arXiv:2208.04574v1 [math.AP] 9 Aug 2022

A linear isotropic Cosserat shell model including terms up to O(h^5). Existence and uniqueness

Ionel-Dumitrel Ghiba^1 and Mircea Bîrsan^2 and Patrizio Neff^3

Abstract

In this paper we derive the linear elastic Cosserat shell model incorporating effects up to order O(h^5 ) in the shell thickness h as a particular case of the recently introduced geometrically nonlinear elastic Cosserat shell model. The existence and uniqueness of the solution is proven in suitable admissible sets. To this end, inequalities of Korn-type for shells are established which allow to show coercivity in the Lax-Milgram theorem. We are also showing an existence and uniqueness result for a truncated O(h^3) model. Main issue is the suitable treatment of the curved reference configuration of the shell. Some connections to the classical Koiter membrane-bending model are highlighted.

Keywords: Cosserat shell, micropolar shell, 6-parameter resultant shell, in-plane drill rotations, isotropy, existence of minimisers, linear theories

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 The geometrically nonlinear unconstrained Cosserat shell model including terms up to O(h^5) 2 2.1 Notations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 2.2 Shell-kinematics . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 2.3 Geometrically nonlinear energy functional . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2.4 Preliminary results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

3 Linearized Cosserat shell model including terms up to order O(h^5) 7 3.1 Linearized strain measures in the Cosserat shell model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 3.2 The variational problem of the linearised O(h^5)-Cosserat shell model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 3.3 Existence for the linearised Cosserat shell model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 3.3.1 Existence result for the linearised O(h^5)-Cosserat shell model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 3.3.2 Existence result for the linearised truncated O(h^3)- Cosserat shell model . . . . . . . . . . 13

4 The linear model for the Cosserat flat shell: a consistency check 15

5 A comparison with the general 6-parameter shell linear model 16

References 18

A The classical linear (first) Koiter membrane-bending model 19

1Corresponding author: Ionel-Dumitrel Ghiba, Department of Mathematics, Alexandru Ioan Cuza University of Iaşi, Blvd. Carol I, no. 11, 700506 Iaşi, Romania; and Octav Mayer Institute of Mathematics of the Romanian Academy, Iaşi Branch, 700505 Iaşi, email: dumitrel.ghiba@uaic.ro

2Mircea Bîrsan, Lehrstuhl für Nichtlineare Analysis und Modellierung, Fakultät für Mathematik, Universität Duisburg-Essen, Thea-Leymann Str. 9, 45127 Essen, Germany; and Department of Mathematics, Alexandru Ioan Cuza University of Iaşi, Blvd. Carol I, no. 11, 700506 Iaşi, Romania; email: mircea.birsan@uni-due.de

3Patrizio Neff, Head of Lehrstuhl für Nichtlineare Analysis und Modellierung, Fakultät für Mathematik, Universität Duisburg- Essen, Thea-Leymann Str. 9, 45127 Essen, Germany, email: patrizio.neff@uni-due.de

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the linearised formulation of the geometrically nonlinear Cosserat shell model including terms up to order O(h^5) in the shell-thickness h proposed previously in [27]. The Cosserat approach to shell theory (also called micropolar shell theory) was initiated by the Cosserat brothers, who were the first to elaborate a rigorous study on directed media [22, 23]. The idea is to model a shell-like body as a deformable twodimensional surface endowed with directors assigned to every point. In this respect, there are several approaches in literature. For instance, Green and Naghdi [35] have elaborated a shell theory using two-dimensional surfaces endowed with a single deformable director also called Cosserat surfaces. The theory of Cosserat surfaces has been presented in the monograph [44] and the linearised theory has been investigated in a number of papers [24, 8, 9, 10].

Another direct approach to shell theory, also called the theory of simple shells (or directed surfaces), describes the shell-like body as a deformable surface endowed with an independent triad of orthonormal vectors connected to each point of the surface. The triad of directors characterizes the orientation of material points and introduces thus the microrotation tensor. The theory of simple shells has been presented by Zhilin and Altenbach in [50, 4, 5, 51] and a mathematical study of the linearised equations for this model is included in the papers [11, 12].

In [27] we have established a novel geometrically nonlinear Cosserat shell model including terms up to order O(h^5) in the shell-thickness h. The dimensional descent was obtained starting with a 3D-parent Cosserat model and assuming an appropriate 8-parameter ansatz for the shell-deformation through the thickness. This is the derivation approach and it has allowed us to arrive at specific novel strain and curvature measures. In this way, we obtained a kinematical model which is equivalent to the kinematical model of 6-parameter shells. Nevertheless, the theory of 6-parameter shells was developed for shell-like bodies made of Cauchy materials, see the monographs [34, 16] or the papers [26, 40], but our model is expressed in terms of the accepted measures for the bending and the change of curvature (cf. the assertion of Acharya [1] and Anicic and Legér [7], respectively, see also [45]). For recent linear Naghdi shell models [32] which do not incorporate dedicated Cosserat effects we refer to [49, 48], while for a two-dimensional model of elastic shell-like body derived from the three-dimensional linearized micropolar elasticity by using the asymptotic expansion method we refer to [3].

For all our proposed new linearised models we show existence and uniqueness. Existence results for the linearised equations of 6-parameter shells have been proved in [25]. We refer to the review paper [6] for a detailed presentation of various approaches and developments concerning Cosserat-type shell theories and to the books [18, 19, 20] for shell theories in the classical linear elasticity framework.

In the linearised version of our Cosserat shell model we obtain the same linear strain measures as in the theory of 6-parameter shells, due to the fact that the kinematical structure is equivalent, since there is an explicit dependence of the internal energy density on the change of curvature measure and on the bending measure.

2 The geometrically nonlinear unconstrained Cosserat shell model including terms up to O(h^5)

2.1 Notations

In this paper, for a, b ∈ R^n we let ⟨ a, b ⟩ R^n denote the scalar product on R

n with associated vector norm ‖a‖^2_Rn = ⟨ a, a ⟩ R^n. The standard Euclidean scalar product on the set of real n × m second order tensors R n×m is given by ⟨ X, Y ⟩ R^{n×m} = tr(X Y T ), and thus the (squared) Frobenius tensor norm is ‖X‖^2_{Rn×m} = ⟨ X, X ⟩ R^{n×m}. The identity tensor on R^{n×n} will be denoted by 1_n, so that tr(X) = ⟨ X, 1_n ⟩ , and the zero matrix is denoted by 0_n. We let Sym(n) and Sym^+(n) denote the symmetric and positive definite symmetric tensors, respectively. We adopt the usual abbreviations of Lie-group theory, i.e., GL(n) = {X ∈ R^{n×n} | det(X) ≠ 0} the general linear group SO(n) = {X ∈ GL(n)|X^T X = 1_n, det(X) = 1} with corresponding Lie-algebras so(n) = {X ∈ R^{n×n} |X^T = −X} of skew symmetric tensors and sl(n) = {X ∈ R^{n×n} | tr(X) = 0} of traceless tensors. For all X ∈ R^{n×n} we set sym X =^1_2 (X^T + X) ∈ Sym(n), skew X =^1_2 (X − X^T ) ∈ so(n) and the deviatoric part dev X = X −^1_n tr(X) · 1_n ∈ sl(n) and we have the orthogonal Cartan-decomposition of the Lie-algebra gl(n) = {sl(n) ∩ Sym(n)} ⊕ so(n) ⊕ R·1_n, X = dev sym X + skew X +^1_n tr(X)·1_n . For vectors ξ, η ∈ R^n , we have the tensor product (ξ ⊗ η)_{ij} = ξ_i η_j . A matrix having the three column vectors A_1, A_2, A_3 will be written as (A_1 | A_2 | A_3). For a given matrix M ∈ R^{2×2} we define the lifted quantities M^♭ =

(_{M11 M12 0}

M_{21} M_{22} 0 0 0 0 ) ∈ R^{3×3} and ^M = (_{M11 M12 0}

M_{21} M_{22} 0 0 0 1 ) ∈ R^{3×3} . We make use of the operator axl : so(3) → R^3 associating with a matrix A ∈ so(3)

the vector axl(A) := (−A_{23}, A_{13}, −A_{12})^T . The inverse operator will be denoted by Anti : R^3 → so(3).

For an open domain Ω ⊆ R^3 , the usual Lebesgue spaces of square integrable functions, vector or tensor fields on Ω with values in R, R^3 , R^{3×3} or SO(3), respectively will be denoted by L^2(Ω; R), L^2(Ω; R^3 ), L^2(Ω; R^{3×3} ) and L^2(Ω; SO(3)), respectively. Moreover, we use the standard Sobolev spaces H^1(Ω; R) [2, 31, 33] of functions u. For vector fields u = (u_1, u_2, u_3)^T with u_i ∈ H^1(Ω), i = 1, 2, 3, we define ∇ u := (∇ u_1 | ∇ u_2 | ∇ u_3)^T . The corresponding Sobolev-space will be denoted by H^1(Ω; R^3 ). A tensor Q : Ω → SO(3) having the components in H^1(Ω; R) belongs to H^1(Ω; SO(3)). In writing the norm in the corresponding Sobolev-space we will specify the space. The space will be omitted only when the Frobenius norm or scalar product is considered.

2.2 Shell-kinematics

Let Ω_ξ ⊂ R^3 be a three-dimensional curved shell-like thin domain. Here, the domains Ω_h and Ω_ξ are referred to a fixed right Cartesian coordinate frame with unit vectors e_i along the axes Ox_i. A generic point of Ω_ξ will be denoted by (ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3). The elastic material constituting the shell is assumed to be homogeneous and isotropic and the reference configuration Ω_ξ is assumed to be a natural state. The deformation of the body occupying the domain Ω_ξ is described by a vector map φ_ξ : Ω_ξ ⊂ R^3 → R^3 (called deformation) and by a microrotation tensor R_ξ : Ω_ξ ⊂ R^3 → SO(3) attached at each point. We denote the current configuration (deformed configuration) by Ω_c := φ_ξ (Ω_ξ ) ⊂ R^3 . We consider the fictitious Cartesian (planar) configuration of the body Ω_h. This parameter domain Ω_h ⊂ R^3 is a right cylinder of the form

Ω_h = { (x_1, x_2, x_3) | | | (x1, x2) ∈ ω, − h 2 < x_3 < h 2 } = ω × ( − h 2 , h 2 ) , where ω ⊂ R^2 is a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary ∂ω and the constant length h > 0 is the thickness of the shell. For shell–like bodies we consider the domain Ω_h to be thin, i.e. the thickness h is small.

The diffeomorphism Θ : R^3 → R^3 describing the reference configuration (i.e., the curved surface of the shell), will be chosen in the specific form

Θ(x_1, x_2, x_3) = y_0(x_1, x_2) + x_3 n_0(x_1, x_2), n_0 =

∂_{x1} y_0 × ∂_{x2} y_0 ‖∂_{x1} y_0 × ∂_{x2} y_0‖

, (2.1)

where y_0 : ω → R^3 is a function of class C^2(ω). If not otherwise indicated, by ∇Θ we denote ∇Θ(x_1, x_2, 0).

Now, let us define the map φ : Ω_h → Ω_c, φ(x_1, x_2, x_3) = φ_ξ (Θ(x_1, x_2, x_3)). We view φ as a function which maps the fictitious planar reference configuration Ω_h into the deformed configuration Ω_c. We also consider the elastic microrotation Q_{e,s} : Ω_h → SO(3), Q_{e,s}(x_1, x_2, x_3) := R_ξ(Θ(x_1, x_2, x_3)) .

The dimensional descent in [27] is done by assuming that the elastic microrotation is constant through the thickness, i.e. Q_{e,s}(x_1, x_2, x_3) = Q_{e,s}(x_1, x_2), and by considering an 8-parameter quadratic ansatz in the thickness direction for the reconstructed total deformation φ_s : Ω_h ⊂ R^3 → R^3 of the shell-like body, i.e.,

φ_s(x_1, x_2, x_3) = m(x_1, x_2) + ( x_3ϱ_m(x_1, x_2) + x^2_3 2 ϱ_b(x_1, x_2) ) Q_{e,s}(x_1, x_2)∇Θ.e_3 . (2.2)

Here m : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 represents the deformation of the total midsurface, ϱ_m, ϱ_b : ω ⊂ R^2 → R allow in principal for symmetric thickness stretch (ϱ_m ≠ 1) and asymmetric thickness stretch (ϱ_b ≠ 0) about the midsurface and which are given by

ϱ_m = 1 − λ λ + 2 μ [ ⟨ Q^T_{e,s}(∇m|0)[∇Θ ]^{−1}, 1_3 ⟩ − 2] , (2.3)

ϱ_b = − λ λ + 2 μ ⟨ Q^T_{e,s}(∇( Q_{e,s}∇Θ .e_3)|0)[∇Θ ]^{−1}, 1_3 ⟩ + λ λ + 2 μ ⟨ Q^T_{e,s}(∇m|0)[∇Θ ]^{−1}(∇n_0|0)[∇Θ ]^{−1}, 1_3 ⟩ .

This allowed us to obtained a fully two-dimensional minimization problem in which the reduced energy density is expressed in terms of the following tensor fields (the same strain measures are also considered in [34, 16, 26, 13, 14] but with other motivations of their significance) on the surface ω

E_{m,s} : = Q^T_{e,s}(∇m|Q_{e,s}∇Θ .e_3)[∇Θ ]^{−1} − 1_3 ∉ Sym(3), elastic shell strain tensor, (2.4) K_{e,s} : = ( axl(Q^T_{e,s} ∂_{x1} Q_{e,s}) | axl(Q^T_{e,s} ∂_{x2} Q_{e,s}) |0 ) [∇Θ ]^{−1} ∉ Sym(3) elastic shell bending–curvature tensor.

2.3 Geometrically nonlinear energy functional

In [27] we have obtained the following two-dimensional minimization problem for the deformation of the midsurface m : ω → R^3 and the microrotation of the shell Q_{e,s} : ω → SO(3) solving on ω ⊂ R^2 : minimize with respect to (m, Q_{e,s}) the functional I(m, Q_{e,s})= ∫ ω [ W_{memb} ( E_{m,s} ) +W_{memb,bend} ( E_{m,s}, K_{e,s} ) +W_{bend,curv} ( K_{e,s} )] det(∇y_0|n_0)

det∇Θ da−Π(m, Q_{e,s}) , (2.5)

where the membrane part W_{memb} ( E_{m,s} ) , the membrane–bending part W_{memb,bend} ( E_{m,s}, K_{e,s} ) and the bending– curvature part W_{bend,curv} ( K_{e,s} ) of the shell energy density are given by

W_{memb} ( E_{m,s} ) = ( h + K h^3 12 ) W_{shell} ( E_{m,s} ) , W_{memb,bend} ( E_{m,s}, K_{e,s} ) = (h3 12 − K h^5 80 ) W_{shell} ( E_{m,s} B_{y0} + C_{y0} K_{e,s} ) (2.6) − h^3 3 H W_{shell} ( E_{m,s}, E_{m,s}B_{y0} + C_{y0} K_{e,s} ) + h^3 6 W_{shell} ( E_{m,s}, (E_{m,s}B_{y0} + C_{y0} K_{e,s})B_{y0} )

+ h^5 80 W_{mp} ( (E_{m,s} B_{y0} + C_{y0} K_{e,s})B_{y0} ) , W_{bend,curv} ( K_{e,s} ) = ( h − K h^3 12 ) W_{curv} ( K_{e,s} ) + ( h3 12 − K h^5 80 ) W_{curv} ( K_{e,s}B_{y0} ) + h^5 80 W_{curv} ( K_{e,s}B^2_{y0} ) , and W_{shell}(X) = μ ‖sym X‖^2 + μ_c‖skew X‖^2 + λ μ λ + 2 μ [ tr(X)

]_2 (2.7)

= μ ‖dev sym X‖^2 + μ_c‖skew X‖^2 +

2 μ (2 λ + μ) 3(λ + 2 μ)

[tr(X)]^2 (2.8)

W_{shell}(X, Y ) = μ ⟨ sym X, sym Y ⟩ + μ_c ⟨ skew X, skew Y ⟩ + λ μ λ + 2 μ tr(X) tr(Y ),

W_{mp}(X) = μ ‖sym X‖^2 + μ_c‖skew X‖^2 + λ 2 [ tr(X)

]_2 = W_{shell}(X) + λ^2 2 (λ + 2 μ)

[tr(X)]^2,

W_{curv}(X) = μ L^2_c ( b_1 ‖dev sym X‖^2 + b_2 ‖skew X‖^2 + b_3 [tr(X)]^2 ) , ∀ X, Y ∈ R^{3×3} . In the formulation of the minimization problem we have considered the Weingarten map (or shape operator) defined by L_{y0} = I^{−1}_{y0} II_{y0} ∈ R^{2×2} , where I_{y0} := [∇y_0]^T ∇y_0 ∈ R^{2×2} and II_{y0} : = −[∇y_0]^T ∇n_0 ∈ R^{2×2} are the matrix representations of the first fundamental form (metric) and the second fundamental form of the surface, respectively. Then, the Gauß curvature K of the surface is determined by K := det L_{y0} and the mean curvature H through 2 H := tr(L_{y0} ). We have also used the tensors defined by

A_{y0} := (∇y_0|0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} ∈ R^{3×3} , B_{y0} := −(∇n_0|0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} ∈ R^{3×3} , (2.9)

and the so-called alternator tensor C_{y0} of the surface [51]

C_{y0} := det ∇Θ [∇Θ ]^{−T}

(_{0 1 0}

−1 0 0 0 0 0 ) [∇Θ ]^{−1}. (2.10)

The parameters μ and λ are the Lamé constants of classical isotropic elasticity, κ =^{2 μ+3 λ}_3 is the infinitesimal bulk modulus, b_1, b_2, b_3 are non-dimensional constitutive curvature coefficients (weights), μ_c ≥ 0 is called the Cosserat couple modulus and L_c > 0 introduces an internal length which is characteristic for the material, e.g., related to the grain size in a polycrystal. The internal length L_c > 0 is responsible for size effects in the sense that smaller samples are relatively stiffer than larger samples. If not stated otherwise, we assume that μ > 0, κ > 0, μ_c > 0, b_1 > 0, b_2 > 0, b_3 > 0. All the constitutive coefficients are coming from the three-dimensional Cosserat formulation, without using any a posteriori fitting of some two-dimensional constitutive coefficients.

The potential of applied external loads Π(m, Q_{e,s}) appearing in (2.5) is expressed by

Π(m, Q_{e,s}) = Π_ω(m, Q_{e,s}) + Π_{γt} (m, Q_{e,s}) , with (2.11) Π_ω(m, Q_{e,s}) = ∫ ω ⟨ f, u ⟩ da + Λ_ω(Q_{e,s}) and Π_{γt} (m, Q_{e,s}) = ∫ γ_t ⟨ t, u ⟩ ds + Λ_{γt} (Q_{e,s}) , where u(x_1, x_2) = m(x_1, x_2) − y_0(x_1, x_2) is the displacement vector of the midsurface, Π_ω (m, Q_{e,s}) is the potential of the external surface loads f, while Π_{γt} (m, Q_{e,s}) is the potential of the external boundary loads t. The functions Λ_ω , Λ_{γt} : L^2(ω, SO(3)) → R are expressed in terms of the loads from the three-dimensional parental variational problem, see [27], and they are assumed to be continuous and bounded operators. Here, γ_t and γ_d are nonempty subsets of the boundary of ω such that γ_t ∪ γ_d = ∂ω and γ_t ∩ γ_d = ∅ . On γ_t we have considered traction boundary conditions, while on γ_d we have the Dirichlet-type boundary conditions: m | |_{γd} = m^∗, simply supported (fixed, welded), Q_{e,s} | |_{γd} = Q^∗_{e,s}, clamped, (2.12)

where the boundary conditions are to be understood in the sense of traces.

In our model the total energy is not simply the sum of energies coupling the membrane and the bending effect, respectively. Two further coupling energies are still present and they result directly from the dimensional reduction of the variational problem from the geometrically nonlinear three-dimensional Cosserat elasticity. Our model is constructed in [27] under the following assumptions upon the thickness

h max{ sup

(x_1,x_2)∈ω

|κ_1|, sup

(x_1,x_2)∈ω

|κ_2|} < 2 (2.13)

where κ_1 and κ_2 denote the principal curvatures of the surface.

The model admits global minimizers for materials with positive Cosserat couple modulus μ_c > 0 and the Poisson ratio ν =^λ_{2(λ+μ)} and Young’s modulus E =^{μ(3 λ+2 μ)}_{λ+μ} are such that^1 −^1_2 < ν <^1_2 and E > 0 [28]. Under these assumptions on the constitutive coefficients, together with the positivity of μ, μ_c, b_1, b_2 and b_3, and the orthogonal Cartan-decomposition of the Lie-algebra gl(3) and with the definition

W_{shell}(X) := W^∞_{shell}(sym X) + μ_c‖skew X‖^2 ∀ X ∈ R^{3×3} , (2.14)

W^∞_{shell}(S) := μ ‖S‖^2 + λ μ λ + 2 μ [ tr(S)

]_2 ∀ S ∈ Sym(3),

it follows that there exists positive constants c^+_1 , c^+_2 , C^+_1 and C^+_2 such that for all X ∈ R^{3×3} the following inequalities hold

C^+_1 ‖S‖^2 ≥ W^∞_{shell}(S) ≥ c^+_1 ‖S‖^2 ∀ S ∈ Sym(3),

C^+_1 ‖sym X‖^2 + μ_c ‖skew X‖^2 ≥ W_{shell}(X) ≥ c^+_1 ‖sym X‖^2 + μ_c ‖skew X‖^2 ∀ X ∈ R^{3×3} , (2.15)

C^+_2 ‖X‖^2 ≥ W_{curv}(X) ≥ c^+_2 ‖X‖^2 ∀ X ∈ R^{3×3} .

Here, c^+_1 and C^+_1 denote the smallest and the largest eigenvalues, respectively, of the quadratic form W^∞_{shell}(X). Hence, they are independent of μ_c.

1These conditions are equivalent to μ > 0 and 2 λ + μ > 0.

2.4 Preliminary results

In the proof of the existence result for geometrically nonlinear model, the condition on the thickness h is used only in the step where the coercivity of the internal energy density is deduced, see [28, 29]. We recall the results since they will be useful to establish corresponding existence results in the linearised models, too.

Proposition 2.1. [Coercivity in the theory including terms up to order O(h^5)] For sufficiently small values of the thickness h such that h max{sup_{x∈ω} |κ_1|, sup_{x∈ω} |κ_2|} < α with α < √ 2 3 (29 − √ 761) ≃ 0.97083 (2.16)

and for constitutive coefficients satisfying μ > 0, μ_c > 0, 2 λ + μ > 0, b_1 > 0, b_2 > 0 and b_3 > 0, the energy density W (E_{m,s}, K_{e,s}) = W_{memb} ( E_{m,s} ) + W_{memb,bend} ( E_{m,s}, K_{e,s} ) + W_{bend,curv} ( K_{e,s} ) (2.17)

is coercive in the sense that there exists a constant a^+_1 > 0 such that W (E_{m,s}, K_{e,s}) ≥ a^+_1 ( ‖E_{m,s}‖^2 + ‖K_{e,s}‖^2 ) , where a^+_1 depends on the constitutive coefficients. The following inequality holds true W (E_{m,s}, K_{e,s}) ≥ a^+_1 ( ‖E_{m,s}‖^2 + ‖E_{m,s}B_{y0} + C_{y0} K_{e,s}‖^2 + ‖K_{e,s}‖^2 ) . (2.18) ■ In the geometrically nonlinear Cosserat shell model up to O(h^3) the shell energy density W^{(h3)}(E_{m,s}, K_{e,s}) is given by W^{(h3)}(E_{m,s}, K_{e,s}) = ( h + K h^3 12 ) W_{shell} ( E_{m,s} ) + h^3 12 W_{shell} ( E_{m,s} B_{y0} + C_{y0} K_{e,s} )

− h^3 3 H W_{shell} ( E_{m,s}, E_{m,s}B_{y0} + C_{y0} K_{e,s} ) + h^3 6 W_{shell} ( E_{m,s}, (E_{m,s}B_{y0} + C_{y0} K_{e,s})B_{y0} )

+ ( h − K h^3 12 ) W_{curv} ( K_{e,s} ) + h^3 12 W_{curv} ( K_{e,s}B_{y0} ) . (2.19)

Proposition 2.2. [Coercivity in the truncated theory including terms up to order O(h^3)] Assume that the constitutive coefficients are such that μ > 0, 2 λ + μ > 0, b_1 > 0, b_2 > 0, b_3 > 0 and L_c > 0 and let c^+_2 denote the smallest eigenvalue of W_{curv}(S), and c^+_1 and C^+_1 > 0 denote the smallest and the largest eigenvalues of the quadratic form W^∞_{shell}(S). If the thickness h satisfies one of the following conditions:

i) h max{sup_{x∈ω} |κ_1|, sup_{x∈ω} |κ_2|} < α and h^2 <^{(5−2} √ 6)(α^2 −12)^2 4 α^2 c^+_2 max{C^+_1 ,μ_c } with 0 < α < 2 √ 3;

ii) h max{sup_{x∈ω} |κ_1|, sup_{x∈ω} |κ_2|} <^1_a with a > max { 1 +^{√2}_2 , 1+ √ 1+3^{max{C} + 1 ,μc } min{c+1 ,μc } 2 } , then the total energy density W^{(h3)}(E_{m,s}, K_{e,s}) is coercive, in the sense that there exists a constant a^+_1 > 0 such that W^{(h3)}(E_{m,s}, K_{e,s}) ≥ a^+_1 ( ‖E_{m,s}‖^2 + ‖K_{e,s}‖^2 ) , where a^+_1 depends on the constitutive coefficients. The following inequality holds true

W^{(h3 )}(E_{m,s}, K_{e,s}) ≥ a^+_1 ( ‖E_{m,s}‖^2 + ‖E_{m,s}B_{y0} + C_{y0} K_{e,s}‖^2 + ‖K_{e,s}‖^2 ) . (2.20) ■ We define the lifted quantities ^I_{y0} ∈ R^{3×3} by ^I_{y0} = (∇y_0|n_0)^T (∇y_0|n_0) = I^♭_{y0} + ^0_3 and ^II_{y0} ∈ R^{3×3} by ^II_{y0} = −(∇y_0|n_0)T (∇n_0|n_0) = II^♭_{y0} − ^0_3 . Some useful properties of the tensors involved in the variational formulation of the considered shell models [27, 28] are gathered next:

Remark 2.3. The following identities are satisfied :

i) tr[A_{y0} ] = 2, det[A_{y0} ] = 0; tr[B_{y0} ] = 2 H , det[B_{y0} ] = 0,

A_{y0} = [∇Θ ]^{−T} I^♭_{y0} [∇Θ ]^{−1} = 1_3 − (0|0|∇Θ .e_3) [∇Θ ]^{−1} = 1_3 − (0|0|n_0) (0|0|n_0)^T , B_{y0} = [∇Θ ]^{−T} II^♭_{y0} [∇Θ ]^{−1};

ii) B_{y0} satisfies the equation of Cayley-Hamilton type B^2_{y0} − 2 H B_{y0} + K A_{y0} = 0_3; iii) A_{y0} B_{y0} = B_{y0} A_{y0} = B_{y0} , A^2_{y0} = A_{y0} , C_{y0} ∈ so(3), C^2_{y0} = −A_{y0} , ‖C_{y0} ‖^2 = 2;

iv) Q^T_{e,s} (∇[Q_{e,s}∇Θ .e_3] | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} = C_{y0} K_{e,s} − B_{y0} ; v) C_{y0} K_{e,s}A_{y0} = C_{y0} K_{e,s}, E_{m,s}A_{y0} = E_{m,s}.

Further, we can express the strain tensors using the (referential) fundamental forms I_{y0} , II_{y0} and L_{y0} (instead of using the matrices A_{y0} , B_{y0} and C_{y0} ), see [27, 29], i.e., E_{m,s} = [∇Θ ]^{−T} (_{(Qe,s∇y0)T ∇m − Iy0 0} (Q_{e,s}n_0)^T ∇m 0 ) [∇Θ ]^{−1} = [∇Θ ]^{−T}

(_{G 0} T 0 ) [∇Θ ]^{−1}, (2.21)

C_{y0} K_{e,s} = [∇Θ ]^{−T} (_{(Qe,s∇y0)T ∇(Qe,sn0) + IIy0 0} 0 0 ) [∇Θ ]^{−1} = −[∇Θ ]^{−T}

(_{R 0} 0 0 ) [∇Θ ]^{−1},

E_{m,s}B^2_{y0} + C_{y0} K_{e,s}B_{y0} = − [∇Θ ]^{−T}

(_{(R − G Ly0 ) Ly0 0}

T L^2_{y0} 0 ) [∇Θ ]^{−1},

where

G := (Q_{e,s}∇y_0)^T ∇m − I_{y0} ∉ Sym(2) the change of metric tensor, (2.22) T := (Q_{e,s}n_0)^T ∇m = (⟨ Q_{e,s}n_0, ∂_{x1} m ⟩ , ⟨ Q_{e,s}n_0, ∂_{x2} m ⟩) the transverse shear deformation (row) vector, R := − (Q_{e,s}∇y_0)^T ∇(Q_{e,s}n_0) − II_{y0} ∉ Sym(2) the bending strain tensor.

In the above, we can replace L^2_{y0} = 2 H L_{y0} − K 1_2 by the Cayley-Hamilton theorem. The nonsymmetric quantity R − G L_{y0} represents the change of curvature tensor. The choice of this name will be justified in [30]. For now, we just mention that the definition of G is related to the classical change of metric tensor in the Koiter model [46, 47, 19]

G_{Koiter} := 1 2 [ (∇m)^T ∇m − I_{y0} ] = 1 2 (I_m − I_{y0} ), (2.23)

while the bending strain tensor may be compared with the classical bending strain tensor in the Koiter model

R_{Koiter} := −(∇m)^T ∇n − II_{y0} . (2.24)

3 Linearized Cosserat shell model including terms up to order O(h^5)

In this section we develop the linearisation for the elastic Cosserat shell model including terms up to order O(h^5), i.e., for situations of small Cosserat midsurface deformations and small change of curvature.

3.1 Linearized strain measures in the Cosserat shell model

We express the total midsurface deformation

m(x_1, x_2) = y_0(x_1, x_2) + v(x_1, x_2), (3.1)

with v : ω → R^3 , the infinitesimal shell-midsurface displacement. For the elastic rotation tensor Q_{e,s} ∈ SO(3) there is a skew-symmetric matrix

A_ϑ := Anti(ϑ_1, ϑ_2, ϑ_3) := (_{0 −ϑ3 ϑ2} ϑ_3 0 −ϑ_1 −ϑ_2 ϑ_1 0 ) ∈ so(3), Anti : R^3 → so(3), (3.2) where ϑ = axl(A_ϑ) denotes the axial vector of A_ϑ, such that Q_{e,s} := exp(A_ϑ) = ∑_∞ k=0 1 k! A^k_ϑ = 1_3 +A_ϑ +h.o.t.

The tensor field A_ϑ is the infinitesimal elastic microrotation. Here, “h.o.t” stands for terms of order higher than linear with respect to v and A_ϑ. Then, we can expand

Q^T_{e,s}∇m − ∇y_0 = (1_3 + A^T_ϑ + h.o.t.)(∇v + ∇y_0) − ∇y_0 = ∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 + h.o.t.. (3.3)

Since ∇y_0 is given, the first order term in (3.3) is linear in v and A_ϑ. Correspondingly, we get from the non-symmetric shell strain tensor (which characterises both the in-plane deformation and the transverse shear deformation) E_{m,s} = (Q^T_{e,s}∇m − ∇y_0 | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} the linearization

E^{lin}_{m,s} = (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} = (∂_{x1} v − ϑ × a_1 | ∂_{x2} v − ϑ × a_2 | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} ∉ Sym(3). (3.4)

Our aim now is to express all the deformation measures and the linearised models in terms of A_ϑ as well as in terms of its axial vector ϑ. The following definitions are used to express these quantities in terms of ϑ.

For any column vector q ∈ R^3 and any matrix M = (M_1|M_2|M_3) ∈ R^{3×3} we define the cross-product q × M := (q × M_1 | q × M_2 | q × M_3) (operates on columns) and (3.5) M^T × q^T := − (q × M)^T (operates on rows).

Note that M can also be a 3 × 2 matrix, the definition remains the same. Let us note some properties of these operations: for any column vectors q_1, q_2 ∈ R^3 and any matrices M, N ∈ R^{3×3} (or ∈ R^{3×2} ) we have (q_1 × M) q_2 = q_1 × (M q_2) , q^T_1 (q_2 × M) = (q_1 × q_2)^T M = (q^T_1 × q^T_2 ) M = −q^T_2 (q_1 × M) (3.6) and, more general (q_1 × M)N = q_1 × (M N) , N^T (q_2 × M) = −(q_2 × N)^T M = (N^T × q^T_2 ) M . (3.7)

With these relations, the infinitesimal microrotation A_ϑ can be expressed as A_ϑ := ϑ × 1_3 = 1_3 × ϑ^T ∈ R^{3×3} . (3.8) It is possible to write the linearised strain measures in a simplified form. The relation E^{lin}_{m,s} = (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} turns into E^{lin}_{m,s} = (∇v − ϑ × ∇y_0 | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} = [ (∇v | 0) − ϑ × (∇y_0 | 0) ] [∇Θ ]^{−1}. (3.9) Doing the same for the elastic shell bending-curvature tensor K_{e,s} := ( axl(Q^T_{e,s}∂_{x1} Q_{e,s}) | axl(Q^T_{e,s}∂_{x2} Q_{e,s}) | 0 ) [∇Θ ]^{−1} (3.10)

since

Q^T_{e,s}∂_{xα} Q_{e,s} = (1_3 − A_ϑ) ∂_{xα} A_ϑ + h.o.t. = ∂_{xα} A_ϑ + h.o.t. = A_{∂xα ϑ}

≡ Anti ∂_{xα} ϑ = ∂_{xα} Anti ϑ

+ h.o.t. , (3.11)

i.e., axl ( Q^T_{e,s}∂_{xα} Q_{e,s} ) = ∂_{xα} ϑ + h.o.t. we deduce K^{lin}_{e,s} = (axl ( ∂_{x1} A_ϑ ) | axl ( ∂_{x2} A_ϑ ) | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} and

K^{lin}_{e,s} = (∂_{x1} ϑ | ∂_{x2} ϑ | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} = (∇ϑ | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} . (3.12)

Remark 3.1. The matrix C_{y0} admits the form C_{y0} = −n_0 × 1_3 = −n_0 × A_{y0} . (3.13) Proof. To prove (3.13) we put the definition (2.6) in the following form C_{y0} = [∇Θ ]^{−T} C^♭ [∇Θ ]^{−1}, with C =

(_{0 √det Iy} 0 − √ det I_{y0} 0 ) . (3.14) Here, and in the rest of the paper, a_1, a_2, a_3 denote the columns of ∇Θ , while a^1, a^2, a^3 denote the rows of [∇Θ ]^{−1}, i.e.

∇Θ = (∇y_0| n_0) = (a_1| a_2| a_3), [∇Θ ]^{−1} = (a^1| a^2| a^3)^T . (3.15) In fact, a_1, a_2 are the covariant base vectors and a^1, a^2 are the contravariant base vectors in the tangent plane given by a_α := ∂_{xα} y_0, ⟨a^β , a_α⟩ = δ^β_α, α, β = 1, 2, and a_3 = a^3 = n_0 . The following relations hold [19, page 95]: ‖a_1 × a_2‖ = √ det I_{y0} , a_3 × a_1 = √ det I_{y0} a^2, a_2 × a_3 = √ det I_{y0} a^1.

Next, we calculate

[∇Θ ]^{−T} C^♭ = (a^1 | a^2 | a^3)

(_0 √_{det Iy0 0} − √ det I_{y0} 0 0 0 0 0 ) = (−a^2 √ det I_{y0} | a^1 √ det I_{y0} | 0) (3.16) = (a_1 × n_0 | a_2 × n_0 | 0) = −n_0 × ∇Θ .

Using (3.6) and the decomposition 1_3 = A_{y0} + (0|0|n_0) (0|0|n_0)^T , see Remark 2.3, we have C_{y0} = (−n_0 × ∇Θ )[∇Θ ]^{−1} = −n_0 × 1_3 = −n_0 × A_{y0} and (3.13) is proved. ■ From the definition K^{lin}_{e,s} = (∇ϑ | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} together with (3.13) we obtain C_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s} = −n_0 × (∇ϑ | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} . (3.17) In conclusion, the linear strain measures E^{lin}_{m,s} and K^{lin}_{e,s} are given by (3.4) and (3.12). In order to obtain a comparison with the classical linear Koiter-shell model, we also deduce the linear approximation of the constitutive variables G, T and R. The linear approximation of the change of metric tensor from (2.22) G^{lin} = (∇y_0)^T (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0), (3.18) admits the alternative expression, due to (3.7), G^{lin} = (∇y_0)^T (∇v − ϑ × ∇y_0) , or G^{lin} = (∇y_0)^T ∇v + (ϑ × ∇y_0)^T ∇y_0 . (3.19) Using (3.6), the linear approximation of the transverse shear vector T^{lin} = n^T_0 (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0) (3.20) reads

T^{lin} = n^T_0 (∇v − ϑ × ∇y_0) , or T^{lin} = n^T_0 ∇v + ϑ^T (n_0 × ∇y_0) = n^T_0 ∇v + (ϑ × n_0)^T ∇y_0 . (3.21) Using (3.19) and (3.21) we can form the matrix

(_{Glin}

T^{lin} ) = (_{(∇y0)T ∇v + (ϑ × ∇y0)T ∇y0} n^T_0 ∇v + (ϑ × n_0)^T ∇y_0 ) = [∇Θ ]^T ∇v + [ ϑ × ∇Θ ]^T ∇y_0 = [∇Θ ]^T (∇v − ϑ × ∇y_0) , (3.22) in accordance with (3.9) and (2.21).

For the bending strain tensor we get the linearisation

R^{lin} = −(∇y_0)^T (1_3 − A_ϑ)∇[(1_3 + A_ϑ)n_0] − II_{y0} = (∇y_0)^T (A_ϑ∇n_0 − ∇(A_ϑn_0)) (3.23)

= −(∇y_0)^T ∇A_ϑ n_0 = −(∇y_0)^T (∂_{x1} ϑ × n_0 | ∂_{x2} ϑ × n_0)

and, see (3.7), its alternative expressions

R^{lin} = (∇y_0)^T (n_0 × ∇ϑ) or R^{lin} = −(n_0 × ∇y_0)^T ∇ϑ . (3.24)

To obtain a comparison with the classical linear Koiter-shell model, let us first present an alternative form of G^{lin}. From (3.3) we have

G^{lin} = (∇y_0)^T (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0) = (∇y_0)^T (∂_{x1} u + a_1 × ϑ | ∂_{x2} u + a_2 × ϑ)

= (∇y_0)^T (∇v) + (a_1 | a_2)^T (a_1 × ϑ | a_2 × ϑ) = (∇y_0)^T (∇v) +

(_0 ⟨_{ϑ, a1 × a2} ⟩ − ⟨ ϑ, a_1 × a_2 ⟩ 0 ) ] = (∇y_0)^T (∇v) + ⟨ ϑ, n_0 ⟩ (_{0 √det Iy} 0 − √ det I_{y0} 0 ) = (∇y_0)^T (∇v) + ⟨ ϑ, n_0 ⟩ C. (3.25)

Remember that C defined by (3.14) is a 2 × 2 skew-symmetric matrix. From (3.25) we note the relation

sym(G^{lin}) = sym [ (∇y_0)^T (∇v) ] =: G^{lin}_{Koiter} , (3.26)

therefore G^{lin}_{Koiter} corresponds to the symmetric part of our G^{lin}.

3.2 The variational problem of the linearised O(h^5)-Cosserat shell model

The form of the energy density remains unchanged upon linearization, since the geometrically nonlinear model is physically linear (quadratic in the employed strain and curvature measures). Thus, the variational problem for the linear Cosserat O(h^5)-shell model is to find a midsurface displacement vector field v : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 and the micro-rotation vector field ϑ : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 minimizing on ω: I(v, ϑ)= ∫ ω [( h + K h^3 12 ) W_{shell} ( E^{lin}_{m,s} ) + ( h3 12 − K h^5 80 ) W_{shell} ( E^{lin}_{m,s} B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s} )

− h^3 3 H W_{shell} ( E^{lin}_{m,s}, E^{lin}_{m,s}B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s} ) + h^3 6 W_{shell} ( E^{lin}_{m,s}, (E^{lin}_{m,s}B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s})B_{y0} )

+ h^5 80 W_{mp} ( (E^{lin}_{m,s} B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s})B_{y0} ) (3.27) + ( h − K h^3 12 ) W_{curv} ( K^{lin}_{e,s} ) + (h3 12 − K h^5 80 ) W_{curv} ( K^{lin}_{e,s}B_{y0} ) + h^5 80 W_{curv} ( K^{lin}_{e,s}B^2_{y0} )] det(∇y_0|n_0)da

− Π^{lin}(v, ϑ) ,

where

E^{lin}_{m,s} := (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} = [ (∇v | 0) − ϑ × (∇y_0 | 0) ] [∇Θ ]^{−1},

K^{lin}_{e,s} := ( axl(∂_{x1} A_ϑ) | axl(∂_{x2} A_ϑ) | 0 ) [∇Θ ]^{−1} = (∇ϑ | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1}, (3.28)

and Π^{lin}(v, ϑ) is the linearization of Π(m, Q_{e,s}).

For simplicity, we consider only (γ_d = ∂ω) the Dirichlet-type homogeneous boundary conditions: v | |_{∂Ω} = 0 simply supported (fixed, welded), ϑ | |_{∂Ω} = 0 (A_ϑ | |_{∂Ω} = 0), clamped, (3.29)

where the boundary conditions are to be understood in the sense of traces. Therefore, the admissible set A_{lin} of solutions (v, ϑ) is defined by (v, ϑ) ∈ A_{lin} := H^1_0(ω, R^3 ) × H^1_0(ω, R^3 ). (3.30)

3.3 Existence for the linearised Cosserat shell model

3.3.1 Existence result for the linearised O(h^5)-Cosserat shell model

We rewrite the minimization problem (3.27) in a weak form. For this we define the operators

E^{lin} : A_{lin} → R^{3×3} , E^{lin}(v, ϑ) = [ (∇v | 0) − ϑ × (∇y_0 | 0) ] [∇Θ ]^{−1}, K^{lin} : A_{lin} → R^{3×3} , K^{lin}(v, ϑ) = (∇ϑ | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1}, (3.31)

the bilinear form B^{lin} : A_{lin} × A_{lin} → R, B^{lin}((v, ϑ), (~v, ~ϑ)) := ∫ ω [( h + K h^3 12 ) W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(v, ϑ), E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) )

+ (h3 12 − K h^5 80 ) W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(v, ϑ) B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(v, ϑ), E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) )

− h^3 6 H W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(v, ϑ), E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ)B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) )

− h^3 6 H W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ), E^{lin}(v, ϑ)B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(v, ϑ) )

+ h^3 12 W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(v, ϑ), (E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ)B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ))B_{y0} )

+ h^3 12 W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ), (E^{lin}(v, ϑ)B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(v, ϑ))B_{y0} ) (3.32) + h^5 80 W_{mp} ( (E^{lin}(v, ϑ) B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(v, ϑ))B_{y0} , (E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ))B_{y0} )

+ ( h − K h^3 12 ) W_{curv} ( K^{lin}(v, ϑ), K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) )

+ (h3 12 − K h^5 80 ) W_{curv} ( K^{lin}(v, ϑ)B_{y0} , K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ)B_{y0} )

+ h^5 80 W_{curv} ( K^{lin}(v, ϑ)B^2_{y0} , K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ)B^2_{y0} )] det(∇y_0|n_0)da.

and the linear operator

Π^{lin} : A_{lin} → R, Π^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) = Π^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ). (3.33)

Then the weak form of the equilibrium problem of the linear theory of Cosserat shells including terms up to order O(h^5) is to find (u, ϑ) ∈ A_{lin} satisfying

B^{lin}((v, ϑ), (~v, ~ϑ)) = Π^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) ∀(~v, ~ϑ) ∈ A_{lin}. (3.34)

Theorem 3.2. [Existence result for the linear theory including terms up to order O(h^5)] Assume that the linear operator Π^{lin} is bounded and that the following conditions concerning the initial configuration are satisfied: y_0 : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 is a continuous injective mapping and

y_0 ∈ H^1(ω, R^3 ), ∇_xΘ(0) ∈ L^∞(ω, R^{3×3} ), det[∇_xΘ(0)] ≥ a_0 > 0 , (3.35)

where a_0 is a constant. Then, for sufficiently small values of the thickness h such that h max{sup_{x∈ω} |κ_1|, sup_{x∈ω} |κ_2|} < α with α < √ 2 3 (29 − √ 761) ≃ 0.97083 (3.36)

and for constitutive coefficients such that μ > 0, μ_c > 0, 2 λ + μ > 0, b_1 > 0, b_2 > 0 and b_3 > 0, the problem (3.34) admits a unique solution (u, ϑ) ∈ A_{lin}.

Proof. The proof is based on the Lax-Milgram theorem. Since the thickness h satisfies (3.36), then due to the results established in [28, 29] for the geometrically nonlinear model, the internal energy is automatically coercive in terms of the linearised strain and curvature variables E^{lin}(v, ϑ), K^{lin}(v, ϑ) ∈ L^2(ω, R^{3×3} ), in the sense that for all (v, ϑ) ∈ A there exists a constant a^+_1 > 0 such that

B^{lin}((v, ϑ), (v, ϑ)) ≥ a^+_1 ( ‖E^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + ‖K^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ) , (3.37)

where a^+_1 depends on the given constitutive coefficients.

Since the bilinear form B^{lin} is bounded on A_{lin}, as well as the linear operator Π^{lin}, it remains to prove that the bilinear form B^{lin} is coercive on A_{lin}. To this aim, it only remains to prove that for all (v, ϑ) ∈ A_{lin} there exists c > 0 such that

‖E^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + ‖K^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ≥ c (‖v‖^2_H1_{0(ω)} + ‖ϑ‖^2_H1_{0(ω)}). (3.38)

The first step is to use the following alternative form of the linearised strain measures, i.e.,

E^{lin}(v, ϑ) = (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1}, where A_ϑ = Anti ϑ. (3.39)

The next step is to remark that, because the lifted 3×3 quantity ^I_{y0} = (∇y_0|n_0)^T (∇y_0|n_0) ∈ Sym(3) is positive definite and also it’s inverse is positive definite, using also the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and the inequality of arithmetic and geometric means we obtain

‖E^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2 = ⟨ (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1}, (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1} ⟩ = ⟨ (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1}[∇Θ ]^{−T} , (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0) ⟩ = ⟨ [∇Θ ]^{−1}[∇Θ ]^{−T} (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0)^T , (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0)^T ⟩ = ⟨^ I^{−1}_{y0} (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0)^T , (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0)^T ⟩ (3.40) ≥ λ_0 ⟨ (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0), (∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 | 0) ⟩ = λ_0 ⟨ ∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0, ∇v − A_ϑ∇y_0 ⟩ ≥ λ_0 [ ‖∇v‖^2 + ‖A_ϑ∇y_0‖^2 − 2 ⟨ ∇v, A_ϑ∇y_0 ⟩] ≥ λ_0 [ (1 − ε)‖∇v‖^2 + ( 1 − 1 ε ) ‖A_ϑ∇y_0‖^2 ] , for all ε > 0, where 0 < λ_0 < 1 is the smallest eigenvalue of the positive definite matrix ^I^{−1}_{y0} , over ω.

Similarly, we deduce that

‖K^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2 = ‖(∇ϑ | 0) [∇Θ ]^{−1}‖^2 ≥ λ_0 ‖(∇ϑ | 0)‖^2 = λ_0 ‖∇ϑ‖^2 = 1 2 λ_0 ∑ α=1,2 ‖Anti ∂_{xα} ϑ‖^2 (3.41) = 1 2 λ_0 ∑ α=1,2 ‖ ∂_{xα} Anti ϑ‖^2 = 1 2 λ_0 ∑ α=1,2 ‖ ∂_{xα} A_ϑ‖^2.

Moreover, since A_ϑ ∈ H^1_0(ω; so(3)), we deduce the estimate ∑ α=1,2 ‖∂_{xα} A_ϑ‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ≥ c_p‖A_ϑ‖^2_L2_{(ω)}, (3.42)

where c_p > 0 is the constant depending only on ω coming from the Poincaré inequality. Because the Frobenius norm is sub-multiplicative, we have

‖A_ϑ∇y_0‖^2 ≤ ‖A_ϑ‖^2 ‖∇y_0‖^2 ≤ ‖A_ϑ‖^2 sup_{(x1,x2)∈ω} ‖∇y_0‖^2 (3.43)

and therefore

‖A_ϑ∇y_0‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ≤ ‖A_ϑ‖^2_L2_{(ω)} sup_{(x1,x2)∈ω} ‖∇y_0‖^2. (3.44)

Using (3.41), (3.42) and (3.44) we deduce

‖K^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} = 1 2 ‖K^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + 1 2 ‖K^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ≥ 1 4 λ_0 ∑ α=1,2 ‖ ∂_{xα} A_ϑ‖^2 + c_p λ_0 4 ‖A_ϑ‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ≥ 1 4 λ_0 ∑ α=1,2 ‖ ∂_{xα} A_ϑ‖^2 + c_p λ_0 4 1 sup_{(x1,x2)∈ω}‖∇y_0‖^2

‖A_ϑ∇y_0‖^2_L2_{(ω)} (3.45) = 1 4 λ_0 ∑ α=1,2 ‖ ∂_{xα} A_ϑ‖^2 + c_p λ_0 4 sup_{(x1,x2)∈ω} tr(I_{y0} )

‖A_ϑ∇y_0‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ≥ 1 4 λ_0 ∑ α=1,2 ‖ ∂_{xα} A_ϑ‖^2 + c_p λ_0 8 λ_M ‖A_ϑ∇y_0‖^2_L2_{(ω)},

where λ_M > 1 is the largest eigenvalue of the given positive definite matrix ^I_{y0} , over ω. Hence with (3.45) we have

‖E^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + ‖K^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ≥ λ_0 [ (1 − ε)‖∇v‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + ( 1 − 1 ε + c_p 8 λ_M ) ‖A_ϑ∇y_0‖^2_L2_{(ω)} (3.46) + 1 2 ∑ α=1,2 ‖ ∂_{xα} A_ϑ‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ]

for all ε > 0. Now we are looking for some ε > 0 such that in parallel

1 − ε > 0 and 1 − 1 ε + c_p 8 tr(I_{y0} ) > 0, i.e., 1 > ε > 1 1 +^{cp}_{8 tr(Iy0 )}

. (3.47)

Since, c_p > 0 and λ_M > 0, such a constant ε > 0 exists and there is a positive constant c_1 > 0 such that the following Korn-type inequality, see [9] for some related Korn-type inequalities in the Cosserat theory with a deformable vector, is satisfied

‖E^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + ‖K^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ≥ c_1 [ ‖∇v‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + ‖A_ϑ∇y_0‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + ‖∇A_ϑ‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ]

≥ c_1 [ ‖∇v‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + ‖∇Anti ϑ‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ] , (3.48)

i.e., a positive constant c > 0 such that

‖E^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + ‖K^{lin}(v, ϑ)‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ≥ c [ ‖∇v‖^2_L2_{(ω)} + ‖∇ϑ‖^2_L2_{(ω)} ] ∀ (v, ϑ) ∈ A^{lin}. (3.49)

Hence, the bilinear form B^{lin} is coercive and the Lax-Milgram theorem leads to the conclusion of the theorem. ■

3.3.2 Existence result for the linearised truncated O(h^3)- Cosserat shell model

As a restricted case of the linear Cosserat O(h^5)-shell model we obtain the linear Cosserat O(h^3)-shell model, by ignoring the terms of order O(h^5), i.e. the variational problem is to find a midsurface displacement vector field v : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 and the micro-rotation vector field ϑ : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 minimizing on ω: I(v, ϑ)= ∫ ω [( h + K h^3 12 ) W_{shell} ( E^{lin}_{m,s} ) + h^3 12 W_{shell} ( E^{lin}_{m,s} B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s} )

− h^3 3 H W_{shell} ( E^{lin}_{m,s}, E^{lin}_{m,s}B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s} ) + h^3 6 W_{shell} ( E^{lin}_{m,s}, (E^{lin}_{m,s}B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s})B_{y0} ) (3.50) + ( h − K h^3 12 ) W_{curv} ( K^{lin}_{e,s} ) + h^3 12 W_{curv} ( K^{lin}_{e,s}B_{y0} )] det(∇y_0|n_0)da − Π^{lin}(v, ϑ) , where Π^{lin}(v, ϑ) is the linearization of Π(m, Q_{e,s}). The weak form of the equilibrium problem of the linear theory of Cosserat shells including terms up to order O(h^3) is to find (v, ϑ) ∈ A_{lin} satisfying

B^{lin}_h3 ((v, ϑ), (~v, ~ϑ)) = Π^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) ∀ (~v, ~ϑ) ∈ A_{lin}, (3.51)

where B^{lin}_h3 : A_{lin} × A_{lin} → R,

B^{lin}_h3 ((v, ϑ), (~v, ~ϑ)) := ∫ ω [( h + K h^3 12 ) W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(v, ϑ), E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) )

+ h^3 12 W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(v, ϑ) B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(v, ϑ), E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) )

− h^3 6 H W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(v, ϑ), E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ)B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) )

− h^3 6 H W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ), E^{lin}(v, ϑ)B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(v, ϑ) )

+ h^3 12 W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(v, ϑ), (E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ)B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ))B_{y0} ) (3.52) + h^3 12 W_{shell} ( E^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ), (E^{lin}(v, ϑ)B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}(v, ϑ))B_{y0} )

+ ( h − K h^3 12 ) W_{curv} ( K^{lin}(v, ϑ), K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) )

+ h^3 12 W_{curv} ( K^{lin}(v, ϑ)B_{y0} , K^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ)B_{y0} )] det(∇y_0|n_0)da.

and the linear operator

Π^{lin} : A_{lin} → R, Π^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ) = Π^{lin}(~v, ~ϑ). (3.53)

A similar proof as in the case of the O(h^5) model leads us to the following results (see also the proof of the coercivity from [28, 29])

Theorem 3.3. [Existence result for the truncated linear theory including terms up to order O(h^3)] Assume that the linear operator Π^{lin} is bounded and that the following conditions concerning the initial configuration are satisfied: y_0 : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 is a continuous injective mapping and

y_0 ∈ H^1(ω, R^3 ), ∇_xΘ(0) ∈ L^∞(ω, R^{3×3} ), det[∇_xΘ(0)] ≥ a_0 > 0 , (3.54)

where a_0 is a constant. Then, if the thickness h satisfies either of the following conditions:

i) h max{sup_{x∈ω} |κ_1|, sup_{x∈ω} |κ_2|} < α and h^2 <^{(5−2} √ 6)(α^2−12)^2 4 α^2 c^+_2 C^+_1 with 0 < α < 2 √ 3;

ii) h max{sup_{x∈ω} |κ_1|, sup_{x∈ω} |κ_2|} <^1_a and a > max { 1 +^{√2}_2 , 1+ √ 1+3^C + 1 c+1 2 } , where c^+_2 denotes the smallest eigenvalue of W_{curv}(S), and c^+_1 and C^+_1 > 0 denote the smallest and the biggest eigenvalues of the quadratic form W^∞_{shell}(S), and for constitutive coefficients such that μ > 0, 2 λ+μ > 0, b_1 > 0, b_2 > 0, b_3 > 0 and L_c > 0, the problem (3.51) admits a unique solution (u, ϑ) ∈ A_{lin}.

Proof. The proof is based on the coercivity inequality already proven in [28, 29], see Proposition 2.2, and the same steps as in the proof of Theorem 3.2. ■

Remark 3.4. We observe that the conditions imposed on the thickness are more restrictive in the truncated O(h^3) model than in the O(h^5) model. In other words, the existence results hold true in O(h^3) only for smaller values of the thickness h, in comparison to the O(h^5) model. Moreover, while in the O(h^5) model the conditions imposed on the thickness are independent on the constitutive coefficients (the same conditions for all shells, i.e., all materials), in the O(h^3) model the conditions depend on the assumed constitutive coefficients.

4 The linear model for the Cosserat flat shell: a consistency check

For the Cosserat flat shell model (flat initial configuration) obtained in [37] we have Θ(x_1, x_2, x_3) = (x_1, x_2, x_3) which gives ∇_xΘ = 1_3 and y_0(x_1, x_2) = (x_1, x_2) := id(x_1, x_2). Also Q_0 = 1_3, n_0 = e_3, Q_{e,0}(x_1, x_2) = R(x_1, x_2),

B_{id} = 0_3, C_{id} =

(_{0 1 0}

−1 0 0 0 0 0 ) ∈ so(3), L_{id} = 0_2, K = 0, and H = 0. Hence, see (3.17), E^{lin}_{m,s} and K^{lin}_{e,s} are

E^{lin,plate} m,s : = (∇v| 0) − (A_ϑ. e_1 | A_ϑ.e_2 | 0) = (∇v| A_ϑ.e_3) − A_ϑ (4.1) = (∇v | 0) − ϑ × ( e_1 | e_2 | 0) = (∂_{x1} v − ϑ × e_1 | ∂_{x2} v − ϑ × e_2 | 0) and K^{lin,plate} e,s := ( axl(∂_{x1} A_ϑ) | axl(∂_{x2} A_ϑ) | 0 ) = (∇ϑ | 0) , (4.2)

respectively. Moreover, due to (3.17), we deduce

C_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s} = −e_3 × (∇ϑ | 0) . (4.3)

The variational problem for the linear Cosserat plate model is to find a midsurface displacement vector field v : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 and the micro-rotation vector field ϑ : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 minimizing on ω: I(v, ϑ)= ∫ ω [ h W_{shell} ( E^{lin,plate} m,s ) + h^3 12 W_{shell} ( C_{y0} K^{lin,plate} e,s ) + h W_{curv} ( K^{lin,plate} e,s )] da − Π^{lin,plate}(v, ϑ) , (4.4)

where E^{lin,plate} m,s , K^{lin,plate} e,s and C_{id} K^{lin}_{e,s} have the expressions from above and Π^{lin,plate}(v, ϑ) is the linearization of Π(m, Q_{e,s}) for a flat initial configuration. Note the automatic absence of O(h^5)-terms for the flat shell problem and that the partial derivatives of the third component of ϑ survive after linearization only in the curvature part of the energy.

Let us consider the following alternative expression of E^{lin,plate}_{m,s} and C_{id}K^{lin,plate}_{e,s}

E^{lin,plate} m,s = (_{Glin,plate 0}

T^{lin,plate} 0 ) , C_{id}K^{lin,plate}_{e,s} = −

(_{Rlin,plate 0} 0 0 ) , (4.5)

where

G^{lin,plate} = (e_1 | e_2)^T (∇v − A_ϑ(e_1 | e_2)) = (_{∂x1 v1 ∂x2 v1 + ϑ3} ∂_{x1} v_2 − ϑ_3 ∂_{x2} v_2 ) , T^{lin,plate} = e^T_3 (∇v − A_ϑ(e_1 | e_2)) = (∂x_1 v3 + ϑ2 ∂x_2 v3 − ϑ1) (4.6) R^{lin,plate} = (e_1 | e_2)^T (e_3 × ∇ϑ) = [(e_1 | e_2)^T × e^T_3 ](∇ϑ) = −[e_3 × (e_1 | e_2)]^T (∇ϑ)

= −(e_3 × e_1 | e_3 × e_2)]^T (∇ϑ) = −(e_2 | − e_1)^T ∇ϑ =

(_{0 −1 0}

1 0 0 ) ∂_{x1} ϑ_1 ∂_{x2} ϑ_1 ∂_{x1} ϑ_2 ∂_{x2} ϑ_2 ∂_{x1} ϑ_3 ∂_{x2} ϑ_3 = (_{−∂x1 ϑ2 −∂x2 ϑ2} ∂_{x1} ϑ_1 ∂_{x2} ϑ_1 ) ,

as well as the decomposition

K^{lin,plate} e,s = C_{id}(−C_{id}K^{lin,plate}_{e,s} ) + (0|0|e_3) (0|0|(K^{lin,plate}_{e,s} )^T e_3)^T (4.7)

= C_{id}

(_{Rlin,plate 0} 0 0 ) + (0|0|e_3) (0|0|(N^{lin,plate})^T )^T ,

where N^{lin,plate} := e^T_3 ∇ϑ = (∂_{x1} ϑ_3, ∂_{x2} ϑ_3), (4.8) represents the row vector of drilling bendings. Then the variational problem for the linear Cosserat plate model is to find a midsurface displacement vector field v : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 and the micro-rotation vector field ϑ : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 minimizing on ω:

I(v, ϑ)= ∫ ω [ h ( μ ‖sym G^{lin,plate}‖^2 + μ_c‖ skew G^{lin,plate}‖^2 + λ μ λ + 2μ [tr ( G^{lin,plate} ) ]^2 )

in-plane deformation + h μ + μ_c 2 ‖ ‖T^{lin,plate}‖^2

transverse shear

(4.9)

+ h^3 12 ( μ ‖sym R^{lin,plate}‖^2 + μ_c‖ skew R^{lin,plate}‖^2 + λ μ λ + 2μ [tr ( R^{lin,plate} ) ]^2 )

bending−type termsoforder O(h^3)

+ h μ L^2_c [ b_1 ‖sym R^{lin,plate}‖^2 + ( 8 b_3 + b_1 3 ) ‖ skewR^{lin,plate}‖^2 + b_2 − b_1 2 [ tr ( R^{lin,plate}

) ]_2 ]

bending−typetermsoforder O(h)

+ h μ L^2_c b_1 + b_2 2 ‖N^{lin,plate}‖^2

drilling bendings ] da − Π^{lin,plate}(v, ϑ) , (4.10)

Since sym(G^{lin}) = G^{lin}_{Koiter}, we observe that the in-plane deformation energy coincides with the membrane part of the energy of the Koiter model. In addition, in our linear model the influence of the microstructure is taken into account (see the terms having the coefficient μ_c) and traverse shear is taken into account, too. The connection between the bending strain tensor in the Koiter model and the bending strain tensor in our linear model may be done in a constrained model, since the Koiter model does not consider Cosserat effects. In the flat shell model the bending-type terms appear due to both three dimensional energies, the elastic strain energy and the curvature energy. The two-dimensional part resulting after dimensional reduction from the curvature energy is capable to capture the drilling bendings, too.

5 A comparison with the general 6-parameter shell linear model

There exist many linear shell model derived in the framework of Cosserat theory. Most of them are included as particular cases in the linearised model of the 6-parameter theory of shells [16, 41, 17, 42, 26]. In the resultant 6-parameter theory of shells, the strain energy density for isotropic shells has been presented in various forms. The comparison of our nonlinear shell model and the general 6-parameter nonlinear shell models was done in [27]. Since the models are quadratic in all the involved strain and curvature tensors, all the remarks from this comparison are still valid in the linear models. We recall here the concluding remarks of the comparison, but in terms of the strain of the linear model.

The simplest expression W_P(E^{lin}_{m,s}, K^{lin}_{e,s}) has been proposed in the papers [16, 17] in the form

2 W_P(E^{lin}_{m,s}, K^{lin}_{e,s}) = C [ ν (tr E^{lin,‖}_{m,s} )^2 + (1 − ν) tr((E^{lin,‖}_{m,s} )^T E^{lin,‖}_{m,s} ) ] + α_s C(1 − ν) ‖E^{lin,T}_{m,s} n_0‖^2 + D [ ν (tr K^{lin,‖}_{e,s} )^2 + (1 − ν) tr((K^{lin,‖}_{e,s} )^T K^{lin,‖}_{e,s} ) ] + α_t D(1 − ν) ‖K^{lin,T}_{e,s} n_0‖^2, (5.11)

where the decompositions of E^{lin}_{m,s} and K^{lin}_{e,s} into two orthogonal directions (in the tangential plane and in the normal direction)^2 are considered, i.e.,

E^{lin,‖}_{m,s} = A_{y0} E^{lin}_{m,s} = (1_3 − n_0 ⊗ n_0)E^{lin}_{m,s}, K^{lin,‖}_{e,s} = A_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s} = (1_3 − n_0 ⊗ n_0) K^{lin}_{e,s}, (5.12)

E^{lin,⊥}_{m,s} = (1_3 − A_{y0} ) E^{lin}_{m,s} = n_0 ⊗ n_0 E^{lin}_{m,s}, K^{lin,⊥}_{e,s} = (1_3 − A_{y0} ) K^{lin}_{e,s} = n_0 ⊗ n_0 K^{lin}_{e,s}.

The constitutive coefficient C =^{E h}_{1−ν2} is the stretching (in-plane) stiffness of the shell, D =^{E h3}_{12(1−ν2 )} is the bending stiffness, and α_s , α_t are two shear correction factors. Also, E =^{μ (3 λ+2 μ)}_{λ+μ} and ν =^λ_{2 (λ+μ)} denote the Young modulus and Poisson ratio of the isotropic and homogeneous material. In the numerical treatment of

2Here, we have used that, since A_{y0} = 1_3 − n_0 ⊗ n_0, for all X ∈ R^{3×3} it holds ‖X^⊥‖^2 = ‖X^T n_0‖^2.

non-linear shell problems, the values of the shear correction factors have been set to α_s = 5/6, α_t = 7/10 in [17]. The value α_s = 5/6 is a classical suggestion, which has been previously deduced analytically by Reissner in the case of plates [43, 35]. Also, the value α_t = 7/10 was proposed earlier in [39, see p.78] and has been suggested in the work [38]. However, the discussion concerning the possible values of shear correction factors for shells is long and controversial in the literature [35, 36].

The coefficients in (5.11) are expressed in terms of the Lamé constants of the material λ and μ now by the relations C ν = 4 μ (λ + μ) λ + 2 μ h , C(1−ν) = 2 μ h, D ν = 4 μ (λ + μ)

λ + 2 μ h^3 12 , D(1−ν) = μ h^3 6 . In [26], Eremeyev and Pietraszkiewicz have proposed a more general form of the strain energy density, namely

2 W_{EP}(E^{lin}_{m,s}, K^{lin}_{e,s}) = α_1 ( tr E^{lin,‖}_{m,s} )_2 + α_2 tr ( E^{lin,‖}_{m,s} )_2

+ α_3 tr ( (E^{lin,‖}_{m,s} )^T E^{lin,‖}_{m,s} ) + α_4 ‖E^{lin,T}_{m,s} n_0‖^2

+ β_1 ( tr K^{lin,‖}_{e,s} )_2

+ β_2 tr ( K^{lin,‖}_{e,s} )_2

+ β_3 tr ( (K^{lin,‖}_{e,s} )^T K^{lin,‖}_{e,s} ) + β_4 ‖K^{lin,T}_{e,s} n_0‖^2. (5.13)

Already, note the absence of coupling terms involving K^{lin,‖}_{e,s} and E^{lin,‖}_{m,s} .

The eight coefficients α_k, β_k (k = 1, 2, 3, 4) can depend in general on the structure curvature tensor K^0 = Q_0( axl(Q^T_0 ∂_{x1} Q_0) | axl(Q^T_0 ∂_{x2} Q_0) | 0 )(∇y_0 | n_0)^{−1} of the reference configuration, where Q_0 = polar(∇y_0 | n_0).

We conclude

Remark 5.1.

i) By comparing our W_{our} ( E^{lin}_{m,s}, K^{lin}_{e,s} ) with W_{EP} ( E^{lin}_{m,s}, K^{lin}_{e,s} ) we deduce the following identification of the constitutive coefficients α_1 , ..., α_4, β_1 , ..., β_4

α_1 = ( h + K h^3 12 ) 2μλ 2μ + λ , α_2 = ( h + K h^3 12 ) (μ − μ_c),

α_3 = ( h + K h^3 12 ) (μ + μ_c), α_4 = ( h + K h^3 12 ) (μ + μ_c), (5.14)

β_1 = 2 ( h − K h^3 12 ) μ L^2_c

12 b_3 − b_1 3 , β_2 = ( h − K h^3 12 ) μ L^2_c (b_1 − b_2),

β_3 = ( h − K h^3 12 ) μ L^2_c(b_1 + b_2), β_4 = ( h − K h^3 12 ) μ L^2_c (b_1 + b_2).

ii) We observe that μ^{drill}_c := α_3 − α_2 = 2 ( h + K h^3 12 ) μ_c , which means that the in-plane rotational couple

modulus μ^{drill}_c of the Cosserat shell model is determined by the Cosserat couple modulus μ_c of the 3D Cosserat material.

iii) In our shell model, the constitutive coefficients are those from the three-dimensional formulation, while the influence of the curved initial shell configuration appears explicitly in the expression of the coefficients of the energies for the reduced two-dimensional variational problem.

iv) The major difference between our model and the previously considered general 6-parameter shell model is that we include terms up to order O(h^5) and that, even in the case of a simplified theory of order O(h^3), additional mixed terms like the membrane–bending part W_{memb,bend} ( E^{lin}_{m,s}, K^{lin}_{e,s} ) and W_{curv} ( K^{lin}_{e,s}B_{y0} ) are included, which are otherwise difficult to guess.

v) Beside the fact that mixed membrane–bending terms are included, the constitutive coefficients in our shell model depend on both the Gauß curvature K and the mean curvature H, see item i) and compare to (2.6). Moreover, due to the bilinearity of the density energy, if the final form of the energy density is expressed as a quadratic form in terms of ( E^{lin}_{m,s}, K^{lin}_{e,s} ) , as in the W_{EP} ( E^{lin}_{m,s}, K^{lin}_{e,s} ) , then we remark that the dependence on the mean curvature is not only the effect of the presence of the mixed terms, due to the Cayley-Hamilton equation B^2_{y0} = 2 H B_{y0} − K A_{y0} . See for instance the energy term W_{curv} ( K^{lin}_{e,s}B^2_{y0} ) or even W_{mp} ( (E^{lin}_{m,s} B_{y0} + C_{y0} K^{lin}_{e,s})B_{y0} ) from (3.27).

Acknowledgements: This research has been funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) – Project no. 415894848: NE 902/8-1 (P. Neff) and BI 1965/2-1 (M. Bîrsan)). No funding source is specified for the other author.

References

[1] A. Acharya. A nonlinear generalization of the Koiter–Sanders–Budiansky bending strain measure. International Journal of Solids and Structures, 37(39):5517–5528, 2000.

[2] R.A. Adams. Sobolev Spaces., volume 65 of Pure and Applied Mathematics. Academic Press, London, 1. edition, 1975. [3] I. Aganović, J. Tambača, and Z. Tutek. Derivation and justification of the model of micropolar elastic shells from threedimensional linearized micropolar elasticity. Asymptotic Analysis, 51:335–361, 2007.

[4] H. Altenbach and P.A. Zhilin. A general theory of elastic simple shells (in Russian). Uspekhi Mekhaniki, 11:107–148, 1988. [5] H. Altenbach and P.A. Zhilin. The theory of simple elastic shells. In R. Kienzler, H. Altenbach, and I. Ott, editors, Theories of Plates and Shells. Critical Review and New Applications, Euromech Colloquium 444, pages 1–12. Springer, Heidelberg, 2004.

[6] J. Altenbach, H. Altenbach, and V.A. Eremeyev. On generalized Cosserat-type theories of plates and shells: a short review and bibliography. Archive of Applied Mechanics, 80:73–92, 2010.

[7] S. Anicic and A. Léger. Formulation bidimensionnelle exacte du modèle de coque 3D de Kirchhoff-Love. Compte Rendus Acad. Sci. Paris, Ser. Math., 329(8):741–746, 1999.

[8] M. Bîrsan. On Saint-Venant’s principle in the theory of Cosserat elastic shells. International Journal of Engineering Science, 45:187–198, 2007.

[9] M. Bîrsan. Inequalities of Korn’s type and existence results in the theory of Cosserat elastic shells. Journal of Elasticity, 90:227–239, 2008.

[10] M. Bîrsan. Thermal stresses in cylindrical Cosserat elastic shells. European Journal of Mechanics of Solids A, 28:94–101, 2009.

[11] M. Bîrsan and H. Altenbach. A mathematical study of the linear theory for orthotropic elastic simple shells. Mathematical Methods in the Applied Sciences, 33:1399–1413, 2010.

[12] M. Bîrsan and H. Altenbach. On the dynamical theory of thermoelastic simple shells. Zeitschrift für angewandte Mathematik und Mechanik, 91:443–457, 2011.

[13] M. Bîrsan and P. Neff. Existence of minimizers in the geometrically non-linear 6-parameter resultant shell theory with drilling rotations. Mathematics and Mechanics of Solids, 19(4):376–397, 2014.

[14] M. Bîrsan and P. Neff. Shells without drilling rotations: A representation theorem in the framework of the geometrically nonlinear 6-parameter resultant shell theory. International Journal of Engineering Science, 80:32–42, 2014.

[15] A. Blouza and H. Le Dret. Existence and uniqueness for the linear Koiter model for shells with little regularity. Quarterly of Applied Mathematics, 57(2):317–337, 1999.

[16] J. Chróścielewski, J. Makowski, and W. Pietraszkiewicz. Statics and Dynamics of Multifold Shells: Nonlinear Theory and Finite Element Method (in Polish). Wydawnictwo IPPT PAN, Warsaw, 2004.

[17] J. Chróścielewski, W. Pietraszkiewicz, and W. Witkowski. On shear correction factors in the non-linear theory of elastic shells.

International Journal of Solids and Structures, 47:3537–3545, 2010.

[18] Ph.G. Ciarlet. Introduction to Linear Shell Theory. Series in Applied Mathematics. Gauthier-Villars, Paris, first edition, 1998. [19] Ph.G. Ciarlet. Mathematical Elasticity, Vol. III: Theory of Shells. North-Holland, Amsterdam, first edition, 2000. [20] Ph.G. Ciarlet. An Introduction to Differential Geometry with Applications to Elasticity. Springer, 2005. [21] Ph.G. Ciarlet. An introduction to differential geometry with applications to elasticity. Journal of Elasticity, 78(1-3):1–215, 2005.

[22] E. Cosserat and F. Cosserat. Sur la théorie des corps minces. Comptes rendus de l’Académie des Sciences, 146:169–172, 1908. [23] E. Cosserat and F. Cosserat. Théorie des corps déformables. Hermann et Fils (reprint 2009), Paris, 1909. [24] C. Davini. Existence of weak solutions in linear elastostatics of Cosserat surfaces. Meccanica, 10:225–231, 1975. [25] V.A. Eremeyev and L.P. Lebedev. Existence theorems in the linear theory of micropolar shells. Zeitschrift für angewandte Mathematik und Mechanik, 91:468–476, 2011.

[26] V.A. Eremeyev and W. Pietraszkiewicz. Local symmetry group in the general theory of elastic shells. Journal of Elasticity, 85:125–152, 2006.

[27] I.D. Ghiba, M. Bîrsan, P. Lewintan, and P. Neff. The isotropic Cosserat shell model including terms up to O(h^5). Part I:

Derivation in matrix notation. Journal of Elasticity, 142:201–262, 2020.

[28] I.D. Ghiba, M. Bîrsan, P. Lewintan, and P. Neff. The isotropic elastic Cosserat shell model including terms up to order O(h^5) in the shell thickness. Part II: Existence of minimizers. Journal of Elasticity, 142:263–290, 2020.

[29] I.D. Ghiba, M. Bîrsan, P. Lewintan, and P. Neff. A constrained Cosserat-shell model including terms up to O(h^5). Journal of Elasticity, 146(1):83–141, 2021.

[30] I.D. Ghiba and P. Neff. On the deformation measures in shell models. in preparation, 2022.

[31] V. Girault and P.A. Raviart. Finite Element Approximation of the Navier-Stokes Equations., volume 749 of Lect. Notes Math.

Springer, Heidelberg, 1979.

[32] A.E. Green and P.M. Naghdi. Shells in the light of generalized Cosserat continua. In F.I. Niordson, editor, Theory of Thin Shells., IUTAM Symposium Copenhagen 1967, pages 39–58. Springer, Heidelberg, 1969.

[33] R. Leis. Initial Boundary Value Problems in Mathematical Physics. Teubner, Stuttgart, 1986.

[34] A. Libai and J.G. Simmonds. The Nonlinear Theory of Elastic Shells. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2nd edition, 1998.

[35] P.M. Naghdi. The theory of shells and plates. In S. Flügge, editor, Handbuch der Physik, Mechanics of Solids., volume VI a/2, pages 425–640. Springer, Berlin, 1972.

[36] P.M. Naghdi and M.B. Rubin. Restrictions on nonlinear constitutive equations for elastic shells. Journal of Elasticity, 39:133–163, 1995.

[37] P. Neff. A geometrically exact Cosserat-shell model including size effects, avoiding degeneracy in the thin shell limit. Part I:

Formal dimensional reduction for elastic plates and existence of minimizers for positive Cosserat couple modulus. Continuum Mechanics Thermodynamics, 16:577–628, 2004.

[38] W. Pietraszkiewicz. Consistent second approximation to the elastic strain energy of a shell. Zeitschrift fr̈ angewandte Mathematik und Mechanik, 59:206–208, 1979.

[39] W. Pietraszkiewicz. Finite Rotations and Langrangian Description in the Non-linear Theory of Shells. Polish Sci. Publ., Warsaw-Poznań, 1979.

[40] W. Pietraszkiewicz. Refined resultant thermomechanics of shells. International Journal of Engineering Science, 49:1112–1124, 2011.

[41] W. Pietraszkiewicz and V.A. Eremeyev. On natural strain measures of the non-linear micropolar continuum. International Journal of Solids and Structures, 46:774–787, 2009.

[42] W. Pietraszkiewicz and V. Konopińska. Drilling couples and refined constitutive equations in the resultant geometrically non-linear theory of elastic shells. International Journal of Solids and Structures, 51:2133–2143, 2014.

[43] E. Reissner. The effect of transverse shear deformation on the bending of elastic plates. Journal of Applied Mechanics, Transactions ASME, 12:A69–A77, 1945.

[44] M.B. Rubin. Cosserat Theories: Shells, Rods and Points. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 2000.

[45] M. Šilhavỳ. A new approach to curvature measures in linear shell theories. Mathematics and Mechanics of Solids, 26(9):1241– 1263, 2021.

[46] D.J. Steigmann. Extension of Koiter’s linear shell theory to materials exhibiting arbitrary symmetry. International Journal of Engineering Science, 51:216–232, 2012.

[47] D.J. Steigmann. Koiter’s shell theory from the perspective of three-dimensional nonlinear elasticity. Journal of Elasticity, 111:91–107, 2013.

[48] J. Tambaća and Z. Tutek. A new linear Naghdi type shell model for shells with little regularity. Applied Mathematical Modelling, 40:10549–10562, 2016.

[49] J. Tambača. A new linear shell model for shells with little regularity. Journal of Elasticity, 117:163–188, 2014.

[50] P.A. Zhilin. Mechanics of deformable directed surfaces. International Journal of Solids and Structures, 12:635–648, 1976.

[51] P.A. Zhilin. Applied Mechanics – Foundations of Shell Theory (in Russian). State Polytechnical University Publisher, Sankt Petersburg, 2006.

A The classical linear (first) Koiter membrane-bending model

According to [19, page 344], [21, page 154, ] in the linear (first) Koiter model, the variational problem is to find a midsurface displacement vector field v : ω ⊂ R^2 → R^3 minimizing: ∫ ω { h ( μ‖[∇Θ]^{−T} (G^{lin}_{Koiter} )^♭[∇Θ]^{−1}‖^2 + λ μ λ + 2 μ tr [ [∇Θ]^{−T} (G^{lin}_{Koiter} )^♭[∇Θ]^{−1}

]_2) (A.1) + h^3 12 ( μ‖[∇Θ]^{−T} ( R^{lin}_{Koiter} )_♭ [∇Θ]^{−1}‖^2 + λ μ λ + 2 μ tr [ [∇Θ]^{−T} ( R^{lin}_{Koiter} )_♭ [∇Θ]^{−1} ]_2)} det(∇y_0|n_0) da,

where (G^{lin}_{Koiter} )^♭ and ( R^{lin}_{Koiter} )_♭ are the lifted quantities of the strain measures [19] given by

G^{lin}_{Koiter} := 1 2 [ I_m − I_{y0}

]_{lin} = 1 2 [ (∇y_0)^T (∇v) + (∇v)^T (∇y_0) ] = sym [ (∇y_0)^T (∇v) ] (A.2) and R^{lin}_{Koiter} : = [ II_m − II_{y0}

]_{lin} = (⟨ n_0, ∂_{xαxβ} v − ∑ γ=1,2 Γ^γ_{αβ} ∂_{xγ} v ⟩ a^α ) αβ ∈ R^{2×2}, (A.3)

The expression of R^{lin}_{Koiter} involves the Christoffel symbols Γ^γ_{αβ} on the surface given by Γ^γ_{αβ} = ⟨ a^γ , ∂_{xα} a_β ⟩ = − ⟨ ∂_{xα} a^γ , a_β ⟩ = Γ^γ_{βα}.

Note that, using m = y_0 + v and (∇m)^T ∇m = (∇y_0)^T ∇y_0 + (∇y_0)^T ∇v + (∇v)^T ∇y_0 + h.o.t ∈ R^{2×2} , the linear approximation of the difference^1_2 [ I_m − I_{y0}

]_{lin}

appearing in the Koiter model can easily be obtained [19, page 92], the linear approximation of the difference [ II_m − II_{y0}

]_{lin}

needs some more insights from differential geometry [19, page 95] and it is based on formulas of Gauß ∂_{xα} a_β = ∑ γ=1,2 Γ γ αβ a_γ + b_{αβ} a_3 and ∂_{xβ} a^α = − ∑ γ=1,2 Γ α γβ a^γ + b^α_β n_0 and the formulas of Weingarten ∂_{xα} a_3 = ∂_{xα} a^3 = − ∑ β=1,2 bαβ a β = − ∑ β=1,2 b γ β a_γ together with the relations [19, page 76] b_{αβ} (m) = − ⟨ ∂_αa_3(m), a_β (m) ⟩ = ⟨ ∂_αa_β (m), a_3(m) ⟩ = b_{βα}(m), where b_{αβ} (m) are the components of the second fundamental form corresponding to the map m, b^β_α(m) are the components of the matrix associated to the Weingarten map (shape operator), and on the following linear approximation n = n_0 +^1

√_{det((∇y0)T ∇y0)} (∂_{x1} y_0 × ∂_{x2} v + ∂_{x1} v × ∂_{x2} y_0 + h.o.t) − tr(((∇y_0)^T ∇y_0)^{−1} sym((∇y_0)^T ∇v)) n_0.

We note that other alternative forms of the change of metric tensor and the change of curvature tensor in [19, Page 181] are

G^{lin}_{Koiter} = ( 1 2 (∂_β v_α + ∂_αv_β ) − ∑ γ=1,2 Γ^γ_{αβ} v_γ − b_{αβ} v_3 ) αβ ∈ R^{2×2} , (A.4) and R^{lin}_{Koiter} = ( ∂_{xαxβ} v_3 − ∑ γ=1,2 Γ^γ_{αβ} ∂_{xγ} v_3 − ∑ γ=1,2 b^γ_αb_{γβ} v_3 + ∑ γ=1,2 b^γ_α(∂_{xβ} v_γ − ∑ τ =1,2 Γ^τ_{βγ} v_τ ) (A.5) + ∑ γ=1,2 b^γ_β (∂_{xα} v_γ − ∑ τ =1,2 Γ^γ_{ατ} v_γ ) + ∑ τ =1,2 (∂_{xα} b^τ_β + ∑ γ=1,2 Γ^τ_{αγ} b^γ_β − ∑ γ=1,2 Γ^γ_{αβ} b^τ_γ )v_τ ) αβ ∈ R^{2×2} , respectively. Actually, on one hand, the last form of the curvature tensor will be considered when the admissible set of solutions of the variational problem will be defined. On the other hand, as noticed in [20, Page 175] by considering the form (A.3) of the change of metric tensor, we can impose substantially weaker regularity assumptions on the mapping y_0. For the linear (first) Koiter model the existence results are given in [19, Theorem 7.1.-1 and Theorem 7.1.-2], see also [15].

While the relation between G^{lin} and G^{lin}_{Koiter} holds in the general case, we are able to find a simple explicit relation between R^{lin} and R^{lin}_{Koiter} only in the case of the constrained Cosserat-shell model. This is not surprising, since only symmetric stress tensors are taken into account in the classical linear Koiter model, i.e., the internal strain energy does not depend on the skewsymmetric part of the considered strain measures (since it is work conjugate to the skew-symmetric part of the stress tensor). In addition, the linear Koiter model does not consider extra degrees of freedom. In [30] we will discuss the choice of the deformation measures in shell models. We will see that the classical strain measure R^{lin}_{Koiter} (the classical bending strain measure, also known as the change of curvature tensor) does not represent the unique choice and that some other modified expressions of the classical bending tensor may be more suitable in the modelling of a shell.