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ABSTRACT

We present a straightforward analytical-numerical methodology for determining polynomially complete and
irreducible scalar-valued invariant sets for anisotropic hyperelasticity. By applying the proposed technique, we
obtain irreducible integrity bases for all common anisotropies in hyperelasticity via the structural tensor concept,
i.e., invariants are formed from a measure of deformation (symmetric 2nd order tensor) and a set of structural
tensors describing the material’s symmetry. Our work covers results for the 11 types of anisotropy that arise
from the classical 7 crystal systems, as well as findings for 4 additional non-crystal anisotropies derived from
the cylindrical, spherical, and icosahedral symmetry systems. Polynomial completeness and irreducibility of
the proposed integrity bases are proven using the Molien series and, in addition, with established results for
scalar-valued invariant sets from the literature. Furthermore, we derive relationships between a set of multiple
structural tensors that specify a symmetry group and a description using only a single structural tensor. Both
can be used to construct irreducible integrity bases by applying the proposed analytical-numerical method.
The provided invariant sets are of great importance for modeling anisotropic materials via the structural tensor
concept using both classical models as well as modern approaches based on machine learning. Alongside the
results presented, this article also aims to provide an introductory overview of the complex field of modeling
anisotropic materials.

Keywords anisotropic hyperelasticity - structural tensors - invariants - completeness and irreducibility - integrity bases - Molien
series

1 Introduction

Materials such as composites or rolled metals are widely used in construction and engineering due to their direction-dependent
mechanical responses, which arise from their internal structure. These anisotropic properties are deliberately exploited in fields
like aerospace, automotive engineering, lightweight construction, and consumer product design to tailor characteristics such as
stiffness and conductivity to specific performance requirements (Phiri et al., 2024).

In continuum theory, accurately capturing this behavior requires a constitutive model that sufficiently reflects the material’s
physical response. As Truesdell & Noll (1965) emphasized, formulating such models remains one of the central open problems in
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continuum mechanics. Many classical approaches (Chaimoon & Chindaprasirt, 2019, Holzapfel et al., 2000, 2005, May-Newman
& Yin, 1998, Ogden & Saccomandi, 2007, Schroder et al., 2008, Wollner et al., 2023), as well as modern machine learning-based
techniques such as neural networks (Dammal et al., 2025a,b, Fuhg et al., 2022, Kalina et al., 2024a, Klein et al., 2022, Linden
et al., 2023, Linka et al., 2021, Tac et al., 2022), rely on invariants as foundational elements of the model. These invariants
encode material symmetry or anisotropy according to Neumann'’s principle, which states that the material symmetry must be
preserved in the constitutive equations (Ebbing, 2010, Neumann & Meyer, 1885). Finding the relationships between specific
anisotropies and the corresponding invariants was an important focus of research in the second half of the 20th century, during
which various types of invariants were identified and classified in the context of continuum theory. Below, we provide a brief
overview of some of the work done in this field.

1.1 Invariants for anisotropic materials

Smith & Rivlin (1958) initially computed invariants for the 32 point groups of the seven crystal systems leading to 11 out of
14 common anisotropies in hyperelasticity, which are presented in a so-called coordinate-dependent form. Shortly thereafter,
Smith (1962) revisited these results and demonstrated that the invariants originally formulated by Smith & Rivlin (1958) form
polynomially complete and irreducible sets or irreducible integrity bases. In subsequent works, this methodology was extended
to include invariants for 1st and 2nd order tensors (Smith & Rivlin, 1964, Smith et al., 1963), enabling the formulation of
constitutive models for coupled field problems such as magneto-mechanics (Eringen & Maugin, 1990, Kiral & Eringen, 1990).
Although the invariants in Smith et al. (1963) were also classified as polynomially irreducible, Taurines et al. (2022) showed that
one invariant associated with the cubic group O does not satisfy the criterion of polynomial irreducibility.

At the same time, numerous studies (Rivlin, 1955, Smith, 1960, 1965, 1970, 1971, Spencer, 1961, Spencer & Rivlin, 1958a,b,
1959, 1962, Wang, 1969a,b, 1970, 1971) have examined the determination of isotropic invariants. This line of work extended the
consideration from individual tensors to arbitrary sets of 1st and 2nd order tensors. While Smith (1960, 1965), Spencer (1961),
Spencer & Rivlin (1962) concentrated on irreducible integrity bases, Boehler (1977) provided a comprehensive summary of the
developments of Smith (1970, 1971), Wang (1969a,b, 1970, 1971) and has formulated a general framework for constructing
functional bases of isotropic invariants involving arbitrary sets of 1st order tensors as well as symmetric and antisymmetric 2nd
order tensors. Pennisi & Trovato (1987) demonstrated that the formulation of Boehler (1977) also yields an irreducible functional
basis for the isotropic case.

For the application to anisotropic cases, Lokhin & Sedov (1963) were the first to introduce the concept of structural tensors,
which capture anisotropic properties through their invariance under specific symmetry transformations. Building on this idea,
Zheng & Spencer (1993) showed that a single structural tensor is sufficient for capturing all symmetry properties of a specific
group and provided explicit constructions for all relevant anisotropies. By incorporating these structural tensors as additional
arguments into the constitutive functions, the results of Boehler (1977), Smith (1965) could be extended to derive integrity
and functional bases for anisotropies described by structural tensors up to 2nd order. However, this approach was limited by
the fact that, in some cases such as the hexagonal or cubic anisotropy, the tensor order of certain structural tensors exceeds
two, with the exception of the triclinic, monoclinic, rhombic and cylindrical systems (Xiao et al., 2006). The work by Xiao
(1996a) addressed this limitation by introducing structural tensor functions restricted to at most 2nd order, thereby enabling the
computation of invariants for the remaining relevant anisotropies via the approach of Boehler (1977). Despite the fact that these
invariants form a functional basis, they suffer from the crucial drawback of not being irreducible (functionally and polynomially)
in general (Apel, 2004, Ebbing, 2010). Syzygies among the isotropic invariants of Boehler (1977), Smith (1965) stem from the
fact that the structural tensors are constant. Nevertheless, this form of invariants is currently often used in research. For practical
reasons, the often large number of resulting invariants is usually reduced by only considering those up to a specified polynomial
degree (Apel, 2004, Ebbing, 2010, Kalina et al., 2024a).

Besides the works on integrity bases, numerous publications, such as Boehler (1979), Xiao (1995, 1996b, 1997a,b, 1998a,b,c,d),
Xiao et al. (1999a,b, 2000a,b), have focused on the determination of functional bases in the anisotropic case, which typically
contain a fewer number of invariants than the corresponding integrity bases. Finally, it is worth noting that there also exist studies
addressing invariants of tensors of higher order than two such as Betten (1987), Ghosh et al. (2012), Itin (2016), Pennisi (1992).

1.2 Objectives and contributions of this work

As highlighted in the brief literature review, numerous results already exist on integrity bases for various anisotropies, some of
which are proven to be polynomially irreducible (Smith, 1962). However, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, irreducible
integrity bases constituted by isotropic invariants and using structural tensors have not yet been established for all common
anisotropies in hyperelasticity, which would be advantageous in the sense of minimal polynomial representations.

To address this gap, we present a straightforward analytical-numerical approach to extract irreducible integrity bases from a
polynomially complete set of invariants. Applying this method within the framework of hyperelasticity, we demonstrate its
effectiveness and, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, provide for the first time irreducible integrity bases for all relevant
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anisotropies in finite strain elasticity using structural tensors, including the icosahedral symmetry group. In addition, alternative
formulations of invariants based on different structural tensors are presented, along with the corresponding relationships between
single and multiple structural tensors. As part of the validation process, reference is made to the properties of the Molien series
as well as the coordinate-dependent irreducible integrity bases of Smith (1962).

Organization of this work In Sect. 2 we provide a brief introduction to strain and stress measures in continuum mechanics.
Based on this, we give important requirements for hyperelastic potentials and summarize symmetry systems as well as point
groups. Finally, this section introduces and compares the concepts of coordinate-dependent invariants and coordinate-free
representation of invariants using structural tensors. In Sect. 3, we describe how an integrity basis can be obtained via isotropic
extension and how irreducibility of the basis can be achieved by an analytical-numerical method. Two approaches for proving
irreducibility of the integrity basis are presented thereafter. Afterwards we illustrate the methodology using a monoclinic and
cubic anisotropy as examples. Sect. 4 then presents the calculated irreducible integrity bases for all anisotropies considered in
this work. Finally, Sect. 5 summarizes the main advances for modeling the constitutive behavior of anisotropic materials and
outlines directions for future research.

Definitions This work requires the introduction of specific terminology from mathematical subfields that are critical for an
accurate description. To maintain the readability of the main text, these terms are compiled in A. Note that for clarity, we strictly
distinguish between polynomial completeness and irreducibility, as well as functional completeness and irreducibility within the
manuscript, cf. Remark 13.

Notation Generally, sets and tuples are denoted by calligraphic symbols, e.g., S, 7. Blackboard bold symbols are used for
domains of numbers: Z, Q and R represent the sets of integers, rational, and real numbers, respectively. Any domain of number
with a condition as a subscript consists only of elements that satisfy that condition. For example, Zs( denotes the set of positive
integers, including zero. The space of nth order three-dimensional real-valued tensors is denoted by £". Fully symmetric
or skew-symmetric nth order tensors are elements of .Eg’ym and Lg’kw. We denote Oth, 1st, and 2nd order tensors as A, A and
A, respectively. To further simplify notation, we also use "A for a tensor of arbitrary order n € Zs¢. The single, double and
quartic contraction between tensors are denoted by -, : and ::, respectively. If tensors are directly adjacent to each other, such as

"A™B = "*"(C, this represents the dyadic product. In addition, the operator g " A stands for the m-fold dyadic product of "A, e.g.,

é) A = AAA, and "A™ denotes the m-fold single contractions between each A, e.g., A3 = A-A-A. The cartesian basis vectors
are denoted by e;, i € {1,2,3}. In index notation, the coordinates of tensors are written with lower case Latin letters as subscripts,
where Einstein’s summation convention applies without restrictions if not stated otherwise. Furthermore, for groups (Def. 3) and
rings (Def. 6) we use the same notation as for sets and tuples, e.g., group G and ring R. The special orthogonal group as well as
the orthogonal groups in three dimensions are denoted by SO(3) and O(3). Polynomial rings (Def. 7) in multiple variables
x, and rings of G-invariant polynomials are denoted by R [x1,...,xx] and Rg [x1,...,x;], respectively. Thereby their field
is the domain of real numbers R. For reasons of readability, the arguments of functions are often omitted within this work.
Furthermore, the symbol of a function is identical with the symbol of the function value itself in the following.

2 Fundamentals

2.1 Kinematics and stress measures

For finite deformations, a distinction is made between the reference configuration 8y C R3 at the initial time 7y € R and
the current configuration 8, c R? at a time 7 > 75. The smooth bijective and orientation preserving motion mapping
¢, By — B, X — ¢ (X) maps each material point X € By from the reference configuration to the corresponding point
x: = ¢, (X) € B, of the current configuration at time 7. In order to enable the calculation of derivatives w.r.t. time later on, we
represent the mappings ¢, (X) as a function of space and time in what follows, i.e., ¢(X, 7) (Silhavy, 1997, Sect. 2.2). The
deformation gradient F = (Vx¢)" € £2 with detF > 0, a so-called two-point tensor, is introduced as the central kinematic
variable.> The deformation gradient F = R - U can be multiplicatively decomposed into unique rotational part R € SO(3) and
stretch part U € £2 . From that, the right Cauchy-Green deformation tensor C = FT - F € £, , which is objective and positive

sym-* sym?
definite, and the Green-Lagrange strain tensor E = % (C-1)e€ Lszym can be calculated. These two quantities are related to the
reference configuration and are therefore often referred to as Lagrangian or material strain measures.

2The coordinates of two-point 2nd order tensors are related to both reference and current configuration, e.g., the first coordinate of the
deformation gradient F = Fy; & e; is related to B, whereas the second coordinate is related to By, cf. (Marsden et al., 1984, Sect. 1.4),
(Holzapfel, 2000, Sect. 2.4). Similar to F, the 1st Piola-Kirchhoft stress tensor P is also a two-point tensor.
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In addition to a variety of kinematic quantities, there are also several stress measures that can be introduced. Among the

most important are the Cauchy stress tensor o € Lg},m, the 1st Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor P = Jo - F~T € £? and the 2nd

Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor T = JF~! - o - F~ 7 € .Eszym.

lfor a much more comprehensive introduction to continuum mechanics, please refer to the textbooks of Marsden et al. (1984),
Silhavy (1997) and Haupt (2000).

2.2 Conditions on hyperelastic potentials

An elastic constitutive model relates the deformation gradient to the stress induced at a material point. In hyperelasticity, this
mapping is not defined directly, but via the scalar-valued Helmholtz free energy

V: L >Ry, F> ¥V (F) and P:6_F’ 1)
which ensures thermodynamic consistency to be effectively demonstrated using the Clausius—Duhem inequality by definition of
P as the derivative with respect to F (Haupt, 2000, Holzapfel, 2000, Linden et al., 2023). Other key principles in constitutive
modeling include determinism, the principle of equipresence and local action, objectivity as well as material symmetry.

The latter two principles are given by ¥ (Q; - F - Q;) =¥ (F) VQ; € SO(3),Q1 € G, where G C O(3) is the symmetry group
of the material. Thereby, setting Q> = 1 isolates the requirement of objectivity, that is, invariance of the material behavior
with respect to rigid body motions of the current configuration B,. By setting Q; = 1, the requirement of material symmetry
is isolated, i.e., invariance of the material behavior with respect to rigid body rotations Q, € G of the reference configuration
By. To guarantee objectivity, the Helmholtz free energy is expressed as a function of a deformation or strain measure that is
objective. A common choice is ¥ : £2 — Rsq, C — ¥ (C(F)). In the following, we will pursue this approach and simply
write ¥ : £2  — R, C— ¥ (C). As a consequence, merely the material symmetry condition in the form

sym
¥(Q-C-Q")=¥(C)VQe G cO@) )

remains. In general, only some functions of C fulfill Eq. (2). These are called invariant functions, or simply invariants. Further
constitutive conditions can be imposed on the elastic potential, such as the non-negativity of ¥, which are explained in detail in
Holzapfel et al. (2000) and Linden et al. (2023).

2.3 Overview on crystal classes and non-crystal classes

Many substances, both crystalline and non-crystalline, exhibit symmetry or geometric invariance with respect to certain rotations
or roto-inversions. Therefore, we provide a brief overview of the symmetry systems relevant to this work.

Crystal systems A lot of materials, for example Diamond or Piypite, exhibit a special arrangement of their atoms, known as a
crystal structure. The individual atoms are organized in a regular lattice, which consists of a periodic sequence of so-called
unit cells. These cells are geometrically invariant to selected rotations represented by tensors Ql‘f € SO(3) and roto-inversions

—Ql‘f € O(3), where p € L% and ¢ € R denote the axis and angle of rotation, respectively. All transformations, i.e., all rotations
and roto-inversions, which lead to a microstructure that cannot be distinguished from the non-rotated configuration form a group
G C O(3) (Def. 3, Rem. 12).3 The group is also referred to as a point group in materials science (Apel, 2004, Ebbing, 2010,
Voigt, 1910). Such point groups are usually specified together with a set of generators (Def. 4) that generate all transformations
against to which the unit cell is invariant. Furthermore, the point groups are categorized into seven crystal systems (Ebbing,
2010, Voigt, 1910): triclinic, monoclinic, thombic, tetragonal, trigonal, hexagonal and cubic systems, containing the 32 point
groups. In addition to one possible set of generators that clearly describes a group, the point groups are often specified by the
Schoenflies notation or Hermann-Maugin notation. Here, we use the Schoenflies notation along with the designation G; used by
Zheng & Spencer (1993) to distinguish between the considered groups. In the context of hyperelasticity, some groups become
equivalent due to the fact that the right Cauchy-Green deformation tensor C remains invariant under additional inversion of the

transformation: “ T e T o
C=Qy-C-(Q)) =-Qy-C-(-Qp) VQyeS0(3). 3)

Hence, transformations Ql‘f € SO(3) and —Q}f € O(3) are indistinguishable for C if they share the same axis and angle of
rotation. We highlight this by introducing a third notation </;, representing a specific anisotropy in hyperelasticity. Tab. 1
provides an overview of the 32 crystallographic point groups, including the three notations used, a possible set of generators, and
the group order (number of elements), denoted by |G|.

3Independently of the specific microstructure, it can be verified that (G, -) is indeed a group fulfilling the axioms of Def. 3 in straightforward
manner: Single contraction of tensors is associative, the 2nd order identity tensor 1 € £2,, always is an element of G and Q;f € G implies

sym
Q) 'eg.



Construction of irreducible integrity basis for anisotropic hyperelasticity via structural tensors A PREPRINT

It should be noted that, in addition to materials whose atomic structure leads to geometric invariance, materials like wood and
rolled sheet metal can also be associated with one of the groups of the seven crystal systems.*

Remark 1. In the case of even-order tensors whose coordinates all refer to the same configuration, certain groups become
equivalent due to the fact that such tensors are invariant under inversion of the transformation, regardless of existing symmetries.
Thus, transformations Q;f and —Q"f are indistinguishable for such tensors. This property, however, does generally not hold for
tensors of odd order and two-point tensors such as the deformation gradient F, cf. Footnote 2.

Non-crystal systems Many materials, such as fiber-reinforced composites (Chatterjee & Kumar, 2025, Ehret & Itskov, 2007,
Kalina et al., 2023, Lauff et al., 2025) or magnetorheological elastomers (Bustamante, 2010, Kalina et al., 2024b), exhibit
geometric invariance under transformations that are not among the 32 crystallographic point groups. In this context, one speaks
of non-crystal systems, of which there are infinitely many. Among the most important systems are the spherical (isotropic) and
the cylindrical (transversal-isotropic), whose associated point groups have an infinite number of elements. However, not all
groups associated with non-crystal systems contain an infinite number of elements. A notable example is the icosahedral system,
which comprises two groups, each possessing a finite number of transformations. As with the crystal systems, several groups
coincide in hyperelasticity due to the transformation properties of the 2nd order tensor C, cf. Eq. (3). Consequently, the five
groups of the cylindrical system reduce to two distinct anisotropies, and one additional anisotropy each arises from the spherical
and icosahedral systems, respectively. Again, we use the Schoenflies notation, the notation of Zheng & Spencer (1993) and the
anisotropy type &/; for the different groups of the non-crystal systems. It should be noted that Zheng & Spencer (1993) did not
consider the spherical and icosahedral systems, which is why no notation is available in these cases. The point groups of the
considered non-crystal systems are listed in Tab. 2.

2.4 Formulation of hyperelastic potentials with invariants

In continuum mechanics, material models are often formulated using deformation or strain tensors that ensure objectivity, see
Sect. 2.2. To additionally guarantee material symmetry, the use of scalar-valued invariants is appealing. Therefore, we begin with
a general definition of invariants within this framework. To this end, we first introduce the function

(Q,H)}_)Q*H::H I’ZZO

. " » | (QH) - QxH:=Q H=H; Q¢ n=1
*'QXUL *UL’ (QH) > QxH:=Q-H-Q"=H,,,Q - ¢;,Q-¢;; n=2> Q€G- “)

=0 =0 (Q."H) = Qx"H:=H; _;Q-¢e;...Q-¢;, n>2

which provides a compact notation for describing the action of a group element Q € G C O(3) on tensors of arbitrary order,
cf. Apel (2004), Xiao (1996a). In other words, * links the pair of transformation Q and an (untransformed) tensor "H to the
transformed match of "H. To further shorten the notation, the transformation of several tensors, that are gathered in a tuple
Hg = ("MHy,...,"*Hy), k € Z3, by the same group element Q € G is denoted by

QxHg :=(Qx""Hy,...,Qx"*Hy) . ®)
Definition 1 (Scalar invariant). Let / : L™ X --- X L™ — R, Hg +— I(Hg) be a scalar-valued function of k tensors "*H,,

gathered in the tuple Hg = ("'Hy,...,"*Hy), k € Z>q,n1,...,nx € Zso. The scalar-valued function /() is called invariant
under the group G € O(3), G-invariant or simply invariant, if it satisfies the condition

I(Hg) =1(QxHg) VQegG. (6)

Note that the concept of invariants, in general, does not need to be limited to scalar-valued functions (Zheng, 1994). However,
scalar invariants are of particular relevance for formulating scalar-valued energy potentials, and we therefore restrict our focus to
this scenario throughout the paper.

For any group G € O(3), there exists an infinite number of scalar-valued invariants, which can be algebraic, rational, polynomial
or homogeneous polynomial functions. As shown by Spencer (1971), it is useful to focus on homogeneous polynomial invariants.
This is because algebraic invariants are solutions of algebraic equations with the coefficients being rational invariants. Furthermore,
these rational invariants can be written as ratios of polynomial invariants, which can be expressed as a sum of homogeneous
polynomial invariants, respectively. Consequently, it becomes essential to identify a finite subset of homogeneous polynomial
invariants from which all other G-invariant polynomials can be expressed as a polynomial function in the elements of that subset.
Such a set is referred to as polynomially complete (Def. 9) or an integrity basis (Def. 14). If, in addition, none of the invariants
in this set can be expressed as a polynomial function of the others, the set is termed polynomially irreducible (Def. 10). The
elements of a polynomially complete and irreducible set or an irreducible integrity basis are called fundamental invariants
(Def. 11). While an irreducible integrity basis is not unique, the number of fundamental invariants with a given polynomial
degree is fixed. Note that the concepts introduced require to consider algebraic structures and their properties, such as polynomial
rings (Def. 7) and rings of invariant polynomials (Def. 8).

4Because of the non-straight grain direction in wood, the orientation of the symmetry transformations varies. However, for arbitrarily small
volume elements, wood can still be classified as rhombic.
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Table 1: The 32 finite point groups of the seven crystal systems, inspired by Apel (2004), Smith et al. (1963), Zheng & Spencer (1993). The
Schoenflies symbols and the designations according to Zheng & Spencer (1993) are provided, along with the various types of anisotropy

encountered in hyperelasticity. x, y, z and k denote the x-, y-, z- and [k] = 1/\/§ (=1,-1,-1)T-axis.

Crystal system Point group Schoenflies Zheng/Spencer  Anisotropy type |G| Generators
triclinic pedial Ci Gi oy 1 1
pinacoidal CilS G o 2 -1
monoclinic sphenoidal C [en o> 2 7
domatic Cin G3 > 2 -Q7
prismatic Con Gs oty 4 -1,Q7
rhombic rhombic-disphenoidal D, G7 o3 4 -, QF
rhombic-pyramidal Cay Gs a3 4 Q7. -Qf
rhombic-dipyramidal Don Gs o3 8 -1,Qf, Q%
tetragonal tetragonal-pyramidal Cy Gio Ay 4 Q]
tetragonal-disphenoidal Ci | Sy Go Ay 4 —QZ
tetragonal-dipyramidal Cun G Ay 8 -1,Q72
tetragonal-trapezohedral Dy Gia As 8 QZ ,QF
ditetragonal-pyramidal Cay Gi3 s 8 Q7 .-Qf
tetragonal-scalenohedral Doy (GY) s 8 -Q;.-Qf
ditetragonal-dipyramidal Dap, Gis s 16 -1,Q7.Q%
2
trigonal trigonal-pyramidal C3 Gie e 3 sz
2n
rhombohedral Csi 1 Sg Gi7 Ae 6 -Q;
2
trigonal-trapezohedral Ds Gi9 &l 6 Q’ .Qf
2
ditrigonal-pyramidal Csy Gis 7 6 Q. .-Qf
2n
hexagonal-scalenohedral D3q G 7] 12 -Q;’ ., Qf
hexagonal hexagonal-pyramidal Ce Gn oy Q;
trigonal-dipyramidal Cap G A3 -Q;
hexagonal-dipyramidal Con G oy 12 -1,Q7
hexagonal-trapezohedral De Gae o 12 Q;.Qf
dihexagonal-pyramidal Cov Gas oy 12 Q7. -Qf
ditrigonal-dipyramidal Dsyy [en Ao 12 -Q;,-Qr
dihexagonal-dipyramidal Den G»7 oAy 24 -1,Q;.Qf
2
cubic tetartoidal T G 1o 12 7. Q.
2r
diploidal Tn Gro o 24 . —Q,ij
gyroidal o G3i g 24 Q7.Q7
hextetrahedral Ta G0 o1 24 -Q2.,-Q}
e 27
hexoctahedral Oy G2 i 48 Q7.-Q/
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Table 2: Point groups of the cylindrical, spherical and icosahedral system, inspired by Apel (2004). For the Schoenflies symbols, the
designations according to Zheng & Spencer (1993) are provided, along with the various types of anisotropy encountered in hyperelasticity. x, z

denote the x-, z-axis. =1/Vr2 =2t +2 (7 - 1,0,1)T with the golden ratio 7 = (1 + ¥5)/2and [p] = 1/V3 (1,1,1)7.

Non crystal system Schoenflies Zheng/Spencer  Anisotropy type |G| Generators

cylindrical Co I T1 Ti oy o0 Q. y €10,27)
Coon ! T3 T3 12 oo -1, Qz, y € [0, 27)
Dm/‘TS’ 73 *d13 oo st ’ [0 2”)
Coov/(iz ‘75 'Q{l?) o0 st_ x> 76[0 27{)
Doqh/(]:l ‘7;1 dl3 o _l’sz x’ye[o 271.)

spherical K1SO(3) - a 00 Q),Q¢, y,ac[0,2n)
Kn '/ O(3) - A4 0o -1,Q}.Q¢.y.a € [0,27)

icosahedral I - s 60 Qg va
7, ) s 120 Qg5 ,—QpT

F
é3 €1 Qeg
&R € S0(3)
62'\/21
e3 N
F

Figure 1: Principle of material symmetry using coordinate-dependent invariants. The use of invariants in coordinate-dependent form requires
specification in a fixed reference frame, as the orientation of the transformation Q € G is predefined. Therefore, a preliminary coordinate
transformation using R € SO(3) is necessary to ensure that the reference frame &; coincides with that of the invariants e;.

2.4.1 Invariants in coordinate-dependent form

In the context of hyperelasticity, Smith & Rivlin (1958) were the first to compute integrity bases for all anisotropy types arising
from the point groups of the crystal systems. Smith (1962) also proved that the identified integrity bases are indeed polynomially
complete and irreducible. This represents a significant advantage as it ensures that the number of invariants in terms of polynomial
representation is the minimum. The irreducible integrity bases determined by Smith (1962) are listed in D.

Although these invariants are invariant under all transformations of a given group, as defined by Eq. (6), they also require a fixed
orientation of the reference coordinate system. We refer to such invariants as coordinate-dependent invariants. To apply this
concept using Def. 1, we define Hg = (C).> Before coordinate-dependent invariants can be used in a model, the reference frame
of the constitutive variable must be aligned with that of the invariants, which is denoted in terms of the tensor C as

I([Cij]) = I([Ri«R;iICui]), ReSOQ3), (7)

where the notation [C;;] denotes the coordinates of the tensor given in a 3 X 3 matrix. The necessary passive rotation R in
context of material symmetry is illustrated in Fig. 1.

2.4.2 Structural tensor concept

A completely different approach is the structural tensor concept, which is favored in modern work (Apel, 2004, Bustamante,
2010, Ciambella et al., 2024, Ehret & Itskov, 2007, Holthusen & Kuhl, 2025, Kalina et al., 2024a, Klein et al., 2022, Ogden &

5 Any suitable deformation or strain measure may be used instead of the right Cauchy-Green deformation tensor C € Lsym, as long as itis a

symmetric second order tensor, which is not a two-point tensor. For example, the invariants of the Green-Lagrange strain tensor E € ave
ymmet d order t hich is not a two-point t F ple, th ts of the Green-Lagrange strain t Ee L3, h
exactly the same form as those formulated in C.
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Saccomandi, 2007, Reese et al., 2021, Schroder & Neff, 2003, Wollner et al., 2023) and can be traced back to the work of Lokhin
& Sedov (1963). The idea is that the list of arguments of the potential ¥ is extended by a tuple

Mg = ("My,...,""M)) (8)
of [ € Z structural tensors "#M,, € L™+ to obtain scalar-valued isotropic tensor functions. The structural tensors are related to

the reference configuration By and describe the material’s underlying symmetry.

Invariance of structural tensors Let us now consider how the structural tensors behave under orthogonal transformations.
Since they describe the underlying material symmetry in the reference configuration By, this can be interpreted as a rotation of
Bo.

If the tuple Mg includes only a single structural tensor "M, this tensor always has to satisfy the conditions
"™M=Qx"MVYQeGCOB) A "™M#Qx"MVYQ¢GCO(3), C)
thereby completely capturing the anisotropy of a material, which is equivalent to "M =Q*x "M © Q € G C O(3).
In the more general case, the tuple Mg consists of multiple structural tensors. Then each tensor
"M, =Q*x""M,VQegG cO(3) (10)

must at least be invariant under all transformations of a given group G € O(3), i.e., "*M, can therefore also be invariant with
respect to transformations Q ¢ G that are not contained in the symmetry group and not only to the ones included in G. However,

considered as a whole, the set of transformations that leave all structural tensors "#M,, (i.e., for all u € {1, ..., [}) invariant must
coincide with the group G. Hence, the conditions
Mg=Q*xMgVQeGcOB) AN Mg#QxMgVvVQe¢gGgcO(3) (11

follow for the entire tuple of structural tensors.

Isotropic extension of the elastic potential By using the tuple of structural tensors as additional arguments in the free energy,
an anisotropic elastic potential ¥ (C) is replaced by a scalar-valued isotropic tensor function

Vo Lo X LM XX L X L = Ry, (C,Mg) - ¥ (C, M) (12)
of multiple arguments, with n,, € Z for all u € {1,...,!}. Thus, the material symmetry condition (2) becomes
T(Q*C,Q*Mg)z&”(C,Mg)VQEO(3). (13)

This procedure is also known as isotropic extension (Apel, 2004, Xiao, 1996a).

In order to clearly analyze the connection to the movement of a body, let us now consider the energy density ¥ (F, Mg) for which
we find ¥ (F, Mg) =% (F-Q",Q x Mg) ¥ SO(3). Based on this, Fig. 2 provides a visual representation of this relationship:
First, the body is rotated by an arbitrary Q € SO(3) and thus the structural tensors are actively transformed by Q * Mg. Then,
the deformation F - Q7 is applied, where QT rotates the body in the opposite direction, thereby restoring the original non-rotated
configuration for all Q € SO(3), and afterwards F is applied. This is therefore the same as if we directly apply the deformation F
to the non-rotated configuration with the non-transformed tuple of structural tensors Mg. As a result, including Mg ensures that
¥ (F, Mg) is an isotropic tensor function. The same holds for ¥ (C, Mg).

Invariants with structural tensors To formulate the elastic potential, invariants of C and Mg, so-called isotropic invariants,
are formed. Thus, the tuple Hg used in Def. 1 is specified below by the chosen constitutive variable and the structural tensors as
7'{0(3) .

Definition 2 (Isotropic invariant). An invariant /, which obeys the condition
I(Hoiz)) =1(Q*Hoi) YQeO(3), (14)

is called isotropic invariant.

6As is common practice, we define the push-forward of the structural tensors onto the current configuration B, using the rotational part
R e SO33)of F=R-U,i.e., by R*"#M,. This can be understood to mean that only the change in orientation during the transformation
plays a role. With this choice of the push-forward, norms of structural tensors or (generalized) traces of structural tensors of even degree also
remain constant. However, the push-forward operation is usually not necessary, since the constitutive equations are typically formulated with C,
which is related to the reference.
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Figure 2: Illustration of the structural tensor concept for obtaining isotropic tensor functions. The material is actively rotated by applying
the transformation Q € O(3) to the structural tensors in Mg. This rotation is then reversed using Q7 thereby ensuring that the principle of
material symmetry is satisfied V Q € O(3). R = F - U~! denotes the rotational component of the deformation gradient.

In hyperelasticity, Ho3) consists of a constitutive variable, such as C, and one or multiple structural tensors gathered in the
tuple Mg, ie., Ho@iy = (C,""My,...,"M;). If either the constitutive variable, here C, or the tuple of structural tensors Mg is
transformed separately by any Q € G, the conditions

I(C,Mg) =I(Q*xC. Mg)¥Ce L3,,QeGcO0B) A I(C,Mg) #I(Q*xC,Mg)VCe L,.Q¢GC0(3),

I(C,Mg) =I(C,Qx Mg)¥Ce L3,,Qe G O0B) A I(C,Mg) #I1(C.Q*xMg)VCe L,.Q¢GcO(3)
(15)
follow, which again restrict the admissible transformations to the corresponding group G.

2.4.3 Isotropic invariants of multiple tensors

Since we consider isotropic scalar-valued tensor functions, results on isotropic invariants from multiple tensors can be used
directly. One of the most important works in this field is the one by Boehler (1977), which provides a functional basis (Def. 17),
of isotropic homogeneous polynomial invariants, i.e., a functionally complete set of invariants (Def. 15). Thereby, the framework
is valid for any number of 1st order tensors v, € £!, symmetric 2nd order tensors Ag € Lszym and skew-symmetric 2nd order
tensors W, € .Eszkw, cf. Tab. 13. To maintain consistency with the original work, we have chosen the same notation for the
introduced tensors here. Since Boehler (1977) only considered scalar-valued invariants of 1st and 2nd order tensors, the tuple
Mg is naturally restricted to structural tensors of at most 2nd order when using the results from Tab. 13. Sect. 3.1 therefore
introduces the approach by Xiao (1996a) to exchange the tuple Mg, enabling the results of Boehler (1977) to be applied also to
cases involving structural tensors of 3rd or higher order. Thus, to this point, a functional basis can be obtained from the results of
Boehler (1977) for all cases with 1st and 2nd order structural tensors.

Remark 2. An integrity basis is always also a functional basis, while the opposite does not hold in general. In many cases,
however, the isotropic invariants of Boehler (1977) also represent an integrity basis. Alternatively, this is guaranteed with the
invariants proposed by Smith (1965).

In general, according to Pennisi & Trovato (1987), the functional basis of Boehler (1977) is functionally irreducible. However,
since Boehler’s basis was formulated for non-constant arguments or tensors, polynomial relations between invariants arise here
due to the constancy of structural tensors (Boehler, 1979). In turn, this implies that the functional or integrity basis for a specific
anisotropy obtained from Tab. 13 does not yield a polynomially/functionally irreducible set of invariants (Apel, 2004, Ebbing,
2010). As a result, numerous works (Apel, 2004, Ebbing, 2010, Kalina et al., 2024a) are limited to invariants of lower polynomial
degree in order to reduce the number of invariants in a material model.

Remark 3. Pennisi & Trovato (1987) showed that each invariant I, : Ho3) = 1, (7{0(3)) defined by Boehler (1977) can not
be represented as a function of the others, but more general algebraic dependencies between the invariants may be overlooked.’
As an example, let & = {I}, I, ..., Ix}, K € Z> be any set of invariants according to Boehler (1977). All considered invariants
are then evaluated for two different states of the tensors in 7‘{0(3), which are chosen such that, for example, the invariants
{I, I, ...,Ix_1} have the same value for both states, while Ik takes different values for the two states. From this, it was
concluded that /x can not be a function of the invariants Iy, I», ..., Ix—_;. However, it should be noted that this does not
demonstrate algebraic independence of the invariants. If, for example, a homogeneous polynomial relation (syzygy) exists in the
form ZZ -0 fa(li, Iny .. Igk 1)1 & =0, where f, is a homogeneous polynomial and p > 1 denotes the number of terms, then Ik

7Originally, Pennisi & Trovato (1987) used the terminology single-valued function instead of function.
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may be expressed as a multi-valued algebraic function of Iy, I, . .., Ix_1, i.e., the set of roots. Consequently, the method of
Pennisi & Trovato (1987) may overlook certain cases of algebraic dependency between invariants, as illustrated by the example
given in C.

3 Construction of irreducible integrity bases via structural tensors

In this section, we introduce a framework for identifying polynomially irreducible invariants from a polynomially complete set of
invariants, i.e., an irreducible integrity basis. This is followed by two examples: the monoclinic anisotropy &/, and the cubic
anisotropy &/1¢.

3.1 Constructing complete invariant sets via Xiao’s approach

The result of Boehler (1977) for constructing functional bases, presented in Tab. 13, is restricted to 1st and 2nd order tensors.
However, since not all anisotropies can be represented by structural tensors that are of at most 2nd order (Xiao et al., 2006), the
tuple Mg of structural tensors was generalized by Xiao (1996a) to a tuple Fg of structural functions

Fg = (1(C),v2(C), ..,v4(C),A1(C), A2 (C), .., Ap(C), Wi (C), W2 (C), .., Wc(C)) , a,b,c € Zx . (16)
The arguments v, (C) € L', Ap(C) € Lszym and W, (C) € Lfkw are now tensor functions depending on C and structural tensors

"M e L" whose order can be greater than two. For simplicity, the functional dependence on the structural tensors "M in
Eq. (16) has been omitted. Hence, with Tab. 13 of Boehler (1977) and the tuple g, a functionally complete but not necessarily
polynomially/functionally irreducible set of invariants can be obtained. It should be emphasized once again that the basis of
Boehler (1977) does not guarantee the construction of an integrity basis, see Remark 2. However, in all cases examined in this
work, an integrity basis can be obtained by combining suitable structural tensors in conjunction with the basis of Boehler (1977).

Remark 4. In the examined cases, it is sufficient to only consider structural functions up to the order of C?, cf. Kalina et al.
(2024a). For example, structural tensor functions take the form “M : C, *M : C2, *M : C?, where *M € £* denotes a constant
4th order structural tensor. By using the Cayley-Hamilton theorem,

C=1C*-LC+ 1 (17)

follows. When Eq. (17) is multiplied by *M, it becomes evident that structural functions *M : C" up to at most second order
(n = 2) are sufficient, as higher-order terms (n > 2) can be expressed in terms of lower-order terms *M : C*,n € {0, 1,2} and the
three well-known isotropic invariants

1
L=ulCl, L=3([C]-u[C?]) and 15 =det[C], (18)
with tr[e] and det[e] denoting the trace and determinant of the argument e, respectively.
3.2 Elimination of reducible invariants

Let {"'I;,"1,,...," I}, L € Z3; be a polynomially complete but reducible set of homogeneous polynomial invariants and Xg
a tuple of these invariants sorted in ascending order of polynomial degree n, € Z.¢. In order to determine which invariants are
polynomially reducible, it is necessary to identify the syzygies of the form

=ML, o L) 19)
where f € Rg [x1,...,x,] denotes a homogeneous polynomial in a finite number of invariants, which depend on the variables
X1s...,Xm, and Rg [x[,...,x,] the ring of G-invariant polynomails (Def. 8). Since identifying polynomial relationships

between invariants can become arbitrarily complex, we present a general framework for efficiently determining such relationships
using an analytical-numerical approach in the following.

3.2.1 General approach

As a first step, we outline the principles behind constructing a polynomially complete and irreducible invariant set Jg,
i.e., an irreducible integrity basis, from a polynomially complete but possibly reducible invariant set from the tuple Xg =
(MIy,™1I,...,"I;). Initially, the invariant "' I} with n| € Zs is selected as an element ™ I, =™, of the preliminary tuple
Yg = (M I 1) of polynomially irreducible invariants. Subsequently, the next invariant "2/, from the tuple X is considered,
and a complete polynomial ansatz "I, = f (™ I 1) is made to express it as a polynomial in the invariants of Yg, where each
summand of f (™ I 1) has degree ny. If ™21, can be represented as a polynomial in the invariants of Yg, the invariant is considered
trivial and the procedure is repeated for the next invariant "3/3 in Xg. Otherwise, " I, = ™1, is added to tuple Yg, and the
polynomial ansatz is extended accordingly for the remaining invariants. By applying this procedure to all remaining invariants, a
polynomially complete and irreducible set Jg of invariants is obtained, whose elements are the elements of the final tuple Yg.

10
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3.2.2 Analytical-numerical approach

While the overall procedure in Sect. 3.2.1 is well understood, the primary challenge lies in identifying the polynomial
relationships (19), or to be more precise, the coefficients of the complete polynomial ansatz. Therefore, we present below an
efficient method for determining the unknown coefficients for each invariant "+, out of Xg. For the uth invariant we start with a
numerical step as an initial guess, which is followed by an analytical step using symbolic computations.

Numerical step for the pth invariant Within this paragraph, we do not use the summation convention. First, for a given point
group or anisotropy, the tuple Xg of L invariants, forming a polynomially complete set, is assembled based on the corresponding
tuple Fg of structural functions and by using Tab. 13 of Boehler (1977). Subsequently, the invariants

Ml p="01,(Cp) , p€{1,2,...,L} (20)

are evaluated for multiple randomly generated instances of the tensor C, where we use A € {1,2,..., N} for labeling. The
coordinates of these instances are drawn from a normal distribution with a mean of O and a standard deviation of 1, where
symmetry of C is ensured but not positive definiteness.® Hence, "I u,A € Rrepresents a vector "# I, € RNX1 - According to their
prescribed formation rules, the structural tensors are computed for a random orientation that is hold constant for all instances A.
Then, a complete polynomial ansatz for the uth invariant from Xg is made:

P
"lA = Z"“ wAalue forallstatesA "I, =""J, -a,. 2D

a=1
Thereby, J,, A« € R represent the coefficients of a matrix "ﬂiﬂ € RVXP with P denoting the number of terms in the ansatz, and

a, € RP*1 3 vector of unknown coefficients a u,e € R. Each column of the matrix represents an argument in the ansatz, i.e., an
invariant
ra = || "IACN), T eYg with > oy =y, (22)

VEAu VEA, o

that is constructed from a (sub)tuple of the irreducible invariants "*» I, within the current Y for all instances A. Thereby, the tuple
Ay, o contains the indices v € A, , such that the polynomial degree of the product in the polynomially irreducible invariants
v [, equals the degree n,, of the uth invariant from Xg. Since multiplication is commutative, it follows from Eq. (22) that of all
possible tuples A, , only one realization of a every allowed permutation is required. Hence, the index « goes from 1 to the
number of different allowed permutations P.

To determine the coefficients a,, for the uth invariant, we formulate the linear optimization problem

2
a, = argmin (23)
a, ERPX]

n n
=L ay

= 0. We solve the problem given above by using NumPy’s

that yields the necessary condition ("« J,)7 - ["H I,-"J, a,
least squares method. If all entries
(nI‘J/J,Al’ n‘l [,l,Az’ L] nl‘ y,A(I’ LR n‘u ,u,AP) (24)

obtained from Eq. (22) are linear independent, it follows that the determined coeflicients d, . of the linear optimization task are
unique. After solving the problem (23), the norm

P
R, <tol —» trivial invariant
R, = max E Qu.a™ - — K . . . 25
N 1 ma T Aa HA R, >tol - irreducible invariant (25)
a=

is employed to verify whether the given invariant can be accurately represented as a polynomial, with max| e | denoting the
A

Chebyshev distance. In the cases studied, a number of 1000 randomly generated states and a tolerance value tol = 1 were found
to yield reliable results in a couple of seconds. If it turns out that the uth invariant is reducible and the exact coefficients of the
found relation are of interest, the analytical step is carried out. Otherwise, "+ [, .1 = "» ] . is added to the current tuple Yg with
k elements and the numerical step is directly executed again for the next invariant "#+'1,,41 in Xg.

8Positive definiteness does not affect the algorithm, as the invariants of Boehler (1977) are not subject to this constraint either.

11
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Analytical step for the uth invariant The syzygies found numerically are initially very good approximations, which are then
verified symbolically in a subsequent step. For this purpose, we use the SymPy library, which provides the invariants in analytical
form. For every found syzygy, the verification process begins by examining the solution vector @, to determine whether the
coefficients d,, o can be expressed as rational numbers. If this is the case, the identified syzygy between the invariants is checked
for exactness.

Remark 5. In general, the number of random states must be greater than or equal to the number of terms in the polynomial ansatz.
When the ansatz involves high polynomial degrees, numerical errors may accumulate, potentially leading to incorrect identification
of invariants as either reducible or irreducible. This issue can be mitigated by increasing the precision of floating-point values or
by switching to symbolic computation also for the numerical step. However, this comes at the cost of increased computational
time. Thus, fully symbolic computation should be avoided if possible and only used to perform the analytical step.

Remark 6. The presented procedure serves not only to derive an irreducible integrity basis from a polynomially complete set of
invariants, but also to identify algebraic relations in higher polynomial degrees between polynomially irreducible invariants.
Furthermore, polynomial syzygies between distinct sets of invariants are also obtainable with this numerical-analytical approach.

3.3 Proof of completeness and irreducibility

In the following, we present two approaches to verify polynomial completeness and irreducibility of a set of invariants: one
based on the Molien series, and another involving a comparison with an already established set of polynomially complete and
irreducible invariants in coordinate-dependent form.

3.3.1 Molien series

The Hilbert series, which is often converted into the Molien series (MS) using Molien’s theorem, provides important information
about the number of invariants in each polynomial degree that are required for a polynomially complete and irreducible set of
invariants (Derksen & Kemper, 2002, Sturmfels, 2008).° The MS can be calculated by

1 1
Mg = —

R (26)
61 66 det (1-12.(Q)

where 1 € R"*" denotes the n-dimensional identity matrix, r € (-1, 1) a parameter and @ € R™*" a transformation matrix

depending on a group element Q € G. In the present context of hyperelasticity n = 6.

2
sym

For identifying the coefficients @,5 € Rof @ € R6*®, we begin by referring to Eq. (3), where the symmetric tensor C € £
is transformed by an element Q € O(3). However, since we are now interested in material symmetry, we will only consider

Q € G € O(3). Instead of performing this transformation directly in Lszym, it can alternatively be carried out by transforming the

tensor in vector notation C € R®*! with a transformation matrix @. For this purpose, the relationships
Co=TAC; and Cj;=T7C, (27)

should hold between the tensor coordinates C;; and the vector coordinates C,, where Tz(; and Tf,j are suitable transformation

coeflicients. We note that :
TOT] = 6ap and TSTY = 5 Gixd o + 606 1) (28)

ijta

have to be true. By imposing T[‘J’ = T(ij , Eq. (27) becomes

Co =T5Cij and Cij =T5Cq (29)
and the product
C:C=C-C o C(jCji=CaCq (30)
is equal in both spaces. The transformation coeflicients
1 a=i=]
T[‘} = % (a,i,7) ={(4,2,3),(4,3,2),(5,1,3),(5,3,1),(6,1,2), (6,2,1)} (31)
0 else

91n some works in literature (Derksen & Kemper, 2002, Neusel, 2007, Teranishi, 1986), the Hilbert series is also referred to as Poincaré
series.

12
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fulfill the relations in Eq. (29). Hence, the resulting vector C corresponds to the Kelvin-Mandel notation of the tensor C (Brannon,
2018). In this representation, Q x C is represented by @ - C, where @ is the 6 X 6 rotation matrix in Kelvin-Mandel notation,

whose coefficients @,z can be computed using

®op = T,%Tjﬁ,Qiijl , Qeg. (32)
Thus, the full matrix @ is denoted by
03, 0%, 01, V201,013 V2011013 V2011012
0%, 03, 03, V202,003 V2051023 V20,102
2

(@] = 03, 03, 01, V203,033 V2031033 V203103 . (33)
“ V2021031 V20203 V202303 0203+ 03030 02103 + 023031 02103 + 00031
V2011031 V201203 V201303 Q1203+ Q1303 011033 + 013031 Q1103 + 012031
V2011021 V201202 V2013025 Q1202 + Q1302 011023 + 013021 1102 + 012021

From Eq. (32) and the transformation coefficients Tl‘;’, it follows directly that the matrix @ is diagonal if the transformation

Q € @G lies in the principle-axis state. Furthermore, for any Q = +Q7 € G € O(3), the eigenvalues of +Q_ are denoted by
{il, +e'?, ie‘“ﬂ} for an arbitrary rotation angle ¢ € [0, 27). Finally, this allows us to express the determinant

det (; - tgg(Q)) = f(g) = (1 = 1)*(1 =2t cos (¢) + 1*) (1 — 21 cos (2¢) +1°) (34)

in Eq. (26) as a function of the rotation angle of a group element.'® If the MS is formed according to Eq. (26) and converted into
a form

_ L+ait+ayt® +- +as 11571 +agt
(1=t (1=2)P . (1= =)t (1 = gm)Pr

Mg with aj,pu,s €Zso and A,u,n€Zsg, 35)

then several information can be extracted. The factors of the denominator provide information about the number p, and
polynomial degree u of the primary invariants (Def. 12), while the coefficients a, of the numerator indicate how many secondary
invariants (Def. 13) exist in the corresponding polynomial degree A (Sturmfels, 2008). Another representation of the MS is the
corresponding Taylor series

1 di (2
%Tay,g = Z o ( )
i=1

T g =1+ bit + bot*> + b3t> + HOT, b, €Zsg, (36)
l.

t=0

where HOT denotes higher order terms. The coefficients b, indicate the number of all independent invariants of polynomial
degree A, i.e., all fundamental invariants as well as the independent invariants that can be formed trivially from invariants of
lower polynomial degree (Sturmfels, 2008). Combinatorial reasoning then allows to determine the number of fundamental
invariants as well as syzygies between them from the coefficients b; (Sturmfels, 2008), which is illustrated in Sects. 3.4 and 3.5.
However, when both fundamental invariants as well as syzygies appear at the same degree, the separation between them becomes
ambiguous.

Therefore, the MS is a powerful tool for counting invariants and provides an efficient method of assessing whether a given set of
invariants is polynomially complete and irreducible.

Remark 7. A set of primary (Def. 12) and secondary (Def. 13) invariants does not have to be polynomially irreducible, because
some secondary invariants may be products of other secondary invariants (Smith, 1962). An irreducible integrity basis, on the
other hand, only contains the fundamental invariants (Def. 11), that are the primary and polynomially irreducible secondary
invariants. In order to prove polynomial completeness and irreducibility with the information provided by the MS, it is therefore
usually necessary to find the syzygies between the invariants.

Remark 8. The number of primary invariants is equal to the number of independent tensor coordinates for any finite group that
is a subgroup of the general linear group (Sturmfels, 2008). Thus, for any finite group G € O(3) and a given tensor C € Lfym,
the number of primary invariants is always six. This fact allows for a validation of the MS as expressed in Eq. (35).

10For any even-order tensor, which is not a two-point tensor, transformations with +Qf and —QY are identical, see Remark 1. This
equivalence is also reflected in the fact that the expressions of the determinant for both +QF and —Q yield the same result. In contrast, for
odd-order tensors, the transformation behavior differs, resulting in two distinct formula for +QF and —Q_.

13
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3.3.2 Usage of a known irreducible integrity basis

Instead of relying on the MS to demonstrate polynomial completeness and irreducibility, one can alternatively prove this by
identifying the polynomial syzygies to another known irreducible integrity basis like that from Smith (1962), which is constituted
by invariants in coordinate-dependent form. The syzygies can be obtained in a straight forward manner with the algorithm
introduced in Sect. 3.2. In the following, we present a more formal discussion to support this claim.

Proposition 1. Let G be a group, r,q € Z-¢ and let {Iy, ..., I} a functionally complete set of scalar-valued G-invariants.
Furthermore, let {J Lyooe ,Jq} another set of scalar G-invariants such that for all @ € {1, ..., r}, the invariants of the first set can

be expressed as a function of the form 7, = I_a(] 1...,Jq). Then {Jl, . ,Jq} is also functionally complete.

Proof. As{l,..., I} is functionally complete, for every scalar-valued G-invariant Z there exists a function f (L,...,1I) such
that Z = f(Iq,...,1,). Inserting I, = I (J1,...,Jq) fora € {1,...,r}, we obtain

Z=f(]l(Jl,...,Jq),...,lr(fl,...,.]q)) =g(J1,...,Jq) .

Thus, Z can also be written as function g of the elements of {J Iovnes Jq}, which therefore is functionally complete. O

Note that similar arguments can be used to show polynomial completeness, i.e., to prove that an invariant set is an integrity basis.

Lemma 2. Let k,m,n € Z.g and F € R [xy,...,x;] be a polynomial in the variables x1, ..., x,. Furthermore, let Py, ..., P, €
R [y1,...,ym| be homogeneous polynomials in the variables yy,. .., y,. Consider F(Py,...,P,) € R[y1,...,ym] and let
deg(F(Py,...,Py)) =q. Letdeg (P;) <gVie{l,...,k}anddeg (P;) > q Vi € {k + 1,...,n}. Then there is a polynomial
G e R[xy,...,x¢] suchthat G(Py,...,Py) = F(Py,...,Pk,...,Py).

Proof. F can be described as a linear combination of monomials. Consequently, F(Py,..., P,) is a sum of elements of the
form /lel ... P, where 1 € R and ¢ € Zs¢. Since all P; are homogeneous polynomials, these elements are homogeneous
polynomials of degree €; deg(P;) + - - - + €, deg(P,). One can split F into F = G + H, where G denotes the sum of all the
monomials M = xf‘ ... x5 of F with € deg(P1) + - - - + €, deg(P,,) < q and H the remaining monomials. Since F(P1,..., P,)
has degree ¢, and since H(Py, ..., P,) is a sum of monomials of degree no less than ¢ + 1, then H(Py,..., P,) = 0, implying
F(Py,...,P,) = G(Py,...,P,). Furthermore, since deg(P;) > ¢ for i > k, all the monomials of G have ¢; = 0 for i > k.

Consequently, G is only dependent on Py, . . ., Py and the previous equality can be written as F(Py, ..., P,) = G(Py,...,Py). O

Proposition 3. Let G be a group, a,n € Zsg and Rg [x1,...,x,] C R[xy,...,x,] the ring of G-invariant polynomials in
the variables xy, . ..,x,. Furthermore, let {I;,...,I,} C Rg [x1,...,x,] be a polynomially complete set of homogeneous
irreducible polynomials. Let {Jy,...,Jq} C Rg [x1, ..., x,] be another polynomially complete set of homogeneous G-invariant
polynomials, with deg I, = degJ, V€ € {1,...,a}. Then {Jy,...,J,} is also polynomially irreducible.

Proof. For a contradiction, assume that {Jy, ..., J,} is polynomially reducible, i.e., there is ani € {1, ..., a} such that there
exists a polynomial f € R[y1,...,Vi—1, Vitl>---»>Val With J; = f(J1,...,Ji=1,Ji+1, ..., Ja). Let us admit (if necessary by
permuting the indices) that deg(Jy) < ¢ for k < i, deg(Jx) = g fori < k < i+ u and deg(Ji) > g for k > i + u. Consider
Ry S Rglx1,...,x,] to be the set of invariant homogeneous polynomials of degree g. Remark that R, naturally holds an
R-vector space structure with the standard addition and multiplication by a scalar. For P € R, there exists a polynomial F with
P=F(J,...,J,). Since P has degree g and from Lemma 2, there exists a polynomial G with P = G(Jy, ..., J;4,). Since all
monomials of P should have degree ¢,

i+u
P= ZAka +G(J1,....Jis))  withG(J1,...,Ji1) € Ry

k=i

Particularly, this applies to J;, and our assumption is equivalent to an equation of the form:
i+u . _
0=-J; + Z Ardy + G(J], ... ,Ji_l) with G(J], c. ,Ji_l) € Rq
k=i+1

LetQy = {P(Ji1,...,Ji-1) | P polynomial} NR,. Remark that Q ; also naturally holds a vector space structure and is a subspace

i+u

of R,. Thus, each element of the quotient vector space R, /Q  has the form ;™| Ax Ji, implying that {J;, ..., Ji4,} is spanning
R4/Qy. Analogously, one can create the space R,/Q; spanned by {/;,...,/;4,}. Consider P(Ji,...,J;_1) € Qy for any
polynomial P. For each k € {1,...,i — 1}, there exists a polynomial F with Fi(Iy,...,1,) = Jr. By Lemma 2, it even reduces
to a polynomial Gy with Gi(1y,...,I;_1) = Jr. Consequently:

P("l’"""i*l) = P(GI(I]5"'7Ii71)"‘ '7Gi71(ll""71i71)) E QI

14
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This implies that Q; C Q; and by symmetry of I and Ji, we conclude that Q; = Q; =: Q. Thus, {J;,...,Ji+,} and
{Ii, ..., I+, } are two spanning sets of the same vector space R, /Q. Butsince {Ii, ..., I,} is irreducible, an equation of the form
i+u
0= Al + G(I, ..., I;—1) WithG(]l,...,J,;])ERq
k=i
is impossible. It implies that {/;, . .., I;1,} is linearly independent in R, /Q and forms a basis. Since {J;, ..., Ji+,} is a spanning
set with the same number of elements as a basis, it also is a basis. Therefore, an equation of the form

i+u
0= ZAka +G(N,..oJis)  withG(Jh,...,Jii1) € Ry
k=i
is impossible, what is a contradiction to our starting assumption. O

3.4 Example: Monoclinic crystal system

The monoclinic crystal system comprises the point groups C,, Cyj, and Cyy, leading to the same anisotropy </, and equivalent
integrity basis in hyperelasticity. We investigate how to determine an irreducible integrity basis.

Structural tensors and reducible integrity basis Since the integrity bases are equivalent for the tensor C € Lfym and C,, Cip,

and C,p,, we only consider the latter here. The corresponding structural tensors P, € £52ym and G| € Lfkw, introduced by Zheng
& Spencer (1993), are denoted by

P2 =aja; —aza and G1 = 3E -az =aa; —aa; , (37)

where 3E € Lskw is the permutation tensor (or 3E-Pseudotensor) and @, @, and a3 € L' orthonormal 1st order tensors. To be
able to determine a polynomially complete set of invariants with the table of Boehler (1977), we define the tuple of structural
functions by
Fow = Mey, = (P2,Gy) (38)
and the tuple of argument tensors by
WCZh = (C, P27 Gl) . (39)

Thus, the polynomially complete set of 14 invariants
tr[C], w[C?], tr[C?], tr[C - P,], tr[C? - P3], tr[C - P3], tr[C* - P3], tr[C - G3], tr[C? - GP],
tr[C?- G} - C- Gy], tr[C- Py - Gy], tr[C? - P, - Gy], tr[C - P53 - G1], tr[C - G? - P, - Gy]

is obtained from Tab. 13 of Boehler (1977), excluding invariants that consist solely of structural tensors, since these are merely
constants. Note that Boehler’s method generates functional bases. However, as will be shown, here we also obtain an integrity
basis, cf. Remark 2.

(40)

Irreducible integrity basis By applying the procedure outlined in Sect. 3.2 for eliminating polynomially reducible invariants,
we obtain the irreducible integrity basis in Tab. 3 for group Cyj;, from the polynomially complete set of invariants in Eq. (40). As
a proof of polynomial completeness and irreducibility, we utilize Proposition 3 by calculating the polynomial relations between
the invariants from Tab. 3 and those proposed by Smith (1962). These are determined using again the procedure described in
Sect. 3.2. To achieve this, the orientation of the structural tensors must be aligned with that of Smith’s invariants, which is why
[a;] = (0,1,0)7, [az] = (0,0,1)" and [a3] = (1,0,0) are set accordingly. The polynomial relationships between the two
invariant sets are presented in Tab. 23 and the comparison of the polynomial degrees between both sets in Tab. 39.

Table 3: Irreducible integrity bases for Cyj, and a tensor C € £2 _ with the structural tensors P, and G; of Eq. (37).

sym

I = tr[C] I = tr[C-G%] L =t[C-Py] I =tr[C-Py-Gy] 5= tI‘[Cz] Ig = tr[C2~P2] I; = tr[C2~P2-G1]

Molien series The groups C,, Ci;, and Cyj, lead to the same MS in the present case, which is why the MS only has to be
computed for one of the three. We show the calculation using C,. This group is generated by Q7 and contains two group elements
that hold one angle of 7 and one angle of 0, respectively. Hence, with Egs. (26) and (34), the MS

1 1 1

Me, = Mc,, = Mc,, = 5 1 —t)6 + (1 —t)2 (1 _tz)z

(41)
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can be computed. After building the common denominator of Eq. (41),

1+22
Me, = Mc,, = Mcy, = 2 2 (42)
(1-0*(1-7?)
follows, which is already in the desired form of Eq. (35). The corresponding Taylor series is denoted by
Mray.cy = Mray.cry = May.cypy = 1 + 41 + 1367 + 326 + 70" + 136° + 2461 + 416¢" + HOT . (43)

Information of Eq. (42) From the denominator in Eq. (42) it is known that a polynomially complete set of invariants contains
the following primary invariants: four of degree one and two of degree two. The numerator indicates that the following secondary
invariants are additionally required: the number 1 and one of degree two.!! Since only one secondary invariant, in addition
to the secondary invariant 1, is required to form a polynomially complete set of invariants, this secondary invariant must be
polynomially irreducible. Consequently, the corresponding set of primary and secondary invariants constitutes an irreducible
integrity basis.

Information of Eq. (43) The Taylor series (43) can be analyzed as follows. First, the constant term 1 always indicates the
presence of the secondary invariant 1. The term 4¢ points out that four independent invariants exist at polynomial degree one,
which are the fundamental invariants I, I, I3 and I of Tab. 3. By comparing this information with that of representation (43), it
becomes evident that these invariants must also be primary invariants. With these linear invariants, ten products, / 12 I%, I%, If,
L, 1113, 1114, I 13, 114 and 1314, can be formed at quadratic degree; thus, these invariants are reducible. The term 132 then
indicates that 13 independent invariants exist of quadratic degree, but since ten of them are reducible, it follows that there must be
three fundamental invariants of degree two, namely /s, Is and I7. This conclusion also aligns with representation (42). Which of
these three invariants is considered primary or secondary can not be concluded from the Taylor series.

From the fundamental invariants I, . . ., I7 of degrees one and two, 32 independent polynomially reducible invariants can be
formed with cubic degree. Considering the next term, 3213, we conclude that no fundamental invariant exists of cubic degree,
which also follows from representation (42). At degree four, 71 products or polynomially reducible invariants can be formed
from the seven fundamental invariants of lower degrees. However, the term 70¢* indicates that only 70 independent invariants
exist at this degree. From this, we conclude that one polynomial syzygy is presented between the 71 products. Indeed, when
formulated with the invariants of Tab. 3, the syzygy is

A1V = = AIZ + 1612 + 1612 + 41315 — I} + 41315 — 21317 — I3 + 3251417 + 32316 + 121315 + 101515 + 101313

(44)
=9Iy + 1611 I Is — 811 L I3 — 811 I3 — 241113 + 81315 — 41717 — 41313 — 281713 — 1613 1

In the higher polynomial degrees this counting process can be continued and would postulate that only syzygies between the

fundamental invariants exist, but no new fundamental invariants. However, it should be noted that, for example, four of the

syzygies at degree five can be obtained by multiplying the degree-four syzygy in Eq. (44) by the fundamental invariants Iy, I, I3

and 14 of degree one, respectively. We refer to such syzygies as primitive syzygies.

Primary invariants Given the MS in the form of Eq. (42) and the syzygy in Eq. (44), it follows directly that the invariants
11, I, I3, 14, Is, I¢ are primary invariants and /7 is a secondary invariant. Alternatively, either /5 or Ig could also be chosen
as secondary invariant and /7 as primary invariant, since the syzygy (44) allows either one to be the solution of the algebraic
equation.

3.5 Example: Cubic crystal system

The cubic crystal system comprises the point groups 7, 75, O, 74 and Oy, leading only to two different anisotropies &/1¢ and /1|
or integrity bases in hyperelasticity. It will be shown for the groups 7~ and 7, or simply /19 how to determine an irreducible
integrity basis.

Structural tensor and reducible integrity basis Since the integrity bases are equivalent for the tensor C € £2  and 7~ as
well as 7y, it is sufficient to only consider 7;,. The corresponding structural tensor, introduced by Zheng & Spencer (1993), is
denoted as

A = aja|aa — aaa a) + azaza;a] — a|a|azas + ar)a>aza; — azazard, € r* , 45)

From Eq. (62) it follows that one secondary invariant is always a non-zero constant, which may be chosen arbitrarily. Hence, selecting the
value 1 is a legitimate choice.
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where ay, as, as € L' are orthonormal. With respect to 75, these 1st order tensors can be interpreted as the three two-fold axes
of this group (Xiao, 1996a). To be able to determine a polynomially complete set of invariants with the table of Boehler (1977),
we define the tuple of structural functions by

77 = (*A: C4A: ) (46)
and the tuple of argument tensors by
Hy = (C,“A L C4A CZ) , 47)
which are all symmetric 2nd order tensors. We thus obtain the 22 invariants
tr[C], tr[C?], tr[C?], t[*A : C], t[(*A : ©)?], tr[(*A : ©)%], tr[(*A : C?)], tr[(*A : CH)?], t[(*A : CH)3],
tr[C- (*A: €)], tr[C?- (*A: O)], tr[C- (*A: C)?], tr[C?- (*A: ©)?], tr[C- (*A : C?)], u[C?- (*A: CP)],
tr[C- (*A : C?)?], a[C%- (*A: CH?], t[(*A: C)- *A: CH], tu[(*A: C)?- (*A: CH)],
tr[(*A: C) - (*A: CH?], r[(*A: C)? - (*A: C)?], r[C- (*A: C) - (*A: CH)] .

(48)

Irreducible integrity basis By applying the procedure outlined in Sect. 3.2 for eliminating polynomially reducible invariants,
we obtain an irreducible integrity basis from the polynomially complete set of invariants in Eq. (48) for group 7, cf. Tab. 4. As
a proof of polynomial completeness and irreducibility, the polynomial relations between the invariants from Tab. 4 and those
proposed by Smith (1962) are determined using again the procedure described in Sect. 3.2. To achieve this, the orientation
of the structural tensor must be aligned with that of Smith’s invariants, which is why [a;] = (1,0,0)", [a2] = (0,1,0)" and
[a3] = (0,0,1) are set accordingly. The polynomial relationships between the two invariant sets are presented in Tab. 38 and
the comparison of the polynomial degrees between both sets in Tab. 39.

Table 4: Irreducible integrity bases for 7, and a tensor C € Lszym with the structural tensor “A defined by Eq. (45).
L=tu[C] L=u[C’ L=t[*A:0)?] L=u[C] I=tu[(*A:C)>] Is=t[C? (*A:C)]
L=tu[C-(*A:C)?] L=tu[*A:0)-(*A:C?] IL=tu[(*A:C»?] I1p=t[C? (*A:C)?]

I =t[(*A: 0?2 - (*A:C?H)] Inp=t[C-(*A:C>)?] I3=t[(*A:C)-(*A:CH?] L4 =t[(*A: C?)3]

Molien series Both 7 and 7, lead to the same MS, which is why the MS only has to be computed for 7. This group is
2n

generated by QF and QkT and contains twelve group elements that hold 4-times a rotational angle of ZT” and ‘%, 3-times an
angle of 7 and one angle of 0. Hence, with Egs. (26) and (34), the MS

o8 03
21a-0" (-2)7 a-n*(1-2)7°

can be computed. To bring the MS in the desired form (35), a multiplication with (1 +£)(1 +%)/((1 + £)(1 + £?)) is necessary
resulting in

My = My, (49)

1+353 +20% 420 + 315 +1°

Mg = Mg = . (50
T=n(1-2)2(1-8) (1=t
The corresponding Taylor series is denoted by
Mryy, 7 = Mray,g;, = 1 +1+ 31>+ 86 + 141* + 2687 + 48:° + 761" + HOT . (51)

Information of Eq. (50) From the denominator in Eq. (50) it is known that a polynomially complete set of invariants contains
the following primary invariants: one of degree one, two of degree two, two of degree three and one of degree four. The
numerator tells that the following secondary invariants are additionally necessary: the secondary invariant 1 as well as three
secondary invariants of degree three, two of degree four, two of degree five, three of degree six and one of degree nine.

Information of Eq. (51) The Taylor series (51) can be analyzed as follows: First, the constant term 1 indicates the presence of
the secondary invariant 1, and the term ¢ points out that one independent invariant exists at polynomial degree one, which is
I,. With this linear invariant, the product / 12 can be formed at quadratic degree. Thus, this invariant is reducible. The term 3¢
then indicates that three independent invariants exist of quadratic degree, but since / 12 is reducible, it follows that there must be
two fundamental invariants of degree two, namely /5 and /3. This conclusion also aligns with representation (50). From the
fundamental invariants I1, I, and I3 of degrees one and two, three independent products or polynomially reducible invariants I°,
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I 15 and I 15 can be formed with cubic degree. Considering the next term, 873, and subtracting the three polynomially reducible
invariants, we conclude that five fundamental invariants, I4 to Ig, exist of cubic degree. This counting process can be continued
up to degree six.

At degree six, 51 products or polynomially reducible invariants can be formed from the fundamental invariants of lower degrees.
However, the term 48¢° indicates that only 48 independent invariants exist at this degree. From this, one conclude that at least
three of those 51 products are not independent and three polynomial syzygies must exist in degree six. This does not necessarily
agrees with representation (50), which predicts the presence of three secondary invariants. In fact, exactly four polynomial

syzygies

Ly = I} + 317 (52a)
111513 = 31713 + 3151g — 313110 + 1213? (52b)
11 1Iz1g = 31617 — Is1g + 1311 (520)
20015 = —1813 = 613 + I3 + 121, 3 15 (52d)

exist at this polynomial degree, written in the invariants of Tab. 4. Therefore, four of the polynomially reducible invariants are
not independent, reducing the total number of products from 51 to 47 independent polynomially reducible invariants. However,
since the Taylor series at this polynomial degree postulates 48 independent invariants, there must be one additional fundamental
invariant. This in turn implies that the two remaining secondary invariants in degree six, proposed by the representation (50), are
polynomially reducible secondary invariants.

The same argumentation can be applied to higher polynomial degrees. However, it should be noted that, for example, four of the
syzygies at degree seven are primitive, as they can be obtained by multiplying the four degree-six syzygies in Eq. (52) by the
non-trivial invariant /; of degree one. Similarly, the secondary invariant of degree nine is also a product of secondary invariants
and is thus polynomially reducible. An irreducible integrity basis must therefore be specified without these reducible secondary
invariants of degree six and nine.

Remark 9. Xiao (1996a) used an additional structural tensor 4TZ € L* for Ty, which is anti-symmetric in the first two indices

and symmetric in the last two indices. The corresponding tuple of structural functions is defined by Fg;, = (4A :C, 4TZ : C).
However, this does not lead to an integrity basis when used in conjunction with the table provided by Boehler (1977), as it
results in only one invariant of polynomial degree five, whereas the MS tells that two invariants of degree five are required for a
polynomially complete set. This is because Boehler’s basis does not necessarily constitute an integrity basis, see Remark 2.
For many groups, the structural functions provided by Xiao (1996a) do lead to an integrity basis with the invariants defined
by Boehler (1977), but this is not the case for 73, 77 and Cs; in hyperelasticity. For this reason, we choose a different tuple of
structural functions in these cases.

Primary invariants Primarily, the MS indicates the polynomial degrees of the primary invariants. Furthermore, since Smith
(1962) introduced a possible classification of primary and secondary invariants, a possible set of primary invariants, formulated in
the fundamental invariants of Tab. 4, can be proposed by utilizing the found syzygies in Tab. 38. Thus, a set of primary invariants
is given by {Il, I, I3, 17,14 — Ig, Ig + 211 — %Il 14}, since the primary invariants of Smith (1962) can uniquely determined from
those in this set.

Remark 10. In the absence of a known classification in primary and secondary invariants, one would need to determine the
syzygies among the fundamental invariants to differentiate between primary and secondary invariants.

4 Irreducible integrity basis for all common anisotropy classes in finite strain hyperelasticity

In this section, the MS, structural tensors, structural functions and irreducible integrity bases are either calculated or provided for
all relevant anisotropies &/1-2/14 in hyperelasticity. As an additional example, the anisotropy &/;s, arising from the icosahedral
non-crystal system, is also considered. A detailed example for the monoclinic anisotropy &> and cubic anisotropy &g is
presented in Sects. 3.4 and 3.5, respectively.

4.1 Molien series
For all finite groups, the MS can be computed analogously to the examples outlined in Sects. 3.4 and 3.5. In contrast, the

calculation for the infinite groups is more complicated and requires transforming Eq. (26) into an integral, which is shown below.
The results of the calculated series are summarized in Tab. 5.
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Table 5: MS and the coeflicients of their respective Taylor series up to order seven of a symmetrical second order tensor and all considered
groups. (P, S, F) denotes the number of primary-, secondary- and fundamental invariants, where the number 1 is also counted as a secondary

invariant.
Group/Anisotropy Molien series Coeficients of Taylor series (P,S,F)
C1, C: | ﬁ {1,6,21,56, 126,252, 462,792} (6,1,6)
—t
1+12
Cs, Cin, Con | b % (1,4,13,32,70, 136, 246, 416} (6,2,7)
(1-0*(1-7)
147
D, Coyy Doy | A3 — {1,3,9,20,42,78, 138,228} (6,2,7)
(1-0°(1-2)
1+22+483 414+ 45
Cy, Coi, Cap | Ay 3 {1,2,7,16, 36,68, 124,208} (6,8,12)
(-1 (1-22)° (1-1%
14265 +1°
Da, Cavy Dra, Dap | A5 {1,2,6,12,25,44,77,124} (6,4,8)
2 3
(I-0(1-72)" (1-1%
14202+ 68 +21* +1°
C3, Cs3i | g 3 3 {1,2,7,20,42, 84,156,264} (6,12,14)
(1-1)?(1-2)"(1-1)
1+2 428 41 +1°
D3, Gy, D3 ! o7 5 5 {1,2,6,14,28,52,93,152} (6,6,9)
(1-1)2(1-2)"(1-1)
3 4 5 3t6 l9
Cé» Csns Con | s L¥3r+2r +20 430+ {1,2,5,12,24, 46,84, 140} (6,12, 14)
1=-0*(1-2)"(1-8)(1-19)
142+ 40 +15+7°
Des, Covs D3n, Deon | Ao 3 {1,2,5,10, 19, 33,57,90} (6,6,9)
A=-0*(1-)"(1-8) (1-19)
3424 425 4306 41
T T / o L¥3r+2 420+ 30+ {1.1,3.8,14,26,48,76} (6,12, 14)
(1-n(1-2)"(1-1)"(1-1%)
CRNCRNE BN S
0. T2, On | CRL N L s (1,1,3,6, 11,18, 32, 48} (6,6,9)
2 2
(I-n(1-2)"(1-82)"(1-14)
1 3
Coos Coon | A1 ! : {1,2,5,10, 18,30, 48,72} (5,2,6)
(1-0*(1-2)"(1-1)
1
Doy Coovs Doon 1 13 {1,2,5,9,16,25,39,56} (5,1,5)
2 2
(I-0*(1-2)"(1-13)
1
K, Kn | o 1,1,2,3,4,5,7,8 3,1,3
!y =0 (=2 (=) { } ( )
1+ +20 447 4112
1,1,/ s * {1,1,2,4,6,10,17,24} (6,6,10)

(1-n(1-1) (1 -

A=) (=)

4.1.1 Cylindrical systems

The groups Co, and Coop, lead to the same MS for the symmetric 2nd order tensor C € £2

sym:*

In order to minimize the calculation

effort for the MS, group C is used, which contains all pure rotations QY around an axis. To perform the calculation of the MS,
Eq. (26) will be written in such a way that the definition of a Riemann integral is obtained. To do so, ¢ is substituted by kA¢,
where k € Z. ¢ labels all n group elements of a given finite group C, = Cw. To ensure that C,, equals C, the limit is taken, i.e., n

goes to infinity and A¢ approaches zero. Hence, with the relationship Ay =

M,

A Z f(kA‘P)

Ap—0

2% Eq. (26) becomes

2n

1 1
Jim, Z f(kA(p) Ap = 27r/ flo) 43

Ap—0
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Inserting the definition of f(¢) from Eq. (34), the integral

7 1
Mo = — | d 54
G 271/ Y (1= 1)2(1 = 21 cos () + 22)(1 + 21 — 41 cos? (¢) + 2) >4)
0

is obtained. This integral is solved with the computer algebra program Maxima (https://maxima.sourceforge.io/) and
the final MS is presented in Tab. 5.

The point groups De,, Ceoyy and Deopy lead to the same MS for the symmetrical 2nd-order tensor C € .Esym In order to minimize
the calculation effort for the MS, group D, is used, which contains all pure rotations Qf around an axis as well as all rotations
Qf Q7. Since Q7 is diagonal, the product Q7 QT is commutative. With that information it follows directly that for every QY
there exists exactly one product Q7 Q¥ in D.,. Furthermore, we note that the resulting rotation angle a(¢) of every possible
product Q7 Q7 is always 7. Hence, we distinguish between Qf and Q7 QT in D, by splitting the MS into two sums and take the

limit analogously to Eq. (53):

| & 1 1 1 17 1
Mp = lim — -l +— [ dp——— 55
Deo am 2n Z (f(kAcp) * f(a/(kAgo))) 2 Co F 4 [ ¢ (1- t)2 (1 _ t2)2 (55)

Ap—0

The final result for the MS of D, is presented in Tab. 5.

4.1.2 Spherical system

For the isotropic case, i.e., SO(3) and O(3), we first define the rotation angle ¢ in Eq. (34) as a function of the three Euler angles
a, B and y implicitly by

cos[p(a,B,y)] = % (cos(a@ +y) + cos(B) + cos(a +y)cos(B) — 1) , (56)
thereby obtaining the expression
g (g B,7) = (1= 1) (1 -2t cos [o(a, B, Y)] +72) (1421 — drcos® [g(a, B, 1)] +7) (57)
Then, the MS can be calculated by the integral
__sin(B)
M M da / d / (58)
0w = fsow = Ty e

where sin(3) /8% denotes the Haar probability measure (Sturmfels, 2008). Since calculating the integral (58) is quiet challenging,
the integrand is first expanded into a Taylor series

1 dig
g(t.¢(@.B,y) = Zl i (59)
up to a finite order, which is then integrated term by term. This yields the MS
Mo3),Tay = MS0(3),Tay =1 + 11 + 202 438 + 4t + 50 + 7% + 87 + HOT . (60)
The series (60) can subsequently be expressed in rational form
Moiy = Mso3) = 1 (61)

(1-0n(1-2)(1-1)"

which indicates the existence of exactly three primary invariants in degrees one, two, and three. This is fully consistent with
the well-known invariants in the isotropic case. Furthermore, Eq. (61) is also validated by Sharift (2023), who showed that the
number of primary invariants is three less than the number of independent tensor coordinates in the isotropic case.

Remark 11. The maximum order to which the Taylor expansion in Eq. (60) must be carried out can be limited by the result
of Spencer (1961), which states that the highest degree of a fundamental invariant for any number of non-constant 2nd order
symmetric tensors is at most six. Therefore, forming the Taylor series beyond the 6th order is only meaningful if syzygies exist
among the invariants of interest. However, in the isotropic case and only one symmetric second order tensor, only primary
invariants are present and thus no syzygies.
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Information to linear elasticity In contrast to the nonlinear theory, fewer anisotropies can be distinguished for linear elasticity.
This is since quadratic energy densities have to be considered in that case and thus only invariants with polynomial degree two or
less are relevant. Which anisotropies coincide can be inferred directly from the coefficients of the Taylor series in Tab. 5, as
well as from the knowledge of which groups are subgroups of other groups. This is because if an invariant is invariant with
respect to all transformations of a group G, then it is also invariant with respect to all transformations of a subgroup Gy € G. If
the number of fundamental invariants up to a given degree then matches for both groups, it is no longer possible to distinguish
whether Gg,» € G or G is considered from those invariants.

Consider the groups 7~ and O as an example or equivalently speaking the two cubic anisotropies &/j¢ and &/1;. We know that
7~ C O. Thus, every O-invariant is also a 7 -invariant. Furthermore, the first three coefficients of the respective Taylor series
in Tab. 5 read 1, 1 and 3 in both cases. From this it is obvious that the number of fundamental invariants are also equal up to
polynomial degree two. But since the number of fundamental invariants are equal and every O-invariant is also a 7 -invariant,
the fundamental invariants have to be identical up to polynomial degree two or can be chosen identical. Hence, the two cubic
anisotropies /9 and &/ can not be distinguished when only considering invariants up to degree two. It should be noted that
we deliberately did not choose group 7, and group O as examples, since 7}, is not a subgroup of O. However, as also noted in
Remark 1, the invariants for a 2nd order tensor and groups 7~ and 7}, are identical. Therefore, the discussion would fall back to
groups 7~ and O anyway.

By doing this analogously for all anisotropies examined, it first follows that the four anisotropies /s, &9, &1, and &3 are
indistinguishable in linear elasticity. Analogously &/1o and &/1; as well as &/14 and &5 can not be distinguished when only
fundamental invariants up to polynomial degree 2 are considered, respectively. Hence, the 15 considered anisotropies in this work
reduce to 10 anisotropies in linear elasticity (Apel, 2004, Otto et al., 2025). However, regarding the elasticity tensor, &/4 can not
be distinguished from &5 and </ not from /7, respectively. This is because, by rotating the elasticity tensor appropriately, the
characteristic symmetries of the tensor can no longer be distinguished in these cases. Thus, only 8 anisotropies are identifiable in
linear elasticity by looking at the elasticity tensor (Moakher & Norris, 2006).

4.2 Structural tensors and structural functions

Some point groups result in the same anisotropies in hyperelasticity, see Remark 1. Nevertheless, in order to provide an alternative
but equivalent set of invariants in the next section, all groups studied by Xiao (1996a, 1997c, 1998b) and relevant to this work are
taken into account. The definitions of the required structural tensors are listed in Tab. 6, while Tab. 7 provides an overview of the
structural tensors and structural functions used for all considered groups. Furthermore, in Tabs. 8 and 9 the conversions of single
structural tensors (Zheng & Spencer, 1993) to the multiple structural tensors (Xiao, 1996a) are presented. We emphasize that, for
the trigonal and hexagonal crystal systems, the formulas presented in Tab. 8 refer to a specific relative orientation between the
vectors associated with the respective structural tensors.

Table 6: Definitions of structural tensors "P,,, ”P;l, 4A, 3% and *® from Zheng & Spencer (1993) as well as “Dyy,, “D34, 3D3y, Dy, °15,, 31,

and !°I,, from Xiao (1996a, 1997¢). @y - @7 = 65z, a3 Lo =0, 15 - 1 ozT —-1/2andl, - ly = 0y - Ry = 1, where n, denotes the six
five-fold axes of 7j,.

P, = aaz + ara; P, =aia; - aras 3P, = a\P, + axP; P, = P,P, + PP, “Py = P,P, — PP,

Py = PPy —P,'P, Dy =32 _ @ Dyg =33 _E- @l Dy = 32, @l Dy = 33 _, @

6 — X2 4 2 Ty 4;,—20_:1@[10— 3d—20—:| " Blg 3h—zo—:1®0' Gh—zg:]@’a'

6 6 5 8 6 B 10 6 10 4 3 4 E

I, :Z(Tzl ®n 1, 22(7,:1@”(,— I, :Za—:l ®n o, Cs; :Z(TzlaSl()—l(rl()— G):Za-zl ®a

3% = aiaas + aszaaz + aasza; + asaza; +ajazax + aa;as 4C;[ = % Z?r:l (ll3l(,—l(,—lo— + la—ll3la—l(,—)

4A =ajaijaa; —azaza|a; + aazaszaz —aszaszaza; +azaza|a; —aja azas

It should be noted that, in contrast to Xiao (1996a), certain modifications were made to the selected structural tensors and
structural functions for groups 7, 74 and Cj3; to obtain an integrity basis using the table of Boehler (1977), see also Remark 9.
Regarding the icosahedral group 7}, in contrast to Xiao (1997c, 1998b), the isotropic extension functions are formulated solely
based on the 6th order structural tensor.

4.3 Irreducible integrity bases

With the procedure described in Sect. 3.2, all irreducible integrity bases in Tabs. 10 and 11 are computed using the structural
functions listed in Tab. 7. To demonstrate the polynomial completeness and irreducibility of the integrity bases of all groups
belonging to the seven crystal systems, the polynomial relationships to the irreducible integrity bases proposed by Smith (1962)
are provided in E, along with a comparison of the number of invariants at each polynomial degree, allowing application of
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Table 7: Structural tensors and isotropic extension functions of a single tensor C € Lszym of all common anisotropies in hyperelasticity as well
as the icosahedral anisotropy, see Xiao (1996a, 1997¢), Zheng & Spencer (1993). Definitions of the structural tensors are provided in Tab. 6,
while Tabs. 8 and 9 illustrate how the listed multiple structural tensors can be derived from the single structural tensor.

Group/Anisotropy Single structural tensor ~ Multiple structural tensors  Structural functions
Cil Gyl P, +°E-a; E-a1,°E-a, E-a1,°E - a;
Cinl Gs !l ds asazas +°E - aza, a,a a,a;
Con ! Gs | > P, +°E - a3 E - a3,P; ’E - a3, P,
3
Cov 1 Ge ! A3 a3P; + ®as P, a; Py, a;3
Don 1 Gg 1 3 P, - P,
Cril Gyl Ay a3P2+3E-P2 4D4h,32,3E-a3 4D4h:C,3E:C,3E~a3
4 g o 4 3 4 4 23
Can !l G Ay Py +°E - ®a;3 D4y, °E - a3 D4y, : C,°Dyy, : C°,°E - a3
4 > 4 4 4 2
Cav I G131 s a3"Py + ®a3 D4y, a3 D4y, : C,%°Dyy, : C, a3

q

Doal Gro ! Hs asP, ‘Dyp, 3%, aza;z Dy : C,32: C,a3a3
Dan ! G151 s 4P, Dy, azas “Dyy, : C, Dy, : C2,a3a3
, 3
Csi ! Gi7 /1 e a33P3 +3E- ®as 4C3,‘, 3E.- aj 4C§i : C,4C§i : CZ, ’E.- as
, 3
Csy 1 Gig !l 7 3P, + ®as “Dsg, as ‘Diy: C, D3y : C2 a3
Dial Goo ! A7 a33P,3 4D3d,a3a3 4D3d : C,4D3d : Cz,a3a3
C3h / gzl /.dg a3a33P; + 3E . a33P; 3D3h, 3E - as 3])3;, : C, 3])3;1 : Cz, 3E - as
5
Con ! Goz | 3 Ps +3E - ®a3 *Dgy, °E - a3 ®Dgy, :: (CC),%Dgy, :: (C*C?),3E - a3
7
Cov | Gas | Ao 2;°Ps + ®a3 “Dgp, a3 *Dgy, :: (CC),%Dgy, 2 (C2C?) , a3
Dsn | Goa | Ay 3P, D3y, azas 3Dy, : C,3Dsy, - C%aza;3
D6h /QZ7 / dQ 6P6 6D6h, asas 6D5h o (CC) ,6D6h o (CZCZ) ,aszas
Tn ! Gao | <10 ‘A - YA CAA 2
Ta ! Gz !l A ’® - 3%:.C,3xz: ?
On!l Gl dn ‘0 - ‘90:C,*0: C?
3
Coo ! T 12 ®a3+3E-a3a3 a3,3E~a3 a3,3E~a3
Coon | T3 1 12 ’E - a3 - E - a3
Coov I T2 1 13 a; - as
Deoip I Ta 1 13 aszas - asa;
K ! A4 1 _ 1
Iy 1 95 o1, o1, 315, 101, 61, :: (CC), T, :: (CC?)
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Table 8: Calculation of multiple structural tensors from single structural tensors for all groups considered in Tab. 7 except C and Zj,. Relations
between structural tensors of the latter two are presented in Tab. 9. Definitions of all structural tensors are provided in Tab. 6.

V3

1 V3

V3 1 V3

ll =a1,l2=—%a1+7a2 andl3:—§a1—7a2 | Vl] =daj, IZ:Tal—iaz andl3:—7a1—%a2.
Group/Anisotropy ~ Single structural tensor "M Multiple structural tensors
C[/gz/dl M:P'Z+3E-a1 3E-a1:%(M,~j—Mji)eiej 3E~a2:%(Mk,-Mjk—MikMkj)eiej
Cinl Gs 1 o> M = aszazar +*E-aza,  a; = Muxe;  ar = Mye;
Czh/g5/ﬂ2 M=P2+3E-a3 3E-a3=%(Mij—Mji)eiej P2=%(Mi_,~+Mj,-)e,-ej
3
Cov !/ Go !l 3 M = a3P; + ®a;3 Py = (MkkmMpmij — MikiMpmj) eie;  az = Mgie;
Coi 1 Gol M =a;P, +°E- P, Dajp = 555 [4AimAmjArnAn +25 (Aij — Bij) (Aw — Br) | eiejere;

Can !l G 1 4

3
‘M =*P, +°E - Qa3

with Aij = Eiklelj and Bij =Eii (Mjkl + Mkjl)

32 = (Aijk + Ajik + A,'kj) e;ejeg

with Aijk = Mijk - % (Mimanmn - %Mmianln) Mljk
E - a3 = (Mui — Buii) Bujeie;

with By = % (MkmnMomn - %Mmanmon) (Mo1i + Mioi)

4 _ 1

Dyy = 32 [4 (Mijkl + Mjikl + MijmnMnmkl) + MimnoMonijkpqerqpl] e;e;ere|
3 —

E- asz = Mijkkeiej

Cav ! G131 95

Dral Grol s

Dan 1 G151 s

5
M = a34P4 + ®as
M = asP,

4M:4P4

4 _ 1

D4h =3 [8Pijkl +4Pijmnankl + PimnOPonijkpqurqpl] e;e;ere|
with Pijkl = MmmnnoMaijkl - MmmnniMoopijqqrrkMssttl

az = M;jrrie;

4 _ 1

D4h =3 [MmiananokpMopl + MmiannkMuijopl - Mmijmil] e;ejere|
3y _

Y= Ml,-jk + Mjik + Mkji) e;ejey

azaz = ;MiMjyeie;

4 _ 1

Dyy = 32 [SMijkl + 4MijmnMnmkl + MimnoMonijkpqerqpl] ee;ere|

asas = EilkEjmanoquqpoijrstMtsrneiej

Gl Gri!l sV

, 3
‘M = a3°P) +°E - ®a3

4 __3 3 —
C3i =716 (4Mijkl - MijmmEknoMnoppElqqurss) ee;ere] E-a;3= Mijkkeiej

Csv !/ Gig ! 7

D3al Goo !l 7

, 3
M = 3P3 + ®as

/
M = a3’P,

4 _3

D3y = 3 [MjuMixm — MM jgm + (MiuM jnn — MjuiMingn) MiooMmpp | €i€ e
1

az = Mire;

in. . _ 3 1
D3y = 5 (Mjixg — Mijii) eejeve;  azaz = ;MigmMjime;e;

Cinl Gl v
Con ! Gaz ! A Vv

’

M = a3a3°P; +°E-a3°P,

5
M = P + °E - ®a3

3 3 3 1
D3, = —3Mymijceiejer  E-az = g (M;jrimMunkim — MjikimMunkim) €i€

6 _ 3

Do = & (2Lijkimn — Mijkimn — Mjikimn) €i€jexeiemen

: _ 2
with Iijklmn =3 (Iijlklmn + Iikljlmn + Iillkjmn + IimIkljn + Iinlklmj)y
and

1
Titmn = Tthun + Liemdin + Tiendmi Iij = ﬁMiklmnoMjklmno

3 _
E-a3 = M;jrrneie;

Cov /! Gos ! o v

D! Goal Ao v
Den ! Gl Ao ¥V

7 6 ;
M = a3°Pg + Qa3

q

3M — 3P
6M — 6Pg

6 _ 3
Dei, = 35 (lijkimn = Pijkimn) €i€j€xeieme,
: 2
with Iijklmn =3 (Iij]klmn + Iikljlmn + Iil]kjmn + Iimlkljn + Iinlklmj)s

1
Liimn = Txidmn + Landin + Lin Do Iij = 16 (Mpiklmnoijklmno - AiAj)’
Pijkimn = ArMyijiimn — AiAjArAIAmA,  and  A; = Mjjkrui
a3 = M;jrruie;

3 _3 _1
D3y = —3M;jreiejer  asaz = ;Ei EjumMimoMoimeie
6P, _ 3
Do = 35 (Lijkimn = Mijkimn) €i€jereie e,
. 2
with Iijklmn =3 (Iijlklmn + IikIjlmn + Iillkjmn + Iimlkljn + IinIklmj)y

1
Tiimn = Tkt Imn + Tkmdin + Tenlyy - and Iij = ﬁMiklmnoMjklmno

1
asas = (611 - EMiklmnanklmno) e;e;
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Table 9: Calculation of multiple structural tensors from single structural tensors for the groups C and 7, considered in Tab. 7. The definitions

of all structural tensors are listed in Tab. 6.

Group/Anisotropy  Single structural tensor "M Multiple structural tensors

3
Coo ! T H1p 3M=®a3+3E~a3a3 asj =ijiei 3E-a3 = %Mllk (Mijk_Mjik) ee;

In 1 s M = °1,, 81, = 1 [SMabcae Mghijer — MabcaceManijrr| €aepeceaegene;e;

lolh = % [25MabcdefMefghijMijklmn - 4MabcdeeMghklmn

_SMabcdefMghiiefijklmn] €gepece egepere e,y

Proposition 3. For the integrity bases of Co, Coon> Coov> Deor and K, completeness and irreducibility follows directly from the

corresponding MS in Tab. 5.

Table 10: Irreducible integrity bases. G| = °E - as.

Group Irreducible integrity basis

Ci L=tu[C] L=tu[C-CE-a;)’)] L=t[C-CE-a)?] L=t[C-°E-a;-3E-as]
Is=t[C-CE-a;)? - 3E-as] Is=t[C-3E-a;-CE-ay)?]

Cin L=t[C] L=a-C-af h=a-C-an IL=a-C-ay Is=tr[C}] Ig=a;-C*> a>
I =a;- C?.a,

Con L=u[C] hL=tu[C-G]] L=u[C-P] It=u[C-P,-G] [5=tu[C] Is=u[C* Py
I =te[C?- Py - Gy]

Cav, L =u[C] L=u[C-P] L=u[C-P} IL=u[C? Is=u[C? P] Is=u[C* P

Dan b = t[C?]

Coi L =t[C] L=tu[*Dy,:C] L=t[C?] L=CX:C) -(CX:C) Is=tr[C>: G%]
Ie=tr[C-(*Dyy : C)-G] L =u[C] IL=u[C*?-G}-C-G] Il=(L:C)-C-(L:C)
Io=C-(CZ:0)-G-CZ2:C) I1=CG2:0)-C>-(x:0) Ih=C>.(Cx:0)-G,-(x:0

Cup, L=t[C] L=tu[*Dsy,:C] L=tr[C?] I =tr[(*Dsp:C)*] I5=tr[*Dyy, : C?]

Is =tr[C- (*Dyp, : C) - G1] I = tr[C3] Iy = tr[C? - G% -C-G] Iy=tr[C?  (*Dygp : O)]
Lo=t[C? (*Dyy, : C)- Gl I =t[(*Dap : C)?] L1z =[C?- (*Dyp : C?) - Gy

Cay, L=tr[C] L=u[*Dsy,:C] L=tr[C?] L =tr[(®Dsp:C)?] I5=tr[*Dyy:C?] Is=tr[C3?]

Dan I =tw[C?- (‘Dyy 1 O] Iy = u[(‘Dyy : €]

Dra L=t[C] L=u[*Dy,:C] L=t[C?] L=CX:C)-(CX:C) Is=tr[C? aza3]

Ie=t[C}] L=0(3Z:C)-C-(Cx:C) Lk=CX:C)-C*-(3x:0)

Icosahedral system The proof of the polynomial completeness and irreducibility of the integrity basis of Z;, given in Table 11
requires knowledge of the syzygies between the fundamental invariants. Due to their lengthy form, these will be made available

as a separate file in the final publication.

By evaluating the MS of 7, it first follows that the invariants listed in Tab. 11 correspond in number to those expected in the
respective polynomial degrees. However, one additional secondary invariant of polynomial degree 12 still needs to be identified.
When the Taylor series of the MS is expanded up to degree 12, it can be concluded that there must be exactly one, two, and
four syzygies in polynomial degrees 10, 11, and 12, respectively, which are identified using the proposed algorithm described
in Sect. 3.2. Consequently, the missing secondary invariant of polynomial degree 12 must be a product of already existing
secondary invariants. Assuming that /| to I are primary invariants and /7 to I are secondary invariants, then Ig, 192, Igly and
171, represent possible products of secondary invariants in degree 12. These four products appear in all four identified syzygies
of degree 12, respectively, along with several other products which are either linear in the chosen secondary invariants, linear in a
product of secondary invariants with degree less then 12 or consist solely of primary invariants. At this stage, it is essential to
determine whether the products Ig, Ig, Igly and I71;o depend on each other. To investigate this, only the found coefficients of
these products in the four syzygies are of interest. When the coeflicients are arranged into a matrix, it turns out to be singular
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Table 11: Irreducible integrity bases. G; = °E - a3.

Group Irreducible integrity basis

Csi L=u[C] L=u[C-G} L=u[C L=u[*C}:C)? I5=u[C-(*C} :0)]

Ig=tw[C-(*C5,: C)-Gi] L =u[C’] L=u[C?-G]-C-Gi] Iy=u[C* (*C};:C)]
Lo=tr[C-(*C5,: C)?] I =w[C-(*C5;: C)] T =tr[C?- (*C5, : C) - Gy]
I3 =tr[C- (4C§i :0)?-Gy] Iy =tr[C- (4C§i 1 C?) -Gy

Csy I = tr[C] L =a3;-C-a; I; = tl’[Cz] Iy = tl’[(4D3d : C)z] Is=C-ajs- (4D3d :C) - aj Ig = tr[CS]
17 = tl’[C . (4D3d : C)z] 18 = C2 -as - (4D3d : C) - as 19 =C- as - (4D3d : CZ) - as

D34 I = tr[C] I, =tr[C - aza3] I3 = tr[Cz] Iy = tr[(4D3d : C)2] Is =tr[C- azas - (4D3d :0)] I = tI‘[C3]
I =t[C- (*D3q: O Ig=tr[C?-aza3- (*D3q:C)] Iy =tr[C-aza3- (‘D3q: C?)]

Csp I = tr[C] L =tr[C- G%] I = tl’[Cz] Iy = (3D3h :C) - (3D3h :C) Is = tr[CS]

Iﬁztr[C2~G%-C~G1] 172(3D3h2C)-C-(3D3hZC) 13=C~(3D3hZC)-G1-(3D3hZC)
Iy= (D3, :C)-C*-(D3,:C) I1p=C>-(°D3;, : C)- G- (D3, : C) 11 = (PD3;, : €C?) - C- (*D3y : C?)
Iy =C-(D3;, : C?) -Gy - (D3, : C)  L13= (D3, : C?)-C*- (D3, : C*)  L15=C*-(’Dy; : C?) -Gy - (D3, : C?)

Con I =tr[C] L =tr[C- Gz] L =tr[C?] Ijy=tr[®Dgy s (CC)] Is=tr[C}] Ig=tr[C?- Gf -C-Gq]
17 = tr[C (°Dgj, :: (CC))] Iy = r[C- (“Dep :: (CC)) - Gi] Iy = r[C* - (“Dgy, =2 (CC))]

=t[C?- (“Dgp, :: (CC))-G1] 111 = tr[C- (*Dgy 2 (C2C?))] 12 = r[C - (“Dgy, 2 (C2C?)) - Gy]
= tr[C2 - (D :: (C2C?)] [1a = r[C? - (“Dg :: (C2C?)) - Gy ]

Csv> Den I =t[C] L =tu[C-a3za3] L =t[C?] I4=t[Dg,::(CC)] Is=tr[C}] Is=1tr[C-(°Dg :: (CC))]
I; =tr[C*- (°Dgy, :: (CC))] Iy = r[C- ("D, :: (C*C?))] Iy = tr[C* - (°Dgy, :: (C*C))]

Dip I = tl’[C] I, = tl’[C . a3a3] Iz = tr[Cz] Iy = (3D3h : C) . (3D3h : C) Is = tr[C3]

Is= (D3, :C)-C-(°D3;, : C)  I1=(D3,:C)-C*- (D3, : C) Ig=(’D3;, : C?) - C- (°D3y : C?)
=(*D3;, : C?) - C?- (°D3;, : C?)

Tn L=t[C] L=t[C’] L=t[(*A:C)?] L=t[C] Is=tu[*A:C)>] Is=tr[C?-(*A:C)]
L=tu[C-(*A:C)?] L=tu[*A:C)-(*A:CH] Ihy=t[*A:CH?] Ip=tr[C?-(*A: C)?]
Ii=tr[(*PA:C)2-(*A:CY)] In=u[C-(*A:CH?] I3=t[(*A:C)-(*A:C>?] L4 =t[(*A:C?)3]

Ta L=tu[C] L=tu[C}] L=CZ:C)-(C2:C) L=tu[C}] I=CX:C)-C-(3z:0)
Is=C2:0)-(Cz2:C?» 1=0C2:CH-x:C?») L=Cz:0)-C*-(’x:0
Iy=CX:C?».-C-(3z:(C?

Oy, tr[C] L=t[C?] L=u[(*0:0)? L=tu[C I=u[(*0:C)?> I=tu[C? (*0:C)]

17 = tr[(4® C?H?] I=u[C?-(*@:0)} I =t[C-(*0:C??]

Coo» Coon =t[C] L =tr[C- G%] L =t[C?] Iy =tr[C?. G%] Is =tr[C?] I =tr[C?- G% -C-Gq]

Coov =tr[C] L =tr[C-aza3] L =t[C? I3y=tr[C? aza3] I5s=tr[C?]

@ooh

K I = tl’[C] I, = tr[Cz] I3 = tr[C3]

I 11 = tr[C] =tr[C?] L=tr[C’] L =t[C-(I,:CC)] Is=tr[(°I,:: CC)?

=tr[C- (6Ih CO)? I =tr[C%- (°I CC2)] Iy = tr[(°T, = CC)?] I = tr[(°I;, :: CC?)?]
1 =tr[C - (°I :: CC?)?]
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with exactly one eigenvalue of zero, thus revealing a dependency between the four products. By using this coefficient matrix, it
follows that 192 depends on 171}, indicating that the missing secondary invariant is I7/1¢9. Therefore, all invariants predicted by
the MS have been identified. Finally, {I1, I», I3, I4, Is, Is} denotes the set of primary invariants and {17, Is, Ig, 119, I7110} the set
of secondary invariants.

Primary invariants From the calculated MS in Tab. 5, the polynomial degrees of the primary invariants are known. By using
only the information from the MS, a set of primary invariants for C;, Coy, Dap, Cavy Dany Doas Coovs Doon» Ki can be determined
directly from the irreducible integrity basis in Tabs. 10 and 11. For groups Cyp, Con, C and Cwp, the algebraic syzygies between
the fundamental invariants, shown in F, are used in addition to the MS to decide which of the fundamental invariants are primary.
Furthermore, primary invariants of Z;, were already established in the last section in order to show polynomial completeness and
irreducibility of the corresponding irreducible integrity basis in Tab. 11. For the remaining groups, we utilize the syzygies in E
to determine a possible set of primary invariants formulated in the invariants in Tabs. 10 and 11, analogous to the example in
Sect. 3.5. The corresponding primary invariants are presented in Tab. 12.

Table 12: A possible set of primary invariants for every considered group constituted by the proposed fundamental invariants of Tabs. 10 and 11.
For group C3;, we use an abbreviation denoted by Z = % (I + L1y) I — 13—612]5 [(11 + 12)2 + 12—]I§ - I3 - 314].

Group Primary invariants Group Primary invariants

Ci {1, 1o, I3, 14, Is, I} Csn I, b, 13,14, 17,113 + Z}

Cin {I, I, I3, 14, Is, Is} Con {I. I, 13,14, I7, 113 + 31, (111 + 1)}
Con {I, I, 13,14, Is, Is} Covs Dsn {11, 12, 13,14, I, Iy}

Covs Do {11, 12,13, 14, Is, I} Dsp, {I. I, 15,14, I, Io}

&) {11,12,13,14,15,111 +(12—%11)17—(%11 +zl112) 19} Tn {5,131, Iy — Ig, Ig + 21 — $11 14}
Cun {h.b. B, 1 Is, 1y - T2 = 2110} Ta (D I 1+ 305, 1 + I, 17 — Is — $1114}
Cav, Dan {11, I, 13, 14,15, 13} On I, 1o, 13, Is, Iy - 31, 17 - 213}

Daa {I. I, I3, 14, Is, I} Coo» Coon {h. I, I3, 14, Is}

Csi {11, 12, 13, 14, I1o, 114 + 1216} Coovs Do {11, 12, 13,14, 15}

Csv {I, I, 13,14, 17,1y + (I, - I)) Is} K {I, L, 5}

Dsqg {1, Iy, 3,14, 17,19 + (I — I}) I} I {1, I, I3, 14, Is, Is}
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5 Conclusions

In this paper we present a framework for determining polynomially complete and irreducible sets of invariants for all common
anisotropies in hyperelasticity using the concept of structural tensors. Our work covers results for the 11 types of anisotropy that
arise from the classical crystal systems, as well as findings for 4 additional non-crystal anisotropies derived from the cylindrical,
spherical, and icosahedral symmetry systems. The resulting invariants form irreducible integrity bases and are expressed in a
coordinate-free form. This allows for straight-forward differentiation in tensor notation and extraction of the orientation of the
respective anisotropy directly from the structural tensors used.

The article begins by summarizing selected fundamentals of continuum mechanics, such as various measures of deformation,
strain, and stress, as well as basic concepts of constitutive modeling in hyperelasticity. Based on the principle of material
symmetry, the point groups of crystal systems and the most important non-crystal systems relevant to material modeling are listed.
Following this, two important concepts for modeling a scalar elastic potential using invariants are introduced: a coordinate-based
description and a coordinate-free one using structural tensors. Subsequently, it is discussed how polynomially complete sets
of invariants can be determined from the structural tensors using well-known information about isotropic tensor functions.
Polynomial irreducibility is then achieved through the presented analytical-numerical approach for determining polynomial
relations between the invariants. To demonstrate polynomial completeness and irreducibility accordingly, two approaches are
presented: The first uses the information provided by the associated Molien series regarding the number of invariants and the
syzygies between them at each polynomial degree. The second takes advantage of the fact that, for coordinate-based invariants,
irreducible integrity bases are already known for many relevant cases. Next, the proposed approach is carried out in detail
exemplarily for the cases of monoclinic and cubic anisotropy. Finally, irreducible integrity bases formulated with structural
tensors are given for all common anisotropies and the icosahedral anisotropy in hyperelasticity.

The provided invariant sets are of great importance for modeling anisotropic materials via the structural tensor concept using both
classical approaches as well as modern techniques based on machine learning. Thereby, this work is particularly relevant because
it provides, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, irreducible integrity bases using the structural tensor concept for all common
anisotropies in hyperelasticity for the first time. For further studies, the computed integrity can be used for the formulation of
classical material models as well as neural network-based models (Fuhg et al., 2022, Kalina et al., 2024a, Klein et al., 2022,
Linden et al., 2023, Linka et al., 2021, Tac et al., 2022), and analyzed with regard to properties such as polyconvexity (Ball, 1976,
Ebbing, 2010). Furthermore, the provided invariants could be compared with those expressed in coordinate-based form (Smith,
1962, Smith & Rivlin, 1958) in the context of applications. Beyond the purely mechanical case, irreducible integrity bases could
also be computed for coupled field problems, such as magneto-mechanics. Lastly, based on the number of primary invariants
indicated by the Molien series, one may further hypothesize that, for groups of the cylindrical non-crystal system, the number of
primary invariants is one element fewer than the number of independent tensor coordinates of all constitutive variables, though
this remains to be proven.
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A Glossary

Throughout this paper, we use several concepts from algebra. To ease the understanding for readers with an engineering
background, we briefly recapitulate the most important definitions in the following. For further reading, we refer to textbooks on
algebra, e.g., Gallian (2017), Lang (2005).

A.1 Groups and generators

Definition 3 (Group). Let S asetand * : S XS — & a binary operation. The pair (S, %) is called a group if the following
axioms are met:

(Gl) (axb)xc=ax(bxc)Va,b,ceS
(G2) JueS:uxa=axu=avVaecS

(G3) VaeS3da'eS:al'vxa=axa'=u

Remark 12. To strengthen the connection to the Schoenflies notation, calligraphic letters, such as G, are used for all groups
relevant to this work. Moreover, we generally do not explicitly distinguish between algebraic structures such as groups, rings and
vector spaces and their associated sets, as this convention is also common in the literature.

Definition 4 (Generators of a group). Let (G, *) a group. A set Sgen C G is called a generating set of G, if, forevery a € G,
for some n € Z, there exist s1,...,s, such that foralli € {1,...,n}, s; € Sgeq O (sp)~'e Seen and a = 51 % -+ * 5,. The
elements of a generating set Gyen are called group generators. If Sgey is finite, G is called finitely generated.

Definition 5 (Minimal generating set of a group, cf. Harper (2023)). Let G be a finite group and Sge, one possible set of
generators, then S, is said to be a minimal generating set, if no generating set exists with fewer elements than Sgep.

A.2 G-invariant polynomials and integrity bases

Definition 6 (Ring). Let R be aset andlet + : R X R — R and = : R X R — R binary operations. The triple (R, +, %) is called
aring if the following axioms are true:

(R1) (R, +) is a group.
R2) a+b=b+aVa,beR
(R3) ax(bxc)=(axb)*cYa,b,ceR

R4) ax(b+c)=axb+axc and (a+b)xc=axc+b*xcVYa,b,ceR
Definition 7 (Polynomial ring). Let R be the real numbers, n € Z.( as well as x1, . . . x, (formal) variables. We define:

e amonomial M in xy, ..., x, as a formal multiplication of the form:
xptexg with €,...,€, € Zso

The degree of the monomial M is defined as deg(M) := €] + -+ - + €.

* apolynomial P in xy, ..., x, over R as a linear combination of k € Z>y monomials My, ..., My inxy, ..., x,, of the
form:
P=AM+- -+ A4 My with ﬂl,...,/lkER\{O}

The degree of a polynomial P # 0 is defined as deg(P) := max({deg(M), ...,deg(My)}).
* a homogeneous polynomial of degree g € Z5( as a polynomial whose monomials all have the degree g.

e the polynomial ring in xy, ..., X, over R as the ring obtained by the set of all polynomials P in xy,...,x, over R
combined with the standard addition and multiplication. This ring is denoted by R [x1,...,x,].

Using the associative and distributive laws, it can be verified that (R [x1,...,x,],+, -) is indeed a ring fulfilling the axioms of
Def. 6.

Definition 8 (Invariant polynomials (Sturmfels, 2008)). Let G € GL,,(R) be a subgroup of the general linear group, n € Z~
and xy, . .., x, formal variables. The ring of G-invariant polynomials is defined as

Rg [x1,. .., x4] ={IeR[xl,...,xn”Iog=IVgEQ} ,

We refer to the elements of Rg [x1, ..., x,] as G-invariant polynomials, G-invariants or simply invariants.

28



Construction of irreducible integrity basis for anisotropic hyperelasticity via structural tensors A PREPRINT

Again using the associative and distributive laws, it can be verified that Rg [x1,...,x,] € R [xy,...,x,] is a subring, since it is
closed under addition and multiplication and the zero polynomial is an element of Rg [x1, . .., x,], cf. Sturmfels (2008, Sec. 1.3).

Definition 9 (Polynomial completeness, cf. (Sturmfels, 2008)). Letm,n € Zsoand Ig = {I, ..., I} S Rg [x1,...,x,] aset
of G-invariant polynomials. If, for all / € Rg [x1, ..., x,], there is a polynomial f € R[y1,...,y,] suchthat I = f(I1,..., Ln),
i.e., every G-invariant polynomial can be expressed as a polynomial in Iy, . . ., I,;,, the set Zg is termed polynomially complete. A
polynomially complete set I is also referred to as a generating set for the polynomial ring Rg [x1, ..., x,].

Definition 10 (Polynomial irreducibility, cf. (Zheng, 1994)). Let m,n € Z-o and Ig = {I1,..., I} € Rg[x1,...,xs] a
set of G-invariants. If there is no k € {1,...,m} such that it exists a polynomial g € R[y1,..., Y1, Vk+l»---»>Vm] With
Ii=g(h, ..., Ix1, Ix+1, - . ., Im), 1.€., no invariant can be expressed as a polynomial in the other invariants, the set Zg is termed
polynomially irreducible. Its elements are then referred to as polynomial irreducible invariants.

Note that different definitions of polynomial irreducibility are considered in literature, also depending on the specific context. In
particular, polynomials are commonly referred to as irreducible if a nontrivial factorization does not exist, cf. (Froberg, 1998).
Furthermore, in the context of invariants, polynomial irreducibility is frequently defined only with respect to polynomially
complete invariant sets, see Apel (2004), Ebbing (2010). In this case, the two aforementioned definitions become equivalent.
Also note that we generally focus on homogeneous invariant polynomials throughout this work.

Definition 11 (Fundamental invariant (Ebbing, 2010, Sturmfels, 2008)). Let 7g be a polynomially complete and irreducible set
of homogeneous G-invariant polynomials. Its elements are termed fundamental or basic invariants.

Definition 12 (Primary invariant (Sturmfels, 2008)). Letm, p € Z. and Ig C Rg [x, ..., x,] be a polynomially complete and
irreducible set of homogeneous G-invariant polynomials. Furthermore, let g = {I Isevesd ,,} C Ig the largest subset whose
elements are algebraically independent. Algebraically independent means that no syzygies exist in any degree among the elements

of jg i.e., there is no homogeneous polynomial f € R [yl, R y,,] such that f(Iy,...,Ip) = 0. The elements of jg are called
primary invariants.

In short, primary invariants are fundamental invariants that are not only polynomially irreducible but also algebraically
independent. The ring of polynomials in the primary invariants Rg [I Lrewnsd p] C Rg [x1,...,x,] is a subring (Sturmfels,
2008). To establish a link between these two rings, we can exploit their natural vector space structure, as proven in (Sturmfels,
2008). Consider Rg [11, R I,,] as a subspace of Rg [x1,...,x,]. Then, for some g € Z., and homogeneous polynomials
Si,... ,Sq € Rg [xl, - ,xn], it holds

q
Rg [xl,...,xn]:@SiRg [1,....1,] , (62)
i=1

which is also known as Hironaka decomposition.

Definition 13 (Secondary invariant (Sturmfels, 2008)). Let Sy,..., S, € Rg [x1,...,x,] be homogeneous polynomials such
that Eq. (62) holds. These are referred to as secondary invariants.

Definition 14 (Integrity basis (Ebbing, 2010, Smith, 1965, Smith et al., 1963)). A polynomially complete set of invariants is also
called an integrity basis. If the set is also polynomially irreducible, it is referred to as an irreducible integrity basis.

A.3 G-invariant functions and functional basis

Definition 15 (Functional completeness, cf. Xiao (1997a)). Let N be aset, G a group,r € Zsg, @« € {1,...,r}and I, : N - R
suchthat I, 0og=1,Vg e G. Theset{l,..., I }istermed functionally complete if, for all x,y € N, it holds

Io(x)=14(y), ae{l,...,r} & ZdgeG:y=g=x. (63)
Definition 16 (Functional irreducibility, cf. Xiao (1997a)). Let N be a set, G a group, r € Z-g, @ € {1,...,r}and I, : N - R
suchthat/,0g =1,Vg € Gand {I1, ..., I} asetof invariants. Then an invariant /,, in that set is called functionally irreducible,
if there exists x, y € N, such that

Io(x) # 1o(y) and Ig(x) = Ig(y) foreach B # a,1 < B <r. (64)

If all invariants in the set are functionally irreducible, the whole set is denoted functionally irreducible.

Note that other authors, such as Boehler et al. (1994), Desmorat et al. (2019), also introduce the concept of separating functional
basis. Thereby, the set of allowed states for the tensors involved in the invariants is restricted.

Definition 17 (Functional basis, cf. (Xiao, 1997a)). A functionally complete set is also denoted as functional basis. Furthermore,
a functionally complete and functionally irreducible set is called irreducible functional basis.
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Remark 13. From the two definitions of completeness and irreducibility in Defs. 9 and 10 as well as Defs. 15 and 16, respectively,
it is clear that the terms completeness and irreducibility must be understood in the given context. Since this can lead to
misunderstandings, we make a strict distinction between polynomial completeness or functional completeness and polynomial
irreducibility or functional irreducibility. In the definitions of integrity basis and functional basis, the specific context is clear from
the respective definitions for completeness and irreducibility, which is why irreducible integrity basis and irreducible functional
basis can be understood as polynomial irreducible integrity basis and functionally irreducible functional basis, respectively.

B Invariant basis of Boehler

The following Tab. 13 is taken from Boehler (1977) and allows constructing a functional basis for an arbitrary number of 1st
order as well as symmetric and antisymmetric 2nd order tensors. Although originally developed for the isotropic case, this result
can also be applied to various anisotropies through the structural tensor concept, as discussed in Sects. 2.4.2 and 3.1.

Table 13: Isotropic invariants for any tuple Ho 3y = (v1,..,Va, A1, .., Ap, Wi, .., W) witha, b, c € Z3,v4 € Ll Ap € Lszym and W, € Lszkw

from the original article by Boehler (1977). A functional basis is obtained by constructing all invariants from all unordered combinations of
one, two, three, and four variables of Hp(3).

Variables Isotropic invariants \ Variables Isotropic invariants

A tr(A), tr(A?), tr(A3) AW,y Av- Wy, A2y Wy, A W.p-W2.yp

w tr(W?) Wi, Wa, v Wiv-Waev, Wiep - Woov, Wi-v-W3-p

y vy W,vi, v, vi-W-vyy, v1~W£-v2

A, A tr(Aq - Ap), tI’(A% -Ap), tr(Ay - A%), AL, AW tr(Ay - Ay - W), tr(Af -Ar - W), tr(Ay - A% - W),
tr(A? - A2) tr(A; - W2- A, - W)

AW tr(A - sz), tr(A% - W2), A, W, W, tr(A - W -Wy), tr(A- W% - W»),
tr(A?- W2 A - W) tr(A - W, - W3)

A v v-A-v, v-AZ.p A, Ay A -v-Ay-y

Wi, W, tr(W; - W5) A, v, vy vi-A-vy, v1-A2-v2

W,V V'W2~V A],Az,V],Vz A]'V]'AQ-VZ—A1~V2-A2-V1

Vi, V) Vi-V) A, W, v, vy Avi-W-vy—A-vy - W-py

A1, Az, A3 tr(A - Az - Az) Wi, Wo,vi,vy Wiev - Woewy =Wyv - Waepy

Wi, W, W3 tr(W; - W, - W)

C Algebraic dependency between invariants of Boehler

Using an example, we demonstrate that the invariants of Boehler (1977) are not algebraically independent, see Remark 3. For

two symmetric, non-constant tensors A € Lszym and B € Lszym, Boehler (1977) derives the ten invariants

I =tr[A], L =t[B], L =t[A%], I, = tr[B?], Is = tr[A-B], Is = tr[A%], I = tr[B?],

, (65)
Ig = tr[A® - B], Iy = tr[A -B?] and I;o = tr[A% - B?]

which are invariant with respect to all transformations Q € O(3). By calculating the MS
Mray.03) = 1+ 26 + 617 + 1463 + 29 + 561° + 106¢° + 18417 + 31415 + 5167 + 822¢'0 + 12761'! + 194412 + HOT  (66)

for this case, it follows that the invariants in Eq. (65) form an irreducible integrity basis and satisfy a single syzygy of degree
twelve. In rational form, the MS is given by

L+ +18

(1-0)2(1-12)3(1-13)*" ©7)

Mo3) =
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which implies that the invariant /1y of degree four must be secondary. In zero form, the syzygy is expressed as

0= —43215, + I3, [216 1713 — 3241714 — 64811 Lo Is + 864111y — 3241315 + 864 LIy + 5401314 + 10812] + Lo =361} 13 + 1081} 1314 = 721} 13
+ 216131315 — 28813 131y — 36013 L IsIs + 43213 1o + 1081715 1y — 28817 I3 Is — 32412 13 131y — 32417 312 + 43213 [ Iy Is + 86417 1 I51o
+ 216171315 + 10817 1412 + 12171715 — 6481312 — 36011 I3 I3 15 + 43211 I3 I3 1o + 86411 I3 Is1s + 64811 I 131415 — 7211 I Ig 17 — 10801, I I3 1o
= 64811 I3 141y — 1211 31517 + T211 I716 — 21611 L1515 — 721515 + 43215 I3 Iy + 216151314 + 1083 312 + 7215161y — 6481513 + 1201517
~64811 131415 — 216115151 — T2 1slslg — 2161517 — 108151412 — 216131715 + 2161312 — 216141619 + 2161417 + 216151617 — 216151519 |
+ 13 14415 — 14416] + IZ [9011 13 — 126115 — 28813 I Is — 10813 1315 + 43217 Lo I + 10817 314 — 1441, I3 16 + 28811 1416 + S41313
—216L1515 + 2881516 — SAI Ly + 10817 | + Iy [24115 = T2 31y + 121 1 I + 361515 — 1441} I3 15 + 25211 L1415 — 361} IsI; = 721 11
+ 2160 B Ig + 2161 B3Iy + 2161 512 — 1213 L1317 — 36013 L 1yls — 121 315 — T2 12 = 2413 1516 + 21617 I 1315 + 7211 15 Is I
— 64811 3 Isly — 43217 L I3 1uIs + 961 LIl + 21611 I3 Is Iy — 14411 [ 16 + 21617 4 IsIs + 721 I3 15 — 3601, 15 I3 Iy + 1441, 13 156
= 2160 31314 + 4321 31} + 361 L1317 + 64811 I I3 1 ls — 14411 L1y Is1 + 1081 121 — 7211 131715 — 216111407 — 28811 IsIsly — 1213 1315
+21613 131515 — 216131216 + 10815 1415 — 121 3117 — T2h1ulls — 36131517 + T2I12 16 + 721412 16 + 216161715 |
+ 13 [14415 — 1441 ] + I (901715 — 10817 1315 — 14417 17 + 541315 — 28811 I3 Is + 28811 Isl; — 1261515 + 10815 1314 + 288121517 — 54151 |
+1Ig [2411 5 = 121V 31y - 2411 317 + 1211 15 — 1441 315 + 2161 3 Iy Is + 1441 L IsI; = 121 I Is = 1213 515 + 21611 13 1314 + 21617 3 12
+ 20 B 11 - 2161 LI IE — 21613217 + 1211 [ I + 25211 I I3 1s — T211 I3 Islg — 43211 I3 I3 s 1s + 9611 131617 — 1441 L I3 1sI; + 3611 1136
+ 1081 31315 — 7211 Indo Iy + 361315 — 361515l — T2 1314 — 12131315 — 144151317 + 21615 1uls16 + 108 1315 — 288151617 + 12131417
+721312 1 — 3613151
+ B [-21° + 181115 = 161 Is — 421315 + 7211 I316 + 613 = 3612 | + I7 [ 1207 Isls — 121} L3 1s = 241 12 + 161 316 + 481 13 1315
T2 B1ls + 48112 = 2417 515 — 14413 515l + 7211 L15 1y — T2I LI IE + 9617 I4lsl — 9611 I I3 1416 + 24011 I 1216 + 3611 131415
+241313 = 1612 + 9613 31516 — 3611314 + 121 1417 — 1215141516 — 4813 16
+ 2 [-208 + 180314 — 21313 + 6L} | + I6 [-241 317 + 24113 + 481315 1u1s — 121 I 1314 — 241 I3 12 + T2L [ 305 — T20 I3 1403 — 361, 1315
+120 315 — 1213 I3 1415 + 48113 + 36 L 11715 |
—A8ELL + 12 [SULLS — 901 31y + 271115 — 9017 I5 15 + 21611 [ 1314 — SAIT LG + 271515 — SAL 151, + 271505 | + Is [—181 15 + 6017 13 14
=S4L LI + 606 15 = 2161 I3 1314 + 1801 L1517 — SAL 515 + 1801 [ 1314 — 1621 L1317
+ I [-318 + 91 27115 + 2705 | + I (121005 — 451 1515 + 541515 = 271515 | + 1y [-9I°15 + 3911 I 15 — ASIT 1315 + 9113 |
=355 + 126115 - 9IS

+21015
(68)
Pennisi & Trovato (1987) evaluated the invariants /; to Ijg for two different states,
o o0 O o1 2
State 1: [A] =[A]=(0 -1 O) and [B]=[Bi]=(1 O O)
0o 0 -1 2 00
. 69
0 0 0 0 0 V3 ©9)
State 2: [A] = [A2] =0 -1 O) and [B]=[B:]=|0 0 V2
0 0 -l V3 V2 0

The values of the invariants are identical for both states, except for /;g. When the invariants in Eq. (68) are evaluated for the
states (69) excluding Iy, the cubic equation

0 = —43213 + 1080017, — 8251219 + 196560 (70)

results. This equation has exactly three solutions Iy € {5,7, 13}, where I1o(A1,B1) = 5 and I19(A;, B,) = 7 are two solutions
obtained by Pennisi & Trovato (1987). Consequently, the invariants of Boehler (1977) are not algebraically independent.

D Invariant sets of Smith in coordinate-based form

Several references are made to the invariants introduced by Smith (1962), who provided irreducible integrity bases for the
anisotropies arising from the seven crystal systems in hyperelasticity. The invariants in coordinate-dependent form given in the
Tabs. 14 to 20 below are directly taken from the original article.
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Table 14: Irreducible integrity bases of a symmetric second order tensor for the triclinic system proposed by Smith (1962). The orientation of
the invariants of C; and C; is defined by the generator 1.

Point group Irreducible integrity basis

Ci.. G Ki=Ch Ky=Cpn K3=Cz3 K4=Cp3 Ks=Ci3 Kg=Cp2

Table 15: Irreducible integrity bases of a symmetric second order tensor for the monoclinic system proposed by Smith (1962). The orientation
of the invariants of C, Cyj and Cyy, is defined by the generator Q7.

Point group Irreducible integrity basis

G2, Cins Con Ki=Cn Ky=Cn K3=C Ki=Cy Ks=Ch

K = C?

b Li=CnCs

E Polynomial relations between the structural tensor-based invariants and the invariants by Smith

To demonstrate completeness and irreducibility of the integrity bases presented in Tabs. 10 and 11, we apply Propositions 1 and
3. Accordingly, the polynomial relations between the invariants in Tabs. 10 and 11 and those introduced by Smith (1962) are
provided in Tabs. 21 to 38, while Tab. 39 lists the number of invariants by polynomial degree for our and Smith’s invariants. For
reference, Smith’s invariants are also given in D.

32



Construction of irreducible integrity basis for anisotropic hyperelasticity via structural tensors A PREPRINT

Table 16: Irreducible integrity bases of a symmetric second order tensor for the rhombic system proposed by Smith (1962). The orientation of
the invariants of D,, Cy, and D», is defined by the generators Q7 and Q.

Point group Irreducible integrity basis

D3, Cov, Dop Ki=Ci Ky=Cn K3j=Cy Ky=C3 Ks=Cl Ke=C}, Li=CppCisCn

Table 17: Irreducible integrity bases of a symmetric second order tensor for the tetragonal system proposed by Smith (1962) The orientation of

the invariants of C4, C; and Cyy, is defined by the generator Qz and of Dy, Cuy, Drg and Dy, by the generators Qz and QF.

Point group Irreducible integrity basis

C4, Cai, Can, D, Ki=Ciu+Cn K =CuCn K;=Cyn Ki=CL+C3  Ks=CLCy  Ke=Cf,
Cav, Drg, Dan L1 =CpCi13Cs Ly = C11C§3 + C22C123

Cs, Cai, Can Ly =Cpp(Ci1—Cn) Li=Cp2 (C123 - C%;) Ls = C13C3 (C11 — C2)

L¢ = C13Cxs3 (Clzz - C%)

Table 18: Irreducible integrity bases of a symmetric second order tensor for the trigonal systems proposed by Smith (1962). The orientation of
2

27 2
the invariants of C3 and Cy; is defined by the generator Q,° and of D3, Cs,,, D34 by the generators Q,° and QF.

Point group Irreducible integrity basis
C.CiDy,  Ki=Ci+Cn Ka=CiCn-Cl  Ky=Ci((Cr+3C)*-12Ch)  Ky=Cxn
Gvs D3a

Ks=C%+C%  Kg=Cn (C§3 - 30123) Ly = (Ciy = C) Ca3 +2C15Ci3
Ly = C)1CY + CnC3, +2C1C13C3 Ly = Co3 ((Cll +Cn)* —4(C2, - Clzz)) +8C11C12C3

Gs. Gy Ly=(Ci1 —Cn)Ci3-2C1nCos  Ls=3(C11 —Cn)*Cip—4C},  Le=Ci3 (C123 - 3C§3)

L7 =Ci3 ((CII +Cp)* -4(C2,-C? )) —-8C11C12Co3  Lg = (C11 = C2) C13C3 + Ci2 (Cé —C123)

Table 19: Irreducible integrity bases of a symmetric second order tensor for the hexagonal systems proposed by Smith (1962) The orientation

of the invariants of Cs, C3;, and Cgy, is defined by the generator Qz and of Dg, Cey, D31, and Dgy, by the generators Qz and QF.

Point group Irreducible integrity basis

Cs. C3n» Con- Do, Ki=Cri+Cn  Ky=CiCn-Ci, Ki3=Cy ((cu +3Cp)* - 120122) Ky=Ch+C3
Cov, D3n, Don 2 [ ,\2 R 5
Ks=Cyy  Ko=Ch(C}-3C%)  Li=CiuCl+CnCl-205C1Cr
Ly = Cyy (Cfy +3C% ) +20nC}, (Cl +3CE) - 8C12CH 0

Lz = C123 ((C]] + C22)2 -4 (C222 - Clzz)) -2Cyy ((C]l +3Cx) (C123 + C223) - 4C|2C]3C23)

Cs> Csn» Con Ly=Cn2 (C123 - C§3) +(Cn—C11) C13C3 Ls =3C1p (Ciy — Cn)* - 4C3,

Le = C13C23 (3 (c3- c2) —4Clz3c§3)

L) = Ci3Cas ((cn +Cn)? -4 (C, - c,22)) +4C1 Cia (cg3 - c,23)

2
Ls = Ciy ((cf3 + 0223) +4C2, (cf3 - c223)) —4C3,Co3 (C1y - Cn)
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Table 20: Irreducible integrity bases of a symmetric second order tensor for the cubic systems proposed by Smith (1962). The orientation of the
2 s s
invariants of 7~ and 7, is defined by the generators Qk3 and Q7 and of O, 74 and Oj, by the generators Q;” and Q; . [k] =1/ V3(-1,-1,-1)T7.

Point group  Irreducible integrity basis

T Tn, O, Ki=Cii+Cn+Cis Ky =CiiCn+CnC33+CiCiy K3 =CiiCnCiyy Ky =Cyy+ClL +Chy
Ta, O
d> On Ks = CHCl + CLChH + ChCh Ko=CinCiCy Ly = Cyy (Ch+ Ch) + Cn (Ch + CB) + Cxa (€3, + €3

Ly = C11CHLCE + CnChLCh + C3CHCl, Lz = C1CnCss + CC33Cry + C1C1iCx

T, T Ly=Cii (G} =€) + Cn (Ch - €34 + € (B - €3y)
Ls = C11C (C11 — C22) + C2C33 (Co2 — C33) + C33C11 (C33 — Ciy)
Le = C3Cly (C223 - C123) + ChCh (C123 - Clzz) +Ch0, (Clzz - C§3)
Ly = C1iCan (Ch = C) + CnnCxa (€, - €y ) + iy (Cy - €3y
Ly = C5,Cy (Cxa = C11) + CHCY, (C33 — Cp) + CHC5, (Cry — C3i)

Table 21: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 10 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group C;. [a;] = (0,0,1)T and
[a2] = (1,0,0)7.

Ki=L+1 Ky=-Ii—-1,-1; Kis=0L+1 Ky =-1I5 Ks =14 K¢ = -I¢

I]=K3+K2+K1 I, = -K, — K; I3=—K3—K2 I4=K5 15=—K4 I6=—K()

Table 22: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 10 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group Cis. [a3] = (1,0,0)7,
[a1] = (0,1,0)T and [a,] = (0,0,1)7.

Ki=-L-L+1; Ky=D Ki=DI Ky=1y Ks=5L-I;-13 2K¢=-2I7+1Is-2DL13-205+2113+2I1L, -1}
Li=1Is— Ll - DLl

L=K3+Ky+Ki ©L=K, 5L=Ky Ii=Ks Is=2Ke+2Ks+2K;+K;+K;+K} Is=L1+K3Ks+KrK,y
Iy =Ks + K7 + K3

Table 23: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 10 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group Co,. [a3] = (1,0,0)7,
[a;] = (0,1,0)" and [a,] = (0,0,1)7.

Ki=h+I1, 2Ky=I3-1, 2Ks=-L—-1, 2Ky=1y 8Ks=—-4lg+2ls—1;—13-4hl3—313 411, -2I}
8Ke =416 +2Is — I7 — I3 + 413 = 313 — 41,1, - 217 2Ly = I; + b4

L=Ks+Ky+K, L =-K3—-Ky DL=-Ki+Ky I;=2Ky Is=2Ke+2Ks+2K;+K;+K5+K}
Is=Ks—Ks—K?+K; Iy =2L; +2K3K4 + 2K2Ky

Table 24: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 10 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of groups Cz, and Ds;,. [a;] = (0,0,1)7
and [a»] = (1,0,0)7.

2Ky =Ii-1, Ky=-L+I1 2Ks=Ii+DL 2Ki=-ls+Is+ 14— 15— LI +2L1 - 1]
4Ks =4lg - 204 + I3 - I3 — AL I + 217 2Kg=—Ig—Is+ Iy — I3 + I3 + 21115 — I}
121y = 2I; = 9131 + 61314 — 313 = 3D 15 + 31313 + 61116 — 61, 14 + 121,15 — 121715 + 413

L=Ks+Ky+Ki L =Ki-K L=K3+K I4=2Ks+2Ks+2Ks+K;+K;+K] Is=-Ke+Ky+K;—K}
Is = Ko +2Ks + K4 + K3 + K} I; = 6Ly + 3K3Ks + 3K3Ky + K3 + 3KKe + 3K, K4 + K3 + 3K K¢ + 3K K5 + K}

34



Construction of irreducible integrity basis for anisotropic hyperelasticity via structural tensors A PREPRINT

Table 25: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 10 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group Cy. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
[a1] = (1.0,0)" and [a5] = (0.1,0)".

Ki=h 4Ky=1L-2L+413-4LL+2IF Ky=-L+1, Ky=Is+L-13+2LL -1}
192Ks = — 48015 I, + 1281} + 6541713 — 2881715 + 3017 Iy — 3121715 — 38411 I3 + 5401, 15 — 5111 I 14 + 5761, 15 — 811 I
—6111o + 12111 + 8415 — 2341315 + 211314 — 2401515 + 121117 — 3519 + 16813 — 361514 + 3601515 — 361415 + 19212
4Kg = —Als + Iy — 4Lz + 413 — 811 I, + 417 96Ly = 3l + 417 + 3114 — 61213 + 1213 — 31114 — 241, I3 + 18131, — AL}
16L; = =417 + Iy — 16115 + 14 — 10513 + 413 + 1611 Is — I} Iy + 161113 = 241 I3 + 30171, - 1213 L3 = I,
12Ly = Lo +4ly  12Ls =I,0—8ly  48L¢ = 6115 — 12Isls — 121316 — 3111 + 121215 + 12121 — 211 11o — 811 Is — 241, Lo I + 12171

L=Ki+K ©L=K  I3=2Ke+2Ks-2K,+K3+K} I,=4Kc+4Ks Is=-2Ks—Ky4+2K,—K?
Is=L3 Iy =-3Ly+6L; +3K3Ky + K3 + 3K Ke + 3K Ky - 3K\ Ky + K} Iy =—Ls+Ly

Io =41, +24L, + 4K3K¢ Ip=4Ls+ 8Ly I = 16Ks5 + 16K4K¢ — 4K, K4 + 16K3L, +4K§K6 +4K Ly + 16K, L,
I =8Lg+2K4L3s +4K3L4 + 4K L5 + 6K L4

Table 26: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 10 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group C4. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
[@1] = (1,0,0)" and [a2] = (0,1,0)".

Ki=l, 2Ky=-L+I3 Ki=-L+I, Ki=-Is+L-D1+2I1L -1}
68Ks = — 341y, — 1212 + 3412 + 241415 — 1217 — 341315 — 121314 + 1715 + 6811y — 121315 — 161314 — 281313
+ 2815 — 6811 oI5 — 2411 LIy + 6811 oIy — S611 15 + 3417 Is + 12171y — 341315 + 961713 — 6813 1 + 171}
2Kg=2Is—Is— I3+ 13 =201, + I} 6Ly = =3Ig + Iy = 3115 + 3L 14 + 3013 = 313 + 31115 = 311 I3 + 61,3 — 6131, + 213
2Ly = 2o +2Dh1y+ LIs -2 +2L1I; -1},  Ly=1ls Ly=lo+Ig—hls Ls=1Io—hls Ls=1s-2hlig—hLIg+1ls

L=K3+K hL=K I3=2Ke+2Ks-2Kr+K;+K] I4=-2K)+K] Is=2Ke+Ks-2K,+K} Is=Ls

Iy = =3Ly + 6Ly +3K3Ky + K3 + 3K Ko + 3K Ky - 3K\ Ky + K} Iy=—Ls+Ls Iy =—Ly+K Ks +K Ky —3K K, + K7
Iio=Ls+KiLy 1) = —2Ks+ L3 +2K; + 2K4Ke + K7 — 2K2 Ky + 2K3 — 2K 1 Ly + K{Ke + 2K{ K4 — 4K K> + K}

Iy = Lo + KiLs + KLy + K7 L3

Table 27: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 10 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of groups Cy4, and Dyy,. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
[ai] = (1,0,0)" and [a;] = (0,1,0)7.

Ki=hL 2Ky=-I4+13 Ki=-h+I1, Ki=-Is+L—-1+21L-1I}

4Ks = =203 + 21 = 21315 + I3 + 4107 — 21514 — 21515 + 213 — 41, Lo Is + 41, 13 — AL I3 + 21315 — 21715 + 61715 — 41, + I}
2Kg=2Is—Is— I3+ I3 =211, + I} 6Ly = =317 + I = 3115 + 3114 + 3003 = 313 + 31115 = 31 I3 + 61,3 — 6131, + 213
2Ly = =217 + 2Dl + L1z =213 + 21113 — I3 1,

I =Ks+K, ©L=K  I3=2Ke+2K4—2K)+K}+K} I =-2Ky+K} Is=2Kg+Ky—-2K,+K}
Is = =3Ly + 6L; + 3K3K4 + K3 + 3K\ K¢ + 3K 1Ky — 3K Ky + K} Iy = =Ly + K1 K¢ + K1 Ky — 3K\ K> + K3
Iy = —2Ks + 2K? + 2K4K¢ + K — 4K)Ke — 2K, Ky + 2K3 — 2K\ Ly + 2K} Ke + 2K 7Ky — 4K?K, + K
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Table 28: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 10 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group Dy4. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
[@:] = (1,0,0)T and [a,] = (0,1,0)7.
Ki=I 4Ky=1I4-213+40 -4L1L+217 Ki=-L+11 Ky=Is—13+2L L -1}
192Ks = — 361415 + 121 + 19212 = 241315 — 3117 + 121116 — 2401315 + 211314 + 61315 + 8415 — 61, 1; — 8111 + 57611 I I
=511y = 3611 115 = 3841113 — 3121315 + 3017 Iy + 2417 I3 + 6541313 — 48013 1> + 1281}
4Kg = —4ls + I + 413 = 8111, + 47 96Ly =317 + 4l + 31214 — 6113 + 1213 — 31114 — 241,13 + 18131, — AL}
16L; = Iy — 4l — 16115 + L1y + 6113 + 413 + 161,15 — I} 15 — 241, I3 + 3011, — 121}

I=Ks+K, ©L=K  I3=2Ks+2Ks—-2K) +K;+K; 1, =4Ks+4Ks Is=K4+K;
Is = =3Ly + 6L1 + 3K3K4 + K3 + 3K Ko + 3K 1Ky = 3K\ Ky + K I = 4Ly + 24L) + 4K3K,
Ig = 16Ks5 + 16K4Kq —4Kr K4 + 16K3L1 + 4K§K6 +4K Ly + 16K, Ly

Table 29: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 11 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group C3;. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
(1] = (1.0.0)7. [£:] = (~1/2, \/5/2,0)T and [13] = (~1/2,~V3/2. o)T.

Ky =-I, 36K,=-32I4+9I; 9K3 =64l +32L14— 1813 -32I11; Ks=DL+1

36Ks = =324 + 1813 — 2713 = 361 1, — 1817 3Kg = —8114 —8L1ls 3L, =8l

36Ly = 1217 + 641214 — 181,13 + 1813 + 321114 — 181,13 + 271113 + 18131, + 617 3L3 = 16115 — 241216 — 161,15

3Ly =4Is 9Ls =64I;3 3Lg =4I +4LIs 3Ly =-8ly—4LIs+811Is Lg=-Ig

L =Ks+K, L=-Ki I13=2Ks-2K,+K;+K} 32I4=-36K,+9K} 4Is=3Lsy 8I5=3L,

Iy = 3Ly +3K4Ks + K - 3K | Kr + K} Ig=—-Lg  8lg = -3L7+6K4Ly+9K Ly 64110 = 9K3 — 36K4K» — 12K K + 9K[ Ky

45 =3Lg +3K Ly 16115 =3L3 + 6K4L; —3K L, 64I;3=9Ls 8I14 = —3Ke + 3K, L,

Table 30: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 11 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group Cs,. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
(1] = (1,0,0)7, [L] = (-1/2, \/3/2,0)T and [I3] = (—1/2, —V3/2, o)T.
Ki=-L+1 36K, =8I4+95 - 1811, +9I]  9K3 = 1617 — 161,14 — 1813 + 81,14 + 541,15 — 5417 I, + 1813
Ky=1, 36Ks=8I4+1813—2713 + 1811, -9}  3Ke = —4lg —4DIs + 41115 3L, = 4lIs
36Ly = 1216 — 161214 — 181513 + 1813 + 81114 — 271113 + 18171, —= 313 3Ly = 813 — 121,15 + 41,15
L=Ks+K DL=Ki I3=2Ks-2Ky+K;+K} 8I4=36K,—9K? 4I5=3L; Is=3Ly+3KiKs5+K; -3K K>+ K}
1617 = 9K3 + 36K4Ky — 36K 1Ky — 9K? Ky — 9K 8Iy =3L3 +6K4Ly —3K(Ly 4l = —3Ke + 3K L,

Table 31: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 11 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group Ds34. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
[1] = (1,0,0)7, [1a] = (~1/2,¥3/2,0) " and [15] = (~1/2,-V3/2,0) .
Ki=-hL+1 36K, =8I4+92 18111 +9I7  9K3 = 161; — 161,14 — 1813 + 81,14 + 541,13 = 54171, + 181} Ky =1,
36Ks = 814 + 1813 = 2713 + 18111, =9I} 3K =4Iy + 4215 41115 3Ly = —4Is
36Ly = 1216 — 161214 — 18115 + 1813 + 81114 — 271113 + 18171, = 313 3L3 = —8Ig + 121,15 — 41115
I =Ks+K, ©L=K, I3=2Ks-2K)+K;+K] 8I;=36K,-9K] 4Is=-3Ly Is=3Ly+3K4Ks+K] -3K K, +K;}
1617 = 9K3 + 36K4K, — 36K Ky — 9K?K4 —9K]  8Iy = —=3L3 — 6K4Ly + 3K Ly 4l = 3Ks — 3K, L,
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Table 32: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 11 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group Csj,. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
[1] = (1,0.0)7, [1s] = (~1/2, \/§/2,0)T and [15] = (~1/2,-V3/2, o)T.
Ki=-L 36Ky=-16I,+9I3 9K3=16I7+32L1, - 181;  36K4 = —16I4 + 1813 - 2713 = 36111, - 18I}  Ks=L+1,
46656Ks = — 409613 + 82944113 + 92161317 — 51841314 + 24883212111 + 1382411415 + 155521, 1315 + 24883213 1o — 483841517
— 72576151315 + 29161515 + 8294413 I; — 10108815 Is + 3758415 Is + 379081, I3 — 510315 + 2073611 I, 1314
— 233281 b 1; — 311041 I3 15 + 1283041, I3 15 — 921617 5 + 1036817 I31s — 1555217 I 1s + 1036817 1514 + 4082417 15 1
— 29161715 = 345601; L1y + 311041, I, I5 — 272161 I; — 51841114 — 126361115 — 77761, I
36Ly = =125 — 161214 + 913 — 161,14 + 181,13 + 91, I3 — 61}
648Ly = — 2161515 + 1152111 + 1921415 + 2304121y — 2561117 — 86411514 + 11521317 — 1081515 + 86413 Is + 48615 I — 40515
+ 2561115 = 57611 314 + 32411 5 + 43211 oI5 + 14401 I3 14 + 32411 I3 15 — 89111 I3 + 21617 s + 144017 Lo 14
— 64817 15 — 8101713 + 38413 Iy — 4321 Iy = 2161 5 + 2161 I, + 10813
36L3 = —6419 + 321314 — 641,17 — 24115 — 801314 — 181315 + 4515 — 9611 o1y + 361, I I3 + 541113 — 321714 + 181213 — 12131,
Ly=1Is 9Ls=—16I3
44775L¢ = — 79600114 + 34561517 + 11521515 — 307214110 — 23880012112 — 768121415 + 1728151415 — 864151515 — 23880013119
— 791681515 + 153611 IsIs — 172811 I35 + 8641, I3 Is + 86417 I Is + 57613 I
9L7 = 16110 + 16115 + 1811 18Lg = 32115 — 161416 + 181316 + 6412110 + 321215 — 271316 — 361 116 — 1817
I =Ks+K, L=-K I3=2K;-2K,+KZ+K} 16l4=-36K,+9K] Is=-3L; +3KsKy+K3 +3K K4 -3K K»+K;
Io=Ls 161; =9K3—72K\K, 1613 =—-9Ls 1619 = -9L3 — 36K,K4 + 36K? — 18K L, + 9K K3 — 81K?K,
161, = 9L7 — 9K Ls + 18K Ly 161y = 9L, — 18K4L; — 18K L3 — 36K | K2 Ky — 54K7 Ly + 9K K3 — 72K K>
16112 = 9Lg — 18K4L4 + 18K L7 — 9K7Ls + 36K} L4
16113 = =9K,K7 + 9Ke + 27K Ly — 72K\ K4 Ly + 36K KoLy — 27K7 L3 — 90K KoKy + 36K7K3 — 72K Ly + 9K; K3 — 81K} K>
272114 = — 153L¢ + 126L1 Ls + 126K3 Ly + 252K> L7 + 459K Lg — 63K K4Ls — 918K KaLs — 252K KoL + 396K L7
—153K;Ls + 729K} L4
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Table 33: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 11 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group Cs,. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
(1] = (1.0.0)7. [£:] = (~1/2, \/3/2,0)T and [13] = (~1/2,-V3/2. o)T.

Ki=-L 12Ky =-81,+9I3 3K3=16I; +36L1;-27I; 12Ky = -84+ 63 —313 - 1211, -6} Ks=L+1,
3456K6 = — 563213 + 18432113 — 11521315 — 25921514 — 194413 + 552961111 + 552961319 + 213121517 + 1296015 1314

+ 145801312 + 1843213 17 — 3693615 11 — 3645015 I5 + 3815115 + 230411 I I3 + 1036811 L1514 + 1166411 I, 13

~ 2592011 1314 — 5832011 I3 15 + 729001, I + 11521313 + 518417 1314 + 58321713 — 2332817131, — 5248817 1315

+ 9477017 Iy — 103681; I 14 — 233281 15 + 7138721 I3 — 25921} 1y — 583211 I3 + 379081 I5 + 116641 I, + 19441}
121 = —41s — 81,14 + 913 — 81,14 + 61,13 + 91, I; - 21}
288L, = — 1281415 + 153611 — 2881515 + 3072121y — 1921213 — 288151514 + 3241113 + 1536131, + 7201315 + 10081314 — 972131

+40513 — 2561117 — 38411 I3 1y + 43211 I3 + 57611 I 15 + 230411 131y — 17281, I3 15 + 3241, Iy + 28817 I5 + 144017 1> 14
— 15121 b 15 + 9721315 + 512131y = 5761 15 + 100815 I3 + 61211 1 + 14413

18L3 = =961y + 1617 + 361314 — 961517 — 361515 — 1621514 + 8113 — 1441, o1y + 5411 L I3 + 811, I3 — 361714 — 18171
Ly=1Is 3Ls= 16l
9159L¢ = — 126721515 + 48848114 + 380161617 + S068814110 + 1465441115 + 1267211415 — 542641 1416 + 95041 3 I

— 549541, 131 + 10852815 1o + 3459213 Is — 2747713 16 — 253441, I4 15 + 190081 I35 + 95041, I3 Iy

+ 1099081, I316 — 950417 I Is + 5495417 I, 16 — 63361 Iy
3Ly = 16119 — 16113 + 1811 6Lg = =32113 + 8141 + 181316 — 6412110 — 321313 + 271316 — 36111216 — 181716
I=Ks+K, ©L=-KI3=2K;-2K)+K;+K} 8I4=-12Ky+9K{ Is=-3L;+3KsKs+K: +3K K4 -3K K, +K;}
Ig=Ly 3217 = 6K3 — 108K K, + 27K?  16I5 = 3Ls
321y = —6L3 — 36K, K4 + 48K7 — 36K | Ly + 6K K3 + 27K} Ky — 144K7K> + 27K} 16119 = =3L7 + 3K, Ls — 18K L4
32111 = =36K4L1 + 6L, + 48K> Ly — 12K L3 + 27K\ K? — 144K K, Ky + 144K K3 — 72K} L + 6K K3 + 54K Ky — 180K3 K, + 27K
1611, = —3Lg + 18Ky Ly — 24K, Ly — 6K L7 + 3K?Ls
32113 = — 108K K] + 6Kg + 27K, + 144K5K4 — 96K5 + 18K Ly — 108K K4Ly + 144K K>Ly — 18K L3 + 81K 7K}

- 324K{K>K4 + 288K K35 — 108K; Ly + 6K K3 + 81K K4 — 216K K, + 27K?

272114 = —42L|Ls + 51Lg — 42K3L4 — 84K, L7 — 153K Lg + 21K K4 Ls + 306K K4 Ly + 84K Ky Ly — 132K L7 + 51K Ls — 243K} Ly

Table 34: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 11 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group 7. [a;] = (1,0,0)7,
[a>] = (0,1,0)T and [a3] = (0,0,1)7.

Ki=1 4Ky =15 -2L+2I} 36K3;=-8Ig+1Is+ 121, +8113- 18,1, +6I] 4K4=1;

36Ks =3Iy — 31 + 4111 — 2I1Is = I?13  36Ke = I+ Is— )13 12L; =2Is—Is+ 1,13

T2Ly =3 = I3l + 61 — I3Is — 21314 + 4L Is + 15 — 61 Iy + 121117 + 1112 = I1 13 = 201316 + I3 1s + 11 13
144L3 = —12I3 + 4817 + 913 — 181113 — 5611 I + 41115 + 2617 13

I =K DL=2K;-2K)+K} I3=4K4; I,=3Ly+6Kc+3K3-3KK)+K; Is=—4L, +24Ks+4K K,
16:4Ll+]2K6 ]7=4L3+4K5—4K2K4+4K1L1+I6K1K6 [8:4L3+]6K5—4K2K4—4K1L1+16K1K6+4K12K4
Io =121y + 8K4Kg + 4K4K3 + 4K, L) + 24K>Kg — 4K L3 + 8K K5 + 8K12K6
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Table 35: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 11 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group Dsj,. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
(1] = (1.0.0)7, [1a] = (~1/2,¥3/2,0) " and [15] = (~1/2,-V3/2,0) .
Ki=-L+1 36Ky =-16I4+9I3 — 18111, + 91}  9K3 = 161 + 321,14 — 1813 — 321114 + 541, I3 — 5471, + 1813
36Ky = —1614 + 1813 = 2713 + 181y[, =9I} Ks =1,
46656Ks = — 409613 + 829441y + 92161517 — 51841314 + 2488321515 + 138241 1415 + 155521, 1315 + 2488321517 — 483841513
— 72576151315 + 29161515 + 8294413 I — 10108815 I5 + 3758415 Is + 379081 I5 — 510315 — 2488321, Iy
— 138241 1415 — 155521 1315 — 4976641, [, I; + 967681, L I; + 16588811 1515 — 2916011 I 13 — 24883211 116
+ 27216011 1315 — 1503361, 1314 — 2332811 I3 15 + 306181, 15 + 24883217 1; — 5T6001717 — 8294413 [314 + 2624413 13
+ 24883217 I I — 25660811 Lo Is + 23587217 I3 14 — 11664017 I3 15 — 1946117 Iy — 8294413 I + 855361 Is
~ 20563213 I 15 + 18273613 oI5 + 8650813 I3 + 773281} 1y — 806761} I — 250291 13 — 218701 1> + 143371°
36L, = —12I5s — 161214 + 913 + 181113 — 181,13 + 91?1, — 613
648Ly = — 2161515 + 115215 + 1921415 + 23041217 — 2561113 — 864151514 + 1152131 — 1081315 + 8641314 + 48615 I — 40515
— 23041117 + 5121117 + 28811 I3 14 + 3241, I3 — 23041, L1 + 6481, oI5 — 115211 I3 14 — 11341 1315 + 11341, 15
+ 1152071 — 3241115 + 115217 Lo 1y + 16217 15 — 12961713 — 48013 Iy + 541 Iy + 91817 I3 — 243111,
36L3 = — 6417 + 321314 — 641216 — 241215 — 801314 — 181315 + 4515 + 641116 + 2411 Is + 641, o1y + 7211 I, 15 — 1261113 — 161314
—SAL L + 1261315 — 661 I, + 211}

L=Ks+K, ©L=Ks [I3=2K,—-2K)+KZ+K] 16l =-36K,+9K] Is=-3L;+3KsKy+K3+3K Ky -3K K, + K]
1616 = 9K3 — 72K \K, 1617 = =9L3 — 36K, K4 + 36K; — 18K | L| + 9K K3 — 81K?K,

161 = 9L, — 18K4 L1 — 18K L3 — 36K 1 K2 Ky — 54K7Ly + 9K?K3 — 72K K>

1619 = —9K, K7 + 9Ke + 27K Ly — 72K K4 Ly + 36K KoLy — 27K7 L3 — 90K KoKy + 36K7K5 — 72K Ly + 9K K3 — 81K K,

Table 36: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 11 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group Op,. [a;] = (1,0,0)7,
[a2] = (0,1,0)T and [a3] = (0,0,1)7.

Ki=1l 2Ky=-Ii+1} 6K3=2Is-3L11i+1; 2Ky=-L+1, 12Ks=12I3—-6l7—6L13+315 - 8115 +6I;15 - I}
6Kg=-3Ig+2Is+1y Ly=1I5—1Is

12Ly = —61316 + 1219 + 41315 — 61516 — 21215 — 12111 — 61117 + 61, 13 + 311 I3 + 12171 + 21715 = 41} I3 =45 L + I

12L3 = =121y + 313 + 3L I3 + 121116 + 41115 — 91} 15 — 3171, + 21}

L=K DL =2K4-2Ky+K} I3=-2Ky+K? I34=3Ly+6Ke+3Ks—3K Kr+K’}

Is =3K3 -3K\K, + K} I =Ly +3Ks -3K Ky + K} I; = =2L3 — 2Ks + 2K] — 2K, Ky + 2K3 + 2K\ Ly + 4K, K3 — 4K{K) + K}
Iy = —L3 — K2K4 + 2K3 + K| Ly + 4K K3 — 4K7K> + K}

Io == 2K>Ly + Ly + K4Ly + 4K4K3 — SK2K3 — 2K Ly — K1 K5 — 2K KoKy + SK1K; + 2K7L1 + 5KiK3 — SK;Ka + K3
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Table 37: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 11 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of groups Cs, and Dgy,. [a3] = (0,0,1)7,
] = (1,0,0)7, [Io] = (—1/2,\/5/2,0)T-and [15] = (_1/2,-;v3/2,o)T.
Ki=-hL+1 12Ky =-814+91; - 181\, + 917 3K3 = 1615 + 361214 — 2713 — 361,14 + 811,13 — 81171, + 2713
12Ky = =814 + 613 =313 — 611, + 317 Ks=1,
3456K = — 56321 + 184321y — 11521315 — 25921314 — 194413 + 55296115 + 552961 17 + 21312151 + 12960151514
+ 145801312 + 1843215 Is — 3693615 14 — 3645015 I5 + 3815115 — 552961 Iy — 1105921, I 17 — 403201, L, I}
~ 1555211 b 131y — 174961, I 15 — 5529611 1316 + 1218241, I3 14 + 8748011 I3 15 — 1560061, I3 + 5529613 1; + 201601312
+ TTT61F 31y + 8T48IF 13 + 5529617 [ Is — 16718417 1314 — 9622817 I3 15 + 3025351715 — 1843213 I + 1062721 I I
+ 524881 I3 — 33922815 I3 — 2656811 Is — 131221} Iy + 2281771} I; — 8602217 I + 143371°
121 = —41s — 81114 + 913 + 61,13 — 181,15 + 9171, - 21}
288L, = — 1281415 + 153615 — 2881515 + 30721217 — 1921213 — 288151514 + 3241115 + 1536131 + 7201315 + 10081514 — 9721315
+40515 - 307211 I; — 6411 I3 — 9611 I3 14 + 1081, I3 — 30721 I 1g — 8641 I Is — 7201, 1314 + 11881, 1315 — 17011, I3
+ 15361716 + 43217 Is — 14417 1y — 97217 LIy + 37261715 + 36815 Iy + 18013 I — 401413 I3 + 2241111, - 51313
18L3 = — 9617 + 1615 + 361314 — 961116 — 361215 — 1621514 + 8115 + 9611 Is + 3611 Is + 1801, L1y + 5411 I 15 — 243113 — 541114
—SAIT + 243115 - 991 I + 181}
I=Ks+K, ©L=Ks I3=2K4-2K)+K:+K] 8I,=-12K;+9K] Is=-3L;+3KsKy+ K +3K Ky —3K K + K}
32l = 6K3 — 108K K> + 27K} 32I7 = —6L3 — 36K, Ky + 48K3 — 36K L + 6K K3 + 27K Ky — 144K} K, + 27K}
3213 = — 36K4L1 + 6Ly + 48K2 Ly — 12K L3 + 27K K3 — 144K 1KoKy + 144K, K3 = T2K3 L1 + 6K K3 + 54K K4
- 180K; K> + 27K;
321y = — 108K,K] + 6Kg + 27K; + 144K5Ky — 96K; + 18K Ly — 108K K4Ly + 144K KoLy — 18K7 L3 + 81K7K}
—324K7K>Ky + 288K7K35 — 108K; L1 + 6K; K3 + 81K/ K4 — 216K K> + 27K?

Table 38: Polynomial relations between invariants of Tab. 4 or Tab. 11 and those proposed by Smith (1962) of group 75,. [a;] = (1,0,0)7,
[a2] = (0,1,0)T and [a3] = (0,0,1)7.

Ki=1, 6Ky=-I3+2I} 54K3=—-61;-I113+2; 6Ky=-I3+3L -1}

108Ks = =36110 — 181y + 61213 + 913 + 241 I3 + 241,17 — 141315 — 617 1, + I} 54Kg = =9Iy — 617 + 914 + 81113 — 91, I + 213

9L, =3Ig+3l; - 4L + 3L, - I}

324Ly = — 108112 — 181315 — 121317 + 18121 + 181217 + 10811 119 + 1811 1o + 1611 I3 — 601, I I3 + 911 I3 + 181315 — 3013 1
+855L -6 L+1;

108L3 = 36110 + 313 — 1513 + 121113 — 12111 = 51313 + 6131, = 21} 3Ly =3l +1s  3Ls=—Is

648L¢s = —2161clg + 216114 + 9lgl; — 7515y — 241517 + 391311 — 43211113 + 14111 1316 + 320, 1315 + 288171, — 6413 Is

3Ly = I+ Ils+I1Is  18Lg = 6113 — I31s — 3116 — I Is — 8111y + I3 16 + 31315

=K I5,=2K4-2Ky+K? I3=-6Ky+2K} I, =3L+6Ks+3K3s-3K\Ky+K; Is=-3Ls Is=Ls+L4

Iy =-9K3 + K1K, Iy = 3Ly +9K3 - 2K K4 — 1K K, + 2K

Iy = —6L3 — 6Ks + 2K? + 2K, K4 + 2K3 + 6K Ly + 12K, K3 — 4K? Ky — 8K2K, + 2K}

Iig = 3L3 — 5K2Ky4 + 2K? — K{ Ly — 6K K3 + 2K?Ky Iy = —3L7 — 2K Ls + K| L4

Iip = =3Ly + K4Ly + 2K, Ly +3KyK3 + 2K L3 — K1 Ks — 2K K> K4 — 3K 1K3 — K7 K3 + KK,

I3 =3Lg + KyLy — KoLs — 2K2 Ly — 4K L7 — K7 Ls + 2K} Ly

15114 = — 22K K4Ls + 45L¢ + 33L L5 + 45L Ly + 45K3L5 + 36K3L4 + 21K, L7 + 90K, Lg — 45K K> L5 — 79K K> L,
—67K7Ly +45K; Ly
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F Syzygies between proposed fundamental invariants

Some syzygies, relevant to this work, between the fundamental invariants of Tabs. 10 and 11 in higher polynomial degrees are
presented below. These allow for a distinction between primary and secondary invariants.

Table 40: Syzygies between the fundamental invariants of Tabs. 10 and 11.

Group Syzygy

LI == Ish + 213 + 21; = 2131 + [[1s — 4131416 — 21317 + I31s + 21315 — 4L 1uls + 2L 1317 + 2L 15 - 2115 + 21517
2515 - 2L il + 2L I + 20015 = 2L b1y + 2L LI + 2L B I5 + I — IS
41V = =415 + 1615 + 1612 + 41715 — Iy + 41315 — 21315 — I3 + 32L 1417 + 32316 + 121515 + 10551 + 101515 — 91,
+ 161 L1s — 81 LI — 8L b I5 — 241115 + 81115 — 41115 — 41715 — 281315 — 1613 1

Cin

Con

218 = = 3611415 + 3617 + 412 + 3613 + 90L17 + 121314 + 1813 — 2451515 — 18131514 — 91313 + 121315 — 2411 1415
Coos Coon =241 315 = T2L L I5 — 10811 131y — 361 L 15 + 4811 315 — SAIT I — 1217 31y — 181715 + 4811 L Is + SALL 15 14
+ 180 B + 16115 + 121 b1y + 241 b 15 — 12115 + 24111y + 61115 = 211113 — 1211
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