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A bstract. In linear elasticity,we decom pose the elasticity tensor into two irre-

ducible pieces with 15 and 6 independentcom ponents,respectively.The vanishing

ofthe piece with 6 independent com ponents corresponds to the Cauchy relations.

Thus,for the �rst tim e, we recognize the group-theoretical underpinning of the

Cauchy relations.

K eyw ords:linearelasticity,Hooke’slaw,Cauchy relations

1. Linear elasticity

In linear elasticity theory for hom ogeneous bodies,the stress tensor

�ij = �ji,with i;j;:::= 1;2;3,is related to the strain tensor1 "kl =

"lk = @(k ul) by Hooke’slaw,

�
ij = c

ijkl
"kl; (1)

see,forinstance,[8]or[11].Here ul isthe displacem ent�eld and cijkl

theconstant4th rank elasticity tensor.

Since stressand strain are sym m etric tensors,the elasticity tensor

obeysthesym m etries

c
ijkl= c

jikl= c
ijlk

: (2)

1
W eusethenotation ofSchouten [9].Sym m etrization overtwoindicesisdenoted

by parentheses,A (ij) := (A ij + A ji)=2!,antisym m etrization by brackets,B [ij] :=

(B ij � B ji)=2!.The analogous is valid for m ore indices,as,e.g.,in (13):c
i[jk]l

=

(c
ijkl� c

ikjl
)=2!.Ifoneorm oreindicesareexem ptfrom (anti)sym m etrization,they

are enclosed by verticalbars,as,e.g.,in (12),c
(ijkljj)

= (c
iklj

+ c
jkli

)=2!,or,m ore

com plicated,in (6),c
(ij(kl)jj)

= (c
i(kl)j

+ c
j(kl)i

)=2 = (c
iklj

+ c
ilkj

+ c
jkli

+ c
jlki

)=4.

Sym m etrization overm ore than 2 indicesis,by de�nition,thenorm alized sum over

allpossible perm utations ofthe indices involved.Thus,c
(ijkl)

:= (c
ijkl

+ c
jikl

+

c
ijlk

+ 21 m ore term s)=4!,see (5).The totally antisym m etric Levi-Civita sym bolis

denoted by �ijk and �
lm n

,with �123 = �
123

= + 1;foralleven (odd)perm utationsof

1;2;3,wehave+ 1 (� 1),otherwise0.Thepartialderivative@=@xk wedenoteby @k.
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2 F.W .H ehland Y .Itin

A sym m etric 2nd rank tensor has 6 independentcom ponents.There-

fore,by collecting the indices iand j into an index pair and k and l

likewise,theelasticity tensorcan bethoughtofasa 6� 6 m atrix with

36 independentcom ponents.

Usually one assum esthatthe stresstensorcan be derived from an

elastic potentialW (also called \strain energy function"),i.e.,

�
ij =

@W

@"ij
; or c

ijkl=
@2W

@"ij@"kl
: (3)

Then the �rstand the lastpairofindicesofcijklcom m ute,

c
ijkl= c

klij
; (4)

and the 6 � 6 m atrix is sym m etric and carries only 36 � 15 = 21

independentcom ponents.Thus,asiswellknown,the elasticity tensor

has21 independentcom ponents.

2. G enerally covariant decom position ofthe elasticity tensor

It is rem arkable that the elasticity tensor can be decom posed un-

derthegroup ofgeneralcoordinatetransform ations(di�eom orphism s)

into two irreducible pieces. Locally this am ounts to the application

of the 3-dim ensionallinear realgroup G L(3;R). Via an analysis of

Young tableaux,one can determ ine thata totally sym m etric tensorof

rank r in n dim ensionshas,expressed asbinom ialcoe�cient,
�
n+ r� 1

r

�

independentcom ponents,see [9].Accordingly,

(1)
c
ijkl:= c

(ijkl) (5)

has
�
3+ 4� 1

4

�
= 15 independentcom ponents.Becauseofthesym m etries

(2)and (4),we�nd

c
(ij(kl)jj)= c

i(kl)j = c
(ijkljj)

; (6)

and we can go overto the m orecondensed form ula

(1)
c
ijkl=

1

3
(cijkl+ c

iklj+ c
iljk): (7)

Alternatively,we can write

(1)
c
ijkl =

1

3

�
c
ijkl+ 2c(ij(kl)jj)

�
(8)

=
1

3

�
c
ijkl+ 2ci(kl)j

�
=
1

3

�
c
ijkl+ 2c(ijkljj)

�
: (9)
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O n the Cauchy R elations 3

Thesurvivingirreduciblepieceofcijkl,with 21� 15 = 6independent

com ponents,encodestheexcessofthe elasticity tensoroveritstotally

sym m etricpiece,
(2)
c
ijkl:= c

ijkl
�

(1)
c
ijkl

; (10)

or,by m eansof(8),

(2)
c
ijkl =

1

3

�
2cijkl� c

iklj
� c

ilkj
�
=
2

3

�
c
ijkl

� c
(ij(kl)jj)

�
(11)

=
2

3

�
c
ijkl

� c
i(kl)j

�
=
2

3

�
c
ijkl

� c
(ijkljj)

�
: (12)

W e can also express the right hand side in term s of antisym m etric

term s,

(2)
c
ijkl=

2

3

�
c
i[jk]l+ c

i[jl]k
�
=
2

3

�
2ci[jk]l+ c

i[kl]j
�
: (13)

W hilethetensorci[jl]k hasalready been introduced in elasticity theory

[2],thistensoritselfisnotan irreduciblepiece ofthe elasticity tensor.

In particular,itdoesnotinheritthe sym m etriesofcijkl.

The irreducible pieces (�)cijkl have,as a rule,the sam e algebraic

sym m etriesascijkl.W e listthem hereforlateruse:

(�)
c
[ij]kl= (�)

c
ij[kl]= 0; (�)

c
ijkl= (�)

c
klij

; � = 1;2: (14)

M oreover,because of(10)and (5),we have

(2)
c
(ijkl) = 0: (15)

Therefore�nally we have the decom position

c
ijkl= (1)

c
ijkl+ (2)

c
ijkl (16)

or

21 = 15� 6: (17)

An analysisby m eansofYoung tableaux guarantees thatthisdecom -

position isuniqueand cannotbecontinued successively.Sim ilargroup

theoreticalm ethodswere applied forthedecom position oftheelectro-

m agneticconstitutivetensorofthevacuum ����� ,a 4th rank tensorin

4 dim ensions,see [5].
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4 F.W .H ehland Y .Itin

3. M apping (2)cijkl to a sym m etric 2nd rank tensor

Since(2)cijklhas6independentcom ponents,itistobeexpected thatit

can bem apped toasym m etric2nd ranktensor.Clearly,theLevi-Civita

sym bol�ijk has to be used in this context.However,the Levi-Civita

sym bolcan only be applied to antisym m etric index pairs,otherwise

inform ation m aygetlost.Consequently,weshould derive,outof(2)cijkl,

anothertensorwhich hastwo pairsofantisym m etric indices.The ob-

viousm ethod isto antisym m etrize suitably:

(2)
ĉ
ijkl:= (2)

c
[ij[jk]jl]= (2)

c
i[jk]l= c

i[jk]l
: (18)

For the derivation ofthe last equality,we em ployed (10).Because of

(14)1,the antisym m etrization in the de�nition (18)cannotbeapplied

to the �rstorthe lastpairofindices.Thus,m odulo di�erentconven-

tions,thisisa uniqueprocedure.Notealso thattheindex pairsin (18)

com m ute.Thus,we have the sym m etries

(2)
ĉ
ijkl= �

(2)
ĉ
ljki= �

(2)
ĉ
ikjl= (2)

ĉ
lkji= (2)

ĉ
klij

: (19)

In contrastto (14)1,

(2)
ĉ
[ij]kl

6= 0; (2)
ĉ
ij[kl]

6= 0: (20)

In order to show that (2)ĉijkl is equivalent to (2)cijkl and carries,

in particular,thesam enum berofindependentcom ponents,nam ely 6,

we have to resolve (18)with respectto (2)cijkl.W e substitute ci[jk]l=
(2)ĉijkl,ci[jl]k = (2)ĉijlk,and ci[kl]j = (2)ĉiklj into (13)and obtain

(2)
c
ijkl=

4

3

(2)
ĉ
ij(kl) =

2

3

�
2(2)ĉijkl+ (2)

ĉ
iklj

�
: (21)

This is the inverse of(18) and proves the equivalence of (2)cijkl and
(2)ĉijkl.

W erem em berthat(2)ĉijklisantisym m etricin iland in jk,see(19).

Thereforethedualofthe\excess" tensor(2)ĉijklturnsoutto be

� m n :=
1

4
�m il�njk

(2)
ĉ
ijkl

: (22)

The tensor � m n is sym m etric and has 6 independent com ponents.

Indeed,by using (19),we �nd

� nm =
1

4
�nil�m jk

(2)
ĉ
ijkl=

1

4
�m il�njk

(2)
ĉ
jilk = �

1

4
�m il�njk

(2)
ĉ
jlik

=
1

4
�m il�njk

(2)
ĉ
klij = � m n : (23)
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O n the Cauchy R elations 5

W ith thehelp of(18),Eq.(22)can bealso expressed in term softhe

originalelasticity tensor:

� m n =
1

4
�m il�njk c

ijkl (24)

=
1

4
�m il�njk

(2)
c
ijkl

: (25)

The last equation is valid,since (1)cijkl is a totally sym m etric tensor

and thus
1

4
�m il�njk

(1)
c
ijkl= 0: (26)

In other words,the operator 1

4
�m il�njk extracts the dualof the 2nd

irreduciblepiece (2)cijklfrom cijkl,itisa typeofa projection operator.

Anotherprojection operatoris,ofcourse,thesym m etrizer(::::)in (5).

Form ula (24) has been given earlier in the literature by Hauss�uhl

[4].However,ourderivation isnew.

Fortheinversion of(24),itisvery convenientto usethegeneralized

K roneckersym bols,see [10].W e m ultiply the lefthand side of(24)by

two 3-dim ensionalepsilons:

�
pqm

�
rsn � m n =

1

4
�
pqm

�
rsn
�m il�njk c

ijkl=
1

4
�
pq

il
�
rs
jk c

ijkl

=
1

2
�
pq

il
c
i[rs]l= c

[pj[rs]jq]= (2)
ĉ
prsq

; q.e.d.. (27)

4. C auchy relations

Around 1830,in the early days ofm odern elasticity theory,Navier,

Poisson,Cauchy,and otherssetup m olecularm odelsforelasticbodies,

see Todhunter [12]. If they prescribed,inter alia, certain properties

to the interaction forces between these m olecules that build up the

m acroscopic body,then they found 6 constraining relations between

the 21 com ponentsofthe elasticity tensor.Nowadays,they are called

Cauchy relations. A theory obeying the Cauchy relations and thus

carrying only 15 independentelasticconstantswascalled rari-constant

theory,thegeneralcasewith 21elasticconstantsm ulti-constanttheory.

Fordecades,therewasa scienti�c battle between both cam ps.Forthe

specialcaseofisotropy,m erely 1 independentelastic constantsurvives

theCauchy relations,see Sec.5.

M orerecentdiscussionsoftheCauchy relationscan befound,e.g.,in

[1],[3],[4],or[7].A lattice-theoreticalapproach to theelasticconstants
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6 F.W .H ehland Y .Itin

shows,see [6],thatthe Cauchy relationsare valid provided (i)the in-

teraction forcesbetween theatom sorm oleculesofa crystalarecentral

forces,as,e.g.,in rock salt,(ii) each atom or m olecule is a center of

sym m etry,and (iii)the interaction forcesbetween the building blocks

ofa crystalcan bewellapproxim ated by a harm onicpotential.In m ost

elasticbodiesthisisnotful�lled atall,see[3].However,a study ofthe

violations ofthe Cauchy relationsyieldsim portantinform ation about

theinterm olecularforcesofelastic bodies.

If we take the fundam entalm eaning of the Cauchy relations for

granted,then itisnearathand to assum ethatthevanishing of(2)cijkl

correspondsto the6 Cauchy relations:

(2)
c
ijkl= 0 (Cauchy relations). (28)

According to the Young tableau technique,there is no other way to

splito�6com ponentsfrom theelasticity tensorin agenerally covariant

and irreducibleway.Incidentally,Eq.(28)is,dueto (25),equivalentto

� ij = 0.

Let us show that (28) really encom passes the Cauchy relations.

According to (28),(10),and (5),the elasticity tensor is now totally

sym m etric:cijkl= c(ijkl).Consequently,

c
ijkl= c

ikjl
: (29)

In thisform ,the Cauchy relationscan be found in [4].In \longhand",

thenontrivialcom ponentsofEq.(29)read

c
1122 = c

1212
; c

1133 = c
3131

; c
2233 = c

2323
; (30)

c
1123 = c

1231
; c

2231 = c
2312

; c
3312 = c

3123
: (31)

In the6� 6 notation,1 �= 11;2 �= 22;3�= 33;4 �= 23;5 �= 31;6 �= 12,

we �nd the alternative form ulae

c
12 = c

66
; c

13 = c
55
; c

23 = c
44
; (32)

c
14 = c

56
; c

25 = c
46
; c

36 = c
45
: (33)

Thesecoe�cientscoincidewith thoseofLovein [7]p.100,Eq.(13).But

certainly,form ula (29)ism uch m orecom pactand easierto rem em ber.

5. Isotropy

Let us test our results for the rather trivialcase ofisotropy.For an

isotropic body,the elasticity tensor can be expressed in term s ofthe

m etric tensorgij as

c
ijkl= � g

ij
g
kl+ �

�
g
ik
g
lj + g

il
g
jk
�
; (34)
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O n the Cauchy R elations 7

with theLam �e m oduli� and �,see [8].Consequently,

(1)
c
ijkl= (� + 2�)g(ijgkl) =

� + 2�

3

�
g
ij
g
kl+ g

ik
g
lj + g

il
g
jk
�
: (35)

The 2nd irreducible piece can be conveniently determ ined by substi-

tuting (35)directly into (10):

(2)
c
ijkl=

� � �

3

�
2gijgkl� g

ik
g
lj
� g

il
g
jk
�
: (36)

Furtherm ore,
(2)
ĉ
ijkl= c

i[jk]l= (� � �)gi[jgk]l: (37)

Thecorresponding 2nd rank tensor(25)turnsoutto be

� m n =
� � �

4
�m il�njk g

i[j
g
k]l=

� � �

4
�m

jl
�njl: (38)

Accordingly,

� ij =
� � �

2
gij: (39)

Thus,foran isotropicbody,theCauchy relationstranslateinto � = �.

Then the elasticity tensor depends only on one m odulus.For m ost

isotropic elastic bodiesthisiscertainly notful�lled.

A ppendix

An analogous decom position can be m ade for a 4th rank tensor dijkl

which lacks the \O nsager sym m etry" (4) but which stillcarries the

sym m etries(2)

d
ijkl= d

jikl= d
ijlk

: (40)

The piezoopticaltensor is ofsuch a type,see [4]p.269,for instance.

The�rstirreduciblepiece isde�ned asin (5):

(1)
d
ijkl:= d

(ijkl) =
1

6

�
d
ijkl+ d

ikjl+ d
iljk

+ dklij+ d
jlik + d

jkil
�
: (41)

Then we quantify the violation ofthepairsym m etry by

(3)
d
ijkl:=

1

2

�
d
ijkl

� d
klij

�
(42)

and the restas

(2)
d
ijkl := d

ijkl
�

(1)
d
ijkl

�
(3)
d
ijkl (43)

=
1

3

�

d
ijkl+ d

klij
�
1

2

�
d
ikjl+ d

jlik
�
�
1

2

�
d
iljk + d

jkil
��

:
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8 F.W .H ehland Y .Itin

Finally we have the decom position

d
ijkl= (1)

d
ijkl+ (2)

d
ijkl+ (3)

d
ijkl (44)

or

36 = 15� 6� 15; (45)

which isirreducible.

In analogy to (22),onecan m ap (2)dijklto a 2nd rank tensor:

� m n :=
1

4
�m il�njk

(2)
d
ijkl

: (46)

It is again sym m etric, that is, � [m n] = 0, as can be shown in an

analogousway asin (23).M oreover,since (1)dijkl= (1)d(ijkl),we have
1

4
�m il�njk

(1)dijkl= 0.Asforthe third part,

1

4
�m il�njk

(3)
d
ijkl =

1

4
�m li�nkj

(3)
d
lkji=

1

4
�m il�njk

(3)
d
klij

= �
1

4
�m il�njk

(3)
d
ijkl= 0: (47)

Consequently,

� m n =
1

4
�m il�njk d

ijkl
: (48)

Im posing theadditionalsym m etry dijkl= dklij,thatis,(3)dijkl= 0,

leadsback to theresultsfound fortheelasticity tensorcijkl.
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