T I AR A= i Vol.41  No.1
2011 £ 1 A 25 H ADVANCES IN MECHANICS Jan. 25, 2011

PO OUOOT Y
# x §

St neacaoe

oEf 14 K T 2 o] B AR B Rz ST AR TS A
HEME BN KEERIE

EEE & W\ AR
JESASE A A2 Be J3¥7, JLsE 100044

W OE HEME AR TEER TR 3 Jy T iR BT T 4RI, B 5T, R Bl AR B R I SN ) AT R KA TE
] 5 RS PR N RS IR 1 S 24 M B 1L T VF 22 2238 1) D68, X XA )8 WF SRR JE T KA TE B #8119 &
R, TSP e s AATHEH T AR PR D75k ok 8 B RS, W0 Cauchy N Jyik e, 85— HE8 =28
Piola-Kirchhoff i 775k & LA & Jaumann N fy 5k 855, fIT, 5 —E& B T B 5 S, wTURRA A
N3k o ) — e R R AR SRR AR R e N sk AR b, SR TR 0 FEIR N RS EIE T A S B DL <3
T 37 R s, SN IR IS AR AT T A LA, A TS MIL 4R, F <5 R
il 7 .

R, GRIR T RAR TR B ) v — Lo 23 S P o) R, A0 35 AR A4 B IR 2R SORH B 11 2 o (1) & ) 3 e 1 R
JIVE F RUAE 1R N g 7 S ek FRR A 22 fd 1 3 e P 00 A0 AR BT 0 IO SR AR Y ) A e e FR B 7 v, F
A BB 45 A7 T

IS5, 1R AR T 5P ) 8 b 4% i R B R ST . b R A R A AR H AR, AT R Sk )7
T A 1 — Fh 4 BE SR L

KR KREMEHEL, AE D, THFHEFA, ARERE

1 3 F

1.1 HAE A

A T B AR INDIEIN= o
i Cauchy & 180 Z a1, )5, X T A%
AR T AR AN 7 SR g 2 Ta) A, [ A4 g 2 b ) /s
AT o) RV AA D 2 ) AR, D RS TR A
Ot T RIS 7. AH 2, XF T [ 44 ) 2 i)
PR RALTE ) 8, T2 BT I AR TR K, 20
% AT UG ) TG A4 /A T 1) 22 ), 1K S BN )
AR k. Hi, M AN 3 i)
gk &, Bl Cauchy N Jj5k &, 2 —2K Piola-Kirchhoff
J¥ 77 5K 5 A1 5B 2K Piola-Kirchhoff N J) 7k . 7E4)
LRH TR B R Y b, SRS R 4 58 o6 AN TR
RS B N1 =T [E 7 DS S LN

WA H W - 2011-01-10, &[5 H % : 2010-01-15

gk B L E . BR TIOR3 BRIy gk 1 LW E
AN, 38 AT 3 S B N AR BE R AN [R] A S N AR gk
KF, 45 HVE 2 N ) 5K & BT E X, W Biot Y )
kL T A X Y ) R

LA ), R F 21 e LY
RS —ADFEARR 5K . A o it e B, A7 AEE—
(R0 FRIESE Sk U MV, IIER K& R, W2

F=R-U=V-R (1)

SR U VAR IR A R B K 9 B
R BB T U SRXFRE R 1, LA
U = Miygi ® g5, 58F Ay Al g, 409000 U 10140
155 2 5 7 43— 4L 104 1 56 5 G o . i)

* Applied Mechanics Review # o BB 1% 1L 3 (Published with kind permission from Applied Mechanics Review Volume 61 (©
2008). HZ AARRFFEE4 (90205007) #H #BI% L A3 4 (20030004003) H %X 973 Wi H (2010CB7321004). H Rl B 4k £k o4
oy 2 5% H A SE IR A TR S (LNM201003) Rl “Jb 50T [ 44 7 2% B s R 0 T H %

T E-mail: jinmingjinming@hotmail.com



o4 N

2011 4F 2 41 &

SINT 2N AR R B BLAE o AATRR Ry Hill A%
E(U) = f(M\i))9:®g; (2)

o O AT R PR I 0 bR ek A, HLE L
f(1)=0#1 f'(1) =1, E(U) & Lagrangean !
AR, Sethl? 5N T RN E B,
Em:l(Um—I), m==1,4+2,---
m
EQ = IHU,

A, T o ALk . Y Hill VAR (2) T

3)

m=20

1
f(A)z{ — (A" =1), m=#£1,%£2. "
In A, m =0

i, Hill NAR kAL A 3 (3). BT bA, B, A Hill AR
P35 K (3) th By, o, E_y Bl Eo 23 5IFK N
4 N AZ 8Y Biot WAE . Green MAF . Almansi VAR
HURE K N A 5B 25 B Bk E,,, & Seth-Hill 4%
oY, Seth W A4%.

N T R AR B FR O Doyle-Ericksen AR

1

Gn=—WVm"-I), m=+1,42, -
m

GOZIHV7

(5)
m =20

P Gy 1 Gy 43 HFR N Eulerian [ AR Hencky
X W AR 8% Hencky W AZ.

AR il O B s S A gk o)
b5 —ANARKE B, 8, 25 T« B, £oR
Ah 308 2 AL B b A AR 5T b T A R D6k s
[ P 5 4, B

w=T":E,, (6)

Aorf () AR () KIS EL, w R A DR R
LA AR B R L TR B R s, T BR R
Biot WV Jj5k . 4 XN )5k & 5L Jaumann [ )5k
i T@ M T2 43 5IF k85 2% Piola-Kirchhoff
N 77 5K S8 R0 IO . g K =

— 28 Seth-Hill I 4% [ HL W 07 IF 5K 1 7R &
PRITJE T,

(1) N2 By, KALHEMN )y, RIEE 3K Piola-
Kirchhoff IV Jj 5K 0] £ on N

T® = JF ' o (F 1" (7)

A H o N Cauchy N 5k, J W RTE G 52 LT
RRLE, P IR RS F (R

(2) 4 SUSAE S Biot A5 By (9 JCHR 71, B
Jaumann N JJ 5K EE Biot N ) 5K &l KR K

T — % <T(2) .U+U- T(2)) (8)

(3) Almansi N.AZ E_o ISLHEN Fy, IO
LI T3 5K T R 7R

T = JFT .6 - F (9)

(4) NA E_y WILHEN ), i gR A 45 B 5]
A, AR
1

s Sl O
2

(5) W ENAE By, Bl mU (BILHEN S, H
Hoger 5| A\, 235 2 WL 3CHR [4].
Tk, KRR

7™ = U™ . T"™ . U™, m=+1,42,--- (11

A, T B IEA m #h 1 T (%%
T,

Mom >3 W, OCHUFZ %A XL E Seth-Hill
NAS B, FTxE NS HEN S T R AR R R
AT TOFIL. SR s B8 FIH Sk R 7 RS T
JLE Ak i A 5 6 B AT BORRIEAR 1 A7 A Kk
B U, Xiaol®l 25 7 JLH0MN ) T 8 — A28 1
FoRAL KBS TSR T 2Ky T
AR R AL, HERNEE U™ R
A A HIL 4, Farahani 45 9 Al T 5
Seth-Hill N AE E,,, #H G 1 P4 AN L5018 ) 53 5 8] (1)

K FRBNA U WILHEN S 7O, B
HillllO11 F1 Hoger™ (5T TAESb, I 2L 104 —
SetIf oY TAE. 38 7O B T [ Rl A
M ERAFBRERGAMKKE U, Xiaol® 4
SEHERN ) T ) 85— A5 Pk KoK, Farahani 25 [12)
WAER T XT TO KKK, i, 5k 13
LT 6 FPRFEIM VL R T TO AR
g

X (2) MMV AR B R, HIL M g5
T BN D) oy w RN B B, R A
FI Scheilder) i 5t FL 40 Y ) B H 2= R I8 B
L W HAEREFIERM A M KRR U, Xiao 9
BT Mg - MALER R FIH Hill
7%, Farahani &5 12 45 7 AN [R) Hill B AR L350 N H
Z AR Z. A0 (2) e Hill AR,

(T(’Z) Ut+uUut T(’Q)) (10)



%01 W

ey B A - SR KR TR Bl A AR N IR A A L 7 5 ) AT A e Ji B 95

RVE L ILHE N 7y 2238 AR &2 2%, H i fer F AR bR TG
M) T XA T (1) ) i 6 A A ke

XFT HIll AR, AR BN ), AT B R
AR (5) H Doyle-Ericksen W A%, th 1] GE A7 7F 3
BN 7. {H Ogden'6:171 R E B X} Doyle-Ericksen
AR W R B, RO AR L Y 7).

X0 (5) B K 5K 5 L 7R 1) Hencky %)
HNAE InV, Ogdent6171 F1 Hoger! 8 F AN [A] 1) )5
AR, W R H Y S #, Hencky XF AN AF InV
HAFEAEILHONY J); Lehmann 55 081 $¢ T —Fh &
MBSV T O 7k, i Cauchy W) 5
Hencky X # N 4% InV JLHE: Lehmann 25 191 45 H
T Hencky X[ #NAF In V' ILHEN J) 1) — %k
R~IER. A Kronecker 7K & FH 5% %, Nicholson (2]
BE— A5 T Hencky X 8N AE In VK350 ).
[A t, Doyle-Ericksen N AZ [¥] 348 1 g ] 2 {585
F AN R R )

W 2 1N ) g AT ) @ ARG AR R e,
S¢ b, X e SOWYE A A BEA 5. R LA )
R IERS SR

(1) 7210 B IE 7 25| g an ik 22 19 N ) 5k &0k
A — RN PR ?

(2) S 10 A7 78 LG & Tl Y ) 5K 5 B ] 4 (1) 18

?

&

(3) ANIR]RY: Jg 5k 58 18] 1) 3 AR DG 2R ey 2

(4) Ny 5k R 2R s BE A5 $R I AR R 2R 2

[T Sy i o R TR ) i S
CHL )7 AT AR I — SR AN TR BN gk R 3K
AR Y. ) i FLAT 2oL R i 5 0. PRt M
SHET 7 W DA Y 5 IR & R AR A SE I b A
h AN e, TR AR R, 25 g kA
B — NS EFERA R . AT <5k, 5
PER AR T i) 700 4 W) 07 B2, -7 07 R 3 4
AR S 2, AT LA R AR i) T2 20, B, A
A BER UL, AR D) 5k 5] LU “JE T ) (base
forces)” AR

WBAb, 5K R 2 AR ) R I, <JE i 5 AT
PAE T —ANMBLE TR flan, R SEmE o, &
R RAE BT BES T — RAVN AT 2 1 )
PEANZER L 1.2 45 F0 1.3 5.

55 2 4B Bl Cauchy Wy 55— A15E —
2K Piola-Kirchhoff . JJ 43 & [ ELW & . 25 3 ¥ 5>
2 IR TR G A LR R

1.2 —LFH MO

1.2.1 REUEk 195 )

XTSRS 114 bty B I 1) N AR 2 A
SR, UL UL, FNE 3 IR N AR AH B, AR S BRI )
REARE T T6 595 K. T BRI B A BLUR AR K
(PR TE, BT A, S0 BT 1K S8 R 1) 2 8Ll ok
1 i PR 3T PR 2 AR 23 A1 1 100, 590 A BE DA S A AR
JEELR B, AERXFE IR, LT AR A
PR S 3 9 Aol A e P DR 22 A8 1) R 0 B AR A
R S B N RPN (P N VAL
(1 W 288 g 2 o R — AN A T L 5 — R RS A
A 4 1t A PR A% TR 3 1 308 Ak B AR 2 0] 72 Wong
A U8 AR, 2 G, XA B SR TV 2 Y
. Knowles!49-°0 I Sternbergl®1:52 %A1 H S 4F
SFLGLA vy W 3T 1 57 T A S A R AOE TE 4H 1
ZiIR. Abeyaratnel®) X} 1T B4R T A B4 41
{1808 A 1 e AR BT G 00t A0 TR Al R 238 T T
I 24 Je il (T ST e

1.2.1.1 T AIZL

(1) V- iy Y. AR ) 8

(1) W 444 8k

KT R 4 1) Blatz-Ko ARk AR T 8
40 n] 1, Knowles Ml Sternbergl®¥ f H.i#4T T &
G o3 . o B g5 SRR W, RS S Ak T B ) B A
KA, HEXESITERATE . 5K Knowles
A1 Sternbergl®! g it BEAATT ) 43 BT 45 L, AT
TEP) W 3 M. Lund T Westmarm![®6! [1]
A PR JC TS 45 RAUESE T Knowles Fl Sternberg!?4:55]
(1) — T 3 A 45 . T R4 1Y) Blatz-Ko 4
¥l FowlerP™ $ath, B T MR & A A BN L, &
ML o B — 4% “HR R BT (elastostatic
shocks)”, 73X ANE T B AT, A7 A5 466 R0 B ) #6 i
ANELLI.

fe e 123300 i e iR W SR 21 AR R
T R BUR R 38 BRI A B A OC R 5 X
I 2 WY AR GE % pR AL, S T — R ar X 7
R R R R GUR v BT REAE. KR B2 FR
Knowles Fl Sternberg [¥1¥ i fif 5 i & 5 5545 21 11
30 A 123,29-300 FLAT A [) 1) M 5T, B 2R 9 i #4 J2
Ab T F ) AR A, Xl Hadamard 284 8L 1 (1)
oy, Lelb™ 5 T — AN /0 A 45 2.

X F AT 4 (1) Blatz-Ko #4 ¥}, Betra %5 59 H
A B ITIE AT T — AR B 2 R — AN 2 1K)



96 1 =

it B 2011 4F 2 41 &

2PN (] 7R 25 B ST R AR S, AT ) T B 2 R
T, A AT RN g, AR A BRI, TN )
L RECS I 0 R A k.

(2) AT I b

X T AN Ak 46 ) neo-Hookean — #4 K,
Knowles!® 15 21 T T B R4 40 2 v 37 187 30 Al . Wang
26 161 R A RGBT Mooney MRk T A4%Y
ZUI J FA4). Stephenson 021 #F 5% T — 2844} A 1 7Y
My R ) AL ﬁﬁ, Mooney-Rivilin R H
Z . Abeyaratne 55 (63 3 3| T — A 0] e 45 7 0
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i3 B, X T Blatz-Ko M BFAAELE LGS o8 £ (16)
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LB 2 23 0] 52 7 ) R 1, Warne 55 187881 45 1y
T AT BRAR T v 71 89 30 i

B L ME B ORL BB AT 52 ) 2 — N A R Y ) L
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WAL Ay AT, A g5 R B VB A RL R £ b —
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Blatz-Ko ##}. | X Hadamard # ¥}, & & [23]
LI — Pl AR W BT DA R — ol 26 bRk 10 A g A

iR

1.2.2.2 I

41 Simmonds A1 Warne 45 84851 [{1 30 55, X} T
L IS R BBk e s ), KRARTE ) @A) &
— N AE IR )L /N AR T I TR) G AR T
B HLELE R g i) ) A — A SRS 45 30 R )
e 5 () . RN TR AR T, 3 b i 0 A2 58 4 AN T
R P A i)

D= S TR O = S Q1 R L VA SR =T
F B 381 71X M2 IR 18 B T 1 AEZ: 1 Boussineq
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A B R B O T 3 T S 17) 2 1 Hertz
fiff PRI U T ik ) ) B — AN BB A A
DM 3 T P FRCH fll i R w] el AR 43 7 R RIAT B
TCVERAE. AR S s B A ) 8 2 AN BEAE /N AR TE B AR
AEZE R R SR . IX 2 R, A0 /AR TR 5 M BEAE 11
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A, SR A A s e @I, AT KR T B AR AT AL
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nis 5 O30 SRR T 2 AT BIBIR NIPEBL AR AR T stk
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fih ) fEL.
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] A — AN AR ) R 0T T e 4 AR R, H
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A Hs A5 BB AT RE B A R, o R LA 13 gn
T AN AR, XA ANAT PR T v A R 2
ANSCHR [34] (K145 R, T8 A, AR EE 7] 4
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51 A E =0 o A N = V1 N o R = S
(3839 25 th T Bl BR A BN I AN R AR IR
e @ 1K) A2 T b o, HAFAEAE T ok XA X kT
X)) VEAN 2538, WL 4.3 1.

1.3 ARAEJsEL

el Y PO A 1T M RV E (B Rt & TN
PR AR T H. 5 /NRTEAEBURAU, W] LA 57 5
PERAZ T I 95 RE Ji BE, A AR AT A HE. 24 R ] ik i
J1 T FALREBRJE w; I, 88 5 B 1 Rk ok
A LLAR AR A4 121.22),

(ELX 5 PE R AR B 0] AL, 5 AR AN — B, 2
TAFAEAR /INAZ TEAG Bl i LAY g O 257,48 8 1R AR g
JE B2 AN A AR XA ) R ELOR, AT
T2 MR AR e B O5~1081 R FAE AR .
BAMARGHREFEMIE M REEAX EW
Levinson®7 8 H4 18], A 25 — 2% Piola-Kirchhoff M.
JINE R HEAS R J e, AN W] B8 2 LRI /NAR T A 2K
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AR AR T8 Ax fig B B, R PR A U 5 — A
A NTFRY . RS ik, Levinsonl®™ {545 H
T AFOF KA TE AR e R B AR IR AN R e IR P
W, SR T 828 Piola-Kirchhoff N /) = k3
KGN, SR, Levinson®™ AAIF B X 28 W 7 1)
i, RIARTE RGP, v DAOE— Hbdm ok 55— 2%
Piola-Kirchhoff N /] 7 78 K. Veubeke 1001
TR U B B kAR o0 i e B, N T — R R AR IR
AR AR BEIZ BR A E AT B ) R NI AR e Bl . ]
Veubekel1001 [¥] 42 G812 bR 4TS AN J — Folr &l 42 B Jit 2.
Ogden[102] i~ it T 38 7 X i Wl 4 4 5y 1) 7] g 7k Al
ME—P, JF45 T A T PRI A A, (H L X B RR ) 4%
PEALT- R AN TE IR, B A 08 4l i) 7 A7 9 AN 4
M T 58 BT IR T A, Gaol106~1101 if 4 i
JREEFEAT T 5T, Gao %5 11061 5718 T Levinson!®”]
MRZ A < NWHERY I, JF B e “RB ek 0,
oS, AE3CHER [107) H, K CRER e LK
FIEE — 2K Piola-Kirchhoff W /] K78 T H 2k, Ml
TR, 193 7 Mo ne R B SR, %R
W 35 55 2% Piola- Kirchhoff W 5K & )10, iX
JEARAMERAF 1 A T REAAEAE. MR, Gao 107 )
AR AE s 215 e B A7 L AN A 4B

h T R BT A K AR T ) 4R e s B
FAERIP G, @R B2 SR <R 7 7R IRE
Ax i, SRACE 55— . 2K Piola-Kirchhoff N 7] 7K &,
HESL T —FhR e SR B A AT e B ) AR TR B R ]
BOSLTH )T ME—H e, BEIR B AESS 5 T AR
] ZEA 4.

2 ZMNMNKREMNEREX

Cauchy M JJ9k# . 5 — K HZE K Piola-
Kirchhoff . Jj 5K & 1) B W & L O AR VR 2 #RH
o th 161721101 124) 5 71 2 4 I R AR ST ) A2
R R TR IS 1 58 SO TR AR

2.1 Cauchy M k2N £

WU, NATDRERY. D 5K 5 1 8 SO iR 3L oy &, —
BRI R R AR bR &R, IR R — DR 24
HATE. H 2'(i=1, 2, 3) IR AT i TE I < kAR
PR AR, e; Feom s ARBR AN 1) (1) A7 R . O T R 3t
— RUHIN AR A, BT S8 B 5 H— AN IE N A
Wot, XA MR Q Fon, /LM HIMIE b, IE
N LKA dat, da?, de®, WL 2.

M do® RRVEHAEIE SR 3 AN IE M i

Lf9 1, T o Bl 3 A IEM LR, 1
; do’
7= T 19)
AL AR 3121, 1-1=3. Bedh, ] o
W ot t e T L

ol =dle; (20)

o7t Ky Cauchy W JJ5K & )7 &L ot SERER

BT Q KNI

é; dO'3
dx' /
2
; |- do
dx 0 - e,
el / dx2 \
d0'l

(SR VA NSV ITRZS o

2.2 % —% Piola-Kirchhoff ¥ kB8 H 2

X TR AR T [l Ak, 8% X 43 4 1 44 B R0 ) U
M. ZRE—AW R, VG R TE Hh A B R
P RN, B AU IE S A S T LK 8.

Bl 3 TR I AT NI AR T (LR TEAR I IE
NI )

FIH AR R AR R X 3278 IEN AR TOCIL K. e

BN X TR R, W e = O

SRR LE A 6 . 84 TN R BT 2
erd X1, exd X2 il egd X3, AT, N A4 F
N, KA QdX?Y, QudX? Fl Qudx3, Horf
Q AT RIT A ORE i, B Q= 02
R, er,ex Ml ey GAETLEAHEN Q) Q) M Q.
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—AEUT, Q; AR IEARZ KRR, FAT/NE
& 3 AN IEMH B0 23 &R oA aTt. R TE
B, AT AR FAERTAG 1 7/ T A4 B f 0 i E.
70 IR A L T _E A 4 B T AN K

. T
T = ixXi-laxitt (21)

X dX? — 0. WARAENIIRIER e; bR 7, W
i =ri'e; (22)

A 790 g i 528 Piola-Kirchhoff MV 7 5K & 144

H.

2.3 % Z 3% Piola-Kirchhoff M H#fkEMH 2
AT R B 3 AN IER Q Bt W
H

Jji
T =>"Q, (23)

Je
Z A Piola-Kirchhoff IV 75K & [f] 43 .
2.4 @BIWHFS

MIRARHI M ik, — Ak o] DUH R T
FRRF K KL, A Cauchy W JJ5k&E o
— 2 Piola-Kirchhoff N Jj5k & + F1Z — K Piola-
Kirchhoff IV 775K & T® EIRCH54

O'ZO'jiej®€i:0'i®6i
T:Tjiej®ei:1'i®ei (24)
ji
T® :Zej®ei:7'6®ei
X
T = ol'e; (25)
HE, X 23) P o R (25) T T AN
. N o, 7 BT JEIX 3 AN 5K B i 46 6t
Tor, fEAABRAR L, AT AL R, BZ R
3 ANy sk B AT AR I D g, AEVE 2 B T #AT R
A4, DB 2 A IF AR I 51 ) SRR

3 “EmA” Al hkE
T FRAT T R A <EE i ) RS, R4 e
R WL SCHR [21, 22, 124].

3.1 “EmA” WENX
EM AT T BN — N PAS B H A bR R 2,
ot IR AR AR R, Q RO AT AN R W S A

TR TG AT N AR T G I 5 3 R o ok Qldil,
Q,dx? FI Qsdz®, WL 4.

Bk Q R 1 Q = 0

S N AP AR ARz 7 W

WATH a7 FonVEH TRk 3 A EMm -
(177, 24 da® (i = 1,2,3) #1 TE 0, 479 R
. ar

dxifldxile
KPP LAEdRbRL 3+1 =1/ 1-1=3. T #K
ol WAL

e (19) 24 2 M ETMTE I — AN ROR
ARRI, T A A ot fEX (21) W, M 2t 2W]
URFITE I — AR R IR AR IS, T ARy %, “JET
717T" 5 Cauchy N Jj 3K . 55— 28 Piola-Kirchhoff
M gk B A 2 2K Piola-Kirchhoff [ Jj K & ) ¢
AAE 3.4 it

3.2 “EMA” RITIHE

T ULEL T DT I T RE, T SRR A A
R IE b 28L&, B, 4 2 &
VERL kS W H AL, P I Q Ron — MW s AE AR
TR e AL B R, B A, SRR, AT RAG
IR N

%

(26)

P; M1 Q, 73 BRI HIURFI 2 F A TR IR, ] Vp
M Vi RN MU AT 21 R 5L,

VQ = (Qb Qs Q3) (28)

KPS RIR 3 DN REIRA R
FI<JETH 7T, AT LG HHATAG F TR B T R
AP RuUR S SIS

Vp = (P, Py, P3),
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X a0 AHIR BALIAR L4y @ ML 1, 6 8
B A7 AR B 4552 A5 ). Homy = m- Py, S
m ARG AR L (1R AL s 0y = n- Q,,
o n D TR L R SR S LA 7 [

HY <Kkt 3T, S5 RE TS R

8TZ
ﬁ
oT"
ot Vaf =0 (31)

K po F p 53 0 2R TE R FAR TE 5 1) L % %, f
ST PR TR sz B T, BIMA Dy, AR R R
5K &, U1 Cauchy N /5K & . 25— Piola-Kirchhoff
Mgk & FTEE 2% Piola-Kirchhoff £ 1 ik & 28 %
KT 5 R R S (30) AT (31) AR tb B AL X
(30) A1 (31) AUTE M HE, 1M HAE B A&AL ] 1 5
Tk

3.3 AIEHEMRIEEER

P “ﬁﬁﬁijj”T” z%%”iif”jﬂﬁ*ﬁ

AT A B L PE A B R T, 4w R
L, A2
Q:P+u, Q¢:Pi+ui (32)

A w; = a— NALREBERE. H U FRon g1ty 2 F
AL B N AR E. %5 18— AT N AR o, W
K 4. BRSO S, W ER AL RS I A

T du; = VpoU Ty = VpU (33)
Ak ()= 0. Wi
. oU
T =Veg (34)
2 (34) WA NARRER R <SLm Tt Bk, A7

B u; 1EJ2 “EEEJJ”TZ‘ (L AR &

FHV- 777 72 (30) B (31), #PEEHE (34), ML B
W RLAERN D170 FAAT (29), TeATAT LLE B — A K
AR A 2 ) T DL <BE T T R RS B
u; ﬂéﬁﬁﬁ
3.4 MATKEWEH

IEfE (26) Frde & m, X (19) 11 ot F1K
(21) I T e T IR O B ST,

2 (24) H ¥Ry 5K AT S AR

1 . 1
= T'9Q.r=T oP,

Vo Ve
1 )
T® = V—F’l T'® P; (35)
P

A P RO TEHEE F IR ?E%?Ejﬁlifﬁﬁiﬁ
(35) i 3 AMRIAAL R E. HE N kR
TRV < ) s, #ildn, 4850 (35) T s
7 Piola-Kirchhoff W Jj 7k i L IERA K (8), FAl
R B “HE i )7 4o Biot 75K &

1
2Vp
Roft RER (1) o ek K

M (35) A1 (36) HY, FeAlTn] BUE H Cauchy [
J15K & 55— Piola-Kirchhoff W Jj5k & . 5f 2%
Piola-Kirchhoff W 775K & Fl Biot W Jj ik & #L4& H
T PC LAAS [ 56 25 R 3 HH R 1, ) 32 (R E AR [+ T
LA, ANEREA 3 At P9 7 TR, 4% A g 5 e ] ]
SHETH ) Mg k. 9T AN EETT, R R AR
Ui, AN g gk A 2 T ) A N A R AR

3.5 —EE5HRTXMEIRIER

B e AT A, <KL Tt n) AR
B &MY Dy gk N IR A 2, A AR A AT
F ST )7 SRFRIA N k& R AE T T
F & — DU Ao, A & a, b Fl e R,
WK 5. ag, by Ml ¢y Ko i a, b Hl ¢ /EZTEHT
PR L B, HY FH %o 3 %1 a, b
e N T By g, Y oS R ).

MAETTUUME, a, b 1 c IR K Q,, Q, A
Q;, W4, N (35) IZE—AJ5 #E0] A4S 3] Cauchy
INAEI SN

T — [P,@T" -R+(P;@T"-R)"] (36)

o= 3V(H“®a+H”®b+HC®c) (37)

A v DU T ARSI M T AR R Ak, BT B
A, ag, by M ey WITHEER K Py, Py 1 Py, JIS
2, 3K (35) B 2 A7 FE W] LLAS 225 — 28 Piola-
Kirchhoff IV Jj ik &

T = 3V(H¢‘®a 0o+ H @by +H ®coy) (38)
0

A Vo 2 DY TR SO G AT AR 1 PR AR
SAEIR, AEUER LR 2450

R 5 R T

1. 1
= VH’@pi,T: VOHZ@)piO,i:a,b,c,n (39)
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A py RAEHETIE L, DY RAR T 8 B O 2]
BEASON T DR, pyy 2 py IR R &
A DU TH AR AL TP IR A, BT H + H +
H®+ H" =0. p; K4 7] UE R FE, 30 (39)
W3 ] AL R Z K. Cauchy WV J) 5K & FEE — 28
Piola-Kirchhoff [ /7 5K & [1) 1 43 15 A
az%%a"@QdS, T = Vioj{agééPdSo (40)
X VOB ETRTE S — AN R AR
R ) DS FR)AR R, dS s X V3T 24 i
OARTHTG, o™ J& 2 i i B LI AT 2/ 4% ) [X 5

4 HWHEXTHG 3 XHRANTF SO

e S RS G I BN S L |
AT PRI g 47 LA R P A A 0 A 5 e 10 45 flh Ak £ % g
Wit 3 U (5 R AR Y Ay 5 ) L XY
R W) <RE 1 757 &5 500 IOk AL B 3 3%
) LR R 2 .

4.1 YR ARIR 717

AR S, 2R SUR R 1 2 3 14 W AR 2 77 57 11,
WU B, ORI I AH L, 2R I AR A TR 95 KLk
T REA AR AR K N AR AR ISR R, R GUR i
R AR T I 95 K, A, /NAR B SR B AR X
FFANTE . L0 3 (19 JLAT A e v A ) B AR £ 1
343 1) R AR R 52 %, Knowles %5 P31 gz B0 ix A
) AT 3 AR ST 0 M. AT IR AE 2R B0 B R
IR L PR ZS 2 F A LIRS, AR BB
2RV FE P52 AR 3 Y~ T LA PR PR AR A O 3R,
X R A A O AR B E T T AR S B, i
TRMAENG O

U= (Al +BJ+CIJ %" (41)

R _EHN I, Q & X AT _EX MRS
7 ) X S B A B R R Vo TR B
AL S TR AR (R 28 8] X AR,
dSo RN IXAN 72 8] DX 1 K AT, of 23X
A 73 ) XA R 1T A2 i S T AL B ), P )
AN o =S e S S WA N Rl T RS T N D A
KA.

ARPT R JI, gk AR R I IEFETE R, AT 4
PPk SR, 2 (35) bAAE— AN AR R P ah .
MEAVE K (39) F(40) B, FAS T T EAL bR
2.

(b) BTG
Bl 5 DYTRIAC ) 3 000 T AN e T b 4 L

A H T A7 Cauchy—Green WAL 5K 58 [ 58 — ANAR &
J AT Ja 5 TEATIARRLL; A, B, C M n A
B A 20 AT ye (o= 1,2) FRRABTEHTAAR
JEJG I TR RAARR. G T 20 =0, —b < 21 < b,
LK 6.

? (Vs ¥,)
(x);, %)) .
p
0. YN
b b ! Nl

(a) A TEAY (b) L5

A EIECA (P! PN T TLE 328
) 78 F) 5% B T A SR G0 B B 3L (0 A 4
PE. RSB —F Knowles 54 Hh ) fiff ¥ 01k,
N T HR AR EUR B R AR R R, ST R AR
AR R

21 —b=rcosf, x5=rsind (42)
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B2 A2 ORI BRI, MATREH Y o, 2129 7T
Ry, (RIS BRSO

y1 = b+ r"™wv(6) + o(r™)

, —m<6<m (43)
Yo = r"™2uy(0) + o(r™2)

KA yo AT G YT T R IR AR,
18 BIREUR I M AL T I KT g SRR R)3X
LA

vi(0) = v1(=0), va(f) = —va(—0),

VI L T
1<m<§ (45)

my=m, mg=4—3m,

Zeid — BCE BN HE S, B e 2l Ay

pig + (n — 1)poa + (4 — 3m)-
B(1—m)(2n—1)+1]pv2 =0 (46)
6(1 —m)(n — Dwoy — (4 —3m)wve =0
o n AR £

p=(4—3m)*v3 + 03
w=p" (B —2Cpq?) (47)

q = mui0y — (4 — 3m)vay

S () = d% 0. I I LA
Oa(£m) =0, w(km)=0 (48)

PR3 (46) SR — AT R RS AT v, BT
LART LA A oo PR A5 AT A

0712
0 2k? cos? 5 k
= in — - ’
v(6) asin 7 1 T+ w(0) [w(0) + k cos 0]
1 1
o) = (-t ko1
(49)
R e AMER L TR m
1
m=1+ on (50)

2 (46) 2B 2 DT RN

2(n — Dwig + (2n — 1)wvy =0 (51)

Zo 1t A M T LA S] w = 0 (=7 < 0 < 7). BETT
%)

Wl

2
3(2n — 1)vavy — (6n + 1)vv; + 61 (g) D

Wl

:07

—rT<60<nm
(52)
T v2(0) = 0, Fr ARG v A (BPAR AR R 6) 2

Knowles 25 B4 A4 vy N EAG W FIER
v1(0) = K(x) [v2(0) X" + P(6,x) (53)

A 26n—1) 1
3@en—1) 2 <n<oo (54)
P(0,x) £ 0 = 0 b2 JEFT 11, iXAF vy 7E 0 =0 4b
MR AT L e T 280 x, Wl v TR R 2
n. {E Knowles 55 P4 [ Kik 41 T sC &, 6T
vr WAEAT SRR uE sk TR K IR s, B iX AN 18
UEH RS RL B n WA R AE, 53 0V 2 Fh
TN L. 52K, Knowles &% X X)X — ] @l 3F
AT T Wi e M, g R LAY — Rk
ik 33 FLH S 53] Hr . 4k Knowles 25 54551 ({1 HJF 57
TAEZ G, B0 AN TR] iy Bt ARy 56 28, AN [R] 3L 5t
A, NATTRHIX — ) EAT TV 2850, i
— BB E BLAE v ARF R AT N AT 0, P
DU SE4fE SRR AR+ . X T A (42)~(54)
()4 R v] UAE SCHR [54] 2 2,

A o (TE 0 = 0 &b) BIFEAT etk At 5
B2 AW, 2 A — RIIKT v Al vy
)V 48— IR RS R K, ok i IA 2R S0 o 1) A2 T 2
WA GEIXFEAL, BE A 4 2R 5 B T 1 3 A [X 3k, B
—m <0 <, SRR I AT X
BLAT AN [A) (1) bl 55 oy % 2

S R S 1 e Sl DD O B EINY R B )
e TAIET Knowles ST IE AT vk, IR
Xf e A I T A [, OC T BLR 2 (55)~
(68) AN T Rb R, 5 S 0L SCHk [23].

e B B TG Y AR B o B0k i i 34 40 A% i
(R PEAT A

X:

U=a[(1772) =57 +6 (2 - )" T (55)

X a, by, m ML AGERDRLH AL 7 DG REL
I3 X SR AR T 7R R AT, P 5 A A AR
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(R, 0): BIKJG, Ao (n0). AFEEGE % ESIRAY R R RO % R, 4
(EBG s i (EB BRI, R - 8RR /. s

S 1 AR T I S G0 T 0 R S, © i 0 5= 5ns (60)

MAAE R 72 AL —m < © < Al —g <0< g

(R,0) (r,0)

A, 4,

4

(a) Z2I¥ Ay (b) )5
SEE I EN LR F2 S

N T FR AR VEREAE, B LR X I N Ay,
AL R Ag 3 ARy, WK 7. AHEHT, 4,(0< 6 < 7)
AAL (=7 < 0 < 0) 03k Bk AR
gk e A ) (R 26 K4y, AR TG, T 802 0 11
b RPN A AR TE T 00 AR R AR R I
180°, WLIE 7(a) 17 (b), Ay F1 AL JLPASHR T — 4%
g, X AL TE 6 = g g = _g BRI BTLL A, A
AL TR X A S, AR TEHT, A o @ =0 Bt —
AR H NI (B S, Ay JLT- i T 243
PEH A0, B —Z < 0 < 2 XA, FTBL Az B h
CI - i BT N S S SR N
DAANAEAE G — T R i R B DRk, 0% F AR [A]
(17 B Bt bR BOK i TR R Se e w1 A . AR X Ay,
L S o K AT 15

r = R'54,(6), Q:g—R'Yz/J(@), 0<Oe<m

(56)
b 6 F y Afre w4 & Mt SR, H
-

K s=m—1. X (56) LML R, o]
SR VIR S W YR AW G W R NI EECEIPS
T o KR

5(1—6)2(1 — e)?

W'+ (1=0)p |1 -602—¢)— e =0
o +e(1—05)2
(58)
A= %()’ °= 35(2::18;7;*71' KT ol
THEA
¢(0) =0, ¢'(m)=0 (59)

XANGER AT LR R (58) fEIL A& (59) FIK
BAEMRKAE. SZPr L, BRE o %S T Knowles
2 A ) g, RIS (46) T BREL v, PRIE @ 1)
JitE =&

2
%p” — sbg3" T2 =0 (61)

A
p=(1-10)%p* + "
q= e[y’ — (1 —08)py] (62)

LL#E Knowles 25 B4 AL (47) 1 p, ¢ 5
B p, g, FTULE BT H A (R A ) M
P, 5F Tk R, TR (61) I &R FE (52) AL 4
WRAE 0 =0 4b, v BA# R, X &m0 H R
JEPE. 4 0 — 0 B, Wi X Ay BRI KX Ay
(AN VLG, T 5 o5 — i X A Jook.
N R KX Ay HIWRE R B 4

r=R%Pp(8), 0 =w(), (63)
£=6R" —oc0<E< oo
2 RN X R, B
‘= 3638: 225 oy

g - BEIMAES, BERRKT p Mo WS
i

7 v VAR
t1-20)- 2220) =0 (63)
g”iiuim[:(””@
A () = 52 0, B
Y w§§2 o 3st2;;p?2u1—n
A=1+20+ 3(2(84; 1_)5?1115) Pq (@)

u = p/2 +p2w/27 v = _(1 +6)p2w/
~ 3n(2s—1)p
 (3s—2n)
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=1
w(to0) = £7/2 ) 1ta
_ 14 __ 1ta 148
rf =§&r't = R1+6 f, .

K p(0) & — DA ER S, ERRBIEIHT
M B 5K/, W' (0) PTRAH K (67) 5 2 AN 4 Kt
. AEWA A1(0 — 0) AP REX Ax(§ — o0) Z
[f], ) RO R B 2. B Lh, ] LAAS 2147 7 Pk 3

I UTRC 4% 1F
3s — 2n5

f= 3s+n

BRULZ Ah, I EESR (0) 1K /NFT p(0) HHSCEK.

FESCHR [54, 55] H1, bk 3 ANk Ay, A5 Al
Ay BEUAE— A DRBCR AL B, T B — [ — AN St
oA HIOR B IR R LI AR T, B I eIk
X Ay, FTRARECT - Leop JE I 25 0. s b, i)
(i LT T i X Ay R A4 T%F‘#ﬁ%&E Ag,
At AT 590 AELH P A WAL DX UG C A — 2, 3 SR i St
B (B vy) BT 5 ﬁ%%ﬁ%iﬁﬁ@%lﬂ

4.2 & h

N A RER (55) RN N AR RER AL, & KR
e T WP N O E VK (I EE: N
Ay S L o BRAARE (R, ©, @) R (1,0, ¢)
IR AN JI R AR AR TE AT AR T S5 A

AR TR ) I B AR T AT R A0 T X e g
bR H5K A iR

(68)

R=r"1Pf(¢), O©=g(), &=, 5*97"70‘
Eﬂ:/ﬁU gﬁ/

Bl 8 SR 1R IR HE AR

2T, Al LA 2

P —a/2

& =sin Q
oS 4dnma(l — cos Op)

(%) ® (14 gyiee (70)

na

[4n7ra(1pcos @0)} N ' v

3sb) ds . O
i 1 =
(na) (1+0) sin 3

l:l:i&iﬁ (71) A1k (16) A1 (17), Fe AT LLE B
25 AN Simmonds &5 84 15 2 45 1 —3%.
TTLE REM A IE A0S Simmonds &5 B4 1) B AR
fie bR OB ANE], 43 200 Lot e — 2w 5 L
%ﬁﬂ. b A B3I gy T B VR N U HE A
()7 B G T 5 45 R
1E 40 Simmonds %5 B4 ¥5 tH A8 R, dE-— 0 %
BIF 50 IR 2 B b B D A R B ot o 2 ) ) L A
ANARTEAG LT, B R A A i — A
BT AT A5 21 He g B0 o) R . AE T KA TE k)
F, Hs 0] R0 47 g i R 5 4 AN TR IR P A )
B EE AL, HmERE B @il —R A
Rep g, KR B Sl T RGO R AT g
H SRR LU IANRR A (1) T4 Xy
3 (2) H “EE ) S & TR R T KA I 32
IR
BAR TE i () S AR RR W) Jo £ 22 T S i A 1
AR R I Ao B

W

U=a(I"+1") (72)

XA a Fln M EVE B T A Cauchy-Green N
Bk — AL I, =C" I, 7" &R
41 Cauchy-Green NAFGK 8 C (0. T KR HAL5K
O TR AT R A O — ek, E— o
BHEAT RS, B J = 1. k88 <SLm ) 1)
LKk B

T' = 2naVp (I”_lpiij - Iﬁflqijpijk + UQi)
(73)
b Ve AW R )RS, X (28) M5 — T4y
o AHKE D), 2R ER. B9 AERJIMERT
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STRESSES, SINGULARITIES, AND A COMPLEMENTARY
ENERGY PRINCIPLE FOR LARGE STRAIN ELASTICITY

GAO Yuchen

JIN Ming'

DUI Guansuo
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Abstract This article reviews three aspects of large strain elasticity. First, various conjugate stress tensors

to strain tensors are reviewed. Many researchers have studied the theory of large strain elasticity. Many

stress tensors including the Cauchy stress tensor, the first and the second Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor, and the

Jaumann stress tensor have been proposed to describe the stress state at a point. Recently, the first author

of this article proposed a concept of ”base forces” to reveal the essence of stress state. By the concept of base
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forces, the description of the stress state becomes clearer than other stress tensors. We attempt to take base
forces as a basic point of view to deal with a review in which different descriptions of stress state are discussed
and compared. The governing equations and boundary conditions expressed by the base forces are given.
Second, this article reviews the solution of some singularity problems for large strain elasticity, i.e., problems
of stress singularity at a crack or a notch tip, at the point of application of a concentrated force and at the
vertex of contact in rubberlike materials. Methods of getting the singularity index of stress by using base forces
are introduced and compared to earlier work. Complementary energy principles for large strain elasticity have
eluded researchers for nearly 100 years. A review of some important advances in this is also given, and a new

complementary energy principle related to base forces is introduced.

Keywords large strain elasticity, base forces, singularity problems, Complementary energy principles
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