2001.06425v1 [math.AP] 17 Jan 2020

arXiv

Derivation of a refined 6-parameter shell model: Descent from the
three-dimensional Cosserat elasticity using a method of classical shell
theory

Mircea Birsan'

February 8, 2022

Dedicated to Professor Sanda Cleja-Tigoiu on the occasion of her 70th birthday

Abstract

Starting from the three-dimensional Cosserat elasticity, we derive a two-dimensional model for isotropic
elastic shells. For the dimensional reduction, we employ a derivation method similar to that used in classical
shell theory, as presented systematically by Steigmann in [J. Elast. 111: 91-107, 2013]. As a result, we
obtain a geometrically nonlinear Cosserat shell model with a specific form of the strain-energy density, which
has a simple expression with coefficients depending on the initial curvature tensor and on three-dimensional
material constants. The explicit forms of the stress-strain relations and the local equilibrium equations are
also recorded. Finally, we compare our results with other 6-parameter shell models and discuss the relation
to the classical Koiter shell model.
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1 Introduction

Elastic shell theory is an important branch of the mechanics of deformable bodies, in view of its applications in
engineering. It is also a current domain of active research, because scientists are looking for new shell models,
with better properties. This task is not easy, since the shell model should be simple enough to be manageable
in practical engineering problems, but on the other side it should be complex enough to account for relevant
curvature and three-dimensional effects.

The classical shell theory, also called the first order approximation theory, presents relatively simple shell
models (e.g., the well-known Koiter shell model), but it is not applicable to all shell problems. The classical
approach can be employed only if the Kirchhoff-Love hypotheses are satisfied; moreover, one can observe the
effect of accuracy loss in classical shell theory for certain problems (see, e.g. [2]). Therefore, more refined shell
theories are needed.

One of the most general theories of shells, which has been much developed in the last decades, is the so-called
6-parameter shell theory. This approach has been initially proposed by Reissner [25]. The theory of 6-parameter
shells, presented in the books [16][]], involves two independent kinematic fields: the translation vector (3 degrees
of freedom) and the rotation tensor (3 additional degrees of freedom). Some of the achievements of this general
shell theory have been presented in [9] 14, 23]. We mention that the kinematical structure of 6-parameter
shells is identical to the kinematical structure of Cosserat shells, which are regarded as deformable surfaces
with a triad of rigid directors describing the orientation of material points. Thus, the rotation tensor in the
6-parameter model accounts for the orientation change of the triad of directors. General results concerning the
existence of minimizers in the 6-parameter shell theory have been presented in [4].
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In order to be useful in practice, the shell model should present a concrete (specific) form of the constitutive
relations and strain-energy density. The specific form should satisfy these two requirements: the coefficients
of the strain-energy density should be determined in terms of the three-dimensional material constants and
they should depend on the (initial) curvature tensor b of the reference configuration. In the literature of 6-
parameter shells, we were not able to find a satisfactory strain-energy density for isotropic shells: the available
specific forms are either too simple (in the sense that the coefficients are constant, i.e. independent of the initial
curvature b), or they are general functions of the strain measures, which coefficients are not identified in terms
of three-dimensional material constants.

Our present work aims to fill this gap and establishes a specific form for the strain-energy density of isotropic
6-parameter (Cosserat) elastic shells, together with explicit stress-strain relations, which fulfill the above re-
quirements. In this model, we retain the terms up to the order O(h3) with respect to the shell thickness h
and derive a relatively simple expression of the strain-energy density, which can be used in applications. To
obtain the two-dimensional strain-energy density (i.e., written as a function of (x1,x2), the surface curvilinear
coordinates), we descend from a Cosserat three-dimensional elastic model and apply the derivation method from
the classical theory of shells, which was systematically presented by Steigmann in [27], 28] 29]. Thus, in Sec-
tion 2 we introduce the three-dimensional Cosserat continuum in curvilinear coordinates, with the appropriate
strain measures (), @), equilibrium equations @) and constitutive relations (@)-([). In Section Bl we describe
briefly the geometry of surfaces and the kinematics of 6-parameter shells, and define the shell strain tensor and
bending-curvature tensor (BH]).

In the main Section [ we derive the two-dimensional shell model by performing the integration over the
thickness and using the aforementioned derivation method [29], inspired by the classical shell theory. Here, we
adopt some assumptions which are common in the shell approaches (such as, for instance, the stress vectors on
the major faces of the shells are of order O(h?®)) and are able to neglect some higher-order terms to obtain a
simplified form of the strain-energy density (67)). For the sake of completeness, we also present the equilibrium
equations for 6-parameter (Cosserat) shells ([89)), which we deduce from the condition that the equilibrium state
is a stationary point of the energy functional.

Section [ is devoted to further remarks and comments on the derived Cosserat shell model. We introduce
the fourth-order tensor of elastic moduli for shells ([@F), [@9) and present the explicit form of the stress-strain
relations (I06). In order to compare our results with other 6-parameter shell models, we write the strain-energy
density in an alternative useful form ([I12]). We pay special attention to the comparison with the Cosserat shell
model of order O(h®) which has been presented recently in [3]. Although the derivation methods are different,
we obtain the same form of the strain-energy density, except for the coefficients of the transverse shear energy,
which are unequal. The value of the transverse shear coefficient derived in the present work is confirmed by the
results obtained previously through I'-convergence in [21] for the case of plates.

Finally, we discuss in Subsection the relation between our 6-parameter shell model and the classical
Koiter model. We show that, if we adopt appropriate restrictions (the material is a Cauchy continuum and the
Kirchhoff-Love hypotheses are satisfied), we are able to reduce the form of our strain-energy density to obtain
the classical Koiter energy, see (I32).

Notations

Let us present next some useful notations which will be used throughout this paper. The Latin indices i, j, k, ...
range over the set {1,2, 3}, while the Greek indices «, 3,7, ... range over the set {1,2}. The Einstein summation
convention over repeated indices is used. A subscript comma preceding an index i (or «) designates partial

differentiation with respect to the variable x; (oder z, , respectively), e.g. f,;= —f . We denote by 5{ the
i

oz
Kronecker symbol, i.e. 55 =1 for ¢ = 7, while 5{ =0 for i # j.
We employ the direct tensor notation. Thus, ® designates the dyadic product, 13 = g; ® g* is the unit
second order tensor in the 3-space, and axl(W) stands for the axial vector of any skew-symmetric tensor W.
Let tr(X) denote the trace of any second order tensor X. The symmetric part, skew-symmetric part, and
deviatoric part of X are defined by

(X +X7), skewX =-(X-XT"), deV3X:X—%(trX)]lg.

N =

1
X ==
sym 5



The scalar product between any second order tensors A = A%g, ® g; = Aij 9" ®g’ and B = B¥g, ®g, =
B g* ©g' is denoted by B
A:B=tr(A"B) = AYB;; = AuB".

If C = C’ijklgi ®g; ® g, ® g, is a fourth-order tensor, then we use the corresponding notations
C:B=C""Byg,®g,, A:C=C"Aj;g,0g9, A:C:B=C"A;By.
For any vector v = v'g; = v; g* we write as usual

Av = Aijvj g; = Aijvj g and vA = ATy = Ay, g;= Aijvi g’

2 Three-dimensional Cosserat elastic continua

Let us consider a three-dimensional Cosserat body which occupies the domain ¢ C R? in its reference config-
uration. The deformation is characterized by the vectorial map ¢, : Q¢ — Q. (here is Q. C R3 the deformed
configuration) and the microrotation tensor Re : ¢ — SO(3) (the special orthogonal group).

On the reference configuration Q¢ we consider a system of curvilinear coordinates (x1, 2, z3), which are
induced by the parametric representation © : Q) — Q¢ with (21, x2,23) € Q. Using the common notations,

we introduce the covariant base vectors g; := — = @,; and the contravariant base vectors g’ with g’ -g, = 5g .

8171'
Let
P Qh — 907 QO((El,(EQ,.’I]g}) = @E(e(xl,(EQ,fE?,)),

be the deformation function and ‘
Fe=p,i®g"

the deformation gradient. We refer the domain Q to the orthonormal vector basis {e1, e, es}, such that
(z1,22,23) = x;€; and V,0 = O,; ®e; = g, ® e;. The microrotation tensor can be represented as

R:=d;®d},

where {d} ,d5,d3 } is the orthonormal triad of directors in the reference configuration Q¢ and {d; ,da,d3 } is
the orthonormal triad of directors in the deformed configuration {2, . We denote by Q. the elastic microrotation
given by

Q. : O — SO(3), Q. (1,22, 33) := Re(O(x1, 32, 23)).

We choose the initial microrotation tensor @ such that
Q, = polar (V,0) € SO(3) and Q,=d! ®e;. (1)

Let
E:=QlF:—1; (2)

denote the (non-symmetric) strain tensor for nonlinear micropolar media and
T .
r=ax1(Q.Q.,)®g' (3)

be the wryness tensor (see e.g., 22 241 [7]), which is a strain measure for curvature (orientation change).
The local equations of equilibrium can be written in the form

DivT + f =0, DivM — axl(FT" — T"F¢) +c =0, (4)

where T and M are the stress tensor and the couple stress tensor (of the first Piola-Kirchhoff type), f and ¢ are
the external body force and couple vectors. To the balance equations (@) one can adjoin boundary conditions.
Under hyperelasticity assumptions, the stress tensors T' and M are expressed by the constitutive equations

ry _ OW oW
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where W = W (E,T) is the elastically stored energy density. Using the Cosserat model for isotropic materials
presented in [20] 3], we assume the following representation for the energy density

W(E.T) = Wap(E) + Weure (L), (©)

Wip(E) = || devssym E || + pu. || skew E ||? + g (trE)2 (7)
= ulsymE P + | skew B[P + 3 (wE),

WD) = L2 (b1 || devs sym T + by | skew T2 + by (1rT)? ) ®)
=ulL? (b1 | symT[|> + by [|skewT'||* + (bs — %)(trl"f) )

where 1 > 0 is the shear modulus, A the Lamé constant, x = %(3)\4— 2p1) is the bulk modulus of classical isotropic
elasticity, and p. > 0 is the so-called Cosserat couple modulus, by, ba, bg > 0 are dimensionless constitutive
coefficients and the parameter L. > 0 introduces an internal length which is characteristic for the material.

We remark that the model is geometrically nonlinear (since the strain measures E , T' are nonlinear functions
of p,Q.,), but it is physically linear in view of (Bl)-(8). Thus, let us denote by

C=C"Mg, 09,029,089, and G=G"Mg,0g,0g,0g,
the fourth-order tensors of the elastic moduli such that
Q'T = C:E = 2pdevssymE + 2pu.skew E + k(tr E)1s = 2usymE + 2p, skew E + Atr E)13,
Q"M = G:T = 2uL? (bldeV3symI‘+ by skew T + bg(trr)]lg).
By virtue of (@), we see that the tensor components are

Cliikl — 4, (gikgjl +gilgjk) +Mc(gikgjl _gilgjk) T Aghight,

3 o o by (10)
G = L2 (b1 (g™ +9"g™) + b2 (99" = g"g™) +2(bs — ) 97"
which satisfy the major symmetries C%* = CFi = Gkl = Gk Hence, we have
_ 1 — 1= — 1 — 1
me(E):E(QZT):E:§E:Q:E, Wcurv(r):§(QZM);r:§r:g;r. (11)

Under these assumptions, the deformation function ¢ and microrotation tensor @, are the solution of the
following minimization problem

I:/ W(E,T)dV — min w.rt. (¢,Q,). (12)
Q¢

For the sake of simplicity, we assume here that no external body and surface loads are present. The existence
of minimizers to this energy functional has been proved by the direct methods of the calculus of variations (see,

e.g., [18, 20]).

3 Geometry and kinematics of three-dimensional Cosserat shells

For a shell-like three-dimensional Cosserat body, the parametric representation ® has the special form (see,

e.g., [10, 16, [8])
O(x) = yo (71, 72) + 73 N0 (1, T2), (13)

Yo,1 X Yo,2

||y071 X yo,z”
The parameter domain §2; has the special form

where ng = is the unit normal vector to the surface we , defined by the position vector yq(x1, x2).

h h
Q) = {((El,fbg,(bg)‘ (21, 22) cwCR? z3¢ (—5,5)},



where h is the thickness. Thus, (z1,x2) are curvilinear coordinates on the midsurface we = yo(w) and z3 is the
coordinate through the thickness of the shell-like body €)¢ .
We denote the covariant and contravariant base vectors in the tangent plane of w¢ as usual by

0
aa*ﬂ* aﬁ~aa:5g (o, 6=1,2) and set as=a’>=ng.

Oz Yo,a>
The surface gradient and surface divergence are then defined by

0
Gradsfza—f@)ao‘:f,a@ao‘, DiviT = T,,a“.
T

We introduce the first and second fundamental tensors of the surface we by

a = Grad; yg = an ® a® = a,pa* ® af =a*fa, ® ag, (14)
b:=—-Grad;ng = —ng,on ®a® =bypa” ® af = bg a, ® a’,

which are symmetric. We shall also need the skew-symmetric tensor c, called the alternator tensor in the
tangent plane, defined by

1
C'=—ca88a® a3 =0a¢c3a%® a’, with a:= \/det(aag) >0, (15)
a

where e, is the two-dimensional alternator (€12 = —eo1 = 1, €11 = €22 = 0) and a(z1,x2) determines the
elemental area of the surface we . In view of (1)) and ([I3]), we can show that (see [3| f. (46)])
ng = dg = Q063 . (16)

The fundamental tensors satisfy the relation of Cayley-Hamilton type
b’> —2Hb+ Ka =0, 2H :=trb =02, K := det b = det(b3), (17)

where H and K are the mean curvature and the Gauf curvature of the surface we, respectively. We note that
a plays the role of the identity tensor in the tangent plane and designate by

b*:=-b+2Ha (18)
the cofactor of b in the tangent plane, since bb* = Ka in view of [I7); . Let us introduce the tensors

—1

pi=a—x3b, pli=-(a—ax3b*), with ppl=p'u=a, (19)

S| =

where b is the determinant
b:i=detp=1—2Hz3+ K 2. (20)

By virtue of g; = ©,; and ([[3), (IJ), we find the relations

1

go=nas, g =pla®, g3=g"=no, (21)

which are well-known in the literature on shells. Hence, we have

H=g,®a"=a"®g,, ”71:ga®aa:aa®ga- (22)
In the derivation of the shell model we shall employ the expansion of various functions with respect to x3
0
about 0. Therefore, we denote the derivative of functions with respect to x3 with a prime, i.e. f’:= 8—f .
3
We can decompose the deformation gradient as follows
F5:F5]].3ZFg(a-i-’l’Lo(X)’l’Lo)ZFga—f—(ano)@no, (23)



where

Feng = (9, ®g")no=p,3=¢' and (24)
F:a = (Grads o)p . (25)

To prove [25]), we use (ZII), (Z2) and write
Fea=(p,i®g)a=p,a29" = (p,a@a”)(as @ g°) = (Grad, p)pu " .

Substituting ([24) and 28]) into (23], we get
F¢ = (Gradsp) ™'+ @ng. (26)

We shall also need the derivatives of F¢ with respect to x3. These are

Fi = (Grad, @) p=! + (Grad, ) (p?) +¢” @nq,

(27)
F{ = (Grad, ¢") p~* + 2(Grad, ¢') (u’l)/ + (Grads ¢) (u’l)” +¢" @ng.
Differentiating (I9) with respect to x5, we deduce
p=-b =0 (p) =pTopl, (b)) =2n"bplbp (28)

Let us take x3 = 0 in relations (28)-(28). In what follows, we employ the notation f,:= f |x 0 for any function
-

f. Thus, we have ) B
B = a, (;fl)o =a, (u71)0 =b, (u71)0 = 2b* (29)

and
(Fe)o = (Grad, 9)o + @) © o,

(F¢)y = (Grads ¢")o + (Grads ¢)o b+ ¢f @ ng (30)
(F¢)d = (Grads ¢")o + 2(CGrads ") b+ 2(Grad, ¢)o b® + ) @ ng .

Let us write the Taylor expansion of the deformation function ¢(x1, 22, x3) with respect to x3 in the form

I2 .IS
p(r1, 22, 23) = m(z1,22) + 23 a1, 22) + 73 B(x1,x2) + 33 Y(x1,x2) + -+, (31)
where
M=Q,, =0 = <P/|m3:0 =9y, B= <P”|13:0 =¢y  etc (32)

On the other hand, we assume that the microrotation tensor @, does not depend on z3, i.e.

Q. (i) = Q. (w1, 2). (33)

By virtue of ([B0)-([3), we can write the strain tensor E = QZFg — 13 and its derivatives on the midsurface
Tr3 = 0:
EO = QZ(F&)O - ]].3 = QZ(GradSm—l— o ®'I’LQ) - ]].3 y

E, = Q! (F¢), = QT [Grad, a + (Grad, m)b + B @ ny) , (34)
E, = Q!'(F¢), = QI'[Grad, B +2(Grad, a)b + 2(Grad, m)b? + v ® no] .

We note that the surface we (characterized by x3 = 0) is the midsurface of the reference shell ¢, while
m(xq1,22) and Q. (x1,x2) represent the deformation vector and microrotation tensor, respectively, for this
reference midsurface wg . Corresponding to m and Q. we introduce now the elastic shell strain tensor E°
and the elastic shell bending-curvature tensor K¢, which are usually employed in the 6-parameter shell theory

16} 18] 13} 4, 5]
E° = Q!Gradym —a, K°:= axl(QLQ..)®a" (35)



These strain measures describe the deformation of the midsurface we , see e.g. [6l [7]. With the help of (B3],
and the decomposition 13 = a + ny @ ny we can write the relation [34); in the form

Ey = E°+(Qla—ng) @ng = E°+ Q! (a—ds) ®ng. (36)

In the same way, we can compute the wryness tensor I' and its derivatives on the midsurface x3 = 0 in terms
of the bending-curvature tensor K°. In view of (ZII), (Z9) and (B3]) we have

o= (1(QFQ.) ®¢') = ax1(QIQ.,) ®a® = K*,

3=0
r)= (axl(QeTQe)i) ®gi);3:0 = ax1(Q1Q,.) ® [(p1), a*] = [ax1(Q!Q,,) ®a*]b = Kb,  (37)

Iy = ax1(Q7Q.,) @ [(n), a®] = 2[ax1(Q7 Q. ) ® a®]b* = 2K°b”.

These expressions will be useful in the sequel.

4 Derivation of the two-dimensional shell model

In order to obtain the expression of the elastically stored energy density for the two-dimensional shell model, we
shall integrate the strain energy density W over the thickness and then perform some simplifications, suggested
by the classical shell theory. Thus, in view of [I2]) the total elastically stored strain-energy is

h/2
1:/ W(E,F)dV:/ (/ W(E,I‘)b(zl,xg,xg)dxg)da, (38)
Qe we NJ—hy2

where b(z;) is given by 20) and da = a(z1,22) dzidrs = \/det(ang)dzridzs is the elemental area of the

midsurface we .

4.1 Integration over the thickness

With a view toward integrating with respect to a3, we expand the integrand from (B8)) in the form
!/ 1 1
Wb = (Wb), +z3 (Wb), + 3 x5 (Wb), + O(x3)
and find
h/2 h3
Wbdxs = h (Wb), + —
—hy2 ( )0 24
By differentiating 20) we get by =1, by, = —2H , bj = 2K . Hence, we have

(Wb), = Wobo = W,

(W), + o(h®). (39)

(W), = (W'b+ W), = W§ — 2H Wy, (40)
(Wb)y = W — 4H W} + 2K W .

Inserting (@0) into (39) we obtain the expression
hi2 h? h? " / 3
Whdzs = (h+—K)WO+ﬂ (W — AH W{) + o(h®). (41)

nj2 12

According to our constitutive assumptions (@)-(IIl), we can write

_ 1_— — 1 — 1 —
Wo = Wup(Eo) + Weurv(To) = EEO :C:Ep+ 51_‘0 :G:To == (QITy) : Eo + g(QzMo) :To,

1
2
W, = Ey:C:Ey+T):G:Ty = (QITo) : Ey+ (QTM,) : T},
Wi/ :ES:Q:EWLE{):Q:EQ+F3:Q:FO+F{):Q:I‘{)

1

= (QI'Ty) : Ey + (QTT}) : By + (QTM,) : Ty + (QTM,) : Ty



If we use the relations (34)-(B7) in (Z2) and substitute this in (@I]), we deduce the following successive expressions
h/2 1 h3 .
Whdzs = 5 (h + 35 K) Q7T : (E° + (QT o — mo) ®myo) + (QT M) : K]
—h/2
h3
+57{To: [Grad, B +2(Grad, )b+ 2(Grad, m)b” + v @ no)

+T) : [Grad, e + (Grad, m)b + B ® ng| + 2(QT M) : (Kb%) + (QTM,) : (K°D)
~4H Ty : [Grad, & + (Grad, m)b + B8 no| — 4H(QI M) : (K°b)} + oh®)

or, using the decomposition Ty = Tya + Toyny ® ng

h/2 1 h3 T e T T TN €
Whdzs = 3(h+ 35 K)[(QIToa) : B+ (QI Tomo) - (@ —no) + (Q Mo) : K]
—h)2

3

+Z—4{ (Toa) : [Grad, B + 2(Grad, )b + 2(CGrad, m)b?] + (Tono) -
+(Tha) : [Grad, a + (Grad, m)b] + (Tyno) - B+ 2(QT M) : (K°b%) + (QTM,) : (K°b)
~4H(Tya) : [Grad, o+ (Grad, m)b] — 4H (Tono) - B — 4H (QI M) : (K°b) } + o(h?).
Making some further calculations using (I7) and (IS), we obtain

h)2

1 h3 . — o 1 h3
s = 5(h =K 5)[(QIToa) : B* + (QI o) : K] + 5 (h+ 15 K ) (Tomo) - (o — )
A / 7 e (43)
+5:{(Toa) : [Grad, a+ (Grad, m)b] + (Tyno) - B+ (Q M) : (Kb)

+(Toa) : [Grad, B —2(Grad, a)b* — 2K (Q,a)] + (Tono) - (v —4HB) } + o(h®).

4.2 Reduced form of the strain energy density

The expression (@3] of the strain energy density per unit area of we can be further reduced, provided we make
some assumptions and simplifications which are common in the classical shell theory. Thus, let us denote by
t* the stress vectors on the major faces (upper and lower surfaces) of the shell, given by z3 = :I:% . We notice
that ng is orthogonal to the major faces and write

h h?
) ng = Tong + § T6’I’L0 + — Tg’I’LO + O(h3),

h
+ b
t —T(xa, 3

2

h h?
t— = T(Ia y 7 ) (—’no) = —To’no —+ 5 T6n0 — ? Tgno —+ O(hg),

which yields
tt 4+t~ = hTyno+O(h*) and  tT —t= = 2Toyng + O(h?). (44)

We assume as in the classical theory that ¢+ are of order O(h?*) and from (@) we find
Tong = O(h?)  and ono = O(h?). (45)

On the basis of [{@H]) and following the same rational as in the classical shell theory (see, e.g. [29]), we shall
neglect these quantities and replace

Tono =0 and Téno =0 (46)



in all terms of the energy density ([@3]). Moreover, we regard the relations [{G) as two equations for the
determination of the vectors e and 3 in the expansion BI). Thus, from @3] and (46) we obtain

h/2 1 h3 o
Whday = 5 (h-K35)[(QIToa) : B + (QI M) : K]
hy2 2 12
L (Ta) : [Grad, o+ (Grad, m)b] + (QTNT) : (K°D) (47)
24
+(T0a) : [Grads B— 2(Grad5 a) b* — 2K (Qea)] }
In view of (B34)-([B4]), the equations [{6) can be written in the form
|:Q : (_E8 + (QZ(X — no) ®n0):|n0 = O,
(48)
[g :(QFGrad, o+ (E° + a)b+ Q7B ® no)} ny = 0.
The first equation [@8]); can be used to determine the vector ax: we obtain successively
[+ e)a+ (0 + 240 ng @ o] (QT e = mo) = —(C 5 B)mo,
or equivalently,
1 1
Qeo—mo=— [u FTAD S A o [ = ) (o B¥) + (i1 B o],
which yields (since Q. no = Q.d3 = d3)
_ _ A e _ = P e
a—(l e i )d3 E—” Q. (noE"). (49)

Further, we solve the second equation [A8])3 to determine the vector 3. To this aim, we insert e given by (49)
into @82 and (in order to avoid quadratic terms and derivatives of the strain measures E°, K¢) we use the
approximation

QT Grad,a ~ QT Grad,ds.
Since Q' Grad,ds = cK®—b (see [3, f. (70)]), we use

Q' Gradsa = cK®—b (50)
and the equation (@82 becomes
[g (Eb+cK +QlB® no)}no =0,
which can be solved similarly as the equation (4g]); and yields

W= e
Mot e

B= tr (E°b+cK®)ds — Q.(noE°b). (51)

A+ 2u

In view of ([@J)-(5), we can write the tensors Eg and Eé in (36) and B4)2 in compact form

(tr B%) mo + Z—Fe

Bo=E - |

(noE?)| @no = Lu, (EY),
(52)

By = (E%b+cK*) - | tr(E°b + cK®) no + 5% (ng Bb) | @ ng = Ln, (B + cK°),

A+2p Pt e

where we have denoted for convenience with L, the following linear operator

A o — He
L, (X)=X — tr X ® —
0( ) (l” )’I’LQ o I+ e

A+ 2u

(noX) ® nyg for any X = X;na' @ a®. (53)



To write the strain-energy density in a condensed form, we designate by

Winixt (X, Y) := p(sym X) : (symY) + pc(skew X) : (skewY') + Ad (trX) (trY)

A+ 2u (54)
22X + p)
= p(devgsym X): (devgsymY) + pic(skewX) : (skewY) + =2 (trX) (trY)
3(N+2p)
the bilinear form corresponding to the quadratic form
A2 2
Winixt (X) = Wit (X, X) = Wip(X) — ————— (trX)
2N+ 2p) (55)
A
= pllsym X || + e skew X |2 + T/;u (trX)®.
For Cosserat shells, it is convenient to introduce the following bilinear form
Weon(X. V) = Wi (X.¥) — E=HD (1 %) (o) (56)
2(p + pe)
for any two tensors of the form X = X;,a' ® a®, Y = Yj,a' ® a®, and the corresponding quadratic form
WCOSS(X) = WCOSS(X) X) = Wmixt(X) - M ||’I’I,0X||2, (57)
2(p + pe)

where ng X = X3,a®. We shall prove later that the quadratic form Wess (X)) is positive definite, see ([03)).
With these notations, we can prove by a straightforward calculation the following useful relation

1 .
Weoss(X) = §X:Q:LHO(X) for any X = X;,a'®a®. (58)
Indeed, we have from (), (E3), GI), 1)
O - X - C-X_X-C - K= fe
X:C:Ly(X) =X:C:X X.Q.[)\+2#(trX)no®no+u+'uc(noX)®n0}
= 2Wop(X) — X : | (X)) Lo+ (um )(nX)@n—l—Mn@(nX)}
mp ')\+2N 3 M= He 0 0 Py 0 0

2

2
(trX)2 _ (n—pe) 10X ||
A+2pu Bt e

(M_ﬂc)z
) — Y [n0X[|> = 2Weess(X)

= 2Wop(X) -

= 2I/Vmixt (X

and the relation (B8] is proved.
Now, we can simplify the terms appearing in the strain-energy density ([@T): making use of (&), (G0), (52
and (B8) we find

(QIToa) : E°=E°: (QITy) =E°: (C:Eo) = E°: C: Ly, (E°) = 2Woss (E°) (59)
and
(Tha) : [Grad, o + (Grad, m)b] = (QI Tha) : [(cK° —b) + (E° + a)b] = (QIT}) : (E°b+ cK°) (50)
= (E°b+cK®): (C:Ep) = (Eb+cK®) : C: Ly (E°b + cK®) = 2Weoss (E°b + cK°)
and
(Toa) : [(Grad, a)b* + K(Q.a)] = (QI Toa) : [(cK® —b)b" + Ka] = (QI'To) : (cK°b)
= (C: Ep) : (cK°b") = [2usym Eq + 2p.skew Ey + A(tr Eo)13] : (cK°b")
(61)

* e e * 2\ e ep*
= 2usym(E8) : sym (cKeb ) + 2 skew(E ) : skew (cK b ) + )\—l—gu tr(E )tr(cK b )

- 2WCOSS (Ee ) CKeb*)v

10



tr E° and the tensor cK°b* is a planar tensor with basis {a® ® a”}.

since tr Eg =
A+ 2p
Further, the two terms involving the bending-curvature tensor K° in the strain-energy density (1) can be

transformed as follows: by virtue of (@), (II)) and ([B7) we have
(QIM,) : K =K°: (G:To) =K°: G: K°=2W (K°) (62)
and )
(QI'M,) : (Kb) = (K°b) : (G:T() = (K°b) : G : (K°b) = 2W_yrv (K°D). (63)

Finally, the term (Tpa) : Grads3 appearing in the strain-energy density (1) can be discarded. To justify
this, we proceed as in the classical shell theory, see e.g. [28] 29]: the three-dimensional equilibrium equation
DivT =0 can be written as T,; g° = 0, or equivalently

T,.g%+T'nyg=0.
Therefore, on the midsurface x3 = 0 we have

Ty oa” +Ting = 0. (64)
On the other hand, we see that

Ty a® = (Toa +Tong ® no),a a® = (Toa),a a® + Tong (no,a . ao‘) = Divs(Tpa) — 2H Tong .
Inserting the last relation into (G4]) we find
Divs(Toa) + Tyng — 2H Tong = 0. (65)

With help of ({#6l), (65) and the divergence theorem for surfaces we get

/ (Toa) : (Grad, B)da = / [Div,(B(Ta)) — B - Divy(Toa)|da =

we

= / ﬁ(Toa) vdl — B - (2H Tong — Téno)da = / 8- (Toa)udf,
Owe Owe

we

where v is the unit normal to the boundary curve Owe lying in the tangent plane. The last integral in (G0)
represents a prescribed constant (determined by the boundary data on dwe), which can be omitted, since its
variation vanishes identically and thus does not influence the minimizers of the energy functional.

In conclusion, using the results (59)-(63)) in the equation [#7) we obtain the following expression of the areal
strain-energy density for Cosserat shells

Wshcll(Ee;Ke) = (h_K;L_;) [WCOSS(EB) +Wcurv(Ke)]
(67)
3

h
+ E [WCoss (Eeb + CKB) - 2WCoss (Ee ) CKeb*) + Wcurv (Keb)]a

where Weoss is defined by (B6), (E7) (see also equations (@) and (I05) and Wey,y is given in (). This is the
elastically stored strain-energy density for our model, which determines the constitutive equations. In Section
we shall present a useful alternative form of the energy Wyhon(E®, K€), together with explicit stress-strain

relations (see (I0G), (I12)).

4.3 The field equations for Cosserat shells

For the sake of completeness, we record here the governing field equations of the derived shell model.
We deduce the form of the equilibrium equations for Cosserat shells from the condition that the solution is
a stationary point of the energy functional I, i.e. we impose that the variation of the energy functional is zero:

oI =0, with [ :/ Wshell(Ee,Ke) da. (68)
we

11



For simplicity we have assumed in (G8)) that the external body loads are vanishing and the boundary conditions
are null. To compute the variation 6/ we write

e e 8WS € e 8WS e e e e
O Wanenl (B, K©) = =%« (0E°) + =52z~ < (5K°) = (QI'N) : (§E°) + (QI M) : (6K°),  (69)
where we have introduced the tensors N and M such that
oW, oW,
T o shell T o shell
Q. N = B and Q.M = IR (70)
Let us denote by
F, .= Gradsm = m,, ®a® (71)

the shell deformation gradient (i.e., the surface gradient of the midsurface deformation m). Then, in view of
@3); we have E° = Q' F, — a and, hence,

SE° = §(QLF, — a) = §(Q Grad;m) = (6Q,)" Gradym + Q! Grad, (m). (72)
To compute Q. , we notice that the tensor (6Q,)Q? is skew-symmetric and we denote

Q:=(6Q,) Z, w = axl(Q2), with Q2 =w x 13. (73)

In the above relations, the axial vector w is the virtual rotation vector and dm is the virtual translation. From
[@3) we get
Q. =2Q, =-(Q/)" (74)

and substituting into ([2) we obtain
SE° = Q! (Grads(6m) — QFy). (75)
Further, in order to compute § K¢, we recall the formula (see [6l f. (63)])

K¢ = % Q! (d; x Grad, d;) — d x Grad, dY | (76)
and write (in view of (74))
od; =46(Q.d}) = (6Q.)d) = QQ.d) = Qd; = w x d; . (77)

Then, from (76) it follows
. 1
SK® = 55[@3(«11- x Grad, d;)]

- % [(0Q.)" (di x Grad, d;) + Q! ((5d;) x Grad, d;) + Q[ (d; x Grad,(0d;))]

78
— % I - 9(di x Grad, d;) + (Qd;) x Grad, d; + d; x Grad,(2d;)] ™
= %QZ[— w x (d; x Grad, d;) + (w x d;) x Grad, d; + d; x Grad,(w x d;)].
By virtue of the Jacobi identity for the cross product, we have
—w x (d; x Grad, d;) + (w x d;) x Grad,; d; = —d; x (w x Grad, d,;)
and inserting this in (7)) we get
SK® = % Q! [d; x (Grad,(w x d;) — w x Grad, d;)]. (79)
For the square brackets in (79) we can write
d; x (Grads(w X d;) — w x Grads di) = —d; x (dl- x Gradyg w) = 2Grad; w, (80)

12



since
_dz X (dz X w;a) = _(dl c W, )d’L + (d’L : di)wva = —W,a +3w70¢ = 2(“)704 .

We substitute (80) into ([9) and find

K° = QY Grad,w. (81)
By virtue of ([{3) and (BIl), the relation ([G9) becomes
§ Wanen = N : (Grady(dm) — QF,) + M : Grad,w . (82)
We can rewrite the term N : (QF) as follows
N:(QF,)=-Q:(F,N")= —w-axl(F,N" — NF}), (83)

since
Q:X =axl(Q)-axl(X — X7T)
for any second order tensor X and any skew-symmetric tensor 2. We use ([83) in (82)) and deduce
6 Wahent = N : Grad(0m) + M : Gradsw + axl(F;N* — NF!) - w. (84)
For the first two terms in the right-hand side of equation (84]) we employ relations of the type
S : Grad,v = Div,(S"v) — (Div,S) v,
together with the divergence theorem on surfaces. Thus, in view of the null boundary conditions on dwg we

derive

N : Grad,s(0m) da = /

Owe

(0m) - (Nv)dl — / (Disz) -(dm)da = —/ (DiVSN) -(dm)da  (85)

we we

and similarly

/ M : Gradswda = —/ (DiveM) - wda. (86)
we we
Finally, in view of (&4))-(8dl) we obtain
0=061= [ 6Wapenda=-— / |(Div,N) - (4m) + (Div,M +axi(NFT — F,N")) -w|da,  (87)
we we

for any virtual translation dm and any virtual rotation w = axl((&Qe)QeT). Relation (81) yields the following
local forms of the equilibrium equations

Div,N =0 and Div,M +axl(NF! - F,N") =0. (88)

Remark: The principle of virtual work for 6-parameter shells corresponding to equation (87) has been
presented in [13| [7]. O

If we consider now external body forces f and couples ¢, we can write the equilibrium equations for Cosserat
shells in the general form (see, e.g. [13][7])

Div,N + f=0, Div,M +axl(NF! - F,N") +c=0. (89)

The tensors N and M are the internal surface stress tensor and the internal surface couple tensor (of the first
Piola-Kirchhoff type), respectively. They are given by the relations (70).
The general form of the boundary conditions of mixed type on Owg is (see, e.g. [12 23] @])

Nv = N*, My = M" along dwy,

* (90)
m = m" Q. =Q" along Jwy,

where dw; and dwg build a disjoint partition of the boundary curve dwe . Here, N* and M™ are the external
boundary force and couple vectors respectively, applied along the deformed boundary curve, but measured per
unit length of Owy. On the portion of the boundary dwg we have Dirichlet-type boundary conditions for the
deformation vector m and the microrotation tensor Q. .

Using the obtained form of the energy density (7)) and the relations ({0, we can give the stress-strain
relations in explicit form for our shell model. These will be written in the next section.

13



5 Remarks and discussions on the Cosserat shell model

In this section we write the strain-energy density (G7) in some alternative useful forms and give the explicit
expression for the constitutive equations (Z0). This allows us to compare the derived shell model with other
approaches to 6-parameter shells and with the classical Koiter shell model.

We notice that the shell strain measures E° and K¢ (as well as the shell stress tensors Q7 N and QM)
are tensors of the form X = X;,a’ ® a® (where a® = ng). In what follows, we shall decompose any such tensor
X = X;,a' ® a® in its “planar” part aX = Xgaaﬁ ® a® and its “transversal” part ngX = X3,a® according
to

X=13X=(a+ny®n9)X =aX +no® (noeX). (91)

Note that aX is a planar tensor in the tangent plane, while nyX is a vector in the tangent plane. For instance,
the decomposition of the shell strain tensor E°¢ yields

E°=aE°+ny® (ngE°), aE° = Egaa'@ ® a®, noE° = ES, a%, (92)

where ngE° describes the transverse shear deformations and aE° the in-plane deformation of the shell.
With this representation, we can decompose the constitutive equations ({0) in the following way

aQIN = Sl nQIN = Joihel aQIM - el nQIM - gl (03
5.1 Explicit stress-strain relations
In order to write the stress-strain relations explicitly, let us put the equations (Bl and (B7) in the forms
Weoss(X,Y) = psym(aX) :sym(aY) + p.skew(aX) : skew(aY') + 3 i/éu (trX) (trY)
2 (0 XY - (ngY), (94)

Mt pe

Ap 2 | 2ppe
WossX - X 2 c k X 2 tr X X 2
o) = lsvm@X)|? + plsken(@X) [ + 1 ()7 + 2AE g x|

and note that trX = tr(aX). Suggested by (@), we introduce the fourth order planar tensor Cg of elastic
moduli for the shell

C= Cgﬂwaa ®ag® ay ® as with
95
2\ i 4Bt (95)
A+ 2p

Ogﬁ’yé =p (aa'yaﬁts + aoctsaﬁ'y) + fhe (aa'yaﬁJ o aoctsaﬁ'y) +

afyd _ Ogéaﬁ

Then, the tensor C'g satisfies the major symmetries Cg and we have

2\

Cgo: T =2usymT + 2p.skew T + Nt

(trT)a, (96)

for any planar tensor T' = T 3a® ® a®. Due to the symmetry, the relations (@4) can be written in a simple way

1 200 fhe 1 . 20 phe
WCOSS(X7Y) = E(G‘X) : QS : (aY) + ,UJ/‘L"/L (nOX) ’ (nOY) = 5 CSIBwsXa:BYV& + ,UJ/‘T‘/L X30¢YV30“
(& C (97)
1 20 fhe
Woows(X) = 5(aX): Cs+ (X) + —LEE [no X P,
for any tensors X = X;na' ® a®, Y =Y, a’ ® a®.
Similarly, the quadratic form W, defined by (8) can be put in the form
2 2 2 by 2 bitbs 2
Weury(X) = ,uLc(blﬂsym(aX)H + ba||skew(aX)||* + (bg - 3)(trX) + 5 |10 X || )
(98)
1 bi+0b 1 . bi+b
= 5@X): Gy (aX) + pLZ == |InoX | = 5 G XapXos + p L2 =~ Xaa Xaa
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for any tensor X = X;,a’ ® a®, where the fourth order planar tensor Gg is given by

G = Ggﬂwaa ®ag® ay ® as with

by (99)
Ggmé =plL? (bl (a‘”aﬁ‘s + ao“;am) + by (a‘”a'@‘; — ao“sam) + (b3 — 3) O‘Bcﬂ‘s)
We see that G277 = GY**? and for any planar tensor T = Thza® © @ it holds
by
Gy T =2uL? (blsymT+b2skewT+(b3— 3)(trT) ) (100)

In order to show that the quadratic forms Wcess and Weyyy are positive definite, let us introduce the surface
deviator operator dev, defined by [7]

devy X = X — %(trX) a. (101)

According to Lemma 2.1 in [7] we can decompose any tensor X = X;,a’ ® a® as a direct sum (orthogonal
decomposition) as follows

1
X = devgsym X + skew X + 5 (trX)a. (102)
Then, relations (I0I) and ([I02)) imply
1 1
sym X = devgsym X + 5 (trX)a and llsym X || = ||devssym X ||* + 3 (trX)Q, (103)
Substituting (I03) into the relations ([@6) and (IO0), we get (for any T = T,sa® @ a”)
2
Cq:T =2pdevesym T + 2p. skew T + w (trT) a,
ta . (104)
Gy T =2 L2 (b devasym T + byskew T + (bs + ) () a)
and the quadratic forms (@4); and ([@8) become
3A+2 204 fhe
Woaws(X) = e [devasym(@X)|? + elisow(aX) 2 + S22 2 ()2 g e o e
b1 b1+
Weurs(X) = L2 by [devesym(@X)[[2 + b skew(@X) |2 + (b + ) (X)" + 2= [mo X |12).

Under the usual assumptions on the material constants p > 0, 3\ + 2u > 0 (from classical elasticity), together
with g, > 0 and b; > 0, we see now that the quadratic forms ([I08]) are positive definite, since all the coefficients
are positive.

Finally, we substitute (@), (@) in the strain-energy density (67)) and performing the differentiation according
to the relations ([@3]), we obtain the following explicit forms of the constitutive equations for the internal surface
stress tensor QeTN and the internal surface couple tensor QeTM of Cosserat shells

QIN =aQ!I N +ny® (neQ! N), QM =aQ M +ny @ (noQ; M)

with
T e h3 e e hg eq*
aQIN = (h-K )cs-(aE)+_[QS;(aEb+cK)}b_ﬁgS;(ch),
Tar e _ e e
m@IN = ST [(n—2K 35 )(noE)—i—QH (o b)|.
3 3
@M= (h-k" )GS'(aK€)+ be[Cy: (aBb+eKY)] - e (O (@B b (100)
h3
+ﬁ Gs : (aK°b)|b,

h3 h3
noQI M = L2 (by +b2)[ (h = 2K 35 ) (noK*) +2H = (noK°b) .
where the tensors of elastic moduli C¢ and G¢ are given in ([@3]), (@) and (@9), ([I00).
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5.2 Comparison with other 6-parameter shell models

We present a detailed comparison with the related shell model of order O(h®) which has been presented recently
in [3]. The Cosserat shell model derived in [3] has many similarities with the present model, but there are also
some differences, which we indicate now.

First of all, the derivation method and starting point in [3] is different, since the deformation function ¢ is
assumed to be quadratic in xz3 . More precisely, the following ansatz is adopted (see [3] f. (65)])

2
x
QO({EZ) = m(xl,xg) + I3 Oé($1,$2) d3 + 73 ﬂ(.fl,fbg) d3 . (107)

If we compare this ansatz with the expansion ([&I), we see the assumption ([I07) is more restrictive.
On the other hand, the hypotheses [G]) from the classical shell theory were replaced in [3] by the weaker
requirements (see [3l f. (60)])
ng - Tong =0 and ng - Tyng =0, (108)

i.e. only the normal components of the stress vectors t* , ¢~ on the upper and lower surfaces of the shell
are assumed to be zero. The two scalar equations (I08]) are then employed in [3] to determine the two scalar
coefficients (1, z2) and B(x1,x2) appearing in ([I07). Moreover, we note that the paper [3] presents a shell
model of order O(h®).

This different approach leads to a slightly different form of the strain-energy density. If we retain only the
terms up to the order O(h?) in the strain-energy density (see [3, f. (104)]), we get

—~ hB
Wshell(Eea Ke) = (h -K E) [Wmixt (Ee) + Wcurv (Ke)]
(109)
3
+ % [Winix (B°b + €K©) — 2Winis (B, eKb) + Weu (K°B)],

where Whixt is given by (54). We compare this expression with our energy (G7). Using the decomposition of
tensors in planar and transversal parts ([@I]), we deduce from (B4) and (B6l) the relations

+ e
Winiss (8, T) = Wanixt (@S, aT) + EEE (noS) - (noT),
" (110)
Wecoss(S, T) = Whixt (@S, aT) + —— (no ) . (noT).
Mt fhe
Thus, using the relation (II0); the strain-energy density (I09) (obtained in [3] for order O(h3)) becomes
3% e e hs e + c e e
Wshell(E 7K ) = (h - Kﬁ) [Wmixt(aE ) + H 2/1’ ||’I’L()E H2 + Wcurv(K )}
(111)
h3 e e /’L + NC e 2 e e * e
+ 3 [Winixe (aE°b + cK*) + —5— Imo Eb* - 2Whixe (@B, cK°b") + Weu (K°D)].

On the other hand, our strain-energy density (67) can be written with the help of ([[I0)2 in the following
alternative form

h3

2 C e e
Wonen (B¢, K¢) = (h K E) [Winist (@E°) + —E 0o B2 + Wegre (K°)]
T 112)
3
+ % [Wmixt (aEeb+ CKG) + iil:f ||77/O.Eeb||2 - 2Wmixt (aEe; CKeb*) + Wcurv (Keb)]

By comparison of (I11]) and (II2)) we see that the only difference between these two strain-energy densities
resides in the coefficients of the transverse shear deformation terms |[ngE°||? and ||ngE°b||?. All other terms
and coefficients in (I11)) and ([[12)) are identical.

Note that the transverse shear coefficient in the present model (IT2)) is the harmonic mean

M e
2

20 pe
M+ phe
. We mention that the same

, while

in the energy density (I11) (derived in [3]) it is the arithmetic mean
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2p

coefficient i adai for the transverse shear energy has been obtained using I'-convergence in [21] in the case of

K e
plates. This confirms the result (IT2)) obtained in our present work. We remind that this coefficient is adjusted
in many plate and shell models by a correction factor, the so-called shear correction factor (see for instance the

discussions in [1I [, [30]).

Further remarks:

1. We remark that the strain-energy density (I12) obtained in this paper satisfies the invariance properties
required by the local symmetry group of isotropic 6-parameter shells. These invariance requirements have been
established in a general theoretical framework in [I3] Section 9].

2. The form of the constitutive relation ([12)) (equivalent to (67])) is remarkable, since one cannot find in
the literature on 6-parameter shells appropriate expressions of the strain-energy density Wpen(E€, K¢) with
coefficients depending on the initial curvature b and expressed in terms of the three-dimensional material
constants. Indeed, the strain-energy densities proposed in the literature are either simple expressions with
constant coefficients (see, e.g. [ f. (72)], [7, f. (50)], [8l @]), or general quadratic forms of E¢, K¢ with
unidentified coefficients (see, e.g. [I3] f. (52)].

3. We mention that the numerical treatment for the related planar Cosserat shell model derived in [17, [19]
has been presented in [26], using geodesic finite elements.

4. If the thickness h is sufficiently small, one can show that the strain-energy density Winon(E®, K¢) is a
coercive and convex function of its arguments. Then, in view of Theorem 6 from [4], one can prove the existence
of minimizers for our nonlinear Cosserat shell model.

5.3 Relation to the classical Koiter shell model

In this section, we discuss the relation to the classical shell theory and show that our strain-energy density (I12)
can be reduced, in a certain sense, to the strain-energy of the classical Koiter model.

Thus, if we consider that the three-dimensional material is a Cauchy continuum (with no microrotation),
then the Cosserat couple modulus and the curvature energy Wey, are vanishing in the model (@l)-():

te =0, Weurv = 0. (113)
Hence, the fourth order constitutive tensor for shells ([@3]) reduces to

Cgﬂv5 :M(aava,&s_’_aaéa,@v) + 2Ap a®Bgo

114
o , (114)

which coincide with the tensor of linear plane-stress elastic moduli, that appears in the Koiter model (see, e.g.

[15], [I1 Sect. 4.1], [29] f. (101)]). In view of (B3] and ([II3);, we notice that in this case

Wmixt(s) = WKoit(S); (115)
where )
) — 2 H 2
Wian(S) = u[sym S| + 122 (1) (116)

is the quadratic form appearing in the Koiter model. We remind that the areal strain-energy density for Koiter
shells has the expression [I5] 1], 29

h3
h Wit (€) + 12 Wkoit(p), (117)

where the change of metric tensor € and the change of curvature tensor p are the nonlinear shell strain measures,
which are given by

c = % (m,a “m,g —aaﬁ) a®®a’ = l [(Gradsm)T(Gradsm) - a],

p=(n-mas—no ass)a®®a’ = —(Gradym)?(Grad,sn) — b.

[N)

(118)

Here, n designates the unit normal vector to the deformed midsurface and we note that € and p are symmetric
planar tensors.
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To obtain the classical shell model as a special case of our approach, we adopt the Kirchhoff-Love hypotheses.
Thus, we assume that the reference unit normal ny becomes after deformation the unit normal to the deformed
midsurface, i.e. ng transforms to n. But since we have Q ng = Qedg = d3, this assumption means that

n=ds. (119)
Then, we have dz-m,,=mn-m,, =0 and the transverse shear deformations vanishes, since
noE°® = ny (QZGradsm — a) = (noQZ)Gradsm =ds (m,a ®ao‘) = (d3-m,,)a”“ = 0. (120)
This shows that the strain shell tensor is a planar tensor in this case, i.e.
E° = FE 30" ® a’ and aE° = E°.

In view of (I13), (I20) and bbd* = Ka, we can put the strain-energy density (I12) in the following reduced
form

N 3 3 B3

Wonerl = (h +K %)Wmt (E°) + % Winist (Bb+ €K ) =2 75 Wi (E°, (Bb+cK“)b").  (121)

We see that the right-hand side of (IZI)) is a quadratic form of the planar tensors E® and E°b + cK°. Let us
express these two tensors in terms of the Koiter shell strain measures € and p.

From (II8); and (B3); it follows

€= % [(QI'Grad,m)T(Q! Gradsm) —a] = % [(E°+a)T(E°+a)—a] 122)
= % (Ee’TEe + aE° + Ee’Ta) = % E°TE° + Sym(aEe),
which means 1
symE® = € — EEe’TEe. (123)
Similarly, using [[I8)2, (IT9) and the relation Q! Grad.ds = c¢K® —b (see [3, f. (70)]), we find
p= —(QFGrad,m)T(Q'Grad.d3) —b = —(E°+a)"(cK°—b)—b
= —E“TcK®-cK°+E“"b = —E“"cK® — (E°b+ cK®) + 2(sym E°)b. .
Substituting (I23) in (24]), we derive
E°b+cK®=2eb—p— E°T(E°b + cK"). (125)

With the help of (I23) and ([I25]) we can write now the strain-energy (I21]) as a function of the strain measures
€ and p: for the first term in (I2I)) we obtain (from (II6) and ([I22]))

AL 2
Wioit(e) = pl el + N+ 2 (tre)
1 \ 1 (126)
— Ee _Ee,TEe 2 —lu’ t Ee - Ee,TEe 2'
|| sym +3 I +)\+2u[r(sym +3 )]

Since our model is physically linear (the strain-energy is quadratic in the strain measures) we can neglect the
terms in (I26]) which are more than quadratic in E° and find

A 2
W, e (|2 e
Koit(e):HHSymE || =+ )‘+2/1‘ (tI‘E )
i.e.
h”Koit(e) - h”mixt(Ee)- (127)
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Thus, the extensional part of our strain-energy density (IZI)) coincides in this case with the extensional part of
the Koiter model (I7).

Similarly, we compute the other two terms of the energy ([I21]) and discard the terms which are over-quadratic
in the strain measures E¢, K°: in view of ([10) and (I28) we have

Wikoit(p) = Winixt(p) = Wiixt (2eb— (E°b+ cK®) — E°" (E°b + cK®))
Wnixt (26 b — (E°b + cK*))
Winixt (Eb + ¢K®) + 4 Wiixi (€b) — 4 Winixi (e b, E°b+ cK®).

It follows
Winixt (Eeb =+ CKB) = Wkoit (p) — 4 Winixt (E b) + 4 Whixt (6 b, E°b + CKB)

and inserting (I25) here we find for the second term in the energy ([21I)):

Wit (E°b + ¢K®) = Wrkoit(p) — 4 Winixt (€ b) + 4 Whixt (€ b, 26 b — p)

(128)
= Wioit(p) + 4 Winixt (£ 5) — 4 Winie (€ b, p).
For the last term in (I2I)) we write with the help of (I25):
(E°b+ cK°)b* = 2Ke— pb* — E“T(E°b + cK°)b* (129)
and derive from (I23) and (I29))
W nixt (Ee, (E°b + cKe)b*) = Whixt (sym E¢ 2Ke — pb*) (130)

- mixt(€72K€_pb*) - 2KWKoit(€)_Wmixt(€;pb*);

We substitute ([27)), (I28)) and ([I30) into [I2I)) and obtain

~ h3 h3
Wshcll (65 P) = (h + K E) WKoit (6) + E (WKoit (P) + 4 Wmixt (€ b) -4 Wmixt (5 b; P))
h? *
-2 5 (2K Wico() = Wini (e, pbY) ),

which can be written in view of (I3 in the form

h3 h3
Winen(g, p) = h Wikoit () + 2 Wrkoit(p) + P [4 Wnixt(€b, €b— p) — Whixi (e, 3K e — 2pb*)] (131)

The terms in the square brackets in (I3I]) involve the initial curvature of the shell through the tensor b, the
cofactor b* = 2Ha — b and the determinant K = detb (Gaufl curvature). These terms vanish in the case of
plates (since b = 0); moreover, they can be neglected also for sufficiently thin shells, provided the midsurface
strain is small. We note that the corresponding terms in the classical shell theory have been neglected using
similar arguments, see the discussion about the term W5 in [29] f. (57)]. Finally, if we retain only the leading
extensional and bending terms in (I31), we obtained the reduced classical form

—~ h3
Wenenn (€, p) = h Wit (€) + D) Wkoit(P) 5 (132)

in accordance with the Koiter energy density (([17).
In conclusion, our model can be regarded as a generalization of the classical Koiter model in the framework
of 6-parameter shell theory.
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