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Abstract

A granular medium can be treated as an equivalent continuum. Appropriate representative stresses can be derived
from the virtual work principle. However, the expression of virtual work is not unique and therefore may lead to dif-
ferent results of stress expressions in terms of discrete quantities—contact forces, contact moments, and branch vectors.
In this paper, we introduced a generalized expression of virtual work that includes the restriction of boundary condi-
tions. To show the advantages of the current expression, the virtual work expression is applied to derive expressions for
stress, couple stress, a higher-order stress, and the stress moment. A distinction is made between the average stress
within a granular volume and the representative stress that is conjugate with the representative strain of the volume.
The current work is compared with that of [International Journal of Solids and Structures 38 (2) (2001) 353-367],
and the current stress expressions are shown to satisfy three essential conditions of a stress measure.
© 2004 Published by Elsevier Ltd.
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1. Introduction

Stress at a material point is a continuum concept associated with infinitesimal regions. Because a gran-
ular material is highly heterogeneous, consisting of particles and voids, the stress field based on infinitesimal
regions is not only highly non-uniform but also discontinuous across the boundaries of solid particles and
voids. In order to preserve the notion of a continuum, we alter the viewing scale. Instead of an infinitesimal
region, the stress at a material point is now defined as the representative stress of a finite volume of material
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associated with the material point. The finite volume should contain a sufficient number of particles such
that the material is statistically homogeneous and that the stress defined in this manner is continuous in this
medium. The study and modeling of granular materials require, therefore, a means of determining the rep-
resentative stress of a finite volume through a homogenizing process, preferably in terms of the discrete
forces and moments between contacting particles within the volume. We develop two notions of stress: a
macro stress and an average stress, based on two different homogenization processes. The macro stress is
derived from the principle of energy balance, i.e. it is conjugate with the macro strain defined for the rep-
resentative volume. Because they are conjugate, the macro stress and macro strain can be used in a general-
ized continuum representation of a granular medium. The average stress is the volume-average of the local
stress within the representative volume. The average stress is not necessarily conjugate with the average
strain.

We treat a granular medium as a discrete system and use the virtual work principle to obtain definitions
of the macro and average Cauchy stress, couple stress, and higher-order stress. Virtual work has already
been used to derive stress expressions for granular materials. However, the results can differ due to hypoth-
eses of the particular virtual work expression, selection of reference points, and other assumptions used in
the process. For example, derivations can lead to an average stress that differs from that found by the direct
integration of stress within a region (Bardet and Vardoulakis, 2001). A virtual work approach can also lead
to a non-unique average that depends upon the selection of reference points assigned to individual particles
(Kuhn, 2003). Other derivations also exist for average stress, but subtle differences can arise in the treat-
ment of peripheral particles along a region’s boundary (Christoffersen et al., 1981; Rothenburg and
Selvadurai, 1981; Bagi, 1999; Kruyt, 2003). In this paper, we suggest a generalized virtual work expression
and discuss the effects of associated assumptions. We also show that the definition of an average stress may
depend upon the continuum description with which the discrete material is expected to comply. For exam-
ple, different micromorphic settings can involve different stress quantities and, perhaps, lead to different def-
initions of a particular stress quantity. It is imperative that consistent definitions of the macro and average
stress be resolved for small subregions of a granular media, since analytical studies and numerical simula-
tions are increasingly focusing on the localized behavior of these discrete systems.

We seek expressions of the macro and average stress quantities (stress, couple stress, and higher-order
stress) of a representative volume that properly account for the contact forces and contact moments among
particles. The expressions should satisfy three conditions:

(1) We must usually assign a reference material point to each particle and express the macro or average
stress in terms of the inter-particle forces and the relative vectors (branch vectors) that connect the ref-
erence points of adjacent particles. The expression of a macro or average stress quantity must not depend
upon the choice of these particle reference points.

(2) A stress quantity should be objective: two independent observers should measure the same stress after an
appropriate tensor transformation of the observed stress components. Because we consider only the stress
and not its rate, the observers can be stationary, although their frames may differ by a finite rotation
and translation (Truesdell and Noll, 1960, §17).

(3) The virtual work principle is a statement of equilibrium. Moment equilibrium necessarily involves the
first moment of force about a central point (or points). The expression of a macro or average stress quan-
tity must not depend upon the choice of the central point.

We restrict our study, however, to the following situations: we assume static conditions in which external
forces are applied at the boundaries, and we exclude body forces and body moments on the particles
themselves.

In Section 2 we introduce the essential notation and review the equilibrium condition for individual
grains. In Section 3, we suggest a generalized expression of virtual work and use the expression to derive
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equilibrium relationships among the external and internal contact forces. We then employ these equilibrium
relations to develop definitions for the macro stress quantities. We also derive average stress quantities in
the context of three continuum settings: a classical continuum, a Cosserat continuum, and a higher-order
continuum. We then determine whether the macro and average stress quantities satisfy the three conditions
that were prescribed above. Many of the derivation details are placed in Appendices A and B. Appendix C
evaluates the results of Bardet and Vardoulakis (2001) and shows that these results violate two of the three
conditions that were prescribed above.

2. Equilibrium equations of particles

A representative volume of granular material is a contiguous collection of particles (Fig. 1a). The particles
could be a sub-region of a larger particle assembly, or the representative volume could simply be a cluster of
particles that are meant to emulate the micro-scale discrete behavior within a macro-scale continuum set-
ting. The particles within a representative volume are either interior or peripheral, with the latter possibly
interacting with material outside the representative volume. Forces and moments, both applied and inter-
nal, are discrete: they are either associated with pairs of particles inside the representative volume (i.e., at
contacts) or with the externally applied forces on individual particles. The set V" of internal contacts in-
cludes contacts between interior—interior particle pairs and between interior—peripheral pairs. Externally
applied forces include contact forces and moments within the set of external (boundary) contacts B of
peripheral particles as well as body forces and moments applied to interior and peripheral particles. We will
soon exclude, however, such body forces and body moments in our analysis. That is, only contact forces
and moments will be considered: contact forces and contact moments at the internal contacts V" and at
the external contacts B. A volume V is associated with the representative volume, and this volume encom-
passes both interior and peripheral particles and voids, although several approaches could be used in
assigning peripheral void space to this volume. We refer to two unambiguous approaches to volume par-
titioning: the material cell partition of Bagi (1996) for particles of arbitrary shape, and the Dirichlet parti-
tion of Satake (2004) for circular or spherical particles.

The location of XV is defined in a global coordinate system X. The stress at X" is evaluated from an aux-
iliary representative volume associated with this point. For points within the representative volume, a rel-
ative, local coordinate system x is used whose origin is at the point X7, such that

X[:X[—X? (l)

The point X? is usually at the centroid of the representative volume (Section 3.6).

A reference particle point x” with Cartesian coordinates x/ is assigned to each nth particle in the relative
system x (Fig. 1b). These particle points will serve in two roles: (a) as points of constraint when virtual par-
ticle movements must conform to a continuum field, and (b) as the central points for applying the moment
equilibrium conditions for individual particles. We denote f/*" and m!” as the interior contact force and
moment exerted on particle n by another particle “m”; whereas, /" and m" will denote the force and mo-
ment at an external contact “b” of a peripheral particle » (Fig. 1b and c). For the moment, we use f;" and m]
to denote the resultant external body force and body moment acting at the reference point x” of a particle #,
although these forces will soon be excluded. We exclude particle inertia, so that the static equilibrium of
particle n requires

DIV SARY
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Fig. 1. A representative volume and the notation for discrete quantities.

The interior radial vector #;™ joins the particle reference point x" to the mth interior contact point (Fig. 1b);
whereas, the peripheral radial vector  is from the particle reference point x” to the bth external contact
point (Fig. 1c). The permutation tensor e;; effects the cross product r X f of radial and force vectors. Each
summation in Eq. (2) is for the contacts of any single particle n. In the remainder of the paper, we assume
that the externally applied body force and body moment are zero for each particle: f" = 0 and m] = 0. The
particles in an assembly interact at their contacts and we must supplement Eqgs. (2) with the equilibrium
constraints

ﬁnm — _fl_mn; m:_zm — _m:nn (3)

so that the internal contacts forces are self-equilibrating. We also note that the moment equilibrium of a
particle in Eq. (3) is taken about the reference point x" of that particle, although we will later shift these
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multiple reference points to a single point as a test of the Condition 3 of Section 1 (see Section 3.9 and
Appendix B).

3. Derivations of macro and average stress
3.1. Virtual work of the discrete system

Rather than introduce the principle of virtual work as a postulate of equilibrium, we use the principle as
an extension of the classical (strong) equilibrium equations (2), by multiplying each, nth equation by six
arbitrary coefficients 6u! and dw! and then summing over all particles:

St = % > <Z AR f> Su! +% > (Z (m;'b + ety ;b)

n beB mev n beB

+3 (m'" + e k’”)) S0 =0 @)

meV

noting that we have now removed the body forces /" and body moments m. In this equilibrium equation,
each, nth particle undergoes its own arbitrary and possibly finite virtual displacement du and virtual rota-
tion dw! at its reference point x”, and the outer summations are carried over all particles in the represen-
tative volume. The “discrete” virtual work 3 W' must be zero for any values of the du? and dw!. In Eq. (4)
we have divided by the volume ¥ to give the virtual work 8 W®! per unit volume.

The superscript “d”” in §W™! refers to the virtual work of a discrete system. The superscript “1”” desig-
nates the first of two virtual work expressions that will be discussed in the paper. Bardet and Vardoulakis
(2001) used the virtual work of Eq. (4) to derive an average stress for the discrete system. In Appendix C, we
show, however, that Eq. (4) leads to an average stress that violates Conditions 1 and 3 of Section 1. We
depart from Eq. (4) by introducing the supplementary independent virtual displacements 8u? and dw? of
the boundary contact points themselves. Because of deformation and rotation of peripheral particles, these
boundary displacements may differ from the displacements i and dw! of the peripheral particles’ interior
reference points x”. The virtual work in Eq. (4) can now be written as

swiz =L 3 (Zf;’” + Zf,-"’") i+ 3 (Z (mf -+ et f?) + > (mim + e k”’)) S
4 n beB mely v n beB mev
l b Y oub l m? —m?) 8w’ =0 5
ty 2 U =8+ D (] - )3 (5)
In the final two sums, we have replaced the notation /" and m” with the simpler f” and m? to represent the
external forces and moments, which are multiplied by the boundary displacements du’ and dw?. No work is
done by the final two sums, and the two work expressions 8 W*! and 8 W*? are equivalent. We will see, how-
ever, that the work 8 W™ leads to superior stress expressions. We refer to Eq. (5) as the generalized expres-
sion of virtual work, which is analogous to generalized variational statements that include their own
boundary restrictions.
We return briefly to the work 8 W*! in Eq. (4) can be separated into two parts: an external virtual work
S associated with the boundary displacements and an internal virtual work 3W¢" associated with inter-
nal deformation, which we write as

St =swy' — 8wy =0 (6)
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The external and internal virtual works per unit of volume are

W =SS g+ S (ke )

n  beB n  beB
SW;L] — _l Z Zﬁnmsuf _ l Z Z (mrm + ei_/‘kr;m< ,;’”’)Sw:’ (8)
v n  meV v n  meV

where the sums for each, nth particle are either for its external or its interior contacts, b € B and m € V,
respectively. Eq. (6) is a standard statement of equilibrium: for a deformable structure in equilibrium under
the action of a system of applied forces, the external virtual work due to an admissible virtual displacement
state is equal to the internal virtual work due to the same virtual displacements.

With Egs. (7) and (8), internal deformation is permitted throughout some, but not all, of the represen-
tative volume. Here, an external force /" moves and rotates with its peripheral particle about the particle’s
interior reference point x”, which implies that the peripheral particles are rigid between their interior refer-
ence points and their external contact points. Indeed, the term “‘external work’ may not be entirely appro-
priate with Eq. (7), since 8W%' involves the products of external forces (/™ and m") and internal
displacements (Su] and dw!).

Both issues are resolved by using the second virtual work 8 W™2 of Eq. (5), which can also be separated
into external and internal parts:

1 1
SWe? = 7 Zf/’é‘)uf’ + me’?)wf’ 9)

beB beB

W2 = —lV SN s —% SN (m ey ) s +% S (Bul — dul)

n  mev n  mev beB
1 1
+= 3 ml (80! —8w!) — — > e fidw)! (10)
v beB v beB l

With these two expressions, the external work SWZJ2 is entirely associated with boundary displacements,
and the internal work W92 is entirely due to internal deformation of the grains. The internal work
W% in Eq. (10) can also be arranged as

o = 30 3 [ (o et 4 ]
3 [ (5 (s o)) < it o) "

By examining each term in this alternative form, we see that the granular material can be conceptually trea-
ted as an assembly of rigid particles with compliant or sliding contacts. The displacement at a contact of nth
particle is produced by the translation and rotation of this particle by du! — e,-jkrijw?. The contact forces
generate internal work on the relative translations of the two rigid grains at their contact points, and, sim-
ilarly, the contact moments produce internal work on the relative rotations of the contacting rigid particles.
In the case of peripheral particles, the deformations due to the compliance of external contacts produce the
relative movements 8u} — (3u] — e8] ) and 3w! — dw;. This deformation occurs within the peripheral
particles and thus contributes to the internal work of the representative volume. Therefore, the internal
work 392 is a better measure than 89" because it accounts for the work done throughout the entire rep-
resentative volume, both within its interior and within its peripheral particles.
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When separating virtual work into external and internal parts, the work expressions 3W™! and & W*?
have led to different values for the two parts. Some work that would be considered external in d W*! is in-
stead considered as internal in 8 W*2, and vice versa. The work & W in Eq. (5), leads to different (and supe-
rior) stress expressions. Eq. (5) is developed in the body of the paper; whereas an analysis of Eq. (4) is
deferred to Appendix C.

3.2. Continuum field for the discrete particle system

Stress is a continuum concept, and to make a link between the discrete force system and its continuum
equivalent, we adopt the approach of Chang and Liao (1990), Chang and Gao (1996), and Bardet and
Vardoulakis (2001). We restrict the virtual displacement fields 6u(x) and dw,X) to a continuous virtual dis-
placement field di1;(x) and virtual rotation field 8,(x). Instead of applying the usual linear displacement
field to an infinitesimal element, we approximate the displacement field of the representative volume (asso-
ciated with the material point X’ ? as shown in Fig. 1) with a polynomial series containing quadratic terms. A
linear field of particle rotations is also considered:

811 (X) = ul + Sul; + BM,kajxk (12)

8y (x) = 8o + S x;

The coordinates x; in Eq. (12) are measured relative to the point X7, as in Eq. (1). The scalar coefficients du?,
Bug, du? o 3! and 80)0 fully describe the deformation of the representative volume. Thus, these scalar coef-
ficients are used as straln measures of the material point X?. The conventional strain at the same material
point (associated with an infinitesimal element) is different from the strains du!, ;- We note that the conven-
tional strain at a point is defined as the derivatives of du,(x) and dw{x) at the point; whereas Sug. are char-
acteristic strains of the representative volume. To distinguish the two notions, the strain at a point within
the representative volume is called the local strain, and the scalar coefficients in Eq. (12) are called macro
strains. The macro strains may differ from the volume average of local strains within the representative vol-
ume. The second rank matrices du;; and Sw); each have 9 elements, and the third rank matrix 3u{, has 27
elements. After considering symmetry with respect to indices jk, du? i has 18 terms.

To develop expressions for stress, couple stress, and higher-order stress, we will restrict the discrete vir-
tual displacements and rotations, du’, dw!, du? and 8w?, to the continuous fields (12) applied at the particle
reference points x” and at the external contact points xb.

dul = S (x"); Sl = day(x"); dul = di(x"); Sl = diy(x) (13)

That is, we will replace the many (perhaps thousands) of arbitrary virtual displacements 8u”, 8w/, du’ and

3w} with the 42 virtual macro strains du;, uj}, Suly,, 8w} and dw); of Eq. (12).

3.3. Equilibrium of the discrete force system

We now restrict the displacements u?, 8w/, du’ and dw? 1n Egs. (9) and (10) to the continuum field
Eq. (12). In terms of the macro strains, the external work SW of Eq. (9) is

1
S — Zfb+6 3 Z Sy 5 Z x; + 8] —Zm + 80 — Zm (14)
beB 4 v beB 4 beB

although the first sum is zero, due to equilibrium of the external contact forces /7. The internal work Swe?
of Eq. (9) is
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d27 o c e 0 cjc
SWi? = u,]; DA +6,]k2V DAY T ' Ze,,-kszj

ceVUB ceVUB ceVUB
+ 50, V XV;B (i ts + et (V5 - it ) | (15)
ce

as derived in Appendix A. Eq. (15) regroups the sums in Eq. (10) by combining them over the full set of
interior and exterior contacts (¢ € V'U B). As such, the quantities /{, J¢, f¢ and m¢ depend upon whether

ij>
€ 90

a contact “¢” is interior or exterior:

l(._ xl(rz_xl(l; cE V . .)Cr.”,)CW‘—.X'l)Cj7 (S V (16)
- x?—x;’; ceB’ v xbxb—x;’x;’, cEB

oo fim==f" ocev e — m!" =—m"; ceV (17)
: 1= fre, ceB’ m? = m"; cCEB

For an interior contact, the branch vector /{ connects the reference points x" and x™ of the particle pair,
and the interior contact force and moment on particle » are simply denoted as f and m{. For an exterior
contact, the branch vector /; connects the reference point of the peripheral particle with its boundary

contact point x?, and the external contact force and moment are denoted as f¢=f=f"

and m¢ =m’ =m". Note that boundary forces are denoted as f? and m’ in the external sums of
Eq. (14), but they are also included as interior forces f and m{ in Eq. (15). The position x§ is of the
contact point, x{ = xj + )" = x} +#}". The derivation of Eq. (15) is given in Appendix A. The terms
in Eq. (15) can also be rearranged into an alternative form that will be useful in examining the stress

definitions:

SWdZ (61,{ —+ eiijCUg) Z flC (61’[?/1( =+ eij/8w2k> % Z ij;k

ceVUB ceVUB

1 (4 (‘ C
+8wg; > { ]+e,k/fk< J§ - zj)} (18)

ceVUB

The interior and exterior virtual works must be equal for an arbitrary choice of the macro strains
Sulj, 8u”k, 3w and 560?]-, as in Eq. (6). The equivalence of 8W%* and 3W¢* in Egs. (14) and (15) leads to
the followrng equivalences among the force sums:

= Zf, Z L (19)

beB CEVUB

1 Z by b b Z fLij “
beB CEVUB

1 Z Z el 1 v
beB CGVUB

1 ! i b~ xil;

g oomi =g S il +ewfi (75— it h
beB ceVUB

These sums will be used in constructing stress quantities in the following two sections.
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3.4. Macro stress

In this section, we consider the virtual work done due to the virtual macro strain of a representative vol-
ume. The macro stress is defined to be conjugate with the macro strain. However, the macro stress quan-
tities are not necessarily equal to their average stress counterparts, a distinction that is elaborated in Section
3.5, where we derive average stress quantities. To derive the macro stress quantities, we will consider two
forms of the internal virtual work per unit volume. The first form is

a _ 0 050 4 70§ 0

Wi =o, 5u + a/kl&z”k + T;0w; + T80, (23)
where the superscrlpt “a” denotes the first form; SMU, Suljk, 3! and 80)3 are the macro strains of Eq.
(12); and 6%, a3, T} v and T, 0 are the stress measures of the representative volume: the macro stress, macro

higher-order stress, macro mternal torque, and macro torque stress, respectively. Unlike the discrete
work 3% in Eq. (15), the work dW¢ is for an equivalent continuum that approximates the discrete sys-
tem. The correspondence of terms in Eqgs. (15) and (23) implies the following definitions of the macro
stresses:

o = % > A :% > S (24)

beB ceVUB
b b b __ _ < c 25
1 1 -
T?:;me:—l—/ > ekl (26)
beB ceVUB
1 1 cjc C C (e [&
T;)":I_/mefzv Z [milj—keik(fk(Jlj—lej)} (27)
beB ceVUB

in which we have used the equivalences among internal and external sums given in Egs. (19)—(22).
Eq. (18) suggests a second, “b”’, form of internal virtual work of the equivalent continuum:

Wb = a; (Bu + e,,kka) +d° ki (Buuk + e,jgﬁw/k) + ,uﬂBu) (28)

In this form, the macro strain measure duy; + e;; 8] is analogous to the micropolar strain of a Cosserat
continuum, and 4 is the macro couple stress. The term du! Ui + eedwy is not encountered in standard
micropolar theory, but it can be regarded as a higher-order macro strain. The macro torque stress 7' 04
Eq. (23) is related to the macro couple stress and higher-order stress by

T;)i = :“?i + ekfia?jk (29)

The internal macro torque, Tg = €0 ﬂ, is the anti-symmetric part of stress, which does not produce work in
a classical continuum. The correspondence of terms in Egs. (18) and (28) implies the following definition of
the macro couple stress:

1 2 1 c Jjc (4 C Jjc
'u.?i = ; <m Pt e,k/fb ’ > I_/cez,/;g {milj + eefy ( Jy— zlj)] (30)

in which we have also applied Egs. (20) and (22) to derive the internal and external sums. The macro stres-
ses a“}i and a?ki derived from the “b” form in Eq. (28) are the same as those in Egs. (24) and (25).



3782 C.S. Chang, M.R. Kuhn | International Journal of Solids and Structures 42 (2005) 3773-3793
3.5. Average stress

In the previous section, we equated the internal work of the representative volume with the product of
macro stress and macro strain, which led to the expressions of macro stresses in Egs. (24)—(27) and (30). In
deriving the macro stresses, we considered representative volume as discrete particles with compliant con-
tacts. Local stresses were not explicitly used within the representative volume; we instead derived the inter-
nal work done by the contact forces and moments within the volume. We now consider the representative
volume as an equivalent continuum. The internal work is generated by the local stresses at points within the
representative volume and we then integrate these local stresses throughout the representative volume to
find expressions of average stress within the volume. The internal work of the representative volume is then
determined by integrating the work at points within the volume. The specific expression of internal work at
a point within the representative volume depends upon the type of continuum assumed for the material.
The simplest form of internal work is the product ¢;0u;; for a classical continuum, but the work is more
complex for micropolar continua. We consider the following three continua, having different forms of inter-
nal work.

(a) Continuum A—Classical continuum

SW? :% /Vaﬁ6u,-,jdV (31)
(b) Continuum B—Micropolar Cosserat continuum

W= /V [0 (81 + eypdenn) + ey, ]dV (32)
(¢) Continuum C—Higher-order Cosserat continuum

BWIC = % /V [ajl(Su,;j + e,-ijwk) + ajk[(fiuuk + e,ﬂSwM) + ,ujiéwi,j} dv (33)

where 0;;, 0, and u; are local stresses measured at points within the representative volume. In what fol-
lows, we will use these three equations to derive the average stresses a;, [i;, and G, over the representative
volume V.

3.5.1. Average stress in a classical continuum ( Continuum A)

With the work SWj\ of Continuum A in Eq. (31), we restrict the virtual displacements to the fields i,
and d&; given in Egs. (12) and (13). For a classical continuum (Continuum A), the internal virtual work
under the restricted displacements is

1 1 1
SW? = ; \/VO-J'I'SuisjdV = 6148; /VO'ﬂdV + 6”2/{; -/‘/Q/kadV (34)

noting that the coef@c/ients Sug.k are symmetric in the final indices jk. We define the volume average stress 6j§
and stress moment 2, as

1 - 1
6';?21—//1/()},(11/, ZkA”:V/Vo-ﬂxde (35)

The internal work 8% in Eq. (34) must equal the work 3W* in Eq. (15) for an arbitrary choice of the 48
macro strains du;, Suly, 8] and dwy). This equivalence and the four equilibrium Egs. (19)-(22) imply the
following average stress quantities for a classical continuum:
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RN W (36)

beB ceVuB
By Sk =5y 3 A, &
kji — itk T i jk
’ 2V beB ! 2V ceVuB ’

provided that

l mf’——— Z eijkfklc—o (38)
v beB beBUV
1 1 c c

Because the sums in Eqs. (24) and (36) coincide, the macro stress and the average Cauchy stress are equal:
a" = aA A similar comparlson of Egs. (25) and (37) shows that the macro higher-order stress is equal to the
average stress moment, a,“ = ZkAﬂ, and that both stresses are symmetric in the initial indices kj. Eq. (34)
reveals that the internal work of the representative volume is a;;3uf;, + G,0u],. Thus, the representative vol-
ume behaves as a higher-order continuum even though each pomt within’ the representative volume is a
classical continuum. The relations in Eq. (38) imply that the average stress 6';? is symmetric for the classical
continuum. Equations (38) and (39) also imply that contact moments m¢ are disallowed in a classical con-
tinuum setting, since the two equations must apply to an arbitrary choice of granular region. The contact
moments m; do not contribute work in a classical continuum.

3.5.2. Average stress in a Cosserat continuum ( Continuum B)

We now restrict the virtual work W% of a Cosserat continuum (Eq. (32)) to the displacement fields dii;
and 8, in Eqgs. (12) and (13). We will equate this continuum work with the internal work 3¢ of the dis-
crete system in Eq. (18). For the Cosserat continuum (Continuum B), the virtual work is

1

SW? = ? /V [aj,-(&),-,j + eijkﬁd)k) —|— ”/iS&)i,j] dV

1 1 1
= (614?1 + el:,kSU)g) ; /V O'/ldV + (Sugk + EW‘SCU?/{) ; /V dV + SU)UI—/
X / (1 + eweZyor) AV (40)
4

where the micro-scale stress moment X is the product g;;x;, and the enclosures (-) and [ - ] refer to sym-
metric and skew-symmetric parts, respectively. The terms in Eq. (40) have been arranged to coincide with
those in Eq. (18). The virtual works 3/} and 3W9* in Eqs. (40) and (18) must be equal for arbitrary values

of the coefficients SuU, S”W 3! and Sw This equivalence implies that the average Cauchy stress for a
Cosserat continuum, a7}, is equal to that of a classical continuum  and to the macro stress o), or

o) =ay =3y, although the average stress G must be symmetrlc The equivalence of the

(Bu,/k + €48y, ) terms in Egs. (18) and (40) implies that the symmetric part of the average stress moment,

ZH is

/) ZVZIbfZ 2V chc (41)

ceVUB
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and the equivalence of the final terms in Eqs. (40) and (18) implies that

- B 1 1 1 e
1 + e = - > (m b — ey ,j’x;xb) =7 > {m IS+ enefS ( Jo = 1/)} (42)

beB ceVUB

_ <B
where the average couple stress yﬁ. and average stress moment 2, are defined as

B 1 <B 1
u,%:;/VH/idV; Zijk:;/inijdV (43)

We note that the average stress moment and couple stress, Z‘T?kj)l_ and ﬂﬁ, cannot be independently computed

from the contact forces and moments: only the combinations E?k and ,Hﬁ. + e,-kgf[[;y]k can be computed.

)i
Bardet and Vardoulakis (2001) reached a similar conclusion.
The macro couple stress /7]% in Eq. (30) is not that same as the average couple stress, but instead

_ =B
1 = i+ e X (44)

That is, the average stress moment also contributes to the macro couple stress. Eq. (40) reveals that the
internal work of the representative volume resembles that of a higher-order micropolar continuum (Section
3.5.3) even though each point within the representative volume is a standard micropolar continuum.

3.5.3. Average stress in a higher-order continuum ( Continuum C)
We proceed as in the previous section, restricting the virtual displacements of the higher-order Contin-
uum C (Eq. (33)) to the continuous fields in Eqgs. (12) and (13):

1
SWIC = ? ‘/V [a_,‘,-(&),-,j + @iikSCAL)k) —+ O-jki(Sili:/k —+ e,ﬂS(I)y,k) —|— uﬂ-Bcb,»J} dV
0 0 1 0 1
= (5% + ez/kka> 7 / o dV + (5”,,k + EWSQ’M) 7 /V (Zwpi + o) AV
1
+ By, 7 / (e + eae (T — Zigge) ) dV (45)

By comparing the terms in Egs. (18), (28) and (33) on a coefficient-by- coefﬁcient basis, we again reach
the conclusion that the representative macro stress is equal to the average stress, o ﬂ = oﬂ, with both stresses
given by the sums in Eq. (24). The macro higher-order stress ¢? i and macro couple stress ,u however
are equal to combinations of the average stress quantltles 03.) U(k/)z + Z @ and ﬂ,, = ,uﬂ +
e (Gl + Zm)

The average Cauchy stress 6jci has an explicit definition in terms of contact forces and contact moments
(Eq. (24), noting that 6'1(3 = 09;)- Because the couple stress, stress moment and higher-order stress

appear together in combined forms in Eq. (45), we can not independently determine the averages, ﬂjci,
<C
z

5C
wi» and o

3.6. Discussion

The average Cauchy stresses, aﬂ, ”, and ajcl, for the three continua are identical to each other and to
the macro stress aj which has a unique definition in terms of contact forces (Eq. (24)). Rothenburg and
Selvadurai (1981) derived the same expressions for the average stress: the external and internal sums in

Eq. (24) are the same as their Eqgs. (2.4) and (3.5). The external sum for 02. in Eq. (24) is also the same
as that of Drescher and de Josselin de Jong (1972) and Christoffersen et al. (1981). The latter investigators
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also gave a similar definition using an internal sum, although they did not explicitly account for periph-
eral particles. Both parts of a in Eq. (24) are identical to the definitions of Bagi (1999) in her Egs. (12)
and (15), and of Kruyt (2003) in his Egs. (33) and (34). The average stress in Eq. (24) differs, however,
from that of Bardet and Vardoulakis (2001), who treated peripheral particles differently than in the cur-
rent work. Their expressions were derived from the virtual work 8W*! of Eq. (4) instead of the work
§W™? of Eq. (5), and their results are investigated in Appendix C. Kruyt (2003) derived an expression
for the average couple stress i; that differs from Eq. (42). His definition is an internal sum that only in-
cludes the products m{/; (compare with the final sum in Eq. (42)). He had assumed a smoothness condi-
tion for g;; at the micro-scale stress so that the force terms f; make no contribution to fi;, an assumption
not made in the current work.

The average stress aA is always symmetric in a classical continuum, but the average stresses in
Cosserat and hrgher order continua (a and aC) are, in general, asymmetric. In the absence of external
contact moments m’, however, these average stresses are also symmetric. This possible symmetry of the
average stress o;; contrasts with the conclusion of Bardet and Vardoulakis (2001), which is analyzed in
Appendix C.

We now consider the three conditions that were prescribed in Section 1 and whether the various stress
quantities satisfy these conditions. The first condition is satisfied by all of the macro and average stress
quantities derived in Sections 3.3 and 3.4: each stress quantity is independent of the choice of the internal
reference points x” assigned to the particles. These stress quantities are constructed from the contact sums
in Eqgs. (24)—(27), which are all independent of the choice of x”. This result is most apparent in the external
sums, which only depend upon the locations x? of the external contacts and not upon the internal reference
points. This characteristic is not shared by the contact sums that would be derived from the alternative
work expression 8 ™! of Eq. (3) (see Appendix C).

As for the Condition 2 of objectivity, all of the stress quantities transform appropriately with a finite ob-
server rotation, since the sums from which they are constructed transform as tensors upon a rotation of the
coordinate basis vectors (i.e., the sums in Egs. (19)—(22)). The coordinates x; in these sums are relative vectors,
xi=X;,—X ?, and are also unchanged by an observer translation. The stress quantities, which are constructed
from these sums, are therefore, objective. We note, however, that the average stresses i;;, 6, and 3 4 depend
upon the region selected as the representative volume. Condition 3 is investigated in the next section.

3.7. Changing the central point of moment equilibrium

We now determine whether the various averaged stress quantities satisfy Condition 3, which requires
that a stress quantity derived from the virtual work principle should not depend upon the central point that
is chosen for moment equilibrium. We will reformulate the virtual work expressions of Section 3.1, using
the single, common central point X! for moment equilibrium instead of the multiple reference points, x”.
Our purpose is to demonstrate that the stress quantities in Sections 3.3 and 3.4 are independent of the
choice of the central point and, hence, satisfy Condition 3. As before, we allow virtual deformations within
peripheral particles by including the virtual displacements du’ and 8w? of the boundary contact points
b € B. The moment equilibrium Eq. (2), is now replaced with

m + Z (m + ez/kxnb nb) + Z (mnm +e,]kx"m nm) =0 (46)

beB mev
for each, nth particle. The position vector x/ replaces the radial vector /" in Eq. (2), and is measured from
the common central point X" to the contact between particles n and m ; vector x* is measured from the
common central point to the external contact point b of particle n (Fig. 1b and c). Neglecting the body
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forces and moments, f;" and m, the principle of virtual work can again be formulated by multiplying the
sums in Eqs. (2); and (46) by arbitrary virtual displacements, du/ and S’

Sd2—alt — Z (Z fnb + anm) 611 +— Z (Z (m + ez/kxnb knb)

n mev n beB
+Z (m:."” + ex]” ”’"))6@ += Z ")ou! +— Z m? —m?)dew! =0 (47)
mev beB beB

This alternative “alt” virtual work replaces that in Eq. (5). The work 8 W*?~?!' is partitioned into the fol-
lowing external and internal parts:

Wi = Zszs += Zmb&u (48)
beB beB
8Wd2 alt - _ Z anmau Z Z (mnm + eljkxnm nm)6w +— Zfb )
n  mey n  meV beB
+ = Z m; 6(1)[’ da! ) 1 Z e,-jkx;.’bﬁf’Sw? (49)
beB V iz '

The external work 8W%* " in Eq. (48) is identical to 3W%? in Eq. (9), so that the same external work
expression, expressed in terms of macro strains, applies to both 3% 27 and 3W?? (see Eq. (14)). The inter-
nal work 3¢ " can also be expressed in terms of the macro strains du?, 6ulj, duy,, ) and 8wy, and the
resulting expression is identical to SW‘I2 in Eq. (15) (see Appendix B). That is,

SWZJ — BWZ‘,Zfall; 8W1d,2 — 8W7A27a11 (50)

Therefore, the sums in Eqgs. (19)—(22) are unaffected by shifting the central point for moment equilibrium,
and the sums satisfy Condition 3. Since all of the macro and average stress quantities in Sections 3.3 and 3.4
were constructed from these sums, they, too, will satisfy Condition 3. The average stress proposed by Bar-
det and Vardoulakis (2001) does not satisfy this condition, as shown in Appendix C.

4. Conclusion

In the paper, we have introduced an expression of generalized virtual work, which accounts for the vir-
tual work to deform the boundary of peripheral particles. We have shown that such peripheral deformation
must be considered, otherwise the resulting stress expressions will violate two essential requirements of a
stress measure.

We have made a distinction between macro stress and average stress, and we have derived expressions
for both stresses. Because the macro stress is conjugate with the macro strain, the macro stress would be
appropriate in approximating a discrete system as a continuum or in using representative particle clusters
to derive constitutive relationships between the macro-scale stress and strain. The average stress, however,
would be more useful in averaging the micro-scale stresses measured in physical or simulation
experiments.

We have shown that the macro and average Cauchy stresses are equal but that subtle differences arise in
the corresponding couple stresses and higher-order stresses. Moreover, different micro-scale continuum set-
tings (e.g., classical or Cosserat) can lead to different averages of the couples stress, higher-order stress, and
stress moment.
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Appendix A. Simplifying the internal virtual work expression

In this appendix, we express the internal work 3W¢* of Eq. (10) in terms of the macro strains
du? U, Suljk, dw? and Swg of the continuum fields 6i; and 6®; in Eq. (12). To simplify W92, we split Eq.
(10) into several parts, express each part in terms of the continuum coefficients, and then reassemble the

parts. We first consider the two “Su,»” terms in Eq. (10):
S = Z > e 4 — Z 1! (3u (A.1)
n  mevV beB

By constraining displacements du” (at the particle reference points x") and du’ (at the external contact
points) to the continuum field di; in Eq. (12), the two terms in Eq. (A.1) become

a2 _ _ Zf((m )Su +_Zf‘(xmx;:’ xjxk)SuUk-f- Zfb( n)SMS

Zfb (x xX) —x xk) 6”1]1( (A.2)
where we use the notation f¢ = f = —f™ and f? = /. By combining summations over the interior and
exterior contacts, we obtain

d.2,5u cjc c ye
S — Z SEI58ul + 5 Z f2J6 8l (A3)
cEVUB (EVUB

with the terms [;,J¢,, f¢, and m¢ defined in Eqs. (16) and (17).

ij’
We now c0n51der the three dw; (rotation) terms of Eq. (10):

S = = 30 50 (0w f)aof -y St ol = 0f) = Sewr sl (A4
n meV beB beB

and constrain the rotations dw” and 8w’ to the continuum field 8@, in Eq. (12),

6W¢]1’,2,bw — Z Z (mnm + e,]krnc nm) 860? _ Z eljkrnhfkanw
n  mev beB
nm nm 1 nb rnb_n 0
_ Z Z (m + e,jkr )xl&ulé + = Zm X, — X, 6(011 7 Ze,jkr X, 000,
n  meV beB beB

(A.5)

Because the internal contact forces are self-equilibrating (as in Eq. (3)), we can combine terms in the first
brackets as

6W¢]1,2,5w,[]] _ Z Z nn18w Z eiikﬁIESw? (A6)

n  mev cE VuB

denoting this part with the superscript “[1]” and using the notations fi’ and /; defined in Egs. (16) and (17).
The first term in Eq. (A.6) is zero, since the internal contact moments are self equilibrating, so that

1 X
SW;J,Z,&U,[I] _ _V Z ez//»/l}(cljsw? (A7)

ceVUB

We now combine terms associated with the rotation gradient 8w, (i.e., terms in the second brackets “[2]” of
Eq. (A.S)),
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Sl — Zm Y+ — Zeukfk (r X)) fr"cx;)6w15+ Zm x) — x}) 3w,

celV celV beB
—— Z et X80, (A.8)
beB
and after substituting /;, as defined in Eq. (16),
] 1 c mec_.m ne . .n 1 no_.n
6W;1’2‘6 - 7 Z ms ;0w + Zeukfk (rj Xy — x,)ﬁw?( +; Ze,-jkf,f’< -7 bx[)Swg (A.9)
ceVUB celV beB
The last two terms of Eq. (A.9) can be written in the form
1 'C C m m n
7 Z;eijkfk ((xj —X] )x( - (x )x()&ol[ +— ;;e,jkfk ( - (x — X ) (>5a)?[ (A.10)
ce (S
which can be expanded to

Z eijif (xcx;” —X x/> Sl — Z ety (x"’x’/" —Xx )c/)5cz)lZ + = Z e,jkfk ( —Xx x,) o

ceV celV beB

-5 Zel/kfk (0—xpx7) 8 (A1)

beB

We can add and subtract equivalent values in the last two terms,

1
c n 0 m.m 0
E eiify (x Xy —xx,)SwM ~7 E ety (x x) — X x/)SwM
ceV

celV
+— Zeljkfk (x xX) —x x[)&um Ze,»jkfkb (xfx? - xsz’) o (A.12)
beB beB
and combine the summation ranges,
c..c 1 c JC 0
— Z et l[x 6(,01[ 7 Z e,-jkkaﬂSwM (A.13)
CEVUB ceVUB

The total 1nternal work SWdz in Eq. (5) is the sum of the following parts: SW“&’ in Eq. (A.7), the first
term of SWd 20,2 428002,

lin Eq. (A.9), and expression (A. 13) for the final two terms of oW}’
SW;Lz == Z j{lclja +_ Z fc']jk ijk I_/ Z eijkj{/:l;ij?

CE VUB ce VUB ceVUB
1 1
> (15 + eusitixs ) St > enfidal, (A.14)
ceVUB ceVUB

This result is shown in Eq. (15) of Section 3.3 and used in finding the relations among the contact sums in
Egs. (19)+22).

Appendix B. Internal virtual work with a single central point of moment equilibrium

Eq. (49) gives the virtual work SWZJ'Z"“]t that results from using a single central point in the moment equi-
librium equations of each particle. In this appendix, we constrain the displacements du”, dw”, du? and 3w?
to the continuum fields dii; and 6®; of Eqs. (12) and (13), which are applied at the many particle reference
points x".
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The first and third terms of Eq. (49) are identical to those of Eq. (10) and after introducing the contin-

uum variables 3u’, ; and dul ik these two terms will yield the first and second terms in Eq. (15), as developed in
Appendix A. Eq. (49) becomes

Sl — Z [ +ﬁ > ST Suly — Z > (m + ejx]” k""’) 0

¢EVUB ceVUB n  meV
nm g£nm nb £nb
- — E E (m + eyjix] ) Swl/—i— E m? (x) — x}) 8l — E X fy 3!
n  mev beB beB
nb rnb_n 0
g ex] [ xpdwy (B.1)
beB

The third term in Eq. (B.1) is zero, since forces and moments at internal contacts are self-equilibrating (as in
Eq. (3)). The sixth term in Eq. (B.1) can also be expressed with the notation

Z eijiX; R ON (B.2)
beB
Eq. (19) implies that (B.2) has the alternative form
1 C
Zeykx”fkm - > enfi1550)] (B.3)

beB ceVUB

Because the positions x}" are at the contact points, whereas positions x} are at the particle centers, the
fourth term in Eq. (B.1) can be rewritten with the internal contact set ¢ € V-

m 1 cJc C,.C JC
1 Z T (m - )x"aw,[ =3 (m,. [+ e fix 1[)5@; (B.4)
n  mev ceV

where x{ = x/ = x"" for interior contacts, and f, m¢, and /{ are defined in Eqs. (16) and (17). This term can
be combined with the two remaining 3!, terms in Eq. (B.1):

— Z meIS8wY 4 — Ze,]kfkcxcl%wlé Ze,]kf”b " (xb — 15) 80,

ceVuB celV beB
1 1 .

=7 >, (m?IE + el;,-kf,ijlj) Sy = 4 > enfixxido, (B.5)

ceVUB beB
We can apply Eq. (20) to the last term in Eq. (B.5), replacing it as follows:
1 1
— I_/ Z e,-j;(fkbx?xfﬁwg = — I_/ Z e,jkﬁJ 6(1) (B6)

beB ceVuB

Finally, we recombine the parts of SW‘” “in Eq. (B.1): the first two terms of Eq. (15) and Egs. (B.3), (B.5)
and (B.6). The result is

6Wd2 alt _ Z flclcsu +_ Z f‘J‘ 6”111( V Z e,;,-kf,fljﬁw?

LGVUB ceVUB ceVUB
1 c C JC,.C 1 C JC
5> (mrs + ensy lzxj'>6w?£—; 3 enfiIo80 (B.7)
ceVUB ceVUB

which is identical to 6W§"2 in Eq. (15).
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Appendix C. Alternative stress definition

In Sections 3.4 and 3.5, we used the virtual work W of Eq. (5) to derive definitions of average stress
quantities. In this section, we instead use the virtual work 8 W' of Eq. (4), as in Bardet and Vardoulakis
(2001), and show that this approach leads to stress definitions that violate Conditions | and 3, as presented
in Section 1.

The external and internal virtual works associated with 8§ W*! are given in Eqs. (7) and (8), which we
repeat:

ZZf””Bu +— ZZ(m —|—el,kr"’J )81 (C.1)

n  beB n  beB

1 1
il — -5 zn: ;Vf,-””’fm;’ -7 zn: ; (mnm + ey ;m)&o (C.2)

In this alternative to Egs. (9) and (10), deformation is not permitted for peripheral particles. Here, an
external force f moves and rotates with its particle about the particle’s interior reference point x”,
which implies that the peripheral particles are rigid between their interior reference points and their exter-
nal contact points. Indeed, the term “‘external work’™ many not be appropriate with Eq. (C.1), since SWZ‘1
involves the products of external forces (f* and m"’) and internal displacements (8u” and w”). Both
issues were removed in Eq. (5) by introducing the independent movements du? and 3w? of the bound-
ary points. The external work done by the forces f in Eq. (9) differs from that in Eq. (C.1) by
the amounts f7"*(8u’ — du”), and the differences between the external work done by the moments m!"”
in Eqs. (9) and (C.1) are m}” (3w} — 8w]) — e fi"3w!. These external work differences are transferred
into the internal work of Eq. (10), since this work is produced by deformation within the peripheral
particles.

Restricting the virtual displacements and rotations to the continuum fields in Egs. (12) and (13) gives the
following external virtual work:

Wdl— Zf& 0+ Zfb ”5u —|——Z by ”xZSuljk—i— Z(m +e,,kr”b)‘,(>

beB beB beB
b_n nb rb_n 0
—|—7 g (m[.xj + ety kxj)ﬁwl.j (C.3)
beB

where we now use the superscript notation f” and m? for the boundary forces (replacing /"> and m!”). The
superscript “b” indicates an external contact point, whereas x] is the location of the (interior) reference
point x” of the peripheral particle that contains the contact 5. Vector r;.”’ joins the reference point x” of par-
ticle n to the external contact point b. Because the external forces are in equilibrium, Y /7 = 0, and the first
sum in Eq. (C.3) will, henceforth, be removed.

We now restrict the virtual displacements in SWf,"1 to the fields di; and d&; of Eqs. (12) and (13), so that
Eq. (C.2) becomes

W =SS el - S0 S gl — 5 3 S

n  mevV n  mev n  mevV
- = Z Z m" + et f}' ) (6@? + xcho%) (C4)
n  mevV

Because the internal contact forces are self-equilibrating (Eq. (3)), the first term in Eq. (C.4) is zero and the
second term can be simplified as
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772 anm 78,0 :7iz<fnmxn+fmn m)au _ Zfzclc&‘ (C.5)

n  mev
where the contact force f; = /" = —f"" and the branch vector /; = x7' — xJ. In this notation, f{ is the con-
tact force exerted by particle m on particle n ; and lj connects x; to x7'. The internal contact moments are
also self-equilibrating, so the sum of products m"™dw? in Eq. (C.4) is also zero, and the equation can be

simplified as

st = Zf;l‘s 0 +—Zf‘ JSduly — Ze,,kfk 130!

ceV ceV
+5 ; (m1s + eunt (rexy = rie ) ) sl (C.6)

with the symmetric tensor J9, = x7x; — x)x{. The radial vector 7 is measured from the reference point x" of
particle 7 to its contact ¢ with neighbor m; radial vector 77 is from the reference point x” of particle m to
the same contact point. The branch vector in Eq. (C.6) can also be expressed as /; = r}¢ — /.

Eqs. (6), (C.3) and (C.6) imply the following equivalences among the force sums:

- fo’ x) = Zfﬂ; (C.7)

beB celV

1 b n_n 1 c yc

;Z ixjxk:VZ i (C.8)
beB celV

2 Z (m + euu”bfk> — Ze,jkfk (C.9)
beB ceV

1 c nc m jc _.n

- hz; mb + e,/krzbfk) =7 XV: [mflj +eunfi (7 ( X =] xj)] (C.10)

€ ce

Bardet and Vardoulakis (2001) derived these same equations and used them to find expressions for the aver-
age stress in a representative volume. For example, Eq. (C.7) leads to the average stress

o A = A i
celV
The difference between this definition and that in Eq. (36) lies in their summation ranges. In Eq. (C.11), the
summation on the right is limited to interior contacts, but the summation on the right of Eq. (36) is carried
over all contacts, both interior and exterior. Eq. (C.9) implies that the average stress may not be symmetric,
even in the absence of contact moments, since

e = % bz (m + eur’! ) = Ze,,u’k (C.12)
€B ceV
which can be non-zero even when the moments m? are zero.

Egs. (C.7)—~(C.10) are a valid consequence of equilibrium, but we must also determine whether the sums
satisfy the three conditions prescribed in Section 1. In regard to Condition 1, all of the sums in Eqgs. (C.7)-
(C.10) fail: none is independent of the reference points x” that are assigned to the peripheral particles (Fig.
Ic). This shortcoming is evident in Eq. (C.9), since shifting a peripheral particle’s reference point will alter
its location x7 and the radial vector r’}”, which will change the sums on the left of Eqgs. (C.7)—(C.10). For
example, shifting the reference point X" of a single peripheral particle will alter the stress anisotropy in
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Eq. (C.9). It might be reasoned that this shortcoming is a consequence of forcing the continuum restriction
of Eq. (12) at the discrete points x". The shortcoming in the sums is more fundamental, however, particu-
larly in regard to Condition 3, as will be shown below. As for Condition 2, the sums in Egs. (C.7)—-(C.10) are
objective for the same reasons given in Section 3.5 for the sums in Egs. (19)—(22). The third condition is
addressed in the following paragraphs.

Moment equilibrium is valid for any choice of a central point. In the first part of this appendix, moment
equilibrium has been applied with respect to a different central point for each particle (Eq. (2)), since these
central points coincide with the particle reference points x”. Another possible choice is a single, common
central point for all particles in the representative volume, as was done in Section 3.7. With this approach,
the moment equilibrium equations (2), are replaced with those in Eqs. (46), and the virtual work & peel — alt
in Eq. (4) becomes

SWd,lfalt — Z (anh + anm> 814" 4+ Z (Z ( nh + eljkx”b knh)

n beB mey n beB

3 (i + ey k'")) S =0 (C.13)

mev

where the superscript “alt” distinguishes the virtual work & W' ~2!" from the work 3 W™ in Eq. (4). Neglect-
ing the contribution of body forces and moments, /" and m!, the new external and internal works are

5W§,l—all _ Z anbau 4= Z Z (m + el/kx"h ’7b) 8@ (C14)

n  beB n  beB
SWId,l—all _ Z ;fnmSu - Z ; (m + eukx”m )8(0 (CIS)

Although the equilibrium equations (46) are as valid as Egs. (2),, the resulting external virtual work expres-
sions (C.1) and (C.14) are different, as are the internal work expressions (C.2) and (C.15). After restricting
the displacements and rotations to the continuum fields in Egs. (12) and (13), the alternative external virtual
work is

/4 Zfbﬁu + = Zfbx”Su +2V Zflh o "Sul/k—&— Z (m +€kahfk>

beB beB

+ = Z (m X/ —I—elgkx[fk ) (C.16)
beB
In this equation, vector x is measured from the common central point to the reference point x" of particle
n, since we have constrained the virtual displacements to coincide with the continuum field (12) at these
points. The vectors x;?”, however, are measured to the external contacts, as required for moment equilib-
rium. The fourth sum in Eq. (C.16) is zero, since the representative volume must be in (external) moment
equilibrium.
Because Egs. (C.3) and (C.16) differ, they will imply different average stresses. To find the alteration of
stress, we also write the internal work (C.15) in terms of the continuum variables:

Wdl dlt Zf;plc6 +_ Z Jc Su ?/k Z ( lle + eiZkf}:‘xglj)Sw?j (C17)

where the x{ are measured to the interior contact points, and ff = f"" = —f"". This internal work expres-
sion differs from that in Eq. (C.6). Comparing Egs. (C.3) and (C.6) with Egs. (C.16) and (C.17), we see that
shifting the central point for moment equilibrium will alter the stress quantities. In particular, the virtual
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rotation 3! does no work in SW‘,“_ah, so that each sum in Eq. (C.9) is now zero, and the stress anisotropy

in Eq. (C.12) is zero. Moreover, the sums in Eq. (C.10) are now replaced with

1 1 . o
7 Z (mf’ + ewnxh kb)xj’,’ =7 Z (ml‘ I5+ e,-[kfk‘x;l}) (C.18)

beB celV

so that the average couple stress and stress moment are altered as well. In summary, stress formulations
derived from the work 8 W®!, as with Bardet and Vardoulakis (2001), violate Conditions 1 and 3.
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