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Abstract

In isotropic nonlinear elasticity the corotational stability postulate (CSP) is the requirement that
(5710, D) >0 ¥V D e Sym(3)\ {0},

where %z is any corotational stress rate, o is the Cauchy stress and D = sym L, condition L = F F~!
is the deformation rate tensor. For 5(logV) := o (V) it is equivalent to the monotonicity (TSTS-M™)

(G(log V1) — 5(log V2),log Vi —log Vo) > 0V Vi, Va € Sym™(3), Vi # V.

For hyperelasticity, (CSP) is in general independent of convexity of the mapping F — W(F) or
U — W(U) Considering a family of diagonal, homogeneous deformations ¢ — F(¢) one can, nev-
ertheless, show that (CSP) implies positive incremental Cauchy stress moduli for this deformation
family, including the incremental Young’s modulus, the incremental equibiaxial modulus, the incre-
mental planar tension modulus and the incremental bulk modulus. Aside, (CSP) is sufficient for the
Baker-Ericksen and tension-extension inequality. Moreover, it implies local invertibility of the Cauchy
stress-stretch relation. Together, this shows that (CSP) is a reasonable constitutive stability postulate
in nonlinear elasticity, complementing local material stability viz. LH-ellipticity.
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1 Introduction

Recently, the corotational stability postulate (CSP) has been introduced into nonlinear elasticity [30]. It
amounts to a constitutive requirement expressed in rate-type format, namely

DO

<D—t[a]7D> >0 VD eSym(3)\ {0} (1.1)

where %: is any reasonable corotational rate (cf. )

De D

E[U] = a[a] +0Q°—-Q°%, Q°€s0(3), (1.2)

o is the Cauchy stress tensor and D = sym L is the deformation rate tensor, where L = F F~1 = Dev is
the spatial velocity gradient and €2° is a spin-tensor. For more information on the notation please consult
the Appendix [A]

In [30] it has been shown that (I.1) is equivalentl] to the already introduced (TSTS-M**) condition
(cf. 19]) which reads for o(log V) := o(V)

TSTS-M*":  sym Djogvo(logV) € Symy(6). (1.3)

Note that Diogyo(logV') is not necessarily major-symmetric (cf. ) The latter implies further the
Hilbert-monotonicity

TSTS-M™: (G(logVy) — 5(logVa),log V) —logVa) >0 V Vi, Vo € SymtT(3), Vi # Vs (1.4)

so that is one possibility to express that ”stress increases with strain” in fact: “Cauchy stress o in-
creases with logarithmic strain. It is already known that (CSP) implies the BE-inequalities (cf. [1]) and
the tension-extension TE-inequalities (cf. ) Moreover, TSTS-M™ is easily checked in the isotropic
case by switching to the representation in principal stresses versus principal logarithmic stretches, see

z3 plo 3
Lfor %z = {%—t, DDtg }. Here, 1%—t[a] = %[0] + oW — Wo, W = skew L is the Zaremba-Jaumann rate. The result for

all reasonable corotational rates is about to be submitted (cf. )




26).

For incompressibility, condition (|1.4) turns into the well-known Hill’s inequality (cf. [30} [44) (13} |16
17]) for the Kirchhoff-stress 7 = det F' - o, and 7(log V') := 7(V)

(T(log V1) — 7(log Va),log Vi —log Vo) >0 V Vi, Vo € Sym™T(3), Vi # Va- (1.5)
Note that (1.5)) is, similarly to (1.1)), equivalent to the rate-condition
DZJ

(

where DD—Z; denotes the Zaremba-Jaumann corotational rate (cf. [5]).

D—t[T],D> >0 V DeSym(3)\ {0}, (1.6)

A linearized version of (|1.1]) for small stress and small rotations is the requirement of ”positive second
order internal work”: .
(6" &) >0 VéeSym(3)\ {0} (1.7)
which is equivalent to .
C*° ¢ Symj T (6) (1.8)
for the linear elastic constitutive law
i — ¢ e =2pe+ \tr(e) 1, >0, 204+31>0. (1.9)

While the meaning of is established as the stability requirement for linear elasticity and implies
that stress increases with strain in physically nonlinear, but geometrically linear probleme (as e.g. small
strain plasticity, cf. Flgure' the immediate 1nterpretat10n of conditions (|1.1] . is less clear, ow-
ing to the appearance of the (arbitrary) corotational rate 2 o7 and being deﬁned in the Spatlal conﬁguratlon

Here, we will therefore simplify the setting by considering a family of deformations ¢ — ¢(t) of the
domain Vy C R3 such that ¢ — F(t) = Dp(t) = diag(\i(t), A2(t), A3(t)) is diagonal, and therefore has
constant principal azes. Furthermore, we will assume that F'(¢) is homogeneous in the space variable
(thus a subset of so called universal deformations, cf. |45 9]) and we assume hyperelastic response. Let
us remark that the assumed loading deformation history corresponds to the standard homogeneous test
protocolls, like uniaxial tension, planar tension, equibiaxial tension etc. (but not simple shear as for simple
shear, F' is not diagonal and the principal axes rotate).

Our main finding is that for the admitted tests, (CSP) implies a priori positive incremental Cauchy-stress
moduli. In [32] it is shown that (CSP) also implies a positive incremental pure shear modulus. Whether
this remains true for (not so simple) simple shear [4] will be investigated in another contribution.

Note carefully that the above conclusion is only true in the assumed circumstances while in general
(CSP) does neither imply convexity of F — W(F) nor convexity of U — W(U) as the example of the
exponentiated Hencky energy (cf. [35])

chp-chCky (F) A

shows: Wexp-Hencky satisfies (CSP) throughout but is, of course, not convex in F' and indeed not convex
in U =+VFTF. It is also known that (CSP) is otherwise independent of LH-ellipticity and polyconvexity
(cf. 130, 22, |5]) since Wexp-Hencky is not LH-elliptic everywhere. It should also be observed that a standard
compressible Neo-Hooke model does not satisfy (CSP) while the incompressible Neo-Hooke model complies
with (CSP) and is polyconvex.

A ~
= Bexp (k|log VI|2) + oo (k: (log(det V))2) (1.10)

2 Second order internal work condition versus corotational sta-
bility in the spatial and referential picture

In this section we will have a closer look at the concept of “second order internal work” since it bears some
superficial resemblance to the (CSP) condition. It proves useful, however, to start with linear elasticity.
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Figure 1: Infinitesimal Drucker stability:
Cauchy stress ¢ increases with infinitesimal
strain e for geometrically linear but physically
nonlinear response, as e.g. in work-hardening
small strain plasticity.

Figure 2: Different equivalent expressions for
the infinitesimal Drucker stability.

2.1 Linear elasticity
In linear elasticity, the stored elastic energy can be expressed as
gingy = [ Win(e(t))dvp = / Lice), () dvy = / L@, ey vy “work’.  (2.1)
Vo Vo 2 Vo 2
Let us consider the expansion
oM (t 4 6t) = o™ (t) + 6" (¢) 5t + h.o.t. = () + doM™(¢) + h.o.t.

. (2.2)
e(t+6t) =e(t) +£(t) 6t + h.o.t. =¢e(t) +de(t) + h.o.t..

According to PetrykE| [39], the “second order internal work* expression in linear elasticity is given by
%(doh“, de) since by expansion for a small strain increment of the elastic energy we have

1, 4 . 1 : ) . .
§<0_hn —|—d0’1m,€+d€> _ §(<0_11n’5> 4 <0_11n’d€> + <d0_11n,€> + <d0’hn,d5>)
1 1 1 1 (2:3)
= 5(01‘“, e)+ 5(01”’, de) + §<dah“, e)+ §<dahn, de) .
Consider similarly the direct expansion of the elastic energy
Mt 6t) = £ (t) + g5““(t) 5t + 1Oﬁeli“(t) 52 +hot (2.4)
& 5 12 .0.t.. .
“second order internal work“
Equating like powers in (2.3) and (2.4) suggests already
1d? 1 -
& )5t? = ~(do'™, de) . 2.
gaet W 5o, de) (2.5)

We will make this idea precise now. Taking time derivatives along a motion yields

2In (39} p.377f]: “The second-order work of deformation is a classical concept in the theory of plasticity. In the so-called
small strain theory, or more precisely, when geometry changes are disregarded, the second-order work per unit volume during
proportional application of a small increment de;; in strain components is, by definition, equal to %50'”' deij (or %50’ - dg in
the symbolic notation), where do;; are the respective small increments of the stress components; the summation convention
is used for repeated subscripts. That expression plays a fundamental role in Drucker’s |7} |8] definition of work-hardening,
interpreted as a postulate of stability of the material in a restricted sense. A similar expression, integrated over the body
volume, appears in Hill’s 14} [15] condition for stability of equilibrium of an inelastic continuous body under dead loading,
with geometry changes taken into account.“



%Sli“(t)z / (D.WHR(2(1)), £(t)) AV = / (o'™(t),&(t))dVy = P “internal power”
Vo

Vo
d2

0 = [ @000+ 0 2% "D [ 50,60) + (00, Du(n) v

_ / (G (1), (1)) AV — / (Div o™ (£), w) dVp + / Div(e"™ T ) dVi
VO Vo E/_/ V()

m
equilibrium

:/ <&lin(t)aé(t)>dv0+/ (0", w ) dVh (2.6)
Vo oV
- / (C2(t), (1)) AV + / (0" 7 ) Vo > et [E@)]2 + / (07 ) AV .

Vo A%

1A%

For quasistatic loading (or if u|gy, = 0 in order to only consider internal variations of the body), terms
with w4, at the boundary will be dropped (e.g. if ui‘av = const.), so that we are left with

0 = [ 00,200 = [ (0, 0) 0% 2 Ry HTESmETE). (27)

Thus integrated positive “second order internal work” in linear elasticity (or the infinitesimal “Drucker
stability postulate (DSP)“[7] eq. (1)})HE| and see Figure can thus be expressed as

3350 = 5 [ 0,0 % >0 (2:10)

and is sufficient for having a stable equilibrium upon localization. It expresses nothing else than C &
Sym; T (6) for the constitutive law o = C.e. Hence, “positive second order internal work“ is guaranteed
by the rate condition (g, &) > 0, formally similar to the (CSP) requirement (I.1]).

2.2 Nonlinear elasticity

In nonlinear elasticity, the correspondence of positive second order internal work with (CSP) is lost in
general. Following, we will show this in more detail: let us write the internal stored energy in nonlinear
elasticity as

£)= | WF(®D) v (2.11)

3Mandel [23, p.59]: ”En principe on doit introduire dans cette formule [6;; €;; > 0] non pas la vitesse de contraintes dp,

par rapport & des axes fixes, mais la vitesse de contraintes U’”‘

de I’élément matériel. On a:

par rapport a des axes animés de la vitesse de rotation w;;

D#gy;
“Dp = Gid ~ Wik Okj ~ Wik Oki - (2.8)
. . . . . Do . ~ .
Mais nous supposons la vitesse de rotation w et les contraintes o suffisamment faibles pour que 1;,5] puisse étre remplacé
par 6;;.” Translation and update of notation: ”In principle, we must introduce in this formula (¢,€) > 0 not the [material]
ZJ
stress rate % [o] with respect to fixed axes, but rather the stress rate DD—t [o] with respect to axes moving with the rotation
rate W of the material element. We have [the Zaremba-Jaumann rate]:
DZJ
—[ | = —[a} + oW —Wo. (2.9)
However, we assume that the rotation rate W and stresses ¢ are sufficiently small so that 2~ [a] can be replaced by pilol”

[our comment: and in addition one needs to replace é by D = symDgv the deformatlon rate tensor et voila: the (CSP)
emerges (cf. Mandel [23] p.59])]. In Mandels text, however, it remains vague, whether o is the Cauchy stress or the Kirchhoff
stress.

4The “Drucker stability postulate“ |7, eq. (1)] (DSP) states that the incremental internal energy can only increase upon
additional loading. Effectively, it eliminates the possibility of (absolute) strain softening and implies that small strain Cauchy
stress increases for increasing stretch in uniaxial tension, cf. Figure|[l} It must be appreciated that Drucker himself did not
introduce any geometrically nonlinear generalization of his stability postulate. In the current literature, Druckers stability
postulate for the geometrically nonlinear setting seems to mean Hill’s 1nequa11ty acting on the Klrchhoff stress 7. In
this sense it is used in the FEM-software packages Ansys and Abaqus where, however no explicit distinction between
compressibility and incompressibility is made in Ansys .



Then we calculate (recall 0 = 1 Sy FT and D = sym L = sym(F F~'),L = FF~! = D¢v(¢, 1))

d ) ) ) .
Celn) = /V (RN, FE) V) = /V (81(0), Fie v = /V (10,5 FE)

. (2.12)
B T 1 B G’ESLI’H(?)) _ _ .
- /VO<51F JE RN AV, = /VD<0,L> J:dVO w /Vt<J,D>th - /VO<T,D)dV0 = Pt
and with D% denoting the material derivative we obtain
j—;g(t) = C(llt/v (o(t),D(t)) - J(t)dVy (calculate time deriva'tives onl.y with respect
0 to the fixed referential domain)
- [ Fp(iote). D) - 7)) %
= | (pylel DO) - J0) + (0, 5y D) - (6) + 0:D) - T 6) Vo
D D .
= [ (1) D) - 70) + (o, 5, (D) - I0) + (0. D) - (Cot Flo), F(0) AV
— [ (il DOY- T10) + (0. 5 (DO - IO + (0, D) - det F)E T (0), (1) Vo
Vo
D D
= [ (y1e): D) - J0) + (o, G D) - I0) + (0. D) - T (1.1) AV
D D
= /VO<Dt[U],D(t)> I (@) + o, 5 [P - J(2) + (o, D) - J (1, D) dVo (2.13)
= | lpylel: DO + (o, 1D + (o, D) (D) J10) %%
dvi

- | [igyie)- D) + (o, DO + (0. D) x(D)] v

"0 [ (41 D) + (0. 5 Dev(E.t)) + (o D) (D)) v

material time

deriyative / [(%[a},D(t» +(o(t), Dgv(&,t).v + Devy(§,8) - 1) + (o, D) tr(D)] dV;
Vi

:/ [(%[a],D(t)} +<0,ng(§,t).v>—< Diveo(t) ,v4(§,t)) + Div(UT.th) +{o, D) tr(D)] dV;
Vi — —— ——

= 0 in spatial Gaufl

not objective! equilibrium Lov (6T 0.0, 1) dS,
(e.g. in homo- t N
geneous tests) :favt (o.m,v,¢)dSt
where we used that
Div(c”wy) = (Divo,v,) + (0,Devy) =  (0,D¢v )= Div(ol.v;) — (Divo,vy) . (2.14)

It follows

%S(t) :/w<]];[a]7D(t)>th+/Vt<UaD§”(5’t)'”> v (2.15)

2
+ / (o, D(1)) tr(D(1)) dV; + / (0.7, ,) Sy = <o gematiel(y).
Vi oV, ' dt?

Thus, the positive “second order internal work” criterion %Ssl’aﬁal(t) > 0 in equilibrium for finite strain
and motions with v; = 0 or o.n =0 at the spatial boundary can be written as the requirement

d2 spatia
a0

[ (5100, D) + (0. D) (D) Vi + [ (o DRu(e D) Vi >0, (210
Vi Vi



If we assume in addition ng(f, t) =0 (i.e. v(§, ¢) is affine in &, or L = Dv(&,t) is independent of &), then
the second integral cancels and we are left with

d2 spatia. _ D _ D
Tl ) = /V (5 1) D(O) + 0. DO} (D) aVi = [ (gl + o (D), DO)Vi. (217

Dt
seﬂ
DO

In the incompressible case, tr(D) = 0, the latter “nearly” coincides with the expression (f; is any
corotational rate)

DO
/ 2 o), D) avi > 0. (2.18)
v, Dt
objective!
In nonlinear elasticity, therefore, the local corotational stability requirement

DO

(ool D) >0 VD e Sym(3)\ {0} (2.19)
must be clearly distinguished from %%5 (t) > 0, the positive second order internal work, contrary to the

geometrically linear case.

However, it is quite illuminating and useful to observe that any corotational rate
D° D

D—t[a(t)] = D—t[a] +0Q°—Q%, Q° €s0(3) (2.20)

reduces to %[a] in situations where the spatially homogeneous F(t) remains diagonal (no rotation effects
in the rate), i.e. for constant principal axes (cf. [31]). Since [30} 22} 5]

DO

D—t[a],D>>o < TSTS-M** (2.21)

(

we infer presently that

D

M D
TSTS-M = (5

[0],D) >0 — (O], D) >0 (2.22)
in homogeneous tests: FF~! = L(t) = Dev(€,t) is independent of & and diagonal. We will use this
implication in section

We can repeat the above reasoning starting again from ([2.12)) but remaining entirely in the referential
domain. This yields

(i;é’(t):/ <DF51(F).F,F>+<51(F),F,tt>d%Z/ (DLW (F).F, F) + (DpW(F), Fy) dVy
Vo Vo

_ / (DEW(F).E, ) + (DpW(F), D 1) dVy
Vo

. . 2.23
= / (DEW(F).F,F) — (DivDpW(F), ¢ 4)dVy +/ (S1.m, 0. (t)) dSo (2.23)
VO — BV(J
= 0 in referential
equilibrium

- / DAW(F(1)).(E(t), (1) dVe + /
Vo

d2
S1.n, @ .44(t)) dSy =1 —=E™I(t).
av0< 1 #(t)) dSo e (t)

5Note the similarity to the non-corotational Biezeno-Hencky stress rate [2], sometimes also called Hill-rate (cf. [20]))

DHencky D DZJ
D [o] ::E[U]—i—aW—WU—I—Utr(D):E[a]—&-atr(D).




For the “acceleration” in the material versus the spatial configuration it holds

D
Pt (1‘7 t) = ﬁ [1)(67 t)] = D&U(g, t)'v + Uyt - (224)
While clearly by construction
d2 ref d2 5spatial (2 25)
@5 (t) = = (), :

it is not possible to obtain the equivalence

2 ; ; = BO’ o r g 2U v
| DEWE@) 0. F0)aV = | (Glo) + otD®), D) Vi + [ (0D D)V, (226

since ¢ 4 =0 at AVy <= vy =0 at 9V, as (2.24)) clearly shows.

Summarizing, we observe the concordance in quasistatic loading

linear elasticity nonlinear elasticity
1
/ —(o,e)dVp ~ W(F(t))dV, “energy /work” (objective)
Vo 2 VO
/ (0,€)dVy ~ / (0,D)dV; = / (51, F) dVy = Pint “internal power”, “rate of work”
Vo v Vo (objective)
. D -
/V (6,&)dVy ~s /V (D—t[a] + otr(D(t)), D) + (o, ng(f,t).v) dV; + /av (o.n,v,)dS;
0 t t

~ [ DRWELE ) Vet [ (S () dso.
Vo A%

“second order internal work”
(not objective

3 Incremental elastic moduli

There is no universally accepted unique definition of incremental elastic moduli (cf. [28] 43]), the only
obvious requirement is that they should reduce to their linear elastic counterpart at zero loads. Since all
stress tensors coincide to first order in the stress free reference configuration 1, different moduli connected
to different stress tensors may be defined. Here, we will restrict attention to the Cauchy stress. For
example in Scott [43] we have the definition for the incremental Young’s modulus

E&oi(M) = A Dy, o (M) (3.1)

in uniaxial tension evaluated for the Cauchy stress g(A;). We observe by setting o(log A1) := (A1) that

~ . N 1
D5, (M) = D, [#(10g M)] = Diogr, 5(10g Ar) - —

A1
~ =~ incr ! incr
= M D)\la(/\l) = Dlog )\IU(IOg >‘1) = Elog (/\1) = EScott()‘l) . (32)
In [28] also Eliggr is used. In the following we adopt the more primitive definition
B () = Dy, 5(A) B = E"(\)], _, = Dx,5(1) = Diog,5(0) (3.3)

since we are only interested in the positivity of the moduli and (3.3]) can be interpreted as the slope of the
uniaxial Cauchy tension principal-stretch curve, cf. Figure [3]

It is clear that

EMT >0 = BN >0, (3.4)

a property that also pertains to the other considered incremental moduli.
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Figure 3: Incremental Young’s modulus Einer Figure 4: Incremental Young’s modulus in the
according to the simple definition (3.3) and logarithmic representation according to ([3.2)).

The physical content of both E™ and Eliggcr

Young’s modulus E of the infinitesimal theory. ol ) ; .
coincides, only their numerical values differ.

4 One constitutive condition to rule them all: positive incre-
mental moduli for (CSP)

We are now showing that (CSP) in conjunction with a diagonal, homogeneous deformation family ¢ —
F(t) leads to positive incremental moduli in uniaxial tension, equibiaxial extension, planar tension and
hydrostatic tension (cf. [32]). In this respect, let us gather the necessary relations and assumptions:
E(t) F7(t) is diagonal, L = D¢v(€,t) = const. in &,
F(t) = diag(Ai (1), A2 (1), As(t)),  F(t) = diag(Xi (1), Aa(1), A3(t) ,

) . . (4.1)
() Xa(t) Ns(h),
F(t) F~(t) = diag (Ai(t)’ /\z ok Az(t)) = D(t) € Sym(3),
o(V) = o(F) = diag(o1(A1(t), Aa(t), A3(t)), o2 (A1 (1), A2(t), A3(t)), o3(A1(t), Aa(t), As(2))) (4.2)
o is independent of &, because F(t) is homogeneous, '
(CSP) = TSTSM™ <= 0< (%[U},D) F=ding %[a},m,
0 < (o1, D) = (1 diagloa () X0, D), .. . i (201 220 2ty g
D¢o=0: Xl(t)
T O] | [ 20 | 1., = 3 aosru(6) ra(B1 ()] - 2
= +102 1t,2t, t 5 2: 3 — 10 t, t, t s .
B0 \alosn o s)]) |2l | T A

A3 (t)



4.1 Positive incremental moduli for compressible response

e compressible uniaxial tension, i.e. 03 = 03 =0, A1 free, Ao = A3 = A2(A1(t)) and we have

0< <D2t[g}, D) = Zat[ai()\l(t), A2 (t), As(t))] - igg
A (t)
= 01 0. 22O () Jaa ()] 34 +0+0
= Al Ou(@) 20 ) 2 )] 31
::5()\1(t)).
= DG (0) - Ka(0) - T
=oaane)- B0 0 = puaum) 0.

Thus A; — (A1) is monotone and the incremental Young’s modulus E'™" is positive,
Emer =Dy, 5(A\) > 0.

e compressible equibiaxial extension, i.e. A\{ = A\3,01 = 03 and 03 =0

3 .
0< <%[ULD> - ;at[ai(h(t)v)‘2(t)’Ag(tm ' izgg
= Oyfor (A1 (1), A (£), A3 (A1 (8))] - 118 + 0o (Aa(t), M (t), As (A ()] - tg;
= 0o (M (8), A (1), Aa (M (1)) - iiﬁiﬁ + o (Aa®), M (), As (M ()] iigg
=201 (M (), M (8), As(M (1)) - iiﬁfﬁ
=:7(A\1(t)) .
=2-Dyd(M(t) - A (D) iig
P

=2.Dy,5(M\ (1)) >0 = Dy,&\i(t) > 0.

A1 (t)

Thus A; — &(\;) is monotone and the incremental equibiaxial modulus A™* is positive,
Aner .= 1Dy 5()\) > 0.

2

10




e compressible planar tension, i.e. A\3 =1 and 05 =0

0< (o). D) = gat[aiwtmz(t), )3
= Bor (0,200, D) 3 405 00 MO 01 )]
= 2o a0 X 0.1 10 4 1l 1), 200, 1) 3/
:o
— A (0. 0), 1) 310 (1.6
=7 (A1(t))
= Da s ) )
— Dy F(M (1)) - A;l((?)'Q 50— DyFM(D) > 0.

Thus A\; — (1) is monotone and the incremental planar tension modulus PT™ is positive,
PT™r :=Dy,0(N\) > 0.

e compressible hydrostatic tension (equitriaxial tension), i.e. A1(t) = Aa(t) = A3(t), 01 = 02 = 03

>.

i(t)
i(t)

>

3
0 < (5elo D) = 3 AUl (a0) Xa(0), Ao (1)

>

5+ Ao () (D). (D)
o,

At
M (t
Au(t)

Al
A1

~

= Qo1 (A1 (1), A (2), A1 (1))]

—~

>
~—

+ Ofor(Au(t), Au(t), Au(t))]

~—
~—

=391 (M (1), A (1), Ai(1))] -
=:F(M\1 (1))

=3-Dy,5(\i(t) - Ai(t) -

P
()

=3-Dy, 5\ (1)) >0 = Dy,5(A\(t) >0.

Thus A1 — &(A1) is monotone and the incremental bulk modulus KT is positive,
giner .= %DM&()\l(t)) > 0.

4.2 Positive incremental moduli for incompressible response and Hill’s in-
equality

In the incompressible case (det F = 1), the Cauchy stress tensor o can be identified with the Kirchhoff
stress tensor 7 = det F'-o. Moreover, incompressibility allows to nicely by-pass the stress conditions at the
free surface and the constitutive law. Instead one can immediately arrive at the kinematics for the family
t — F(t). Only in a second step do we need to calculate the indetermined pressure p from the boundary
conditions in order to finally obtain the explicit form of the principal stresses. We will see that Hill’s
inequality (applied to the incompressible response) is equivalent to (CSP) and already implies positive
incremental moduli.

11



e incompressible uniaxial tension, i.e. A\{ Ao A3 =1, Ay =

D D
0< , D) =
(2 (o1 D)
from (CSP) Hill’s inequality

/\3, )\2:\/%—1, (7'2—7'3—0)
/\'1- t
Zat Tz )\1 F F (t)
1 Xl(t)
_Btﬁ )\1 \/T \/r A1(t)'|‘0‘|'0
o 1 Xl(t)
= Oy (Ai(t \/r \/7 )\1(15) (4.8)
=:7(A1(t))
. = ' 0!
= D)\1T(>‘1(t)) : Al(t) : Al(t)
=Dy, 7 (A (2)) - LUl >0 = Dy, 7(A(t)) >0
A TA\AL )\1( ) M TAAL .

Thus A; — 7(A1) is monotone and the incremental Young’s modulus E™* for incompressible response

is positive, £

e incompressible equibiaxial extension, i.e. A\ = Ay and \3 = 5

0<(=Ir

Dt

= D)\l;(Al) > 0.

3

LD>:

=1

= O ( M (1),
+ O¢[ra (A1 (2
= O (M(1),

=20 [r (M (t), M\ (t),

Zat[ﬂ'()\l(t),)‘l(t)v

A1(t),
)7 )‘l(t)v

Al(t)v

= 2Dy, FA () - A1 (t) -

=2-Dy,7(\1(2)) -

=:7(A1(¢))

Au(t)

A1 (t)

| 2

>0

— Dy, 7(\i(t) > 0.

Thus A; ~ 7(\;) is monotone and the incremental equibiaxial modulus A™* for incompressible
response is positive, A" := 1Dy F(A;) > 0.

12



e incompressible planar tension, i.e. A3 =1 and A\ = /\—11 (12 =0)

3 .
0 < %W» _ ;at[nww, Af(t)’lﬂ ' iiii
1 1 (t)

= 8t [’7’1 ()\1@),

M) AN ®) M)
= an (0, g D) g+ (0, 5 - 3
e
= 0 (a0 551 igi (4.10)
=7(A1(1)) .
=Dy, Fn(0) i) 310
D) POE S0 b Fou) > 0
= DU\, 7(AM >\1(t) AT (AL .

Thus A\; — 7(\1) is monotone and the incremental planar tension modulus PT™"" for incompressible

response is positive, PT"" := Dy, 7(A;) > 0.

5 Examples: uniaxial tension

Let us explain with three examples the content of the above development.

We consider the uniaxial

tension of a cube of homogeneous and isotropic elastic material. Upon loading the cube deforms homoge-
neously into a parallelepiped and F'(¢) remains diagonal, thus rotation effects are absent in the corotational

derivative and the principal axes remain constant.

loading

loading

Y

A

(G S

€1

¢ loading

loading

€1

Figure 5: Three-dimensional example of a rectangular beam that is pulled in e;-direction. Reference
configuration above, deformed configuration below. Uniaxial tension leading to a homogeneous family

F(t) = diag(A1(t), A2(t), A3(1)).
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5.1 Uniaxial tension: compressible response

Example 5.1 (Exponentiated Hencky energy). The exponentiated Hencky energy satisfies TSTS-M*+
throughout (cf. [35]36]) and is given by

Iz A -~
Wesp(F) = 2 exp (k log V[[2) + o P (k (log(det V))Q) (5.1)
with principal Cauchy stresses

3
1 ~
oA A0, s) = iy 4 20 exp (k Y (logA)? | ) log Ai + A exp (k (log(A1 A Ag))2) log(A1 A2 As)

Jj=1

(5.2)

For the sake of simplicity, let us assume that y = k = k=1 and A = 2. Since the lateral sides are free,
the equation g2(A1, A2, A3) = 03(A1, A2, A2) = 0 amounts to

exp ((log A1) + 2 (log A2)? — (log(A1 A3))?) log A + log(A1 A3) = 0- (5.3)

At this point we numerically solve this equation in the form Ay = A3(A;). This solution is then inserted
into

)\12)\% -{exp((log A1)* + 2 (log A2)?) - log A1 + exp ((log(A1 A3))?) - log(A1 A3)} (5.4)

g1 ()\1) =
yielding a plot for oy (A1). The Biot stress féiot is calculated from

Thios(M1) = Aa A 51 (A1) = A2 (A1) 31 (A1) - (5.5)

d —
Similarly, we evaluate the energy in uniaxial tension and its derivative HW (A1). According to our result
1
in (4.4) we expect a monotone increasing response A — o1 (A1).

— Gi(4) = T (4) | — () =70

10

) 7

— 44

— 4

Figure 6: Exp-Hencky: monotone tensile Figure 7: Exp-Hencky: convex energy in uniax-
Cauchy stress (red) and monotone Tgio, stress  ial tension and its monotone derivative.
(blue).
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Example 5.2 (compressible Neo-Hooke with vol-iso split).

n F|? K
1% TTh 1% 1 TTh

This compressible Neo-Hooke model does not satisfy (CSP). The principal Cauchy stresses are given by

M — A E X2 AD) + (A dadg — 1) (5.7)

; U
oxna (A1, A2, A3) = (AZX2X2)5/6 ( 3

Assuming o1 = 02 = 0 gives again Ay = A3 (A1), and we calculate as before the uniaxial stresses o, and
Th.- Our result in (4.4)) is not directly applicable, but the response A; — 1(A1) is nevertheless monotone.

—6i(4) — Ta(4) — 7 (4) —
.
107 4
.
N
2 ¢ d 3 3 H
A

— 4

Figure 8: Compressible Neo-Hooke: tensile
Cauchy stress o7 and Tgjot-stress are still both
monotone increasing while (CSP) is not satis-
fied.

Figure 9: Compressible Neo-Hooke: convex uni-
axial energy and its monotone derivative.

Example 5.3 (quadratic Hencky energy). A very similar example to the first one is given by the non
LH-elliptic hyperelastic quadratic Hencky energy (see [3| [12} [27) [29] [34) |33} |35} [36] for related literature).
However, the quadratic Hencky energy does not satisfy the (CSP) condition while Hill’s inequality holds.
We have

A
W(F) = plllogV||* + ) tr?(log V), THencky (V) = 2 plog V + Atr(log V) - 1, (5.8)
1 1 E Ev
V)= —— (2ulogV + Xlogdet V1) = logV +———— logdetV1
o(V) = Gery (2nlogV 4 Alogdet V1) = 3o ((1+y) BV A2y B )
with principal stresses
1 2
= ——{2ulog \i + X -log(A; Ao Ag)t = ———— Tog [ AZH (A Ag A3)D 5.9
0=y (20108 N+ A Tos( Ao Xa)) = g Tos (A7 (4 e Xa)°) (5.9)
— 1 log (>\2 2(liu) ()\1 AZ A3) (1+uﬁl'4/72 u)) — log (AlEV (Al )\2 >\3) (1+Uﬁ{_/72 V) )
A1 A2 A3 ! AL A2 A3 ! .
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Determining the function Az(A1) using the equation o2(A1, A2, A2) = 03(A1, A2, A2) = 0 yields
A2(A1) = A3(A1) = ATV, and the tensile Cauchy stress o1(A;) is given by

1 1 v F
A1) = 1 AT (A Ag A3) TFG=21)
a1(A1) )\1)\2>\30g<(1 (A1 A2 A3) )>
1 = y
e — IOg ()\11+U (Al )\1—1, )\1_'/) (A+v)(1-2v) )
MATVATY
I 1 B 1 (5.10)
1-2v L v
=11 ng()‘l (M) ) = T30 ng(h'/\)
E 1 1+v 2v—1
— T o O = e og,
which, in general, is not monotone for v € (—1, %) Indeed, the incremental Young’s modulus is
. d
EM(\y) = Kal(/\l) =F-2\""3((2v—1)-logA; + 1) (5.11)
1
and may become negative for some Ay > 1, see Figure Regarding the energy, we have
A
W(AL, Ao, Az) = 1 ((log Ap)? 4 (log A2)? + (log A3)?) + §(log A1 +log Ao 4 log A3)?. (5.12)
Inserting Az = A2 and A2(A;) = A" we obtain
—~ —v —v )\ -V i 4
W) = u((log M)* + (log (\))* + (log (A "))? + 5 (log A1 +log (A™) +log (A™)) _—
5.13

— (,u 1+ 2V2) + %(1 — 21/)2)(10g )\1)2.

The uniaxial energy A; +— W()\l) is (slightly) not convex. Note that Ay = e, Ay = A3 = e™” is outside

| —7(2) =0

0.7

w

0.6

0.5

[
h

0.4+

0.3

0.2

0.1

—0.14

—0.2- ol

Figure 11: Nonconvex quadratic Hencky energy
in uniaxial tension and its non-monotone deriva-
tive.

Figure 10: Quadratic Hencky energy: tensile
Cauchy stress and T3, ,-stress are non mono-
tone.

the LH-ellipticity domain (cf. [3,[35]). Our result in (4.4) is consistent with the non-monotone response of
)\1 —> 51 ()\1)

16



5.2 Uniaxial tension: incompressible response

Example 5.4 (Exp-Hencky, incompressible). A\y(t) = A3(t) = \//\17(75) = Al_%(t), T =13 =0,

Wexp—Hencky(F) _ %ekHlogVH2 — %ek((log/\1)2+(10g>\2)2+(10g)\3)2) ] (514)

Choose k = 1: . ,
Wexp—Hencky(Al) = Ne3/2(log)\1) (515)

which shows that A; — W()\l) is convex in A;. Moreover

0, =T, = —p- 1+ 2N710§ )\l ek((log A1)2+(log /\2)2+(10g )\3)2) (516)

3

Assuming 75 =73 =0 determines the indeterminate pressure p via

_ 2u10g A2 _k((log M)+ (log Aa)>+(log As)?)

A2
_1 5 _1 2 12
_ g, loBA ek((logm Hlog(A $) +(lox (1))
)\_E
) ! ) (5.17)
= _”%ek((loghl)%%(—%IOgAl)Z) — M%ek((log>\1)2+2%(10g)\1)2)
A7 A2
- _ 10g >\1 e%k(log)\l)2 ;
A2
log A log A 2
= T = pgted s 4 2#% Fod (980" = prlog Ay 02 (BN (VA + )
P 1 1
FE 3 2 2, v= F 3 2 2 (5.18)
= log Ay e28 )7 (/) + =) "=" T log Ay ez o) (/) + —
iy P (R 272 E o, et (4 2
MHps 4 hot.
The Biot stress T3, (A1) follows from
~ ~ 1 1 _
TElﬁot ()\1) = )\2 )\3 g1 ()\1) S /\—10 ()\1) == )\717— ()\1) (519)

for incompressibility A; A2 A3 = 1. The result in (4.8]) implies that A\; — 77 (A1) is monotone.

Example 5.5 (Neo-Hooke (cf. |[42]), incompressible). The Neo-Hooke model satisfies Hill’s inequality in
the incompressible case. We have

W;IT{% (F) = %(HFHQ —-3) = g [tr(B) — 3], onu(B) = mwu(B)=-pl+uB. (5.20)

Hill’s inequality is satisfied since

1
(tnu(B1) — mnu(B2),log Vi — logVa) = (—pl+ p By — (—p 1+ pu Bs), i(log B; —log By)) (5.21)

= §<Bl — Bg,logBl — 10ng> >0,
due to the monotonicity of the matrix logarithm.
Here again the indeterminate pressure p has to be determined from the boundary conditions. In the
principal stress-stretch framework this gives

Ti=0i=—p-14+uX?

= = 5.22
6;2_03_8}:> P+ pAE=0 <= p=pIi. (5.22)
2 = T3 =
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— (A) = Tou(4) — T (4) —
101 121
10-
N
5 i
A
5

¢ 1 2 3 1 . .
f 2 3
4 . 2

— g

— 54

Figure 13: Exp-Hencky incompressible: uniax-

Figure 12: Exp-Hencky incompressible: mono- ial convex energy and its monotone derivative.

tone tensile Kirchhoff-stress 7 and T3, -stress.

Due to det F = 1: Ay = A\3 = —— and this implies

VA1
1 .2 1
= )\2: _— = _—
N 1 E 1 =1 E 1
= AN =a0) = a3 = gy (- T 0 6

M E 54 hot

- . 1
The Biot stress T3;., (A1) follows from above (5.23)) as T3, (A1) = Svid (A1). The result in (4.8) implies
1

that A\; — 71 (A1) is monotone.

Example 5.6 (Quadratic Hencky, incompressible). We have then A1 (t), \a(t) = A\3(t) = ——~— = )\fé(t).

A
Whiencky = #t ||log V||2 + o) trz(log V),
Wﬁjﬁ({fy’mc(h) = pt((log A1)* + (log A2)* + (log A3)?)
1
= u((log \1)? + 2 (log A2)?) = p((log A1)? + 2 (=5 log A)?)

3 E
log \)? = 5 ———
pllog \)* = 55y l=y

(5.24)

1 E
=u(l4+2- Z)(IOg)\l)Q = log\1)? = i(log)\l)Q.

N W

Note that \; — W;ﬁcfy inc(A1) is not convex in A;.

With (5.10) we obtain for v = 3: 51(A\1) = 71(A1) = E log A1. A direct computation yields as well

Ti=0;=—p-14+2plogh;, T=13=0,

1
= p:2ulog)\2:2u(—§log)\1):—u log \1 (5.25)

A1=149
T

y—1
= 71 =2plog A + plog A =3 plog A 232 log\; =" E log )E5—|— h.o.t.

E
(14v)
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51
6

41

3
4

24
24

1

a T t T

1 3 4 0 T T T

A .

Figure 14: Neo-Hooke incompressible: mono- Figure 15: Neo-Hooke incompressible: convex
tone tensile Kirchhoff-stress 7, and Tgjo-stress. ~ uniaxial energy and its monotone derivative.

We observe that A; — 71(A1) is monotone as it should be due to the satisfaction of Hill’s inequality in the
incompressible case and our statement in .

— 7 (A) =T () e 17 () e 7 (2)

1.51 1.2
N
14 0.8+
0.64
0.5- 0.4
0.2

0 | | 1 0 5 3 A

2 3 4
—0.24 A‘l
Al —0.44
o5l

Figure 16: Quadratic Hencky incompressible: Figure 17: Quadratic Hencky incompressible:
the. un1ax1a11 KerthH_Str?SS 71 1s monotone, the uniaxial energy remains non convex and its
while the Ty, ,-stress remains non monotone. derivative is non monotone.
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6 Conclusion

We have clarified that (CSP) as constitutive assumption is different from a notion of positive second order
internal work in nonlinear elasticity while it coincides formally with the Drucker stability postulate for
geometrically linear kinematics. Following, we have shown that (CSP) <= (TSTS-M*™) simplifies con-
siderably for a special family of equilibrium solutions: namely if ¢t — F'(¢) is homogeneous and diagonal.
In this case, the corotational derivative DD—z reduces to the material time derivative % (F is diagonal) and
the material time derivative D% reduces to the usual partial time derivative 9; for homogeneous solutions.
Applying this insight to standard experimental tests like uniaxial tension, equibiaxial extension, planar
tension and hydrostatic tension shows that the corresponding Cauchy stress incremental moduli are always
positive if (CSP) is assumed. Three examples for uniaxial tension with and without (CSP) are explicitly
worked out, for the compressible and the incompressible case, Cauchy (Kirchhoff). For incompressibility,
Hill’s inequality coincides with (CSP) and already implies positive incremental moduli.

Thus, (CSP) <= (TSTS-M™") emerges as a suitable minimal constitutive stability assumption
in isotropic nonlinear elasticity, complementing local material stability, here considered as satisfaction
of the LH-ellipticity condition

DIW(F).(6@n,E@n) >0 VEn#0 (6.1)

which implies stability of the homogeneous state F' = Dy against infinitesimal interior perturbations
(cf. [18]). For a stable idealized elastic material with physically reasonable response, it remains there-
fore to find an isotropic hyperelastic formulation that satisfies simultaneously (CSP) and LH-ellipticity
throughout.
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A Notation

The deformation ¢(x,t), the material time derivative % and the partial time derivative 0,
In accordance with [24] we agree on the following convention regarding an elastic deformation ¢ and
time derivatives of material quantities:

Given two sets 2, Q¢ C R? we denote by ¢ : @ = Q¢, x — (z) = £ the deformation from the reference
configuration §2 to the current configuration Q¢. A motion of () is a time-dependent family of deformations,
written & = ¢(z,t). The velocity of the point x € 2 is defined by V (x,t) = 0;¢(x,t) and describes a vector
emanating from the point £ = p(z,t) (see also Figure . Similarly, the velocity viewed as a function of
& € Q¢ is denoted by v(¢,t).

curve ¢ — @(z,t)
for x fixed

Figure 18: Illustration of the deformation ¢(z,t) : Q, — Q¢ and the velocity V(z,t) = v(§,t).

Considering an arbitrary material quantity Q(z,t) on 2, equivalently represented by ¢(§,t) on Q¢, we
obtain by the chain rule for the time derivative of Q(z,t)

(6, 0) = Q0] = Deg(€,1):0(6,0) + 0ua(&,). (A1)
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Since it is always possible to view any material quantity Q(z,t) = ¢(&,t) from two different angles, namely
by holding = or ¢ fixed, we agree to write

o (:= D—t[q] for the material (substantial) derivative of ¢ with respect to ¢ holding x fixed and
e 0.q for the derivative of ¢ with respect to ¢ holding ¢ fixed.

For example, we obtain the velocity gradient L := D¢v(&,t) by

L= Deu(e,1) = DeV(a, 1) = D ol 1) = Dedple™ (€,1),1) = D™ (€.1),1) De(o(€.1)

= 8:Dap(e 1 (€,0),8) (Do) M 1 (61), ) = Pz, ) F () = L, (A2)

where we used that 9; = % = % are all the same, if z is fixed.

. . . o .
As another example, when determining a corotational rate DD—t we write

D° D

D—t[a}:D—t[o]—i-UQO—QOU:d—i—UQO—QOU. (A.3)

However, if we solely work on the current configuration, i.e. holding £ fixed, we write dyv for the time-
derivative of the velocity (or any quantity in general).

Inner product

For a,b € R™ we let {a,b)r~ denote the scalar product on R™ with associated vector norm ||a||3. = (a,a)gn.
We denote by R™*"™ the set of real n x n second order tensors, written with capital letters. The standard
Euclidean scalar product on R™*" is given by (X, Y )gnx» = tr (XY7T), where the superscript © is used to
denote transposition. Thus the Frobenius tensor norm is || X |2 = (X, X)gnxn, where we usually omit the
subscript R™*"™ in writing the Frobenius tensor norm. The identity tensor on R™*" will be denoted by 1,
so that tr (X) = (X, 1).

Frequently used spaces

e Sym(n),Sym™(n) and Sym™ ¥ (n) denote the symmetric, positive semi-definite symmetric and posi-
tive definite symmetric second order tensors respectively.

e GL(n):={X e R"*™ |det X # 0} denotes the general linear group.

e GLT(n):={X € R"*" |det X > 0} is the group of invertible matrices with positive determinant.

e O(n):={X € GL(n) | XTX =1}.

e SO(n) == {X € GL(n,R) | XX =1, det X = 1}.

e 50(3) :={X € R¥3 | XT = — X} is the Lie-algebra of skew symmetric tensors.

e The set of positive real numbers is denoted by R := (0,00), while Ry = R} U {cc}.
Frequently used tensors

e F'=Dy(x,t) is the Fréchet derivative (Jacobian matrix) of the deformation ¢(-,t) : 2, — Q¢ C R3.
(x,t) is usually assumed to be a diffeomorphism at every time ¢ > 0 so that the inverse mapping
071, t) 1 Qe = Q, exists.

e C = FT F is the right Cauchy-Green strain tensor.

e B = F FT is the left Cauchy-Green (or Finger) strain tensor.
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e U = VFTF ¢ Sym""(3) is the right stretch tensor, i.e. the unique element of Sym™**(3) with
U?=C.

e V=VFFT c Sym™"(3) is the left stretch tensor, i.e. the unique element of Sym™ ™ (3) with V? = B.

logV = % log B is the spatial logarithmic strain tensor or Hencky strain.

We write V = Q diag(A1, A2, A3) QT, where \; € R, are the principal stretches.

e L =FF~!'=Dgu(¢) is the spatial velocity gradient.

D =sym L is the spatial rate of deformation, the Eulerian strain rate tensor.
o W = skew L is the vorticity tensor.

We also have the polar decomposition F = RU = VR € GL™(3) with an orthogonal matrix R € O(3)
(cf. Neff et al. [37]), see also |21}, |38].

Tensor domains

Denoting the reference configuration by 2, with tangential space 7,9, and the current/spatial con-
figuration by Q¢ with tangential space T¢§)¢ as well as p(x) = £, we have the following relations (see also

Figure :

Figure 19: Illustration of the curve s — o(v(s),%0), v(0) = = for a fixed time ¢ = t7 with vector field
s $o(v(s),t) € Tee.

C=FTF:T,Q, — T,Q, o So: T, — T,Q,

o [ Tme — Tng

° RTIQm%ngf o B:FFTITEQS—)Tgﬂg
° Sll TEQE — Tgﬂg

FT. TgQg — TmQ:p

o: TgQg — TgQg

RT: TeQe = T,Q, T: TeQe — TeCle e RToR: T,y — T,
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Primary matrix functions

We define primary matrix functions as those functions ¥: Sym™*(3) — Sym(3), such that

fa) 0 0
B(V) = £(QT diagy (A1, A2, A3) Q) = Q" X(diagy (M, A2, A3)) Q =Q7 | 0 f(X) (0 | Q (A4)
0 0 f(Xs

with one given real-valued scale-function f: Ry — R. Any primary matrix function is an isotropic matrix
function but not vice-versa as shows e.g. (V) =det V' 1.

List of additional definitions and useful identities

e For two metric spaces X,Y and a linear map L : X — Y with argument v € X we write L.v := L(v).
This applies to a second order tensor A and a vector v as A.v as well as a fourth order tensor C and
a second order tensor H as C.H.

e We define J = det F' and denote by Cof X = (det X)X 7T the cofactor of a matrix in GL™(3).
o We define sym X = 3 (X + X7) and skewX = 3 (X — XT) as well as dev X = X — & tr(X) 1.
e For all vectors &, € R we have the tensor or dyadic product (£ ® n);; = & nj.

e 51 =DpW(F) =0 Cof F is the non-symmetric first Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor.
o Sy =F"15 = 2DCW(C) is the symmetric second Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor.

e0=185F"=1FSFT = 2DyW(B)B = 1DyW(V)V = 4 DiogyW(log V) is the symmetric
Cauchy stress tensor.

e o=1FSF'=2 FDcW(C) FT is the ” Doyle-Ericksen formula” [6).

e For ¢ : Sym(3) — Sym(3) we denote by Dpo(B) with (B + H) = o(B) + Dpo(B).H + o(H)
the Fréchet-derivative. For o : Sym™(3) C Sym(3) — Sym(3) the same applies. Similarly, for
W :R3*3 — R we have W(X + H) = W(X) + (DxW(X), H) + o(H).

er7=Jo=2 DBW(B) B is the symmetric Kirchhoff stress tensor.
o T = Dlong\(log V) is the “Richter-formula” [40, 41].

_ 1 )\ag()\l, A2, A3) 1 09(M1, A2, As)
AAoAs " o\ Aj Ak O\
(the eigenvalues of the Cauchy stress tensor o), where g : Ri — R is the unique function of the
singular values of U (the principal stretches) such that W(F) = W(U) = g(A1, A2, A3).
o 1 9g(log A1, log Ao, log A3)
T )\1)\2)\3 8log )\Z
§(10g )\1, log )\2, log )\3) = g()\l, A27 )\3)
9g(A1s A2, Az) _ Dg(log A1, log Ag, log As)
O\ dlog \;

® J;

, 1 # j # k # i are the principal Cauchy stresses

, where g : R® — R is the unique function such that

OTi:JO'i:)\i

o Thiot = DUW(U ) is the symmetric Biot stress tensor

e 0 1 V(R TBiot RT)

= detvV
o Th .= 69(%’7/(\;”)‘3) (in case of hyperelasticity)
o 0, = Tl/\kTéiot (: NiThs., for incompressibility)
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Conventions for fourth-order symmetric operators, minor and major symmetry
For a fourth order linear mapping C : Sym(3) — Sym(3) we agree on the following convention.

We say that C has minor symmetry if
C.S € Sym(3) V.S € Sym(3). (A.5)

This can also be written in index notation as Cjjgm = Cjikm = Cijmk. If we consider a more general
fourth order tensor C : R3*3 — R3*3 then C can be transformed having minor symmetry by consider-
ing the mapping X + sym(C.sym X) such that C : R**3 — R3*3 is minor symmetric, if and only if
C.X =sym(C.sym X).

We say that C has major symmetry (or is self-adjoint, respectively) if
<(C.51,SQ> = <C.SQ781> V517SQ € Sym(3) (AG)
Major symmetry in index notation is understood as Cijkm = Crmij-

The set of positive-definite, major symmetric fourth order tensors mapping R3*3 — R3*3 is denoted

as Symj T (9), in case of additional minor symmetry, i.e. mapping Sym(3) — Sym(3) as Symj " (6). By

identifying Sym(3) = RS, we can view C as a linear mapping in matrix form C : R® — RS,
If H € Sym(3) 2 R® has the entries H,;, we can write

h = vec(H) = (Hll,H227H337H127 Hgg, Hgl) € RG so that <(CH, H>Sym(3) = <@h, h>]R6. (A7)
If C: Sym(3) — Sym(3), we can define sym C by
(C.H, H)sym(z) = (C.h,hygs = (sym C.h, h)gs =: (symC.H, H)symez), ¥V H € Sym(3). (A.8)

Major symmetry in these terms can be expressed as Ce Sym(6). In this text, however, we omit the tilde-
operation and sym and write in short symC € Sym,(6) if no confusion can arise. In the same manner
we speak about det C meaning det C.

A linear mapping C : R3*3 — R3*3 is positive definite if and only if

(CH,H)>0 VHEecR>® — C € Symj1(9) (A.9)
and analogously it is positive semi-definite if and only if

(CH,H)>0 VHeR>3 — C € Symj (9). (A.10)

For C : Sym(3) — Sym(3), after identifying Sym(3) 2 RS, we can reformulate (A.9) as C € Sym**(6) and
(A"10) as C € Sym™(6).
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