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UNIQUENESS THEOREMS IN THE EQUILIBRIUM THEORY OF
THERMOELASTICITY WITH MICROTEMPERATURES FOR MICROSTRETCH

SOLIDS

ANTONIO SCALIA AND MERAB SVANADZE

In this paper the linear equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures for isotropic mi-
crostretch solids is considered and some basic results of the classical theories of elasticity and thermoe-
lasticity are generalized. Green’s formulas in the theory are obtained. A wide class of internal and
external boundary value problems are formulated, and uniqueness theorems are proved.

1. Introduction

In the last years the theory of thermoelasticity for bodies with microstructure has been intensively studied.
A thermodynamic theory for elastic materials with inner structure whose particles, in addition to mi-
crodeformations, possess microtemperatures was proposed in [Grot 1969]. Riha [1975; 1976] developed
a theory of micromorphic fluids with microtemperatures.

The linear theory of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures for materials with inner structure whose
particles, in addition to the classical displacement and temperature fields, possess microtemperatures was
presented in [Ieşan and Quintanilla 2000], where an existence theorem was proved and the continuous
dependence of solutions of the initial data and body loads was established. The exponential stability of
solutions of equations in this theory was established in [Casas and Quintanilla 2005]. The fundamental
solutions of equations in the theory of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures were constructed in
[Svanadze 2004b]. Representations of Galerkin type and general solutions of equations of dynamic and
steady vibrations in this theory were obtained in [Scalia and Svanadze 2006]. In [Scalia and Svanadze
2009b; Svanadze 2003], the basic boundary value problems (BVPs) of steady vibrations were investigated
using the potential method and the theory of singular integral equations. In [Scalia and Svanadze 2009a;
Scalia et al. 2010; Ieşan and Scalia 2010], basic theorems in the equilibrium and steady vibrations theories
of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures were proved.

The theory of micromorphic elastic solids with microtemperatures, in which microelements possess
microtemperatures and can stretch and contract independently of their translations, was presented in
[Ieşan 2001]. The fundamental solutions of equations in this theory were constructed in [Svanadze 2004a].
Uniqueness theorems in the dynamical theory thermoelasticity of porous media with microtemperatures
were proved in [Quintanilla 2009]. The existence and uniqueness of solutions in the linear theory of heat
conduction in micromorphic continua were established in [Ieşan 2002]. Recently, the representations of
solutions in the theory of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures for microstretch solids were obtained
in [Svanadze and Tracinà 2011].

The authors would like to thank two referees for their helpful suggestions concerning this work.
Keywords: thermoelasticity with microtemperatures, equilibrium theory, uniqueness theorems.
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The theory of micropolar thermoelasticity with microtemperatures was presented in [Ieşan 2007].
The existence and asymptotic behavior of the solutions in this theory were proved in [Aouadi 2008].
A linear theory of thermoelastic bodies with microstructure and microtemperatures which permits the
transmission of heat as thermal waves at finite speed was constructed in [Ieşan and Quintanilla 2009],
and existence and uniqueness results in the context of the dynamic theory were established. An extensive
review and the basic results in the microcontinuum field theories are given in [Eringen 1999; Ieşan 2004].

In this paper the linear equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures for isotropic
microstretch solids [Ieşan 2001] is considered and some basic results of the classical theories of elasticity
and thermoelasticity (see [Kupradze et al. 1979; Knops and Payne 1971]) are generalized. Green’s
formulae are obtained for the theory. A wide class of internal and external BVPs are formulated, and
uniqueness theorems are proved.

2. Basic equations

We consider an isotropic elastic material with microstructure that occupies a region � of Euclidean
three-dimensional space E3. Let x = (x1, x2, x3) be a point of E3 and set Dx = (∂/∂x1, ∂/∂x2, ∂/∂x3).

The fundamental system of field equations in the linear equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity with
microtemperatures for isotropic microstretch solids consists of the equations of equilibrium [Ieşan 2001]

t jl, j + ρF (1)l = 0, (2-1)

the first moment of energy
q jl, j + ql − Ql + ρF (2)l = 0, (2-2)

the balance of energy
ql,l + ρs1 = 0, (2-3)

the balance of first stress moment
hl,l − s+ ρ s2 = 0, (2-4)

the constitutive equations
t jl = (λ err −β θ + b ϕ )δ jl + 2µe jl,

ql = k θ,l + k1wl,

q jl =−k4wr,rδ jl − k5w j,l − k6wl, j ,

Ql = (k1− k2)wl + (k− k3) θ,l,

hl = γ ϕ,l − d wl,

s = b err −m θ + ξ ϕ,

(2-5)

and the geometric equations
el j =

1
2(ul, j + u j,l), (2-6)

where u = (u1, u2, u3) is the displacement vector, w = (w1, w2, w3) is the microtemperature vector, θ is
the temperature measured from the constant absolute temperature T0 (T0 > 0), ϕ is the microdilatation
function, t jl are the components of stress tensor, ρ is the reference mass density (ρ > 0), hl is the
microstretch, F(1)

= (F (1)1 , F (1)2 , F (1)3 ) is the body force, q = (q1, q2, q3) is the heat flux vector, s is the
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intrinsic body load, s1 is the heat supply, s2 is the general external body load, q jl are the components of
first heat flux moment tensor, Q = (Q1, Q2, Q3) is the mean heat flux vector, F(2)

= (F (2)1 , F (2)2 , F (2)3 )

is first heat source moment vector, λ,µ, β, γ, ξ, b, d,m, k, k1, k2, . . . , k6 are constitutive coefficients,
δl j is the Kronecker delta, el j are the components of strain tensor, the subscripts preceded by a comma
denote partial differentiation with respect to the corresponding Cartesian coordinate, j, l = 1, 2, 3, and
repeated indices are summed over the range {1, 2, 3}.

By virtue of (2-5) and (2-6), the system (2-1)–(2-4) can be expressed in terms of the displacement
vector u, the microtemperature vector w, the temperature θ and the microdilatation function ϕ. We obtain
a system of eight partial differential equations of the linear equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity with
microtemperatures for isotropic and homogeneous microstretch solids [Ieşan 2001]:

µ1u+ (λ+µ) grad div u−β grad θ + b gradϕ =−ρ F(1),

k61w+ (k4+ k5) grad divw− k3 grad θ − k2w = ρ F(2),

k1θ + k1 divw =−ρ s1,

γ1ϕ− b div u− d divw+m θ − ξ ϕ =−ρ s2.

(2-7)

We introduce the matrix differential operator

A(Dx)=
(

Apq(Dx)
)

8×8 ,

where, for j, l = 1, 2, 3, we have

Al j (Dx)= µ1δl j + (λ+µ)
∂2

∂xl∂x j
, Al7(Dx)=−β

∂

∂xl
, Al8(Dx)= b

∂

∂xl
,

Al; j+3(Dx)= Al+3; j (Dx)= Al+3;8(Dx)= A7l(Dx)= A78(Dx)= 0,

Al+3; j+3(Dx)= (k61− k2)δl j + (k4+ k5)
∂2

∂xl∂x j
, Al+3;7(Dx)=−k3

∂

∂xl
,

A7;l+3(Dx)= k1
∂

∂xl
, A77(Dx)= k1, A8l(Dx)=−b

∂

∂xl
,

A8;l+3(Dx)=−d
∂

∂xl
, A87(Dx)= m, A88(Dx)= γ1− ξ,

(2-8)

Obviously, the system (2-7) can be written as

A(Dx)U(x)= F(x), (2-9)

where U = (u,w, θ, ϕ), F = (−ρF(1), ρF(2),−ρs1,−ρ s2), and x ∈�.

3. Boundary value problems

In this section a wide class of BVPs of the linear equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity with microtem-
peratures for isotropic and homogeneous microstretch solids is formulated.

Let S be the closed surface surrounding the finite domain �+ in E3, S ∈ C2,α1, 0 < α1 ≤ 1, �̄+ =
�+ ∪ S, �− = E3

\�̄+, �̄− =�− ∪ S.
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Definition 3.1. A vector function U = (u,w, θ, ϕ)= (U1,U2, . . . ,U8) is called regular in�− (or�+) if

Ul ∈ C2(�−)∩C1(�̄−) (or Ul ∈ C2(�+)∩C1(�̄+))

and

Ul(x)= O(|x|−1),
∂

∂x j
Ul(x)= o(|x|−1) for |x| � 1, (3-1)

where j = 1, 2, 3 and l = 1, 2, . . . , 8.

We will use the matrix differential operators

P (m)(Dx, n)= (P (m)l j (Dx, n))3×3 and P(Dx, n)= (Pl j (Dx, n))8×8,

where

P (1)l j (Dx, n)= µδl j
∂

∂n
+µn j

∂

∂xl
+ λnl

∂

∂x j
= µδl j

∂

∂n
+ (λ+µ)nl

∂

∂x j
+µMl j ,

P (2)l j (Dx, n)= k6δl j
∂

∂n
+ k5n j

∂

∂xl
+ k4nl

∂

∂x j
= k6δl j

∂

∂n
+ (k4+ k5)nl

∂

∂x j
+ k5 Ml j

(3-2)

and, for m = 1, 2 and j, l = 1, 2, 3,

Pl j (Dx, n)= P (1)l j (Dx, n), Pl7(Dx, n)=−βnl,

Pl+3; j+3(Dx, n)= P (2)l j (Dx, n), Pl8(Dx, n)= b nl,

P7;l+3(Dx, n)= k1 nl, P77(Dx, n)= k
∂

∂n
,

P8;l+3(Dx, n)=−d nl, P88(Dx, n)= γ
∂

∂n
,

Pl; j+3 = Pl+3; j = Pl+3;7 = Pl+3;8 = P7l = P78 = P8l = P87 = 0,

(3-3)

where n= (n1, n2, n3), n(z) is the external unit normal vector to S at z, ∂/∂n is the derivative along the
vector n, and

Ml j = n j
∂

∂xl
− nl

∂

∂x j
. (3-4)

P(Dx, n) and P(Dx, n)U(x) are the stress operator and stress vector, respectively, in the linear theory
of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures for microstretch solids; see [Ieşan 2001].

The internal BVPs of the linear equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures for
isotropic and homogeneous microstretch solids are formulated as follows:

Problem (I)+F, f . Find a regular (classical) solution to system (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying the boundary
conditions

lim
x→z∈S

u(x)≡ {u(z)}+ = f (1)(z), (3-5)

{w(z)}+ = f (2)(z), (3-6)

{θ(z)}+ = f7(z), (3-7)

{ϕ(z)}+ = f8(z) (3-8)
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with f (1) = ( f1, f2, f3), f (2) = ( f4, f5, f6); here f1, f2, . . . , f8 are known functions and F is a known
eight-component vector function. Obviously, we can rewrite the boundary condition (3-5)–(3-8) in the
form

{U(z)}+ = f (z),
where f = ( f1, f2, . . . , f8).

Problem (II)+F, f . Find a regular solution to system (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying the boundary conditions{
P (1)(Dz, n(z))u(z)−β θ(z) n(z)+ b ϕ(z) n(z)

}+
= f (1)(z), (3-9){

P (2)(Dz, n(z))w(z)
}+
= f (2)(z), (3-10){

k
∂θ(z)
∂n(z)

+ k1w(z)n(z)
}+
= f7(z), (3-11){

γ
∂ϕ(z)
∂n(z)

− dw(z)n(z)
}+
= f8(z). (3-12)

Obviously, by virtue of (3-3) we can rewrite the boundary conditions (3-9)–(3-12) in the form

{P(Dz, n(z))U(z)}+ = f (z).

Problem (III)+F, f . Find a regular solution to (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying (3-5), (3-10), (3-7), (3-8).

Problem (IV)+F, f . Find a regular solution to (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying (3-5), (3-6), (3-7), (3-12).

Problem (V)+F, f . Find a regular solution to (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying (3-5), (3-10), (3-7), (3-12).

Problem (VI)+F, f . Find a regular solution to (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying (3-9), (3-6), (3-7), (3-8).

Problem (VII)+F, f . Find a regular solution to (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying (3-9), (3-10), (3-7), (3-8).

Problem (VIII)+F, f . Find a regular solution to (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying (3-9), (3-6), (3-7), (3-12).

Problem (IX)+F, f . Find a regular solution to (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying (3-9), (3-10), (3-7), (3-12).

Problem (X)+F, f . Find a regular solution to (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying (3-9), (3-6), (3-11), (3-12).

Problem (XI)+F, f . Find a regular solution to (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying (3-5), (3-6), (3-11), (3-12).

Problem (XII)+F, f . Find a regular solution to (2-9) for x ∈�+ satisfying (3-5), (3-10), (3-11), (3-12).

We now turn to the external BVPs, spelling out only the first two (the external BVPs (III)−F, f through
(XII)−F, f are formulated similarly).

Problem (I)−F, f . Find a regular solution to system (2-9) for x ∈�− satisfying the boundary condition

lim
x→z∈S

U(x)≡ {U(z)}− = f (z),

where F and f are known eight-component vector functions, and supp F is a finite domain in �−.

Problem (II)−F, f . Find a regular solution to system (2-9) for x ∈�− satisfying the boundary condition

{P(Dz, n(z))U(z)}− = f (z).
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4. Green’s formulae

In this section the Green’s formulae in the linear equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity with microtem-
peratures for isotropic and homogeneous microstretch solids are obtained.

We introduce the notation

W (U,U ′)=W (1)(u, u′)+W (2)(w,w′)+ (b ϕ−β θ) div u′+ (k2w+ k3 grad θ)w′

+ (k1w+ k grad θ) grad θ ′+ (γ gradϕ− d w) gradϕ′+ (b div u−m θ + ξ ϕ) ϕ′, (4-1)

where u′ = (u′1, u′2, u′3) and w′ = (w′1, w
′

2, w
′

3) are three-component vector functions, θ ′ and ϕ′ are scalar
functions, U ′ = (u′,w′, θ ′, ϕ′) and

W (1)(u, u′)= 1
3(3λ+ 2µ) div u div u′

+µ

[
1
2

3∑
l, j=1
l 6= j

(
∂u j

∂xl
+
∂ul

∂x j

)(
∂u′j
∂xl
+
∂u′l
∂x j

)
+

1
3

3∑
l, j=1

(
∂ul

∂xl
−
∂u j

∂x j

)(
∂u′l
∂xl
−
∂u′j
∂x j

)]
,

W (2)(w,w′)= 1
3(3k4+ k5+ k6) divw divw′+ 1

2(k6− k5) curlw curlw′

+
k6+ k5

2

[
1
2

3∑
l, j=1
l 6= j

(
∂w j

∂xl
+
∂wl

∂x j

)(
∂w′j

∂xl
+
∂w′l

∂x j

)
+

1
3

3∑
l, j=1

(
∂wl

∂xl
−
∂w j

∂x j

)(
∂w′l

∂xl
−
∂w′j

∂x j

)]
. (4-2)

We are now in a position to prove Green’s theorem in the linear equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity
with microtemperatures for the domains �+ and �−.

Theorem 4.1. If U = (u,w, θ) is a regular vector field in �+ and U ′ = (u′,w′, θ ′) ∈ C1(�+), then∫
�+

[
A(Dx)U(x)U ′(x)+W (U,U ′)

]
dx =

∫
S

P(Dz, n(z))U(z)U ′(z) dz S, (4-3)

where A(Dx) and P(Dz, n(z)) are the operators defined by (2-8) and (3-3), respectively.

Proof. We introduce the matrix differential operators

A(1)(Dx)=
(

A(1)l j (Dx)
)

3×3, A(1)l j (Dx)= Al j (Dx),

A(2)(Dx)=
(

A(2)l j (Dx)
)

3×3, A(2)l j (Dx)= Al+3; j+3(Dx).

From Green’s formula in the classical theory of elasticity, expressed as∫
�+

[
A(1)(Dx) u u′+W (1)(u, u′)

]
dx =

∫
S

P (1)(Dz(n, z)) u(z) u′(z) dz S

(see [Kupradze et al. 1979]), we have∫
�+

[
(A(1) u−β grad θ + b gradϕ)u′+W (1)(u, u′)+ (β grad θ − b gradϕ) u′

]
dx

=

∫
S

P (1)(Dz, n(z)) u(z) u′(z) dz S. (4-4)
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On account of the identity
∫
�+
(grad θ u′+ θ div u′) dx =

∫
S
θ n u′ dz S (see [Kupradze et al. 1979]),

it follows from (4-4) that∫
�+

[
(A(1) u−β grad θ + b gradϕ)u′+W (1)(u, u′)+ (b ϕ−β θ) div u′

]
dx

=

∫
S

R(Dz, n(z))v(z)u′(z) dz S, (4-5)

where v = (u, θ, ϕ) is a five-component vector and

R(Dx, n)= (Rl j (Dx, n))3×5, Rl j (Dx, n)= Pl j (Dx, n), Rl4(Dx, n)=−β nl, Rl5(Dx, n)= b nl,

for l, j = 1, 2, 3. It may be shown similarly that Green’s formula [Kupradze et al. 1979]∫
�+

[
A(2)(Dx)ww

′
+W (2)(w,w′)

]
dx =

∫
S

P (2)(Dz(n, z))w(z)w′(z) dz S

may be rewritten as∫
�+

[
(A(2)(Dx)w− k2w− k3 grad θ)w′+W (2)(w,w′)+ (k2w+ k3 grad θ)w′

]
dx

=

∫
S

P (2)(Dz(n, z))w(z)w′(z) dz S. (4-6)

By virtue of the identities [Kupradze et al. 1979]∫
�+

(
1θ θ ′+ grad θ grad θ ′

)
dx =

∫
S

∂θ(z)
∂n(z)

θ ′(z) dz S,∫
�+

(
divw θ ′ +w grad θ ′

)
dx =

∫
S
w n θ ′dz S,

we have∫
�+

[
(k1θ + k1 divw)θ ′+ (k grad θ + k1w) grad θ ′

]
dx =

∫
S

(
k ∂θ
∂n + k1w n

)
θ ′dz S. (4-7)

It may be shown similarly that∫
�+

[
(γ1ϕ−b div u−d divw+m θ − ξ ϕ) ϕ′+ (γ gradϕ−d w) gradϕ′+ (b div u−m θ + ξ ϕ) ϕ′

]
dx

=

∫
S

(
γ
∂ϕ

∂n
− d w n

)
ϕ′dz S. (4-8)

Keeping (4-1) in mind, (4-5)–(4-8) yield (4-3), and the theorem is proved. �

The following theorem holds for an infinite domain �−.

Theorem 4.2. Let U = (u,w, θ, ϕ) be a regular vector field in �−. Let U ′ = (u′,w′, θ ′, ϕ′) ∈ C1(�−)

satisfy

U ′(x)= O(|x|−1) and
∂

∂x j
U ′(x)= o(|x|−1) for |x| � 1, j = 1, 2, 3. (4-9)

Then ∫
�−

[
A(Dx)U(x)U ′(x)+W (U,U ′)

]
dx =−

∫
S

P(Dz, n(z))U(z)U ′(z) dz S. (4-10)
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Proof. Let �r be a sphere of sufficiently large radius r so that �̄+ ⊂�r , Sr is the boundary of the sphere
�r . The theorem is proved by applying Green’s formula (4-3) to the finite domain �−r =�

−
∩�r . The

positive normal to the boundary �−r is the inward one. Hence, we obtain∫
�−r

[
A(Dx)U(x)U ′(x)+W (U,U ′)

]
dx

=−

∫
S

P(Dz, n(z))U(z)U ′(z)dz S−
∫

Sr

P(Dz, n(z))U(z)U ′(z) dz S. (4-11)

In view of (3-1) and (4-9), the integral over Sr tends to zero when r →∞. Therefore, the limit of the
right-hand side and hence the limit of the left-hand side of (4-11) exist and are equal. From (4-4) we
obtain (4-10) and the theorem is proved. �

In the classical theory of elasticity one considers the generalized stress operator [Kupradze et al. 1979,
Chapter I]. We denote this operator by P (1)(τ1)

(Dx, n) and we have (ibid.)

P (1)(τ1)
(Dx, n)=

(
P (1)(τ1) l j (Dx, n)

)
3×3,

P (1)(τ1) l j (Dx, n)= µδl j
∂

∂n
+ (λ+µ)nl

∂

∂x j
+ τ1 Ml j ,

(4-12)

where τ1 is an arbitrary number and Ml j is defined by (3-4). Obviously, the operator P (1) is obtained
from the operator P (1)(τ1)

if we set τ1 = µ, i.e., P (1)(µ) = P (1).
In the sequel we use the matrix differential operator [Scalia et al. 2010]

P (2)(τ2)
(Dx, n)=

(
P (2)(τ2) l j (Dx, n)

)
3×3,

P (2)(τ2) l j (Dx, n)= k6δl j
∂

∂n
+ (k4+ k5)nl

∂

∂x j
+ τ2 Ml j ,

(4-13)

where τ2 is an arbitrary number. Obviously, the operator P (2) is obtained from operator P (2)(τ2)
if we set

τ2 = k5, i.e., P (2)(k5)
= P (2).

We introduce the notation

W(τ )(U,U ′)=W (1)
(τ1)
(u, u′)+W (2)

(τ2)
(w,w′)+ (b ϕ−β θ) div u′+ (k2w+ k3 grad θ)w′

+(k1w+ k grad θ) grad θ ′+ (γ gradϕ− d w) gradϕ′+ (b div u−m θ + ξ ϕ) ϕ′, (4-14)

where τ = (τ1, τ2) and

W (1)
(τ1)
(u, u′)= 1

3(3λ+ 4µ− 2τ1) div u div u′+ 1
2(µ− τ1) curl u curl u′

+
1
2
(µ+ τ1)

[
1
2

3∑
l, j=1; l 6= j

(
∂u j

∂xl
+
∂ul

∂x j

)(
∂u′j
∂xl
+
∂u′l
∂x j

)
+

1
3

3∑
l, j=1

(
∂ul

∂xl
−
∂u j

∂x j

)(
∂u′l
∂xl
−
∂u′j
∂x j

)]
,

W (2)
(τ2)
(w,w′)= 1

3(3k4+ 3k5+ k6− 2τ2) divw divw′+ 1
2(k6− τ2) curlw curlw′

+
1
2
(k6+τ2)

[
1
2

3∑
l, j=1; l 6= j

(
∂w j

∂xl
+
∂wl

∂x j

)(
∂w′j

∂xl
+
∂w′l

∂x j

)
+

1
3

3∑
l, j=1

(
∂wl

∂xl
−
∂w j

∂x j

)(
∂w′l

∂xl
−
∂w′j

∂x j

)]
. (4-15)

It is easy to see that W (1)
(µ) =W (1) and W (2)

(k5)
=W (2).
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Equations (4-5), (4-6), (4-12)–(4-15) and Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 have the following consequences.

Theorem 4.3. Let U = (u,w, θ, ϕ) be a regular vector field in�+ and let U ′= (u′,w′, θ ′, ϕ′)∈C1(�+).
Suppose τ = (τ1, τ2) is an arbitrary vector and set, for l, j = 1, 2, 3,

R(τ1)(Dx, n)=
(
R(τ1) l j (Dx, n)

)
3×5, R(τ1) l4(Dx, n)=−β nl,

R(τ1) l j (Dx, n)= P (1)(τ1) l j (Dx, n), R(τ1) l5(Dx, n)= b nl .

Then∫
�+

[
(A(1) u−β grad θ + b gradϕ )u′+W (1)

(τ1)
(u, u′)+ (b ϕ−β θ) div u′

]
dx

=

∫
S

R(τ1)(Dz(n, z)) v(z) u′(z) dz S,∫
�+

[
(A(2)(Dx)w− k2w− k3 grad θ)w′+W (2)

(τ2)
(w,w′)+ (k2w+ k3 grad θ)w′

]
dx

=

∫
S

P (2)(τ2)
(Dz, n(z))w(z)w′(z) dz S. (4-16)

Theorem 4.4. Let U = (u,w, θ, ϕ) be a regular vector field in�− and let U ′= (u′,w′, θ ′, ϕ′)∈C1(�−)

satisfy (4-9). Then, for τ = (τ1, τ2) is an arbitrary vector, we have∫
�−

[
(A(1) u−β grad θ + b gradϕ )u′+W (1)

(τ1)
(u, u′)+ (b ϕ−β θ) div u′

]
dx

=−

∫
S

R(τ1)(Dz(n, z)) v(z) u′(z) dz S,∫
�−

[
(A(2)(Dx)w− k2w− k3 grad θ)w′+W (2)

(τ2)
(w,w′)+ (k2w+ k3 grad θ)w′

]
dx

=−

∫
S

P (2)(τ2)
(Dz(n, z))w(z)w′(z) dz S,∫

�−

[
(k1θ + k1divw)θ ′+ (k grad θ + k1w) grad θ ′

]
dx =−

∫
S

(
k
∂θ

∂n
+ k1w n

)
θ ′dz S,∫

�−

[
(γ1ϕ−b div u−d divw+m θ − ξ ϕ) ϕ′+ (γ gradϕ−d w) gradϕ′+ (b div u−m θ + ξ ϕ) ϕ′

]
dx

=−

∫
S

(
γ
∂ϕ

∂n
− d w n

)
ϕ′dz S, (4-17)

Theorem 4.5. Let U = (u,w, θ, ϕ) be a regular vector field in�+ and let U ′= (u′,w′, θ ′, ϕ′)∈C1(�+).
Let τ = (τ1, τ2) be an arbitrary vector and set, for l, j = 1, 2, 3,

P(τ )(Dx, n)=
(
P(τ ) l j (Dx, n)

)
8×8 , P(τ ) l j (Dx, n)= P (1)(τ1) l j (Dx, n),

P(τ ) l+3; j+3(Dx, n)= P (2)(τ2) l j (Dx, n), P(τ ) l7(Dx, n)=−βnl, P(τ ) l8(Dx, n)= b nl,

P(τ ) 7;l+3(Dx, n)=k1 nl, P(τ ) 77(Dx, n)=k ∂
∂n , P(τ ) 88(Dx, n)=γ ∂

∂n , P(τ ) 8;l+3(Dx, n)=−d nl,

P(τ ) l; j+3 = P(τ ) l+3; j = P(τ ) l+3;7 = P(τ ) l+3;8 = P(τ ) 7l = P(τ ) 78 = P(τ ) 8l = P(τ ) 87 = 0. (4-18)
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Then ∫
�+

[
A(Dx)U(x)U ′(x)+W(τ )(U,U ′)

]
dx =

∫
S

P(τ )(Dz, n(z))U(z)U ′(z) dz S.

Theorem 4.6. Let U = (u,w, θ, ϕ) be a regular vector field in�− and let U ′= (u′,w′, θ ′, ϕ′)∈C1(�−)

and U ′ satisfy (4-9). Then∫
�−

[
A(Dx)U(x)U ′(x)+W(τ )(U,U ′)

]
dx =−

∫
S

P(τ )(Dz, n(z))U(z)U ′(z)dz S,

where τ = (τ1, τ2) is an arbitrary vector.

In the sequel we use the following two values τ (1) and τ (2) of the vector τ :

τ (1) = (µ, k5), τ (2) = (−µ, −k6). (4-19)

By virtue of (3-2), (3-3), (4-1), (4-2), it follows from (4-14) and (4-18) that P(τ (1)) = P and W(τ (1)) =W .
The operator P(τ )(Dz, n) will be called the generalized stress operator in the linear theory of ther-

moelasticity with microtemperatures for microstretch solids.

5. Uniqueness theorems

In this section we prove the uniqueness theorems for the internal and external BVPs (K )+F, f and (K )−F, f ,
where K = I, II, . . . ,XII.

Theorem 5.1. If the conditions

µ > 0, 3λ+ 2µ > 0, γ > 0, (3λ+ 2µ) ξ > 3b2, (5-1)

k > 0, k6+ k5 > 0 k6− k5 > 0, 3k4+ k5+ k6 > 0, (k1+ T0 k3)
2 < 4T0 k k2 (5-2)

are satisfied, the internal BVP (K )+F, f admits at most one regular solution, where K = I, III, IV, V .

Proof. Suppose that there are two regular solutions of the internal BVP (K )+F, f . Then their difference
U corresponds to zero data (F = f = 0), i.e., U is a regular solution of problem (K )+0,0, where K =
I, III, IV, V . If U = U ′, we obtain from (4-5)–(4-8)∫

�+

[
W (1)(u, u)+ (b ϕ−β θ) div u

]
dx = 0, (5-3)∫

�+

[
W (2)(w,w)+ (k2w+ k3 grad θ) w

]
dx = 0, (5-4)∫

�+
(k grad θ + k1w) grad θ dx = 0, (5-5)∫

�+

[
(γ gradϕ− d w) gradϕ+ (b div u−m θ + ξ ϕ) ϕ

]
dx = 0. (5-6)

Equations (5-4) and (5-5) imply∫
�+

[
T0 W (2)(w,w)+

(
T0 k2|w|

2
+ (k1+ T0 k3)w grad θ + k |grad θ |2

)]
dx = 0. (5-7)
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Keeping (5-2) in mind, (4-2) yields

W (2)(w,w)≥ 0, T0 k2|w|
2
+ (k1+ T0 k3)w grad θ + k |grad θ |2 ≥ 0. (5-8)

On the basis of (5-8) we obtain from (5-7) w(x) = 0 and θ(x) = const, for x ∈ �+. In view of
homogeneous boundary condition {θ(z)}+ = 0 it follows that

w(x)= 0 and θ(x)= 0 for x ∈�+. (5-9)

By virtue of (5-9) from (5-3) and (5-6) we obtain∫
�+

[
W (1)(u, u)+ 2b ϕ div u+ ξ |ϕ|2+ γ |gradϕ|2

]
dx = 0, (5-10)

Keeping (4-2) and (5-1) in mind, (5-10) gives

ϕ(x)= 0, (5-11)

W (1)(u, u)= 0 for x ∈�+. (5-12)

Equations (5-1) and (5-12) show that u is the rigid displacement vector [Ieşan 2004], having the form

u(x)= a′+ [a′′× x], (5-13)

where a′ and a′′ are arbitrary real constant three-component vectors and [a′′× x] is the vector product
of a′′ and x. Keeping in mind the homogeneous boundary condition {u(z)}+ = 0 from (5-13) we have
u(x)= 0 for x ∈�+. In view of (5-9) and (5-11) we get U(x)= 0 for x ∈�+. Hence, the uniqueness
of the solution of BVP (K )+F, f is proved, where K = I, III, IV, V . �

Theorem 5.1 leads to:

Theorem 5.2. If the conditions (5-1) and (5-2) are satisfied, then any two regular solutions of the BVP
(K )+F, f , K = VI,VII,VIII, IX, differ only by an additive vector U = (u,w, θ, ϕ), where

u(x)= a′+ [a′′× x], w(x)= 0, θ(x)= ϕ(x)= 0 for x ∈�+,

a′ and a′′ being arbitrary real constant three-component vectors.

Theorem 5.3. If the conditions (5-1) and (5-2) are satisfied, then any two regular solutions of the BVP
(K )+F, f , K = II, X , differ only by an additive vector U = (u,w, θ, ϕ), where

u(x)= a′+ [a′′× x] + d1x, w(x)= 0, θ(x)= c1, ϕ(x)= d2 for x ∈�+, (5-14)

a′ and a′′ being arbitrary real constant three-component vectors, c1 an arbitrary real constant,

d1 =
β ξ − b m

(3λ+ 2µ)ξ − 3b2 c1, and d2 =
(3λ+ 2µ)m− 3bβ
(3λ+ 2µ)ξ − 3b2 c1.

Proof. The difference U between two regular solutions of the BVP (K )+F, f is a regular solution of the
homogeneous BVP (K )+0,0, where K = II, X . It may be shown similarly that

w(x)= 0, θ(x)= c1, for x ∈�+, (5-15)
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where c1 is an arbitrary real constant. On the basis of (5-16) the vector (u, ϕ) is a regular solution in
�+ of the nonhomogeneous system

µ1u+ (λ+µ) grad div u+ b gradϕ = 0,

(γ1− ξ) ϕ− b div u =−m c1,
(5-16)

satisfying the nonhomogeneous boundary condition{
P (1)(Dz, n)u(z)+ bϕ n

}+
= c1β n(z),

{
∂ϕ(z)
∂n(z)

}+
= 0 for z ∈ S. (5-17)

We introduce the notation

ũ(x)= u(x)− d1 x, ϕ̃(x)= ϕ(x)− d2. (5-18)

Thanks to (5-17), (5-18), and the equalities 3b d1+ ξ d2 = mc1, (3λ+ 2µ) d1+ b d2 = β c1, the vector
(ũ, ϕ̃) is the regular solution of the homogeneous BVP

µ1ũ(x)+ (λ+µ) grad div ũ(x)+ b grad ϕ̃(x)= 0,

(γ1− ξ) ϕ̃(x)− b div ũ(x)= 0,{
P (1)(Dz, n)ũ(z)+ b ϕ̃ n

}+
= 0,

{
∂ϕ̃(z)
∂n(z)

}+
= 0

(5-19)

for x ∈�+ and z ∈ S. It is easily to see that the Green’s formulae for ũ and ϕ̃ have the form∫
�+

[
(A(1) ũ+ b grad ϕ̃)ũ+W (1)(ũ, ũ)+ b ϕ̃ div ũ

]
dx =

∫
S

[
P (1)(Dz, n)+ bϕ̃ n

]
ũ dz S,∫

�+

[(
(γ1− ξ) ϕ̃− b div ũ

)
ϕ̃+

(
γ |grad ϕ̃|2+ ξ |ϕ̃|2+ b ϕ̃ div ũ

)]
dx = γ

∫
S

∂ϕ̃

∂n
ϕ̃ dz S.

(5-20)

Keeping in mind (5-19) from (5-20) we obtain∫
�+

[
W (1)(ũ, ũ)+ 2 b ϕ̃ div ũ+ ξ |ϕ̃|2+ γ |grad ϕ̃|2

]
dx = 0. (5-21)

On account of (5-1) from (5-21) it follows that

ũ(x)= a′+ [a′′× x] and ϕ̃(x)= 0 for x ∈�+, (5-22)

where a′ and a′′ are arbitrary real constant three-component vectors. Using (5-15), (5-18) and (5-22) we
get (5-14). Hence, the theorem is proved. �

Theorem 5.3 leads to:

Theorem 5.4. If the conditions (5-1) and (5-2) are satisfied, any two regular solutions of the BVP
(K )+F, f , K = XI,XII, differ only by additive vector U = (u,w, θ, ϕ), where

u(x)= w(x)= 0, θ(x)= c1, ϕ(x)= d3 for x ∈�+, (5-23)

c1 is an arbitrary real constant, and d3 = m c1/ξ .

Now let us establish the uniqueness of regular solutions of the external BVPs.
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Theorem 5.5. If conditions (5-1) and (5-2) are satisfied, then the external BVP (K )−F, f admits at most
one regular solution, where K = I, II, . . . ,XII.

Proof. Suppose that there are two regular solutions of the external BVP (K )−F, f , where K = I, II, . . . ,XII.
Then their difference U corresponds to zero data (F = f = 0), i.e., U is a regular solution of problem
(K )−0,0.

In a similar way as in the proof of Theorem 4.4 we obtain∫
�−

[
W (1)(u, u)+ (b ϕ−β θ) div u

]
dx = 0, (5-24)∫

�−

[
W (2)(w,w)+ (k2w+ k3 grad θ) w

]
dx = 0, (5-25)∫

�−
(k grad θ + k1w) grad θ dx = 0, (5-26)∫

�−

[
(γ gradϕ− d w) gradϕ+ (b div u−m θ + ξ ϕ) ϕ

]
dx = 0. (5-27)

Equations (5-25) and (5-26) imply w(x)= 0 and θ(x)= const, for x ∈�−. In view of condition (3-1)
we get θ(x)= 0 for x ∈�−; hence,

w(x)= 0 and θ(x)= 0 for x ∈�−. (5-28)

Taking (5-28) into account, (5-24) and (5-27) yield∫
�−

[
W (1)(u, u)+ 2b ϕ div u+ ξ |ϕ|2+ γ |gradϕ|2

]
dx = 0. (5-29)

Keeping in mind (3-1) and (5-1) from Eq. (5-29) we have

u(x)= 0 and ϕ(x)= 0 for x ∈�−, (5-30)

and in view of (5-28) we get U(x)= 0 for x ∈�−, as desired. �

6. Uniqueness theorems under weak conditions

In this section we use Theorems 4.3 and 4.4 to prove the uniqueness of regular solutions of the problems
(I )+F, f and (I )−F, f under weaker conditions that (5-1) and (5-2).

Theorem 6.1. If the conditions

µ > 0, λ+ 2µ > 0, γ > 0, (λ+ 2µ) ξ > b2, (6-1)

k > 0, k6 > 0, k7 > 0, (k1+ T0 k3)
2 < 4T0 k k2 (6-2)

are satisfied, the internal BVP (K )+F, f admits at most one regular solution, where k7 = k4+ k5+ k6 and
K = I, IV.

Proof. Suppose that there are two regular solutions of problem (K )+F, f . Their difference U is a regular
solution of problem (K )+0,0, where K = I, IV . If U = U ′ and τ = τ (2) (see (4-19)), it follows from (4-7),
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(4-8), (4-15), and (4-16) that ∫
�+

[
W (1)
(−µ)(u, u)+ (b ϕ−β θ) div u

]
dx = 0, (6-3)∫

�+

[
W (2)
(−k6)

(w,w)+ (k2w+ k3grad θ) w
]

dx = 0, (6-4)∫
�+

[
k |grad θ |2+ k1w grad θ

]
dx = 0, (6-5)∫

�+

[
γ |gradϕ|2− d wgradϕ+ b ϕ div u−m θ ϕ+ ξ |ϕ|2

]
dx = 0, (6-6)

where

W (1)
(−µ)(u, u)= (λ+ 2µ) |div u|2+µ |curl u|2, W (2)

(−k6)
(w,w)= k7 |divw|2+ k6 |curlw|2.

From (6-4) and (6-5) it follows that∫
�+

[
T0 W (2)

(−k6)
(w,w)+

(
T0 k2|w|

2
+ (k1+ T0 k3)w grad θ + k |grad θ |2

)]
dx = 0. (6-7)

Keeping in mind (6-2), we have from (6-7)

w(x)= 0, θ(x)= const for x ∈�+.

By the homogeneous boundary condition we get θ(x)= 0 for x ∈�+, and from (6-3) and (6-6) we get∫
�+

[
µ |curl u|2+ (λ+ 2µ) |div u|2+ 2b ϕ div u+ ξ |ϕ|2+ γ |gradϕ|2

]
dx = 0. (6-8)

By (6-1) from (6-8) we obtain ϕ(x)= 0, div u(x)= 0, curl u(x)= 0 for x ∈�+. Hence, u is a regular
solution of the BVP

1 u(x)= 0, {u(z)}+ = 0 for x ∈�+, z ∈ S. (6-9)

This implies u(x)= 0 for x ∈�+, as needed. �

Theorem 6.2. If the conditions (6-1) and (6-2) are satisfied, any two regular solutions of the BVP
(X I )+F, f may differ only by an additive vector U = (u,w, θ, ϕ), where U is given by (5-23), c1 is
an arbitrary real constant and d3 is defined in Theorem 5.4.

Proof. The difference U between two regular solutions of the BVP (X I )+F, f is a regular solution of the
homogeneous BVP (X I )+0,0. Using Green’s formula (4-16) and (6-2), we can show as above that

w(x)= 0 and θ(x)= c1 for x ∈�+,

and the vector function u and function ϕ from a regular solution in �+ of the nonhomogeneous system

µ1u+ (λ+µ) grad div u+ b gradϕ = 0,

(γ1− ξ) ϕ− b div u =−m c1,

satisfying the homogeneous boundary condition

{u(z)}+ = 0,
{
∂ ϕ(z)
∂n(z)

}+
= 0 for z ∈ S,
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where c1 is an arbitrary real constant. If we introduce

ϕ̃(x)= ϕ(x)− d3, (6-10)

the vector (u, ϕ̃) is then a regular solution of the homogeneous BVP

µ1u(x)+ (λ+µ) grad div u(x)+ b grad ϕ̃(x)= 0,

(γ1− ξ) ϕ̃(x)− b div u(x)= 0, {u(z)}+ = 0,
{
∂ϕ̃(z)
∂n(z)

}+
= 0

(6-11)

for x ∈�+ and z ∈ S. It is easily to see that by virtue of (6-11) the Green’s formulas (4-8) and (4-16)
for u and ϕ̃ take on the form∫

�+

[
W (1)
(−µ)(u, u)+ b ϕ̃ div u

]
dx = 0,

∫
�+

[(
γ |grad ϕ̃|2+ ξ |ϕ̃|2+ b ϕ̃ div u

)]
dx = 0, (6-12)

and on the basis of (6-7) we obtain from (6-12)∫
�+

[
(λ+ 2µ) |div u|2+ 2 b ϕ̃ div u+ ξ |ϕ̃|2+µ |curl u|2+ γ |grad ϕ̃|2

]
dx = 0. (6-13)

Taking (6-1) into account, (6-13) implies that

u(x)= a′+ [a′′× x] and ϕ̃(x)= 0 for x ∈�+, (6-14)

where a′ and a′′ are arbitrary real constant three-component vectors. Using the homogeneous boundary
condition (6-11), we obtain from (6-14) that u(x)= 0 for x ∈�+, and using (6-14) we get from (6-10)
that ϕ(x)= d3 for x ∈�+, as needed. �

Theorem 6.3. If conditions (6-1) and (6-2) are satisfied, the external BVP (K )−F, f admit at most one
regular solution, where K = I, II,XI.

Proof. Suppose that there are two regular solutions of problem (K )−F, f . Their difference U is a regular
solution of problem (K )−0,0, where K = I, II,XI. If U =U ′ and τ = τ (2), we have from (4-17) and (4-19)∫

�−

[
W (1)
(−µ)(u, u)+ (b ϕ−β θ) div u

]
dx = 0,∫

�−

[
T0 W (2)

(−k6)
(w,w)+

(
T0 k2|w|

2
+ (k1+ T0 k3)w grad θ + k |grad θ |2

) ]
dx = 0,∫

�−

[
γ |gradϕ|2− d wgradϕ+ b ϕ div u−m θ ϕ+ ξ |ϕ|2

]
dx = 0.

(6-15)

Similarly, taking (3-1), (6-1), and (6-2) into account, we obtain from (6-15) that w(x) = 0, θ(x) =
ϕ(x)= 0, div u(x)= 0, and curl u(x)= 0 for x ∈�−. Hence, u is regular solution of the BVP

1 u(x)= 0, {u(z)}− = 0 for x ∈�−, z ∈ S. (6-16)

Therefore (6-16) shows that u(x)= 0 for x ∈�−. �

Remark 6.4. From (5-1) and (5-2) we have (6-1) and (6-2), respectively. Indeed, (5-1) and (5-2) imply

λ+2µ= 1
3

(
(3λ+2µ)+4µ

)
>0, k6=

1
2

(
(k6+k5)+(k6−k5)

)
>0, k7=

1
3

(
(3k4+k5+k6)+2(k6+k5)

)
>0.
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7. Concluding remarks

(1) In [Knops and Payne 1971], the uniqueness theorems of the first BVP (on the boundary given the
displacement vector) and the second BVP (on the boundary given the stress vector) in the classical theory
of elasticity are proved under the conditions µ > 0, λ+ 2µ > 0 and µ > 0, 3λ+ 2µ > 0, respectively.

(2) Using the uniqueness Theorems 5.1–5.4 and 6.1–6.3 it is possible to prove the existence theorems in
the equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures for microstretch solids by means of
the potential method and the theory of singular integral equations.

(3) The conditions (5-1), (5-2) and (6-1), (6-2) are sufficient for the uniqueness of solutions of BVPs
in the theory of equilibrium thermoelasticity with microtemperatures for microstretch solids occupying
arbitrary 3D domains with a smooth surface. Establishing necessary conditions for the uniqueness of
solutions is an open problem in the classical theory of thermoelasticity [Kupradze et al. 1979], the theory
of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures [Ieşan and Quintanilla 2000], the micropolar theory of ther-
moelasticity, theories of micromorphic elasticity and thermomicrostretch elastic solid [Eringen 1999],
and in the theory of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures for microstretch solids [Ieşan 2001]. The
necessary condition for uniqueness of solutions have been established only in the classical theory of
elasticity (see [Knops and Payne 1971; Fosdick et al. 2007], for details).
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[Ieşan and Quintanilla 2009] D. Ieşan and R. Quintanilla, “On thermoelastic bodies with inner structure and microtempera-
tures”, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 354:1 (2009), 12–23.

[Knops and Payne 1971] R. J. Knops and L. E. Payne, Uniqueness theorems in linear elasticity, Springer Tracts in Natural
Philosophy 19, Springer, New York, 1971.



UNIQUENESS THEOREMS IN EQUILIBRIUM THERMOELASTICITY WITH MICROTEMPERATURES 1311

[Kupradze et al. 1979] V. D. Kupradze, T. G. Gegelia, M. O. Basheleı̆shvili, and T. V. Burchuladze, Three-dimensional prob-
lems of the mathematical theory of elasticity and thermoelasticity, Applied Mathematics and Mechanics 25, North-Holland,
Amsterdam, 1979.

[Quintanilla 2009] R. Quintanilla, “Uniqueness in thermoelasticity of porous media with microtemperatures”, Arch. Mech.
(Arch. Mech. Stos.) 61:5 (2009), 371–382.

[Riha 1975] P. Riha, “On the theory of heat-conducting micropolar fluids with microtemperatures”, Acta Mech. 23:1-2 (1975),
1–8.

[Riha 1976] P. Riha, “On the microcontinuum model of heat conduction in materials with inner structure”, Int. J. Eng. Sci. 14:6
(1976), 529–535.

[Scalia and Svanadze 2006] A. Scalia and M. Svanadze, “On the representations of solutions of the theory of thermoelasticity
with microtemperatures”, J. Thermal Stresses 29:9 (2006), 849–863.

[Scalia and Svanadze 2009a] A. Scalia and M. Svanadze, “On the linear theory of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures”,
pp. 465–468 in Proc. 8th Internat. Congress on Thermal Stresses, vol. II, 2009.

[Scalia and Svanadze 2009b] A. Scalia and M. Svanadze, “Potential method in the linear theory of thermoelasticity with
microtemperatures”, J. Thermal Stresses 32:10 (2009), 1024–1042.

[Scalia et al. 2010] A. Scalia, M. Svanadze, and R. Tracinà, “Basic theorems in the equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity with
microtemperatures”, J. Thermal Stresses 33:8 (2010), 721–753.

[Svanadze 2003] M. Svanadze, “Boundary value problems of the theory of thermoelasticity with microtemperatures”, Proc.
Appl. Math. Mech. 3:1 (2003), 188–189.

[Svanadze 2004a] M. Svanadze, “Fundamental solutions in the theory of micromorphic elastic solids with microtemperatures”,
J. Thermal Stresses 27:4 (2004), 345–366.

[Svanadze 2004b] M. Svanadze, “Fundamental solutions of the equations of the theory of thermoelasticity with microtempera-
tures”, J. Thermal Stresses 27:2 (2004), 151–170.

[Svanadze and Tracinà 2011] M. Svanadze and R. Tracinà, “Representations of solutions in the theory of thermoelasticity with
microtemperatures for microstretch solids”, J. Thermal Stresses 34:2 (2011), 161–178.

Received 6 Feb 2011. Revised 3 Jul 2011. Accepted 23 Jul 2011.

ANTONIO SCALIA: scalia@dmi.unict.it
Dipartimento di Matematica e Informatica, Università di Catania, Viale Andrea Doria 6, I-95125 Catania, Italy

MERAB SVANADZE: svanadze@iliauni.edu.ge
Institute for Fundamental and Interdisciplinary Mathematics Research, Ilia State University, K. Cholokashvili Ave. 3/5,
0162 Tbilisi, Georgia

mathematical sciences publishers msp



JOURNAL OF MECHANICS OF MATERIALS AND STRUCTURES
jomms.org

Founded by Charles R. Steele and Marie-Louise Steele

EDITORS

CHARLES R. STEELE Stanford University, USA
DAVIDE BIGONI University of Trento, Italy
IWONA JASIUK University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, USA

YASUHIDE SHINDO Tohoku University, Japan

EDITORIAL BOARD

H. D. BUI École Polytechnique, France
J. P. CARTER University of Sydney, Australia

R. M. CHRISTENSEN Stanford University, USA
G. M. L. GLADWELL University of Waterloo, Canada

D. H. HODGES Georgia Institute of Technology, USA
J. HUTCHINSON Harvard University, USA

C. HWU National Cheng Kung University, Taiwan
B. L. KARIHALOO University of Wales, UK

Y. Y. KIM Seoul National University, Republic of Korea
Z. MROZ Academy of Science, Poland

D. PAMPLONA Universidade Católica do Rio de Janeiro, Brazil
M. B. RUBIN Technion, Haifa, Israel

A. N. SHUPIKOV Ukrainian Academy of Sciences, Ukraine
T. TARNAI University Budapest, Hungary

F. Y. M. WAN University of California, Irvine, USA
P. WRIGGERS Universität Hannover, Germany

W. YANG Tsinghua University, China
F. ZIEGLER Technische Universität Wien, Austria

PRODUCTION contact@msp.org

SILVIO LEVY Scientific Editor

Cover design: Alex Scorpan Cover photo: Mando Gomez, www.mandolux.com

See http://jomms.org for submission guidelines.

JoMMS (ISSN 1559-3959) is published in 10 issues a year. The subscription price for 2011 is US $520/year for the electronic
version, and $690/year (+$60 shipping outside the US) for print and electronic. Subscriptions, requests for back issues, and changes
of address should be sent to Mathematical Sciences Publishers, Department of Mathematics, University of California, Berkeley,
CA 94720–3840.

JoMMS peer-review and production is managed by EditFLOW® from Mathematical Sciences Publishers.

PUBLISHED BY
mathematical sciences publishers

http://msp.org/

A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION
Typeset in LATEX

Copyright ©2011 by Mathematical Sciences Publishers

http://jomms.org/
mailto:contact@msp.org
http://www.mandolux.com
http://jomms.org/
http://msp.org/
http://msp.org/


Journal of Mechanics of Materials and Structures
Volume 6, No. 9-10 November–December 2011

Turtle shell and mammal skull resistance to fracture due to predator bites and
ground impact DAVID L. HU, KELLY SIELERT and MICHAEL GORDON 1197

Linear buckling analysis of cracked plates by SFEM and XFEM P. M. BAIZ,
S. NATARAJAN, S. P. A. BORDAS, P. KERFRIDEN and T. RABCZUK 1213

A finite element for form-finding and static analysis of tensegrity structures
DARIO GASPARINI, KATALIN K. KLINKA and VINICIUS F. ARCARO 1239

Structural design of pyramidal truss core sandwich beams loaded in 3-point
bending MING LI, LINZHI WU, LI MA, BING WANG and ZHENGXI GUAN 1255

Wave scattering from a rectangular crack in an anisotropic cladding
PER-ÅKE JANSSON 1267

Effect of adding crumb tire rubber particles on the mechanical properties of
DCPD-modified sulfur polymer mortars
HAMED MARAGHECHI, IMAN FOTOVAT AHMADI and SIAMAK MOTAHARI 1283

Uniqueness theorems in the equilibrium theory of thermoelasticity with
microtemperatures for microstretch solids

ANTONIO SCALIA and MERAB SVANADZE 1295
Implications of shakedown for design of actively cooled thermostructural panels

NATASHA VERMAAK, LORENZO VALDEVIT, ANTHONY G. EVANS,
FRANK W. ZOK and ROBERT M. MCMEEKING 1313

1559-3959(2011)6:9;1-7

JournalofM
echanics

ofM
aterials

and
Structures

2011
V

ol.6,N
o.9-10


	
	
	

