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Abstract

In this paper we do a comparative presentation of the linear isotropic Cosserat elastic model from two

perspectives: the classical Mindlin-Eringen-Nowacki description in terms of a microrotation vector and a new

formulation in terms of a skew-symmetric matrix and a curvature energy in dislocation form. We provide

the reader with an alternative representation of the energy for the isotropic Cosserat model to ease the

comparison with the relaxed micromorphic model and the geometrically nonlinear Cosserat elastic model.
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1 Introduction

Classical continuum mechanics considers material continua as simple point-continua with points having three
displacement-degrees of freedom, and the response of a material to the displacement of its points is characterized
by a symmetric Cauchy force-stress tensor presupposing that the transmission of loads through surface elements
is uniquely determined by a force vector, neglecting couples. Such a model may be insufficient for the description
of certain physical phenomena. Non-classical behaviour due to microstructural effects is observed mostly in
regions of high strain gradients, e.g. at notches, holes or cracks. The Cosserat model is one of the best-known
generalized continuum models. In that model, the classical translational degrees of freedom are augmented with
a so-called microrotation, providing three additional degrees of freedom.

The Cosserat model has emerged from the seminal work of the brothers Francois and Eugene Cosserat at
the turn of the last century (“Theorie des corps deformables.” 1909, Review 1912, english translation by D.
Delphenich 2007) [7]. They attempted to unify field theories embracing mechanics, optics and electro-dynamics
through a common principle of least action (Euclidean action). Their main aim was to produce the correct
general form of the energy for the variational problem. Postulating the invariance of energy under Euclidean
transformations they were able to derive the equations of balance of forces and balance of angular momentum
in a geometrically nonlinear format. However, they never wrote down any constitutive equations and never
considered a linearized model as we will do here.

Compared to classical linear elasticity the linear Cosserat model features three additional, independent
degrees of freedom, related to the rotation of each particle which need not coincide with the macroscopic
rotation of the continuum at the same point. In the simplest isotropic case, one coupling constant, here called
Cosserat couple modulus µc > 0 and three internal length scale parameters need to be determined/measured
in addition to the two classical elastic Lamé-constants. In the following, let us concentrate first on the static
linear setting with quadratic free energy. In this linear setting, the model is in fact already given by the german
scientist W. Voigt in 1887 [66]. Also P. Duhem in 1893 [9] had noticed that various phenomena which seemed
incompatible with classical continuum mechanics could be described as effects of direction, and he suggested
that materials be visualized as sets of points having vectors attached to them, i.e., oriented or polar media.
However, for historical precision, the date of birth of a polar continuum is the year 1686, when Jakob Bernoulli
introduced angular momentum as a postulate, independent of balance of momentum, see the work by Truesdell
[65].

One of the essential features of polar continua is that the force stress tensor is not necessarily symmetric1,
and the balance of angular momentum equation has to be modified accordingly. All theories in which the
stress tensor may not be symmetric can be regarded as polar-continua. The non-symmetry of the stress tensor
may also appears also if higher order deformation gradients are included in the free energy, instead of only the
first order gradients. Both such theories typically predict a size-effect, meaning that smaller samples of the
same material behave relatively stiffer than larger samples. This is an often observed experimental fact, but
completely neglected in the classical approach. It implies that some of the additional parameters in the Cosserat
model define a length-scale present in the material.

The linear static Cosserat model may be posed in a variational format as a two-field minimization problem
for the usual displacement u and the three entries of the infinitesimal microrotationA, which is an element of the
Lie-algebra so(3) of skew symmetric matrices. The mathematical analysis of linear micropolar models is fairly
well established with a wealth of analytical solutions for boundary value problems, existence and uniqueness
theorems and continuous dependence results. It is usually based on a uniform positivity assumption on the free
energy which sets it apart from linear elasticity in that Korn‘s inequality is not needed.

As often the case, notation is a nightmare. Unfortunately, in earlier works of Eringen and others, the
interpretation of elastic constants have been misleading with the consequence of giving erroneous parameter
ranges for positive definiteness. This has been corrected by S.C. Cowin [8] and the more recent book by Eringen
[14].

Since any skew-symmetric matrix A ∈ so(3) can be identified with its axial vector ϑ = axl(A), practically all
previous developments for the linear Cosserat model have automatically opted for a presentation of the model in
terms of the displacement u ∈ R3 and the microrotation vector ϑ ∈ R3. The curvature expression is then simply
a quadratic form of the second order tensor Dϑ ∈ R

3×3. The advantage of a concise formulation is, however,
bought at the expense of transparency of the modelling. Moreover, the advantage of using a microrotation

1But it can still be chosen to be symmetric in the nonlinear Cosserat model by setting the Cosserat couple modulus µc = 0 [47].
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vector is immediately lost when considering a geometrically nonlinear Cosserat model in which there appears an
orthogonal matrix (the trièdre mobil) R ∈ SO(3). Here, the extraction of a microrotation vector is algebraically
difficult and completely unnatural. Therefore, we advocate a presentation of the linear Cosserat model fully in
terms of skew-symmetric matrices A ∈ so(3). The remaining question is how to concisely express the curvature
energy, now naively a quadratic term in the third order tensor DA ∈ R3×3×3. However, using DA can be
avoided by taking recourse to the so called Nye’s formula [59], expressing Dϑ = Daxl(A) in terms of the matrix
CurlA, i.e.,

−CurlA = (DaxlA)T − tr
[
(D axlA)T

]
·1, DaxlA = −(CurlA)T +

1

2
tr
[
(CurlA)T

]
·1, (1.1)

and using

(DA)ijl = Aij,l = −ǫijk axl(A)k,l = −ǫijk(Daxl(A))kl. (1.2)

We note that CurlA is a second order tensor which effectively controls all partial derivatives of A, see [52]. For
reasons connected to plasticity theory, we will call CurlA the dislocation density tensor. Thus, our new Cosserat
formulation can be fully expressed in the triplet (u,A,CurlA) and the main aim of the current contribution
is a complete comparison of the microrotation vector approach in (u, ϑ,Dϑ) versus the new representation.
We can already note that in terms of (u,A,CurlA) there is a straightforward extension to the geometrically
nonlinear Cosserat model as well as a transparent way to relate to the family of micromorphic models. Especially,
the newly developed relaxed micromorphic model practically uses the same curvature expression as our new
formulation. The linear Cosserat model can then be obtained as a singular limit of the relaxed micromorphic
model.

Cosserat media may serve as a model for the prediction of size-effects in foam like structures (like bones)
or cellular materials. This approach has been championed by Lakes [26, 67, 24, 27, 28, 29, 30]. He determines
Cosserat parameters by careful size experiments. His values seem to be the only consistent choice of Cosserat
parameters ever given for the linear isotropic model. Interestingly, his values have been rejected by a prominent
proponent of the micropolar model because Lakes values make the Cosserat free energy only positive semi-
definite instead of some supposed positive definiteness in the curvature term. A careful mathematical inspection
of analytical solution reveals, however, that Lakes parameter range is a must in order to avoid certain unphysical
stiffening behaviour of the Cosserat model for very small samples [50, 28].

After a short section introducing the main notations of this paper, in Section 3 we present the linear
Cosserat model for isotropic elastic materials in the Eringen’s microrotation vector notation. In Section 4
we give an alternative formulation of the linear Cosserat model for isotropic elastic materials in terms of a
new strain measure, the dislocation tensor. In Section 5 we provide the identification between all constitutive
parameters involved in the classical formulation given by Eringen and the constitutive parameters involved in
our formulation. In Section 6 we express some well known constitutive requirements, e.g., positive definiteness
of the internal energy density, real plane waves propagation, Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity (strong ellipticity)
condition, in terms of the constitutive coefficients considered in our new formulation. In Section 7 we compare
the constitutive parameters with those used in other formulations, i.e., Nowacki’s formulation and Eringen’s
initial formulation. In Section 8 we show that our formulation is a particular case of a formulation given in a
more general model, i.e., the relaxed micromorphic model. In Section 9 we exhibit that our linear formulation
follows directly from a nonlinear model for isotropic elastic Cosserat solids. In Section 10 we give a concluding
table which facilitates a translation of the experimental results interpreted in terms of the coefficients from
other formulation to the constitutive parameters used in our description.

2 Notation

We consider that the mechanical behaviour of a body accupying the unbounded regular region of three dimen-
sional Euclidean space is modelled with the help of the Cosserat theory of linear isotropic elastic materials. We
denote by n the outward unit normal on ∂Ω. The body is referred to a fixed system of rectangular Cartesian
axes Oxi(i = 1, 2, 3) , {e1, e2, e3} being the unit vectors of these axes. Throughout this paper (when we do not
specify else) Latin subscripts take the values 1, 2, 3. Everywhere we adopt the Einstein convention of summation
over repeated indices if not differently specified.
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In the following, we recall some useful notations for the present work. For a, b ∈ R3×3 we let 〈a, b〉R3 denote

the scalar product on R3 with associated vector norm ‖a‖2 = 〈a, a〉. We denote by R3×3 the set of real 3 × 3
second order tensors, written with capital letters. Matrices will be denoted by bold symbols, e.g. X ∈ R3×3,
while Xij will denote its component. The standard Euclidean product on R3×3 is given by 〈X,Y〉R3×3 =

tr
(
XYT

)
, and thus, the Frobenious tensor norm is ‖X‖2 = 〈X,X〉R3×3 . In the following we omit the index

R3,R3×3. The identity tensor on R3×3 will be denoted by 1, so that tr(X) = 〈X,1〉. We let Sym denote the set of
symmetric tensors. We adopt the usual abbreviations of Lie-algebra theory, i.e., so(3) := {A ∈ R3×3|AT = −A}
is the Lie-algebra of skew-symmetric tensors and sl(3) := {X ∈ R

3×3| tr(X) = 0} is the Lie-algebra of traceless
tensors. For all X ∈ R3×3 we set symX = 1

2 (X
T + X) ∈ Sym(3), skewX = 1

2 (X − XT ) ∈ so(3) and the
deviatoric (trace-free) part devX = X − 1

3 tr(X)1 ∈ sl(3) and we have the orthogonal Cartan-decomposition
of the Lie-algebra gl(3) = {sl(3) ∩ Sym(3)} ⊕ so(3)⊕ R · 1,

X = dev symX+ skewX+
1

3
tr(X)1. (2.3)

We use the canonical identification of R3 with so(3), and, for

A =

(
0 −a3 a2
a3 0 −a1
−a2 a1 0

)
∈ so(3) (2.4)

we define the operators axl : so(3) → R3 and Anti : R3 → so(3) through

axlA : = (a1, a2, a3)
T
, A. v = (axlA)× v, (Anti(v))ij = −ǫijk vk, ∀ v ∈ R

3,

(axlA)k = −1

2
ǫijk Aij =

1

2
ǫkij Aji , Aij = −ǫijk (axlA)k =: Anti(axlA)ij , (2.5)

where ǫijk is the totally antisymmetric third order permutation tensor.
For a regular enough function f(t, x1, x2, x3), f,t denotes the derivative with respect to the time t, while

∂ f
∂ xi

and f,i denotes the i-component of the gradient Df . For vector fields u = (u1, u2, u3)
T
with ui ∈ H1(Ω) =

{ui ∈ L2(Ω) |Dui ∈ L2(Ω)}, i = 1, 2, 3, we define Du := (Du1 |Du2 |Du3)T .
The corresponding Sobolev-space will be also denoted by H1(Ω). For vector fields u with components in

H1(Ω) and tensor fields P with rows in H(curl ; Ω), resp. H(div ; Ω), i.e.,

u =



u1
u2
u3


 , ui ∈ H1(Ω), P =



P11 P12 P13

P21 P22 P23

P31 P32 P33


 PT ei ∈ H(curl ; Ω) resp. PT ei ∈ H(div ; Ω) (2.6)

we define

curlu =



u3,2 − u2,3
u1,3 − u3,1
u2,3 − u3,1


 = (ǫijkuk,j)i=1,2,3 , Du =



u1,1 u1,2 u1,3

u2,1 u2,2 u2,3

u3,1 u3,2 u3,3


 = (ui,j)i,j=1,2,3 , (2.7)

CurlP =



[curl

(
P11 P12 P13

)T
]T

[curl
(
P21 P22 P23

)T
]T

[curl
(
P31 P32 P33

)T
]T


 =



P13,2 − P12,3 P11,3 − P13,1 P12,3 − P13,1

P23,2 − P22,3 P21,3 − P23,1 P22,3 − P23,1

P33,2 − P32,3 P31,3 − P33,1 P32,3 − P33,1


 = (ǫjmnPin,m)

i,j=1,2,3 ,

DivP =



div

(
P11 P12 P13

)T

div
(
P21 P22 P23

)T

div
(
P31 P32 P33

)T


 =



P11,1 + P12,2 + P13,3

P21,1 + P22,2 + P23,3

P31,1 + P32,2 + P33,3


 = (Pij,j)i,j=1,2,3 .

3 Classical linear Cosserat model in Eringen notation

In the isotropic linear Cosserat model the kinematics is described through a vector field, the displacement
u : [0, T ]×Ω ⊂ R3 → R3, and a skew-symmetric tensor, the micro-rotation tensor A : [0, T ]×Ω ⊂ R3 → so(3).
Being skew-symmetric, the micro-rotation tensor of A is fully determined by its axial vector, i.e.,

ϑ := axlA , Anti ϑ = A , (3.1)
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which is called the micro-rotation vector.
The linear strain tensors considered in the Eringen formulation [14, Page 104] are

e∗ji = ui,j + ǫijm ϑm, Kji = ϑj,i. (3.2)

In a compact matrix form these strain tensors are

e∗ = (Du)T +Antiϑ = (Du)T +A, K = Dϑ = D(axlA). (3.3)

Following Eringen [14, Page 111], the internal density energy for isotropic materials is

W =
1

2

[
(µ∗ + κ) e∗jie

∗
ji + µ∗ e∗jie

∗
ij + λ e∗iie

∗
jj + γ KjiKji + β KjiKij + αKiiKjj

]
. (3.4)

In a compact form, without involving the notations in indices, the expression of the internal density energy is

W =
1

2

[
(µ∗ + κ)

〈
e∗, e∗

〉
+ µ∗

〈
e∗, e∗T

〉
+ λ (tr(e∗))

2
+ γ
〈
K,K

〉
+ β

〈
K,KT

〉
+ α (tr(K))

2
]
. (3.5)

Let us remark that

W =
1

2

[
(µ∗ + κ)

〈
(sym e∗ + skew e∗), (sym e∗ + skew e∗)

〉

+ µ∗
〈
(sym e∗ + skew e∗), (sym e∗ − skew e∗

〉
+ λ (tr(syme∗))2

+ γ
〈
(symK+ skewK), (symK+ skewK)

〉

+ β
〈
(symK+ skewK), (symK− skewK)

〉
+ α (tr(symK))

2
]

(3.6)

=
1

2

[
(µ∗ + κ)‖sym e∗‖2 + (µ∗ + κ)‖skew e∗‖2 + µ∗‖syme∗‖2 − µ∗‖skew e∗‖2 + λ (tr(syme∗))2

+ γ ‖symK‖2 + γ ‖skewK‖2 + β ‖symK‖2 − β ‖skewK‖2 + α (tr(symK))
2
]

=
1

2

[
(2µ∗ + κ)‖sym e∗‖2 + κ ‖skew e∗‖2 + λ (tr(sym e∗))

2

+ (γ + β)‖symK‖2 + (γ − β)‖skewK‖2 + α (tr(symK))2
]
.

=
1

2

[
(2µ∗ + κ)‖symDu‖2 + κ ‖skewDu−A‖2 + λ (tr(Du))2

+ (γ + β)‖symDϑ‖2 + (γ − β)‖skewDϑ‖2 + α (tr(Dϑ))
2
]
.

Since

2 axl(skewDu) = curlu, 2 (skewDu) = Anti(curlu), (3.7)

and

‖skewDu−A‖2 = 2‖axl(skewDu −Antiϑ)‖2 = 2 ‖1
2
curlu− ϑ‖2 =

1

2
‖curlu− 2ϑ‖2, (3.8)

‖skewDϑ‖2 = 2‖axl(skewDϑ‖2 = 2 ‖1
2
curlϑ‖2 =

1

2
‖curlϑ‖2,

‖K‖2 = ‖Dϑ‖2 = ‖Daxl(A)‖2 =
1

2
‖DA‖2

5



we obtain the following equivalent alternative form of the internal energy density

W =
[
(µ∗ +

κ

2
)‖symDu‖2 + κ

4
‖curlu− 2ϑ‖2 + λ

2
(tr(Du))

2

+
(γ + β)

2
‖symDϑ‖2 + (γ − β)

4
‖curlϑ‖2 + α

2
(tr(Dϑ))

2
]

(3.9)

=
[
(µ∗ +

κ

2
)‖symDu‖2 + κ

4
‖curlu− 2ϑ‖2 + λ

2
(tr(Du))

2

+
(γ + β)

2
‖dev symDϑ‖2 + (γ − β)

4
‖curlϑ‖2 + 3α+γ + β

6
(tr(Dϑ))

2
]

=
[
(µ∗ +

κ

2
)‖symDu‖2 + κ

4
‖curlu− 2ϑ‖2 + λ

2
(div u)

2

+
(γ + β)

2
‖dev symDϑ‖2 + (γ − β)

4
‖curlϑ‖2 + 3α+γ + β

6
(div ϑ)

2
]
.

In indices notation [14, Page 111] we have the following expression of the non-symmetric force stress and
the couple stress tensor definition

σji =
∂W

∂e∗ji
= (µ∗ + κ) e∗ji + µ∗e∗ij + λ e∗kkδji = (µ∗ + κ)(ui,j + ǫijmϑm) + µ∗(uj,i + ǫjimϑm) + λuk,kδji,

m∗
ji =

∂W

∂Kji

= β Kij + γ Kji + αKkkδji = β ϑj,i + γ ϑi,j + αϑk,kδji . (3.10)

In a compact matrix description, the force stress and the couple stress tensor definition in the classical form
are given by2

σ = De∗W = (µ∗ + κ) e∗ + µ∗e∗
T + λ tr(e∗)1

= (µ∗ + κ) (sym e∗ + skew e∗) + µ∗(sym e∗ − skew e∗) + λ tr(e∗)1

= (2µ∗ + κ) sym e∗ + κ skew e∗ + λ tr(e∗)1 (3.12)

= (2µ∗ + κ) symDu + κ(skew(Du)T +Antiϑ) + λ tr(Du)1

= (2µ∗ + κ) symDu − κ(skew(Du)−Antiϑ) + λ tr(Du)1

= (2µ∗ + κ) symDu − κ

2
Anti(curlu− 2ϑ) + λ tr(Du)1 ,

m∗ = DKW = γK+ βKT + α tr(K)1 = βDϑ+ γ (Dϑ)T + α tr(Dϑ)1 .

By considering the action functional

A =

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

(
1

2
ρ ‖u̇‖2 + ρ j ‖ϑ̇‖2 −W ) dv dt, (3.13)

where j is a micro-inertia coefficient, we obtain in the absence of body loads, the motion equations in the
classical form

̺ ui,tt = σji,j , i = 1, 2, 3, (3.14)

̺ j ϑi,tt = m∗
ji,j + ǫijk σjk, i = 1, 2, 3,

equivalently, in matrix (Div-Div) form,

̺ u,tt = DivσT , (3.15)

̺ j ϑ,tt = Divm∗T − 2 axl (skewσ).

2These expressions agree with the form considered by Eremeyev et al. [12, Eq. (4.68)], where the internal energy is written as

W =
λ

2
[tr(ε)]2 +

µ∗ + κ

2
tr
(
ε ε

T
)
+

µ∗

2
tr(ε ε) +

β1

2
[tr(K)]2 +

β2

2
tr
(
KK

T
)
+

β3

2
tr(KK). (3.11)
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In the absence of external body forces and external body moment, the PDE-system of the model [14, Pages
118-119] is

ρ ui,tt = (µ∗ + κ)ui,jj + (λ+ µ∗)uj,ij + κ ǫijk ϑk,j , i = 1, 2, 3 (3.16)

ρ j ϑi,tt = (α + β)ϑi,ij + γ ϑi,jj + κ ǫijkuk,j − 2κ ϑi, i = 1, 2, 3.

In a compact form, the above PDE-system reads

ρ
∂2 u

∂ t2
= (µ∗ + κ)∆u + (µ∗ + λ)D(div u) + κ curlϑ, i = 1, 2, 3, (3.17)

ρ j
∂2 ϑ

∂ t2
= γ∆ϑ+ (α + β) D(div ϑ) + κ ( curlu− 2ϑ) , i = 1, 2, 3.

Using the well-known identity

0 = −curl (curlu) + D(div u) − ∆u (3.18)

the PDE-system can be rewritten as

ρ
∂2 u

∂ t2
= µ∗∆u+ (µ∗ + λ+ κ)D(div u)− κ curl (curlu− ϑ) , (3.19)

ρ j
∂2 ϑi
∂ t2

= γ∆ϑ+ (α+ β) D(div ϑ) + κ (curlu− 2ϑ) .

4 Cosserat theory of isotropic elastic solids in dislocation format

Now we propose another form of the internal energy density and we show that after an identification of the
parameters it coincides with the internal energy density proposed by Eringen. However, the new form of the
internal energy density has the advantage to have the same structure as in the case of a more generalised theory,
i.e., the relaxed micromorphic model [49, 36, 35, 37, 48], see Subsection 8 and the nonlinear Cosserat model
[46], see Subsection 9.

We keep the physical meaning of the unknowns u and ϑ = axl(A) from the Cosserat theory, but we propose
a new form of the Cosserat internal energy density, namely

W = µe‖sym(Du −A)‖2 + µc‖skew(Du −A)‖2 + λe
2

[tr(Du −A)]2

+
µeL

2
c

2

[
a1‖dev symCurlA‖2 + a2‖skewCurlA‖+ a3

3
tr(CurlA)

2
]
, (4.1)

where (µe, λe), µc, Lc and (a1, a2, a3) are the elastic moduli representing the parameters related to the meso-
scale, the Cosserat couple modulus µc, the characteristic length Lc, and the three general isotropic curvature
parameters (nondimensional weights), respectively.

The new energy is expressed in terms of the strain and curvature tensors

e = Du −Antiϑ = Du−A ∈ R
3×3, α := −CurlA ∈ R

3×3. (4.2)

The stress and moment definition in the dislocation form are

σ = DeW = 2µe symDu+ 2µc skewDu−A+ λe tr (Du)1

= 2µe symDu + 2µc(skew(Du)−Antiϑ) + λe tr(Du)1

= 2µe symDu + µcAnti(curlu− 2ϑ) + λe tr(Du)1 , (4.3)

m = DαW = µeL
2
c

(
a1 dev symCurlA+ a2 skewCurlA+

a3
3

tr (CurlA)1
)
.

7



Considering the action functional

A =

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

(
1

2
ρ ‖u,t‖2 +

1

2
ρ η τ2c ‖A,t‖2 −W

)
dv dt (4.4)

with η τ2c an inertia coefficient, η > 0 a nondimensional weight parameter and τc the internal characteristic
time [14, page 163], we obtain the Euler-Lagrange equation, i.e., the following system in Div-Curl-form (the
dislocation formulation)

ρ u,tt = Divσ , (4.5)

ρη τ2c A,tt = −skewCurlm+ skewσ ,

which, expressed in terms of u and A gives

ρ u,tt = Div [2µe symDu+ 2µc skew (Du−A) + λe tr (Du)1] , (4.6)

ρη τ2c A,tt = −L2
c µe skewCurl

[
a1 dev symCurlA+ a2 skewCurlA+

a3
3

tr (CurlA)1
]
+ 2µc skew (Du−A) .

We recall the Curl-D axl identities, (see [52], Nye’s formula [59])

α = −CurlA = (DaxlA)T − tr
[
(D axlA)T

]
·1 = K

T − tr
(
K

T
)
1, (4.7)

K = DaxlA = −(CurlA)T +
1

2
tr
[
(CurlA)T

]
·1 = αT − 1

2
tr
(
αT
)
1,

as well as its implications

symα = symK− tr(K)1, dev symα = dev symK, (4.8)

skewα = −skewK, tr(α) = −2 tr(K).

Due to this converting formulae, the action functional admits the equivalent form

A =

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

(
1

2
ρ ‖u,t‖2 + ρ η τ2c ‖(axl A),t‖2 −W

)
dv dt,

where the internal energy density is expressed in the alternative form

W =µe‖sym(Du −A)‖2 + µc‖skew(Du −A)‖2 + λe
2

[tr(Du−A)]2

+
µeL

2
c

2

[
a1 ‖dev symDaxlA‖2 + a2 ‖skewDaxlA‖2 + 4 a3

3
[tr (D axlA)]

2

]
. (4.9)

We also notice that

‖K‖2 = ‖dev symK‖2 + ‖skewK‖2 + 1

3
[trK]2 = ‖dev symα‖2 + ‖skewα‖2 + 1

12
[tr(α)]2. (4.10)

Since H1(Ω)∩so(3) coincides with H(Curl; Ω)∩so(3), see [52], taking variations over all A ∈ H1(Ω)∩so(3) is
equivalent to considering variations over all A ∈ H(Curl; Ω)∩ so(3), i.e. the obtained Euler-Lagrange equations
obtained using variations in A ∈ H1(Ω)∩ so(3) and A ∈ H(Curl; Ω)∩ so(3), respectively, are equivalent. Taking
variations H(Curl; Ω) ∩ so(3), the minimum action principle leads to the following system of partial differential
equations

ρ u,tt = Div[2µe symDu+ 2µc skew(Du −A) + λe tr(Du)·︸ ︷︷ ︸
σ

1] ,

2 ρ η τ2c (axl A),tt =
µeL

2
c

2
Div

[
2 a1 dev sym (DaxlA) + 2 a2 skew(DaxlA) +

8 a3
3

tr(D axlA)·1
]

(4.11)

− 4µc axl (skewDu−A) ,

8



The above systems is in complete agreement to the equations proposed by Eringen in the linear Cosserat theory.
To see this explicitly, let us write this PDE-system in indices, giving

ρ ui,tt = (µe + µc)ui,jj + (µe − µc + λe)uj,ij + 2µc ǫijkϑk,j , (4.12)

2 ρ η µe τ
2
c ϑi,tt = µe

L2
c

2

[
(a1 + a2)ϑi,jj +

1

3
(a1 − 3 a2 + 2 a3))ϑj,ij

]
+ 2µc εijkuk,j − 4µc ϑi .

Other alternative expressions of the energy, in which the quadratic form in terms of e has a similar structure
as the quadratic form in terms of K, are

W =µe ‖dev sym e‖2 + µc ‖skew e‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]
2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=W1(e)

+
µeL

2
c

2

[
α1 ‖dev symK‖2 + α2 ‖skewK‖2 + 2α1 + 3α3

6
[tr (K)]

2

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=W2(K)

(4.13)

=µe‖sym(Du −A)‖2 + µc‖skew(Du −A)‖2 + λe
2

[tr(Du −A)]2

+
µeL

2
c

2

[
α1‖devsymCurlA‖2 + α2‖skewCurlA‖+ 2α1 + 3α3

24
[tr(CurlA)]2

]
,

where we have used the new weight parameters α1, α2, α3

a1 = α1, a2 = α2, a3 =
2α1 + 3α3

8
(4.14)

equivalently

α1 = a1, α2 = a2, α3 =
2

3
(4 a3 − a1). (4.15)

This new form yields3

σ := DeW = 2µe syme+ 2µc skew e+ λe tr(e)1,

m := DKW =
µeL

2
c

2
[2α1 symK+ 2α2 skewK+ α3 tr(K)1] . (4.17)

Using this expression of the internal energy density, some calculations of constitutive requirements in terms
of µe, µc, λe can immediately be extrapolated to similar relations in terms of α1, α2, α3, as e.g., the Legendre-
Hadamard ellipticity conditions imposed on W1(e) and W2(K), respectively.

Anticipating the importance of having the same structure of these two energy’s parts, let us first treat the
generic case of a quadratic form which can then be applied to the balance of linear and angular momentum
system. The generic quadratic form we consider is

W̃ (Dφ) := b1‖symDφ‖2 + b2‖skewDφ‖2 + b3[tr(Dφ)]
2. (4.18)

3This form agrees with that considered by Ehlers [10, Eqs. (46) and (47)], where the internal energy is

W =
λ

2
[tr(ε)]

2
+

µ + µc

2
tr(ε ε) +

µ − µc

2
tr
(
ε
T
ε
)
+

α

2
[tr(K)]

2
+

β + γ

2
tr(KK) +

β − γ

2
tr
(
K

T
K

)
. (4.16)
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Replacing Dφ by the rank one dyadic product ξ ⊗ η we obtain

D2W̃ (Dφ).(ξ ⊗ η, ξ ⊗ η) = b1‖symξ ⊗ η‖2 + b2‖skewξ ⊗ η‖2 + b3[tr(ξ ⊗ η)]2

=
b1
4
‖ξ ⊗ η + η ⊗ ξ‖2 + b2

4
‖ξ ⊗ η − η ⊗ ξ‖2 + b3

〈
ξ, η
〉2

=
b1
4
‖ξ ⊗ η‖2 + 2

〈
ξ ⊗ η, η ⊗ ξ

〉
+
b2
4
(2‖ξ ⊗ η‖2 − 2

〈
ξ ⊗ η, η ⊗ ξ

〉
) + b3

〈
ξ, η
〉2

=
b1
4
(‖ξ‖2‖η‖2 + 2

〈
ξ, η
〉2
) +

b2
4
(‖ξ‖2‖η‖2 − 2

〈
ξ, η
〉
2) + b3

〈
ξ, η
〉2

(4.19)

=
b1 + b2

2
‖ξ‖2‖η‖2 + b1 − b2 + 2a3

2

〈
ξ, η
〉2

=
b1 + b2

2
‖ξ‖2‖η‖2(sin2 θ + cos2 θ) +

b1 − b2 + 2b3
2

‖ξ‖2‖η‖2 cos2 θ

=
b1 + b2

2
‖ξ‖2‖η‖2 sin2 θ + (

b1 + b2
2

+
b1 − b2 + 2b3

2
‖ξ‖2‖η‖2 cos2 θ

=
b1 + b2

2
‖ξ‖2‖η‖2 sin2 θ + (b1 + b3)‖ξ‖2‖η‖2 cos2 θ,

where θ represents the angle between ξ and η.
Thus, the bilinear form of the second derivative of W̃ reads

D2W̃ (Dφ).(ξ ⊗ η, ξ ⊗ η) = (b1 + b2)‖ξ‖2‖η‖2 sin2 θ + (b1 + b3)‖ξ‖2‖η‖2 cos2 θ, (4.20)

and we infer the necessary and sufficient conditions for strict Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity of the quadratic
form W̃ , i.e.,

D2W̃ (Dφ).(ξ ⊗ η, ξ ⊗ η) > 0 ∀ η, ξ ∈ R
3, ‖η‖ = ‖ξ‖ = 1, (4.21)

to be

b1 + b2 > 0, b1 + b3 > 0. (4.22)

Applying this result to both the strain energy W1(e) and the curvature energy W2(K), see (4.13), we obtain
the Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity conditions for both energy’s part, see Subsection 6.3

µe + µc > 0, 2µe + λe > 0, (4.23)

and formally similar

α1 + α2 > 0, 2α1 + α3 > 0, (4.24)

respectively.
Using the weight parameters α1, α2, α3, the form of the system of partial differential equations is

ρ ui,tt = (µe + µc)ui,jj + (µe − µc + λe)uj,ij + 2µc ǫijk ϑk,j , (4.25)

2 ρ η µe τ
2
c ϑi,tt =

µeL
2
c

2
[(α1 + α2)ϑi,jj + (α1 − α2 + α3)ϑj,ij ] + 2µc εijk uk,j − 4µc ϑi .

5 Identification of parameters in the dislocation formulation

We immediately remark that e = e∗T while α is not directly related to the curvature stress tensor K considered
by Eringen. However, due to the Curl-D axl converting formulae (4.7), the internal energy density proposed
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here admits the alternative expression

W = µe‖sym(Du −A)‖2 + µc‖skew(Du −A)‖2 + λe
2

[tr(Du−A)]2

+
µeL

2
c

2

[
a1‖dev symCurlA‖2 + a2‖skewCurlA‖+ a3

3
tr(CurlA)

2
]

= µe ‖dev sym e∗‖2 + µc ‖skewe∗‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e∗)]
2

(5.1)

+
µeL

2
c

2

[
a1 ‖dev symK‖2 + a2 ‖skewK‖2 + 4 a3

3
[tr(K)]

2

]
.

Due to the orthogonal Cartan-decomposition of the Lie-algebra

gl(3) = {sl(3) ∩ Sym(3)} ⊕ so(3)⊕ R · 1, X = dev symX+ skewX+
1

3
tr(X) · 1 (5.2)

and the identity

〈
X,Y

〉
=
〈
dev symX, dev symY

〉
+
〈
skewX, skewY

〉
+

1

3
tr(X) tr(Y) (5.3)

the expression of the internal energy density proposed by Eringen may be written as

W =
1

2

[
(µ∗ + κ)

(〈
dev syme∗, dev syme∗

〉
+
〈
skew e∗, skew e∗

〉
+

1

3
tr(e∗) tr(e∗)

)

+ µ∗
(〈

dev sym e∗, dev syme∗
〉
−
〈
skew e∗, skew e∗

〉
+

1

3
tr(e∗) tr(e∗))

)
+ λe (tr e

∗)
2

(5.4)

+ γ
(〈

dev symK, dev symK
〉
+
〈
skewK, skewK

〉
+

1

3
tr(K) tr(K)

)

+ β
(〈

dev symK, dev symK
〉
−
〈
skewK, skewK

〉
+

1

3
tr(K) tr(K)

)
+ α (trK)

2
]

=
1

2

[
(2µ∗ + κ)‖dev syme∗‖2 + κ ‖skew e∗‖2 + 2µ∗ + κ + 3λ

3
[tr(e∗)]2

+ (γ + β)‖dev symK‖2 + (γ − β)‖skewK‖2 + β + γ + 3α

3
[tr(K)]2

]
.

Using again the orthogonal Cartan-decomposition of the Lie-algebra gl(3) and since e∗ andK are independent
constitutive variables, we obtain the relations between the parameters in the two forms

µe = µ∗ +
κ

2
, µc =

κ

2
,

2µe + 3λ

6
=

2µ∗ + κ + 3λ

6
,

µeL
2
c a1 = γ + β, µeL

2
c a2 = γ − β, µeL

2
c

4 a3
3

=
β + γ + 3α

3
, 2 η µe τ

2
c = j, (5.5)

which implies

λe = λ , µe = µ∗ +
κ

2
, µc =

κ

2
,

a1 =
γ + β

L2
c (µ

∗ + κ

2 )
, a2 =

γ − β

L2
c (µ

∗ + κ

2 )
, a3 =

3α+ β + γ

4L2
c (µ

∗ + κ

2 )
, η =

j

2 (µ∗ + κ

2 ) τ
2
c

, (5.6)

or equivalently, expressed in the weight parameters α1, α2, α3

λe = λ , µe = µ∗ +
κ

2
, µc =

κ

2
,

α1 =
γ + β

L2
c (µ

∗ + κ

2 )
, α2 =

γ − β

L2
c (µ

∗ + κ

2 )
, α3 =

2α

L2
c (µ

∗ + κ

2 )
, η =

j

2 (µ∗ + κ

2 ) τ
2
c

, (5.7)

11



And in the other way

λ = λe , µ∗ = µe − µc , κ = 2µc ,

γ =
a1 + a2

2
L2
c µe =

α1 + α2

2
L2
c µe , β =

a1 − a2
2

L2
c µe =

α1 − α2

2
L2
c µe , (5.8)

α =
1

3
L2
c µe(4 a3 − a1) =

1

2
L2
c µeα3 , j = 2 η µe τ

2
c .

6 Constitutive assumptions in the new parameter set

6.1 Positive definiteness of the elastic energy density and well-posedness of the
solution

Using the following equivalent alternative forms of the internal energy density, namely

W =µe ‖dev syme‖2 + µc ‖skew e‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]
2

+
µeL

2
c

2

[
a1‖dev symCurlA‖2 + a2‖skewCurlA‖+ a3

3
tr(CurlA)

2
]

(6.1)

=µe ‖dev syme‖2 + µc ‖skew e‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]
2

+
µeL

2
c

2

[
α1‖dev symCurlA‖2 + α2‖skewCurlA‖ + 2α1 + 3α3

6
tr(CurlA)

2

]

=µe ‖dev syme∗‖2 + µc ‖skew e∗‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e∗)]
2

+
µeL

2
c

2

[
a1 ‖dev symK‖2 + a2 ‖skewK‖2 + 4 a3

3
[tr (K)]2

]
(6.2)

=µe ‖dev syme‖2 + µc ‖skew e‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]2

+
µeL

2
c

2

[
α1 ‖dev symK‖2 + α2 ‖skewK‖2 + 2α1 + 3α3

6
[tr (K)]2

]
,

and due to the orthogonal Cartan-decomposition of the Lie-algebra gl(3), the strict positive definiteness as
function of the strain tensors e = Du − A and α = −CurlA, as well as function of the strain tensors e∗ =
(Du)T +A and K = Dϑ = D(axlA), is equivalent to

µe > 0, µc > 0, 2µe + 3λe > 0, (6.3)

a1 > 0, a2 > 0, a3 > 0.

Moreover, (6.3)2 is equivalent to

α1 > 0, α2 > 0, 2α1 + 3α3 > 0. (6.4)

Note that in the linear Cosserat model it is not possible to set the Cosserat couple modulus µc = 0 since
otherwise the constitutive coupling of the fields is lost (a coupling may remain due to some non-standard
boundary conditions, but this is a pathological case [25]).

Under the assumption of positive definiteness, it was proven that in both the dynamic and the static case,
and for both formulation, in terms of CurlA and D(axlA), the obtained mathematical model has a unique
solution.

However, due to some new Korn-type inequality [20, 32, 33, 34], the existence and uniqueness of the solution
is still valid for

µe > 0, µc > 0, 2µe + 3λe > 0, α1 > 0, α2 ≥ 0, 2α1 + 3α3 ≥ 0 , (6.5)
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or equivalently

µe > 0, µc > 0, 2µe + 3λe > 0, a1 > 0, a2 ≥ 0, a3 ≥ 0 , (6.6)

i.e., under weaker assumptions on the constitutive parameters, in comparison to the positive definiteness con-
ditions of the internal energy density, see the last two inequalities which allow α2 and 2α1 +3α3 to vanish and
the curvature energy may be chosen as (the conformal curvature case)

µeL
2
c

2
α1‖dev symCurlA‖2 =

µeL
2
c

2
a1‖dev symCurlA‖2

=
µeL

2
c

2
a1 ‖dev symK‖2 =

µeL
2
c

2
α1 ‖dev symK‖2 =

µeL
2
c

2
α1 ‖dev symDϑ‖2. (6.7)

This choice is mandatory for stable identification of Cosserat parameters in the sense discussed in [50].

6.2 Real plane waves in isotropic Cosserat elastic solids

We say that there exists real plane waves in the direction ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3), ‖ξ‖2 = 1, if for every wave number
k > 0 the system of partial differential equations (4.12) admits a solution in the form:

u(x1, x2, x3, t) =

(
û1

û2

û3

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:= û

ei (k〈ξ, x〉R3−ω t) , (6.8)

ϑ(x1, x2, x3, t) = i

(
ϑ̂1

ϑ̂2

ϑ̂3

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:= ϑ̂

ei (k〈ξ, x〉R3−ω t), û, ϑ̂ ∈ C
3, (û, ϑ̂)T 6= 0 ,

only for real frequencies ω ∈ R, where i =
√
−1 is the complex unit. The plane wave is called “real” since it is

defined by real values of ω. Note that we take i ϑ̂ since this choice will lead us in the end to only real valued
matrices. Otherwise, we would have to deal with complex valued matrices in the linear Cosserat theory.

There exist real plane waves if for every wave number k > 0 the following systems of equations (4.12) admit
non-trivial solutions:

[Q1(e1, k)− ω2
1̂]w = 0 w = (û1, û2, ϑ̂3)

T
, (6.9)

[Q2(e1, k)− ω2
1̃]w = 0 w = (û3, ϑ̂1, ϑ̂2)

T

only for real frequencies ω ∈ R, where

Q1(e1, k) =




k2(2 µe + λe) 0 0

0 k2(µe + µc) −2k µc

0 −2 k µc k2 µe L
2
c (α1 + α2) + 4µc


 ,

Q2(e1, k) =




k2(µe + µc) 0 2 k µc

0 k2 µe L
2
c (2α1 + α3) + 4µc 0

2 k µc 0 k2 µe L
2
c (α1 + α2) + 4µc


 , (6.10)

1̂ =

(
ρ 0 0
0 ρ 0
0 0 ρ j µe τ

2
c

)
, 1̃ =

(
ρ 0 0
0 ρ j µe τ

2
c 0

0 0 ρ j µe τ
2
c

)
.

Then, for k > 0 and due to the isotropy, extrapolating to all directions of propagation [51], we have

Proposition 6.1. The necessary and sufficient conditions for existence of real planar waves in any direction
ξ ∈ R3, ξ 6= 0, in the framework of the linear isotropic elastic Cosserat theory [51, 22] are

2µe + λe > 0, µe > 0, µc > 0, 2α1 + α3 > 0, α1 + α2 > 0, (6.11)

equivalently

2µe + λe > 0, µe > 0, µc > 0, a1 + 2 a3 > 0, a1 + a2 > 0. (6.12)
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Name Expression
Dispersive waves/
Non-dispersive waves

the velocity of the acoustic branch of transla-
tional compression (longitudinal) plane wave cp =

√
λe+2µe

ρ
non-dispersive

the limit of the group/phase velocity of the
acoustic branch of the shear–rotational wave
at ω → 0 (k → 0)

ct =
√

µe

ρ
dispersive

the limit of the group/phase velocity of the
acoustic branch of the shear–rotational wave
at ω → ∞ (k → ∞)

cs =
√

µe+µc

ρ
dispersive

the group/phase velocity for the compres-
sional rotational wave in the limit ω → ∞
(k → ∞)

cm,p =
√

L2
c(2α1+α3)
ρ j τ2

c
dispersive

the limit of the group/phase velocity of the
acoustic branch of the shear–rotational wave
at ω → ∞ (k → ∞)

cm,s =
√

L2
c(α1+α2)
ρ j τ2

c
=
√

L2
c γ

ρ j τ2
c

dispersive

the limit of the optical branch (compressional-
rotational and shear-rotational) at the cut-off

frequency ω = 2
√

µc

ρjµeτ2
c
, k = 0

0 (group velocity)
/∞ (phase velocity)

dispersive

Table 1: Group velocities c = ω
k
or/and phase velocities dω

dk
and the cut-off frequency in linear Cosserat elasticity,

see [22].

Remark 6.2. Using the notation from Table 1, we have the following interpretation:

i) the first implication of the set of conditions (6.11) means that all these waves (compressional/shear-
rotational waves, acoustic/optical branch) are real; Once this aspect is clarified, we can treat and interpret
further the propagation of plane waves;

ii) under conditions (6.11) all branches of waves are real for the entire range [0,∞) of the frequency;

iii) we can also see directly from the first condition that the translational compressional wave is real;

iv) the second means that the acoustic branch of shear–rotational wave is real at low frequencies and together
with the third means that the acoustic branch of shear–rotational wave is real at high frequencies;

v) the fourth implies that the optical branch of the shear–rotational wave is real at high frequencies;

vi) the third one means that the optical branch of the shear–rotational wave at high frequencies has a larger
velocity than the acoustic branch of the same wave at low frequencies (if they both exist, which is the
case due to other conditions);

vii) the fifth one expresses directly that the compressional rotational wave at high frequencies is real.
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6.3 Strong ellipticity (rank-one convexity, Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity)
conditions

In linear isotropic classical elasticity, the necessary and sufficient conditions for existence of real planar waves
in any direction ξ ∈ R3, ξ 6= 0 are

2µe + λe > 0, µe > 0, (6.13)

and they are equivalent to the strong ellipticity conditions (Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity).
For the Cosserat (micropolar) model the necessary and sufficient conditions for existence of a real planar wave

are slightly different compared to the strong ellipticity conditions (Legendre–Hadamard ellipticity), the strong
ellipticity conditions being connected to acceleration waves. In our notation, the strong ellipticity condition for
Cosserat media is represented by the inequality [1, 11, 63]

d2

d τ2
W (e+ τ ξ ⊗ η,K + τ ζ ⊗ η)

∣∣∣∣
τ=0

> 0 ∀ η, ξ, ζ ∈ R
3, ‖η‖ = ‖ξ‖ = ‖ζ‖ = 1. (6.14)

The Legendre–Hadamard ellipticity condition [1, 11, 63] is equivalent to the positive definiteness of the
acoustic tensor

Q̂ =

(
Q̂1 0

0 Q̂2

)
(6.15)

whose block matrices are defined through

Q̂1(ξ) =
1

2




(2µe + λe)ξ
2

1 + (µe + µc)(ξ
2

2 + ξ23) (µe − µc + λe)ξ1ξ2 (µe − µc + λe)ξ1ξ3

(µe − µc + λe)ξ1ξ2 (2µe + λe)ξ
2

2 + (µe + µc)(ξ
2

3 + ξ21) (µe − µc + λe)ξ2ξ3

(µe − µc + λe)ξ1ξ3 (µe − µc + λe)ξ2ξ3 (2µe + λe)ξ
2

3 + (µe + µc)(ξ
2

1 + ξ22)




and

Q̂2(ζ) =
1

2

(
(2α1 + α3)ζ21 + (α1 + α2)(ζ21 + ζ2

3
) (α1 − α2 + α3)ζ1ζ2 (α1 − α2 + α3)ζ1ζ3

(α1 − α2 + α3)ζ1ζ2 (2α1 + α3)ζ22 + (α1 + α2)(ζ23 + ζ2
1
) (α1 − α2 + α3)ζ2ζ3

(α1 − α2 + α3)ζ1ζ3 (α1 − α2 + α3)ζ2ζ3 (2α1 + α3)ζ23 + (α1 + α2)(ζ21 + ζ2
2
)

)
,

for any nonzero wave directions ξ ∈ R3 and ζ ∈ R3.
The positive definiteness of the acoustic tensor, i.e., the Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity conditions, is studied

in [63, 1, 11] and, see (4.23) and (4.24), it is satisfied if and only if

2µe + λe > 0, µe + µc > 0, 2α1 + α3 > 0, α1 + α2 > 0, (6.16)

equivalently

2µe + λe > 0, µe + µc > 0, a1 + 2 a3 > 0, a1 + a2 > 0. (6.17)

The absence of a coupling between e and K in the strain energy leads to a simplification of the calculations.
The conditions (6.16) (strong ellipticity conditions, Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity, the positive definiteness
of the acoustic tensor) imply the existence of real translational compressional waves in the entire range of
real frequencies, of real shear rotational waves (both branches) at high frequencies, and of real rotational
compressional wave at high frequencies, but at lower frequencies the latter waves may not be real since (6.16)
does not guaranty that ct = µe

ρ
is real, since the positivity of µe is not necessarily implied by (6.16). To

the contrary, the conditions (6.11) imply that all these branches and types of plane wave are real, i.e., the
group/phase velocities are real on the entire range of possible frequencies.

The strong ellipticity conditions (6.16) are weaker than the conditions (6.11) in the sense that they are
implied by the necessary and sufficient conditions for existence of a real planar wave (i.e., they imply the
strong ellipticity and, therefore, the considered PDEs system is not unstable) but not vice versa. However, the
strong ellipticity conditions (6.16) are not sufficient for some applications, and we believe that they are also
not suitable for any approach regarding the propagation of Rayleigh waves in Cosserat solids [22]. Of course
positive definiteness or the weaker conditions (6.5) of the elastic energy should be sufficient for any application.
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7 Further identifications for micropolar constants

7.1 Eringen’s initial notation: the notation used by Lakes

The first notations and tensors used by Eringen [13] and then in the Lakes group’s experiments [25, 28] are

σ̃ji = (2µ∗ + κ)(ui,j + uj,i) + κ ǫjim

( 1

2
ǫmksus,k
︸ ︷︷ ︸

rm

−ϑm
)
+ λuk,kδji, (7.1)

mji = β ϑj,i + γ ϑi,j + αϑk,kδji .

The vector rm := 1
2ǫmks

∂us

∂xk
= 1

2 (curlu)m, m = 1, 2, 3, is the macrorotation vector of the linear theory of
elasticity which is kinematically distinct from the microrotation vector. The internal energy density was chosen
in the form

W =
1

2

[
(2µ∗ + κ) εklεlk + λ εkkεll + 2κ (rk − ϕk)(rk − ϑk) + β ϑk,lϑl,k + γ ϑl,kϑl,k + αϑk,kϑl,l

]
(7.2)

=
2µ∗ + κ

2
‖ε‖2 + λ

2
[tr(ε)]2 + κ ‖r − ϑ‖2 + γ

2
‖K‖2 + β

2

〈
K,KT

〉
+
α

2
[tr(K)]2,

where ε = symDu is the classical strain tensor from the linear theory of classical elasticity and K = Dϑ =
D(axlA).

In any case, the notations used by Eringen for the constitutive parameters are coherent and consistent, since
we have the alternative form of the stress-strain relations

σji = µ∗(ui,j + uj,i) + κ (ui,j − ǫjisϑs) + λuk,kδji, (7.3)

mji = β ϑj,i + γ ϑi,j + αϑk,kδji

which are agree with the force stress and the couple stress tensor definition (7.19). Therefore, we have the same
identifications as those already given.

The set of these coefficients was used by Lakes in expressing the experimental results in terms of the following
coefficients, called the micropolar technical constants by Lakes [23, Page 2576], i.e.,

Young’s modulus E =
(2µ∗ + κ)(3λ+ 2µ∗ + κ)

2λ+ 2µ∗ + κ
,

shear modulus G =
2µ∗ + κ

2
,

Poisson ratio ν =
λ

2λ+ 2µ∗ + κ
,

characteristic length, torsion ℓt =

√
β + γ

2µ∗ + κ
, (7.4)

characteristic length, bending ℓb =

√
γ

2 (2µ∗ + κ)
,

coupling number N =

√
κ

2 (µ∗ + κ)
,

polar ratio Ψ =
β + γ

α+ β + γ
.

Using the micropolar technical constants, for the materials considered in Lakes’ experiments, we will identify
the numerical values of the constitutive parameters considered in our formulation (see Table 4).

7.2 Mindlin’s notation

Mindlin [39] has considered the following strain tensors

εij =
1

2
(ui,j + uj,i), γ[ij] = u[j,i] − P[ij], κi[jk] = P[jk],i, (7.5)
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where

u[i,j] =
1

2
(ui,j − uj,i) = (skewDu)ij , P[ij] =

1

2
(Pij − Pji) = (skewP )ij , (7.6)

i.e., in our notation,

ε = (εij)i,j=1,2,3 = symDu, γ = (γ[ij])i,j=1,2,3 = skew(Du −P), (7.7)

κ = (κi[jk])i,j,k=1,2,3 = DskewP,

where P ∈ R3×3 is the microdistortion tensor arising in the micromorphic theory. Therefore, using our notation
and identifying A = skewP, we obtain that the strain tensors considered by Mindlin are actually

ε = sym(Du −A) = sym e, γ = skew(Du−A) = skew e, κ = DA. (7.8)

Note that here κ is a third order tensor. The isotropic internal energy density in the form considered by Mindlin
reads

W =µM εijεij +
1

2
λM εiiεjj + µM

c γ[ij]γ[ij] + βM
1 κi[ik]κj[jk] + βM

2 κi[jk]κi[jk] + βM
3 κi[jk]κj[ik]

=µM ‖ε‖2 + λM

2
(tr(ε))2 + µM

c ‖γ‖2 + βM
1 κi[ik]κj[jk] + β2 κi[jk]κi[jk] + βM

3 κi[jk]κj[ik] (7.9)

=µM ‖sym(Du−A)‖2 + λM

2
(tr(sym(Du −A)))2 + µM

c ‖skew(Du −A)‖2

+ βM
1 κi[ik]κj[jk] + βM

2 κi[jk]κi[jk] + βM
3 κi[jk]κj[ik].

The assumed isotropic format of the curvature energy is not immediately apparent, since Mindlin deals with a
third order tensor.

The equilibrium equations in the Mindlin form are

0 = (λM + µM − µM
c )uj,ji + (µM + µM

c )ui,jj − 2µM
c P[ji],j ,

0 = (βM
1 + βM

3 )(P[ki],kj + P[jk],ki) + 2βM
2 P[ij],kk − 2µM

c P[ij] + µM
c (uj,i − ui,j). (7.10)

We note

‖κ‖2 = ‖DA‖2 = 2 ‖Daxl(A)‖2 = 2 ‖K‖2 = 2 ‖Dϑ‖2 (7.11)

and that

κi[jk] = A[jk],i =
1

2
(Ajk,i −Akj,i) =

1

2
(−ǫjklϑl,i + ǫkjlϑl,i) =

1

2
(ǫkjl + ǫkjl) ϑl,i = ǫkjl ϑl,i. (7.12)

Therefore, on one hand we deduce

κi[ik] = ǫkil ϑl,i = (curlϑ)k, (7.13)

κi[ik]κj[jk] = ‖curlϑ‖2 = 2 ‖skewDϑ‖2 = 2 ‖skewK‖2.
On the other hand we obtain

κi[jk]κi[jk] = ǫkjlϑl,iǫkjmϑm,i = ǫkjlǫkjmϑl,iϑm,i = (δjjδlm − δjmδjl)ϑl,iϑm,i

= (3 δlm − δlm)ϑl,iϑm,i = 2 δlmϑl,iϑm,i = 2ϑl,iϑl,i = 2‖Dϑ‖2 = 2 ‖K‖2 (7.14)

= 2

(
‖symK‖2 + ‖skewK‖2 + 1

3
[tr(K)]2

)

and

κi[jk]κj[ik] = ǫkjlϑl,iǫkimϑm,j = ǫkjl ǫkim ϑl,jϑm,i

= (δjiδlm − δjmδli)ϑl,iϑm,j = ϑm,iϑm,i − ϑi,iϑj,j = ‖Dϑ‖2 − [tr(Dϑ)]2

= ‖symK‖2 + ‖skewK‖2 + 1

3
[tr(K)]2 − [tr(Dϑ)]2 (7.15)

= ‖symK‖2 + ‖skewK‖2 − 2

3
[tr(K)]2.
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Thus, the internal energy density considered by Mindlin can be rewritten in the form

W =µM ‖sym(Du −A)‖2 + λM

2
(tr(sym(Du −A)))2 + µc ‖skew(Du−A)‖2

+ 2 βM
1 ‖skewK‖2 + 2 βM

2

(
‖symK‖2 + ‖skewK‖2 + 1

3
[tr(K)]2

)

+ βM
3

(
‖symK‖2 + ‖skewK‖2 − 2

3
[tr(K)]2

)

=µM ‖dev sym e‖2 + µM
c ‖skewe‖2 + 2µM + 3λM

6
[tr (e)]

2
(7.16)

+ (2 βM
2 + βM

3 )‖symK‖2 + (2 βM
1 + 2 βM

2 + βM
3 ) ‖skewK‖2 + 2 βM

2 − 2 βM
3

3
[tr(K)]2

=µM ‖dev sym e‖2 + µM
c ‖skewe‖2 + 2µM + 3λM

6
[tr (e)]2

+ (2 βM
2 + βM

3 )‖dev symK‖2 + (2 βM
1 + 2 βM

2 + βM
3 ) ‖skewK‖2 + 4 βM

2 − βM
3

3
[tr(K)]2.

By comparing the Mindlin’s internal energy density to the form (4.13) considered by us in the new formu-
lation, we obtain the identification of the parameters

λe = λM , µe = µM , µc = µM
c ,

α1 =
2

L2
c µ

M
(2 βM

2 + βM
3 ) , α2 =

2

L2
c µ

M
(2 βM

1 + 2 βM
2 + βM

3 ), α3 =
4

3L2
c µ

M
(2 βM

2 − 3 βM
3 ) (7.17)

and, vice versa,

λM = λe , µM = µe , µM
c = µc,

βM
1 =

L2
c µe

4
(α2 − α1) , βM

2 =
3L2

c µe

4
(2α1 + α3), βM

3 =
L2
c µe

8
(α1 −

3

2
α3) . (7.18)

7.3 Nowacki’s notation

In [18] the Nowacki notation [58] is used and another set of parameters is presented. The constitutive relations
are given in indices as4

σji = (µN + κ
N) (ui,j − ǫjimϑm) + (µN − κ

N) (uj,i − ǫijmϑm) + λN uk,kδji, (7.19)

m∗
ji = (γN + βN)ϑi,j + (γN − βN)ϑj,i + αN ϑk,kδji ,

This implies the following identifications

µ∗ + κ = µN + κ
N, µ∗ = µN − κ

N, λ = λN, (7.20)

β = γN − βN, γ = γN + βN, α = αN ,

and

µN = µ∗ +
κ

2
, κ

N =
κ

2
, λN = λ, (7.21)

γN =
β + γ

2
, βN =

γ − β

2
, αN = α .

Vice versa, it holds

µ∗ = µN − κ
N, κ = 2κN, λ = λN, (7.22)

β = γN − βN, γ = γN + βN, α = αN .

4The tensors σji and m∗

ji must be transposed before the parameters’ identification with the ones proposed in this paper.
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By using the identifications given in Section 5, we obtain the comparison between the constitutive parameters
used by Nowacki and the parameters used in the dislocation format of the internal energy density, i.e.

λe = λN , µe = µN , µc = κ
N ,

α1 =
2

L2
c µ

N
γN , α2 =

2

L2
c µ

N
βN, α3 =

2

L2
c µ

N
αN . (7.23)

8 Linear Cosserat elasticity as a particular case of the relaxed

micromorphic model

The form of the internal energy proposed here keeps the form of the internal energy proposed in a more general
theory, namely, the relaxed micromorphic theory. In the micromorphic theory, the microdistortion tensor
P = (Pij) : Ω× [0, T ] → R3×3 describes the substructure of the material which can rotate, stretch, shear and
shrink, while u = (ui) : Ω× [0, T ] → R3 is the displacement of the macroscopic material points. In the relaxed
micromorphic model, in which the appearance of a strictly positive Cosserat modulus µc > 0 is related to the
isotropic Eringen-Claus model for dislocation dynamics [5, 15, 6], the free energy is given by

Wrelax = µe‖sym(Du −P)‖2 + µc‖skew(Du −P)‖2 + λe
2

[tr(Du−P)]2 + µmicro‖symP‖2 + λmicro

2
[tr(P)]2

+
µL2

c

2

[
a1‖dev symCurlP‖2 + a2‖skewCurlP‖ + a3

3
tr(CurlP)

2
]
, (8.1)

where (µe, λe), (µmicro, λmicro), µc, Lc and (a1, a2, a3) are the elastic moduli representing the parameters related
to the meso-scale, the parameters related to the micro-scale, the Cosserat couple modulus µc ≥ 0, the charac-
teristic length Lc, and the three general isotropic curvature parameters (non dimensional weights), respectively.

Due to the generalized Korn-type inequalities [56, 53, 55, 54, 3, 4], the relaxed micromorphic model is
well-posed for either

µe > 0, 3λe + 2µe > 0, µc ≥ 0,

µmicro > 0, 3λmicro + 2µmicro > 0, (8.2)

a1 > 0, a2 ≥ 0, a3 ≥ 0

or

µe > 0, 3λe + 2µe > 0, µc ≥ 0,

µmicro > 0, 3λmicro + 2µmicro = 0, (8.3)

a1 > 0, a2 > 0, a3 > 0.

Note that here, setting the Cosserat couple modulus µc = 0 is possible since the two independent fields u
and P are still constitutively coupled via their strain tensors symDu and symP (this strain tensor coupling
is missing in the Cosserat framework). The linear Cosserat model appears as a singular limit of the relaxed
micromorphic model for

µmicro, 3λmicro + 2µmicro → ∞. (8.4)

In this sense one can say that the relaxed micromorphic model uses a straightforward extension of the curvature
energy in the Cosserat model (once the Cosserat model is represented in the appropriate second order dislocation
tensor format). The Cosserat model is often supposed to describe a “rigid microstructure”. This interpretation
perfectly fits with the limit (8.4) constraining effectively the affine microdistortion P to infinitesimal rigid
motions P = A ∈ so(3) and giving back the Cosserat model.

8.1 Identification of the relaxed micromorphic parameters in Mindlin’s notation

As a final identification, we report the correspondence between the coefficients in the relaxed micromorphic
model and in the classical Mindlin’s notation for linear elasticity with microstructure [41]. The isotropic Mindlin

19



formulation features 7+15 = 22 number of coefficients, while the isotropic relaxed micromorphic model displays
altogether 5 + 3 = 8 coefficients. The relaxed micromorphic model is nevertheless a subclass of Mindlin’s
formulation. The identification for the coefficients of the linear part of the energy is (see [44, 40])

µM = µmicro , λM = λmicro , gM1 = −λmicro , gM2 = −2µmicro ,
bM1 = λe + λmicro , bM2 = µe + µmicro + µc , bM3 = µe + µmicro − µc ,

while for the curvature parameters we have (see [61, 40])

aM1,2,3,5,8,11,14,15 = 0 , aM4 = µL2
c

2a3 − a1
3

, aM10 = µL2
c

a1 + a2
2

, aM13 = µL2
c

a1 − a2
2

. (8.5)

9 Nonlinear isotropic Cosserat model

The nonlinear deformation of the body occupying the domain Ω is described by a map ϕ (called deformation)
and by a microrotation orthogonal tensor field R,

ϕ : Ω ⊂ R
3 → R

3, R : Ω ⊂ R
3 → SO(3) . (9.1)

We denote the current configuration by Ω := ϕ(Ω) ⊂ R3. The deformation and the microrotation is solution of
the following geometrically nonlinear minimization problem posed on Ω:

I(ϕ,R) =

∫

Ω

[
Wmp(U) +Wcurv(α)

]
dV→ min. w.r.t. (ϕ,R) , (9.2)

where

F : =Dϕ ∈ R
3×3 (the deformation gradient),

U : =R
T
F ∈ R

3×3 (the non-symmetric Biot-type stretch tensor),

α : =R
T
CurlR ∈ R

3×3 (the second order dislocation density tensor) , (9.3)

Wmp(U) : =µe ‖sym(U− 13)‖2 + µc ‖skew(U− 13)‖2 +
λe
2

[tr(sym(U− 13))]
2 (physically linear) ,

Wcurv(α) : =µe
L2
c

2

(
a1 ‖dev symα‖2 + a2 ‖skewα‖2 + a3

3
[tr(α)]2

)
(curvature energy),

and dV denotes the volume element in the Ω-configuration.
The total elastically stored energy W = Wmp +Wcurv depends on the deformation gradient F = Dϕ and

microrotations R together with their spatial derivatives. In general, the Biot-type stretch tensor U is not
symmetric (the first Cosserat deformation tensor [7]). The parameters µe and λe are the Lamé constants of
classical isotropic elasticity, 2µe+3λe

3 is the infinitesimal bulk modulus, a1, a2, a3 are non-dimensional constitutive
curvature coefficients (weights), µc ≥ 0 is called the Cosserat couple modulus and Lc > 0 introduces an internal
length which is characteristic for the material, e.g., related to the grain size in a polycrystal. The internal length
Lc > 0 is responsible for size effects in the sense that smaller samples are relatively stiffer than larger samples.

The nonlinear Cosserat model is known to be well-posed [46, 45, 43, 31] for

µe > 0, 2µe + 3λe > 0, µc > 0, a1 > 0, a2 > 0, a3 > 0. (9.4)

For the rotation tensor R ∈ SO(3) there exists a unique skew-symmetric matrix

A = Anti(ϑ1, ϑ2, ϑ3) :=

(
0 −ϑ3 ϑ2

ϑ3 0 −ϑ1

−ϑ2 ϑ1 0

)
∈ so(3), (9.5)

such that

R = exp A =

∞∑

k=0

1

k!
Ak = 13 +A+ h.o.t. (9.6)
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Considering the linearisation, i.e. for situations of small deformations and small curvature,

ϕ = id + u+ h.o.t., R = exp A = 13 +A+ h.o.t. (9.7)

with u : Ω → R3 the infinitesimal displacement and the tensor field A the infinitesimal microrotation, the linear
Cosserat model is obtained. Here, “h.o.t” stands for terms of order higher than linear with respect to u and A.

Note that, due to the results obtained in [52], the curvature tensor α = R
T
CurlR ∈ R3×3 controls all

partial derivatives5 of R. It is important to realize that, contrary to the linear Cosserat model, the nonlinear
Cosserat model allows to set the Cosserat couple modulus µc = 0. In this case the curvature energy needs to

be modified to allow a control of α = R
T
CurlR ∈ R

3×3 in Lp(Ω), p > n, i.e.

Wcurv(α) : =µe

[
L2
c

2

(
a1 ‖dev symα‖2 + a2 ‖skewα‖2 + a3

3
[tr(α)]2

)] p
2

. (9.9)

We also note that for µc > 0 the quadratic nonlinear Cosserat model is redundant in the sense of Romano
et al. [62]. Redundancy is connected to the way rigid body movements are penalised in the elastic energy.
Certainly, zero elastic energy occurs if and only if the body undergoes a rigid body movement. In the case of
the Cosserat model, however, a part of the elastic energy being zero already suffices to constrain the movement
to a rigid motion. In this sense, the typical Cosserat model is over-constraining rigid movements.
More precisely, for positive Cosserat couple modulus µc > 0 it holds

Wmp(U) = 0 ⇒ Wcurv(α) = 0 (9.10)

and the strain measure already determines the curvature measure in zero. To see this, observe that for µc > 0

Wmp(U) = 0 ⇒ R
T
F− 1 = 0 ⇒ R = F = Dϕ (9.11)

and by taking the Curl-operator on both sides we obtain

Wmp(U) = 0 ⇒ CurlR = 0. (9.12)

Since R ∈ SO(3), this implies that R is constant [52] and yields

Wmp(U) = 0 ⇒ α = 0 (K = 0). (9.13)

The same redundancy is true for the linear Cosserat model (in which µc > 0 a priori). In this case we note
that

e = 0 ⇒ Du = A ⇒ 0 = CurlA = α ⇒ A = constant ⇒ Daxl(A) = 0 (K = 0). (9.14)

Note that the linear relaxed micromorphic model is non-redundant for µc = 0, a choice which is permitted
for well-posedness.

10 Conclusions

In the literature on linear isotropic Cosserat or micropolar solids many different abbreviations and definitions
are frequently encountered. For convenience of the reader, especially for interpreting the experimental results
[67, 23, 25, 24, 60, 2, 27, 28], based on the analysis presented in the present paper, we collect these technical
constants in Table 2. We mention that further numerical values are proposed in [16, 64, 19].

The Cosserat theory of isotropic elastic solid written in the dislocation format (our proposal) represents
a direct particular case of both the relaxed micromorphic model and of the geometrically nonlinear isotropic

5For example, we can express the isotropic term

‖R
T
DR‖

2
= ‖DR‖

2
= 2

(
‖dev symα‖

2
+ ‖skewα‖

2
+

1

12
[tr(α)]

2

)
. (9.8)
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Name
classical
elasticity

Our notations
Lakes
(Eringen)

Mindlin
Hassanpour
&Heppler
(Nowacki)

G (shear modulus) µ µe µ∗ +
κ

2
µM µN

Lamé
first parameter

λ λe λ λM λN

ν (classical
Poisson ratio)

ν
λe

2(µe + λe)

λ

2(λ+ µ∗ +
κ

2
)

λM

2(µM + λM)

λN

2(µN + λN)

E (classical
Young’s modulus)

E
µe(2µe + 3λe)

µe + λe

(2µ∗ + κ)(3λ + 2µ∗ + κ)

2λ+ 2µ∗ + κ

µM(2µM + 3λM)

µM + λM
µN(2µN + 3λN)

µN + λN

κ (classical
bulk modulus)

κ λe +
2

3
µe λ+

2

3

(
µ∗ +

κ

2

)
λM +

2

3
µM λN +

2

3
µN

mass density ρ ρ ρ ρ ρ

Cosserat
couple modulus

– µc
κ

2
µM
c κN

first Cosserat
twist coefficient

– α1 = a1
γ + β

L2
c

(
µ∗ +

κ

2

) 2

µM L2
c

(2βM
2 + βM

3 )
2γN

µN L2
c

second Cosserat
twist coefficient

– α2 = a2
γ − β

L2
c

(
µ∗ +

κ

2

) 2

µM L2
c

(2(βM
1 + βM

2 ) + βM
3 )

2βN

µN L2
c

third Cosserat
twist coefficient

– α3 =
2

3
(4a3 − a1)

2α

L2
c

(
µ∗ +

κ

2

) 2

µM L2
c

4(βM
2 − βM

3 )

3

2αN

µN L2
c

Ψ (dimensionless
polar ratio)

–
2α1

α3 + 2α1
=

3 a1
2 a1 + 4 a3

β + γ

α+ β + γ

3(2βM
2 + βM

3 )

10βM
2 − βM

3

2 γN

αN + 2 γN

ℓt (characteristic
length for torsion)

– Lc

√
α1

2
= Lc

√
a1
2

√
β + γ

2µ∗ + κ

√
2βM

2 + βM
3

µM

√
γN

µN

ℓb (characteristic
length for bending) – Lc

√
α1 + α2

8
=Lc

√
a1 + a2

8

√
γ

2 (2µ∗ + κ)

√
βM
1 + 2βM

2 + βM
3

2µM

√
βN + γN

4µN

N (Cosserat
coupling number)

–

√
µc

µe + µc

√
κ

2 (µ∗ + κ)

√
µM
c

µM + µM
c

√
κN

µN + κN

ξ (micropolar twist
Poisson’s ration)

–
α3

2(α1 + α3)

α

2α+ β + γ

2(βM
3 − βM

2 )

βM
3 − 10βM

2

αN

2(γN + αN)

E (micropolar
tortile or torsional
modulus)

–
µe L

2
c

2

α1(2α1 + 3α3)

α1 + α3

(β + γ)(3α+ β + γ)

2α+ β + γ
6

(
βM2

3 − 8βM2

2 − 2βM
2 β

M
3

βM
3 − 10βM

2

)
γN(2γN + 3αN)

γN + αN

B (micropolar
tortile or torsional
bulk modulus)

–
µe L

2
c

2

2α1 + 3α3

3

(3α+ β + γ)

3

2

3
(4βM

2 − βM
3 ) αN +

2

3
γN

microinertia den-
sity

– η
j

τ2c (µ
∗ +

κ

2
)

j

τ2c µ
M

j

τ2c µ
N

Table 2: A concluding table for converting all the needed quantities in terms of the new constitutive parameters.
The terminology is that used in [18]. Note that Ψ = 3

2 if and only if a3 = 0.

Cosserat model which uses the second order dislocation density tensor α = R
T
CurlR ∈ R3×3 as curvature

measure.
We remark that 0 ≤ N ≤ 1 and the limit case N = 1 (µc → ∞) corresponds to the case of the couple

stress theory [17, 38, 42, 57]. The technical parameter Ψ (polar ratio) is positive if the necessary and sufficient
conditions (6.4) for positive definiteness of the internal energy density are satisfied. However Ψ is not positive
if the conditions (6.11) for existence of real planar waves in any direction are satisfied and neither when the
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Material E [MPa] G [MPa] ν [-] N2 [-] ℓt [mm] ℓb [mm] Ψ [-]

Human bone

@0.2mm
12000 4000 0.5 0.5 0.22 0.45 3/2

Graphite @1.6mm

(H237)
4500 2122.64 0.06 1 1.6 2.8 (3/2) ∗

Foam @1mm

(0.6 PS)
1.28 0.6 0.07 0.09 3.8 5 3/2

Foam @0.18mm

(dense polyurethane)
300 104 0.4 0.04 0.62 0.33 3/2

Foam @0.15mm

(dense syntactic)
2758 1033 0.34 0.1 0.065 0.0325 3/2

Table 3: In accordance with Lakes [27] (Table 1 at the end), Foam @1mm (0.6 PS) according to Lakes [23]
(pp. 2576-2577), and Foam @0.15mm (dense syntactic) according to [24] (p. 60). For Foam @0.15mm (dense
syntactic) we have used ℓb = 0.325 [24], instead of ℓb = 0.33 included in [27, Table 1], since otherwise the
positive semi-definiteness is violated as well as the identified condition in bending experiment for this material
[27, p. 60], i.e., β/γ = 1. ∗ Note that for Graphite the Cosserat couple modulus µc → ∞, a constraint that
reduces the Cosserat model to its particular case, i.e., the couple stress model. In this case, the moment part
of the stress tensor is trace free, consistent with Ψ = 3/2 (a3 = 0).

Material µe [MPa] λe [MPa] µc [MPa] µe L
2
c α1 [N]

= µe L
2

c
a1 [N]

µe L
2
c α2 [N]

= µe L
2

c
a2 [N]

µe L
2
c α3 [N] µe L

2

c
a3 [N]

Human bone
@0.2mm

4000 ∞ (ν = 1/2) 4000 387.2 6092.8 -258.133 0

Graphite @1.6mm
(H237)

2122.64 289.451 ∞ 10867.9 122264 (-16301.85) ∗ (0) ∗

Foam @1mm
(0.6 PS)

0.6 0.0923077 0.0593407 17.328 102.672 -11.552 0

Foam @0.18mm
(dense polyurethane)

104 797.333 4.33333 79.9552 10.6496 -53.3035 0

Foam @0.15mm
(dense syntactic)

1033 2096.29 114.778 8.72885 0 -5.81923 0

Table 4: The numerical experimental values of the new constitutive parameters according to Lakes [27]. ∗It
is possible to evaluate α3 since µc → ∞ implies that the moment part of the stress tensor is trace free, i.e.,
Ψ = 3/2. The last row corresponds to conformal curvature.

Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity condition (6.16) are satisfied, since both these constitutive conditions imply the
positivity of 2α1 + α3 but they do not imply the positivity of α1.

Therefore, assuming the internal energy to be positive definite (the same remains true if α2 ≥ 0) the following
one-to-one relation between our constitutive parameters and the constitutive technical constants considered by
Lakes hold

λe =− G (E − 2G)

E − 3G
, µe = G, µc =

GN2

1−N2
,

α1 =
2 ℓ2t
L2
c

, α2 =
8 ℓ2b − 2 ℓ2t

L2
c

, α3 =
4 ℓ2t (1 − ψ)

ψ L2
c

, (10.15)

a1 =
2 ℓ2t
L2
c

, a2 =
8 ℓ2b − 2 ℓ2t

L2
c

, a3 =
4 ℓ2t (3− 2ψ)

ψ L2
c

.

In the conformal curvature case [20, 21]

α2 = 0 ⇔ a2 = 0 ⇔ ℓt = 2 ℓb ⇔ β = γ and 2α1 + 3α3 = 0 ⇔ a3 = 0 ⇔ Ψ =
3

2
, (10.16)
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the internal energy density is

W =µe ‖dev syme‖2 + µc ‖skewe‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]
2
+
µeL

2
c

2
a1‖dev symCurlA‖2

=µe ‖dev syme‖2 + µc ‖skewe‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]
2
+
µeL

2
c

2
α1‖dev symCurlA‖2 (10.17)

=µe ‖dev syme‖2 + µc ‖skewe‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]2 +
µeL

2
c

2
α1 ‖dev symK‖2 .

Therefore, the conformal curvature case [50] is characterised by the technical constants6

ℓt = 2 ℓb (β = γ) and Ψ =
3

2
. (10.18)

This is the case of Foam @0.15mm (dense syntactic) and nearly satisfied for Foam @0.18mm. We also note that

Ψ = 3
2 corresponds to the curvature energy

µeL
2

c

2 α1‖dev symCurlA‖2 and is sufficient for bounded stiffness in
torsion [20], while β = γ (a2 = 0) is necessary for bounded stiffness in bending. Both limit cases violate uniform
positivity of the curvature but are allowed by the weaker requirements in (6.5).

Under uniform positive definiteness of the energy, the admitted range for Ψ is (see Table 2)

0 < Ψ <
3

2
(together with β − γ > 0). (10.19)

According to our weaker requirements (8.2) the admitted range for Ψ is

0 < Ψ ≤ 3

2
(a3 = 0) (and β − γ = 0, too). (10.20)

The latter limit value Ψ = 3
2 (a3 = 0) has been consistently taken in the identification by Lakes, see Tables 3

and 4.
If only one of the two conditions (10.16) characterising the conformal curvature case is satisfied we have: for

α2 = 0 ⇔ a2 = 0 ⇔ ℓt = 2 ℓb ⇔ β = γ the internal energy density is

W =µe ‖dev sym e‖2 + µc ‖skewe‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]
2
+
µeL

2
c

2

[
a1‖dev symCurlA‖2 + a3

3
tr(CurlA)

2
]

=µe ‖dev sym e‖2 + µc ‖skewe‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]
2
+
µeL

2
c

2

[
α1 ‖dev symK‖2 + 2α1 + 3α3

6
[tr (K)]

2

]
,

while for 2α1 + 3α3 = 0 ⇔ a3 = 0 ⇔ Ψ = 3
2 the internal energy density is

W =µe ‖dev syme‖2 + µc ‖skewe‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]
2
+
µeL

2
c

2

[
a1‖dev symCurlA‖2 + a2‖skewCurlA‖

]

=µe ‖dev syme‖2 + µc ‖skewe‖2 + 2µe + 3λe
6

[tr (e)]
2
+
µeL

2
c

2

[
α1 ‖dev symK‖2 + α2 ‖skewK‖2

]
.

Using these direct identification, in Table 4 we provide the numerical values of the material parameters
considered in our formulation of the Cosserat theory of isotropic elastic solid, according to the experimental
results obtained in [27] (see Table 3).
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