonian (47) can be rewritten to show explicitly its dependence on
ĝ and M̂ as

Ĥk[ĝ,M̂] :=

∫

B

1

2µ̂
ĝ
IJM̂IM̂J ,

where ĝIJ ∈ Ω0(B) are the components of the inverse metric ĝ−1 such that
ĝIJ ĝJK = δIK , with ĝ = ĝJKE

J ⊗ EK . Furthermore, M̂J ∈ Ωn(B) denotes the
top-form components of M̂ such that M̂ = M̂J ⊗ EJ .

Consider the tangent vector to the curve s 7→ ĝs ∈ M(B) denoted by

δĝ :=
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

ĝs ∈ TĝM(B) ∼= Ω
1(B; T ∗B),
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with ĝs|s=0 = ĝ. The variational derivative δĝĤk ∈ Ωn−1(B; TB) is then defined
implicitly such that

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Ĥk[ĝs,M̂] = 〈δĝĤk|δĝ〉B.

Using the expression of Ĥk in (i), one can express the LHS as

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Ĥk[ĝs,M̂] =

∫

B

1

2µ̂

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

(ĝIJs )M̂IM̂J .

Using the identity d
ds

∣∣
s=0

(ĝIJs ) = −ĝIK ĝJL d
ds

∣∣
s=0

((ĝs)KL), the definition of δĝ

and the fact that M̂I = ĝIJ v̂
J µ̂ leads to

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Ĥk[ĝs,M̂] = −

∫

B

1

2µ̂
ĝ
IK
ĝ
JLM̂IM̂JδĝKL = −

∫

B

1

2
v̂
K
v̂
L
δĝKLµ̂.

The above expression can be written in tensor and exterior, respectively, as

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

Ĥk[ĝs,M̂] = −

∫

B

(
1

2
v̂ ⊗ v̂) : δĝ µ̂ = −

∫

B

δĝ ∧̇ ⋆̂c(
1

2
v̂ ⊗ v̂).

Using the identity ⋆̂c(v̂ ⊗ v̂) = ιv̂µ̂ ⊗ v̂ concludes the derivation of δĝĤk. As for

δ
M̂
Ĥk = v̂, it is straightforward following the steps in proof of Prop. 3.
(iii) Finally the boundary constraint in (49) can be rewritten using the expres-

sions of the variational derivatives as

0 = (2(δĝĤk)
♭ + ιv̂M̂)|∂B = (ιv̂µ̂⊗ v̂

♭ − ιv̂M̂)|∂B,

which is naturally satisfied by the state variables since ιv̂µ̂⊗ v̂♭ = ιv̂M̂. �

Corollary 3 The port-Hamiltonian dynamic equations (53) incorporate the convective

metric advection and conservation of momentum laws which can be expressed, respec-

tively, in:

(i) Advection formulation:

∂tĝ = Lv̂ ĝ, ∂tM̂ = Lv̂M̂ − d̂
∇̂
ιv̂M̂+ F̂ .

(i) Conservation formulation:

∂tĝ = 2 sym(∇̂v̂♭), ∂tM̂ =
1

2
µ̂⊗ d|v̂|2ĝ + F̂ ,

with |v̂|ĝ :=
√
ĝ(v̂, v̂) denoting the norm with respect to ĝ.

Proof The proof of the advection equation for ĝ in (ii) and the momentum balance
in (i) follows immediately from substituting the expressions of the variational
derivatives and using the fact that ιv̂M̂ = ιv̂µ̂⊗v̂

♭. Whereas, the advection equation
in (i) follows from the identity 1

2Lv̂ ĝ = sym(∇̂v̂♭), while the momentum balance

in (ii) follows from the identity ∇̂v̂ ∧̇ v̂♭ = 1
2d|v̂|

2
ĝ and the convective counterpart

of (42). �
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Fig. 3 Convective port-Hamiltonian model of the stress power Stokes-Dirac structure ex-
pressed in terms of bond graphs (left) and block diagrams (right)

Remark 5 We conclude this section by a number of remarks:

(i) It is important to note that the expression of D̃k(χ̃) in (28) is constant
and independent from the base point χ̃ which is not the case for Dk(χ) in (37)
and D̂k(χ̂) in (49). Thus, in contrast to its material counterpart D̃k, the spatial
and convective Dirac structures are said to be modulated by the states χ = (µ,M)
and χ̂ = (ĝ,M̂), respectively, which is a consequence of the Hamiltonian reduction
procedure.

(ii) Another interesting observation is that in the spatial dynamics of nonlinear
elasticity in Prop. 3, the momentum flux ιvM ∈ Ωn−1(S; T ∗S) is constrained to
vanish on the boundary ∂S := ϕ(∂B) of the embedded body in the ambient space,
which is unlike the convective dynamics in Prop.5. This is a consequence of the fact
that the boundary constraint in (49) is naturally satisfied by the kinetic energy
Hamiltonian (47) because it naturally encloses the matter particles for all time.
It would be interesting to investigate further the implications of such difference
between the convective and spatial representation on the analysis of these dynamic
equations.

3.2 Stress power subsystem

The second subsystem of the port-Hamiltonian model for continuum mechanics
characterizes the internal stress acting on the elastic body. We shall only present
the convective representation of this port-Hamiltonian model depicted in Fig. 3.
Its spatial and material counterparts are easily deducible.

In general, one has on part of the boundary, which we denote by ∂B1, the
velocity is an input (i.e. boundary data) and traction is an output. On the other
part of the boundary, which we denote by ∂B2, the traction is an input and the
velocity in an output. One has that ∂B = ∂B1 ∪ ∂B2, ∂B1 ∩ ∂B2 = ∅.
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The pairing of the convective velocity v̂ ∈ Ω0(B; TB) and stress T̂ ∈ Ωn−1(B; T ∗B)
on the boundary of the body is defined as

Pst :=

∫

∂B

i
∗(v̂ ∧̇ T̂ ) =

∫

∂B

v̂|∂B ∧̇ T̂ |∂B =

∫

∂B1

v̂|∂B1
∧̇ T̂ |∂B1

+

∫

∂B2

v̂|∂B2
∧̇ T̂ |∂B2

,

where v̂|∂B := i∗f (v̂) ∈ Ω0(∂B; TB) and T̂ |∂B := i∗f (T̂ ) ∈ Ωn−1(∂B; T ∗B) denote,
respectively, the (partial) pullback of the convective velocity and stress on the
boundary under the body inclusion map i : ∂B → B. One has that v̂|∂B represent
the boundary’s velocity and T̂ |∂B the traction on the boundary.

Furthermore, from the integration by parts formula for bundle-valued forms
[10], one has that

∫

B

∇̂v̂ ∧̇ T̂ + v̂ ∧̇ d̂
∇̂
T̂ =

∫

B

d(v̂ ∧̇ T̂ ) =

∫

∂B

i
∗(v̂ ∧̇ T̂ ).

Combining the above expressions together yields the stress power balance

∫

B

∇̂v̂ ∧̇ T̂ + v̂ ∧̇ d̂
∇̂
T̂ =

∫

∂B1

v̂|∂B1
∧̇ T̂ |∂B1

+

∫

∂B2

v̂|∂B2
∧̇ T̂ |∂B2

. (56)

The above power balance (56) can be encompassed into a Stokes-Dirac3 structure
denoted by D̂s ⊂ F̂s × F̂∗

s , with F̂s := Ω0(B; TB)×Ω1(B; TB)×Ω0(∂B; TB) and F̂∗
s

denoting its dual. We define this (constant) Stokes-Dirac structure D̂s as

D̂s :=
{
((f̂d, f̂s, f̂∂), (êd, ês, ê∂)) ∈ F̂s × F̂

∗
s |

f̂s = ∇̂f̂d, êd = d̂
∇̂
ês

f̂s|∂B1
= f̂

1
∂ , ês|∂B2

= ê
2
∂

f̂
2
∂ = f̂s|∂B2

, ê
1
∂ = ês|∂B1

}
,

(57)

with f̂∂ = (f̂1∂ , f̂
2
∂ ) ∈ Ω0(∂B1; TB)×Ω

0(∂B2; TB) and ê∂ = (ê1∂ , ê
2
∂) ∈ Ωn−1(∂B1; T

∗B)×
Ωn−1(∂B2; T

∗B). The Dirac structure (57) characterizes the power balance

〈êd|f̂d〉B + 〈ês|f̂s〉B = 〈ê1∂ |f̂
1
∂ 〉∂B1

+ 〈ê2∂ |f̂
2
∂ 〉∂B2

, (58)

which is equivalent to (56) by setting the inputs (f̂d, ês, f̂
1
∂ , ê

2
∂) = (v̂, T̂ , v̂|∂B1

, T̂ |∂B2
)

which yields the outputs (êd, f̂s, ê
1
∂ , f̂

2
∂ ) = (d̂

∇̂
T̂ , ∇̂v̂, T̂ |∂B1

, v̂|∂B2
).

Finally, it is straightforward to transform D̂s into a material one D̃s (or spatial
one Ds) which will have identical structure to (57) with d̂

∇̂
replaced by its material

counterpart d̃
∇̃

(or spatial counterpart d∇).

3.3 Decomposition of power ports

So far we constructed the port-Hamiltonian subsystems that describe storage of
kinetic energy and incorporate traction and velocity boundary conditions into the



26 Ramy Rashad and Stefano Stramigioli

Fig. 4 Symmetric-asymmetric decomposition of (∇̂v̂, T̂ ) and the volumetric-deviatoric de-

composition of (ε̂, T̂sym)

dynamics. The last step is to add the elastic body’s constitutive model to the
power port (∇̂v̂, T̂ ).

Before doing so, we will discuss an essential decomposition of the power port
(∇̂v̂, T̂ ) that will split it into a symmetric part (ε̂, T̂sym) and an asymmetric part
(ŵ, T̂asy). By doing so, we will factor out the rigid body motion information in-
cluded in the flow variable ∇̂v̂ and the constitutive relation will be added to the
symmetric port (ε̂, T̂sym) only. Furthermore, we will also discuss another decom-
position of the port (ε̂, T̂sym) which will split it into a volumetric part (ε̂vol, T̂vol)
and a deviatoric part (ε̂dev, T̂dev). Such decomposition is optional but very use-
ful to distinguish the material’s response due to volumetric deformation from its
response to isochoric processes (e.g. shear deformation). The two aforementioned
decompositions will be implemented in a power consistent manner using Dirac
structures, as illustrated in Fig. 4. The technical details of the aforementioned
decompositions are discussed in Appendix A.3.

3.3.1 Symmetric-asymmetric decomposition

Based on the fact that Ω1(B; TB) ∼= Γ (T 1
1B) and utilizing the Riemannian metric

structure of (B, ĝ), one can define the projection map

π̂sym : Ω1(B; TB) → Ω
1(B; TB), π̂sym := ĝ

−1 ◦ sym ◦ ĝ, (59)

where sym denotes the symmetrization operation of 2-covariant tensor-fields. Con-
sequently, one can decompose the space of vector-valued one-forms such that

Ω
1(B; TB) = Ω

1
sym(B; TB)⊕Ω

1
asy(B; TB),

where Ω1
sym(B; TB) := im(π̂sym) and Ω1

asy(B; TB) := ker(π̂sym). Applying the above

decomposition on the velocity gradient ∇̂v̂ allows us to express it as

∇̂v̂ = ε̂+ ŵ, ε̂ := π̂sym(∇̂v̂), ŵ := π̂asy(∇̂v̂) := ∇̂v̂ − π̂sym(∇̂v̂),

3 The term Stokes-Dirac structure has been introduced in the seminal work of van der Schaft
and Mashke [4] to refer to special Dirac structures that utilize Stokes’ theorem to couple energy
exchange in the domain and through the boundary.
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where ε̂ ∈ Ω1
sym(B; TB) represents the convective rate of strain field while ŵ ∈

Ω1
asy(B; TB) represents the convective vorticity field 4.
While the velocity field v̂ includes information on how the elastic body deforms

as well as the translation and rotation (i.e. rigid body motion) it performs in the
ambient space, the deformation is described only by the symmetric component ε̂
and not ŵ. This can be seen by inspecting the covariant velocity gradient ∇̂v̂♭ :=
ĝ · ∇̂v̂ ∈ Ω1(B; T ∗B) which can be written as [10, Prop. 1]

∇̂v̂♭ = sym(∇̂v̂♭) + skew(∇̂v̂♭) =
1

2
Lv̂ ĝ +

1

2
dv̂♭, .

Since Lv̂ ĝ = ϕ∗(Lvg) = 0 is the equation characterizing rigid body motion, one
can see that only the symmetric part describes the deformation of the body. Thus,
the operation sym ◦ ∇̂ factors out the rigid body motion information included in
v̂♭. The rate of strain tensor ε̂ plays an important role in finite-strain elasticity
theory as will be shown in the coming section.

By duality, one can decompose the stress tensor field T̂ ∈ Ωn−1(B; T ∗B) as the
sum of T̂sym ∈ Ωn−1

sym (B; T ∗B) and T̂asy ∈ Ωn−1
asy (B; T ∗B). With reference to Fig. 4,

the above symmetric-asymmetric decomposition of the power port (∇̂v̂, T̂ ) can be
encompassed in the Dirac structure D̂s/a(ĝ), which is modulated by ĝ and defined
as the relation corresponding to the following map:



ε̂

ŵ

T̂


 =



0 0 π̂sym
0 0 π̂asy

1 1 0






T̂sym
T̂asy
∇̂v̂


 , (60)

which characterizes the power balance

〈T̂ |∇̂v̂〉B = 〈T̂sym|ε̂〉B + 〈T̂asy|ŵ〉B. (61)

Remark 6 Note that if one assumes that T̂ ∈ Ωn−1
sym (B; T ∗B) then the power balance

(61) simplifies to
〈T̂ |∇̂v̂〉B = 〈T̂ |ε̂〉B, (62)

which leads to the condition stated in [16,17]:

(α̂⊗ β̂
♯) ∧̇ T̂ = (β̂ ⊗ α̂

♯) ∧̇ T̂ , ∀α̂, β̂ ∈ Ω
1(B).

In the formulation above, we have shown that it follows naturally from duality as a
consequence of factoring out rigid body motions. In numerical methods, assuming
T̂ ∈ Ωn−1

sym (B; T ∗B) corresponds to the strong imposition of symmetry while using
the formulation in (60) with the vorticity ŵ as a Lagrange multiplier corresponds
to the weak imposition of symmetry. The interested reader is referred to [36].

Remark 7 (Spatial and Material counterparts of D̂s/a) The above construction
can be identically repeated for the spatial representation by defining the projection
map πsym := g−1 ◦ sym◦g to factor out rigid body motions. This will be used later
in Sec. 4 when we discuss fluids. On the other hand, the above construction does
not hold for the material representation. An immediate reason is the fact that the

4 In local Cartesian coordinates, ε̂ and ŵ are given by the familiar expressions ε̂I
J

=
1
2

(

∂v̂
I

∂XJ
+ ∂v̂

J

∂XI

)

and ŵI
J
= 1

2

(

∂v̂
I

∂XJ
− ∂v̂

J

∂XI

)

.



28 Ramy Rashad and Stefano Stramigioli

symmetrization operation of two-point tensors is not defined simply because its
two indices belong to different spaces. This has a strong relation to the axiom of
material frame independence of constitutive laws. The interested reader can refer
to [10, Sec. 6.5] and [12, Ch.3].

3.3.2 Volumetric-deviatoric decomposition

Now we turn attention to the volumetric-deviatoric decomposition of the power
port (ε̂, T̂ ) which can be constructed along the same line of thought as above and
detailed in Appendix A.3. For notational simplicity, we assume the symmetry T̂
to be enforced strongly (cf. Remark 6).

Let π̂vol : Ω
1(B; TB) → Ω1

vol(B; TB) denote the volumetric projection map de-
fined by π̂vol(α) :=

1
n tr(α)In, for any α ∈ Ω1(B; TB), with tr : Ω1(B; TB) → Ω0(B)

denoting the trace map. Furthermore, let π̂dev : Ω1(B; TB) → Ω1
dev(B; TB) denote

the deviatoric projection map defined by π̂dev(α) := α− π̂vol(α). The volumetric-
deviatoric decomposition is implemented by the Dirac structure D̂v/d defined as
the relation corresponding to the following map:



ε̂vol
ε̂dev

T̂


 =




0 0 tr ◦ π̂vol
0 0 π̂dev
tr∗ 1 0







T̂vol
T̂dev
ε̂


 , (63)

where ε̂vol ∈ Ω0(B) and T̂vol ∈ Ωn(B) are the volumetric components and ε̂dev ∈
Ω1

dev(B; TB) and T̂dev ∈ Ωn−1
dev (B; T ∗B) are the deviatoric components of the rate of

strain and stress tensors, respectively, while tr∗ : Ωn(B) → Ωn−1(B; T ∗B) denotes
the dual trace map.

The volumetric component of the rate of strain ε̂vol is an important quantity
that describes the volumetric deformation of the elastic body. In fact, one can
show that is equal to the divergence of the convective velocity:

d̂iv(v̂) = tr(∇̂v̂♭) = tr(ε̂) + tr(ŵ) = ε̂vol, (64)

which follows since the trace of ŵ is equal to zero due to its skew-symmetric nature.
Finally, the power balance characterized by D̂v/d is given by

〈T̂ |ε̂〉B = 〈T̂vol|ε̂vol〉B + 〈T̂dev|ε̂dev〉B, (65)

where the first pairing in the RHS is in terms of scalar-valued forms.

3.4 Intensive Rougee stress tensor field

The last point to consider is the relation between the (extensive) stress variables
we introduced so far as covector-valued forms in Ωn−1(B; T ∗B) and their usual
representation as (intensive) second rank tensor fields. The identification between
the two is achieved using the metric structure represented by the Hodge star
⋆̂c. Let τ̂ := ⋆̂

−1
c T̂ ∈ Ω1(B; TB) ∼= Γ (T 1

1B) denote the intensive version of T̂ ∈
Ωn−1(B; T ∗B). In local coordinates for n = 3, one can see that [10]

T̂AIJ = τ̂
B
A µ̂BIJ ∈ Ω

n−1(B), (66)
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Fig. 5 Convective port-Hamiltonian structure of nonlinear elasticity showing its constituting
subsystems in bond graph notation. The boundary ports are depicted without causality infor-
mation for simplicity.

which indicates that T̂ contains two types of information; one related to the in-
trinsic mass form µ̂ and another related to the intensive (i.e. mass and volume
independent) stress which should be provided by the elastic properties of the
body. Indeed this combination in (66) is what makes the form-part and value-part
explicit in the exterior calculus formulation. However, for the purposes of defining
the stress-strain constitutive relation, it suffices to provide an expression relating
τ̂ and ε̂.

The condition that T̂ ∈ Ωn−1
sym (B; T ∗B) is equivalent to the symmetrization of

the 2-contravariant tensor τ̂ ♯ ∈ Γ (T 2
0B), i.e. τ̂ IJ = τ̂JI which is the standard

stress-symmetry requirement in tensor calculus. Furthermore, the expression of T̂
in (63):

T̂ = tr∗(T̂vol) + T̂dev

is equivalent to
τ̂ = τ̂volIn + τ̂dev, (67)

with τ̂vol = ⋆−1T̂vol ∈ Ω0(B) and τ̂dev = ⋆̂
−1
c T̂dev ∈ Ω1(B; TB) denoting the volu-

metric and deviatoric components of τ̂ , respectively. The power balance (65) can
then be rewritten in exterior and tensor calculus, respectively, as

∫

B

ε̂ ∧̇ ⋆̂cτ̂ =

∫

B

ε̂vol ∧ ⋆τ̂vol + ε̂dev ∧̇ ⋆̂cτ̂dev =

∫

B

(ε̂volτ̂vol + ε̂dev : τ̂dev)µ̂. (68)

Note that in the above power balance the inner product of ε̂vol and τ̂vol is in terms
of scalar-valued forms with the Hodge star ⋆̂ including mass information such that
⋆̂µ̂ = 1 where 1 denotes the identity function on B. In Sec. 5, we will discuss a
number of constitutive models to close the relation between ε̂ and τ̂ .

3.5 Summary of the convective port-Hamiltonian dynamics

In conclusion, the port-Hamiltonian dynamics we constructed so far is character-
ized by the storage of kinetic energy, one port for traction boundary input, one



30 Ramy Rashad and Stefano Stramigioli

port for velocity boundary input, and the open distributed port (ε̂, ⋆̂cτ̂) which
will be closed by the stress constitutive law. At the heart of the model are the
three Dirac structures D̂k, D̂s, D̂s/a which we combine into D̂solid, and will char-
acterize the combined power balances (50,58,62). With reference to Fig. 5, the
resulting port-Hamiltonian model in the convective representation is summarized
for convenience by the following theorem.

Theorem 3 The equations of motion governing the convective metric and extensive

momentum variables χ̂ := (ĝ,M̂) ∈ M(B)× Ωn(B; T ∗B) =: X̂k is represented in the

port-Hamiltonian framework as

(
∂tĝ

∂tM̂

)
=

(
0 2 sym ◦ ĝ ◦ d̂

∇̂

2 d̂
∇̂

◦ ĝ L(·)M̂

)(
δĝĤk

δ
M̂
Ĥk

)
+

(
0

d̂
∇̂

)
⋆̂cτ̂ , (69)

ε̂ =
(
0 π̂sym ◦ ∇̂

)(
δĝĤk

δ
M̂
Ĥk

)
(70)

where the Hamiltonian functional Ĥk : X̂k → R is given by (47), the variational deriva-

tives of Ĥk are given by Prop. 5, and the projection map π̂sym is given by (59).. The

symmetry of the stress τ̂ ∈ Ω1
sym(B; TB) is assumed, while the boundary data are given

by v̂|∂B and T̂ |∂B, with T̂ = ⋆̂cτ̂ ∈ Ωn−1(B; T ∗B).
The rate of change of Ĥk along trajectories of (69-70) is given by

˙̂
Hk =

∫

∂B

v̂|∂B ∧̇ T̂ |∂B −

∫

B

ε̂ ∧̇ ⋆̂cτ̂ . (71)

We finally conclude by a number of insights that the port-Hamiltonian model
above reveals, in contrast to the tensor calculus PDEs in Sec. 2.1.

1. The formulation of nonlinear elasticity above explicates i) the geometric struc-
ture using coordinate free expressions, ii) the topological structures using ex-
terior calculus, and iii) the energetic structure using the Dirac structures and
power ports.

2. There is a clear role of duality between effort and flow variables that make up
the power ports.

3. There is a clear identification of the skew-symmetric operator Ĵ(χ̂) : T ∗X̂k →

T X̂k which represents the Poisson structure, associated to the convective Pois-
son bracket c{·, ·} which can be defined similar to (36). The skew-symmetry
of Ĵ(χ̂) is directly related to the conservation of energy characterized by the
Poisson bracket.

4. There is a clear separation between the constitutive relations and the Dirac
structures. One key consequence is that one distinguishes between the nonlin-
earities of each, for example as in the state dependency of D̂k(χ̂).

5. It shows that the evolution of the dynamic equation (in the convective and
spatial case) is independent of the configuration ϕ : B → S. In fact, one case
reconstruct it by solving the ordinary differential equation

∂tϕ
−1(x, t) = −v̂(ϕ−1(x, t), t). (72)

6. The boundary conditions and how they affect the power balance can be easily
identified. In fact, it shows that one does not need to impose displacement
boundary conditions but rather velocity boundary conditions. This is also a
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crucial point when interconnecting flexible and rigid bodies that leads either to
displacement constraints or velocity constraints. Indeed both types of bound-
ary conditions are one-to-one as shown in (72). However, it has several conse-
quences on numerical methods. We shall come back to this point later in Sec.
5.4 when discussing incompressibility.

7. The equivalence between the balance laws corresponding to the port-Hamiltonian
model (69-70), cf. Corollary 3, and their tensor calculus counterparts (9-12) can
be found in [10].

4 Port-Hamiltonian model of fluid flow

Nonlinear elasticity has a lot of similarity with fluid mechanics. A compressible
fluid can be considered a special case of visco-elastic materials [12]. Even though
the governing equations of motion and the Hamiltonian reduction process of both
dynamical systems are identical, there a few fundamental differences between fluids
and solids from the geometric point of view. In this small section, we shall highlight
these similarities and differences by presenting a port-Hamiltonian formulation of
the dynamics of fluid flow.

4.1 Geometric formulation

In principle, the geometric setting of fluids can also be described by a matter
space B that is embedded in an ambient space A along the same line of Sec. 2.1.
In this setting, one should consider an additional control volume subdomain of
A where the dynamics will be described as in [7]. However, it is more common
in the literature to premise the geometric formulation of fluids by assuming the
fluid particles to form a continuum filling the whole spatial domain, denoted by S,
which we assume to have a Riemannian structure [1,18]. The configuration of the
fluid is given by the diffeomorphism ϕ : S → S with the configuration space given
by C := Diff(S), the space of diffeomorphisms on S. The configuration space has
the structure of a Frechet-Lie group [37].

Similar to solids, the material velocity of the fluid is represented as a vector on
the infinite-dimensional manifold C and one can define the spatial and convective
velocity fields v, v̂ ∈ Γ (TS) similar to (1). The Lie group structure of C allows
us to interpret (1) as a pushforward of the material velocity ṽ ∈ TϕC to the left
(convective) and right (spatial) Lie algebras, respectively.

The group structure of C and the diffeomorphic property of ϕ imply physi-
cally that the fluid particles remain within S for all time. This is only the case
if S is a compact manifold without a boundary or that it has a boundary ∂S

that is impermeable, i.e. the fluid velocity is always parallel to the boundary
[26]. This boundary impermeabiltiy condition is expressed in exterior calculus as
ιvωg|∂S = 0 ∈ Ωn−1(∂S), where ωg ∈ Ωn(S) denotes the volume form of the spatial
domain associated to the metric g. In vector calculus, this condition corresponds to
the vanishing of the normal component of the velocity at the boundary. All related
works on the Hamiltonian formulation of fluids (e.g. [19,20,21]) are limited to this
case of impermeable or no boundary. However, we shall show next how this as-
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sumption can be relaxed using Dirac structures during the Hamiltonian reduction
procedure.

4.2 Port-Hamiltonian model

The port-Hamiltonian modeling process proceeds in the same manner of Sec. 3:

1. The material equations of motion are given by the canonical Poisson structure
(24) of the cotangent bundle T ∗

C such that the kinetic energy functional (18)
is conserved.

2. Following the Hamiltonian reduction procedure in Theorem 1, one can trans-
form the canonical Poisson structure to a Lie-Poisson structure in the spatial
representation.

3. By extending the Poisson structure to a Dirac structure, one reaches the port-
Hamiltonian dynamical system (43-44) representing the kinetic energy subsys-
tem.

4. Then one adds the stress and velocity boundary conditions via the stress sub-
system, as in Sec. 3.2, and factorizes the rigid body motions, as in Sec. 3.3.

5. Finally, one adds the constitutive relation between the rate of strain and stress
variables ε, τ ∈ Ω1(S; TS) based on the class of fluids to be modeled.

One prominent difference between fluids and solids is that the former are al-
lowed to have momentum flux through the spatial image ∂S of the boundary, i.e.
ιvM|∂S 6= 0. In contrast to the Hamiltonian formalism, one can account for such
energy exchange through the boundary in Step 3 by extending the Dirac structure
(37) with the boundary interaction port (f∂ , e∂) ∈ Ω0(∂S; TS)× Ωn−1(∂S; T ∗S)
with f∂ := eM|∂S and e∂ := −(eµµ+ ιeMM)|∂S . Consequently, the power balance
(38) then becomes

〈eµ|fµ〉S + 〈eM|fM〉S = 〈ed|fd〉S + 〈e∂ |f∂〉∂S , (73)

and as a result the energy exchange due to momentum flux via ∂S appears in (45).

Interesting, but not surprisingly, the vanishing condition of ιvM|∂S in Prop. 3
is equivalent to the boundary impermeability condition since ιvM|∂S = ιvµ⊗ v♭.
This in fact shows that the group structure of C and the diffeomorphic property
of ϕ are pertinent to the Hamiltonian formulation which necessitates such zero-
exchange of energy through the boundary [26].

In conclusion, the port-Hamiltonian representation of fluid dynamics, summa-
rized in Fig. 6, is characterized by the storage of kinetic energy, boundary ports
for traction, momentum flux, and velocity on ∂S, and the open distributed port
(ε, ⋆cτ) which will be closed by the stress constitutive law. At the heart of the
model are the three Dirac structures Dk,Ds,Ds/a which we combine into Dfluid.
The resulting port-Hamiltonian model in the spatial representation is summarized
by the following theorem.

Theorem 4 The equations of motion governing the extensive mass and momentum

variables χ := (µ,M) ∈ Ωn(S) × Ωn(S; T ∗S) =: Xk is represented in the port-
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Fig. 6 Spatial port-Hamiltonian structure of fluid flow showing its constituting subsystems
in bond graph notation. The boundary ports are depicted without causality information for
simplicity.

Hamiltonian framework as

(
∂tµ

∂tM

)
=

(
0 −dι(·)µ

−µ⊗ d(·) −L(·)M

)(
δµHk

δMHk

)
+

(
0
d∇

)
⋆cτ, (74)

ε = (0 πsym ◦ ∇)

(
δµHk

δMHk

)
, (75)

where the Hamiltonian functional Hk : Xk → R is given by (32), the variational

derivatives of Hk are given by Prop. 3, and the projection map πsym : Ω1(S; TS) →
Ω1(S; TS) is given by πsym := g−1 ◦ sym ◦ g. The symmetry of the stress τ ∈

Ω1
sym(S; TS) is assumed, while the boundary data are given by v|∂S and (T − 1

2 ιvM)|∂S ,

with T̂ = ⋆̂cτ̂ ∈ Ωn−1(B; T ∗B) and v = ⋆−1
c M ∈ Ω0(S; TS).

The rate of change of Hk along trajectories of (74-75) is given by

Ḣk =

∫

∂S

v|∂S ∧̇ (T −
1

2
ιvM)|∂S −

∫

S

ε ∧̇ ⋆c τ.

Finally, the equivalence between the balance laws corresponding to the port-
Hamiltonian model (74-75), cf. Corollary 2, and their tensor calculus counterparts
(6-8) can be found in [10].

5 Constitutive relations

Now we turn attention to the constitutive relation between the rate of strain and
stress variables, which are both symmetric tensor-fields. We aim in this section
to highlight how different classes of constitutive relations are incorporated in the
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port-Hamiltonian framework in addition to the importance of the convective rep-
resentation for constitutive modeling. In particular, we aim to emphasize the role
of M(B) in defining constitutive equations that are geometrically consistent, at-
tributed to the work of Rougee [38].

In general, neglecting thermodynamic effects, the constitutive law is abstractly
a relation between the stress and rate-of-strain variables τ̂ , ε̂ ∈ Ω1

sym(B; TB) and

some time-integral variable ζ̂ ∈ D of ε̂ that characterizes deformation. The different
choices for the construction of ζ̂ and its corresponding space D will be discussed
in detail in this section. Using ε̂, one can rewrite the evolution equation for the
convective metric (11) as

∂tĝ = 2ĝ · ε̂ ∈ TĝM(B) ∼= Ω
1(B; T ∗B), (76)

which identifies vectors on M(B) with the covariant version of ε̂. Therefore, it is
expected that ζ̂ to be constructed from the metric state ĝ. The constitutive law
will be denoted by

R(τ̂ , ε̂, ζ̂) = 0.

In general, R depends also on X ∈ B to incorporate non-homogeneous effects in the
elastic material. Without loss of generality, we shall only focus on the homogeneous
case in this work.

From an energetic perspective, the power port (ε̂, ⋆̂cτ̂) has to be closed by either
1) an energy-storage unit characterized by a relation between τ̂ and ζ̂, 2) an energy
dissipation unit characterized by a relation between τ̂ and ε̂, or 3) a combination
of both. The three cases above classify elastic, viscous, and visco-elastic materials,
respectively. The relations could be either linear or nonlinear, as well as static or
dynamic, as in hyper-elasticity or hypo-elasticity, respectively.

In what follows, we shall only focus on the case of (homogeneous) hyper-elastic
materials in Secs. 5.1-5.4 and viscous fluid flow in Sec. 5.5.

5.1 General hyper-elasticity

The power port (ε̂, ⋆̂cτ̂) is closed for hyper-elastic materials by an energy-storage
unit characterizing the functional

Ψ̂ [ζ̂] =

∫

B

ψ̂(ζ̂)µ̂,

where ψ̂ : D → C∞(B) is its specific storage energy function (which is independent
of mass and volume).

Proposition 6 Let the variable ζ̂ ∈ D be constructed from the metric state ĝ by some

function f : M(B) → D and let Tf : TĝM(B) → Tζ̂D denote its tangent map. Then,

the stress constitutive law takes the following generalized form of the Doyle-Ericskon

formula

τ̂ = 2⋆̂−1
c f̂

∗

(
⋆̂c
∂ψ̂

∂ζ̂
(ζ̂)

)
, (77)

where f̂∗ : T ∗

ζ̂
D → Ωn−1(B; T ∗B) denotes the dual of f̂ := Tf ◦ ĝ : Ω1(B; TB) → Tζ̂D

with respect to the duality pairing 〈·|·〉B.
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Proof Let δ
ζ̂
Ψ̂ ∈ T ∗

ζ̂
D denote the variational derivative of Ψ̂ with respect to ζ̂. The

rate of change of Ψ̂ is then given by

˙̂
Ψ =

∫

B

∂tζ̂ ∧̇ δζ̂ Ψ̂ =

∫

B

Tf(∂tĝ) ∧̇ δζ̂ Ψ̂ =

∫

B

2Tf(ĝε̂) ∧̇ δζ̂ Ψ̂ =

∫

B

2ε̂ ∧̇ f̂
∗(δζ̂ Ψ̂).

A necessary condition for the energy balance ˙̂
Ψ =

∫
B
ε̂ ∧̇ ⋆̂cτ̂ , to hold and be covari-

ant5 is that Ψ̂ should be independent of derivatives of ζ̂ [12, Ch.3]. Consequently,
the variational derivative is identified with the partial derivative of the top form

ψ̂(ζ̂)µ̂ leading to the expression δζ̂ Ψ̂ = ⋆̂c
∂ψ̂

∂ζ̂
. �

Using the definition of ˙̂
Ψ = 〈δζ̂ Ψ̂ |∂tζ̂〉B, the total energy balance of the port-

Hamiltonian system of nonlinear elasticity (69-70) after adding the constitutive
relation (77) can be expressed as

d

dt
(Ĥk + Ψ̂) =

∫

∂B

v̂|∂B ∧̇ T̂ |∂B.

The above power balance states that the rate of change of total (kinetic plus strain)
energy within the elastic body’s domain B is equal to the power flow through the
boundary ∂B, due to stress.

The most natural choice for the quantity ζ̂ is ĝ ∈ M(B) itself since the space
of Riemannian metrics serves as a natural space of deformation [10,39]. In this
case, ζ̂ represents a state-of-deformation and one has f = id and f̂ = f̂∗ = ĝ which
simplifies the stress law (77) to be

τ̂ = 2ĝ
∂ψ̂

∂ĝ
(ĝ), (78)

which is the standard Doyle-Erickson formula.
The alternative choice which we shall adopt, is to define ζ̂ as a strain-variable

represented by a vector-valued 1-form, i.e. D = Ω1(B; TB). In the vast literature
of nonlinear hyper-elasticity, there have been several propositions for defining the
strain ζ̂ and several propositions for defining the storage energy ψ̂ leading to
numerous expressions for the stress τ̂ which very quickly ramifies when we consider
their spatial and material counterparts along with tensorial variants. Thanks to the
work of Rougee [38] and Fiala [40], taking the (non-Euclidean) geometric nature
of M(B) into account leads to the fact that there is only one natural way to define
the strain as the relative deformation between two states in M(B) as discussed
next.

5.2 Finite-strain hyper-elasticity

At this point it is essential to introduce the concept of the reference metric G ∈
M(B) which will characterize the equilibrium reference state of deformation of
the body. This equilibrium state also corresponds to the minimum of the storage
elastic energy ψ̂ considered as a function on M(B). Given G, one can associate to

5 i.e. invariant to spatial transformations of the ambient space
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Fig. 7 Deformation process in finite-strain theory.

it the reference configuration ϕref : B → A such that G = ϕ∗
ref(g). With reference

to Fig. 7, the deformation process will be characterized by the curve cĝ(t) in M(B)
starting at the initial state ĝ0 := cĝ(0) ∈ M(B). If the deformation process starts
from the reference configuration then ϕref = ϕ0 and ĝ0 = G, but in general the
elastic body could be in a stressed state at t = 0.

The strain variable ζ̂t at any time t is defined as the geodesic connecting ĝt to
the reference state G. It has been shown in [40] that this geodesic is characterized
by ∂tε̂ = 0, i.e. ε̂ is constant along the geodesic, which leads to the following
exponential and logarithm maps of M(B) [40]

ExpG : TGM(B) → M(B)

δG 7→ Gexp(G−1
δG)

LogG : M(B) → TGM(B)

ĝ 7→ Gln(G−1
ĝ)

(79)

where exp and ln denote the matrix exponential and natural logarithm maps,
respectively, applied to mixed second-rank tensors. By introducing Ĉt := G−1ĝt
as shorthand notation, we define the strain variable to the vector-valued 1-form
given by

ζ̂t :=
1

2
ln(Ĉt) ∈ Ω

1(B; TB), (80)

which leads to the nonlinear map f(ĝ) := 1
2 ln(G

−1ĝ).

Remark 8 It is important to note that the expressions of (79) and (80) are mere
notation for expressing the geodesic flow on M(B). Thus, one should not interpret
G−1ĝ as an index raising of ĝ by G since both metrics are two different points on
the manifold M(B). In [40] this distinction between thee geometric objects and
their algebraic representation was made by denoting the latter with bold.

From the definition of the strain (80), one has that

ζ̂t = 0 =⇒ Ĉt = I =⇒ ĝt = G,

stating that G is the zero-stress undeformed state of the body. However, it should
warned that M(B) does not have this privileged state intrinsically. In fact, it has
been shown by Fiala [40] that this is a consequence of the geodesic completeness of
M(B), i.e. any two deformation states can be connected through a geodesic. From
the construction we presented here, it can be seen that G is actually a property of
the elastic body’s material. Some composite materials might even have multiple
zero-stress states, such as bielastic structures used in soft-robotics.
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As reviewed by [41], the logarithmic strain measure (80) possesses a number
of remarkable properties. Perhaps the most important one is that it additively
separates dilation from pure distortion, as shown in the following important result.

Theorem 5 Consider the volumetric-deviatoric decomposition of the strain tensor

ζ̂ =
1

n
ζ̂volIn + ζ̂dev, (81)

where ζ̂vol := tr(ζ̂) ∈ Ω0(B) and ζ̂dev := ζ̂ − 1
n ζ̂volIn ∈ Ω1

dev(B; TB). Then,

∂tζ̂vol = ε̂vol,

where ε̂vol := tr(ε̂) ∈ Ω0(B) is the volumetric component of the rate of strain tensor.

Proof First, we rewrite (80) as α = ln(Ĉ) with α := 2ζ̂. Using the power series
definition of the matrix exponential we have that

Ĉ = exp(α) = I + α+
1

2!
α
2 +

1

3!
α
3 + · · · ,

and similarly using the properties of the matrix exponential

Ĉ
−1 = exp(−α) = I − α+

1

2!
α
2 −

1

3!
α
3 + · · · . (82)

From the definition of Ĉ = G−1ĝ, it follows that that ˙̂
C = 2G−1ĝε̂ = 2Ĉε̂, and

consequently 2tr(ε̂) = tr(Ĉ−1 ˙̂
C).

The rate of change of Ĉ can be expressed using the product rule as

˙̂
C = ∂texp(α) = α̇+

1

2!
(αα̇+ α̇α) +

1

3!
(α̇α2 + αα̇α+ α

2
α̇) + · · · . (83)

By multiplying the expressions of Ĉ−1 and ˙̂
C in (82) and (83), then expanding

the product of sums, keeping only the fourth order terms and lower, one can show
that

Ĉ
−1 ˙̂
C = α̇+

1

2!
(α̇α−αα̇)+

1

3!
(α̇α2−2αα̇α+α2

α̇)+
1

4!
(α̇α3−3αα̇α2+3α2

α̇α−α3
α̇).

Taking the trace of the above expression and using the cyclic property of the trace
will lead to the vanishing of all terms in the RHS except α̇ leading to

2tr(ε̂) = tr(Ĉ−1 ˙̂
C) = tr(α̇) = 2tr( ˙̂ζ).

Due to the commutativity of the trace with time-differentiation, then tr( ˙̂ζ) =
∂ttr(ζ̂) = ∂tζ̂vol which concludes the proof. �

Corollary 4 The rate of change of the deviatoric part of ζ̂ is not equal to ε̂dev in

general but can be computed by

∂tζ̂dev = ∂tζ̂ −
1

n
ε̂vol.
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Proof For ∂tζ̂dev = ε̂dev to hold then one must have that ∂tζ̂ = ε̂ to hold. As shown
earlier in the proof of Prop. 6, one has that

∂tζ̂ = 2Tf ◦ ĝ · ε̂,

which for the logarithmic strain definition f(ĝ) = 1
2 ln(G−1ĝ) one does not have

that Tf = 1
2 ĝ

−1. �

The above decomposition of ζ̂ implies that the constitutive closure problem
can be done separately for the volumetric deformation ζ̂vol and the isochoric de-
formation ζ̂dev. Thus, one can express Ψ̂ as

Ψ̂ [ζ̂vol, ζ̂dev] =

∫

B

(ψ̂vol(ζ̂vol) + ψ̂dev(ζ̂dev))µ̂,

such that

˙̂
Ψ =

∫

B

∂tζ̂vol ∧ ⋆̂
∂ψ̂vol

∂ζ̂vol
(ζ̂vol) + ∂tζ̂dev ∧̇ ⋆̂c

∂ψ̂dev

∂ζ̂dev
(ζ̂dev),

provided the nonlinearity of ψ̂ does not couple ζ̂vol and ζ̂dev.
The decomposition above is quite favorable in practice since the volumetric

part ζ̂vol distinguishes compressible and incompressible materials from each other,
as will be discussed later. The remarkable point that Theorem 5 highlights is that
ζ̂vol is an intrinsic quantity that is independent of the equilibrium configuration G
since it is the time integral of another intrinsic quantity. This result is consistent
from a geometric point of view since it follows from (64) that

∂tζ̂vol = ε̂vol = tr(ε̂) = d̂iv(v̂) = ϕ
∗(div(v)), (84)

which shows that the volumetric deformation ζ̂vol ∈ Ω0(B) is simply the integral
of the vector field’s divergence, in the convective representation, which is indeed
an intrinsic quantity independent of G.

If we consider the volumetric-deviatoric decomposition of the stress in (67)
then τ̂ is computed as the combination of the scalar function τ̂vol ∈ Ω0(B) and the
vector-valued 1 form τ̂dev ∈ Ω1

dev(B; TB). However, due to Corollary 4, one cannot
in general compute τ̂vol from the gradient of ψ̂vol and τ̂dev from the gradient of
ψ̂dev separately. Although this might seem counter-intuitive, it is in face a natural
consequence of the (intrinsic) nonlinearity of f̂∗ in the Doyle-Erickson formula
(77). In other words, even though one can decompose the power ports (ε̂, ⋆̂cτ̂) and
(∂tζ̂, δζ̂ Ψ̂) each into two, the nonlinearity of the transformation by f̂ and f̂∗ mixes
these two components.

In the special case of isotropic hyper-elasticity, luckily one can have the afore-
mentioned separation [42]. Consider for example the classic Hencky quadratic
strain energy [43] which is expressed in exterior calculus as

Ψ̂ [ζ̂vol, ζ̂dev] =

∫

B

1

2

(
κζ̂vol ∧ ⋆̂ζ̂vol + 2θζ̂dev ∧̇ ⋆̂cζ̂dev

)
, (85)

where κ, θ ∈ C∞(B) denote the bulk and shear moduli respectively. The stress-
constitutive law, summarized in Fig. 8, takes then the form

τ̂vol =
∂ψ̂vol

∂ζ̂vol
= κζ̂vol τ̂dev =

∂ψ̂dev

∂ζ̂dev
= 2θζ̂dev. (86)
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Fig. 8 Convective constitutive relations of the for finite-strain isotropic hyper-elasticity

It has been shown in [44,45] that the isotropic Hencky constitutive model above
agrees with experiments for moderate principal stretch values. One can extend the
application range to high principal stretches by using a nonlinear strain energy ψ̂
combined with the nonlinearity of ζ̂, e.g. the exponentiated Hencky-strain energy
[41,43]. The extension of the isotropic Hencky model to the general anisotropic
case and to isotropic plasticity can be found in [42].

5.3 Infinitesimal-strain hyper-elasticity

There are numerous hyper-elasticity models in the literature that rely on linear
definitions of the strain measure ζ̂ to represent finite-strains. However, as shown
by Fiala [40], linear definitions of ζ̂ is not consistent with the (non-Euclidean)
geometry of M(B) unless one assumes the deformations to be infinitesimally small.

The theory of small (infinitesimal) strains represents the deformation of the
elastic body B linearized about the reference metric G ∈ M(B). Then, the defor-
mation process characterized by the curve cĝ(t) in M(B) is approximated by a
trajectory in TGM(B). Consequently, the dynamics takes place in the vector space
TGM(B) which we identify with Ω1(B; TB).

At a time instant t, the strain tensor is then defined as

ζ̂t :=
1

2
(Ĉt − I), Ĉt := G

−1
ĝt ∈ Ω

1(B; TB), (87)

where I ∈ Ω1(B; TB) ∼= Γ (T 1
1B) denotes the identity tensor. Consequently, using

(76), one has that

∂tζ̂t :=
1

2
∂tĈt =

1

2
G

−1
∂tĝt = G

−1
ĝtε̂ = Ĉtε̂.

Thus, for the case of infinitesimal strain, f̂ in Prop. 6 is given by the linear map
f̂ = Ĉ. One can in fact show that linearizing the logarithmic strain measure (80)
at Ĉ = I using Taylor series leads to the above linear strain definition.
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Using the linear strain measure above, one can then define different classes of
hyper-elastic models by choosing either linear or nonlinear strain energy functions.
For instance, the St. Venant-Kirchhoff model has a linear elastic strain energy of
the form

Ψ̂ [ζ̂] =

∫

B

1

2
ζ̂ ∧̇ ⋆̂cEζ̂,

where E : Ω1(B; TB) → Ω1(B; TB) denotes the fourth rank elasticity tensor, which
is independent of ζ̂ but could vary at different points in B in the non-homogeneous
case. The resulting linear stress-strain constitutive law takes the form τ̂ = ĝG−1

Eζ̂,

which can be reformulated as the 2-contravariant tensor τ̂ ♯ := ĝ−1τ̂ with local
components τ̂AB :

τ̂
♯ = Ê(ĝ −G) ∈ Γ (T 2

0B), τ̂
AB = Ê

ABIJ(ĝIJ −GIJ) ∈ C
∞(B),

with Ê := 1
2G

−1
EG−1.

The constitutive law above represents a generalized Hooke’s law with the elas-
ticity tensor Ê having 21 independent components due to its (major and minor)
symmetric properties. The presence of material symmetries reduces the indepen-
dent components of Ê with the simplest case being homogeneous isotropic hyper-
elasticity with only 2 independent components κ, θ denoting the bulk and shear
modulus. In this simple case, the strain energy is also given by (85) with the stress
volumetric and deviatoric components given by (86). While this linear stress-strain
constitutive model is physically valid only in the (infinitesimally) small-strain
regime, it accounts for arbitrary rigid body motions represented in the nonlin-
earity of the port-Hamiltonian model in (69-70).

Nonlinear models for isotropic hyper-elasticity, such as the Mooney-Rivlin and
Neo-Hookean models, ar usually expressed in terms of rotational invariants of (87):

I1(ζ̂) := tr(ζ̂), I2(ζ̂) :=
1

2
(tr(ζ̂)2 − tr(ζ̂2)), I3(ζ̂) := det(ζ̂).

The strain functional for the (compressible) Mooney Rivlin model takes the form

Ψ̂ [ζ̂] =

∫

B

(c1I1(ζ̂) + c2I2(ζ̂) + c3I3(ζ̂))µ̂, (88)

where the material parameters c1, c2 ∈ C∞(B) characterize distortion response
while c3 ∈ C∞(B) characterizes dilatation response. For the special case c2 = 0,
one gets the Neo-Hookean model.

It is interesting to note that both the Mooney-Rivlin model (88) and the
quadratic Hencky model (85) constitute a nonlinear closure relation for the port
(ε̂, ⋆̂cτ̂). While the Mooney Rivlin relies on a linear strain definition and a nonlinear
strain energy, the Hencky model has a linear strain energy and a (geometrically)
nonlinear strain definition. Even though both models have a comparable number
of material parameters to fit, the Hencky model has been shown to outperform
the Mooney-Rivlin and Neo-Hookean models for moderate strains [41]. This again
highlights the importance of taking the geometry of M(B) into account for defining
finite-strain.
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Fig. 9 Convective constitutive relations of incompressible isotropic hyper-elasticity

Remark 9 We emphasize again that in principle, one does need to define strain
at all (cf. [46, Sec. 43]) by defining the strain energy in terms of the state of
deformation ĝ as in (78). Consequently, the stress law can be perceived as a cov-
ector field on M(B) [38]. However, the concept of strain and its geometric na-
ture as a mixed tensor comes with numerous useful properties (such as the trace,
volumetric-deviatoric decomposition, rotational invariants, and eigenvalues) that
are not available to the deformation state ĝ intrinsically due to its fully-covariant
nature.

Remark 10 The pushforward of the mixed tensor-field Ĉt onto the reference con-
figuration ϕref(B) corresponds to the Cauchy-Green deformation tensor. Whereas,
the pushforward of the strain measures (87) and (80) onto ϕref(B) correspond, re-
spectively, to standard Cauchy-Green strain tensor and the logarithmic strain tensor
introduced by Hencky extending the work of Becker, cf. [47] for a historic review.
Furthermore, let the reference mass density function be denoted by ρref ∈ C∞(B)
such that µ̂ = ρrefωG with ωG ∈ Ωn(B) denoting the volume form corresponding to
the metric G. Then, the pushforward of the stress ρref τ̂ onto ϕref(B) corresponds
to the second Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor represented as a mixed tensor-field.

5.4 Incompressible hyper-elasticity

Certain elastic materials can be characterized, in certain strain-regimes, as being
incompressible. A prototypical example is rubber. Such incompressibility is char-
acterized intrinsically, in the spatial and convective representations, respectively,
by the geometric conditions

Lvωg = 0 =⇒ div(v) = 0, Lv̂ω̂ĝ = 0 =⇒ d̂iv(v̂) = 0,

where ωg ∈ Ωn(S), ω̂ĝ ∈ Ωn(B) denote the volume forms associated to the Rie-
mannian metrics g and ĝ, respectively.

From the volumetric-deviatoric decomposition (81) of the logarithmic strain
measure discussed earlier, (84) implies that the incompressibility constraint is
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equivalently expressed as

ε̂vol = 0 =⇒ ζ̂vol = constant,

for any finite-strain deformation. Consequently, the volumetric stress τ̂vol is inter-
preted as a Lagrange multiplier enforcing this constraint and no longer is com-
puted from a constitutive relation. The stress-strain constitutive equations for
incompressible hyper-elasticity, summarized in Fig. 9, can be expressed in general
as

τ̂ =τ̂volIn +
∂ψ̂dev

∂ζ̂dev
,

∂tζ̂dev =ε̂dev,

0 =ε̂vol.

One can also model near-incompressibility effects trivially by choosing τ̂vol =
∂fpen

∂ζ̂vol
(ζ̂vol) where fpen : C∞(B) → C∞(B) denotes the penalty function of choice.

The aforementioned constitutive equation for incompressible hyper-elasticity
can be recovered from the compressible models discussed earlier as the volumetric
parameters of the model (given by the bulk modulus κ in the isotropic case) tend
to zero. In addition, from the trace property tr(ln(Ĉ)) = ln(det(Ĉ)), one can see
that the incompressibility constraint expressed in terms of Ĉ is given by

ln(det(Ĉ)) = 0 =⇒ det(Ĉ) = 1.

Using the linear strain measure (87) then implies that the rotational invariant
I3 = det(ζ̂) = 0. Thus, incompressible versions of isotropic nonlinear models, such
as the Mooney-Rivlin model, that use (87), the invariant det(ζ̂) is the variable
that vanishes and not tr(ζ̂).

5.5 Viscous fluid flow

The last type of constitutive relations that we discuss is viscous fluid flow, in
particular Newtonian fluids. Newtonian fluids have the simplest mathematical form
as they are characterized by an isotropic linear constitutive relation similar to (86).
As illustrated in Fig. 10, the constitutive model for Newtonian fluids, neglecting
thermal effects, is characterized by

1. a linear resistive relation between (ε̂dev, τ̂dev) representing the viscous response
to distortion,

2. a combined resistive and storage relation between (ε̂vol, τ̂vol) representing a
visco-elastic response to volumetric deformation.

Let the convective internal energy functional be given by

Û [ζ̂vol; µ̂] =

∫

B

Û(ζ̂vol)µ̂, (89)

with Û : Ω0(B) → Ω0(B) denoting the specific internal energy density function that
describes the equation of state of the fluid. The internal energy’s state is given by
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Fig. 10 Convective constitutive relations of Newtonian fluids

the volumetric strain ζ̂vol and depends parametrically on µ̂. The constitutive stress
law for Newtonian fluids is then expressed in the convective representation as

τ̂dev = 2θε̂dev, τ̂vol = κε̂vol︸ ︷︷ ︸
τ̂b

+
∂Û

∂ζ̂vol
(ζ̂vol)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
τ̂int

, ∂ζ̂vol = ε̂vol, (90)

with κ, θ ∈ C∞(B) denoting the bulk and shear viscosity coefficients, respectively,
which are in general state dependent. The variational derivative of the internal

energy functional is given by δζ̂vol Û(ζ̂vol) = ⋆̂ ∂Û
∂ζ̂vol

(ζ̂vol) =
∂Û
∂ζ̂vol

(ζ̂vol)µ̂ ∈ Ωn(S).

Using ˙̂
U = 〈δζ̂vol Û |∂tζ̂vol〉B = 〈⋆̂τ̂int|ε̂vol〉B, the above constitutive law has a

power balance expressed as

〈⋆̂cτ̂ |ε̂〉B =〈⋆̂τ̂vol|ε̂vol〉B + 〈⋆̂cτ̂dev|ε̂dev〉B

= ˙̂
U +

∫

B

κε̂vol ∧ ⋆̂ε̂vol + 2θε̂dev ∧̇ ⋆̂cε̂dev,

which characterizes the storage of internal energy Û and two Rayleigh dissipation
functions.

Finally, we conclude this section by deriving the spatial counterpart of the
constitutive law (90) for (εdev, τdev) and (εvol, τvol) which is more common for
fluids as presented in Sec. 4. We start with re-expressing the internal energy (89)
in terms of other state variables that are more common; namely the mass density
and specific volume.

Proposition 7 Let ρ̂, ν̂ ∈ Ω0(B) denote the convective mass density and specific vol-

ume functions, defined such that the mass form µ̂ ∈ Ωn(B) can be expressed as

µ̂ = ρ̂ω̂ĝ , or ω̂ĝ = ν̂µ̂,
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where ω̂ĝ ∈ Ωn(B) is the volume form associated to the convective metric ĝ ∈ M(B).
The volumetric strain is related to these two variables by

ζ̂vol = ln(ν̂) = − ln(ρ̂).

Proof Recall that ω̂ĝ = ϕ∗(ωg) where ωg ∈ Ωn(S) is the spatial volume form
associated to g. From the Lie derivative definition, one has that

∂tω̂ĝ = ϕ
∗(Lvωg) = Lϕ∗(v)ϕ

∗(ωg) = Lv̂ω̂ĝ = d̂iv(v̂)ω̂ĝ.

Since µ̂ is constant, then ∂tω̂ĝ = ∂t(v̂)µ̂ = ∂tv̂
v̂ which implies that ∂tv̂ = v̂d̂iv(v̂).

From Th. 5 and the fact that ∂tζ̂vol =
∂tv̂
v̂ , then one has that ζ̂vol = ln(ν̂). Using

the properties of the natural logarithm, it is straightforward that ζ̂vol = ln( 1ρ̂ ) =

− ln(ρ̂). �

With the convective mass density as the state variable, one can rewrite the
internal energy (89) as

Û [ρ̂; ĝ] =

∫

B

Û(ρ̂)ρ̂ω̂ĝ, (91)

with Û now being a function of ρ̂ with a slight abuse of notation. Using ∂tρ̂ =
−ρ̂∂tζ̂vol = −ρ̂ε̂vol, the rate of change of Û now takes the form

˙̂
U =

∫

B

∂tÛ(ρ̂)ρ̂ω̂ĝ =

∫

B

∂tρ̂
∂Û

∂ρ̂
(ρ̂)µ̂ =

∫

B

−ε̂volρ̂
∂Û

∂ρ̂
(ρ̂)µ̂.

Since ˙̂
U = 〈⋆̂τ̂int|ε̂vol〉B, then τ̂int in (90) can be expressed as τ̂int = −ρ̂∂Û∂ρ̂ (ρ̂).

Now let U := Û ◦ ϕ denote the spatial representation of the internal energy
functional defined such that U [ρ; g] = Û [ϕ∗(ρ);ϕ∗(g)] and expressed as

U [ρ; g] =

∫

S

U(ρ)ρωg, (92)

with the spatial mass density ρ ∈ Ω0(S) as the state variable and U : Ω0(S) →
Ω0(S) denoting the spatial specific internal energy. Using Reynold’s transport
theorem, the rate of change of U is given by

U̇ =
d

dt

∫

S

U(ρ)ρωg =

∫

S

Dt(U(ρ)ρωg) =

∫

S

Dt(U(ρ))ρωg,

which follows from the mass balance Dt(ρωg) = Dtµ = 0 with Dt := ∂t + Lv
being a shorthand notation. From the non-equilibrium Thermodynamics principle
Dt(U(ρ)) =

∂U
∂ρ (ρ)Dtρ and mass balance Dtρ = −ρdiv(v) [48], one can express U̇

as

U̇ =

∫

S

ρ
∂U

∂ρ
(ρ)Dtρωg = −

∫

S

pdiv(v)ωg,

where p := ρ2 ∂U∂ρ (ρ) ∈ C∞(S) is the thermodynamic pressure function. Given that

εvol = div(v), then for U̇ = 〈⋆τint|εvol〉S to hold then one has that τint = − p
ρ .

The spatial counterpart of the constitutive stress law for Newtonian fluids (90)
is then expressed as

τdev = 2θεdev, τvol = κεvolτb − p, Dtρ = −ρεvol, (93)
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with κ, θ ∈ C∞(S) denoting the bulk and shear viscosity coefficients considered
now functions on S. The above constitutive law has a power balance expressed as

〈⋆cτ |ε〉S =〈⋆τvol|εvol〉S + 〈⋆cτdev|εdev〉S

=U̇ +

∫

S

κεvol ∧ ⋆εvol + 2θεdev ∧̇ ⋆c εdev.

By adding the constitutive relation (90) to the port-Hamiltonian system (74-
75), one has a port-Hamiltonian representation of the Navier-Stokes equations

for Newtonian fluids. The total energy balance after adding the stress constitutive
law can be expressed as

d

dt
(Hk + U) =

∫

∂S

v|∂S ∧̇ (T −
1

2
ιvM)|∂S −

∫

S

κεvol ∧ ⋆εvol + 2θεdev ∧̇ ⋆c εdev.

The above power balance states that the rate of change of total energy within the
domain S is equal to the difference between the power flow through the boundary
∂S, due to stress and momentum flux, and the power dissipated in the domain,
due to bulk and shear viscosity.

Remark 11 i) The stress τ ∈ Ω1(S; TS) ∼= Γ (T 1
1S) is the spatial representation

of the intensive Rougee stress discussed in Sec. 5 and is related to the standard
Cauchy stress tensor σ ∈ Γ (T 1

1 S) by σ = ρτ . The final constitutive law of com-
pressible Newtonian fluids in terms of σ can then be summarized as

σ = ρτ = ρ(τvolIn + τdev) = (−p+ κdynεvol)In + θdynεdev,

where κdyn := ρκ ∈ C∞(S) denotes the dynamic bulk viscosity and θdyn :=
ρθ ∈ C∞(S) denotes the dynamic shear viscosity. Furthermore, by introducing
the mechanical pressure function pm := − 1

n tr(σ) ∈ C∞(S), then one recovers
the standard relation between mechanical and thermodynamic functions pm =
p− κdyndiv(v).

ii) Incorporating incompressibility in the port-Hamiltonianmodel is done iden-
tically to the procedure explained in Sec. 5.4. The volumetric component of the
stress τvol is then treated as a Lagrange multiplier enforcing the incompressibility
constraint εvol = div(v) = 0. Furthermore, the constitutive model (90) can be
easily extended to model more complex fluid behavior. For instance, representing
the shear viscosity by a fourth-order tensor instead of a function allows modeling
anisotropic Newtonian fluids, while representing the bulk and shear viscosity as
nonlinear functions of εvol and εdev, respectively, allows modeling non-Newtonian
fluids. As for modeling the transfer of the dissipated energy to the thermal domain,
the interested reader is referred to [8,48] and references therein for a discussion of
the topic.

6 Conclusion

In this paper we presented decomposed port-Hamiltonian models that represent
the governing equations of continuum mechanics, complementing our recent work
[10]. These models provide a geometric coordinate-free insight by using bundle-
valued differential forms to mathematically represent physical variables. Thanks to



46 Ramy Rashad and Stefano Stramigioli

the elegant machinery of exterior calculus, the models were derived using Hamil-
tonian reduction theory from first principles. A distinguishing feature of our work
is the port-based philosophy of tearing the overall system into its constituting en-
ergetic units. An immediate benefit of this approach is that one does not have
to consider all physical variables of the whole system at once. Consequently, this
simplifies greatly the application of Hamiltonian reduction techniques.

The derived port-Hamiltonian models expose the rich geometric, topological
and energetic structure underlying the theory of continuum mechanics. Our work
lays the foundations for exploiting this rich structure in analysis and control of
distributed parameter system, in addition to the development of efficient numerical
algorithms for discretization and model-order reduction of these dynamic equations
that preserve this structure at the discrete level.

A Appendix

A.1 Proof of Prop. 2

(i) Let δϕ̃ ∈ TϕC be the tangent vector to the curve s 7→ ϕs at ϕ ∈ C at s = 0.
Then δµ ∈ Ωn(S) is the tangent vector to the induced curve s 7→ µs := ϕs,∗(µ̃) at
µ ∈ Ωn(S) at s = 0. One has from the Lie derivative definition that

δµ :=
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

ϕs,∗(µ̃) = −Lδϕµ,

with δϕ := ϕf,∗(δϕ̃) = δϕ̃ ◦ ϕ−1 ∈ Ω0(S; TS).

The variation δM ∈ Ωn(S; T ∗S) consists of two components; one due to the
variation of ϕ and another due to the variation of M̃, such that: δM := δM1+δM2.
For the later one due to varying M̃, it is simply given by δM2 := d

ds

∣∣
s=0

ϕf,∗(M̃+

sδM̃) = ϕf,∗(δM̃). As for δM1, it is more involved due to the intuition mentioned

preceding (22). From Remark 3, one can identify M with µ ⊗ v♭ or equivalently
ωg⊗m

♭, where ωg ∈ Ωn(S) and m♭ ∈ Ω1(S) are the volume top form and intensive
momentum one-form, respectively. Since ωg is constant, one can express δM1 =
g ⋆c (δm) = ωg⊗δm

♭, with δm♭ ∈ Ω1(S) and g⋆c denotes the (constant) Hodge-star
operator constructed from the volume form ωg. It has been shown in [23] that the
vector field δm := g−1 · δm♭ ∈ Γ (TS) can be related to δϕ by

δm = −div(δϕm)−∇δϕm = −div(m⊗ δϕ),

where m ⊗ δϕ represents a momentum flux. Furthermore, it has been shown in
[10, Th. 1] that the divergence of a two-covariant tensor is equivalent in exterior
calculus to the exterior covariant derivative of a related covector-valued n−1 form.
For the case of m ⊗ δϕ, one can show that δM1 = −d∇(g ⋆c (m

♭ ⊗ δϕ)). Finally,
one can show that the covector-valued n − 1 form g ⋆c (m

♭ ⊗ δϕ) is equivalent to
the extensive momentum flux expressed as ιδϕM := ιδϕωg ⊗m♭ ∈ Ωn−1(S; T ∗S),
which concludes the first part of the proof.
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(ii) From the chain rule of functionals and (21,33), one has that

D
M̃

F̃ (ϕ,M̃) · δM̃ =
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

F̃ [ϕ,M̃+ sδM̃]

=
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

F [ϕ∗(µ̃), ϕf,∗(M̃+ sδM̃)] = DMF (µ,M) · δM2.

Using the change of variables formula and the expression for δM2 in (i) above,
one has that

DMF (µ,M) · δM2 =

∫

S

δM2 ∧̇ δMF =

∫

B

ϕ
∗(δM2 ∧̇ δMF )

=

∫

B

ϕ
∗
f (δM2) ∧̇ ϕ

∗
f (δMF ) =

∫

B

δM̃ ∧̇ ϕ
∗
f (δMF ).

Comparing the above two expressions and using (20) yields that δ
M̃

F̃ = ϕ∗
f (δMF ).

Similarly, from the chain rule of functionals and (22,33), one has that

DϕF̃ (ϕ,M̃) · δϕ̃ =
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

F̃ [ϕs,M̃s] =
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

F [ϕs,∗(µ̃), (ϕs)f,∗(M̃s)]

=DµF (µ,M) · δµ+DMF (µ,M) · δM1. (94)

Using (34) and the expressions for δµ, δM1 in (i) above, one can rewrite (94) as

DµF (µ,M) ·δµ+DMF (µ,M) ·δM1 = −

∫

S

δµF ∧Lδϕµ+δMF ∧̇ d∇ιδϕM. (95)

Consider the following identities between scalar-valued and bundle-valued forms

ιδϕ(df) ∧ µ = δϕ ∧̇ (µ⊗ df) ∈ Ω
n(S), ιδϕ(f ∧ µ) = δϕ ∧̇ (f ∧ µ) ∈ Ω

n−1(S),

for any f ∈ C∞(S), with µ in the second LHS is considered as a top-form and in
the RHS as a covector-valued n − 1 form. Using the identities above, the Leibniz
rule and Cartan’s formula for the Lie derivative, and Stokes theorem, one has that

∫

S

δµF ∧ Lδϕµ = −

∫

S

Lδϕ(δµF ) ∧ µ+

∫

S

Lδϕ(δµF ∧ µ)

= −

∫

S

ιδϕd(δµF ) ∧ µ+

∫

∂S

ιδϕ(δµF ∧ µ)|∂S

= −

∫

S

δϕ ∧̇ (µ⊗ dδµF ) +

∫

∂S

δϕ|∂S ∧̇ δµF ∧ µ|∂S . (96)

Now consider the following identities for any vector field η ∈ Γ (TS)

η ∧̇ ιδϕM = δϕ ∧̇ ιηM ∈ Ω
n(S), ∇η ∧̇ ιδϕM = δϕ ∧̇ µ⊗ (∇η ∧̇ v

♭) ∈ Ω
n(S),

with M = µ ⊗ v♭. Using the above identities, the Leibniz rule for the exterior
covariant derivative, and Stokes theorem, one has that
∫

S

δMF ∧̇ d∇ιδϕM = −

∫

S

∇(δMF ) ∧̇ ιδϕM+

∫

S

d(δMF ∧̇ ιδϕM)

= −

∫

S

δϕ ∧̇ µ⊗ (∇(δMF ) ∧̇ v
♭) +

∫

∂S

δϕ|∂S ∧̇ ιδMFM|∂S .

(97)
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Finally, by substituting (96,97) in (95), combining (95) with (94) and using
the change of variables formula, the expressions of δϕF̃ and δ∪ϕF̃ are concluded
by comparing the result with (19).

A.2 Proof of Prop. 4

(i) Recall the curve s 7→ ϕs in C introduced in Prop. 2. One has that δĝ :=
d
ds

∣∣
s=0

ĝs, where ĝs := ϕ∗
s(g) is the induced curve onM(B). From the Lie derivative

properties, it follows that δĝ = d
ds

∣∣
s=0

ĝs = ϕ∗(Lδϕg) = Lδϕ̂ĝ, where δϕ̂ = Tϕ−1 ◦
δϕ̃.

The variation δM̂ = δM̂1+δM̂2 ∈ Ωn(B; T ∗B) also consists of two components;
one due to the variation of ϕ and another due to M̃, where the latter is given by
δM̂2 := ϕ∗

v(δM̃). The first part is defined as δM̂1 := d
ds

∣∣
s=0

M̂s, where s 7→

M̂s is the induced curve in Ωn(B; T ∗B) defined in local components as M̂s :=
µ̂sF iIδϕ̃i ⊗ EI , where δϕ̃i ∈ Ω0(B) are the components of δϕ̃ and sF iI ∈ Ω0(B)
are the components of sF := Tϕs. Using the identities d

ds

∣∣
s=0

sF iI := (∇̃δϕ̃)iI and

(∇̃δϕ̃)iI = F iJ(∇̂δϕ̂)
J
I with ∇̃ denoting the material covariant derivative (cf. [3,10]),

then one has that

δM̂1 :=
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

M̂s =µ̂δϕ̃i
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

s
F
i
I ⊗ E

I = µ̂δϕ̃i(∇̃δϕ̃)
i
I ⊗ E

I

=µ̂δϕ̃iF
i
J(∇̂δϕ̂)

J
I ⊗E

I = µ̂δϕ̂J (∇̂δϕ̂)
J
I ⊗ E

I
,

which can be written as δM̂1 = µ̂⊗ (∇̂δϕ̂ ∧̇ v̂♭).
(ii) The derivation of δ

M̃
F̃ = ϕv,∗(δM̂F̂ ) follows identically its spatial coun-

terpart in Prop. 2 (ii). For the other variational derivatives, one has from the chain
rule similar to (94) that

DϕF̃ (ϕ,M̃) · δϕ̃ = DĝF̂ (ĝ,M̂) · δĝ +D
M̂

F̂ (ĝ,M̂) · δM̂1,

where the RHS can be further expanded using identities 1
2Lv̂ ĝ = sym(d̂

∇̂
v̂♭) and

∇̂η̂ ∧̇ ιδϕ̂M̂ = δϕ̂ ∧̇ µ̂⊗ (∇̂η̂ ∧̇ v̂♭) as

DϕF̃ (ϕ,M̃) · δϕ̃ =

∫

B

δ
F̂
ĝ ∧̇ δĝ + δ

F̂
M̂ ∧̇ δM̂1 =

∫

B

δ
F̂
ĝ ∧̇ Lδϕ̂ĝ + δ

F̂
M̂ ∧̇ µ̂⊗ (∇̂δϕ̂ ∧̇ v̂

♭)

=

∫

B

δ
F̂
ĝ ∧̇ 2sym(d̂

∇̂
v̂
♭) + ∇̂δϕ̂ ∧̇ ιδ

F̂
M̂

M̂ =

∫

B

∇̂δϕ̂ ∧̇ EF̂ ,

with E
F̂

:= (2(δĝF̂ )♭ + ιδ
M̂

F̂
M̂ ∈ Ωn−1(B; T ∗B). Using integration by parts, the

definition of δϕ̂ and the duality of ϕv,∗ and ϕ∗
v, one has that

∫

B

∇̂δϕ̂ ∧̇ EF̂ =−

∫

B

δϕ̂ ∧̇ d̂
∇̂
EF̂ +

∫

∂B

δϕ̂|∂B ∧̇ EF̂ |∂B

=−

∫

B

δϕ̃ ∧̇ ϕv,∗(d̂∇̂EF̂ ) +

∫

∂B

δϕ̃|∂B ∧̇ ϕv,∗(EF̂ )|∂B.

Finally, the results follow by comparing with (19).



The port-Hamiltonian structure of continuum mechanics 49

A.3 Vector space decomposition

Let V,W be two vector spaces over the field R. Let Hom(V,W ) denote te set of
linear maps from V to W . An endomorphism of V is an element of End(V ) :=
Hom(V, V ). The dual vector space to V is V ∗ := Hom(V,R) with the duality
product between any v ∈ V, ṽ ∈ V ∗ denoted by 〈ṽ|v〉V := ṽ(v) ∈ R. The orthogonal
complement of a subspace W ⊂ V is the subspace W⊥ ⊂ V ∗ defined as

W
⊥ := {w̃ ∈ V

∗|〈w̃|w〉V = 0, ∀w ∈ W }.

Let M be a smooth manifold of dimension n, and let TpM,T ∗
pM denote the

tangent and cotangent spaces of M at a point p ∈ M , respectively. The space of
all (r, s) tensor at p ∈M is denoted by T rs,pM with T 0

0,pM = R, T 1
0,pM = TpM, and

T 0
1,pM = T ∗

pM . Furthermore, T 0
2,pM = Hom(TpM,T ∗

pM) and T 1
1,pM = End(TpM).

Given a choice of basis for TpM and its dual basis for T ∗
pM , one has that

T
0
2,pM ∼= bln, T

1
1,pM ∼= gln,

where bln and gln denote the vector spaces of bilinear forms and linear transfor-
mations on R

n, respectively. Elements of bln and gln are expressed in components
as

A = Aije
i ⊗ e

j ∈ bln, X = X
i
jei ⊗ e

j ∈ gln,

where {ei}, {e
j} denote the standard basis and its dual on R

n. Furthermore, ele-
ments of the dual spaces bl∗n and gl∗n are expressed in components as

B = B
ij
ei ⊗ ej ∈ bl

∗
n, Y = Y

i
j e
i ⊗ ej ∈ gl

∗

n.

The duality product 〈·|·〉bln : bl∗n × bln → R is defined by 〈B|A〉bln := BijAij ,

whereas the duality product 〈·|·〉gl
n

: gl∗n × gln → R is defined by 〈Y |X〉bln :=

Y
j
i X

i
j . If A,B ∈ R

n×n denote the matrix representations of A ∈ bln and B ∈ bl∗n,
respectively, then the duality products is more commonly expressed as 〈B|A〉bln =
tr(BA). The same expression holds also for gln.

A.3.1 Symmetric-asymmetric decomposition of bln

Consider the following projection map

πsym : bln → bln, A 7→
1

2
(A+A

⊤). (98)

It is straightforward to see that πsym is idempotent (i.e. πsym ◦ πsym = πsym). Let
bls := im(πsym) ⊂ bln and bla := ker(πsym) ⊂ bln denote the vector subspaces
of symmetric and asymmetric bilinear forms, respectively. Any A ∈ bln can be
decomposed then as A = Asym +Aasy with

Asym := πsym(A) ∈ bls, Aasy := πasy(A) := A− πsym(A) ∈ bla,

where Asym and Aasy are called the symmetric and asymmetric components of
A, respectively. By construction, one has that πsym(πasy(A)) = 0. We refer to the
decomposition bln = bls⊕bla, as the symmetric-asymmetric decomposition of bln.
While dim(bln) = n2, one has that dim(bls) = 1

2n(n+1) and dim(bla) = 1
2n(n−1).
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The dual space of bln is decomposed as bl∗n = bl∗s ⊕ bl∗a where

bl
∗
s = bl

⊥
a := {B ∈ bl

∗
n|〈B|Aasy〉bln = 0, ∀Aasy ∈ bla},

bl
∗
a = bl

⊥
s := {B ∈ bl

∗
n|〈B|Asym〉bln = 0, ∀Asym ∈ bls}.

If πsym : bln → bls and πasy : bln → bla are defined as above, then π̃sym : bl∗n → bl∗s
and π̃asy : bl∗n → bl∗a are defined such that

〈π̃sym(B)|πasy(A)〉bln = 0, 〈π̃asy(B)|πsym(A)〉bln = 0.

One can show that π̃sym(B) = 1
2 (B + B⊤) =: Bsym and π̃asy(B) = 1

2 (B −B⊤) =:
Basy.

The above construction of the symmetric-asymmetric decomposition of bln can
be summarized in the following map Js/a : bl∗s × bl∗a × bln → bls × bla × bl∗n



Asym

Aasy

B


 =



0 0 πsym
0 0 πasy

1 1 0






Bsym

Basy

A


 ,

such that the duality pairing between A ∈ bln and B ∈ bl∗n is given by

〈B|A〉bln = 〈Bsym|Asym〉bln + 〈Basy|Aasy〉bln ,

with 1 denoting the identity map.

A.3.2 Volumetric-deviatoric decomposition of gln

Consider the following projection map

πvol : gln → gln, X 7→
1

n
tr(X)In, (99)

where tr : gln → R denotes the trace map and In ∈ gln denotes the identity element
(with components δij). It is straightforward to see that πvol is idempotent (which
necessitates the division by n). Let k := im(πvol) ⊂ gln and sln := ker(πvol) ⊂ gln
denote the vector subspaces of scalar operators and traceless operators, respec-
tively. Any X ∈ gln can be decomposed then as X = Xvol +Xdev with

Xvol := πvol(X) ∈ k, Xdev := πdev(X) := X − πvol(X) ∈ sln,

where Xvol and Xdev will be referred to as the volumetric and deviatoric compo-
nents of X, respectively. By construction, one has that πvol(πdev(X)) = 0. We refer
to the decomposition gln = k⊕ sln, as the volumetric-deviatoric decomposition of
gln. While dim(gln) = n2, one has that dim(k) = 1 and dim(sln) = n2 − 1.

The dual space of gln is decomposed as gl∗n = k∗ ⊕ sl∗n where

k
∗ = sl

⊥
n := {Y ∈ gl

∗

n|〈Y |Xdev〉gln = 0, ∀Xdev ∈ sln},

sl
∗
n = k

⊥ := {Y ∈ gl
∗

n|〈Y |Xvol〉gln = 0, ∀Xvol ∈ k}.

If πvol : gln → k and πdev : gln → sln are defined as above, then π̃vol : gl∗n →
k∗ and π̃dev : gl∗n → sl∗n are defined such that 〈π̃vol(Y )|πdev(X)〉gl

n
= 0 and

〈π̃dev(Y )|πvol(X)〉bln = 0. One can show that π̃vol(Y ) = 1
n tr(X)In =: Yvol and
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π̃dev(Y ) = Y − Yvol =: Ydev. Consequently, one has that the duality pairing be-
tween any X ∈ gln and Y ∈ gl∗n to be decomposed as

〈Y |X〉gl
n
= 〈Yvol|Xvol〉gln + 〈Ydev|Xdev〉gln .

Since the dimension of the subspace k is 1, it is isomorphic to R. However, this
isomorphism is not canonical. In this work, we choose to identify k with R with
the following isomorphism

tr : k → R, Xvol 7→ tr(Xvol) =: xvol.

The dual map tr∗ : R → k∗ is given by tr∗(yvol) = yvolIn. Consequently, one can
express the duality pairing on k as a product of scalars such that

〈Yvol|Xvol〉gln = yvolxvol.

One can see that xvol = tr(Xvol) = tr(X) while yvol =
1
n tr(Y ). In principle, one

can modify the above isomorphism between k and R such that the factor 1
n is

multiplicatively distributed between xvol and yvol in any way.
The above construction of the volumetric-deviatoric decomposition of gln can

be summarized in the following map Jv/d : k∗ × sl∗n × gln → k× sln × gl∗n



xvol
Xdev

Y


 =




0 0 tr ◦ πvol
0 0 πdev
tr∗ 1 0






yvol
Ydev
X


 ,

such that the duality pairing between X ∈ gln and Y ∈ gl∗n is given by

〈Y |X〉gl
n
= yvolxvol + 〈Ydev|Xdev〉gln .

A.3.3 Decomposition of second-rank tensor fields on M

The above constructions allow us to extend the symmetric-asymmetric decomposi-
tion of bln ∼= T 0

2,pM to the space of (0,2) tensor-fields Γ (T 0
2M) and the volumetric-

deviatoric decomposition of gln
∼= T 1

1,pM to the space of (1,1) tensor-fields Γ (T 1
1M)

such that

Γ (T 0
2M) = Γs(T

0
2M)⊕ Γa(T

0
2M), Γ (T 1

1M) = Γv(T
1
1M)⊕ Γd(T

1
1M).

The duality product between A ∈ Γ (T 0
2M) and B ∈ Γ (T 2

0M) can then be
written as

〈〈B|A〉〉M = 〈〈Bsym|Asym〉〉M + 〈〈Basy|Aasy〉〉M ,

with 〈〈B|A〉〉M :=
∫
M
B : A ω, such that B : A ∈ C∞(M) denotes the double

contraction of the tensor fields A and B and ω denotes the volume form of M .
Similarly, the duality product between X ∈ Γ (T 1

1M) and Y ∈ Γ (T 1
1M) can then

be written as

〈〈X|Y 〉〉M = 〈yvol|xvol〉M + 〈〈Ydev|Xdev〉〉M ,

while 〈·|·〉M : C∞(M)× C∞(M) → R is defined as 〈yvol|xvol〉M :=
∫
M yvolxvol ω.

It is important to note that the above decomposition of second rank tensor
fields did not require the manifold M to have a Riemannian g. In the presence of



52 Ramy Rashad and Stefano Stramigioli

this extra metric structure, then one could apply the volumetric-deviatoric decom-
position to any A ∈ Γ (T 0

2M) using its tensorial variants by raising and lowering
indices. This is achieved by extending the projection map (99) to

π̄vol := g ◦ πvol ◦ g
−1 : Γ (T 0

2M) → Γ (T 0
2M).

In the same manner, one could apply the symmetric-asymmetric decomposition to
any X ∈ Γ (T 1

1M) by extending (98) to

π̄sym := g
−1 ◦ πsym ◦ g : Γ (T 1

1M) → Γ (T 1
1M).
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