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Abstract
We propose geometrically nonlinear (finite) continuum models of flexomagnetism based on the Cosserat

micropolar and its descendent couple-stress theory. These models introduce the magneto-mechanical in-
teraction by coupling the micro-dislocation tensor of the micropolar model with the magnetisation vector
using a Lifshitz invariant. In contrast to conventional formulations that couple strain-gradients to the mag-
netisation using fourth-order tensors, our approach relies on third-order tensor couplings by virtue of the
micro-dislocation being a second-order tensor. Consequently, the models permit centrosymmetric materials
with a single new flexomagnetic constant, and more generally allow cubic-symmetric materials with two
such constants. We postulate the flexomagnetic action-functionals and derive the corresponding governing
equations using both scalar and vectorial magnetic potential formulations, and present numerical results for
a nano-beam geometry, confirming the physical plausibility and computational feasibility of the models.

Key words: Flexomagnetism, Cosserat micropolar continuum, Couple-stress theory, Magneto-mechanical
interactions, Magnetostatics.

1 Introduction
Flexomagnetism is a contemporarily studied physical phenomenon where a magnetic field is induced by deforma-
tion alone, without the need for external magnetic fields, a time-dependent electric field, or electric currents [54].
Thus, it has clear potential to be utilised in energy generation, electronics, or various magneto-mechanical ap-
plications [2, 42, 43, 62, 63]. Unlike the one-way coupling of magnetostriction [10, 11, 27], the effect is a two-way
coupling, and in contrast to the two-way coupling of piezomagnetism [27,59,60], an inversion-symmetry breaking
crystalline structure is not required.

The conceptual development of continuum flexomagnetism has largely mirrored that of its electric ana-
logue, flexoelectricity [5–7, 21, 53, 55, 64]. By analogy, a coupling between strain-gradients and magnetisation
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has been proposed even in centrosymmetric materials, leading to continuum formulations of flexomagnetism
being constructed similarly to flexoelectricity [25, 45]. Alternatively, some formulations develop models for
simplified geometries such as beams [26, 29–31, 46] plates [58] and shells [56], directly describing nanoscale
shapes within a dimensionally reduced continuum framework. However, to the best of our knowledge, existing
fully three-dimensional flexomagnetic continuum models remain confined to the geometrically linear regime,
whereas flexoelectricity has already seen extensions to finite deformations, for instance via finite strain-gradient
theories [6, 12] or the full micromorphic model [32] of Eringen [15] and Mindlin [33].

Unlike flexoelectricity, which is considered to be inherent to all dielectric materials [47], flexomagnetism has
been reported primarily in materials with long-range magnetic ordering, particularly in antiferromagnetic [28],
ferrimagnetic [25, 54], and some ferromagnetic systems [19]. Antiferromagnets such as Cr2O3 [28], commonly
known as Chromia, are of particular interest because they feature a relatively high Néel temperature and a
centrosymmetric structure. The latter dismisses piezomagnetic effects, leaving flexomagnetism as the dominant
magneto-mechanical reaction. Finally, multiferroic materials, which exhibit simultaneous magnetic and electric
ordering, are also possible candidates [13]. In contrast, paramagnetic and diamagnetic materials are generally
not good candidates for flexomagnetism, as they lack the required magnetic ordering [17,57].

Despite ongoing research into flexomagnetism, many challenges remain. These include the determination
of the magnitude of flexomagnetic coefficients, the complexity of boundary conditions in higher-order models,
and the lack of reliable experimental benchmarks. Moreover, current understanding of the mechanism under-
lying the flexomagnetic coupling remains incomplete, and no material has yet demonstrated a flexomagnetic
response strong enough for real-world device applications. To address these limitations, current efforts focus on
strategic material selection, strain-gradient engineering [20,31,34], and manipulation of internal interactions to
enhance the effect [54]. Multi-scale methods are also being developed, where continuum material parameters
are characterised using first-principles calculations [5] such as density functional theory (DFT) [19,45].

Generally speaking, the effects of flexomagnetism become pronounced at the nanoscale, where large strain-
gradients naturally arise. These are neglected in the classical Cauchy continuum, but recovered in higher-order
gradient theories or generalised continua. Since the flexomagnetic effect co-occurs with strain-gradients it
is traditionally coupled with them in continuum models. However, their co-occurrence does not imply that
magnetisation truly couples to every component of the strain-gradient. Indeed, since magnetic dipoles, unlike
electric dipoles, are not composed of spatially separated charges, the intuition underlying the flexoelectric
mechanism may not be directly applicable for flexomagnetism. Further, some conceptual interpretations suggest
that the orientation of magnetic dipoles may not be rigidly tied to material curves [28].

In this work, we propose a new phenomenological model for flexomagnetism based on the geometrically exact
Cosserat micropolar continuum theory [8,14,15,24,35,39] in dislocation form [18]. This theory extends classical
elasticity by introducing independent micro-rotations at each material point. The resulting kinematic fields
include a micro-rotation tensor R : V → SO(3) and a corresponding micro-dislocation tensor A = R

T
CurlR,

allowing for the modelling of effects not captured by classical theories, such as rotational inertia, size effects,
and asymmetric stress distributions [36, 38]. Since the Cosserat model is particularly relevant for materials
with a pronounced microstructure or in cases where the scale of deformation is comparable to internal length
scales [15,16], it is a natural candidate for a flexomagnetic model.

In our phenomenological formulation, the magneto-mechanical coupling is introduced through the interaction
between the magnetisation field m : V → R3 and the micro-dislocation tensor A : V → R3×3. Since this
coupling arises from the independent micro-rotations R, and not from the stretch tensor U =

√
F TF , with

the deformation tensor F = Dφ of the deformation map φ : V → Vφ, the model is designed to reflect the
physical intuition that extension alone may not induce a magnetic response. This aligns with the understanding
that magnetic dipoles, unlike electric dipoles, are not composed of spatially separated charges and therefore
do not physically deform. Further, because the Cosserat rotation tensor and its associated micro-dislocation
are independent variables with their own coupling to deformation, this framework permits magnetic-dipole
orientations that are genuinely independent from deformation curves. In fact, the rigidity of this coupling,
and thus the magnetisation induced by curvature, is governed by the Cosserat coupling parameters, such as
the couple modulus µc ≥ 0 [36]. Finally, because the coupling occurs between a vector and a second-order
tensor, rather than the more involved third-order tensors typical of conventional strain-gradient models, the
physically linear regime for cubic-symmetric materials involves at most only two new material parameters. This
significantly simplifies the theoretical formulation and reduces the amount of data needed for experimental
calibration of the model.
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The structure of this paper is as follows. We begin by presenting the geometrically nonlinear micropolar
model. Next, we introduce the proposed flexomagnetic coupling. This is followed by a formulation based on
the magnetic scalar potential, which is then rewritten in terms of a vector potential using a partial Legendre
transform. The resulting model is subsequently examined in detail on a representative nano-beam domain.
Lastly, we conclude with a discussion of the main findings and outline directions for future work.

1.1 Notation
The following notation is employed throughout this work. Exceptions are made clear in the precise context.

• Vectors are defined as bold lower-case letters v, ξ ∈ Rd.

• Second-order tensors are denoted with bold capital letters T ∈ Rd×d.

• Third-order tensors are identified by bold blackboard capital letters M ∈ Rd×d×d.

• Fourth-order tensors are designated by the blackboard format C ∈ Rd×d×d....

• We denote the Cartesian basis as {e1, e2, e3}.

• Summation over indices follows the standard rule of repeating indices.

• The angle-brackets define scalar products of arbitrary dimensions ⟨v, u⟩ = viui, ⟨T , F ⟩ = TijFij .

• The matrix product is used to indicate all partial-contractions between a higher-order and a lower-order
tensor Tv = Tijvjei, CT = CijklTklei ⊗ ej , MT =MijkTjkei.

• The second-order identity tensor is defined via 1 = ei ⊗ ei, such that 1v = v.

• Volumes, surfaces and curves of the physical domain are identified via V , A and s, respectively.

• The space of invertible matrices with a positive determinant is given by GL+(d) = {T ∈ Rd×d | detT > 0}.

• Symmetric positive definite matrices are given by Sym++(d) = {T ∈ Sym(d) | ⟨v, Tv⟩ > 0 ∀ r ∈ Rd\{0}}.

• The space of orthogonal transformations is defined as O(d) = {R ∈ Rd×d | detR = ±1 , RTR = 1}.

• Its restriction to rotation matrices is given by SO(d) = {R ∈ Rd×d | detR = 1 , RTR = 1}.

• We define the vector space of skew-symmetric second order tensors as so(d) = {T ∈ Rd×d | T = −T T }.

• The space so(d) is associated with the operators skewT = (1/2)(T −T T ) ∈ so(d), Antiv = v×1 ∈ so(3),
and its inverse axl(Antiv) = v.

• The nabla operator is defined as ∇ = ei∂i.

• The left-gradient is given via ∇, such that ∇λ = ∇⊗ λ.

• The right-gradient is defined for vectors and higher order tensors via D, such that Dv = v ⊗∇.

• We define the vectorial divergence as divv = ⟨∇, v⟩.

• The tensor divergence is given by DivT = T∇, implying a single contraction acting row-wise.

• The vectorial curl operator reads curlv = ∇× v

• For tensors the operator is given by CurlT = −T ×∇, acting row-wise.
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F = RU

U R

x

y

V
Vφ

µc

Figure 1: Mapping of the reference configuration V ⊂ R3 onto the current configuration Vφ ⊂ R3 by the
deformation tensor F : V → GL+(3). The mapping can be decomposed into the initial application of the Biot-
type stretch tensor U : V → GL+(3), followed by an independent rotation of the material points R : V → SO(3).
Note that in general, the tangential curves of the various configurations do not agree with the independent
orientation of each material point. The correspondence between the two is predominantly governed by the
Cosserat couple modulus µc, which can be roughly understood as a rotational spring.

2 The nonlinear Cosserat micropolar model
Let the current configuration of a physical object in three dimensional space Vφ ⊂ R3, composed of material
points and their independent orientations, be given by a deformation map that assigns each x-coordinate a
displacement u and by an independent rotation field, both as functions of the reference configuration V ⊂ R3

x+ u = φ : V → Vφ ⊂ R3 , R : V → SO(3) , (1)

the elastic Cosserat micropolar model can be derived by postulating an equivalence between the deformation
gradient and the following multiplicative decomposition

F = RU , F = Dφ : V → GL+(3) , U : V → GL+(3) . (2)

In this setting, the Biot-type stretch tensor U can be interpreted as some intermediate configuration before
the independent rotation is applied, see Fig. 1. It is to be noted that U is not required to be symmetric, such
that the decomposition is not the classical polar decomposition. In the purely Lagrangian quasi-static case, the
model is obtained by postulating the action-functional∫

V

ΨCoss(F ,R,DR)− ⟨φ, f⟩ − ⟨R, M⟩ dV −
∫
Aφ
N

⟨φ, t⟩ dA−
∫
AR
N

⟨R, T⟩ dA → min w.r.t. {φ,R} ,

(3)

where f : V → R3 represent body (volume) forces, M : V → R3×3 are couple-forces, t : ∂V → R3 are surface
tractions, and T : ∂V → R3×3 are couple-tractions. For the internal energy of the system to be frame-invariant,
the energy density function must satisfy

ΨCoss(F ,R,DR) = ΨCoss(QF ,QR,D[QR]) = ΨCoss(QF ,QR,QDR) ∀Q ∈ SO(3) , (4)
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for any superimposed rigid body motion φ 7→ Qφ+ c and R 7→ QR with c ∈ R3 and Q ∈ SO(3). Considering
the energy density function for a fixed point xi ∈ R3 while choosing Q = R

T |xi we observe

ΨCoss(QF ,QR,QDR)

∣∣∣∣
xi

= ΨCoss(R
T
F ,R

T
R,R

T
DR)

∣∣∣∣
xi

= ΨCoss(R
T
F ,1,R

T
DR)

∣∣∣∣
xi

= ΨCoss(U ,R
T
DR)

∣∣∣∣
xi

, (5)

since U = R
T
F by definition, and the function clearly cannot depend on the constant identity tensor 1 ∈ R3×3.

At this point it is common to propose an additive split in the energy density across the strain and curvature
functions

ΨCoss(U ,R
T
DR) = Ψmp(U) + Ψcurv(R

T
DR) . (6)

A general structure of a non-negative isotropic function for Ψmp(U) can be given using a weighted Cartan
decomposition by the form

Ψmp(U) =
λe
2

tr(U − 1)2 + µe∥sym(U − 1)∥2 + µc∥skew(U − 1)∥2

=
1

2
⟨sym(U − 1), C sym(U − 1)⟩+ µc∥skewU∥2 (7)

=
1

2
∥sym(U − 1)∥2C + µc∥skewU∥2 ,

such that Ψmp(1) = 0, DUΨmp|1 = 0, and the material tensor reads (see Section A.1 for tensor-forms)

C = λe1⊗ 1+ 2µeJ ∈ R3×3×3×3 . (8)

The tensor U − 1 is known as the Cosserat strain tensor. The constants λe ≥ 0 and µe > 0 are the classical
elastic Lamé material constants, and µc ≥ 0 is the Cosserat couple modulus. Its coupling effect can be observed
via the expansion

2µc∥skewU∥2 =
µc

2
∥U −U

T ∥2 =
µc

2
∥RT

F − F TR∥2 =
µc

2
∥RT

RU −URTR∥2 , (9)

where F = RU is the true polar decomposition such that

R = polar(F ) , R : V → SO(3) , U : V → Sym++(3) . (10)

Clearly, any deviation of ∥RT
RU −URTR∥2 from zero depends on the geodesic distance between R

T
R and

the constant identity 1, subsequently stretched by U . This value is then scaled by the material parameter µc.
Next, considering the curvature energy we note that gradients of a rotation tensor are fully controlled by its
Curl, cf. [41] and Section A.2. Since the Curl of a second-order tensor yields a second-order tensor, we now
adopt this form to redefine the curvature energy density as

Ψcurv = Ψcurv(R
T
CurlR) = Ψcurv(A) , A = R

T
CurlR , A : V → R3×3 , (11)

which allows for compact notation and a simpler material tensor. Namely, we can postulate the isotropic
curvature energy function to be [18]

Ψcurv(A) =
µeL

2
c

2
(α1∥dev symA∥2 + α2∥skewA∥2 + α3∥sphA∥2) = µeL

2
c

2
⟨A, LA⟩ = µeL

2
c

2
∥A∥2L , (12)

where Lc ≥ 0 is the characteristic length-scale parameter that governs the energy of higher order effects, and
the tensor of dimensionless weights takes the form (see Section A.1 for tensor-forms)

L = α1DS+ α2A+ α3V ∈ R3×3×3×3 . (13)
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A deduction of the constant identity or a comparable modification of the energy density function is not needed
here since for a superimposition QR one already finds A = (QR)T Curl(QR) = R

T
CurlR. Putting it all

together, the internal mechanical energy of the Cosserat model is given by

ICoss(φ,R) =
1

2

∫
V

∥sym(U − 1)∥2C + 2µc∥skewU∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸
2Ψmp

+µeL
2
c∥A∥2L︸ ︷︷ ︸

2Ψcurv

dV , (14)

and the external work by

WCoss(φ,R) =

∫
V

⟨φ, f⟩+ ⟨R, M⟩ dV +

∫
Aφ
N

⟨φ, t⟩ dA+

∫
AR
N

⟨R, T⟩dA . (15)

Combined, they define the minimisation problem

{φ̂, R̂} = arg min
{φ,R}

[ICoss(φ,R)−WCoss(φ,R)] . (16)

2.1 Variational formulation
In order to retrieve a weak form from the action-functional we take variations with respect to the product-
variable {φ,R}. The virtual Biot-type stretch reads

δU = δR
T
F +R

T
δF = R

T
(RδR

T
F +Dδφ) = R

T
(Dδφ− δω × F ) , (17)

where δφ and δω are admissible virtual displacements and rotations

δφ = δ(x+ u) = δu , δω = − axl(RδR
T
) = axl(δRR

T
) . (18)

Analogously, the virtual curvature is given by

δA = δR
T
CurlR+R

T
Curl δR = R

T
[RδR

T
CurlR+Curl(δRR

T
R)]

= R
T
[Curl(δω ×R)− δω × CurlR] . (19)

Now, starting with the micropolar energy density we find

δΨmp(U) = ⟨δU , DUΨmp⟩ = ⟨δU , T ⟩ , (20)

where T is a relative non-symmetric Biot-type stress tensor

T = DUΨmp(U) = C sym(U − 1) + 2µc skewU . (21)

The variation of the curvature energy yields

δΨcurv(A) = ⟨δA, DAΨcurv⟩ = ⟨δA, S⟩ , (22)

where S is a relative Piola-type double-stress tensor

S = DAΨcurv(A) = µeL
2
cLA . (23)

Consequently, the variational form reads∫
V

⟨δU , T ⟩+ ⟨δA, S⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨δφ, f⟩+ ⟨Anti δω, MR
T ⟩ dV +

∫
Aφ
N

⟨δφ, t⟩ dA+

∫
AR
N

⟨Anti δω, TR
T ⟩ dA .

(24)
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2.2 Boundary value problem
We retrieve the boundary value problem using integration by parts of the internal virtual work. Starting with
δU we find∫

V

⟨δU , T ⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨RT
(Dδφ− δω × F ), T ⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨Dδφ− δω × F , RT ⟩dV

= −
∫
V

⟨δφ, Div(RT )⟩+ 2⟨δω, axl(RTF T ⟩ dV +

∫
Aφ
N

⟨δφ, (RT )n⟩dA . (25)

Let S be the non-rotated Piola stress tensor

T = R
T
S ⇒ S = RT , (26)

we substitute to retrieve∫
V

⟨δU , T ⟩ dV = −
∫
V

⟨δφ, DivS⟩+ 2⟨δω, axl(SF T )⟩ dV +

∫
Aφ
N

⟨δφ, Sn⟩ dA . (27)

Analogously, for δA we find∫
V

⟨δA, S⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨RT
[Curl(δω ×R)− δω × CurlR], S⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨Curl(δω ×R)− δω × CurlR, RS⟩ dV

=

∫
V

⟨δω ×R, Curl(RS)⟩ − ⟨δω × CurlR, RS⟩ dV −
∫
AR
N

⟨δω ×R, (RS)(Antin)⟩ dA

= 2

∫
V

⟨δω, axl[Curl(RS)R
T −RS(CurlR)T ]⟩ dV − 2

∫
AR
N

⟨δω, R axl[S(Antin)]⟩dA . (28)

Consequently, the boundary value problem in dislocation form reads

−DivS = f in V ,

− axl(SF T ) + axl[Curl(RS)R
T −RS(CurlR)T ] = axl(MR

T
) in V ,

Sn = t on Aφ
N ,

−R axl[S(Antin)] = axl(TR
T
) on AR

N ,

φ = φ̂ on Aφ
D ,

R = R̂ on AR
D ,

(29)

where it is to noted that the Dirichlet boundary of R is permitted to vanish |AR
D| = 0. Another formulation

can be derived by using the alternative form of δA from Section A.4

δA = tr[(Dδω)TR]1− (Dδω)TR . (30)

By definition, the Piola double-stress tensor reads

P = tr(ST )R−RST ⇒ S =
1

2
tr(PTR)1−PTR . (31)

Thus, the internal virtual work of the curvature reads∫
V

⟨tr[(Dδω)TR]1− (Dδω)TR, (1/2) tr(PTR)1−PTR⟩ dV =∫
V

3

2
tr[(Dδω)TR] tr(PTR)− tr[(Dδω)TR] tr(PTR)− 1

2
tr[(Dδω)TR] tr(PTR) + ⟨(Dδω)TR, PTR⟩ dV ,

(32)
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which simplifies to∫
V

⟨δA, S⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨(Dδω)TR, PTR⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨Dδω, P⟩ dV = −
∫
V

⟨δω, DivP⟩dV +

∫
AR
N

⟨δω, Pn⟩ dA .

(33)

Consequently, the boundary value problem can also be written as

−DivS = f in V ,

−DivP− 2 axl(SF T ) = 2 axl(MR
T
) in V ,

Sn = t on Aφ
N ,

Pn = 2axl(TR
T
) on AR

N ,

φ = φ̂ on Aφ
D ,

R = R̂ on AR
D ,

(34)

for which |AR
D| = 0 is also permissible. The latter is the classical Eringen form of the Cosserat micropolar

model [14] that usually adopts the wryness tensor as its curvature measure

K =
1

2
tr(A

T
)1−A

T
. (35)

The main difference between the Cosserat micropolar theory and classical Cauchy finite elasticity can be made
apparent using the second differential equation, being the balance of angular momentum. Namely, with the
transformation of the first Piola stress tensor [1, 14], it becomes clear that the Cauchy stress can entail skew-
symmetric components to equilibrate couple-forces

S = (detF )σF−T ⇒ −DivP− 2(detF )(axlσ) = 2 axl(MR
T
) . (36)

3 The flexomagnetic postulate
With the Cosserat model at hand, we proceed to contrive a novel phenomenological flexomagnetic model. Let
the orientation of a local magnetic dipole be given by a director attached to each material point, then its
reorientation is governed by the Cosserat rotation tensor R. At the same time, an arbitrary reorientation of
neighbouring dipoles under deformation in a specimen may prove negligible, depending on the characteristic
length of the region Lc. Further, simply coupling R with the magnetisation of the medium is generally non-
objective, as it implies that rigid body motions in a quasi-static context may induce a magnetisation. Conversely,
if the curvature energy of the micro-dislocation governed by Ψcurv(A) = µe(L

2
c/2)∥A∥2L is high, then R changes

rapidly within a non-negligible region of the specimen, implying that many magnetic dipoles are changing their
orientation non-uniformly, as illustrated in Fig. 2. In other words, a magnetic polarisation (magnetisation) is
induced. Thus, we postulate that the change in micro-dislocation governs the interaction with the magnetisation
of the medium, and therefore with the magnetic field. The corresponding coupling energy is defined as

Ψfxm = Ψfxm(A,m) , m : V → R3 , (37)

where m is the magnetisation in the reference configuration. Notably, by postulating the coupling directly in
the reference configuration it is inherently objective. Kinematically, the proposed coupling postulate has two
significant implications. Firstly, non-uniform extension on its own cannot produce a magnetic reaction. This is
in clear contrast to flexoelectricity [6], and is motivated by fact that magnetic dipoles, unlike electric dipoles, are
not composed of two opposite charges at a distance, and are thus presumed non-deformable. Secondly, by the fact
that the orientation of each material point given by R is independent of the tangent curves given by F , cf. Fig. 1,
it is truly the individual rotation of each point that contributes to the net magnetic reaction. By construction,
the extent to which this rotation manifests as actual deformation is determined by the material parameters of the
Cosserat model. Now, to make the coupling term explicit, we require a constitutive relation. Let the coupling be

8



R : Ψcurv ≫ 0

∥m∥ = 0 |⟨m, e2⟩| > 0

x

y

Figure 2: A net-magnetisation induced by a non-uniform change in the orientation of magnetic dipoles over a
non-negligible region of the domain. The change in orientation is governed by R : V → SO(3), while its non-
uniformity and impact with respect to the size of the domain is indicated by the curvature energy Ψcurv(A).

physically linear, then there exists a third-order tensor of flexomagnetic coefficients R3×3×3 ∋ H : R3×3 → R3

such that the flexomagnetic energy density can be defined as the Lifshitz invariant

Ψfxm(A,m) = −µ0⟨m, HA⟩ , (38)

where µ0 is the permeability of free space. The structure of H can be given explicitly for isotropic centrosym-
metric materials via

Hiso = ηisoE = ηisoεijkei ⊗ ej ⊗ ek , εijk =

 1 for even permutations
−1 for odd permutations
0 otherwise

, (39)

where εijk is the Levi-Civita permutation symbol, E ∈ R3×3×3 is the corresponding permutation tensor, and
ηiso ∈ R is the isotropic flexomagnetic coefficient. Notably, the permutation tensor is the only centrosymmetric
third-order (pseudo-) tensor. Since A is a second-order tensor this might seem unphysical at first, as this
type of pairing is impossible in piezomagnetism due to inversion symmetry of the crystalline structure of the
material. Namely, for piezomagnetism a contradiction arises in the analogous definition with the strain tensor
⟨m, E(U − 1)⟩ = ⟨m, EU⟩ 7→ ⟨−1m, E(−1)U(−1)⟩ = ⟨−m, EU⟩ ̸= ⟨m, EU⟩ since U does not flip its
sign under the inversion −1 ∈ O(3), while m does. The only constant centrosymmetric third-order tensor
that can accommodate this behaviour is the zero tensor, making centrosymmetric piezomagnetism impossible.
Notwithstanding, the more general rule is that a constitutive tensor is allowed to be non-zero only if its parity
matches the parities of the fields it connects to under symmetry operations. In the case of inversion symmetry this
implies that if m is odd (flips sign under inversion) and E is even (the Levi-Civita tensor does not flip its sign),
then A must be odd to accommodate the sign change. And indeed, the micro-dislocation tensor is odd, as it
represents an algebraic tensor-order reduction of the odd third-order tensor R

T
DR 7→ (−1)3RT

DR = −RDR
without loss of information, cf. Section A.2. Next, for more general non-centrosymmetric yet cubic-symmetric
crystals, the third-order tensor can also take the form [44]

Hcub = ηcub|εijk|ei ⊗ ej ⊗ ek , (40)

where ηcub ∈ R is the corresponding flexomagnetic coefficient. Notably, |εijk|ei ⊗ ej ⊗ ek is a polar cubic-
symmetric tensor that flips its sign under inversion. Putting it all together, physically linear cubic-symmetric
materials can have at most two independent material parameters. Interestingly, these two third-order tensors
split A across skew-symmetric and symmetric contributions

HA = (Hiso +Hcub)A =Hiso skewA+Hcub symA , (41)

while omitting its diagonal components, as shown in Section A.1. As a curiosity, because the diagonal part of
the curvature tensor plays no role in the energy of cubic-symmetric materials, one can also express it as

HA = −HK
T ⇒ −µ0⟨m, HA⟩ = µ0⟨m, HK

T ⟩ = Ψfxm(m,K) , (42)

such that the formulation naturally caries over also to the Eringen form of the Cosserat micropolar model. Now,
let mφ : Vφ → R3 be the magnetisation field in the current configuration, for crystals with cubic symmetry
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the so called demagnetisation energy density of a solid medium at a constant temperature, also known as the
magnetostatic energy density, is given by (recall, densities are 3-forms s.t. ΨdVφ = Ψ(detF ) dV )

Ψdemag(mφ) =
µ0 detF

2
⟨mφ, χ

−1
m 1mφ⟩ =

µ0 detF

2χm
∥mφ∥2 , χm = µr − 1 =

µ

µ0
− 1 , (43)

since the only second-order tensor with cubic-symmetry is the isotropic identity tensor 1 ∈ R3×3 [44]. The
additional material constants are known as the relative permeability µr, and the magnetic susceptibility χm,
otherwise expressed via the total permeability of the material µ. In this work, we define the magnetisation field
to act on infinitesimal surfaces dAφ (i.e. it is a 2-form), implying that it transforms by the contravariant Piola
transformation

mφ =
1

detF
Fm , (44)

While this may appear ambiguous due to its additive nature with the magnetic field hφ which transforms
differently, this transformation rule is intrinsically needed for coherence with subsequent Legendre transforms,
and is justified by the requirements of frame-invariance [4], thermodynamic consistency [48], and the force-
interpretation of the magnetostatic Maxwell stress tensor and its associated traction vector [11]. Now, by
inserting the transformation, the demagnetisation energy expressed via the magnetisation of the reference con-
figuration m reads

Ψdemag(F ,m) =
µ0 detF

2χm
∥(detF )−1Fm∥2 =

µ0

2χm detF
∥Fm∥2 =

µ0

2χm detF
⟨F TF , m⊗m⟩ , (45)

where F TF = C is the Cauchy–Green strain tensor. Since F TF = U
T
R
T
RU = U

T
U and detF =

det(RU) = (detR)(detU) = detU , we can also express the energy density using the Biot-type stretch tensor
of the Cosserat micropolar model

Ψdemag(U ,m) =
µ0

2χm detU
⟨UT

U , m⊗m⟩ = µ0

2χm detU
∥Um∥2 . (46)

The reason to introduce this seemingly unnecessary adjustment is in order to allow for the subsequent derivation
of stress tensors that are consistent with the Cosserat model. Next, the magnetic enthalpy of free space induced
by the magnetic field of the current configuration hφ is

Ψmag(F ,hφ) =
µ0 detF

2
∥hφ∥2 . (47)

By its physical nature, the magnetic field acts on infinitesimal curves dsφ (i.e., it is a 1-form) and thus transforms
via the covariant Piola transformation

hφ = F−Th . (48)

Hence, in the reference configuration the magnetic enthalpy is given by

Ψmag(U ,h) =
µ0 detU

2
∥U−T

h∥2 =
µ0 detU

2
⟨U−1

U
−T
, h⊗ h⟩ , (49)

where we again exploited the relations of the deformation gradient F and the Biot-type stretch tensor U . Now,
with the magnetostatic energies and enthalpy at hand, the complete set of energies and enthalpies of the coupled
system is given by the sum

Ψmp(U) + Ψcurv(A) + Ψdemag(U ,m) + Ψfxm(A,m)−Ψmag(U ,h) . (50)

Evidently, the latter expression entails two magnetostatic variables. Namely, while the magnetic enthalpy is
expressed in terms of the magnetic field h, the flexomagnetic coupling and the demagnetisation energy are
functions of the magnetisation field m. In order to achieve a coupled system that is expressed in a single
magnetostatic variable, we now employ the partial Legendre transform

inf
m
[Ψmp(U) + Ψcurv(A) + Ψdemag(U ,m) + Ψfxm(A,m)−Ψmag(U ,h)− µ0⟨m, h⟩] . (51)
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This approach is justified as a way to recover the complete magnetic enthalpy, cf. Section A.3, and by the
physical interpretation of these enthalpies as generating forces that act on the medium [11]. By the transform,
the corresponding magnetic field is given by the stationary point

Dm[Ψdemag(U ,m) + Ψfxm(A,m)− µ0⟨m, h⟩] = 0 ⇒ h =
1

µ0
Dm[Ψdemag(U ,m) + Ψfxm(A,m)] . (52)

The derivative of the demagnetisation energy reads

DmΨdemag(U ,m) =
µ0

χm detU
U
T
Um , (53)

and the derivative of the flexomagnetic energy is given by

DmΨfxm(A,m) = −µ0HA . (54)

Thus, we find an invertible expression for the magnetic field

h =
1

χm detU
U
T
Um−HA ⇒ m = χm(detU)U

−1
U

−T
(h+HA) , (55)

which simply implies that the magnetisation is the additive product of two contributions, being the susceptibility-
dependent magnetisation and the curvature-induced magnetisation. Now, inserting this identity in Ψdemag yields

Ψdemag(U ,m)

∣∣∣∣
m=m(U ,A,h)

=
χmµ0 detU

2
∥U−T

(h+HA)∥2 . (56)

Analogously, Ψfxm transforms to

Ψfxm(A,m)

∣∣∣∣
m=m(U ,A,h)

= −χmµ0(detU)⟨U−1
U

−T
(h+HA), HA⟩

= −χmµ0(detU)⟨U−T
(h+HA), U

−T
(HA)⟩ , (57)

and finally, ⟨m, h⟩ reads

µ0⟨m, h⟩
∣∣∣∣
m=m(U ,A,h)

= χmµ0(detU)⟨U−1
U

−T
(h+HA), h⟩ = χmµ0(detU)⟨U−T

(h+HA), U
−T

h⟩ . (58)

As such, the full sum is given by

[Ψdemag(U ,m) + Ψfxm(A,m)− µ0⟨m, h⟩]
∣∣∣∣
m=m(U ,A,h)

= −χmµ0 detU

2
∥U−T

(h+HA)∥2 . (59)

The resulting term is the combined flexomagnetic and demagnetisation enthalpies expressed by the magnetic
field

Ψfmd(U ,A,h) =
χmµ0 detU

2
∥U−T

(h+HA)∥2 . (60)

With the all the enthalpies now governed by the magnetic field, we can finally formulate the internal functional
of mechanical energies and magnetic enthalpies

Ifxm(φ,R,h) =
1

2

∫
V

2Ψmp︷ ︸︸ ︷
∥sym(U − 1)∥2C + 2µc∥skewU∥2 +

2Ψcurv︷ ︸︸ ︷
µeL

2
c∥A∥2L

− [χmµ0(detU)∥U−T
(h+HA)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸

2Ψfmd

+µ0(detU)∥U−T
h∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸

2Ψmag

] dV .

(61)

Let there be no impressed currents in the medium j = 0 or on its surface, and the external work be purely
mechanical, then the coupled physics yield the saddle-point problem

{φ̂, R̂}, ĥ = arg min
{φ,R}

max
h

[Ifxm(φ,R,h)−WCoss(φ,R)] , (62)

where {φ̂, R̂}, ĥ are the minimisers and maximiser, respectively.
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3.1 Magnetic scalar potential
For vanishing impressed currents j = 0, the Ampére–Maxwell law of magnetostatics [61] implies

curlφ hφ = curlφ(F
−Th) =

1

detF
F (curlh) = 0 , (63)

where we exploited the Piola transformations of the curl operator, cf. [52]. Consequently, on a contractible
domain, h can be expressed with a scalar magnetic potential

h = −∇ψ , ψ : V → R . (64)

Correspondingly, the magnetic enthalpies are given by

Ψfmd(U ,A, ψ) =
χmµ0 detU

2
∥U−T

(HA−∇ψ)∥2 , (65)

and

Ψmag(U , ψ) =
µ0 detU

2
∥U−T∇ψ∥2 , (66)

such that the enthalpy functional reads

Ifxm(φ,R, ψ) =
1

2

∫
V

2Ψmp︷ ︸︸ ︷
∥sym(U − 1)∥2C + 2µc∥skewU∥2 +

2Ψcurv︷ ︸︸ ︷
µeL

2
c∥A∥2L

− [χmµ0(detU)∥U−T
(HA−∇ψ)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸

2Ψfmd

+µ0(detU)∥U−T∇ψ∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸
2Ψmag

] dV .

(67)

In the case of non-vanishing impressed current j ̸= 0, the formulation becomes more involved. Its treatment is
postponed to the next sections, pending further derivations. The variation of the magnetic enthalpies reads

δ[Ψfmd(U ,A,h) + Ψmag(U ,h)] = ⟨δU , DU (Ψfmd +Ψmag)⟩+ ⟨δA, DAΨfmd⟩+ ⟨δh, Dh(Ψfmd +Ψmag)⟩ , (68)

where δh is an admissible virtual magnetic field. For the first term we find

DU [Ψfmd(U ,A,h) + Ψmag(U ,h)] =
χmµ0 detU

2
∥U−T

(h+HA)∥2U−T

− χmµ0(detU)[U
−T

(h+HA)]⊗ [U
−T

(h+HA)]U
−T

+
µ0 detU

2
∥U−T

h∥2U−T

− µ0(detU)(U
−T

h)⊗ (U
−T

h)U
−T

, (69)

for which the relevant mathematical identities in the derivation can be found in Section A.5. Expanding the
norms while substituting χmµ0 = µ− µ0, and rearranging the terms yields

µ detU

2
∥U−T

h∥2U−T − µ(detU)(U
−T

h)⊗ (U
−T

h)U
−T

+
(µ− µ0) detU

2
∥U−T

(HA)∥2U−T − (µ− µ0)(detU)[U
−T

(HA)]⊗ [U
−T

(HA)]U
−T

(70)

+ (µ− µ0)(detU)⟨U−T
h, U

−T
(HA)⟩U−T − 2(µ− µ0)(detU) sym[(U

−T
h)⊗U

−T
(HA)]U

−T
,

where we recognise the rotated Piola–Maxwell stress tensor of magnetostriction [10,11,27]

TMxl = (detU)σ̄MxlU
−T

= (detU)

[
µ(U

−T
h)⊗ (U

−T
h)− µ

2
∥U−T

h∥21︸ ︷︷ ︸
µ(R

T
hφ)⊗(R

T
hφ)−

µ

2
∥hφ∥21

]
U

−T
,

(71)
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and define the remaining parts as the rotated Piola–Maxwell flexomagnetic curvature stress tensor

T fmc = (detU)σ̄fmcU
−T

=(detU)[µ− µ0]

[
[U

−T
(HA)]⊗ [U

−T
(HA)]− µ− µ0

2
∥U−T

(HA)∥21
]
U

−T
,

(72)

and the rotated flexomagnetic curvature coupling stress tensor

T fmcc = (detU)σ̄fmccU
−T

= (detU)

[
2χmµ0 sym[(U

−T
h)⊗U

−T
(HA)]− χmµ0⟨U

−T
h, U

−T
(HA)⟩

]
U

−T
,

(73)

such that

DU [Ψfmd(U ,A,h) + Ψmag(U ,h)] = −TMxl − T fmc − T fmcc . (74)

Note that this equation justifies the negative sign of the magnetic enthalpies as it ensures that magnetically
induced stresses enter the equation additively to the purely mechanical stresses. The second term in the variation
of the magnetic enthalpies reads

DAΨfmd(U ,A,h) = −Sfxm = (µ− µ0)(detU)[U
−1

U
−T

(h+HA)]H , (75)

representing a rotated flexomagnetic Piola-type double-stress tensor. Finally, the last term governed by the
magnetic field h reads

Dh[Ψfmd(U ,A,h) + Ψmag(U ,h)] = (µ− µ0)(detU)U
−1

U
−T

(h+HA) + µ0(detU)U
−1

U
−T

h ,

= (µ− µ0)(detU)U
−1

U
−T

(HA) + µ(detU)U
−1

U
−T

h (76)

where we recognise the classical magnetic induction [10,27,61] in the reference configuration

b = µ(detU)U
−1

U
−T

h = µ(detF )F−1F−Th = µ(detF )F−1hφ = (detF )F−1bφ , (77)

and analogously define the (reference) magnetisation induced by flexure as

g = χm(detU)U
−1

U
−T

(HA) = χm(detF )F−1F−T (HA) . (78)

Consequently, b+ µ0g can be understood as the total magnetic induction in the reference configuration

b = b+ µ0g = (detF )F−1F−T (µh+ χmµ0HA) = (detF )F−1 µ0F
−T (h+ χmh+ χmHA)︸ ︷︷ ︸

bφ

.
(79)

The additional virtual work performed by δh = −∇δψ now reads

−
∫
V

⟨δh, b+ µ0g︸ ︷︷ ︸
b

⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨∇δψ, b⟩ dV = −
∫
V

⟨δψ, div b⟩ dV +

∫
AψN

δψ ⟨b, n⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸
bn

dA , (80)

where we integrated by parts. The latter immediately implies the existence of a prescribed normal magnetic
induction on the Neumann boundary, which can be accommodated with additional magnetostatic external work

Wms(ψ) =

∫
AψN

⟨ψ, bn⟩ dA , (81)
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such that the full saddle-point problem reads

{φ̂, R̂}, ψ̂ = arg min
{φ,R}

max
ψ

[Ifxm(φ,R, ψ)−WCoss(φ,R) +Wms(ψ)] , (82)

and the previous variation changes into∫
V

⟨∇δψ, b⟩ dV −
∫
AψN

δψ bn dA = −
∫
V

⟨δψ, div b⟩ dV +

∫
AψN

δψ(⟨b, n⟩ − bn) dA . (83)

Consequently, the complete variational functional reads∫
V

⟨δU , T + TMxl + T fmc + T fmcc⟩+ ⟨δA, S+Sfxm⟩+ ⟨∇δψ, b+ µ0g⟩ dV (84)

=

∫
V

⟨δφ, f⟩+ ⟨Anti δω, MR
T ⟩ dV +

∫
Aφ
N

⟨δφ, t⟩ dA+

∫
AR
N

⟨Anti δω, TR
T ⟩ dA+

∫
AψN

δψ bn dA ,

where the right-hand side is the external virtual work. From the variational formulation it becomes clear that
the coupling introduces additional stress and double-stress tensors acting on the kinematical variables. To
accommodate them in the boundary value problem, it suffices to introduce the rotated total stress tensor

T tot = T + TMxl + T fmc + T fmcc , (85)

and the rotated total double-stress tensor

Stot = S+Sfxm , (86)

as well as their non-rotated counterparts

Stot = RT tot , Ptot = tr(ST
tot)R−RST

tot . (87)

Accordingly, the coupled boundary value problem reads

−DivStot = f in V ,

−DivPtot − 2 axl(StotF
T ) = 2 axl(MR

T
) in V ,

div b = 0 in V ,

Stotn = t on Aφ
N ,

Ptotn = 2axl(TR
T
) on AR

N ,

⟨b, n⟩ = bn on AψN ,

φ = φ̂ on Aφ
D ,

R = R̂ on AR
D ,

ψ = ψ̂ on AψD .

(88)

In general, prescribing a physically consistent normal component of the magnetic induction bn on the boundary
is not trivial without prior knowledge of the solution. Prescribing it to zero is akin to magnetic insulation and
can be done under the assumption that magnetic field lines are tangent to the boundary, while still respecting
the fundamental concept of no magnetic monopoles. The more common alternative is to embed the object of
interest within a surrounding region of free space and impose zero boundary conditions at the outer edge of this
region, which must be placed sufficiently far from the physical object.
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3.2 Magnetic vector potential and impressed currents
The formulation of the action-functional in terms of the magnetic field h has the disadvantage of yielding a
saddle-point problem, which is usually more difficult to solve. Further, it complicates the introduction of non-
vanishing impressed currents j ̸= 0. To rectify both, we reformulate the problem in terms of the total magnetic
induction b. To do so, we again employ a partial Legendre transform

sup
h

[Ψmp(U) + Ψcurv(A)−Ψfmd(U ,A,h)−Ψmag(U ,h) + ⟨h, b⟩] . (89)

Since the transform is given by the stationary point, we again recover

b = Dh[Ψfmd(U ,A,h) + Ψmag(U ,h)] = (detU)U
−1

U
−T︸ ︷︷ ︸

(detF )F−1F−T

(µh+ χmµ0HA) . (90)

and can express the inverse relation between b and h as

h =
1

µ

[
1

detU
U
T
Ub− χmµ0(HA)

]
=

1

µ

[
1

detF
F TFb− χmµ0(HA)

]
. (91)

Inserting the latter in the combined flexomagnetic and demagnetisation enthalpy Ψfmd yields

Ψfmd(U ,A,h)

∣∣∣∣
h=h(U ,A,a)

=
χmµ0 detU

2
∥(µ detU)−1Ub− µ−1χmµ0U

−T
(HA) +U

−T
(HA)∥2

=
χmµ0 detU

2µ2
∥(detU)−1Ub+ µ0U

−T
(HA)∥2 . (92)

For the magnetisation enthalpy Ψmag one finds

Ψmag(U ,h)

∣∣∣∣
h=h(U ,A,a)

=
µ0 detU

2µ2
∥(detU)−1Ub− χmµ0U

−T
(HA)∥2 . (93)

Finally, the scalar product reads

⟨h, b⟩
∣∣∣∣
h=h(U ,A,a)

=
1

µ
⟨UT

[(detU)−1Ub− χmµ0U
−T

(HA)], b⟩

=
µ detU

µ2
⟨(detU)−1Ub− χmµ0U

−T
(HA), (detU)−1Ub⟩ . (94)

Consequently, after some manipulation, the sum of the terms is given by

[−Ψfxm(U ,A,h)−Ψmag(U ,h) + ⟨h, b⟩]
∣∣∣∣
h=h(U ,A,a)

=
detU

2µ
∥(detU)−1Ub− χmµ0U

−T
(HA)∥2 − χmµ0 detU

2
∥U−T

(HA)∥2 , (95)

from which we extract the energy of the classical magnetic induction

Ψb(U ,A,b) =
detU

2µ
∥(detU)−1Ub− χmµ0U

−T
(HA)︸ ︷︷ ︸

R
T
bφ

∥2 , (96)

and the flexomagnetic energy induced by curvature

Ψfmc(U ,A) =
χmµ0 detU

2
∥U−T

(HA)∥2 . (97)
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Now, by Gauss’s law for magnetism there exist no magnetic charges, such that

divφ bφ = divφ

(
1

detF
Fb

)
=

1

detF
div b = 0 , (98)

where we exploited the Piola transformations of the divergence operator, cf. [52]. Therefore, on a contractible
domain there exists the vectorial potential

b = curla , a : V → R3 , (99)

such that the energy of the magnetic induction can be written in terms of a

Ψb(U ,A,a) =
detU

2µ
∥(detU)−1U curla− χmµ0U

−T
(HA)∥2 . (100)

Thus, the full energy functional reads

Ifxm(φ,R,a) =
1

2

∫
V

2Ψmp︷ ︸︸ ︷
∥sym(U − 1)∥2C + 2µc∥skewU∥2 +

2Ψcurv︷ ︸︸ ︷
µeL

2
c∥A∥2L

+
detU

µ
∥(detU)−1U curla− χmµ0U

−T
(HA)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸

2Ψb

−χmµ0(detU)∥U−T
(HA)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸

2Ψfmc

dV .

(101)

Remark 3.1. For the assessment of flexomagnetic parameters it can be useful to introduce a redefinition of the
flexomagnetic material tensor as

G = χmµ0H , (102)

and directly measure its γ-coefficients

G = γisoE+ γcub|εijk|ei ⊗ ej ⊗ ek . (103)

Accordingly, the energy functional turns to

Ifxm(φ,R,a) =
1

2

∫
V

2Ψmp︷ ︸︸ ︷
∥sym(U − 1)∥2C + 2µc∥skewU∥2 +

2Ψcurv︷ ︸︸ ︷
µeL

2
c∥A∥2L

+
detU

µ
∥(detU)−1U curla−U

−T
(GA)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸

2Ψb

−χmµ0(detU)∥U−T
(HA)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸

2Ψfmc

dV .
(104)

This is especially useful for materials with a permeability close to that of free space µ ≈ µ0 that in fact can also
exhibit the flexomagnetic effect [28]. The corresponding energy is then

Ifxm(φ,R,a) =
1

2

∫
V

2Ψmp︷ ︸︸ ︷
∥sym(U − 1)∥2C + 2µc∥skewU∥2 +

2Ψcurv︷ ︸︸ ︷
µeL

2
c∥A∥2L

+
detU

µ
∥(detU)−1U curla−U

−T
(GA)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸

2Ψb

dV ,
(105)

since χmµ0 ≈ 0.
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The variation of the internal energy with respect to a yields∫
V

detU

µ
⟨(detU)−1U curl δa, (detU)−1U curla− χmµ0U

−T
(HA)⟩ dV . (106)

In the case that the medium is not free of impressed currents, the Ampére–Maxwell law reads [61]

curlh = j , j = (detF )F−1jφ , (107)

where j : V → R3 are impressed currents in the reference configuration, and jφ : Vφ → R3 are their counterpart
in the current configuration. Thus, inserting the vector potential of b and the identity of h into this equation
gives

1

µ
curl[(detU)−1U

T
U curla− χmµ0(HA)] = j . (108)

Testing with an admissible virtual potential δa∫
V

⟨δa, µ−1 curl[(detU)−1U
T
U curla− χmµ0(HA)]⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨δa, j⟩ dV (109)

and integrating by parts yields∫
V

(detU)⟨(detU)−1U curl δa, µ−1[(detU)−1U curla− χmµ0U
−T

(HA)]⟩ dV (110)

=

∫
V

⟨δa, j⟩ dV +

∫
Aa
N

⟨δa, µ−1[(detU)−1U
T
U curla− χmµ0(HA)]︸ ︷︷ ︸

h

×n⟩ dA .

On the Neumann boundary of a, the tangential part of h is given by impressed surface currents

k = h× n . (111)

Thus, the variational form reads∫
V

detU

µ
⟨(detU)−1U curl δa, (detU)−1U curla− χmµ0U

−T
(HA)⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨δa, j⟩ dV +

∫
Aa
N

⟨δa, k⟩ dA .

(112)

Evidently, the left-hand side of the latter equation and the left-hand side of the variation of Ψb with respect to
a in Eq. (106) are the same. Consequently, the right-hand of the previous equation represents additional virtual
work by δa that must be equilibrated. The corresponding external magnetostatic work is accordingly given by

Wms(a) =

∫
V

⟨δa, j⟩ dV +

∫
Aa
N

⟨δa, k⟩ dA . (113)

Together, the energy functional and full work functional give rise to the minimisation problem

{φ̂, R̂}, â = arg min
{φ,R,a}

[Ifxm(φ,R,a)−WCoss(φ,R)−Wms(a)] . (114)

While the Legendre transform preserves the underlying structure of the problem, the natural expressions for
the stress tensors in terms of b are different. The variation of the magnetic energy reads

δ[Ψb(U ,A,b)−Ψfmc(U ,A)] = ⟨δU , DU (Ψb −Ψfmc)⟩+ ⟨δA, DA(Ψb −Ψfmc)⟩+ ⟨δb, DbΨb⟩ . (115)

By expanding the energy of the magnetic induction

Ψb(U ,A,b) =
1

2µ detU
∥Ub∥2 − χmµ0

µ
⟨b, HA⟩+ detU

2µ
∥U−T

χmµ0(HA)∥2 , (116)
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we recover the tensors

DU [Ψb(U ,A,b)−Ψfmc(U ,A)] =(detU)

[
1

µ
([detU ]−1Ub)⊗ ([detU ]−1Ub)− 1

2µ
∥(detU)−1Ub∥21

]
U

−T

− detU

µ

[
[χmµ0U

−T
(HA)]⊗ [χmµ0U

−T
(HA)]− 1

2
∥χmµ0U

−T
(HA)∥21

]
U

−T

+ (detU)

[
χmµ0[U

−T
(HA)]⊗ [U

−T
(HA)]− χmµ0

2
∥U−T

(HA)∥21
]
U

−T
.

(117)

The first tensor can be defined as a rotated full magnetostrictive and flexomagnetic Piola–Maxwell stress tensor

T FMxl = (detU)

[
1

µ
([detU ]−1Ub)⊗ ([detU ]−1Ub)− 1

2µ
∥(detU)−1Ub∥21

]
U

−T
, (118)

whereas the two remaining tensors can be combined into weighted rotated Piola–Maxwell flexomagnetic curva-
ture tensor

Twfmc = (detU)

[
χmµ

2
0

µ
[U

−T
(HA)]⊗ [U

−T
(HA)]− χmµ

2
0

2µ
∥U−T

(HA)∥21
]
U

−T
=
µ0

µ
T fmc . (119)

Using the identity b = b + µ0g, it can be shown that T FMxl + Twfmc = TMxl + T fmcc + T fmc, confirming the
consistency of the Legendre transform. Analogously, we expand

DA[Ψb(U ,A,b)−Ψfmc(U ,A)] =− χmµ0

µ
bH+

χ2
mµ

2
0

µ
(detU)U

−1
U

−T
(HA)H

− χmµ0(detU)U
−1

U
−T

(HA)H , (120)

which can be reformulated into

Sfxm = −χmµ0

[
1

µ
b+

µ0

µ
(detU)U

−1
U

−T
(HA)

]
H . (121)

The latter agrees with the definition of Sfxm given as a function of the magnetic field h. Finally, the gradient
of Ψb with respect to b reads

Db[Ψb(U ,A,b)] =
1

µ detU
U
T
Ub− χmµ0

µ
HA = h . (122)

Thus, the full variational functional reads∫
V

⟨δU , T + T FMxl + T fmc⟩+ ⟨δA, S+Sfxm⟩+ ⟨curl δa, h⟩ dV (123)

=

∫
V

⟨δφ, f⟩+ ⟨Anti δω, MR
T ⟩+ ⟨δa, j⟩ dV +

∫
Aφ
N

⟨δφ, t⟩ dA+

∫
AR
N

⟨Anti δω, TR
T ⟩ dA+

∫
Aa
N

⟨δa, k⟩ dA ,
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and the boundary value problem is given by

−DivStot = f in V ,

−DivPtot − 2 axl(StotF
T ) = 2 axl(MR

T
) in V ,

curlh = j in V ,

Stotn = t on Aφ
N ,

Ptotn = 2axl(TR
T
) on AR

N ,

h× n = k on Aa
N ,

φ = φ̂ on Aφ
D ,

R = R̂ on AR
D ,

a× n = ât on Aa
D .

(124)

The boundary Dirichlet condition of the vector potential is simply its tangential component. On a quasi-perfect
electric conductor this component approaches zero ât = 0 as a consequence of Ohm’s law [61].

4 The couple-stress model
If the Cosserat couple modulus tends to infinity µc → +∞, then the associated norm must go to zero ∥skewU∥ →
0 to ensure finite energies [24,35–37]. This is satisfied according to the polar decomposition [40] via

R → R = polar(F ) = FU−1 R : V → SO(3) , U : V → Sym++(3) , (125)

and implies that the Biot-type stretch tensor and the curvature tensors change to

U → U , A → A = RT (CurlR) . (126)

Evidently, the Biot-type stretch tensor degenerates into the classical Biot stretch tensor. Owing to the elegance
of the bar-notation, one can now recover the flexomagnetic and flexoelectric couple-stress models simply by
replacing R with R and U with U throughout. Accordingly, the internal energy density of the micropolar
model changes to

Ψcs(φ) =
1

2
∥sym(U − 1)∥2C +

µeL
2
c

2
∥A∥2L , (127)

now representing the couple-stress model, and the corresponding external work reads

Wcs(φ) =

∫
V

⟨φ, f⟩+ ⟨R, M⟩ dV +

∫
Aφ
N

⟨φ, t⟩ dA+

∫
AR
N

⟨R, T⟩dA . (128)

The action-functional of flexomagnetism with a scalar magentic potential is thus dependent on the internal
functional

Ifxm(φ, ψ) =
1

2

∫
V

2Ψcs︷ ︸︸ ︷
∥sym(U − 1)∥2C + µeL

2
c∥A∥2L

− [χmµ0(detU)∥U−T (HA−∇ψ)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸
2Ψfmd

+µ0(detU)∥U−T∇ψ∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸
2Ψmag

] dV .
(129)

reading

{φ̂, ψ̂} = argmin
φ

max
ψ

[Ifxm(φ, ψ)−Wcs(φ) +Wms(ψ)] . (130)
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The formulation in vector potential depends on the energy-functional

Ifxm(φ,a) =
1

2

∫
V

2Ψcs︷ ︸︸ ︷
∥sym(U − 1)∥2C + µeL

2
c∥A∥2L

+
detU

µ
∥(detU)−1U curla−

U−T (GA)︷ ︸︸ ︷
χmµ0U

−T (HA)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸
2Ψb

−χmµ0(detU)∥U−T (HA)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸
2Ψfmc

dV .

(131)

and is associated with the action-functional

{φ̂, â} = arg min
{φ,a}

[Ifxm(φ,a)−Wcs(φ)−Wms(a)] . (132)

The corresponding boundary value problems change accordingly, now requiring strong enforcement of deriva-
tives of φ over polar(Dφ).

Remark 4.1. Notably, by the fact that

A → A = RT (CurlR) = (polarF )T Curl(polarF ) = (polarDφ)T Curl(polarDφ) , (133)

the couple-stress theory represents a second-derivative model, requiring increased smoothness in φ for conforming
discretisations. Further, its connection to finite strain-gradient theories can be established via the formula

RTDR =
1

detU
Anti

[
(U [CurlU ]T − 1

2
tr[U(CurlU)T ]1)U

]
, (134)

from [24] using that U =
√
F TF .

5 Numerical investigation

5.1 Discretisation
The variational formulations presented in the previous sections are nonlinear. Consequently, the solution follows
via the Newton–Raphson method, for which the directional derivatives of the functional with respect to iteration-
increments are computed using automatic differentiation. For the discretisation of the displacement field we
employ vector-valued C 0(V )-continuous cubic Lagrange elements u ∈ CG3(V ) ⊗ R3. The Cosserat rotation
tensor is computed using Euler-matrices R(θ) = Rz(θz)Ry(θy)Rx(θx) with

Rx(θx) =

1 0 0
0 cos θx − sin θx
0 sin θx cos θx

 , Ry(θy) =

 cos θy 0 sin θy
0 1 0

− sin θy 0 cos θy

 , Rz(θz) =

cos θz − sin θz 0
sin θz cos θz 0
0 0 1

 ,

(135)

The corresponding rotation vector is discretised using quartic Lagrange elements θ ∈ CG4(V )⊗ R3 to mitigate
possible couple-locking effects [9,22]. This does not solve the susceptibility of Euler-matrices to gimbal-locking
[23]. However, this scenario is less likely to occur for uniaxial rotation tests. Now, to retrieve the Curl, we first
observe the general structure of an Euler matrix around some Cartesian axis ξ is given by

Rξ(θξ) = eξ ⊗ eξ + (cos θξ)(1− eξ ⊗ eξ) + (sin θξ)Anti eξ , (136)

with no summation over repeating ξ-indices. Consequently, its derivative with respect to some arbitrary axis
is given by

[Rξ(θξ)],i = θξ,i [(cos θξ)Anti eξ − (sin θξ)(1− eξ ⊗ eξ)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
R̃ξ

. (137)
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Thus, the Curl reads

CurlR = −(RzRyRx),i(Anti ei) = −(R̃zRyRx)(Anti∇θz)− (RzR̃yRx)(Anti∇θy)− (RzRyR̃x)(Anti∇θx) .
(138)

The correct space for the vectorial potential is the Nédélec [50, 51, 61] space a ∈ N p
I (V ). However, in general,

a vector-potential formulation of magnetostatics is not automatically well-posed. This is because all vectorial
potentials of the form a+∇ψ satisfy b = curl(a+∇ψ) = curla. To re-enforce uniqueness of the solution it is
thus common to introduce the Coulomb gauge [61]

− diva = 0 ⇒ −
∫
V

⟨ψ, diva⟩ dV =

∫
V

⟨∇ψ, a⟩ dV ∀ψ ∈ C∞
0 (V ) , (139)

which effectively implies a ⊥ ∇ψ for any ψ ∈ CGp+1(V ) with a vanishing Dirichlet boundary in the discretisation.
Energetically, the Coulomb gauge can be additively incorporated into the functional

Ifxm +

∫
V

⟨∇ψ, a⟩ dV , (140)

leading to a saddle-point problem. The latter can be avoided if one constructs the vectorial potential as
a ∈ N p

I (V ) \ ∇CGp+1(V ) á priori. This is possible down to the lowest order Nédélec elements in the hp-finite
element method using space-splitting methods [52, 61], or even fully with non-local approaches [3]. Another
method is to introduce a small regularisation term

Ifxm +

∫
V

β

2
∥a∥2 dV , 0 < β ≪ |µ| , (141)

such that no additional field is needed. For β → 0 it can be shown that the solution convergences towards the
one that is orthogonal to gradient fields [61]. However, this approach requires solvers that are numerically robust
for the very small parameter β → 0. In this work we rely on the space-splitting method and the regularisation
for the lowest-order basis-functions, and use direct solvers, which is possible due to the relatively small size of
the system we consider. We do not compute solutions using the scalar magnetic potential in this
study, as it typically necessitates the modelling of the surrounding free-space.

5.2 Ideal units
In electromagnetism, the purest units for expressing all physical quantities are the four SI base units, being
meter (m), kilogram (kg), second (s), and ampere (A). All other units such as, volt (V), coulomb (C), tesla
(T), farad (F), and henry (H), can be reduced to combinations of these base units. This is critical, since the
underlying choice of units in any simulation must be consistent throughout to be valid. Further, in the quasi-
static flexomagnetic model time does not play a role, such that newtons can be used. Lastly, the units are
specifically selected within the metric scale to avoid excessively large or small values, thereby improving the
matrix condition number. Thus, the following units are employed throughout

nanometer m = 109 nm
nano-newton N = 109 nN
milliampere A = 103 mA

such that the following conversion of combined units arises

nano-newton per nanometer square 1 N/mm2 (MPa) = 10−3 nN/nm2 (GPa)
nano-newton per milliampere nanometer 1 N/Am (T) = 10−3 nN/mAnm (kT)

With these units, the permeability of free space reads

µ0 = 4π · 10−4 ≈ 0.00125663706 , (142)

in kilo-tesla nanometer per milliampere kTnm/mA. Accordingly, the magnetic induction is measured in kilo-tesla
kT, the η-flexomagnetic coefficients ofH in milliampere mA, and the corresponding γ-flexomagnetic coefficients
of G in kilo-tesla nanometer kTnm, or equivalently in nano-newton per milliampere nN/mA.
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V̄ = [0, 5000]× [−500, 500]× [0, 100]
Aφ
D

Aφ
Nf

(a) (b)

Figure 3: (a) Cantilever nano-beam with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary surfaces. (b) Mesh of 20 hexahedral
finite elements with polynomial orders p ≥ 3, as per field.

5.3 A flexomagnetic nano-beam
In the following we consider a simple cantilever nano-beam given by the reference domain of

x = xe1 + ye2 + ze3 ∈ V̄ = [0, 5000]× [−500, 500]× [0, 100] , (143)

in nanometers, see Fig. 3. The relevant characteristic length scale for the related strain-gradient theory is
around 1 ≤ Lc ≤ 100 nm [7]. Further, due to the lack of data on Cosserat material coefficients, we replace
the weighted material norm of the mechanical curvature with the classical norm such that the corresponding
curvature energy reads µeL

2
c∥A∥2. The Dirichlet boundary for the displacement field is the back surface of

the beam Aφ
D = {x ∈ ∂V | x = 0}, implying that u|x=0 = 0. On the surface at the front of the beam

Aφ
Nf

= {x ∈ ∂V | x = 5000} we impose non-vanishing Neumann boundary conditions. The boundary for the

Cosserat rotation field R is completely Neumann with no imposed values AR
N = ∂V . The beam is defined to be

made of Chromium(III) oxide otherwise known as Chromia. Chromia is an antiferromagnetic centrosymmetric
material known to exhibit flexomagnetic effects [28]. Its elastic Lamé parameters in gigapascal (GPa) are
roughly [49]

λe = 98 , µe = 116 . (144)

With no availability of the Cosserat coupling modulus or the mechanical characteristic length-scale parameter,
we start by characterising the purely mechanical model by varying µc and Lc. On the Neumann surface Aφ

Nf
we

impose the traction vector t = 2 · 10−2(e3 − e1), implying 2 · 10−2 nN/nm2 in upper and backwards directions.
The results, measuring the corresponding maximal displacement max ∥u∥, are listed and displayed in Fig. 4.
Observably, the effect of the Cosserat couple modulus µc > 0 is highly dependent on the characteristic length-
scale parameter and in fact, for Lc ≤ 10, it becomes negligible. When Lc approaches the thickness of the
domain Lc → 100, the coupling becomes more pronounced, and the curvature energy leads to a hefty reduction
in the observed deformation. However, increasing µc/µe = 1 to µc/µe = 10 makes no significant difference in
deformation behaviour. Similar observations follow from a torsion test, where the traction vector is redefined
as t = 2 · 10−3 y(e3 − e2). The corresponding twist-deformations are listed in Fig. 5. Thus, it is clear that
without the orthogonal Cartan-decomposition of the curvature tensor A with weighting material parameters
via L, the observed behaviour is not dependent on the deformation mode itself. The upper limits of both
deformation modes are governed by finite Cauchy elasticity. Finally, we mention that although it is possible to
compute solutions with µc = 0 in principle, the procedure is highly unstable and therefore impractical without
a dedicated stabilisation technique.

Based on the latter results, we now set µc = µe and Lc = 10 for a moderate influence of the mechanical
curvature energy on the overall deformation, and move forward to measure the impact of the flexomagnetic
coefficients γiso and γcub on the flexomagnetic model. Even though Chromia is likely to exhibit γcub = 0,
it is still of interest to explore the disparity between a pure centrosymmetric reaction and a polar one. The
permeability of Chromia is approximatively the same as of vacuum

µ ≈ µ0 , µ−1 ≈ 795.77 . (145)
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Figure 4: (a) Maximal bending deformation of the beam depending on µc and Lc . Beam deformation with
µc/µe = 1 for Lc = 1 (b) and Lc = 102 (c).
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Figure 5: (a) Maximal torsion deformation of the beam depending on µc and Lc . Beam deformation with
µc/µe = 1 for Lc = 1 (b) and Lc = 102 (c).
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Figure 6: Maximal bending deformation for varying γ values (a), and the corresponding extremal magnetic
induction along the z-axis (b). Total magnetic induction b on the reference domain for γiso = 1000 (c),
γiso = −1000 (d), γcub = 1000 (e), and γcub = −1000 (f). Deformation for γiso = ±1000 (g) and γcub = ±1000
(h).

Consequently, one finds χmµ0 ≈ 0, such that the flexomagnetic curvature energy becomes negligible Ψfmc ≈ 0.
Hence, we omit the energy term Ψfmc from the action-functional á priori and use the formulation
Eq. (105) for all benchmarks. We now repeat the bending test with γiso ∈ [−1000, 1000] and γcub = 0,
followed by γcub ∈ [−1000, 1000] and γiso = 0. The measured deformations and total magnetic induction are
listed and visualised in Fig. 6. As expected, whenever γiso = 0 and γcub = 0, we retrieve the purely mechanical
solution with no magnetic induction. While γiso ̸= 0 or γcub ̸= 0 lead to a reduction in the deformation,
it appears γiso is more pronounced. In terms of the energy distributions, whenever γiso ̸= 0 more energy is
allocated to mechanical deformations, whereas γcub seams to yield a higher allocation of energy in the magnetic
induction field. We also observe the dependence on the sign of γiso and γcub is expressed in the orientation of
the magnetic induction. Lastly, the orientation of the magnetic induction field produced under γcub is more
aligned with the z-axis, than the one induced by γiso. Regardless, since cubic-symmetry is not too far off from
isotropy, the latter test does not yield the a strong difference, which may be required in order to calibrate γiso
and γcub for a specific material.

In contrast, the twist test does show a clear difference in behaviour, even if actual changes in deformation
are very small, as listed and visualised in Fig. 7. In all cases, the magnetic induction concentrates around areas
with significant curvature, and its maximal values are practically the same for both γiso and γcub. However, it
is more pronounced for γcub, while yielding virtually no reduction in deformation, as opposed to the influence
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Figure 7: Maximal twist deformation for varying γ values (a), and the corresponding maximal magnetic induc-
tion (b). Total magnetic induction b on the reference domain for γiso = 1000 (c), γiso = −1000 (d), γcub = 1000
(e), and γcub = −1000 (f).

of γiso. This trend continues even for γiso = ±2000 or γcub = ±2000, which go beyond the graph. Thus, the
twist test represents a viable candidate to distinguish between the two parameters in a calibration procedure.

Unlike in prevalent models of the analogous phenomena of flexoelectricity [7], our model presumes non-
uniform axial strains due to strain gradients cannot produce the flexomagnetic effect. This is verified in Fig. 8,
where the traction vector is set to t = 200e1. Since the cross-section at the Dirichlet boundary remains
unchanged while the cross-section under the applied traction contracts, the resulting difference in surface size
and shape induces both a stress and strain gradient. Nevertheless, and despite the substantial resulting extension
of ≈ 70%, any magnetic induction is produced solely in the proximity of the support, primarily near the outer-
surface of the beam where curvature arises due to transverse contraction.

Flexomagnetism is a direction-dependent effect. As such, changes in the direction of the magnetic induction
field are expected to flip the direction of the deformation and vice versa. The ability of our model to capture
this behaviour is exemplified in Fig. 9, where we drop the traction vector, and prescribe the magnetic induction
field to b = ±0.1e3 throughout the domain. Observably, changing the sign of b without changing the sign of
γiso or γcub changes the direction of the deformation.

Finally, the magnetic induction itself can also be produced by an external stimulus. Thus, on the top surface
of the beam we prescribe the impressed surface current k = ±1e2 in milliampere in the direction of the y-axis.
The resulting magnetic induction governed by γcub = 1000 is visualised in Fig. 10, and is mostly parallel to the
x-axis. Irrespective of the sign of k, the deformation is upwards for an impressed current on the top surface.
However, they differ in magnitude. Presumably, as indicated by the previous benchmarks, the deformation is
largely due to any projection of the magnetic induction in z-direction ⟨b, e3⟩, which appears to depend more
on the physical location of the current in this example.

6 Conclusions and outlook
In this work we introduced a geometrically nonlinear (finite) phenomenological model for flexomagnetism based
on the Cosserat micropolar theory, formulated in dislocation form. The descended couple-stress model is
naturally derived from it by taking the limit of µc → +∞, implying that no dislocations can occur. The system
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Figure 8: Extension deformation for γiso = ±1000 and γcub = ±1000 (a). Total magnetic induction b on the
reference domain for γiso = 1000 (b), γiso = −1000 (c), γcub = 1000 (d), and γcub = −1000 (e).
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(d) (e) (f)

Figure 9: Prescribed magnetic induction b = 0.1e3 (a) and corresponding deformation for γiso = 1000 (b) and
γcub = 1000 (c). Prescribed magnetic induction b = −0.1e3 (d) and corresponding deformation for γiso = 1000
(e) and γcub = 1000 (f).
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Figure 10: The domain V ⊂ R3 where impressed current are prescribed on the top outer surface Ab
Nk

(a).
Resulting total induction field (b) for and corresponding deformation (c) for ⟨k, e2⟩ = 1. Total induction field
(d) and deformation (e) for ⟨k, e2⟩ = −1.
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can be formulated in terms of the magnetic field h as a min-max problem, or the total magnetic induction b as
a min-min problem. Specifically the latter is convenient for cases where the total permeability of the material
approaches that of free space µ ≈ µ0, as only positive quadratic terms remain in the energy functional. In terms
of simplicity of calibration, the couple-stress model entails the lowest amount of new material coefficients, such
that under strict isotropy only Lc and γiso must be characterised. However, its computation requires C 1(V )-
continuity and was therefore not considered here. As tested, for µc/µe ≥ 1 we do not observe much change when
increasing µc further, such it can serve as a substitute. However, it is noteworthy that dislocations may be non-
negligible at such small scales, such that a calibration of µc may prove necessary as well. The benchmarks we
pursued revealed some differences in the observed kinematics and resulting magnetic induction, in dependence
of assumed isotropy or non-centrosymmetric cubic crystal symmetry. Nonetheless, these differences were subtle,
such that a fitting or an optimisation algorithm may prove necessary to order to calibrate a single material. The
numerical benchmarks verify that the model behaves as expected for the phenomena of flexomagnetism itself,
being two-way and direction-dependent. Unlike prevalent models of flexoelectricity, the proposed model does not
produce a magnetic induction for non-uniform extension, and is governed purely by curvature. However, being
by itself novel while discussing relatively recent physics, no material parameters for the model are available from
existing literature. Thus, future work will require calibration based on physical experiments or approximations
derived from first-principle calculations, such as density functional theory.
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A Derivations and formulae
In the following appendices we list helpful formulae and derivations.

A.1 Material tensors
One can define three isotropic fourth order tensors

J = ei ⊗ ej ⊗ ei ⊗ ej , T = ei ⊗ ej ⊗ ej ⊗ ei , V =
1

3
1⊗ 1 = ei ⊗ ei ⊗ ej ⊗ ej . (146)
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The first tensor is the fourth-order identity, the second yields a transposition, and the third returns the spherical
part of a second-order tensor

∀T ∈ R3×3 : JT = idT = T , TT = T T , VT = sphT =
1

3
(trT )1 . (147)

From combinations of those tensors it is possible to construct three alternative isotropic fourth-order tensors

D = J− V , S =
1

2
(J+ T) , A =

1

2
(J− T) , (148)

such that these tensors imply

∀T ∈ R3×3 : DT = devT = T − sphT , ST = symT =
1

2
(T + T T ) , AT = skewT =

1

2
(T − T T ) .

(149)

The only centrosymmetric third-order (pseudo-) tensor is the permutation tensor

E = εijkei ⊗ ej ⊗ ek ∈ R3×3×3 , (150)

where εijk is the Levi-Civita symbol. The double contraction of the tensor with any arbitrary second-order
tensor T ∈ R3×3 extracts the axial vector of its skew-symmetric part

ET = εijkTjkei = E(symT + skewT ) = −2 axl(skewT ) = −2 axlT ∈ R3 . (151)

Since for any fixed index i, the remaining part of the permutation tensor is skew-symmetric, its double contrac-
tion with symmetric tensors vanishes. The tensor related to non-centrosymmetric cubic symmetric materials
reads

C = |εijk|ei ⊗ ej ⊗ ek ∈ R3×3×3 . (152)

Its double contraction with a skew-symmetric second-order tensor A ∈ so(3) is given by

CA = |εijk|Ajkei = (A23 +A32)e1 + (A31 +A13)e2 + (A12 +A21)e3 = 0 , (153)

since Aij = −Aji. Thus, C extracts the symmetric off-diagonal components of an arbitrary tensor T ∈ R3×3

CT =C symT ∈ R3 . (154)

Notably, no cubic-symmetric third-order tensor acts on the diagonal part of T .

A.2 Curvature measures
Let R : V → SO(3) be a rotation field, v ∈ R3 a constant unit vector in the reference configuration, and vφ the
rotated vector in the current configuration, there holds

vφ = Rv , v = R
T
vφ , ∥vφ∥ = ∥Rv∥ = ∥v∥ = 1 . (155)

Any change in the orientation of vφ is governed by R, such that

Dvφ = vφ,i ⊗ ei = R,iv ⊗ ei . (156)

We observe that R,i can be rewritten as

R,i = R,iR
T
R︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

= (R,iR
T
)R = axl(R,iR

T
)×R , (157)

since the product R,iR
T

is skew-symmetric

RR
T
= 1 , (RR

T
),i = R,iR

T
+RR

T

,i = 0 ⇒ R,iR
T
= −RR

T

,i , (158)
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and can therefore be fully characterised by an axial vector. Hence, we can reformulate Dvφ as

R,iv ⊗ ei = axl(R,iR
T
)×Rv ⊗ ei = axl(R,iR

T
)× vφ ⊗ ei = −vφ × axl(R,iR

T
)⊗ ei . (159)

By the fact that axl(R,iR
T
) measures the rate of change in the orientation of vφ while acting on vφ it is clear

that it represents a measure of curvature in the current configuration. To define a curvature measure in the
reference configuration we rotate back to find

R
T
(R,iR

T
)R = R

T
R,i , axl(R

T
R,i) = axl[R

T
(R,iR

T
)R] = axl(R

T
[axl(R,iR

T
)×R])

= axl([R
T
axl(R,iR

T
)]× [R

T
R]) = axl([R

T
axl(R,iR

T
)]× 1)

= axl(Anti[R
T
axl(R,iR

T
)]) = R

T
axl(R,iR

T
) , (160)

such that

R
T
[axl(R,iR

T
)× vφ]⊗ ei = [R

T
axl(R,iR

T
)]× [R

T
vφ]⊗ ei

= axl(R
T
R,i)× v ⊗ ei = −v × axl(R

T
R,i)⊗ ei . (161)

Notably, axl(RTR,i) acts on v and thus measures curvature in the reference configuration. The related tensor
on the right is called the wryness tensor

K = axl(R
T
R,i)⊗ ei = − axl(R

T

,iR)⊗ ei , K : V → R3×3 . (162)

It is connected to the gradient of the rotation via

DR = R,i ⊗ ei = RR
T︸ ︷︷ ︸

1

R,i ⊗ ei = RAnti axl(R
T
R,i)⊗ ei ⇒ R

T
DR = Anti axl(R

T
R,i)⊗ ei

= 1×K , (163)

which is in fact simply the application of the algebraic Anti-operator to the wryness tensor. Consequently, both
tensors contain the exact same information. The relation of the wryness tensor to the micro-dislocation tensor
follows from

Curl(R
T
R︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

) = R
T
CurlR−R

T

,iR(Anti ei) = A− [axl(R
T

,iR)× ei × ej ]⊗ ej

= A− ei ⊗ axl(R
T

,iR) + tr[ei ⊗ axl(R
T

,iR)]1 = A+K
T − tr(K

T
)1 = 0 . (164)

By taking the trace we extract

trA = 2 tr(K
T
) ⇒ tr(K

T
) =

1

2
trA =

1

2
tr(A

T
) , (165)

such that the wryness tensor can be written as

K =
1

2
tr(A

T
)1−A

T ⇒ A = tr(K
T
)1−K

T
. (166)

Using that the relation between the wryness tensor and the gradient of the rotation can also be written in terms
of the Levi-Civita permutation tensor

axl(R
T
R,i) = −1

2
E(R

T
R,i) ⇒ K = −1

2
E(R

T
DR) , (167)

where we insinuate a double contraction between E and R
T
DR, the final relation between the micro-dislocation

tensor and the gradient of the rotation reads

A =
1

2
E(R

T
DR)− 1

2
tr[E(R

T
DR)]1 . (168)
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A.3 Magnetostatics of magnetisable matter
The strong form of magnetostatics for magnetisable matter with no impressed or surface currents is given by

curlh = 0 in V ,

divb = 0 in V ,

b = µh in V .

(169)

The corresponding energy can be derived using a vector potential b = curla by multiplying the resulting first
equation

curl(µ−1 curla) = 0 , (170)

with the virtual potential δa, integrating, and applying the variational principle

1

2

∫
V

⟨curla, µ−1 curla⟩dV =
1

2

∫
V

⟨b, h⟩ dV . (171)

From the latter, the energy density as a function of the magnetic induction field reads

Ψb(b) =
1

2µ
∥b∥2 =

1

2
⟨b, h⟩ . (172)

Applying the Legendre transform

Ψ̃b = inf
b
[Ψb(b)− ⟨b, h⟩] , (173)

yields the exact same term with an opposite sign, now as the negative enthalpy of the magnetic field

Ψ̃b(h) = −1

2
⟨b, h⟩ = −µ

2
∥h∥2 = −µ0

2
⟨h, h+ χmh⟩ . (174)

Clearly, the latter can be written as the sum of two enthalpies

Ψ̃b(h) = −Ψmag(h)−
µ0

2
⟨h, χmh⟩ = −Ψmag(h)−

µ0

2
⟨h, m⟩ , Ψmag(h) =

µ0

2
∥h∥2 . (175)

The magnetisation m = χmh governs the reaction of the material to magnetic fields and can be thought of as
part of a more general constitutive law

b = µ0(h+m) . (176)

Now, by defining its corresponding demagnetisation energy

Ψdemag(m) =
µ0

2χm
∥m∥2 , (177)

we immediately observe that the total enthalpy Ψ̃b(h) is given by the partial Legendre transform

Ψ̃b(h) = inf
m
[Ψdemag(m)−Ψmag(h)− µ0⟨m, h⟩] . (178)

Thus, it is possible to start with the demagnetisation energy to retrieve the true magnetic enthalpy density
function.

A.4 Variation of Cosserat strain measures
Let δφ and δω be admissible virtual displacements and rotations

δφ = δ(x+ u) = δu , δω = − axl(RδR
T
) = axl(δRR

T
) , (179)
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the variation of the Biot-type stretch tensor reads

δU = δ(R
T
F ) = δR

T
F +R

T
δF = R

T
R︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

δR
T
F +R

T
Dδφ = R

T
( RδR

T︸ ︷︷ ︸
−Anti δω

F +Dδφ) = R
T
(Dδφ− δω × F ) ,

(180)

and the variation of the curvature yields

δA = δ(R
T
CurlR) = δR

T
CurlR+R

T
Curl δR = R

T
R︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

δR
T
CurlR+R

T
Curl(δRR

T
R︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

)

= R
T
[ RδR

T︸ ︷︷ ︸
−Anti δω

CurlR+Curl(δRR
T︸ ︷︷ ︸

Anti δω

R)] = R
T
[Curl(δω ×R)− δω × CurlR]

= R
T
[−δω,i ×R× ei + δω × CurlR︸ ︷︷ ︸

Curl(δω×R)

−δω × CurlR] = −R
T
[δω,i ×R× ei]

= −[(cofR
T
)δω,i]× [(cofR

T
)R]× ei = −(R

T
δω,i)× 1× ei = −(R

T
δω,i)× (Anti ei)

= −(R
T
δω,i)× ei × 1 = −[(R

T
δω,i)× ei × ej ]⊗ ej = −[⟨RT

δω,i, ej⟩ei − ⟨RT
δω,i, ei⟩ej ]⊗ ej

= −ei ⊗ (R
T
δω,i) ej ⊗ ej︸ ︷︷ ︸

1

+⟨RT
δω,i, ei⟩ej ⊗ ej = ⟨RT

δω,i, ei⟩1− ei ⊗ δω,i︸ ︷︷ ︸
(Dδω)T

(R ej ⊗ ej︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

)

= ⟨RT
, ei ⊗ δω,i︸ ︷︷ ︸

(Dδω)T

⟩1− (Dδω)TR = ⟨R, Dδω⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸
tr[(Dδω)TR]

1− (Dδω)TR , (181)

where we used the triple vector product expansion and that Anti ei = ei × 1 = 1× ei.

A.5 Gradients of tensor functions
Let U : V →∈ GL(3), then there holds

U U
−1

= 1 ⇒ (U U
−1

),i = U ,iU
−1

+U U
−1

,i = 0 ⇒ U
−1

,i = −U
−1

U ,iU
−1
, (182)

for some derivative of U with respect to one its components. Consequently, we find

DU ⟨U−T
e, U

−T
e⟩ = 2⟨U−T

e, e
∂U

−1

∂Ūij
⟩ei ⊗ ej = −2⟨U−T

e, eU
−1 ∂U

∂Ūij
U

−1⟩ei ⊗ ej

= −2⟨(U−T
e)U

−T
, (U

−T
e)
∂U

∂Ūij
⟩ei ⊗ ej = −2⟨(U−T

e)⊗ (U
−T

e)U
−T
,
∂U

∂Ūij
⟩ei ⊗ ej︸ ︷︷ ︸
J

= −2[(U
−T

e)⊗ (U
−T

e)U
−T

]J = −2(U
−T

e)⊗ (U
−T

e)U
−T

. (183)

Further, for detU we first observe that

det(1+ γ δU) = 1 + γ(tr δU) +O(γ2) , (184)

by a Taylor-series expansion. Thus, the directional derivative of the identity tensor reads

∂δU det1 =
∂

∂γ
det(1+ γ δU)

∣∣∣∣
γ=0

=
∂

∂γ
[1 + γ(tr δU) +O(γ2)]

∣∣∣∣
γ=0

= tr δU . (185)
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Consequently, there holds

∂δU detU =
∂

∂γ
det(U + γ δU)

∣∣∣∣
γ=0

=
∂

∂γ
det[U(1+ γU

−1
δU)]

∣∣∣∣
γ=0

= (detU)
∂

∂γ
det(1+ γU

−1
δU)

∣∣∣∣
γ=0

= (detU)
∂

∂γ
[1 + γ tr(U

−1
δU) +O(γ2)]

∣∣∣∣
γ=0

= (detU) tr(U
−1
δU)︸ ︷︷ ︸

⟨U−1
δU ,1⟩

= (detU)⟨U−T︸ ︷︷ ︸
cof U

, δU⟩ . (186)

Since the directional derivative can also be written as ∂δU detU = ⟨DU detU , δU⟩, we recognise

DU detU = cof U = (detU)U
−T

. (187)
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