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Abstract

Microstructural considerations have led to a constitutive format for the modeling of inelastic solids which does not
make use of a fixed material reference in the usual sense. A principal motivation for this ‘Eulerian-type’ theoretical
structure stems from a belief that large deformation inelastic flow phenomena (such as that encountered in certain
metal forming processes) will one day prove amenable to numerical techniques of the sort common to the field of
fluid mechanics. Unfortunately, virtually all established theoretical results of a general nature have been developed
in a Lagrangian or referential context, and are not readily adapted to this new format. Here, this difficulty is partially
overcome through the introduction of an instantaneous local reference corresponding to a material element’s so
called ‘shadow’ (elastically unstretched) configuration. A related state variable transforr-1tion and the definition of a
shadow frame time derivative (analogous to the corotational time derivative) are then shown to facilitate a far more
tractable theoretical reformulation. Throughout, three equivalent variants of this general theory are presented, one
expressed in terms of a gradient type ‘cell placement tensor’, a second involving symmetric elastic stretch and
orthogonal cell orientation tensors, and a third in which the aforementioned elastic stretch is replaced by the elastic
(natural) log-strain tensor. In each case, the theoretical simplifications appropriate for various types of materials are
enumerated. It is noteworthy that the latter two forms are instantly specialized for the most common class of
structurally isotropic materials by mercly dropping dependence on the cell orientation tensor. In all forms, basic
thermodynamic considerations (second law) result in general expressions for true stress response in terms of energy
derivatives, the rate of mechanical dissipation, and to necessary conditions (in the form of constitutive inequalities)
for II’iushin stability. Finally, the specific circumstances under which these inequalities reduce to the familiar
‘Drucker-like’ forms are identified. © 2001 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

In (Dashner, 19864, b), the efficacy of the classical Green-Naghdi theory (Green et al., 1965) for the
modeling of inelastic solids subjected to large strain and deformation was critically assessed, and an
alternative proposed. The first issue concerned the imposition of a rotational invariance requirement on
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the so-called “intermediate unstressed configuration.” This requirement was shown to place severe, and
unrealistic, restrictions on the class of anisotropic matcrials which can be modeled. In fact, it was
demonstrated that this classical theory, bascd on the statc descriptors (E,E,,x), could not model a single
anisotropic crystal whose primary inelastic deformation mechanism was that of slip-shear. More generally,
it was concluded that this thcory can model only those materials whose fundamental anisotropic bond
(lattice) structure evolves (during plastic deformation) in a “path-independent” fashion. This led to the
assertion that, unless and until the existence of such materials can be demonstrated, its viability outside of
the class of structurally isotropic materials is open to question.

In response to this, Casey (1987) conceded that, indeed, an additional orthogonal orientation or “corota-
tion” tensormust be added to the fundamental sct of state descriptors (E,E,) for the proper description of
anisotropic solids for “which microstructural concepts play an essential role.” The addition of this new
tensor state variable, along with its attendant evolution equation, must be rcgardcd as a significant
theoretical complication - one which has received little attention in the literature to date.

Apart from this, the advisability of a referential (Lagrangian) formulation, in terms of a fixed reference
configuration, was also called into question. This was based on the contention that extra geometric
variables are required to describe all of the physically relevant configurations as they evolve relative to
the chosen reference. Arguing for the essential path-dependence of the plastic deformation mechanism, it
was asserted' in (Dashncr, 1986a) that the accumulated plastic deformation (relative to some chosen
reference) has no relevance to the characterization of a deformed element’s physical statc. These arguments
were presented in support of a newer formalism for inelastic modeling founded on the assumption that a
single ‘gradient-type’ measure placing the elastically deformed “characteristic lattice cell” in the current
configuration, together with a set of “path-dependent” tensor variables describing the current distribution
of dislocations, should sufficc to describe the state of a deformed material element. The resulting general
theory was shown to be most efficiently expressed in a spatial (Eulerian) format reminiscent of the
rheological models employed in fluid mechanics. The elimination of one finite deformation measure and
a reformulation in terms of more casily ‘visualized’ Eulerian state variables were proclaimed as the
principal advantages of this alternative approach.

Notwithstanding such claims, the traditional Lagrangian format admittedly benefits from a number of
desirable features. Most apparent is that the differential evolution equations for Lagrangian inelastic state
variables can, in general, be specified to within an inelastic rate term, with vanishing rate (A =0) appropriate
for clastic deformation. The alternative format presented in (Dashner, 1986b) suffers by comparison in
that each Eulerian state variable must first be explicitly defined before the elastic and inclastic terms in its
rate law can be identified. For example, a specific model incorporating a concept of “dislocation strain”
was assumed to depend on a metric-type tensor ¢* which was shown to evolve according to the rate law

¢'=c(d-D)+(d -D)c’
o
expressed in terms of the Jaumann (corotational) derivative ( ), the rate of deformation tensor D, and a
non-clastic, symmetric deformation rate tensord .
This complication gives rise to yet another. Recall that, in the traditional format, the stress response
expression
oy

S=poﬁ

: through the formalized notion of invariance under “element replacement”
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involving the symmetric Piola-Kirchhoff stress S, the free energy 1, and the total Green strain E, is not
sensitive to the specification of additional state variables. In contrast to this, it appears that the stress
responsc equation in the altermative format cannot be obtained until all state variables are defined and
their elastic evolution laws determined. For the dislocation strain model cited above, stress response was
ultimately shown to be determined by the cxpression

_ AL
o=-2p sym[(gc) + (6c*c )]

expressed in terms of thc metric ¢, the Cauchy stress o, and an clastic deformation tensor ¢. For these
reasons, general theoretical developments such as those of Hill (1959, 1968), and Hill et al. (1973),
concerning uniqueness and stability might initially appear to be accessible only within thc classical
format.

Apart from the difficulty arising from an inappropriate invariance requirement, one could reasonably
contend that these desirable features justify the introduction of an extra geomectric ‘dummy variable.’
However, since few seem to appreciate the physical insignificance of the accumulated plastic strain, or
arc aware of the mathematical restrictions which should limit its role in constitutive equations, the real
cost should be measured in the expenditure of time and resources on physically unrealistic models.
Fortunately, this compromise can be avoided as the Eulerian state variable format introduced in (Dashner,
1986b) can be recast in a new form in which most of the advantages of the traditional format are retained
- without introducing any physically irrelevant variables.

Section 2 presents a synopsis of the alternative constitutive forms developed in (Dashner, 1986b). This
begins with the specification of the deformation measures needed to adequately describe the current state
of elastic deformation, and a brief discussion of the potential role of additional “dislocation related” state
variables. Next, the state variable dependent response and evolution functions are presented in conjunction
with the rotational invariance requirements necessary to insure frame invariance, and to properly account
for any symmetry of the underlying cell structure. In addition, kinematical considerations lead to the
identification of the purely elastic and inelastic terms in the rate equations for each of the elastic deformation
variables.

Section 3 introduces the differential (local) elastic stretching and unstretching maps which are then
used to define a material element’s instantaneous ‘shadow’ configuration and, over time, its ‘shadow
flow.” Examination of the kinematics of this secondary shadow flow reveals the significance of its flow
rate (velocity gradient) tensor, and that of its symmetric strefching and antisymmetric spin components.
Of particular interest is that the shadow stretching (rate of deformation) tensor is a natural measure of the
plastic deformation rate, and that the spin of the shadow flow relative to the corotating frame is determined
(using a solution of Scheidler, 1994) from the tensor sum of the plastic and actual deformation rates. This
explicit solution for the shadow flow spin is then used to define a ‘shadow frame’ and the ‘shadow time
derivative’ respectively, as a corotating frame, and corotational time derivative for this shadow flow. This
makes it possible to reformulatc the evolution equations for the elastic variables in terms of their shadow
rates, and a pair of evolution functions which determine the symmetric shadow stretching (rate of plastic
deformation), and an antisymmetric ‘plastic spin’ tensor. This last tensor fixes the rotation (relative to the
shadow frame) of the characteristic reference cell within the elastically unstretched shadow flow.

Inspired by the recent work of Xiao et al. (1997), Section 4 assembles the mathematical results needed
to replace dependence on the symmetric elastic stretch tensor with its natural log, that is, the natural
elastic strain. It is noteworthy that Xiao’s analysis showed that there exists a special (rotating) reference
frame relative to which the time derivative of the fotal natural strain is exactly equal to the rate of
deformation tensor for the material flow. Here, it is shown that there exists a special reference frame
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relative to which the time derivative of the elastic natural strain is exactly equal to the difference of the
deformation rate tensors for the material and shadow flows - the latter being equal to the rate of plastic
deformation. Unfortunately, this special frame is neither the corotating nor shadow frames and, consequently,
does not appear to be easily characterized or of much immediate utility. This section concludes with a
derivation of the appropriate evolution equations for the natural elastic strain in terms of both its corotational
and shadow time rate.

Section 5 defines a specific group transformation operator which is then used to replace the original
set of Eulerian dislocation state variables with a related ‘semi-Lagrangian’ set. It is of critical importance
that each of these new variables is perceived by shadow frame observers to remain constant during any
purely elastic deformation process. This ‘change of variables’ allows for a theoretical reformulation
expressed entirely in terms of shadow rates and inelastic evolution functions, that is, functions which
vanish during purely elastic deformation processes. This section concludes with a complete restatement
of the general theory in three distinct forms. While all involve the same unspecified collection of (dislocation
related) semi-Lagrangian inelastic state variables, the first employs a description of elastic deformation in
terms of a single gradient-type ‘cell placement’ tensor, while the second relies instead upon specification
of symmetric elastic stretch and orthogonal cell orientation tensors. The third featured form results from
the replacement of the symmetric elastic stretch with the aforementioned finite elastic (natural) log-strain
tensor. Perhaps not surprisingly, these log-strain forms are distinguished by their relative compactness,
and later prove to be particularly revealing under a variety of special circumstances.

Section 6 builds the mathematical foundation for the thermodynamic considerations to follow. Recog-
nizing the importance of purely elastic deformation, it begins with the introduction of an additive decom-
position of the shadow rate time derivative of a tensor-valued state function into elastic and non-elastic
components - the former being the shadow rate with all inelastic evolution functions set to zero. After
applying this decomposition to all existing rate forms, a general expression for the time derivative of a
scalar-valued function of state is developed. This is in anticipation of its subsequent application to the
internal energy and yield functions.

Within the purely mechanical context of this paper, Section 7 explores the theoretical implications of
the requirement of conformity with the second law of thermodynamics. This multifold discussion embraces
a wide range of materials which may, or may not, be non-viscous, rate independent, elastically compliant,
structurally isotropic, have invariant elastic properties, or purely dissipative inelastic mechanisms. In all
cases, specific forms for Kirchhoff stress response and the rate of mechanical dissipation per unit of
reference volume are deduced. The implications of small elastic strains are also assessed.

Section 8 provides mathematical support for the (closed deformation cycle) material stability consider-
ations of the concluding section. Here, a secondary set of state variables is assigned to each state during a
continuing deformation process initiated from some specified base state. After developing a list of their
useful properties, it is shown that these so-called ‘elastic recovery variables’ are, in fact, the actual state
(variable) valucs that would be mcasurcd by shadow frame observers if the current deformation process
were to be elastically ‘closed’, that is, completed through a purely elastic deformation process which
recovers the base state material gcometry. This section concludes with the derivation of rate equations for
these recovery variables, and for the shadow rates of functions which depend on them.

As a final exercise, Section 9 presents a derivation of the constitutive inequalities associated with the
requirement of material stability in the sense of II'iushin (1961) for a special class of rate independent
solids. Of particular interest is the demonstration that these reduce to the familiar yield surface normality
and convexity conditions of Drucker (1951) for the class of non-viscous, rate independent, elastically
compliant, structurally isotropic solids having invariant elastic properties. It is noteworthy that this is
proved for material models involving any number of dislocation state variables, subject to arbitrarily
large elastic and/or plastic strains.
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In summary, the intent of this work is to elucidate a new theoretical structure for the modeling of both
crystalline and polycrystalline solids. The general theory, as presented, is fully frame invariant, explicitly
accounts for finite deformation, arbitrarily large elastic and plastic strains, persistent anisotropic clastic
cell structure (structural anisotropy), and possesses the capability (through the introduction of state
variables) of modeling the myriad of induced isotropic and anisotropic effects associated with the evolution
of local dislocation structure. The inadequacy of the classical theory, arising from itsrestrictive mathematical
form and the limited physical relevance of the total and plastic Lagrangian strain tensors, provides the
impetus for this effort. By comparison, it is claimed that this new theoretical structure is more general
than the classical Green-Naghdi forms which were evidently based on the presumption that the variables
E,E, and a collection of ‘dislocation-driven’ state variables, in addition to a collection of fixed ‘structure
tensors,” would provide a platform sufficient for the modeling of anisotropic inelastic solids. The addition
of a new structural orientation or “corotation” tensor variable, as recently envisaged by Casey (1987),
would restore the required level of generality at the expense of economy and physical clarity. This insofar
as it does not explicitly recognize the physically motivated restriction of invariance under ‘element
replacement’ as postulated in (Dashner, 1986a).

2. Theoretical structure

In contrast to the classical referential or Lagrangian theory of Green and Naghdi (Green et al., 1965),
the general theoretical structure set forth in (Dashner, 1986b) is of the Eulerian type. It is based on the
assumption that the ‘state’ of a deformed differential element of crystalline or polycrystalline solid-like
material in its current configuration is fixed by the instantaneous ‘placement’ of a characteristic elastic
reference cell, and an ‘adequate’ description of the instantaneous dislocation distribution in terms of a
finite collection of Eulerian tensor state variables. Once an ‘undislocated’ (virgin) cubic reference cell
has been set aside, the relevant state variables identified, and the response and evolution functionals
endowed with certain smoothness properties, this general inelastic theory {cf. Dashner (1986b), (3.28, 30,
32)} takes the form

R = [0,11’] = ER(Fe’q’A) ’
F.=F,- WF,=u(F..q.A), @.1

o

d.=w(F..q.4) ; a=1,..,N.

These relations determine the instantaneous element response, Cauchy stress and free energy, in terms of
a response function R which is dependent on the cell placement tensor F,, the aforementioned collection
of dislocation state variables = (qa>:=| ,and a finite set A= (A,(}f':1 of Rivlin-Ericksen tensors

A, =1 (identity tensor),
A, =2D, 2.2)

Ak+lEAk+AkL+LTAk , k=1,2,....

These relations are expressed in terms of the material flow velocity gradient L=VV and its associated
rate of deformation (stretching) and flow vorticity (spin) components

D=sym(L)=[L]s=5(L+L"),

{ - (2.3)
W=asym(L)=[L], = i(L—L ).
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Variation of these state descriptors over time is determined by a sct of state variable evolution functions
0

u, & {Mq}::;- The notation ( ) is used here and throughout this manuscript to denote the frame invariant

corotational or Jaumann time derivative”.

It is significant that these constitutive relations show no explicit dependence on the total deformation
of the material element relative to some preselected undeformed reference configuration’. It is this
fundamental characteristic that distinguishes the present theoretical structure from the classical one of
Green and Naghdi. It is my belicf and contention that this approach to inelastic modeling is consistent
with the thinking of a growing number of researchers whose work is based on a conceptual understanding
of inelastic mechanisms owing to the foundational contributions of Mandel (1971).

The axiom of material frame invariance makes it necessary {cf. Dashner (1986b), (3.29, 31, 33,34),} to
require that these response and evolution functions satisfy the relations

To|R(F.. q.A)] = R(TF.. T,q. T,A),
Q[u‘e(Fc ’ q’ A)] = uc(TQFc ’ TQq’ TQA) 3 (24)
TQ[u“(Fc, q,A)] = uo(ToF.. To@. ToA) 5 a=1,...N,

for each Q from the full proper orthogonal group ©. Here, as in {Dashner (1986b), (3.4)}, T, is used to
represent the appropriate tensor transformation operator associated with the proper orthogonal element
(post) rotation tensor Q, e.g.

R=[o.y] — T,R=[QoQ".v],

F, — TQFC=QFC,

9. = Jdoq,; e=1....N, 2.5)
a={a.),., — T.q={- ola)n_,
A=(A)", - TA={QAQ"};,.

The restrictions associated with material symmetry {cf. Dashner (1986b), (3.29, 31, 33, 34),} are stated in
terms of the orthogonal symmetry group & for the selected reference cell. Invariance under certain
pre-rotations of this characteristic cell is properly enforced by requiring that

2 Recognizing that (2.1), is not consistent with the “standard form” of the corotational derivative of a second order tensor,
it is worthwhile to recall that F, is not a second order tensor of the same type as, say, the Cauchy stress o, which transforms
according to the rule

6 - QoQ’
under a superposed rigid rotation Q of the deformed material element. Indeed, by definition F, is what is classically referred to as a
“two-point” tensor having its “right foot” (dyadically speaking) firmly planted in the preselected fixed reference cell, and its “left
foot” in the deformed material element. Because of this, it transforms according to the rule
F, — QF,
under a superposed rigid rotation. This is fully developed in Sec 3.A of (Dashner, 1986b).
* It is certainly possible to reintroduce such dependence by identifying one of the state variables as a total deformation measure.

Relying on the arguments presented in (Dashner, 1986a), it is this author’s conjecture that there exist no real materials for which
such an identification will be appropriate.
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R(F..q.A)=R(FQ'.q.A).
uw(F..q.4)=|u(FQ".q.4)Q. 2.6y
uﬂ(Fc,q,A)=M“(FcQT,q,A) ; a=1,....,N,

for cachQ€ p.
A particularly convenient (equivalent) form for the evolution cquation (2.1), {cf. Dashner (1986b),
(3.40),,3.42)} is

F.=LFK -E¢ , 2.7y
expressed in terms of the inclastic (plastic) velocity gradient’ function

s:fp = QP(F”’ a’A) = FL](%A ch - MC(FC 5 q,A)} s [A|=2D] s
subject to the invariance requirements
QP (QFe 5 TQq,TQA) ; foreachQ€EO©,

. 28
Q'|2,(F.Q".4.4)|Q ; forcachQE g . (28)

QP(F"’ q’A) = {

With reference to {Dashner (1986b), (3.45)}, this inelastic rate term, which vanishes during any purely
elastic deformation process, “is scen to represent the velocity gradient associated with the material flow
in (through) the reference ccll.” This flow rate tensor can, of coursc, bc decomposed into its symmetric
stretching and antisymmetric spin componcnts

D, =[] =5(L+L) & W=[L] =5{L-L).

each of which must be specified in accordance with the same invariance criteria (2.8). As evidenced by
the example of the theory of dislocation strain {cf. Dashner (1986b), Sec. 4B}, a similar decomposition of
the u, evolution functions into purely elastic and inelastic parts is an essential step in the construction of
a specific theory. Unfortunately, it appears that each state variable would have to be explicitly defined
before this could be accomplished. As emphasized in the introduction, this stands as an impediment to the
type of classical (thermodynamic) theoretical development generally associated with Lagrangian-type
formulations. A principal objective of this communication is to eliminate this comparative disadvantage.

Kinematically, elastic reference cell placement in the current configuration can be regarded as a two
step process through the polar decomposition

F.=VR,, 29)

* These forms are equivalent to those cited from (Dashner, 1986b) although they differ in appearance due to the replacement of
Q< p withQ"E p . The present forms are thought to be more consistent with established convention.
* While this is fully developed in the cited reference, it is a simple matter to verify that the rate expression
F.ZLF
holds during any purely elastic deformation process. This follows from the fact that bond structure is materially embedded (i.e.
dragged along by the flow) during any such process, ensuring that
F.(1) =F(E,
during any purely elastic deformation process {F(t): F(@)=I} imposed on a reference state in which F,(0)=F,

Co

® The symbol <, is used here in place of A from (Dashner, 1986b).
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where the elastic (left) stretch and cell orientation tensors are expressed as

V.=b”: R.=c”F, (2.10)
in terms of the Eulerian elastic deformation tensors’

b=FF =V & c=b'=F,F.. (2.11)
This makes it possible to interpret the cell placement mapping

7= Fc)_i
as a simple rotation of the reference cell elements (directors) X

Y=RX, 2.12)
followed by a pure stretching deformation

Z=VY: V,=p",

which determines the final placement Z of a lattice cell director X in the current configuration. It is
noteworthy that, for any orthogonal Q€ 0, these elastic deformation measures satisfy the transformation
relations

Vo = TVe=Qv.Q'
Rc - TQRc = QRc
b T,b=QbQ",
¢ = Tyee=QcQ',

} = F.=V.R.— TF.=QF,

!

under a post-rotation of the deformed material element, and (2.13)
V. - P,V.=V
¢ ¢ ) = F=VR - PJF.=FQ',
Rc - PQRc = RLQ
b — Pyb=b,
¢ — Py=c,

under a pre-rotation of the virgin reference cell.

From this second set of relations, it is clear that the relevance of R, as a state descriptor depends on
the prominence of the reference cell’s invariant directional characteristics. If this characteristic cell
exhibits structural anisotropy, specification of R, is clearly necessary to establish its propcr orientation in
the current element configuration. These considerations give rise to the invariance requirements (2.6)
expressed in terms of the reference cell symmetry group g . However, if the elastic refcrence cell is
structurally isotropic (% =0©), then it is equally clear that the clastic structure in the current configuration
is independent of the specification of proper orthogonal R, . For this case, R, may as well be (or would be
indistinguishable from) the identity tensor I, leaving a symmetric, positive definite placement tensor
Fc=b|/2, and an adequate description of the elastic constituent of state in terms of b. With reference to

” respectively, the left and right elastic Cauchy-Green tensors
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{Dashner (1986b), (3.35)}, full structural isotropy is seen to allow for a simplified constitutive representation
of the form

R =[o,y]=%(e.q.A),
e=é+eW-We= fife.q.A),
.= fi(e.q.A) ; a=1...N,
expressed in terms of any elastic strain tensor defined through an invertible, isotropic tensor mapping
e=¢€b).
As per {Dashner (1986b), (3.36)}, these functions are subject to the frame invariance constraint
T,|f(e.q.A)| =f(QeQ", T .4, T,A) ; foreachQE®.

Particular attention shall be focused on these reduced “structurally isotropic” forms as they are perceived
to have the most immediate application. The particular choice of the Eulerian elastic (natural) log-strain
tensor

e=a= (V)= n{b")=)inb)

shall also be shown to have interesting consequences.

Regardless of the degree of structural anisotropy of the reference cell, it is evident that the placement
of the elastic stretch ellipsoid in the current configuration through the specification of b, e=b™, or any
related strain measure e = €(b), is essential to the description of state. At this point, it is appropriate to
recall {cf. Dashner (1986b), (3.40),,} the evolution forms

b-bL -Lb=23,,
¢+cL+Lc=2%_,
expressed in terms of the symmetric inelastic “slippage” tensors® 2, and 2.
In view of the relations (2.7)and (2.11), and the identity
¢cb=1 = ¢&=-cbe,
it is a simple exercise to show that
b-bL -Lb=-2b"Db” = = =-b”Db",
é+cL+I:rc=2c'/2Dpcl/2 = Eczcl/szc'/z,

0

b=bD +Db-2b"D,b",

= . 1 ] (2.14)
c=-cD-Dc +2c/2Dpc/2,
expressed in terms of a new inelastic (plastic) deformation rate (stretching) tensor
T T
D,=RDR.: @, =[] =:(4+) (2.15)

8 Here, the tensor symbol 2 replaces the symbol I" from (Dashner, 1986b).
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Based on the above interpretation of the inelastic flow tensor & , it is clear that symmetric D, can be
physically interpreted as the rate of material deformation through the elastically unstretched, but rotated,
reference cell. Moreover, in light of the rotational transforms (2.13) and invariance criteria (2.8) for the
inelastic rate function QP, it is clear that this new plastic deformation rate is determined by a constitutive
function consistent with the Eulerian-type requirements

D (F q A):{ QT[]A)P(QFe’TQq’TQA)]Q ; foreachQ€EO,
A ﬁp(FcQT’qu); foreachQ€E g .

3. The elastic shadow

With reference to the cell placement decomposition relations (2.9) - (2.11), let N represent a fixed
material (as opposed to lattice) director in the current configuration, and & its correspondent defined
through the local elastic unstretching and stretching maps

> > - -
A=uh & A=vVvA, 3.1
cxpressed in terms of the positive definite, symmetric, Eulerian “stretch” and “unstretch” tensors

v=V,=b"”=\/FF' = F.=wR,,

. (3.2)
u=v'=c”?=p"=v,! = F'=Rl.

These differential mapping are taken to define, at each instant, the so-called unstretched or shadow
configuration relative to the current. Now, while each fixed material director X evolves according to the
rate law i:LX during a continuing flow, the corresponding shadow director i is ‘dragged-along’ by the
secondary ‘shadow flow.” Thus, A= Lsﬂ in terms of the flow rate (velocity gradient) tensor L, associated
with this shadow flow. In terms of the actual and shadow flow rate tensors, differentiation of (3.1)yields

i:ifﬁ:+vi,
LA =(V+VL)&,
(Lv—v—vLJi:é,

which implies that

v=Lv-vL,=v' = Lv-vL =vL'-Lly,

. { Lv-vL,
= |v= "
vL' - L:V
Since u=-uvu, this further implies that 3.3)
. Lu-ulL
= 0= { .o
uL -Lu

After decomposing the shadow flow rate tensor into its stretching and spin components, viz.
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D, =[L],=3(L,+L; ) W,
W.=[L,], =5(LL7) } = L,=D+(Q+W), (3.4)

Q=W-W = W=Q+W

it is casily established that the corotational rates for the elastic stretch and unstretch tensors are given by

S o oW Dv-v(D, + Q)
VETEvW-Wy={ VD - (D, - Q)v i
& (D, +QJu-uD (3-5)
u=u+uW-Wu={ u(D,- 9 - Du

expressed in terms of the material and shadow flow deformation rates D and D, and the increment of
shadow flow spin, Q, over and above that of the material flow.

Shadow flow stretching

Further interpretation of the shadow flow rate begins with (3.2),. In view of the above corotational rate
relations, differentiation of the implied elastic deformation relation ¢ =u’ leads to
o
o 2
c=u
=uu+uu
=u{(D,+Q)u-uD} + {u(D,-Q}-Du}u
=-u’D-Du’+2uD,u
¢=-cD-Dc+2uDu,
. 2 o
and, since b=-bcb,

b=bD +Db-2vD,v.

In view of (3.2),, direct comparison of this with (2.14), leads to the immediate and important conclusion
that

D,=D,=R®D,R, |; D,=[L]; & cnps[gep] (3.6)

s s

i.e., that the plastic deformation rate introduced in (2.15) s, in fact, just the stretching (rate of material
deformation) tensor associated with this elastically unstretched shadow flow. This critical association
shall henceforth be assumed with notational preference given to D, over D..

Shadow flow spin

In order to ascertain the significance of the shadow flow spin rate Q, the symmetric and antisymmetric
product fourth order tensors

S, X=,(AX+XA) & A,X=;(AX-XA) (3.7)

are brought into play. For any given symmetric tensor A, these operators are clearly seen to linearly map
second order tensors into second order tensors. Their algebraic properties, which have been studied in
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detail by a number of researchers, are reviewed in the Appendix. For present purposes, it is only necessary
to know (and a simple matter to show) that §, maps symmetric/antisymmetric tensors into symmetric/anti-
symmetric tensors, that i, maps symmetric/antisymmetric tensors into antisymmetric/symmetric tensors,
and that §, is non-singular and therefore invertible whenever symmetric A is definite, either positive of
negative. With specific reference to (A.3) and (A.14), these properties are concisely summarized by the
expressions

[$,X]'=8.X" & [B,X]'=-(8,X),
for any X and A =A", and (3.8)
X=§,8,X=8§,§,X.
for any X and definite A=A".
With this background, the desired relationship
uQ + Qu=u(D+D,)-(D+D,)u
is quickly seen to result from (3.6) and the dual relations (3.5),, for the corotational rate of the unstretch

tensor u. Expressed in terms of the above defined symmetric and antisymmetric product operators, this
takes the form

Su'Qsz ﬂu.(D"_DP) 2
leading to the unique solution
Q=§,Q,(D+D,)=[$,A,[D+[s,A,]D,. (3.9

In view of (3.4),, it is now clear that the (extra) shadow flow spin Q_ is determined by the instantaneous value
of the unstretch tensor u, and the sum of the actual and plastic deformation rates D and D, =D, .

In (A.34), the particular composition of operations employed above in the shadow spin rate solution is
shown to be equivalent to the so-called widget operator as expressed by the identity

W,=$.A,. (3.10)
This new operator is initially defined (for any definite A=A") in (A.32) through either of the equivalent
cxpressions
AS,X)-X,

X- (XA, (3.11)

~

W, X =

This important tensor operator plays a significant role in the developments to follow. With reference to
(A.32) - (A.35), the relations

Xe(10,¥) = ¥+{10,X).
X = [w, X', a0
w,=-w,,

’ An identical development using the dual relations (3.5), , leads to the alternative result

Q=-5A (D+D,).
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summarize its cssential properties as a symmetric bilinear form on the space of second order tensors
which maps symmetric/antisymmetric tensors into antisymmetric/symmetric tensors. The third identity is
immediately useful in that it, together with (3.10), facilitates a reformulation of the shadow spin expression
(3.9)in cither of the alternative forms

Q= { I'yuA(D-FDP) = §;1°QUA(D +DP) Y

; (3.13)
W, (D+D,)=-$ A, (D+D,) ; [v=u’].

An cxplicit form for this shadow spin is also available by utilizing one of the many results established by
Scheidler (1994). In this comprehensive work, it is shown that for definite A = A', the tensor equation

§,C=X
has the unique solution
C=$;X = {X +II,[A(XA-AX)A |}A",
expresscd in terms of 3.14)
I,=tr(A)=A +A+ Ay,
I, = %[Ii 1’ (A)] = AA + AA +A A,
I, = det(A) = AA A,
A=II1-A,
1y, = det(A ) = 11, - 1L, = (Ay+ As)(As +A)) (A +A,),

in which {A,}’_| are the principal values of A'°. With the aid of the fourth order A -bracket operator
[BA’X]T = BA'XT ’
B,X=AXA ; { X+(B,Y)=Y+(B,X), (3.15)
B: = BA" : [A~ nonsingular] s

whose algebraic properties are also fully developed in the Appendix [(A.17)- (A.19)], this solution can be
reexpressed in the compact form

C=§,X={X-2II,[B,A,X]}A".
With this, and the defining expression (3.11),, it easily follows that
W, X=X-($,X)A
=X - {|X - 2111, (B,-A, X)]A"}A
W, X =211, (B,-A, X),
which serves as proof of the additional widge? relation

W, =211,(B,-A,). (3.16)

' While this solution is actually verified under more general circumstances {cf. Scheidler (1994), p. 137, cq. (5.6)}, this

specialization to symmetric, definite A is entirely adequate for present purposes.
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With the relations (3.12),, (3.14)and (3.15), this results in the explicit closed form expression
(1,1~ A)(AX - XA)(IA-I -A)

X=- X)) = 3.17
. (I'y" ) (T\IT, - T11,,) (317
for the evaluation of the widget''. Application of this to (3.13)then results in the explicit solutions
X< (I,T-u)(uX - Xu)(IuI u)
- (111, - 111,
Q = ; X=D+D, (3.18)
WX (II-v)(Xv- vX)(I‘I v)
Y (1,11, -111,)
for the shadow flow spin.
Yet another alternative representation involves the eigenvalues/vectors
{ad., (3.19)

for the Eulerian elastic (natural) log strain tensor
as=/nv),
and the principal differences
(VZ/ V3)
ln(Vz/v ) (3.20)
ln( v,/ Vz)

With reference to (3.13), and (A 42),, this spin rate is seen to admit the alternative eigenbasis expansion

W, =a,-az= ln(V2) ( 3)
W, =a;-a, = ln(V3) ( 1)
Wy=a,-a,=ln(v,)-ln(v,) =

Q=-W, (D+D,),
Q, = unh(3u, )(8,°X4,)| (4,@4,) - (4,04,)]

+mn/a(§u2)(ﬁ3°x-ﬁl)[( \®4,)-(4,®4,)]
+ tanh(5u;)(8,°X4,)[(4,®4,) - (4,®4,)] ; X=D+D,

"It is a straightforward exercise to confirm the identity

A['A(AX-XA)A |+ [A(AX-XA)A |A = (1,11, - 111, )(AX - XA)

through the application of the Cayley-Hamilton Theorem, viz.
A LA FILA-ILI=0 = A’=[A™-I,A+1I,I.

After safely extracting this “rabbit from the hat,” one need only observe that this identity can be reexpressed as
48,-B,-R, =21 A, ,

which, for definite A, insures that (3.10) admits the alternative form
W, =58, =2110,8,8,

This constitutes a direct proof of (3.16) which, in conjunction with (3.11), provides an alternative proof for the above cited
solution of Scheidler.
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After recalling that every antisymmetric tcnsor (Z = —ZT)has a unique axial vector,i.e.

>

w=Z1 < w=zxu,
it is then casily shown that the expression
8, = tanh(;w,)|8,2X4, |4, + ranh(ju, )[8:2X4, |4, + ranh(ju,)|4,°X4,]4, ; X=D+D, (3.21)

gives the axial (angular velocity) vector for the shadow spin.
Collecting the results (3.4), (3.6)and (3.13), the shadow flow rate tensor is expressed as

D, W, D, =RDR!
L=D,+(Q+W); { @=W(D+D,) |, (322)
W=[L],

in terms of the rate of (plastic) strctching D, =D; and the (extra) spin Q for the shadow flow.

Shadow frame and associated time rate

With this, it is now possible to define a local shadow frame as any frame of reference which adopts the
rotational motion of a material elements shadow flow. Thus, a shadow fgame is a corotating fragnc for this
secondary flow. Analogous to the Jaumann or corotating time ratc ( ), the shadow rate, (), is then
defined as the time rate of change measured by a similarly oriented observer moving in a shadow frame.
For a second order Eulerian tensor [TQB = QBQT], this shadow rate derivative takes the form

B=B+BW,-WB=B+BQ -QB |. (3.23)

It is also useful to note that the non-invariant material and shadow flow rate tensors as observed from
the ground, corotating, and shadow frames are given by

[L]lgr =L=D+W v e =L=D,+W, 5 W, =Q+W,
[L]cr.=D b [Ler =D, +Q - W, (D+D,), (3.24)
[Llsr.=D-Q i [LJsr =D, o W, (D+D,).

To illustrate the utility of these observations, note that the rate expressions (3.3) are seen to immediately
imply the corotational rate relations (3.5), as well as the corresponding shadow rate relations

Lv= (3.25)

(D-Q)v-vD, s [ Du-uD-Q)
{ v(D+Q)-D,v { uD, - (D+Q Ju

Reference cell spin

In the event of structural anisotropy, it will also be necessary (as previously noted) to fix the orientation
of the elastically recovered reference cell in the shadow configuration through (2.12). In general, each
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observer will perceive reference cell rotation in the shadow configuration during any continuing deformation
process. Thus, the rate of change of a fixed reference cell or ‘lattice’ director (as opposed to a fixed
material director) in the shadow flow is given by

3 >

Y=WY

expressed in terms of the reference cell rotation rate tensor
W, =RR/=-W'.

After defining Q, as the cell rotation rate relative to the shadow frame, it follows from (3.4), that

Q.= [WG]S.F.=WC _Wq =wc _QS—W 3

¢

= W =0+Q+W,

which, in view of the above relations (3.24), gives rise to the reference cell rotation rate expressions

R.=WR,; (W=0+Q+W)
R.=(Q+Q)R.; {[Wl.=0) |. (3.26)

S

R.=QR, ; ({[W].=-Q}

Along similar lines, the rate forms (3.3)and (3.26), allow for differentiation of the cell gradient decomposition
(3.2),, resulting in the expression

F.=vR_+ VR,
= (Lv-vLR, + v(W,R,)
=LF.-v[(D,+Q+W)-(2+Q+W)[R,
=LF,- (F.R])(D,-Q)R,
F.=LF,-F.[R{D,-QR.|.

Direct comparison of this with (2.7)then leads to the correspondence

. D,=RD,R. : D,=[eL,]
‘ gp = Rc(Dp - QC)RC <> { o : R (327)12
| Q=-RWR. : W=|d,]
| A
between the inelastic rate measures &fp, D, and @, and to the frame specific rate relations
F.=LF.-Eg,
' E.=DF, -Ed, ; {[L]c;=D)} : (3.28)

‘ Is“c = (D_QS)FC B ch;ep ; ([I‘Jsvr :D'Q_\)

" Note that the symmetric stretching relationship confirms the previously established result (3.6).
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From (3.27) it immediately follows that, at any given state, specification of D, and Q_ is equivalent to the
specification of the reference cell material flow rate &, . For this rcason, theoretical dependence on the
inelastic evolution function (2.8) can (and will) be replaced through the specification of the new inelastic
rate forms

Dp = ﬁp(Fc, q,A) ~ {plastic stretching as the rate of matcrial deformation in shadow flow} ,

N (3.29)
Q= QC(FC, q,A) ~ {rclerence cell 'spin' in shadow flow rclative to shadow frame} .

In light of the physical interpretation of &;fp”, it is evident that both D, and Q, vanish during purely elastic
deformations. Consequently, during any purely elastic deformation process, a material element’s secondary
shadow flow is seen as nothing more than a rigid rotation [Ds =D, =0] ,described [through (3.4), and (3.13)] by
the spin tensor

W=Q+W; Q=W,D=-W,D.

Furthermore, [through (3.26);] the characteristic reference cell is observed to remain fixed, or materially
embedded, within this rigid shadow flow. Put differently, shadow frame observers perceive the shadow flow, with

materially embedded reference cell, as absolutely stationary during purely elastic deformation processes.
Subsequent developments shall depend upon spccification of the evolution forms (3.29). It is therefore

essential to note that the established invariance criteria (2.8) and (2.13), and the relations (3.27), make it

necessary to subject these new inelastic rate functions to the Eulerian-type invariance restrictions

TQ[f(Fc’q’A)]=Q[f(Fc»qu)]QT =f(QFc,TQq9TQA) ; foreach QEO,
f(Fc,q,A) :f(FcQT,q,A) ; foreach QE p .

Finally, it is readily confirmed {cf. Dashner (1986b), (4.36)} that the common assumption of incom-
pressible plastic flow is embodied in the additional restrictions

b= Yier( )= Voder(v) = det()

(3.30)

3.31
r(g,) = r(L) = 1r(D,) = 0. &3
4. Natural strain
It has been suggested that the adoption of the Eulerian elastic (natural) log-strain tensor
a=[n(v)=In(b") = Lin(b) (4.1)

has certain desirable consequences. In this section, as in (3.19)above, {a,, ﬁk)zzl are taken to represent the
principal values and corresponding directions of the natural straina, with the principal strain differences

Wy=a,-a; 5 W=2a3-3; 5 W3=2a,-4a,,

as introduced in (3.20).
In view of the rate relation (2.14), and the fourth order “symmetric product” and “A-bracket” tensors
(3.7), and (3.15), this particular strain measure is seen to evolve according to the corotational rate relation

" Refer to discussion immediately following (2.8).
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o

da/db]b

[aa/ab {bD+Db-2vD,v} ; [v=b"]

[0a/ob]{2§,D - 2B D, }

( daldbl-§ }D {2[0a/ob]-B, }D, .

WD | H, =2[aa/ab] S,

~ H,=2[da/3b]-B, . 42)

II
—

~

expressed in terms of new fourth order tensors H, and H,. Close examination of the above development
reveals that all second order tensors are symmetric, and that all fourth order tensors map symmetric
second order tensors into symmetric tensors. The properties of these new fourth order tensors as linear
operators restricted to the six (6) dimensional (vector) space of symmetric tensors have been considered
previously by this author (Dashner, 1990), and are reviewed again in the Appendix. In particular, in (A.51)
both are shown to be positive definite and symmetric so that

otherwise ,

=0; X=0,
XX, ; ' > ; k=12,
'JF'JZ = X'('Jk'Y)=Y°(|,!k‘X)’

for any pair of symmetric tensors (X,Y). With specific reference to (A.52) and (A.55), they are also
shown to be non-singular and reduce to the identity mapping on the subspace of symmetric tensors which
commute with a. As in (A.21), this last property is formally expressed as

C=C'ec(a)={X:aX=Xa} = H,C=C; k=12. 43)
More specifically, it is shown in (A.54), that, for any X =X",
H X=X+ (1,)(4,°X4,)(4,®4, +4,8,)
+h,(1,)(8;°X4,)(4,®4, +4,34,)
+h (1) (8,°X4,)(4,®1,+4,®4,) ; k=12, 44
expressed in terms of the scalar-valued coefficient functions

ook Laf 12 2
k'(u)=mnly(u) l—3pt<1 U+l +...>20,

4.5)
u 1 1 2 1 - 7 31 2
Aw) anbu) o < ol * szt }5 ’

=
1]

defined in (A.53).

Referencing (A.55) once again, it is also shown that (for any symmetric C) the symmetric tensor
difference [(Ijk-C)-C] belongs to the outer (normal) space of the above defined tensor subspace C(a).
This is formally expressed as

[H,C-C|eC*(a)=ouer|C(a)|={Y: Y*X=0 V XEC(a)} : k=1.2.

This observation can now be combined with the result (A.28)which states that the equation
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AX-XA=2R,X=Y

has a unique particular solution X € (C*(A) for every Y& C*(A). Direct application of this for the specific
choice Y=- [ﬂ C —C] €(C"(a) leads to the immediate conclusion that there exists a unique solution
X =@ €(*(a) to the equation

a® -Qa=20,@ =-[H,C-C|EC’(a); k=12, (4.6)

for specified C=C". Furthermore, the symmetry of [([I k-C) = C] and the established properties (3.8)guarantee
that this solution is antisymmetric. Thus, there is known to exist a unique antisymmetric tensor @ €C *(a)
which satisfies

HC=C-a® +®Qa; k=1.2, @7

for any given symmetric C.

To ascertain the form of this solution, one need only examine the various terms of (4.6) after applying
the eigenbasis expansions (A.44) and (4.4). Having done so, it is immediately apparent that this equation
is satisfied if and only if

M1(ﬁ2'§2¢‘ﬁa) kk(ul)(ﬁz'c‘ﬁa)
uz(a309 4 ) = —|h(u,)(4:°C4,)| ; k=12,
M3(§1'Qc'ﬁz) '\k(lh)(éfc‘ﬁz)

which, in tumn, serves to verify the antisymmetric tensor solution

" “‘ A A A A A A
ggc = k(ull)[az.c.as].[(%@az) - (a2®a3)]

Al ca Jo.00) - (o0

u A A A *

(M 3)[21,°Ca2][(212(>9a1)—(a]®2712)] EC*A); k=1,2. 4.8)
If the stated conclusion that this belongs to C*(a) is not initially obvious, it will become so after
reviewing the development leading from (A.21) to (A.26) pertaining to the basic structure of the linear
subspace C*(a), and confirming, via (4.5), that the scalar coefficients [ /MJ are each of order u in the
neighborhood of their apparent singularity at u=0. To complete the characterization of this antisymmetric

. . . . . - =
tensor solution, it is easily confirmed to have the associated axial vector [®,1 = @ _xi]
@ I‘k(ul)

8 = [4,°C4,]4, + kgzz)[a3°C<al]‘a2+ (MB)[ *Ca,|a, ; k=1,2. 4.9)

Making direct use of (4.7)- (4.9), the rate equation (4.2)for the natural strain can now be rewritten as
a=D-D,-a(Q,-Q,)+(2,-Q;, )a
in terms of the spin rate tensors
Q=02 & QD,, = QDP

corresponding to the axial vectors
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o ’ H ‘ L A A A b ’ A ATA

Q = ~1Ll')[ﬁz°D-ﬁ3|-ﬁl + I(Mz )[aJ'D-a,]- 5+ 'L;)[a]'D-az]-a},
S ‘ b

3, = ZE;T')[QZ-DP-Q,]QW 28:2)[53.1);,-3,}5# ZL'i")[a,-Dpaz]@.

With the dcfinition of the new spin rate
W=0,-Q, +W,
and the associated corotating time derivative
A=A+AW -W'A,
it is casily verified that
a=i+aW-Wa=D-D, -a(Q,-Q,)+(Q,-Q, )a,
= a+a(Q,-Q, +W)-(Q,-Q, +W)a=D-D,
a+aW -Wa=D-D,,
= a=D-D,.

This establishes the existence of a special local reference frame relative to which the time derivative of the

finite natural elastic strain tensor is equal to the difference of the observed material and plastic deformation

rates. This result, with D, =@, was demonstrated by Xiao et al. (1997) for the case where a represents the

finite natural fotal log strain measured from some fixed material reference configuration.

While this result is mathematically interesting, it has no further relevance to the present development.
As shall be demonstrated, it will prove more useful to have access to an expression for the log strain
shadow rate. This is easily obtained with the aid of the previously established relations (3.23), (4.2), (3.7),,

and (3.13),as
a=a+ aQ -Qa
=H,D-H,D, +2R Q
=HD-H,D,- 2ﬁa'[l,l\,'v'(D +DP)]
a=[H,-20,40, |D-[H,+28,-W,|D,.

Fortunately, this simplifies to

Is
a=H,D-H D,

as a consequence of the identity (A.56), viz.
{ Ij ! '2|3a°|!,jv = HZ

H -H,=28-W, -
H,+2A -
i’ ",

’
=H,.

v ~

(4.10)

This final form is particularly interesting (and perhaps somewhat surprising) in light of the previously

derived corotational rate relation (4.2).
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5. Semi-lagrangian state variables

Before introducing the semi-Lagrangian state variable transformation, it is necessary to assemble a
number of results pertaining to clastic deformation. First, the characteristic reference cell (i.e. bond
structure) is materially embedded during a process of purely clastic deformation. Consistent with the rate
equation (2.7) with <,=@, and the relations (2.11), it thereforc follows that such an clastic process,
described by the local deformation gradient F, induces the following changes in the elastic variables

F. — FF, = F_=FF,,
b - FbF' = b,<FbF", (5.1
¢c > F'eF' = ¢, <F'¢F".
In terms of the stretch and unstretch tensors (3.2), it is significant that the combination
M = u,Fyv, (5.2)
is proper orthogonal since
MM' = (uZFv,)(v]FTuJ
=u,(Fb F')u,
£b,b,b,"
MM' 1.

In fact, in the event of structural anisotropy, M fixes the new value of the cell orientation tensor through
the orthogonal transformation expression

R, =uwF,_ ; [F=WR, < R =uF]
Zu,(FF, )= [uzF](v,Rel) =[u,Fv R,
R, =MR o

Moreover, since a rigid element rotation is a special case of purely elastic deformation, this last result,
together with the established post-rotation transformations (2.13), guarantees that

F£Q = M=z2Q; foreachQ€EO. 53)

More generally, consider a smooth process of (perhaps inelastic) deformation imposed on a material
element from a base (t=t;) configuration in which its state is characterized by the initial values

vt)=v, & ut)=u,=v,.
Letting
F=F@) ; t=t, (54)

represent the total material deformation measured from this base configuration, it is clear that the initial
condition F(t;) =1 pertains. In view of (3.3) and (3.24), it is easily established that the above defined
deformation measure

M) =u(®)F(tyy, ; t=t,,

generally evolves according to the rate equation

" The notation “<” denotes equality under the special circumstance of purely elastic deformation.



3508 P.A. Dashner | International Journal of Solids and Structures 38 (2001) 3487-3548

M = uFv, + uFy, ,
MM ' = (l'va0 + uI:‘vo)(qu"v)
=uv+uLv ; [L=Vi=FF"|
=(Lu-uL)v +uLv,

M:(DP+QS+ WM,
MM'=L, = { M=(D,+Q)M,
M=DM = M=%0,

subject to the initial condition M(t;) =1 . From this, it follows that the expressions
M) = 1,

olle

»
o

Ile

F@© & vOu,,

«
o]

) . . (5.5)
v(t) s—%ﬁ. Ft)v,=v,F (t) ; [v=v 1,

u®) £ uF'(@ =F'Qu, ; [u=u"],

accurately characterize the measurements of shadow frame observers during any ongoing process of
purely elastic deformation commencing at t=t;.

Now, let T; represent the transformation operator, corresponding to a prescribed elastic deformation F,
which is appropriate for a tensor having the order and valence of a particular Eulerian state variable q.
The existence of this operator, as well as the group properties

TooeT, =Ty, & T(@=q,

can be inferred from the path independence of state variable evolution during purely elastic deformation.
Moreover, since rigid clement rotation is a special case of elastic deformation, this notation does not
conflict with, but rather represents an extension of, the tensor transformation notation introduced in (2.4)
and (2.5). This operator, together with the elastic unstretching tensor u, can now be used to effect the
transformation

p=T(@® <= q=T(p. (5.6)

The value assigned to this new variable p is clearly identical to the value that q would take following a purely
elastic, rotation free, unstretching deformation returning the element to its instantaneous shadow configuration.
Moreover, during a purely elastic deformation F, each of these new variables is seen to evolve according
to the rotation rule

p,=T.(q) ; [0.£T.(a)]
pzéTuzc’TF(q])
=T0(@) 5 [a=T.®))]
=T, ro T, (p)
=T, )
P.=Tu(p). 7
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in terms of proper orthogonal M from (5.2). In view of (5.3), it also follows that each Eulerian tensor state
variable and its corresponding semi-Lagrangian variable transform in identical fashion during rigid element
rotation'’. Most important, however, is the fact that each of these new variables is observed to remain
constant in a shadow frame during a purely elastic deformation process. This important result, which follows
as a direct consequence of (5.5), and (5.7), leads to the further conclusion that each semi-Lagrangian
variable evolves according to a frame invariant rate equation which can be cast in the form

Po=mx,; a=1,...,N, (5.8)

expressed in terms of an (inelastic) rate function ;, which vanishes identically for purely elastic deformation.
In order to simplify notation the symbols P and T shall henceforth be used to represent the tensor
N-tuples

p={p.)_, & W={m) _, (5.9)

so that the full set of semi-Lagrangian state variable evolution equations (5.8)may be collectively represented
by i)= TT. Moreover, any interior (scalar) product involving ‘collective’ symbols of this type shall be
interpreted as the full N-tuple interior product, e.g.

(*/op)e= 3, ("¥/op. ). s10

With the rate expressions (3.28),, (5.8), and the relations (3.13), and (3.27), the general constitutive
forms (2.1)can now be recast in the form

[@.7] = QIQ(Fc ,P,A) ~ [responsefunctions],
[Dp, Q, ﬂ'] = ‘/E\(Fc ,P.A) ~ |evolutionfunctions],
¢4,=R;(D,-QR,,
Q=-W(D+D,),

(5.11)
F.=(D-Q)F.-Ed, ; {

These modified forms are expressed in terms of the new semi-Lagrangian variables (5.6), the internal
energy per unit reference volume

=0y, (5.12)
the Kirchhoff stress
P,
T= (3).0, (5.13)¢

15 . . . . . 17 e S
In this sense, each new semi-Lagrangian variable is still “Eulerian.

' This change of response variables obviously requires knowledge of the current mass density p in addition to the virgin state
mass density p,. As noted, this is accomplished through (3.31) in the event that plastic flow is incompressible. If plastic flow is
not incompressible, then it would be necessary to independently identify the current scalar mass density as one of the inelastic state
variables. Of course, its evolution equation

p+ptr(D)=0

is casily recognized as the differential form of conservation of mass.
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the cell placement decomposition constituents F, =vR_ from (3.2), the shadow frame vorticity Q_, and the
inelastic state evolution functions % =[Dp,f2c,ﬁ]. With reference to (2.4), (3.30), and the discussion
immediately following (5.7), it is clear that each of the individual response and evolution functions

[@,-e,f)p,fzc, fl’] is subject to the ‘Eulerian’ invariance requirements
To[f(Fc’p’A)] =f‘(QFc’TQp’TQA) ; foreachQ&EB,
f(Fc’p’A) =J?(FQQT,p,A) ; foreachQe g,

in terms of the appropriate rotational transformation operator.
In view of the invertible transformation

F,=vR, < { v=yEF.,

R,=(FF!)"F,,

(5.14)

and the rate expressions (3.25)and (3.26), this theory can be recast in the equivalent gencral form
[@,7]= ‘j{(v,Rc, p,A) ~ [respomefunctions] ,
[Dp, Q, n'] = %(V,Re, p,A) ~ | evolution functions| ,
v=(D-Q)v-vD, ; Q=-W(D+D,), (5.15)
Islc = geRc 4

p = " k3
in which each of the transformed response and evolution functions [c“ﬁ,%,ﬁp, SNlc, lNl'] satisfies

F(v.R.p.A)=f("R.p.A).
f(F.,p.A)=F[(F.F)" (FE) "F., p.A],

and is subject to the invariance requirements

TQ[f(v,Rc,p,A)] =}(QVQT’QRc9TQp7TQA) ; foreachQ€EB®,
f(V,Rc,p,A) =f(v,RcQT,p,A) ; foreachQE g ,

expressed in terms of the appropriate rotational transformation operator.

These equations can be recast in still other equivalent forms through the replacement of the elastic
stretch tensor v with any convenient elastic strain tensor e defined through an invertible, isotropic,
symmetric tensor function

(5.16)

e=£(v) < v=£'(e),

subject to the standard requirement that £(I)=@. One such formulation would, of course, involve the
natural elastic strain tensor

e=a=/n(v) < v=exp(a)

introduced in (4.1). After recalling the rate relation (4.10), this particular choice of strain measure gives
rise to a general theory of the form
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[o.T]= _'?((a R., P, A) ~ [ responsefunctions]
lDP, Q, ﬂ'] T (a R.. P, A) ~ [eva/utian functionsJ ,
H

a=H,D-HD,, (5.17)
R.=QR.,
p-m.

expressed in terms of the fourth order tensors H, and H, introduced in (4.2), and transformed response
and cvolution functions

f(aR.p.A)=f[n(v).R..p.A|.
f(V,Rc,p,A)=f[exp(a),Rc,p,A],

which are subject to the invariance constraints

TQ[f(a’Rc’va)]:f(QaQT,QRe,TQp,TQA) ; foreachQ€0O,
]’?(a,Rc,p,A) = f(a,RCQT,p,A) ; foreachQE g .

In light of the discussion following (2.13), the gradient decomposition (3.2), and the rate expression
(3.26),, it is also clear that structurally isotropic forms result from the replacement of the values

R.=1; F.=v; Q.=0,

(5.18)

into the above response and shadow rate expressions. It is a trivial matter to show that the constitutive
forms (5.11)and (5.15)both reduce to

[e.T] =R R(v.p.A) ~ |responsefunctions),
[DP,I[] (V p,A) ~ | evolution functions|,

s (5.19)
v=(D-Q)v-vD, ; Q=-W,(D+D,),
p-m.
while the equivalent natural strain formulation (5.17)simplifies to
[p.T]= L’R?‘(a /2 A) ~ [ responsefunctions]

[Dp, n'] (a |/ A) ~ | evolutionfunctions], (520)
a= ljz'D - I,:,II'DP ’
p-m.

Here, the invariance criteria (5.16), and (5.18), pertaining to prerotations of the reference cell have no
further relevance. However, all response and evolution functions are still subject to the post-rotation
requirements

To[?("’p’A)] =]/}(QVQT-TvaT0A)
To[]?(avp’A)] =f(QaQT,TQp,TQA)

which insure the absolute frame invariance of the constitutive forms. Once again, it is important to

} . foreachQEO, (521)
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emphasize that all of the above cvolution functions vanish during any purely elastic deformation process.
It is also significant to note {cf. Dashner (1986b), Sec. 3B} that the above response functions will exhibit
no dependence on the Rivlin-Ericksen tensors A for materials that “respond continuously to continuous
deformation stimuli.” While this is not a characteristic of visco-elastic materials (which require smooth
stimuli to elicit continuous response), it is for elastic and ratc-independent clasto-plastic materials. For a
much broader range of elastic visco-plastic materials, it is commonly assumed that the internal energy is
determined by the instantaneous material state (Fc,p), but that stress rcsponsc consists of a viscous
component in addition to one that is state determined. The implications of specific material hypotheses of
this type shall be considered in Section 7.

6. Elastic and non-elastic time rates
For metallic solids, the subset of purely elastic deformation processes is of particular interest. For this

reason, it will prove useful to define an additive decomposition of the shadow time derivative into purely
clastic and non-clastic components. For any scalar or tensor-valued function of state,

w=U(F,p)=P(v.R..p)=T(a.R..p), 6.1)
these elastic and non-elastic shadow rate components are defined as

U], e, & WeW-U, 62)
the former being defined as the shadow rate with all inelastic deformation mechanisms deactivated.

To facilitate evaluation of these time derivative components, the rate expressions from the equation
sets (5.11),(5.15),(5.17), are now reexamined and recast in terms of their elastic and non-elastic components:

p-pep: (B0
p=T,

Ro-kok, (B0
R.=QR

%:(D+m~D)v—v( -,

v=(W.D,)v-vD,=-[v (l!j[)))...])pv]’ (6.3)

s o o F.=(D+IW,DF,,
Fc= c+ _ { n ” E
F.= (W, D,F. - FC[RC(DD = QC)RCJ ,
s e n { ;=|‘!2'D,
a=a+a ; |
a=-HD

From this, it is immediately clear that generally
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T OII’ 6‘1—’ B‘P
W= aF F.= ov T 9a

s=e+n; alp. al]J.
P=y+y oF. F+ap m, 64)

_) W, 0P, o,
W= av V+aR (Q°R°)+ap L]

FL o,
5a a+8R (QeRc)+ap m,

for functions of this type.

For the thermodynamic considerations to follow, it will also prove useful to have ready access to
expressions for the (shadow frame) time derivative of a frame invariant, scalar-valued state function
expressed in either of the alternative forms

t=(F.p)=7(v.R..p)= T(a,R..D).

The derivative expansions below are straightforward, making use of the above listed state variable rate
cquations, the symmetry of the fourth order tensors W), , H, and H,, and the well known properties

X*YZ=XZ'*Y =Y XY,
X=X" = ZX=|Z]°X,
X=-X" = ZeX=[Z],°X,
involving the inner product X*Y = tr(XYT) of second order tensors.

.« of s af s

S PR RPRUAI
Tl
af af
= 3K -[(ngs)Fc-ch ]+@-n
_(af )(DQ)(faf)[RD Q)R |+ ;rr
of o . af . v of ol of |
B aFeFe . - oF, ] QS_[R“‘( °aF5)R" (D"‘Q“Hap n

RE= 3| o cof Lo . cof Vool Lo L 0t
=" D+[aF FCL I!jv(D+DP)—[RC(Fc a1 R D+ [RAR G JRY) v e

REES [ ot pof | orl, caf | oa.g, L of .
= EFC s D+(I!," WF A) (D D) (R Fc aFc]sRc) DP+(RC Fl. WIARL) Qc+ I,
. || of af
f= F!|+W,|—F,| }*D
aF, | ™| aF, °|,
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. S
f=f=_—ov+ *R.+ .
v JR, p
af af af
= Ev.[(D_Q‘)v - va] + R, *(R,) ‘
ot af af . af
= — o(D- - e . .
(avv) (-2) (d) Dp+(aR Re) 2w
. . . "
S LIV 9 O A [P M *D, M rileg+ ' om
av | v |, v | R, |, op
af af f af . af
s D+|—v| D+D )- . R
[av s * avv] I'!',’v( P) [a v]S l)l"-'-[(;,lzc C]A Qc+

i- {[g_‘v]+ m[gv” o

f=f=" eq+ o eR +° o
da R, ° ap p
aT af E
) .(I:..LD_B{DP)*'@RC.(QCRJ '

= ﬁ *H.D- ﬂ *H D + iRT -Qc+afon,
da) ~? da| ~'P |oR, ¢ op

=[‘”v} -D+(m -[af_v] '(D+Dp)—[ﬂv] -D,,+| ‘”_R"] -szc+f'31-1r,
s ~vlav |, v s . i ip

af T
—R]| *Q + o m
iR, A op

‘ : af af
! f=('.!2'g) D—(BI’E) D, +

These various alternative forms can all be expressed as

f:?:[VDf]°D+[VDpf|'DP+[Vgch-Qc+[V"f]-n' ]

a?}>
=V
av |,

in terms of the ‘gradient-type’ tensor coefficients

- - :
an={[ of FJ] +lyv-[ ot F' }=<Fv} +W,
S A aV S

oF, oF,

(6.5)
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_ v of of e V1o ] (37, V(i 2T
V"vf"'<R[F(F R.-W,|oF " }_ {[EVL ly"[ava}_ ('j‘aa)’
(6.6)
R E R
A A
V"f=ﬁ af af
ap op op’

In terms of the above defined gradient coefficients, the elastic and non-clastic components for this scalar
time rate take the form

6.7)

i (] f=[%f]*D

f=f=f+
=| Dpf]°D +[Vszf]-sz +[V fJ-nr

7. Basic thermodynamic considerations
Basic thermodynamic considerations (within the present purely mechanical context) begin with the
dissipation inequality
Y=t*D-9=20, 7.1
expressed in terms of the response pair

[@.%] = [P, (Pp)0]

consisting of the internal energy per unit reference volume and the Kirchhoff stress. This purely mechanical
version of the Clausius-Duhem inequality asserts that, at any given moment, and measured per unit of
virgin state volume, the rate of increase of internal energy cannot exceed the instantaneous power
generated by the local stress. This excess stress power not being absorbed as internal energy is known as
the rate of mechanical dissipation (per unit of virgin state volume) y.

With reference to the compiled constitutive forms (5.11),, (5.15), and (5.17),,and the scalar-valued state
function time-rate expansion (6.5), it immediately follows that

9=0=|%0|*D+[V,0]*D, +| Vo |* Q.+ [V, 0| T+ | Vy0 A,

expressed in terms of the inelastic rates D,, € and T, and the encrgy gradients (6.6) to which the new
definition

e _ [ op\"
Ve alin
APT9AT AL,
has been appended. Substitution of this into the dissipation inequality (7.1)yields
1= {5 [%ol) D[ Vg ] D, - [Vao | 2.~ | Vo - Vyo]- A=0.

By introducing the Kirchhoff stress decomposition

T=T +T, = T,=T-T,, (7.2)
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in which the elastic stress component <, is defined as the “D-gradient” (6.6), of internal energy
.=V, (7.3)

and direct specification of a stress response function for t is replaced with one for the so-called ‘viscous’
or ‘frictional’ stress T, , this inequality takes the equivalent form

y=t*D+7*D,+L*Q+L*MW+I,*A=0,
expressed in terms of the above defined stress components and the ‘stress-like’ tensor coefficients
T =-[%o]: L=-[%o]: L=-[V0]: L =-[Ve]. 74

The fact that this must hold for all possible deformation processes, through any accessible state, places
useful restrictions on the various constitutive functions. Before investigating a number of important
special cases, the essential elements of this general theoretical structure are collected and presented in the
following compilation:

RESPONSE FUNCTIONS & RELATIONS:

a(chT +Illa—cPFeT ,
oF, |, ~V|oF, °|,
o Lo
t.=V,p= [ipv +|.'|le % ;
S L A
0P
I,\I.z’—a’
aé\) Y a(i) T
R |F/— | RI-WD | F| ,
[ ¢ oF, | © IQ«’V[@Fc °]A
n 9 a9
pA) | (vl (2] w8
w:{ 3(v.R., D, A) ; 0%
@(a’Rc’p’A) l“".éa ’
0P | o1 0p 1 0P ¢
T, =- =-R|F | R =-|—R!| =-|R}| ,
c [VSECCP] c[ LaFc:|A c [aRe c} [ORC ¢ A
L, E—[V ¢]=-a®=—a$=—w=_{am}N
" o op op  ap  \9P.f..,
g g 09 o \M
rE—V =- =———— =-——=-{— 3
L A e ey By {aAk}k_,
(7.5)
-El'(Fc’p’A)
'crz{ % (v.R.,p.A) ,

)

(a.R..p.A)

T=T,+T,.
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EVOLUTION FUNCTIONS & RELATIONS:

D, (F..p.A) Q(F..p.A) n(F..p.A)
Dpz{ D,(v.R..p.A) Qc={ O (v.R..p.A); n=< m(v.R..p.A),
D,(a,R..p.A) Q (a,R..p.A) m(a,R..p.A)
. «,=R/(D,-Q)R.,
F.=(D-Q)F -Fd, ; {
Q=W,(D+D,)=-W, (D+D,),
v=(D-Q)v-vD,,
a=H,D-H,D,, (7.6)
R.=QR,,
p=m.
DISSIPATION INEQUALITY:
§=7*D+7,°D,+ L *Q+T, * W+ *A=0. .7

Theoretical consequences of specific material hypotheses

e Internal energy is a state property. This material hypothesis is appropriate for materials whose internal
energy is independent of the deformation rates which comprise the Rivlin-Ericksen set A. In view of the
universality of this assumption in the constitutive modeling of solids, it shall henceforth be adopted
without further reference or comment. The immediate mathematical consequence of this is that the
Rivlin-Ericksen stress coefficients I vanish,i.e.

3 { ¢=G(F..p)=8(v.R..p)= 5 (a,R.. D),
— = =

oA Q=-[VA<P]=0,

and that all remaining stress-like coefficients (tc,td,I‘c,I;) obtained from energy derivatives are also
functions of state exclusively. In light of the elastic-viscous stress decomposition (7.2), this appropriately
restricts any deformation rate dependence of stress to the ‘viscous’ stress function <.

* Purely dissipative inelastic mechanisms. Many well-understood inelastic deformation mechanisms are
purely dissipative in that they are responsible for the loss of mechanical energy while active, but have no
internal energy associated with their present state. The frictional action of the dashpot in a (Maxwell-type)
visco-elastic model consisting of a spring and dashpot connected in scries is an example of such a
mechanism. Clearly, any dislocation state variables associated with inelastic mechanisms of this type
should not appear as arguments of the internal energy function.

* Non-viscous. This material hypothesis is appropriate for materials whose response is determined as a
continuous function of state (continuous stimuli elicit continuous response) requiring that both material
response functions (energy & stress) be independent of the rates of deformation {cf. Dashner (1986b),

Sec. 3B} comprising the set A.
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* Rate independent. Rate independent materials are non-viscous materials for which all inelastic rate
functions from the sct

{my =D, Q. M= (m,)_|| (78)
are insensitive to a change of time scale. This condition takes the mathematical form

m(F..p.A) = g[m(F.p.TA)] : k=1...N+2, (79)
with

A={A)", & TA={FA), . (7.10)

for arbitrary real-valued $>0. For such materials, the response and state trajectories associated with a
specificd deformation program are uncffected by the elapsed time required to complete it.

* Elastically compliant. Matcrials are said to be elastically compliant if, at each accessible state, there
exists a non-trivial (spanning) subset of imposed material deformations which would proceed in a purely
elastic fashion. This is commonly achieved through the introduction of yield criteria. Typically, this
involves the introduction of a state dependent, scalar-valued, non-positive definite, yield function

n=1(F,p)=ii(v.R,.p)=7(a,R..p)<0,

which defines a purely elastic statc subspace (<), and restricts the activity of inelastic mechanisms
through the elastic loading conditions

(or = D,=Q=m=0. (7.11)

n=0 & n=[’r|]np:gr:":050

Another common material property which facilitates elastic compliance is associated with inelastic
mechanisms which “have a natural time,” in the sense of Hill (1959). Considering the full set of inelastic
rate functions (7.8), a particular inelastic mechanism is said to have a natural time if its corresponding
rate function conforms to the fast rate elastic limit

ﬁli_r)r:o (%[mk(Fc, p,TﬁA)]} =0,

expressed in terms of the time scale transformation (7.10). In essence, such inelastic mechanisms “cannot
be hurried” and have no time to develop (evolve) during a rapidly imposed deformation. To illustrate,
consider the inelastic dashpot mechanism in the previously cited visco-elastic Maxwell model.

It is important to note that this property, and the above discussed property (7.9) associated with rate
independent materials, are contradictory and therefore mutually exclusive. Consequently, a rate independent
solid cannot also be elastically compliant unless all of its inclastic mechanisms are constrained by
explicit yield criteria of the type (7.11). In the remainder of this article, a material shall be described as
being elastically compliant if all of its inelastic mechanisms which po Not have a natural time are
constrained by yield criteria of the above type.

As to theoretical consequences, it is a simple matter to argue that it is necessary to require that the
viscous stress function independently satisfy the constitutive inequality

t,*D=0

for elastically compliant materials. Similar considerations lead to the conclusion that
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1,=0 (7.12)

for materials which are both elastically compliant and non-viscous.

* Invariant elastic properties. This descriptor characterizes materials whose elastic stress response is
unaltered by inelastic deformation mechanisms. Simply put, such materials reveal nothing of their (perhaps
complex) deformation history through the subsequent performance of standard experiments which do not
test the elastic limit. An unstressed element of such material, after appropriatc reorientation, cannot be
distinguished from a comparable virgin element through the performance of tests which do not excite
inclastic mechanisms.

Despite the carly claims by a number of ‘Lagrandites’ that such materials are easily modeled by
Lagrangian constitutive relations of the reduced form

(. T)=RE,) ; E =E-E,,

cxpressed in terms of the difference of the total and plastic strains, this naive and simplistic model, in
fact, bears no physical relation to the material property described'’. Within the context of the present
Eulerian thcory, thesc physical properties are accurately modeled by requiring a separable energy function
of the form

CPC = Cbe(Fc) = (T)e(V,Rc) = ae(a’Rc) )

(1.13)
v, =9,(P).

P=Q.+ @, ; {

In addition to the above described effect, this uncoupling of elastic and inelastic mechanisms has an
impact on the form of the various stress coefficients. As a consequence of applicable invariance criteria
and established rate equations, it must clearly follow that

d)e:@; FE,:WFC; I'(C=WRC; v=Wv-vW ; a=Wa-aW,

during any ongoing rigid body motion. From this, it is easily established that

A

. (")(?)c . a(p

aq‘) o
0=¢. = teefr = 2P o (WF) =[P FT|ew,
%= 35, "F= 55, "(WF) (aFc )
acPFeT W=#,
oF, |,
. aq’)c a@c hd
0= = "Ceyi+ TSR
P~y IR, ©

_B(b. B d
@—a—v (Wv vW)+a

c

o (WR,)

e

0= (a—(pwvd—q))'W+ (a—(pRT)°W

av av

06
= {Zl—cpv
av

aRc c bl
5
PR lew=o,
R, °|,

and, in identical fashion

" This issue is addressed in (Dashner, 1979).
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{2 L P aquT} }-w:e,
aa A

A aRc ¢

for arbitrary antisymmetric W. Thus, it is assured that

gl _g = IPpr_ |99 prl
aF, |, oF, °© |oF. ° |

Py xy
@ RZ =-2 a—(pv s
oR, |, av |,

P AP
¢ RcT =-2 —q)a s
oR, ", da |,

for materials having invariant elastic properties. This, of course, allows for the simplification/alteration of
the above listed general expressions for the stress coefficients t,, T, and I}, . In particular

) CoF. |

=2 %%y| =29 .
CAAN Ja |,

96 a6
= VF & 1:d=Re[FT q’]RT
s (7.14)

e Structurally isotropic. As discussed earlier in Sections 2 and 5, materials which have an isotropic
characteristic reference cell are deemed to be structurally isotropic. Virtually all polycrystalline metals
and alloys fall into this category . For such materials, anisotropy is not inherent, or structural, but induced
through the complex path dependent action and interaction of various sorts of dislocation distributions.
The phenomenological modeling of these mechanisms through the introduction of appropriate dislocation
state variables is, of course, the real and ongoing challenge. The present effort is to develop a broad-based,
theoretically sound, and physically insightful template for the construction and testing of such models.

As previously noted, the relevance of the cell orientation tensor R, as a state descriptor vanishes for
such materials. This guarantees that

0 09
= =0 I =0,
aR. OR, _ e
and also serves to justify the explicit substitutions (7.15)

R.=1; F.=v; Q=0,

leading to the reduced forms
¢ A9 |
T, = Wyl + i, 9@y
av | ~Vov a
o o 0Q
T, = {[—CPV} - mv-[—gv] } =H ,-—CP,
av | YOV |, ~ Ja

t=t*D+v D, +L,*M=0; [I=0].

(7.16)

and

Of particular interest is the class of structurally isotropic materials which also have invariant elastic
properties. In view of (4.3), and the above simplifications (7.14), (7.15)and (7.16), it is easily verified that
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g 99
T, =T .=—V=—, 717
a= = oy~ 9a (237
N
n="%_ "% ¢ r_g
Toap 0P ) aey ©

for materials of this type.

e Small elastic strain. In many applications, elastic strains rarely, if ever, exceed values of order 10°.
Under such circumstances, approximate forms for the above relations may suffice. With reference to
(A .27), recall that any tensor X has a unique decomposition of the form

[X]cw ECla),

X = [X]ew + [X]ew 3 { [X]e-w ECHa),

expressed in terms of orthogonal tensor components which belong, respectively, to the commutative
subspace for the natural elastic strain,

C(a)={X:aX=Xa},
and its corresponding outer space

C*(a)= auter[C(a)] = (Y: YeX=0V XEC(a)} .

In view of the relations (4.4) and (4.5) which apply to symmetric tensors X=X", it is a relatively simple
matter to verify the inequalities

| l"vl ]‘X -X ‘l = %urznax [X]C'(x)l
|H.X-X] < gunn| X |

} 5 Mmaxsmdxﬂull’lull’|u3|)'

After verifying the bounding inequalities
;_Mrznax = llal I2 = %“’fnax 5 a’ = dev (a) =a- %tr(a)l ’
involving the natural strain deviator, it then follows that
HX-X|=2laPIX [<a PIX] *
IN] I ? 2 ? 112 }3 X=[X]C’(ajec (a).
[H.X-X] < 5la’ X | s 5] ] X]

These inequalities not only serve to reinforce the already stated fact that
a=al
(or) = HX=X; k=1,2,
XEC(C(a)

but also establish the small strain expansions'®

" Note that for the cited circumstance for which |a|sl()'3, this approximation can be expected to produce six (6) significant
figure accuracy.
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H.X=X+Order{|]a' |’|X|} ; k=1,2,
and the associated approximation
|a'|s]aj<<]l = H X=X k=12.

With this, examination of the general forms (7.5) for the various stress coefficients leads to the final
conclusion that

% [0 36 a6 o
PIUEIULAI) ko ¥ PULY| b S | o
da |dv |¢ Z\|0F. °| oF, |

whenever this approximation is deemed to produce results of sufficient accuracy.

8. Elastic recycling

This paper shall also detail the implications of a concept of material stability pertaining to the work
done and energy released during closed deformation cycles. Such analysis is relatively straightforward
within the classical Lagrangian thcoretical structure. Here, the absence of an explicit measure of total
deformation presents an interesting, but not insurmountable challenge.

As in (5.4), consider a smooth process of matcrial deformation

F=F(@) ; t=t, (with) F(,)=I,

imposed on a material element from a base (t=t;) configuration in which its state is characterized by the
initial values

Ft)=F,_; v(t)=v,; Rt)=R_; pt)=p,,
bt)=b,; ct)=c,; ut)=u,; at)=a,.
During such a process, this material element’s configuration and state evolve according to the above

established rate relations. At each instant during this process, consider the proper, non-singular ‘deformation
gradient’ defined by the expression

E® =[vioF "OF '©vo] u@ ; t=t,. 8.1)

This so-called ‘elastic recovery’ tensor has certain easily established properties. First of all, through the
algebraic development

[EOFO]TEOF®)] = F'©OF, OF0[FO
() (F) = F{[u(F F ) ] v F ) e
=F'[u(vF F 'vjulF
(EF)'(EF)=1,
= EOF)=Q() (where) QQ/=Q/Q.=I, (8.2)

it is established that if this deformation were to be superposed onto the current deformation F(t), the net
cffect would be nothing more than a rigid rotation. Thus, superposition of the additional deformation E.(t)
onto the current deformation F(t) would create a closed deformation cycle. Next, the development
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E© = [vOF "OF '©v©)] u(
E® "? [vQQ'v] "u® ; [0Q'=Q'Q=1] (8.3)
E® " VvV Ou® =vioun) =1,

justifies the conclusion that the elastic recovery tensor reduces to the identity mapping whenever the
current deformation F(t) already describes a closed deformation cycle. The final observation is simply that
the product combination

E v =[voF "OF ‘0vo] " = [Kovo]" 84)
is symmetric.
The elastic recovery tensor (8.1)is now used to define a subsidiary clastic ccll placement tensor
F.®=F@OK® ; t=t,
and its related symmetric and orthogonal constituents
v.() =4/ F.F,
u(®)=v, =4/F.'F.
R ®=uF, < F =vR,
b,() =FF, =E,bF, =v,
¢ (=F.F'=FcF =u;
a(t) = ln(v,)

;=g (8.5)°

With reference to (5.1), it is immediately clear that these new variables represent the updated values of the
current state descriptors [Fc ,V,u,Re,b,c,a]tz‘i after the superposition of a (hypothetical) purely elastic
deformation F,. Thus, the designation of F. as the elastic recovery tensor and of [Fc',vr ,ur,Rcr,b,,cr,a,]lzli
as the instantaneous elastic recovery variables. It is important to note that, because of (8.3), the elements
of this elastic recovery set are identical to the actual elastic state variables whenever the deformation cycle is
closed, that is, represents nothing more than a rigid rotation. This is formally expressed as

F(=Q
[F..v..u,R.,b..c..a,] =" [F..v,u,R.,b,c,a]

t=t; - tzt; ©
Another important observation follows from the rearrangement
F.)=F@OF® ; [F,=vR, &F=WR],
v.R, =F(vR)=(EVv)R,,

and the previously noted symmetry property (8.4). After recalling the classical result pertaining to the
uniqueness of the polar decomposition, it immediately follows that

v.() =E() v(),
R. (=R, D),

" With reference to (2.11), (3.2), and (4.1), it is apparent that these relationships exactly mirror those for the actual
(non-subscripted) set of clastic variables.



3524 P.A. Dashner / International Journal of Solids and Structures 38 (2001) 3487-3548

This allows for the following refinement

E = [vF 'TF']V]l/zu ,
F. =FF,=vR,,
R. =R,

T T
v,.=Fv=vE =v, ,

T

(8.6)

-1 -T T -1
ur:“Fr =Fr u=u =v ,

2 T q
br=vr =vrvr =EbFr ’

2 T ¥, i R
c,=u,=u,u,=F cF =b,,
a,=n(v,),

of the above relations (8.5). Upon comparison of (8.6), with (5.5),, it is further revealed that the elastic
recovery tensor is the deformation gradient that would be measured by shadow frame observers during a
purely elastic deformation process (superposed onto the existing deformation) which closes the deformation
cycle. Since it has already been established that the semi-Lagrangian inelastic state variables

P={p.)._ : P.=T,(4) = 4= (p.)

are observed to remain constant by shadow frame observers during any such process, it makes sense to
form a complete set of elastic recovery variables through the final definition

pO=p© ; t=t,.

In general, the subscript “r” shall be affixed to any state dependent quantity or function whenever it is to
be evaluated at this so-called elastically recovered state rather than at the actual or true state. For
example,

[Fc ,v,u,b,c,a,R_, p]r = [Fc,,vr ,u,,b,,c,,ar,Rcr,p,]
or, if

w=9(F,p)=9(v,R.,p)=F(a,R,.p),
then

lPr =¢‘(Fc,9pr) =l’i’(vf ’Rcy’ pf) :@(a"Rc' ’ p’) :

Before proceeding, it is worthwhile to reiterate that this set of elastic recovery variables

(i) is well defined at any instant during a continuing deformation process proceeding from some preselected
base state;

(ii) are identical to the true state variables at any instant for which this deformation reduces to a rigid body
rotation, that is FF' =1I;

(iii) generally differ from the set of true state variables only through the symmetric elastic deformation measures
since, in general

R. (=R
p.oO=p®

To complete this section, explicit rate equations for each of these elastic recovery variables shall be

} = [R.p|.=[R.p].
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dcrived. In view of the established rate relations (3.26), (5.8), and the above observation (iii), it is
immediately clear that

S S

R.=R.=QR,=QR,,
pr=p= "?

in which the elastic spin Q, and inelastic rates Tl are determined as functions of the true state as detailed
in Section 5. The time rates for the symmetric clastic deformation measures can be determined by
exploiting the relations (8.2)and (8.6). Beginning with the expansion

() =u®
¢.=u1,[Q.Q/Ju, ;: [Q.Q'=I]
=u[(EF)(EF)|u, : [FF=Q]
= (wF,)(FF')(u,F,)"
= u(FFT)u ¥ [u, =uF' = uF= u]
c.(t) =[u®FOu®F©®]",
it follows that
uF = iF + ulf
= (uF)(uF) (uF)(lﬁ*’)T : { = (L,u-uL)F + u(LF)
uF =L, (uF),
¢, = [L,(uF)](uF)" + (uF)[L,(uF)]"
= L[ (uF)(uF)"] + [ (uF)(uF)"]L;
¢, =Lc, +c¢L!.

In view of the flow rate relations (3.24), the corresponding shadow rate evolution equation
¢.=¢,D, +D,c, (8.7)

is immediately established. In this expression, the plastic (shadow flow) deformation rate D, is determined
as a function of the true state as noted above.
The remaining rate expressions are quickly realized after collecting the previously established results

(2.14), (3.5), (3.6, (3.13)and (4.2), viz.
¢=-cD-Dc+2uD,u,
b=bD+Db-2vD,v,

+Q u-uD

-Du
V

)

(8.8)
; Q=W,(D+D,)=-W,(D+D,),

i={ up
{DV

a= H.,D, ,
for the corotational rates of the (true) clastic deformation measures. Realizing that all of these tensors are
uniquely determined by specification of any one, it likewise follows that the rate equation for any one
determines the rate equations for all. Direct comparison of (8.7) with (8.8), reveals that the desired
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shadow rate expressions for the elastic recovery variables will follow from the explicit substitutions

[v.u,b,c,a] — [v,u,b,c,a]

-2 S_

) - )
D - 0

P
D -D,

!

into the above corotational rate expressions. This is casily accomplished, resulting in the forms

E, =¢,D, +D,c,,
b, =-bD,-D,b,,
s { Qu +ubD,
u =

r -u,Q +Dyu,

' ; Q. =-.D =WD,,

. —DPV, _ vrgs' s, ~Uu P ~ Ve P
V. =

T { —Ver + QS'V,.
:sir = —I’! \,'Dp S

and, for completencss (8.9)

F, =vR,; [R.=R],
Is“e, = \S/,Re + v,lﬁlc
= (—V,Dp + Q}[vr)Rc +v,(QR.); [vw=F.R]]
F.=-F,[R/(D,-Q)R.|+QF. .
As repeatedly emphasized, the relations (3.27) guarantee that the plastic stretching rate D, and reference

cell spin Q_ vanish during purely elastic deformations. Consequently, a fourth key property, namely

(iv) each and every one of the elastic recovery variables
[Fesvsusb’(:,aaRe’p]r = [Fcryvr ’ur’br’cr3ar7Rc,’ pr]

is perceived to remain constant by shadow frame observers during any purely elastic deformation process,

may now be appended to the above observations (i) - (iii). To underscore the significance of this, the
above rate relations are now recompiled and displayed in terms of their respective elastic and non-elastic
shadow rate components (6.2), viz

s e n per=0
p=p-+p: | )i [p=rpl.
p=-n
s e n ﬁczﬂ
R, =R +R,; { . >; [R.=R],
R =QR,

9,
l,lvlvr'D,,)Vr -v.D,=- [v, (I!lerp) + Dpvr] ,
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F.=F +F { ﬁe’zo,
e Uk = (DR, -F[RID,-Q)R.| : [R.=R],
s e n 5,':0,
a=a.+a,; { a
ar -_',!I,IDP

Direct comparison of these with the corresponding rate relations (6.3) for the true state variables leads to
some important conclusions. Taking particular note of the identical forms for the non-elastic rates, and of
the vanishing elastic rates, it follows from the above observation (ii), and the shadow rate decomposition
(6.4)for scalar or tensor-valued state functions (6.1), that

s e

g g (8.10)

r

at any instant for which the measured deformation amounts to a rigid rotation, i.e. FF'=1.

This comparison also facilitates an immediate conclusion as to the proper form for the shadow frame
time derivative of a scalar-valued, frame invariant state function evaluated at the corresponding elastically
recovered state

If\(Fe,’pr) = ,f\(Fc,vp) )
f.={ f(v.R..p)=1(v.R..D).
?(a,,Rer,pr) = ?(ar,Rc,p) ;

Specifically, after reviewing the detailed development leading to (6.5), (6.6) and (6.7), it is revealed that
the desired rate expression can be concisely expressed as

f= [Vo,].D, + [Vaf] @+ [V f] o 1T |.

-0
1]

-

0,
f,=[Vyf] *D, + |Vof| * Q.+ Va!

—he
1l
—
I
-

Ao

r."'

Here, it is critical to note that the tensor ‘gradient’ coefficient functions (6.6) are cvaluated at the
instantaneous elastically recovered statc rather than at the true state (as indicated by the “r” subscript),

while the inelastic rates IDP,QC, Il'l are determined as functions of the true state as previously noted.

As a final exercise, and useful preliminary for the stability considerations to follow, this last result
shall now be used to consider the change in such a scalar-valued state function realized during a closed
deformation cycle initiated at t=t; and concluding at t=t,>t,. Letting

F=F() ; t=t,
measure the material deformation relative to the base state at t=t; | it is clear that
F(ti) =I & F(tf) = Q}/‘

for some orthogonal rotation tensor Q,. In terms of the set of elastic recovery variables defined relative to
this base state, it follows from property (ii), and the above derived result, that



3528 P.A. Dashner | International Journal of Solids and Structures 38 (2001) 3487-3548

M =10)-f) =t 0)-Tw = [ T,
: (8.11)

= [ (W] 2D, + [Wef] .4 [V ] - )

Finally, after noting that the integrand vanishes during any purcly clastic portion of the deformation
process, it follows that the integral need only be evaluated over periods during which inelastic mechanisms
are active.

9. IP’iushin stability

In addition to the restrictions imposed by the response and dissipation forms (7.5) and (7.7), it is
common to require that materials also be stable in the sense of II’iushin (1961), that is, that mechanical
energy cannot be extracted from a material element during a closed deformation cycle. More specifically,
this requires that, for such cycles, the energy dissipated must equal or exceed the internal energy released.
This takes the explicit mathematical form

!
Ay = f [\'(a'tz -(Ag)
ll

for any closed deformation cycle commencing att=t, and terminating at t=t,.
Upon substitution of the dissipation inequality (7.1), this requirement is seen to take the alternative
form

t
[epai=ay+a920 ©.1)

L
expressing the closed-cycle non-negativity of the ‘stress work’ per unit reference volume. In view of

(7.7), and the subsequent assumption that internal energy is a state function, the total energy dissipated is
determined from the integral

t
Ay=J’[rf-D +7,0D, + L+ Q + I, + T]dt.
[l
The corresponding increase of internal energy is available from the special integral form (8.11)as

o= [ {[%0] D+ Vs 0.« o] -y

expressed in terms of the elastic recovery variables defined relative to the base state at t=t,. In terms of
the stress coefficient functions introduced in (7.4), it then follows that

[Vio]=r] : [Vao] =[] : [Veo|=-[E].
leading to the desired expression

ﬁ{[‘d]r")v+[Fc]r’9c+[rn]r-n}dt :

and the final integral form of the II’iushin inequality (9.1) as

Ag=-
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[[epa=[[rep e fr-[r] D, + (1 -[12]) @k (1 <[]} W]at 0.

Consideration shall now be restricted to rate-independent, non-viscous, elastically compliant solids. Re-
calling (7.2), (7.3)and (7.12), such materials are characterized by vanishing viscous stress

=0 = T=1t.=V,0, 9.2)

and inelastic mechanisms which are constrained by explicit yield criteria. As discussed in Section 7, this
is expressed in terms of a state-dependent, scalar-valued yield function

n=1(F.p)=7(v.R,p)=7(aR..p)<0,

which defines a purely elastic state subspace (1 <@), and restricts the activity of inelastic mechanisms
through the elastic loading conditions (7.11). This function is, of course, necessarily subject to the same
invariance criteria

={ I (QFC’ Qp) =1 (QVQT QRUTQP) = A(QaQT QR(:,TQp) ; foreach QEO,
(FQ p) (V RQ' p) (a R.Q' p) foreach Q€ ¢ ,

as all other constitutive functions. For such materials, the above I1’iushin inequality can be reexpressed in
the convenient form

1
s,oss=Ae=IIédt >0, (9.3)

in terms of a dissipative-type energy rate
£= ("d‘["d]r> *D, + (R - [I;]r} *Q + (E —[[;D- m, 94

which clearly vanishes during any purely elastic loading segment.

Necessary conditions for I’ iushin stability can now be obtained by considering special closed deformation
cycles. Before attempting this, a few preliminary observations and developments are required. In what
follows, the collective variable .S shall be used to represent the time-varying material state

S=(F.p); [F='w],
s={ s=(V.R.pP),
s=(a.R..p).

and

‘g'r =(Fc,’p) 5 [Fc,zercJ,

sr: éz(vr,Rc,p), : [Re,ch & przp],
S=(a.R.D).

its corresponding elastic recovery state defined relative to the t=t, base state

S, =(F.p): [F=wr],
Sr(t.-) =8(t,)= .gn = { go = (VO’RC,,’po) >
S =(a,.R..D,).



3530 P.A. Dashner / International Journal of Solids and Structures 38 (2001) 3487-3548

After recalling that all clastic recovery variables are observed to remain constant by shadow frame
observers during purcly clastic loading segments®, it follows that

S0 =5 ; tstst ©95)

during any initial elastic segment leading up to the inception of inelastic loading at t=t">t;. Trivially, this
observation extends to any state function

Y= ‘I’(S) = lﬁ(Fc, p) = l’i"(v,R,_.,p) = ‘T’(a,Rc, p)
evaluated at the elastically recovered state

w=9(s)=¥F,.p)=T(v.R.p)=Fa R..p).
as expressed by the relation

P = 1p0=\p(su) . t,stst. 9.6)
Thus, the above dissipative cnergy rate (9.4)evaluates to

€ ¥ [td(t*) -T, ] *D,(t) + [I‘c (t)-I, ] *Q (1) + [If1 -, ] o L ((®) 9.7

at the inception of inelastic loading at t=t"=t,.
It is also necessary to express the assumed yield criterion (7.11) in a more explicit form. To facilitate
this, let

£,=£R..p,)={S:R.=R., p=p, (and) n(5)<0},
08, = 9€(R.,P,) = {S: R.=R, P=P, (and) n(s)=0},

denote the elastic and elastic-plastic transition regions corresponding to the dislocation components
P=P,. and reference cell orientation R.=R_ . Also, recall that the classical yield formulation is based on
the assumption that the inelastic mechanisms act, only as needed, to maintain the yield inequality 1 <0, and
thereby to insure the possibility of elastic “unloading” from any accessible state, and of sustained plastic loading
through any elastic-plastic transition state. In other words, it is generally assumed that any prescribed
deformation that is “elastically compatible” with n <@, will proceed elastically, and that any process
which is not, will maintain the transition state condition M=0. In terms of the elastic and non-elastic
shadow rates (6.2), this standard yield criterion takes the form

SEE,
(or) = {(Dp ,Q, H') = 0)
sScog, & N<0
(D,.Q..17) =0 (9.8)
(SE(?SO & 're]>0} = <and)
n=0

» Refer to property (iv) immediately following (8.9).
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expressed in terms of the elastic component (6.7), of the shadow rate derivative of the yield function.
Now, consider a closed deformation path (t;<t<t/) for which eventual elastic recovery (at t=t,) is

prcceded by an elastic segment (t,<t<t,) leading from an initial state § €& to a transition state S,

with n(s1 ) =0, followed by an infinitesimal segment [t, < t<(t, +At)] of inclastic loading (7>0). Observed

from the shadow frame, the result (9.5)guarantees that

R.(t)=R)=R()=R,

=y 9.9)
¢ - { pr(t1)=p(t|)=p(ti)=po» (

SF.

S(t)

which, in tum, provides that
[sI ]W €9g,={S:R.=R,, =P, (and) n(5)=0}.
Moreover, for such a cycle, the II’'iushin inequality (9.3)takes the form

|l:l,

1y +At
smss:J: Edt = EAt+-- =20 € =¢
1

when expanded in powers of thc small (infinitcsimal) inelastic time increment At. With this, and the
special shadow frame result (9.7), it is evident that the inequality

(T, ~T,)* Dy, + (L, -1 ), + (l‘,TI —I‘,,o)° m=0|, (9.10)

for all § €&, and all possible inelastic rates (Dpl,Qel,n',) leading from S €0E , is a necessary
condition for II’'iushin stability.

A second requirement is obtained by considering an infinitesimal deformation cycle consisting of a
single inelastic loading segment of duration At leading from an initial transition state S €&, followed
by elastic recovery . Direct application of the results (9.6)and (8.10)confirms the shadow frame perceptions

We) T W =) = [¥-¥]_ o,

r

s 9.11)

nIr _aar SF

Wy ¥ W) =We)-We) = [T-U) 2 W),

at the inception (t=t ;) of such a process. Observe that these identities, together with the inelastic loading
criteria from (9.8), also insure the existence of such cycles inasmuch as the inequality

n S e

M,=M=1-1=-1<0
guarantees that the elastic recovery (terminal) state lies within the updated elastic region. Moreover, as a
consequence of (9.11),, it is clear that € =@ and hence the energy loss incquality (9.3)expands to

1+ At
s,m=f gdt = L€AY+ 20; E=F
ll

i 1 t=t;

Shadow frame differentiation of (9.4), in view of the above relations (9.11), then leads to a second
necessary condition for II'iushin stability, namely that

T,oD, +[+Q+ T, * =0 (9.12)
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during inelastic loading.

Recall that the above derived stability conditions (9.10) and (9.12) apply to rate independent (and
therefore non-viscous), elastically compliant solids. Further specialization results in further simplification.
For example, if the material also has invariant elastic properties, then the results (7.13), (9.9),, (6.3),,
(6.6), and (7.4), guarantee that the stress and stress rate cocfficients of the dislocation rate T in both
inequalities vanish. If the material is structurally isotropic, then, in view of (7.15), (7.17) and (9.2), all
terms containing the ‘cell rotation stress’ I, and cell spin rate Q, vanish, and the dissipative, elastic and
true stresses are identical, i.e. t=t,=T_. These observations are significant in light of the seminal work of
Drucker (1951), since the above II’iushin inequalities are seen to reduce to the Drucker-like forms

(t, —1:0) °D, =0

. 9.13)
t*D, =0

for all rate independent (non-viscous), elastically compliant, structurally isotropic materials which also
have invariant elastic properties - no matter how complex their dislocation statc spacc®'. It is important to
note that these are expressed in terms of the Kirchhoff (rather than Cauchy) stress and are rigorously
confirmed at arbitrary levels of elastic and/or plastic strain. This result serves to verify the stability
inequalities derived in Dashner (1986¢) for large deformation, isotropic hardening elasto-plasticity.

The development of fully Eulerian CFD-type flow equations modeling various large deformation forming
processes for this special class of materials is but one potential application of these theoretical results.

Appendix. Some fourth order friends

Throughout this appendix, the symbols 7 and § shall be used to represent the (vector) space of all
second order tensors, and its linear subspace of all symmetric second order tensors respectively, that is
T ~ 9-dim'l linear space of 2nd order (Euclidean) tensors ,

S ~ 6-dim'l linear space of symmetric 2nd order tensors .

Now, for any given A €5, the expressions

S T—+T;
$,X=(AX+XA)ET ; foreach XET,
A.:7T—-7T;

1 (A1
A, X=,(AX-XA)ET ; foreach XET,

B,:.7T—-7T;
B, X=AXAET; foreach XET.

define linear transformations on the (vector) space of tensors 7. The above defined mappings shall be

*' For materials of this type, any number of state variables could be introduced for the purpose of modeling the size and shape of
the yield surface, and for incorporating dislocation induced effects into the plastic flow relation. Classical elasto-plastic models
which incorporate isotropic and kinematic hardening are of this type.
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referred to (respectively) as the “symmetric product” (with A), the “antisymmetric product” (with A), and
the “A-bracket” functions.

The symmetric product, antisymmetric product, and bracket functions defined above (for AES) are
double tensors (4th-order tensors), that is, linear homogencous (degree one) maps from the space of
second order tensors into itself. In view of the well-known identitics™

(XY)'=Y'X"
XY = r(X"Y)
XY =X"sY' =YX=Y" X"
Xe(YZ)=Y*(XZ")=Z+(Y'X)

; (XY, Z)CT,

it is a simple exercise to show that these opcrators conform to the algebraic identities

T=T < X(IY)=Y+(IX); T€[s,.n,.8,]. (A2)
oe xT .
S-5X & (BB o
(8, X)"=-(R,X").
and
SR, = A°§A=%|3Az’
$.B=%,;A }, BES.
A.B=-A,A
J (A4)
B,=B.
B, S, =3.B,=%, ; nonsingularAES,

B.-A,=A,B,=-A,

for any AES and all tensor pairs (X,Y)C 7T . The first set of relations establishes that cach of these
operators is a symmetric bilincar form on 7. The second set guarantecs that the operators §, and B,
preserve the (anti)symmetry of their respective arguments in that they map the symmetric and antisymmetric
tensor subspaces into themselves. Conversely, the operator A, maps symmetric/antisymmetric tensors
into antisymmetric/symmetric tensors. The third set of relations document a number of easily established
algebraic/composition relations involving the three operators.

A more comprehensive statement of operator commutivity is also available. Beginning with the selection
of any symmetric pair (A,B)C.§ which commute, i.c.

AB=BA < A,B=-A,A=0,
it is easily established that
I]°Iz = !2°Il (A.5)

for any pair of operators

2 A comprehensive examination of the operators S, and A for any AET is contained in the work of Scheidler (1994) and Guo
et al.(1992). The present abbreviated development, while specialized for the case where A€ § , is adequate for the purposes of this
paper.

* These shall henceforth be assumed known and freely used without citation.
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(T.T.)c[s..0,.B,.8,.0,.B,].

Whilc the above conclusions follow from simple algebraic manipulations of the defining expressions
(A.1), further information is revealed through examination of the matrix representations for these operators

. . . . T . . .
relative to a special tensor basis. For this, let {A,‘,Ak}k;, represent the triad of scalar/vector eigenpairs for
some symmetric tensor A € §, and note that the set of nine (9) tensors {Au)i:] cT

A =AQ®A, ; k=123,

4™ 8200 S (A.6)
Ac=A;RA, ; A=A ®A;,
Ass:&,@fgz H A95A2®/§|,

forms an orthonormal basis,

AcAy=38,=| L5 iEbeeck G, (A7)

@; whenever a=p,
for the nine (9) dimensional ‘vector space’ of second order tensors 7, with
& 2 A A
X = 21 2] X;(A®A))
i=1 j=
X =X 1A, +X0A, + X334+ Xo3A  + XA 5+ X3 A g+ X 3A L + XA+ X5 A, (A8)
== [[X]]A‘1 = column (Xl 19X221X335X23,X323X31’X139X|ZsXZI) s

for any tensor element X €7 . Relative to this special 7 -basis, any fourth order tensor T:7— 7 admits
a unique dyadic representation of the form

9 9
I= g] g] Top(A®Ay), (A.9)

expressed in terms of the scalar coefficients
Ts=Al(TAy) 5 0.8=1,2,....9.

With reference to (A.1), (A.6) - (A.9), and the standard eigenbasis expansions

] A0 0 \[X,,X,,X3 X1 X2 Xy3\[A1 0 0
|SA.X]A‘=§ 0 Ay 0 || X1 Xp2 X3 |+ X1 X02X03 || @ A, 0

~

0 0 A\ X3 X35 X33 X51X32X33/\ 0 @ A,
AXy %(Al"'/\z)xlz %(A3+AI)XI3
[SAFX]AA= %(A1+A2)X2| AXy, %(A2+A3)X23 > (A.10)
%(A3+A1)X31 %(A2+A3)X32 A3X33
I A0 0 X1 X2 X3 X1 X2 X3 A 0 0
lEA'X]3‘=§ 0 Ay @ |[ Xgy Xy Xo3 |- | X321 X2 X535 ]| @ Ay 0
0 0 A; |\ X5, X3, X33 X31X3:X33 /1 @ 0 A,
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0 %(AI_AZ)XIZ —%(A_;—A,)XH
[QA‘X]A‘= _%(Al_AZ)XZI 0 %(Az_Aa)Xu s (A.11)
3(As=A)Xs -3(Ar-A5)Xs, 0

A0 0 \[X,,X,X3\[A 0 0
[B.X];=[ 0 A0 |[ XXX, || 04, 0
~ k

0 0 A; [\ X3 X55X33 /1 @ 0 A

A%Xn (AlAz)Xlz (A3A|)X13
[QAX];‘= (AlAz)le Agxzz (AzAs)Xu s (A.12)
(A3A1)X3| (AzAa)st A§X33

itis a simple matter to establish the diagonal matrix representations
p 8 p
{Sap}ow = [[SA]]A = diagonal[A, Ay Ay (A +As) LA+ A L (AcHA ) S (As+AL) 5(A +A5) 4 (A +A,)]
. 1o 10 10
=dzag0nal[A1,AZ,AJ,%(A2+A3)(0 ]),%(AﬂtA,)(0 l),;—(A.+A2)(0 IJ]’
(Aaﬁ>9,9= [[‘-!A]]A =diagonal[ﬂ,e,a,%(A:—AJ,—%[A:—A]),%(A;—A,),-%(A,.A,)%(A,»Az),_%(Al_AZ)]
) 1o 1o 1o (.13)
. 1 1
=dlagonal[@,o,e,i(Az—Aﬂ( 0 _l),%(ArAl)( o _1),5(/\1-/\2)( 0 -1 )] 5
{Buﬂ>9x9= IIBA]]A = diagonal[A},A3,A2, A A5, M)Ay, AsA |, AGA A A, A A, ]
=diagonal[A2|,A§,A§,AzA3(; ?)’ASAI(; ?)sAlAZ(; ?)]
In addition to providing confirmation for the various properties listed above, these (diagonal) matrix

forms can also be used to establish additional properties. For example, the operator §, is clearly seen to
be non-singular and therefore invertible with

-1 el =4 111 2 2 2 2 2 2
{Sﬂﬁ>9x9_[[§A]]An_dmgonal[Al’Az’A3’A2+A3’A2+A3’A3+A,’A3+A,’A1+A2’A|+Az]
111 2 1o 2 10 2 1o
AVAAC A +AL 8 1A +A 01 PA +A,\0 1]

= diagonal[

whenever the A-eigenvalues satisfy
A AAL(A+A)(As+A)(A +A,)=0.
It is noteworthy that this condition is guaranteed whenever A €S is definite, either positive or negative.

For present purposes, it will suffice to state that, for positive definite A €S, the operator $, and its inverse

-1
S, are both positive definite, symmetric bilinear forms on 7"

=95 X=0. >; XeT,
>0 ; otherwise (A.14)

S.=80 = Xe{§]Y)=v+(§,X): (XV)CT,

X+($2'X) {

both map symmetric/antisymmetric tensors into symmetric/antisymmetric tensors
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*1 T +1 T
(s:X) =8.X"; XeT, (A.15)
and have the respective diagonal eigenbasis matrix representations

g A,+Az(10e) As+A[10) Aj+A,(10
IISA]]A“—dlagonal[Al,Az,A3, 2 (a I)’ 2 e 1) 2 o 1|

-1 T 11 1 D 1o 2 1o 2 1o
HgA]]A«_dlagonal[Al’Az’Az’A2+A3[e 1),A3‘|'A1(0 l)’A,+A2(0 1)}

The above A-bracket property (A.4), can now be similarly updated to state that, for any definite A €S, the
operator B, and its inverse BAI =B, are both positive definite, symmetric bilinear forms on 7’

(A.16)

>0 ; otherwise (A.17)

B =B, < X:(BIV)=v-(B'X): XY)CT,

x-(B,X){

both map symmetric/antisymmetric tensors into symmetric/antisymmetric tensors
1 T 1, T
(B,'X) =B, X" ; XeT, (A.18)
and have the respective diagonal eigenbasis matrix representations

. 19 10 10
[[BA]]Aq=dlag0nal[A2,,A§,A§,A2A3(0 1),A3A1(@ 1),A1A2(e 1)},
- 5 1 1 1 1 10 1 10 1 10
IIB ]] =d1agonal[—,—,—, ( ), ( ), ( H

~A dlA, APVAZ A AN T AA LR LA A O]

In addition, since any pair of symmetric tensors which commute share a common eigenbasis, the above
listed commutative property (A.5) may also be updated to state that, for any symmetric pair (A,B)CS
which commute, that is

AB=BA <« A,B=-R,A=0,

~

(A.19)

it follows that
T L=TT, (A.20)
for any (existing) operator pair

1 -1 -1 -1
(T.T)C[s,.8..,.B,.B,.5,.5,.0,.8,.8,].

While the symmetric product and A-bracket operators are similar in nature, the antisymmetric product
is quite different. Most significant is that there are no conditions on A € § which will insure the invertibility
of RA,. In fact, the linear operator R, (by definition) has a non-trivial null space consisting of all second
order tensors which commute with it**. This is formally expressed as

A, X=0 < XEC(A)={X:AX=XA}CT, (A21)

in terms of the commutative tensor subspace C(A) of AES. In light of the matrix forms (A.8) and

* Consideration of the tensor equation
20, X=AX-XA=C
for any A €7 is the specific focus of Guo et al. (1992).
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(A.13),, examination of thc homogeneous linear system
A,x=0 < [8,X], =[A,], [T, =[es]

reveals that this linear subspace C(A) CT is:
(i) three (3) dimensional and spanned by the symmetric tensor set

{Ade., =[(A®A,). (A.@4,). (A:@4;)]
whenever A €§ has distinct eigenvalues, that is

(Aa=As)’(As= A1) (Ar-A9) > 0 (A22)
(i) five (5) dimensional and spanned by the tensor set

(Ao =[(A@4)), (A.@4,), (A@A4,), (A,04,), (A:@4,)]
whenever A €§ has only two distinct eigenvalues with

A=A, =Ay = (A-A5)’ +(As-A) + (A -A,)>0; (A.23)
(iii) nine (9) dimensional, consisting of the entirc space 7~ whenever A € is isotropic, that is

Ai=A=A; = (A-A) +(As-A) +(A-Ay)=0. (A24)
Associated with this commutative tensor subspace C(A) for any given AES, is its complimentary
(normal) subspace defined by

C*(A)=outer[C(A)]={Y:Y*X=0 V XEC(A)} CT. (A25)

Depending on the multiplicity of distinct A-eigenvalues, this linear subspace has dimension of either six
(6=9-3), four (4=9-5), or zero (@=9-9). Corresponding to the non-trivial cases (i) and (ii) above, it is
clearly spanned by tensor subsets

@ (AL =[(A@A,), (A@A4,), (A®A,), (A @A), (A ®A,), (A,@A,)], ke
A.26)

S S A

@ {A_ =[(A@A), (A ®A;), (A ®A,), (A.@A)].
For given AE§S, it is interesting to note that C(A) and C*(A) allow for a direct sum decomposition of the
tensor space 7 . This is formally expressed as

T=C(A)®C*(A),
which is symbolic of the fact that every X €7 admits a unique decomposition of the form

[X]ew EC(A),
X = [X] o)+ (Xl eqm) 3 {
[ JC(A) [ ]C (A) [X]C‘(A) EC*(A) ,

with (A.27)

IX['= I [X]cw) |2 + " [X]ern) ﬂz .
Morcover, each of these subspaces contains both the symmetric and antisymmetric components of each
and every one of its elements as expressed by the relations

Xec(A) = ([X]s[Xl,}cc(A),
XeCc'(A) = {[X][X],}CC*(A).
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For given A €, the above complimentary subspaces C(A) and C*(A) allow for a complete characterization
of the mapping properties of the linear operator A, . As noted in (A.21), the three (3), five (5) or nine (9)
dimensional commutative tensor subspace C(A) forms the null space for the linear operator A, as
expressed by

A, :c(A)—{e}.

After reexamining the matrix form of the tensor mapping Y =R, X, in light of the above established basic
structure of these subspaces, it is equally clear that the complimentary outer space C*(A) serves as its
range space in the sense that

A,:T—C(A).
Moreover, the restriction of B, to the linear subspace C*(A),

A, |..:C(A)—>C"(A),

ca)’
is one-to-one. Thus, for each and every Y € C*(A}, there exists one and only one X € C*(A) such that
Y=R,X. (A28)
Put differently, for each Y € C*(A), there exists a unique tensor solution X € C*(A) to the equationY =0, X.
In view of these last considerations relating to the basic structure of the complimentary subspaces

C(A) and C*(A), it is as casily established that any fourth order tensor T which has an A-eigenbasis
representation of the specific diagonal submatrix form

---eooeao\

+++900000
+++000000
. 200--0000
{Ter}o = [T]a, = diagonal ([T, [T Lo [Tl [T} = | si2cioess
2000000
\00300@0"
2000000~ -

will preserve the linear subspaces C(A) and C*(A) in the sense that (A29)"

T:C(A)—=cC(A) & T:C'(A)—=C"(A).

~

Moreover, T is a symmetric bilinear form on 7 if and only if each of these four submatrices is symmetric. In
addition, if these submatrix components satisfy the conditions

[T.]),.=0.
[22=A] = [T]..=0.
[As=A] = [T.],.=0.
[a1=4;] = [T]..=0.
(as does A,) then it is assured that (A30)
T:c(A)—{0} = T:7—C"(A).

¥ Observe that the ‘Hookean’ operator

IIK]]AU=diag0na1{é(:§:z?),%(: :)’%(]1 :),2'64(: :)} 3 G=ﬁ,

which maps linearly elastic stresses into strains, is a fourth order tensor of this type.
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Finally, if these submatrices satisfy the even more stringent requirements

[T.]..=9.

A=A, 1] .= (2.3,1)
(A=) = [T]..=0 s wan=lEn).
[A;=A] = det([[Tk]]M)#@ (1,2,3)
then it is also guaranteed that (A31)

T IC“(A) :C*(A)—=C*(A)

is one-to-one on C*(A) in the same sense as the operator fl, above.

The widget (for any positive/negative definite A ES)
For any X €7 and definite A €, the obvious identity

sAsxx

~A

A($iX) + (s X)A 2X,
( ) - (§A'X)
inspires the alternative definitions of the linear operator

w,:.7—-7T

as

( A(s.X)-X

W, X _
A X-(s.X)A

(A32)

This new fourth order tensor operator, to which is attached the mnemonic handle “widget,” plays an
important role in the development of the present theory. From this definition, the established property
(A.15), and the development

|, X]" = [A(sx)-x]
=($,X)'A-x"
=(s.X")A-Xx"
[ (2]

(W, X" =-[w,X]

(A33)

itisevident that the widget,like A, ,linearly maps symmetric/antisymmetric tensors into antisymmetric/sym-
metric tensors. With the aid of (A .4), and the associated identity

-1 -1 -1
$.B, =S, « $,=5,B, & $,,=B;§,.

the relations (A.32), (A.1),, and the development
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it then follows that the widget satisfies the interesting identity
W, =-1,
Yet another interesting result, namely
SolW, =Ry < W=-8:A,,
follows as a consequence of the expansion
(S )X =3[A'(W,X) + (W, X)A']
N8 ) X]<[x- (50 )
[-AX+ XA +(8,X) - ($,X)]
(So-W,)X=-A, X.

~

R = 0|

These last two results are now combined to establish the critical identity
l
|

In view of this, the symmetry and commutative properties (A.2), (A.14),, and (A.20), and the development

T -1 T T LT -1 -1
W, = (SA"QA) =08, =R,-3, =58, =0,

W,=-S, A, =-W,.=S.-A, |; [(a)'=4]. (A.34)

the widget is also established as a symmetric bilinear form on 7" as expressed by

X+(W,Y)=Y+(W,X); (X.Y)CT | (A 35)

Alternatively, these general properties could have been established by examining the properties of its
A-eigenbasis representation matrix. In view of (A.34) and the matrix forms (A.13), and (A.16),, this is
now easily obtained as

[[I',IJ'AJ]A” = [[SA]}]A[['JA ]]An
=diagonalfo.0.0.( ) -(F L (2 (R (RS (R a )]
[w.], - diagonal[@,@,@, (m)( Lol (:;;‘:‘l )( 0 ) (::ﬁj )( ) )] . (A36)

After verifying that this representation matrix satisfies the requirements (A.31), the widget is also confirmed
to have C(A) as its null space

W,:c(A) - (@).

C*(A) as its range space
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W,:7—C(A),
and has the one-to-one restriction
W, |..:C(A)—=C(A).

c’ (A)

Finally, it is a simple exercise to establish the following special eigenbasis expansions for symmetric and
antisymmetric tensor arguments:

X=X" = W,X= (A2 Aﬂ) [(A.®4,) - (A:®4,)]
+( )Aa XA,)[(2.@4,)- (3,@4,)]

+[ALALA XA, (3.04:)- (3,04,

(A37)

A M)A, XA (A:08,) + (104,
As-Ag\re 2 N ~ o~ A
+ (—A3 " Al)(A3-X4A1)[(A3®A1)+ (A®4,)]

4 (:'TAJ(A]-XAA[(A Aa)+ (A:®4,)].

Special forms [involving the elastic strain measures v=u"= JF =exp(a)]

The specific applications in this work involve a positive definite, symmetric elastic stretch tensor
vES and the related symmetric strain measures
u=v'; b=v’; a=/nv). (A.38)
In terms of the value/vector eigenpairs {a,, éi,()z:l for the log strain tensor
a=/n(v)=a,(4,®4,) + a,(2,®4,) + a,(4,®4,),
it is clear that
v=exp(a) =¢ '(4,®4,) +e (4,04,) + ¢ (4,®4,),
u=exp(-a)=e (8,04,)+e (4,04,) +e (4:®4;),
2y a A 2n oA 283 A A
b=expRa)=¢ (4,®4,)+c (3,®4,)+e (4,®4,).
Throughout this work, the widget operator W), plays an important roll. Before examining its eigenbasis
matrix representation (A.36), it is interesting to observe that the v-eigenvalues satisfy the relations

Wy =2a,-a; = In(v,) - In(vs) = [n(Vz/V3) @ Vfy= e,
Wo=a5-a, = ln(vy)-In(vi) = In(Vs/v,) < Vs/v,= e, (A.39)
Wy =a,-a,=ln(v,)-In(v,) = lﬂ(vl/Vz) < Vi/fy,= e,

in terms of the principal differences of a=[n(v) . This, in turn, leads to the multiple identities

V-V Va/vy- 1
V2+V3 VZ/v3+1

e"'-1

m
e'+1
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e"l 1 ;_e-m/z
= Ml '(le»m/z
2
_ %[emlz_e-mh] ) %[eun/z_e-m/z] eul/z—e-ullz
- %[em/z_'_e-ul/z] - %[em/z_'_e-m/z] eu;/z_e-mlz
_ :inh(%ul) _ %[e"‘+e_”'] -1
= co;/y(% M]) %[CMI—C-M]
Va-Vy i : cosh(u,) - 1 : 1 1
Vo +vy tan/?(z Ml) - sinh(W,) - tanh(w,)  sinh(w,)’
and in identical fashion,
tanh(5)
1,2,3)
v, B -1 (1.2,
A/ coshli) - 1 . WLiRe| @3], (A 40)
Vi +V; sm/a(uk) (3,1,2)
1 1

tanh(wy)  sinh(wy)

These allow for a restatement of the matrix representation (A.36) and the expansions (A.37) in the
specialized forms:

III!IV]]Au = diagonal[@, 0,0, tzmb(%ul)( o o ), tanb(%uz]( 6 s ), tanb(;—m)( ' )] ; (A41)
X=X" = W X= tanh(%ul)(ﬁz°Xvﬁ3)[(ﬁz®ﬁ3) - (4,®4,)]
+ anh(31,)(8,°X4,)[(4,®4,) - (4,@4,)]
+ tanh(31:)(8,°X 4, )[(4,®4,) - (4,®4,)],
(A42)
X=-X' = WX= tan/a(%u,)(ﬁz'X-ﬁ3)[(ﬁz®ﬁ3) +(4,®4,)]
+ tanh(31,)(8;°X4,)[(4:®4,) + (4,®4,)]
+ tanh(31;)(8,°X4,)[ (4,®4,) + (4,@4,)].
In Section 3, an antisymmetric solution X =-X" to the tensor equation

Y=Y'=R,X€ES

is required. As noted in (A.28), there exists a unique solution within the tensor subspace C*(a) provided

that Y=Y'€C *(a). After rewriting the matrix representation (A.13), in terms of the principal differences
(A.39),

1.
[[ga]]Aﬂ = idzagonal[e, 0,0, ul(; ° ), uz( . '”1) u3(; ° )] , (A.43)
the useful eigenbasis expansion
X=-X" = B,X=g{u8,X4,)[(8,04)+(4,4,)]
)[(8:®4,)+(4,®4;)] (A44)
' (
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is readily obtained.

Near the end of Section 3, there is an important identity involving the compound operator (2lja°I!lv)
concerning its action on the set of symmetric tensors §. In view of the established properties of each of
these operators, it is immediately clear that it is a symmetric bilinear form on 7', mapping symmetric
tensors into symmetric tensors. With the matrix forms (A .41)and (A .43), its a-eigenbasis matrix represen-
tation

[28.w.], =2[a.], [w.].,

[[ZQanv]]Af diagonal[@,@,@,ulmnh(gul)[; ?),mmnly(%ug)(; ?),ugtan/](%ug)(; ?)]
is readily obtained. The specific form of this matrix is not only consistent with the above stated observations
but, in light of the conditions (A.31), also serves to establish that (2 Ijaolyv) has C(A) as its null space,

and that it is one-to-one (and therefore invertible) when restricted to its range space C*(a). In addition,
this representation matrix gives rise to the useful a-eigenbasis expansion

X=X" = (28, )X = w,zanh(tu,)(8,°X4,)[(5,84;) + (4,04,)]
+ otanh(Lu,)(8,°X4, ) (4,04,) + (4,84,)]
+ wyranh(Lus)(8,X4,)](4,84,) + (4,04,)] (A.45)

for symmetric arguments X €. It shall also prove worthwhile to note that the scalar coefficients in this
expression conform to the identity

Hliu,) = We W ; k=123, e
Wi tan (2 uk) ttm/?(llk) :in/?(l‘-k) | |

as a consequence of (A 40).

The H-operators (and other 4th order tensor transformations on §)

In the Appendix to Dashner (1990), the fourth order (double) tensors §,, B,, and (0A/9B) for
AES and B=exp(2A) were examined. As each is known to map symmetric tensors into symmetric
tensors, their properties as linear transformations on the six (6) dimensional symmetric tensor subspace

T:5—5,

can be, and were, developed by considering their respective matrix representations relative to the symmetric
. fsa \6
orthonormal tensor basis {'AK>K=I CJS defined by

Ak—Ak®Ak s k=1 2’3’
A= [(A@4) + (A@4,)]. (A47)
A=t [R0R) (3041, |
SAﬁif[(A](’DAZ)'*'( DA 1)J
with
. 1; whenever p=v,
A —{ (A 48)

@; whenever u=v.
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After confirming that any X € § has the unique column vector representation

X
X=X A+ XA+ X33 A +V2Xp3 A, +V2X5, A5 +V2X A g,
= [X]l4,= Column(X”,Xn, XBBaﬁXZB,ﬁXH’ﬁXIZ) , (A49)

each of these operators is confirmed to have the dyadic representation

- ™

expressed in terms of its scalar representation matrix elements (A.50)

T;ﬁ= %a.(I‘SAﬁ) : a,B=1,2,...,6.

Consistent with the {Au}i:l basis representations (A.13), ,, it was shown that

{s;ﬁ}ﬁxﬁ = [[S,A]]%n = diagonal[Al,Az,A3,%(A2+A3),%(A3 +A1),5(A, +A2)] ,

{Bif‘)ﬁx(v = [[BAjHSAu = diagonal[Azl ’AgaAgsAZA’j ’ABAI s AIAZ] ’

and that

c L _ 111 Ay-A; As-A; Aj-A,
{(aA/aB)aﬁ)6x6-|[aA/aB]],Aa = dmgonal[ZBl’2B2’2B3’ B,-B, B,-B,"B, -Bz]’

expressed in terms of the respective A and B=exp(2A) eigenvalues.
These results have direct application to the double tensors
H:5—=5; k=12
defined as

H, =2[0a/ob]-S, & H,=2[da/ob]-B

~ Y

in terms of the elastic strain measures (A.38). In view of the above diagonal matrix forms, it immediately

follows that these H tensors also have diagonal representations. After making the appropriate eigenvalue
substitutions, the forms

. b,+b b;+b b, +b
[[l,\l.l]]m“:dlagonalll’lvl’bz_bj(az‘%)’ﬁ(as‘al)’bll_bj(al‘az)}’

4,-a a;-a a;-a
1,1,1,2v,v, | 2 -3 ), 2v,v 3—]—),2vv ( i 2)]
2 3(b2—b3) 3 l(ba_b] 1Y2 b,-b,
are easily verified. By exploiting the eigenvalue relations (A.39), and the algebraic developments

by+by, . (ba/bi+1)
b,-b; (az aa)_(bz/bf-l !

20,y
+1 i
) (ezu. 1 )“1 ; [bl/baz(vl/"s)zzezu]

€

[[Ij 2]]““ =diagonal




P_.A. Dashner / International Journal of Solids and Structures 38 (2001) 3487-3548 3545

o R . e a _%[eu'+c—m] _ _cosb(p.,)
=W e2u._l e-ul =W %[eul—e-u]] =W sinh(p.l)

b2+b3 _ Uy
b,-b, (278 =

N

] =

and

a,-a 2vv{ u,
2 2 3)= 2%3 : b, = 2
vzvs(bz‘bg v32 \bg/b3—1 [ g Vk]

(VZ/Vs) ( e ) g} !
= 2“, = ZM - = 3
1[(v2/v3)2 -1 1 e2ux -1 %e m[e% _ 1] %[em & m]

;-85 W,
2V2V3(b2—b3)_

- sinh(W,) ’

it is confirmed that
b;+b;
b,-b;

Mg
(a;-a)= b

Zv.v.(a.--a,-)= M
okt bi_bj sinh(p.k)

resulting in the simplified H -tensor representations

} ; (i,7,k) Eperm(1,2,3),

Wy U, Us ]
tanh(w,)’ tanh(w,)’ tanh(ws)|’

Wy () U3
sinh(,)” sinh(w,) sinb(pg)] ’

Analysis of the hyperbolic coefficient functions (see Fig. 1) reveals that both are symmetric and strictly
positive. This guarantees that the tensors

H:5—=8;: k=12

|[Ij1]]sAG=diagonal[l,l,l,

l[I'VIZ]]“u=diagoﬁal[l,1,l,

w

LS

AN

7
e,

i T
g SO,
| ot H gy,
o i ] B
} +
3 -2 -1 1 2 3

Fig. 1. Plot of hyperbolic coefficient functions
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are symmetric, positive definite, bilinear forms on § C7,

=05 X=0 ) XES

>0 ; otherwise } - k=1.2
Ho=H, < X(HY)=Y:(HX); XY)CS

X-(H,X) {
(AS51)

having the symmetric, positive definite inverse mappings
-1
gk;_-ljk:‘sas; k=1’25
corresponding to the eigenbasis representation matrices (A52)

_ tanh(W,) tanh(W,) tanh(u;)
ﬂgl]]%u=dlag0nal[l,l,l, AT TS ,

sinh(W,) sinh(ny) sinh(us)
N U '

[[(jz]]“u=diag0nal[l,1,l,

Making use of the fourth order identity tensor
1:5—5
for which

I1X=X < [1]. =diagonal[1,1,1,1,1,1],

it is clear that each of these H and 6 = H' tensors can be expressed in the alternative form
H.=1+AH,
T ) k=12,
6,=1+46,

in terms of their respective “increment” tensors
AH,:5—=S5
A :S—S }
These increment or delta tensors are easily confirmed to have the respective eigenbasis representations
[AH,])... = diagonal[0,0,0.k ()., (o). b, (1s) '
[46.], = diagonal[0.0.0.5,(u.). g, (12). 5,(w5)] } ’

k=1,2.

=1,2,

expressed in terms of the scalar coefficient functions

u _loofs 1 20 2 4
l“(u)_mnb(u)_l_3u<1 el o+ gl +...}20,

=2 =-Lp2fy 7,2, 81 e
l‘2 =Sl”h(“’)—1-— g!.l. {1 @M +2520!J. +...>S®,
(A.53)
_tan/}(u) _ 1 2 2.2 17 4
gl(M)= m —1—-—§u{1-'5—‘.k +T6§M +...}Z@,

sinh(n) 1 1 1
() = 2 -1 =5u2{1 o b hut 4 ...}50,
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which are seen to be of order u” in the neighborhood of their apparent singularity at w=0. With this, it is
a simple matter to verify the cigenbasis expansions

AH X = (ﬂk - !,)X =H,X-X,
AH X =4 (n,)(8,°X4,)(4,®4, +4,®4,)
+h(u,)(8;,°X4,)(8,®4, +4,84,)
+h,(1;)(8,°X4,)(4,®4,+4,®4,) ; k=12,

(A.54)
4gkx=(|~;k- !)-x =6,X-X,

AG X =g,(u,)(8,°X4,)(4,®4, +4,®4,)
+g,(1,)(45°X4,)(4,4, +4,R4;)
+4,(1,)(8,°X4,)(4,®4,+4,®4,) ; k=12,
foranyX&§.
With reference to the previous discussion pertaining to the complimentary subspaces C(a) and C*(a)
of a, the conditions (A.30), and the coefficient forms (A.53), it is apparent that each of these increment

mappings has [C(a) NS | as its null space, and |C*(a) N.S] as its range space. This is formally expressed
as

AH,:[c(a)ns]|— (@}
AG,:[c(a)ns]|—{@)
AH,:5—[c*(a)Ns|Cc*(a)
AG,:S—[c*(a)ns]|Cc(a)
or alternatively as, (A.55)
AHX=0 = HX=X
AG,X=0 <« X=X
[H.X-X|€[c*(a)ns]Cc(a)
[H.X-X|€[c*(@)ns]cc(a)

XE|c@)ns] = {

X€5=>{

More specifically, after taking note of the identical qualitative behavior of the scalar y-coefficients in the
expansion (A.45)for the composition mapping

(28,m,)];:5—5.

with those in the above expansion (A.54), it is apparent that each of these increment mappings, like
(2[!8'!-') is one-to-one (and therefore invertible) when restricted to its range space [C*(a)ﬂj |-
addition, these expansions are easily combined to establish the important identity

(H,-H.JX=0HX-AH.X ; XES
= [ry(100) - b (101)](B:°X ) (4,98, + 4,4,)
+ [ (12) -4, (1) (X4, ) (8,8, + 8, @4
+ [y (113) - (1) (819X, (8,@8, + 4,@4,),
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(H,-H,)X=(20,W,)X ; XES, (A.56)

which follows as a direct consequence of the relationship

b () -k, (w) = mn:(u) ~ ﬂ.n:(“) = wranh(zu),

derived from (A.53), , and (A .46).
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