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It is supposed that a region within an isotropic elastic solid undergoes a spontaneous change
of form which, if the surrounding material were absent, would be some prescribed homogeneous
deformation. Because of the presence of the surrounding material stresses will be present both
inside and outside the region. The resulting elastic field may be found very simply with the
help of a sequence of imaginary cutting, straining and welding operations. In particular, if the
region is an ellipsoid the strain inside it is uniform and may be expressed in terms of tabu-
lated elliptic integrals. In this case a further problem may be solved. An ellipsoidal region
in an infinite medium has elastic constants different from those of the rest of the material;
how does the presence of this inhomogeneity disturb an applied stress-field uniform at large
distances ? It is shown that to answer several questions of physical or engineering interest it
is necessary to know only the relatively simple elastic field inside the ellipsoid.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the physics of solids a number of problems present themselves in which the uni-
formity of an elastic medium is disturbed by a region within it which has changed its
form or which has elastic constants differing from those of the remainder. Some of
these problems may be solved for a region of arbitrary shape. Others are intractable
unless the region is some form of ellipsoid. Fortunately, the general ellipsoid is
versatile enough to cover a wide variety of particular cases. It is the object of this
paper to develop a simple method of solving these problems.

When a twin forms inside a crystal the material is left in a state of internal
stress, since the natural change of shape of the twinned region is restrained by its
surroundings. A similar state of strain arises if a region within the crystal alters its
unconstrained form because of thermal expansion, martensitic transformation, pre-
cipitation of a new phase with a different unit cell, or for some other reason. These
examples suggest the following general problem in the theory of elasticity.

The transformation problem

A region (the ‘inclusion’) in an infinite homogeneous isotropic elastic medium
undergoes a change of shape and size which, but for the constraint imposed by its
surroundings (the ‘matrix’), would be an arbitrary homogeneous strain. What is the
elastic state of inclusion and matrix ?

We shall solve this problem with the help of a simple set of imaginary cutting,
straining and welding operations. Cut round the region which is to transform and
remove it from the matrix. Allow the unconstrained transformation to take place.
Apply surface tractions chosen so as to restore the region to its original form, put it
back in the hole in the matrix and rejoin the material across the cut. The stressis now
zero in the matrix and has a known constant value in the inclusion. The applied
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surface tractions have become built in as a layer of body force spread over the inter-
face between matrix and inclusion. To complete the solution this unwanted layer is
removed by applying an equal and opposite layer of body force; the additional
elastic field thus introduced is found by integration from the expression for the
elastic field of a point force.

So far nothing has been assumed about the shape of the inclusion. However, we
shall find that if it is an ellipsoid the stress within the inclusion is uniform. This fact
enables us to use the solution of the transformation problem as a convenient
stepping-stone in solving a second set of elastic problems. Superimpose on the whole
solid a uniform stress which just annuls the stress in the inclusion. The removal of
the unstressed inclusion to leave a hole with a stress-free surface is then a mere
formality, and we have solved the problem of the perturbation of a uniform stress
field by an ellipsoidal cavity. More generally, suppose that the uniform applied stress
does not annul the stress in the inclusion. Then the stress and strain in the inclusion
are not related by the Hooke law of the material, since part of the strain arises from
a non-elastic twinning or other transformation with which no stress is associated. The
stress and strain are, however, related by the Hooke law of some hypothetical
material, and the transformed ellipsoid may be replaced by an ellipsoid of the hypo-
thetical material which has suffered the same total strain, but purely elastically. We
have thus solved the following problem.

The inhomogeneity problem

An ellipsoidal region in a solid has elastic constants differing from those of the
remainder (if, in particular, the constants are zero within the ellipsoid we have the
case of a cavity). How is an applied stress, uniform at large distances, disturbed by
this inhomogeneity ?

The strain in the inclusion or inhomogeneity may be found explicitly in terms of
tabulated elliptic integrals. The elastic field at large distances is also easy to deter-
mine. The field at intermediate points is more complex, but for many purposes we
do not need to know it. In fact, knowing only the uniform strain inside the ellipsoid
we can find the following items of physical or engineering interest:

(1) The elastic field far from an inclusion.

(ii) All the stress and strain components at a point immediately outside the
inclusion.

(iii) The total strain energy in matrix and inclusion.

(iv) The interaction energy of the elastic field of the inclusion with another elastic
field.

(v) The elastic field far from an inhomogeneity.

(vi) All the stress and strain components at a point immediately outside the
inhomogeneity. (This solves the problem of stress concentration.)

(vii) The interaction energy of the inhomogeneity with an elastic field.

(viii) The change in the gross elastic constants of a material when a dilute dis-
persion of ellipsoidal inhomogeneities is introduced into it.

Problems (i) to (iv) can also be solved for an inclusion of arbitrary shape, (i) and
(iv) trivially, (ii) and (iii) if we can evaluate the necessary integrals. They differ, of
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course, from the problems considered by Nabarro (1940) and Kréner (1954) in which
the inclusion breaks away from the matrix. Problems (v) to (viii) can only be solved
for the ellipsoid. They each have an analogue in the theory of slow viscous flow.

Many particular cases of these problems have been discussed. Robinson (1951)
gives references to earlier work; see also Shapiro (1947), Sternberg, Eubanks &
Sadowsky (1951). Apart from some increase in generality (we consider shear trans-
formations and the disturbance of an arbitrary shear stress by an ellipsoidal inhomo-
geneity) our treatment is, perhaps, rather simpler and more direct than the orthodox
method. Nowhere do we have to introduce ellipsoidal co-ordinates, search for suit-
able stress functions or match stress and displacement at an interface. Indeed, we
do not even use the equations of elastic equilibrium explicitly except in certain of
the applications (i) to (viii).

2. THE GENERAL INCLUSION

We employ the usual suffix notation. A repeated suffix is summed over the
values 1, 2, 3 and suffixes preceded by a comma denote differentiation:

Uy = 0Ug[0%;, P g, = 0°¢[0w; Oy
The elastic displacement u,;, strain e;; and stress p;; are related by
ey = 35+ u5,), (2-1)
Dij = Ay 05+ 218, (2-2)
in an isotropic medium with Lamé constants A, . When a particular set of elastic
functions are distinguished by an affix (e.g. uf, ef, p), it is to be understood that

they are related by (2-1) and (2-2). It is often convenient to split a second-order
tensor f;; into its scalar and so-called deviatoric parts:

; Jii = T+ 510
where J=fmwm and 'fy; = fi;— 5[0
Thus, for example, (2-2) may be written

P =3ke, 'py=2n'e; (k=2A+3u), (2:3)
and the inversion
e=p[3k, ey ="pyl2n
is immediate, whereas to find e;; in terms of p,; from (2-2) is more difficult. For two
tensors fy;, 9;; we also have the convenientrelation f;;9;; = 4 fg+f;;'9,;; there are no
cross-terms between the scalar and deviatoric parts. The elastic energy density is
thus 1 e — 1 €2+2 ’e ,8 )_}_(i 2 l’ ! 2.4
v = (K Wi i) = 5 0P +’2; Pyy 1%')- (2-4)
Following Robinson (1951) we shall give thename ‘stress-free strain’ to the uniform
transformation strain e’ which the inclusion would undergo in the absence of the
matrix. The main problem is to find the ‘ constrained strain’ ef in the inclusion when
it transforms while it is embedded in the matrix and also the strain set up in the
matrix, which we shall also call ef}. Let S be the surface separating matrix and
inclusion, n, its outward normal and dS; = n, dS the product of the normal and an
element of S. We now carry out the steps outlined in the Introduction.
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I. Remove the inclusion and allow it to undergo the stress-free strain ef; without

altering its elastic constants. Let

P = A8+ 2pel;
be the stress derived from ef; by Hooke’s law. At this stage the stress in the inclusion
and matrix is zero.

II. Apply surface tractions —pZn; to the inclusion. This brings it back to the
shape and size it had before transformation. Put it back in the matrix and reweld
across 8. The surface forces have now become a layer of body force spread over S.

IIT. Let these body forces relax, or, what comes to the same thing, apply a further
distribution + pZn; over 8. The body is now free of external force but in a state of
self-stress because of the transformation of the inclusion.

Since the displacement at r due to a point-force F; at r’ is (Love 1927)

.1 F 1 o2 ) _
U"(r—r)"Zﬁlr—r’]_1677,LL(1—0)Fl8w,8ijr_r E (2:5)
the displacement impressed on the material in stage III is
ug(r) = f SR, (2-6)

where o is Poisson’s ratio. It will be convenient to take the state of the material at
the conclusion of stage IT as a state of zero displacement. This is reasonable, since the
stress and strain in the matrix are then zero and the inclusion, though not stress-free,
has just the geometrical form which it had before the transformation occurred.
u§ is then the actual displacement in the matrix and inclusion. The strain in matrix
or inclusion is ef = H(ul; +ug,).
The stress in the matrix is derived from ef; by Hooke’s law:
PG = AeC8;; + 2uel;.

On the other hand, the inclusion had a stress — p7 even before stage ITI, so that the

¢ e
stress in it is Pl = pG—p% = N —eT) 8+ 2p(ef — ek, (2:7)
where, according to our general convention, p; is the stress derived by Hooke’s law
from the strain e} in the inclusion.

By using Gauss’s theorem and the equivalence of 9/0x; and — 0/0x; when acting on
|r—r’]|, (2:7) may be made to read
1

1
¥ = Tomu(r = o) PheV i g, PPt (2:8)

-Q

U

dv
where ::f i—— and =f r—r'|dv
¢ plr—r'] v v | |
are the ordinary Newtonian potential and the biharmonic potential of attracting
matter of unit density filling the volume ¥V bounded by S. Evidently
vy = 24 (29)

— 87 inside S,
and Vi = 2V2¢ = {
0 outside S.

25 Vol. 241. A.
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Generally we must know both i and ¢. However, if we are interested only in the
dilatation in the material, it is enough to know ¢:

1—-20 7
—mpik¢,m- (2-10)

Again, if ef; is a pure dilatation 4e”d;;, then

1 140
eC=—"— "7 T,
v =

aresult due to Crum (Nabarro 1940). In this case the dilatationise” (1 + ¢)/3(1 —o)in
the inclusion and zero in the matrix. Thus, for example, with o = 1, the constraint of
the matrix reduces the free expansion of the inclusion by a factor 2.

The second derivatives of a potential function satisfying V2U = —47p undergo
a jump AU ;; = —4mApn,;n; on crossing a surface (with normal n;) across which the
density jumps by Ap (Poincaré 189g). (Thisis perhaps more familiar in the form: the
jump in attraction across a double layer is equal to its moment. In our problem
— ¢ ;is the potential of a double layer over § with unit moment directed along the
x; axis and ¢ ,; is the corresponding force.) This gives for ¢ the expression

45 (out) — @ ;5 (in) = darn;m; (2:11)

for the difference at adjacent points just inside and outside S. Applying the same
argument in turn to y ;;, which is the potential derived from the density —2¢ ,;/4m,
we have .
Vi (OUb) = 5 (in) = Sarm;mymymy. (2-12)
From (2-11), (2-12) and (2-8) we can find the stresses and strains just outside the
inclusion from their values at an adjacent point just inside without having to solve
the exterior problem at all. We easily find that

1140 ,

e (out) = eo(ln)—~1_ el — =

1-20,
T
‘elnn;
o "

1,
T 1,7 1o,
o G T T Ty T Ty Cige T

and ‘e (out) = ‘e (in) + i

1—-20 1140

+m e]k 3 k(? gmeT(ninl——%é‘u). (213)

The C quantities are related by (2:2) and so are the T’ quantities. Thus either or both
sides of these equations may be expressed in terms of stress without trouble. This
solves problem (ii).

We can find a convenient alternative form for %{ by noting that (2-5) may be

written as
F;

[r—r]
Inserting this in (2-6) and using Gauss’s theorem to convert to a volume integral we
find

16mu(l —o)U; =

[(3 40) 874 +- ( i x;) (xi"

SE !}ﬂ]. (2-14)

ug(x) = 16”;2515—;) 2fijk( 877(?16—0')[ 2.%10(1) (2-15)
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where r and 1 = (I,,1,,1;) are the length and direction of the line drawn from the
volume element dv to the point of observation x and

Jise = (1= 20) (85l + 8. l;) — 8yl + 3L L 1y, (2-16)
i = (1= 20) (85l + 8. by — O3 1y) + 3L, L g (2-17)
For points x remote from the inclusion we may take everything except dv outside the
sign of integration to obtain
uf(x) = Vp;’l;cfijk/]-6ﬂﬂ(1 —o)r? = Ve;iq;cgijk/SW(l —o)r?, (2-18)
where r and 1 are now the distance and direction of x from the inclusion. This solves
problem (i).
The strain energy density in the inclusion is pZ; e}, where ef; is the strain derived
from pf; by Hooke’s law. By (2:7) the elastic energy in the inclusion is thus

1
Ef el —ek) do. (2-19)
v

The elastic energy in the matrix is

1 1 1
—§f phugdS; = “Qf phufdS; = —§f e dv. (2-20)
S S vV

The first member exhibits it as the work done in setting up the elastic field by
applying suitable forces to the surface S; the sign is correct if the normal points from
inclusion to matrix. The second follows because displacement and normal traction
are continuous across §. The third follows from Gauss’s theorem, the equilibrium
equation pf; ; = 0 and the symmetry condition p; = p%;. The total strain energy in
matrix and inclusion is thus

1
E, = —épr{]-e%dv. (2-21)

In the special case where e, is a uniform expansion we have at once from (2-10) and
(2:21) Eq = 2u(eT)2V(140)/9(1—0), whatever be the shape of the cavity, as
pointed out by Crum (Nabarro 1940).

The interaction energy of the elastic field u{ with another field # is (Eshelby
1951, 1956)
By, = fz (P — pijud) dS; (2-22)

taken over any surface X' enclosing the inclusion. Let us take X to be a surface just
outside S. Once again, since u{ and the normal stress are continuous across 3, (2-22)
can be converted into an integral over a surface just inside S, and hence intoa volume
integral over the inclusion:

Bui = | @hed-rhef)av.
The second term in the integrand is equal to — pfef, so that

By = ~fypg;ef,-dv = —prge;r’,’-dv = -Lpgug"ds,.. (2-23)

25-2
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This solves problem (iv). The same result is reached by evaluating (2-22) over a large
sphere using the remote field (2-18). It is fortunate that we need only eZ and not eg;.
In fact the last member of (2-23) has formally the appearance of being the work done
against the external field in ‘blowing up’ the inclusion (regarded as rigid) to a final
shape specified by ef. It is perhaps not obvious that this should be so, since the
inclusion isnot rigid and its final shape is described by a displacement «$ which may
be quite complicated (e.g. it produces a barrel or pincushion distortion of the cubical
inclusion which Cochardt, Schoek & Wiedersich (1955) consider). If we regard the
inclusion as capable of moving through the matrix, as in the elastic model of a sub-

titutional atom,
° By = — 0B, [0, (2-24)

is the ‘force’ on the inclusion, where §; is a vector specifying its position.
Let E;,,,, be the change of internal energy when the inclusion transforms in the
absence of the matrix. Consider the sum

K= Etrans. + Eel. + Ein’c.'

Give their adiabatic values to A, 4, x and suppose that the constrained transforma-
tion occurs without any heat flow. Then £ can be interpreted indifferently as the
enthalpy change of the inclusion, the enthalpy change of the body (inclusion plus
matrix) or the change of internal energy, of the body and loading mechanism
regarded as a single thermodynamic system. There is a similar interpretation for an
isothermal process if we read ‘Helmholtz free energy’ for ‘internal energy’ and
‘Gibbs free energy’ for ‘enthalpy’ and give A, p, k their isothermal values.

Since problems (v) to (viii) can only be solved for an ellipsoid their discussion is
deferred to § 4.

As a simple example of the use of (2-18), suppose that we need the field at large
distances from a dislocation loop of area 4 in the x, x, plane with its Burgers vector
along the positive z; axis. We have to insert a sheet of material of area 4 and thick-
ness b. One way to do this is to cut out a disk of area A and height %, give it a per-
manent strain el = b/h to increase its height by b and then force it back into the
cavity. In(2-18)wehave toput V = Ah, ef; = b/h and theother % equal to zero. Thus

u; = DA §;55/87m(1 — o) 2.

Suppose next that the Burgers vector lies in the plane of the loop and, say, along
the x; axis. We now give the disk a permanent shearef; = 1b/h, which gives its
upper and lower surfaces a relative offset b, and re-insert it in the matrix. In the
limit A->0 we have a displacement discontinuity b across the loop. Putting
V = Ah,ely = ef; = §b/h and the other e zero in (2-18) we get

u; = bAGya/4m(1—0)r?, (2-25)

reproducing a result of Nabarro’s (1951). It is perhaps not quite clear that the
restraint of the matrix will not reduce the offset to something less than b. Actually
this is not true in the limit 2 — 0. But we can see that (2-25) is correct by inserting
Vely = $Ab in (2-23); this gives K, = —bApii, which is the correct interaction
energy for such a loop (Nabarro 1952). Indeed by the same argument we can find the
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remote field of an arbitrary loop of area A, normal n; and Burgers vector b,. The
interaction energy is —b;psin; A for any pjj. Equation (2-23) then shows that
Vel = §(b;n;+b;n;) and (2-18) gives

w; = Ab;1y g /8m(1 — o) 2.

There is, in fact, a more general connexion with dislocation theory. The stress-free
strain in the inclusion may always be imagined to be (or may actually be) the result
of plastic deformation. A set of dislocation loops (with equal Burgers vectors)
expanding from zero size on a close set of equally-spaced planes will give a shear if
their Burgers vectors lie in the planes, or an extension perpendicular to the planes
if their Burgers vectors are at right angles to the planes. (In the latter case their
movement is non-conservative.) If the deformation occurs in the absence of the
matrix these loops will, so to speak, disappear into free space. But if the inclusion is
embedded in the matrix the dislocations will lodge in the surface § separating matrix
from inclusion. § then becomes the discontinuity surface of a Somigliana (1914,
1915) dislocation. In this generalized type of dislocation there is a variable discon-
tinuity d, of displacement across 8. Inour model, d;makes itself felt through the gaps
and interpenetrations of matter which we should find if we tried to re-insert the
transformed inclusion into the hole in the matrix without pulling it back to its
original shape. It is easy to see that d; has the value }ef;x; at a point ; of S and
hence to verify, after some manipulation, that our expression for u{ agrees with
Somigliana’s.

3. THE ELLIPSOIDAL INCLUSION

In discussing the elastic field inside an inclusion it is convenient to redefine the [, in
(2-16), (2+17) to be the direction cosines of a line drawn from the point of observation
X = (%, %y, &3) = (2,y,2) to the volume element dv. This involves changing the sign of
the integralsin (2-15). Let us first integrate over an elementary cone dw(1) centred on
the direction 1 = (I, 1,,1;) = (I, m,n) with its vertex at x. It gives a contribution

r(1)dow to fdv/rz. Thus

(1= o)) = ~f | r)do(l) g, (3:1)

which gives the displacement at x in terms of an angular integration over the polar
diagram r = r(I, m, n) of the surface § as viewed from x.

More briefly we could go directly from (2-6) to (3-1) by writing r—1 = 1V2rin (2-14)
applying Stokes’s theorem in the form

f w...j,ldsj =f w, ;48
s s

and noting that do = n;r, dS/r3.
For the ellipsoid
X2la?+ Y2[b2 4 Z2c? = 1
(1) is the positive root of

(@+r0)?a®+ (y +rm)?[b2 + (z +rn)?[c? = 1,
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that is, r(1) = —flg+ (f2/g® +e/g)?, (3-2)
where g = 12[a® +m2[b% +n?/c? .
and f = laja® +my[b2+nz/c?, e=1—a2/a®—y2[b2—22|c2.

The sign of the square root is evidently correct, since e is positive if X is within the
ellipsoid. In any case, we may omit this term when (3-2) is inserted in (3-1) since it is
even in 1, whilst g, is odd. Toretain the advantages of suffix notation we introduce

the ‘vector’ A =2, Ay = m/bz, Ay = nfc2.

Then uf(x) = 8:('; _ﬂc =1} ’\mgﬁk do (3-4)

and the strains eG(x) = 1—6?6;!&— j Md (3~5)
- an

are uniform and depend only on the shape of the elhpsmd. The same is also true for
an anisotropic medium. (This verifies a hypothesis of Frank’s (private communica-
tion).) Forit can easily be shown (see, for example, Eshelby 1951) that (2:5) has then

to be replaced by Uy(r) = F; D(1)]r,

where the functions of direction D;; cannot generally be found in finite form.
A repetition of the argument will evidently lead to an expression like (3-4), but with
the g,;;, no longer given by (2-17).

It is convenient to write the relation between the constrained and stress-free
strains in the inclusion in the form

=5;

imn € (36)

From the symmetry of the problem it is clear that the S, have some of the
properties of the elastic coefficients of an orthorhombic crystal with its axes parallel
to the axes of the ellipsoid, though relations of the form 8,55 = 8,9, are not valid.
Coefficients coupling an extension and a shear (S5, 81103, Sog11 --.) Or one shear to
another (8,95 ...) are zero. In fact, (3-5) vanishes if any one of /, m, n appears raised

to an odd power in the integrand. The reduction of surface integrals of the type

fl%mi"fnz’“ dw/g to simple integrals has been given by Routh (1892). We find

S = Qa*l,, +RI,
5'1122 = sz _RI(V (3'7)
Sia1e = @ 3(@® +0%) Ly + BRI, + L),
3 _ 1-20 ) 1)
where Q—é;'_(].—;—o:), R—é;(-it}), 3Q+R—E’
12 do o du
( (3-8)
L, = ﬁd—w~2 abc v dw
aa a4g = 4T 0(a2+u)2A’
2 m?2dw i 0 du
o=l g = 5”“1’4 (@) @ +w) A’

with A = (a2 +u)* (b2 4 u)? (c2 4 u)?.
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The remaining coefficients are found by simultaneous cyclic interchange of (1, 2, 3),
(a,b,¢), (I, m,n). I, I, I, occur as coefficients in the expression

b = Hat =) L+ 40—y o+ 42
for the Newtonian potential within an ellipsoid of unit density. We have} (Kellogg
1929) 7 dmabe

F—g),

© (@ ~0?) (a2~ )t (
B 4mrabe {b(a2 —c?)k
C - (a—c)t|  ac

—E}, (3-9)

where F' = (0, k) and E = E(0, k) are elliptic integrals of the first and second kinds
of amplitude and modulus

0 = sin~1 (1 —c?/a?)}, k= (a2—b%)%/(a®—c?)}

and it is assumed that a>b>c.

The relations L+ 1+ 1, = 4m, (3-10)
Lo+ Iy+ 1, = 4m/3a?, (3-11)
oL, + 621, +c2l, =1, (312)

follow from the w integrals when we use the definition (3-3) of ¢ and the relation
124+ m2+n? = 1. Again, if we split the factor (a®+ )1 (b%+u)~1 in the » integral for
1, into partial fractions we have 3(a®—0b%) I, = I, — I,. Thus when I, I, have been
calculated from (3-9) we have for I,

L =4mr—1,—1,
and the remaining quantities are found from
Ty = (I~ I,)[3(a* = 1), (3:13)
L, = 4n[3a2—1,—1, (3-14)

and their cyclic counterparts.
For the oblate spheroid (o = b >c¢) with

2 2\ &
I =1 = 277 {cos‘lg—g(l ¢ ) } (3-15)

«=h= ey '

the relation (3-13) fails, though not its analogues for I, or 1,,. But from the » integrals
for I,, and I, it is clear that I, = 31, and we may use (3-14). For the prolate
spheroid (b = ¢ <a) we have

2mac®  (a (a®

3 a
L=t= G () ) 10

and the remaining quantities may be determined similarly.

T Osborn (1945) has given curves for these quantities as functions of b/a and c/a. In his
notation I, =L, I, =M, I,=N.
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For the elliptic cylinder #2/a?+y%/b? = 1, c—> 00 we have the simple results
I,= 4mb[(a+b), I, =4maj(a+d), I,=0,
L, = 4m(3(a+0)2, I,,=4m[3a®—1,, Iy = 47[3b2—1,,. (3-17)

a

L., I, and I, are zero. However, it is clear from (3-7) that what we really need is the
limit of their products with ¢2. In this sense (3-12) and (3-13) give

L, =3I, 2, =3I, ¢, = 0. (3-18)
The uniform rotation w§ = ¥(uf; — uf;) in the inclusion may be written in a form
o = e (3-19)

analogous to (3-6). The only non-zero components are I1,y,5, I1y505, 115,35, where, for
example,
P Iy = — 135 = (I,—1)[87. (3-20)
These results are only valid in a co-ordinate system whose axes are parallel to the
principal axes of the ellipsoid. For any other system there are still relations of the
form (3-6), (3-19) and the new coefficients S;;;, I1;;;; must be found by the usual law
for transforming tensors.

Problems (i) to (iv) of § 1 are solved as for the inclusion of arbitrary shape (§2).
The only simplification is that, since ef; is uniform within the inclusion, (2-21)
becomes Ey = —4Vplek, V = 4mabe, (3-21)

and similarly (2-23) becomes
By, = — Vel (3:22)

if the applied field p7} is also uniform. The field immediately outside the inclusion is
found from (2-13) using the expressions

ny = xlath, mny=y[b®h, ng=z[c*h, h®= x®[at+y?[b*+ 22/t (3-23)

for the components of the normal to an ellipsoid at the point z, ¥, 2.

We have seen that usually it is sufficient to know only the elastic field within, just
outside and far from the inclusion. The field at any point outside the inclusion can, of
course, be found from (2-8) if we know the potentials ¢ and . The expression for
¢ iswell known (Kellogg 1929). Dirichlet (1839) calculated the exterior potential of
an ellipsoid when the law of attraction is the inverse pth power of the distance. His
derivation is only valid for 2 < p < 3 and so does not cover the biharmonic case p = 0.
However, his calculation of the force — grad yr is valid for p = 0, and the derivatives
are all we need to know. His result is

oy © Uudu — of
——-—mﬂ(lbcj; (Jiﬁ’)—A, —a’?;— ooy
22 y? 2

here U=1- — _
w a?+u b24+u 24w

and A is the positive root of U(u) = 0. The integral can be reduced to elliptic integrals
by the same substitutions as serve for ¢. (For the details see, for example, Byrd &
Friedman (1954).) For an external point ¢ and % are respectively first and second
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degree polynomials in 22, 32, 22 whose coefficients are integrals of the type (3-8) with
the lower limit changed from 0 to A. These coefficients can be made to depend on the
integrals (3-9) with argument

0 = sin~1 (a2 —c)}/(a® +A)}
and modulus k = (a2 —b2)/(a®—c?)3.

They depend on z, y, z through A.

4. THE ELLIPSOIDAL INHOMOGENEITY

The inhomogeneity problem for the ellipsoid is solved in the way outlined in § 1.
On the elastic field ef; due to an ellipsoidal inclusion with arbitrary e’ we super-
impose a uniform strain eg;. The deformation of the surface of the inclusion is
specified by the strain e} + e. Because a part ef; of this strain is not associated with
any stress (compare equation (2-7)) the uniform stress in the inclusion is given by
applying Hooke’s law not to ef;+ ez, but rather to ef; +ef} —eZ;. In the notation of
(2-3) the strain in the inclusion is

e=eCted, ‘e, ="el+ ef, (4-1)
but the stress in it is
P =3k(C+et—el), 'py;=2u(ef+"ef;— ‘el). (4-2)

Take an ellipsoid the same shape and size as the untransformed inclusion and made
of an isotropic material with elastic constants A;, sy, kK, = A, + %, different from
those of the matrix and inclusion. Subject this ellipsoid to the strain (4-1). If this
treatment develops the stress (4-2) in it, it may be used to replace the inclusion with
continuity of displacement and surface traction across the interface. We can always
ensure that the correct stress is developed by choosing A;, p, suitably. It is only
necessary that they should satisfy the relations

k(e +e4) = r(eC +e1—eT) (4-3)
and p('eG+'ed) = p(ef+"efi —"ek). (4-4)

Actually, it is the uniform applied field e} and the elastic constants of the inhomo-
geneity which are prescribed, and (4-3), (4-4) are equations which have to be solved
for ef; in terms of ef, A;, u, after eliminating ef; with the help of the relation
ef; = Syme#- Equations (4-3) and (4-4) are not as simple as they appear, since each
of €@, ‘e; depends on both e” and ‘e}. However, for the shear components the
solution is immediate, since the S;;; do not couple different shears:

M= A
el = ed, ... 4-5
B 2y — ) Spgra e ()

On the other hand, for the components ef, e, el we have to solve the three simul-
taneous equations

(Al - A) Smmpq e;{q + 2(/"1 —/,I,) Siqu ej%’q + AeT + 2/,065
= A=Ay) e4+2(pu—pm)ed, 4 = 11,22,33.

(Only efy, ek, eXy appear in the pg summations since, e.g. S;;,, = 0.)
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From our derivation it is clear that e}; found in this way is the stress-free strain of
a certain transformed inclusion which, with the given applied field ez}, could replace
the inhomogeneity without altering the stress or displacement anywhere. We shall
call this imaginary transformed inclusion the ‘equivalent inclusion’. Outside the
inclusion the elastic field u;, e;;, p;; is the sum of the applied field u#, e}, p#; and the
field u¢, e}, p¥; of the equivalent inclusion. Tt is convenient to regard the latter as the
field ‘of” or ‘due to’ the inhomogeneity. It measures the perturbation of the applied
field by the inhomogeneity and may be found from e7; by the methods of §§2,3. In
particular the remote field of the inhomogeneity follows at once from (2-18). Inside

the inhomogeneity the total strain is

K ’ ~

T k=x ety ey = i e (4-6)
by (4-3) and (4-4). The field immediately outside the inhomogeneity is found from
(2:13) and (3-23).

The question of the interaction of a stress field and an elastic inhomogeneity has
been discussed elsewhere (Eshelby 1951, 1956). We shall need the following result.
If the initial elastic constants «, # of a body loaded by surface tractions are changed
to arbitrary functions of position x*(x),u*(x) the surface tractions being held
constant, then the total energy of the system increases by

1
B, = = [ {be= i) ect 20— 00 e e, (@7)

where e, ef; are the strains before and after the change. By total energy we mean the
sum of the elastic energy of the body and the potential energy of the loading
mechanism. , ; is by definition the interaction energy of the applied stress and the
inhomogeneity described by the non-uniform elastic constants «*, u*. The increase
of elastic energy arising from the change is

AB = — By (4:8)

Equation (4:7) is valid also if e;; is the strain arising from sources of internal stress or
because the material is strained by rigid grips, but in this case (4-8) is replaced by

AE = + Ey. (4-9)

In the present case the change of elastic constants is confined to the interior of the

ellipsoid and e, ef; are uniform there. Thus

j,
By, = —3V{(k—&y) e4(e4 +eC) + 2(p — p1y) "e55(‘ ey + "e))}
= —31V(kedeT +2p'eft'el) = — 4 Vpiel; ' (4+10)

by (4-8) and (2-3) (V is the volume of the ellipsoid). This solves problem (vii). 1t will
be noticed that (4-10) is just half the expression (3-22) for the equivalent inclusion.
The physical interpretation is as follows. Equation (4-10) is still approximately
correct if p7} is a slowly varying function of position. The ‘force’ on the inhomo-
geneity regarded as an elastic singularity is again given by (2-24). F;depends only on
the remote field of the singularity and not at all on whether its field is permanent
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(internal stress) or merely ‘induced’ in an inhomogeneity by an elastic field. The
factor 1 ensures that this is so, for clearly (4-10) varies with position twice as fast
when e is a linear function of e} as it does when e is constant.

The effective bulk elastic constants for a material containing a uniform dispersion
of ellipsoidal inhomogeneities (not necessarily all of the same form or orientation)
may be calculated as follows. Consider a specimen of unit volume. Let E, be its
elastic energy when it is free of inhomogeneities and certain surface tractions
produce a uniform stress p#, in it. If we introduce the inhomogeneities, keeping the
surface tractions constant, the elastic energyis augmented by — X &, ; (pZ,), the sum
of the interaction energies of all the inhomogeneities with the particular stress p:,
(compare equation (4-8)). Since E, and E;; are both quadratic functions of p,,m we
may write 3841005 Pia = Eo— Z By (Din)- (4-11)
The s;;, are then the elastic compliance constants which would be inferred from the
work done in applying the given type of loading. To find the individual components
of s;;, we put, say, pfi = 1, ps; = 1, pj; = 0 otherwise, and obtain s, and so forth.
Unless the ellipsoids are spheres, or have their orientations distributed at random,
the effective constants s;;;, will be anisotropic. The effective elastic moduli c;;; may
be found from the relation ¢;;; Sizms = 04 87, 1t would not do to find them directly
by equating the right-hand side of (4:11) to §c;;, ef efh, since that equation was
derived by considering a process at constant load. Rather, we must consider a unit
volume given a uniform macroscopic strain by a rigid framework which keeps the
surface displacements fixed when the inhomogeneities are introduced. This leads to

chlclew elcl = E + ZE; int, (emn) (4"12)
(For the difference in sign compare (4-8) and (4-9).)1

5. DISCUSSION

It has been shown how the problems listed in § 1 may be solved for the ellipsoid.
Explicit solutions for the general case would be very clumsy and in this section only
a few special cases are considered.

For a sphere of radius a, we have at once from (3-10), (3-11) and the symmetry of
the problem, I, = I, = I, = 47/3 and I,, = L, = 31, = ... = 4m[6a%. We find the
following expressions for the constramed strain ef; 1n51de the transformed sphere in
terms of the stress-free strain e7;:

eC = ael, = f'ef,
11+0' 2 4—50
where =gy p= Bis

For a spherlcal inhomogeneity with elastic constants k4, y¢; in an applied field e} the

equivalent e’ are given by
el = Ae4, = B'ef,
+ Failure to appreciate this point led to an error in a previous paper (Eshelby 1955). It
may be rectified by changing the sign of the right-hand side of the equation for AE on p. 488,
col. 2, line 5. In addition a factor »—¢ is missing from the right-hand side of equation (4).
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where 4o fa—k _ k—Kk 4pu+3k
(k—ky)a—k & 4p+3K
=4
and = s
(=p) f—n

The interaction energy isf

B
B 2V p pd+ ﬂpwm

By (2:13) the stress just outside the inhomogeneous sphere is easily found to be
1
p= p 1 _ B pzy 1M

’ ’ 7 ! B ’
Pa = (1+BB) 'pii — B('pfmem+ Pﬂc”k”i)"‘m Py

1-20 _,,
+ 3(1—0) B’ pfin;ng,0y—

1—20

T A
3(1 _0_) AZ) (n M — 3’11)

In particular, for the stress at the surface of a spherical cavity (x; = 0, y; = 0)
perturbing a uniform stress-field p7} we find

15
Pa= 75 (1-0) <pﬁ—mnknl—pﬁcnkno+p;~%m,-nknin,
—bo
“U_pﬁcnjnka 10 BT (ninl_é\il)}-

The expression given by Landau & Lifshitz (1954) is clearly incorrect, since the
surface traction p;n, formed from it does not vanish.

According to the discussion leading to (4:7), the energy density of a body con-
taining a volume fraction » of inhomogeneous spheres is

11 1 o
5{@;(1 + Av) p4p4 + ﬂ(l +Bv) 'pj; pﬁ-}>

and so the effective bulk elastic constants are

Kett, = K/(]- —I—A?J), Metr, = :u/(]' +Bv)'

Since we have neglected the interaction between the spheres these expressions will
only be valid for small » and we may equally well write

Ker, = k(1 —Av), preg = p(1— Bv).

When we let «,, #, approach zero or infinity we recover known results for a material
containing empty spherical cavities (Mackenzie 1950) or rigid and incompressible
spherical inclusions (Hashin 1955). For arbitrary «y, #, the expression for k.4 agrees
with Bruggemann’s (1937). Bruggemann’s expression for s.g is independent of the
Poisson’s ratio of the matrix and can hardly be correct. It is derived by considering
the perturbation of the non-uniform elastic field in a sphere twisted in pure torsion
when a spherical inclusion is introduced at the centre. This is obviously not typical of

* There is an error in a previous paper (Eshelby 1951); the expressions for 8, F(K’ = 0),
F(K’ =00) on page 104 should all be multiplied by 4x/3K.
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the effect of an inhomogeneity at an arbitrary point in the sphere. A well-known
analogy (Goodier 1936) between problems in elasticity and viscosity enables us to
interpret i as the effective viscosity of a suspension of rigid spheres in a liquid of
viscosity p provided we put u, =0, o = 4. This gives Kinstein’s expression
Mo, = (L+2:5v) u. Kynch (1956) has discussed the value of v above which the
mutual interaction of the spheres makes this expression inaccurate. Evidently
Keft.r Mo, Will be subject to a similar limitation.

The problem of an ellipsoidal inclusion which has undergone a simple shear is of
interest in connexion with twinning and martensitic or other diffusionless trans-
formations. Suppose, then, that an ellipsoidal region of volume ¥ undergoes a pure
shear transformation in which ef; = eJ; are the only non-zero components of e}.

Then (3-21) and (2-7) give By = 2ypuV (el (5:1)
with Y =1-28,;; (5:2)

for the total elastic energy in matrix and inclusion. 2uV (e;)? is the energy necessary
to pull the inclusion back to its original shape in the absence of the matrix. Alter-
natively, it is the energy we should find if the inclusion transformed whilst embedded
in an imaginary rigid matrix. Thus we may regard y as a measure of the extent to
which the matrix is able to accommodate the transformation. It also describes the
partition of the total strainenergy between matrix and inclusion, for from (2-19) and

(2-20) we have . .
energy in matrix  1—vy

energy in inclusion =~ 7y

’

0 that for good accommodation (small y) most of such energy as remains is in the
matrix. We also have from (2-7) the value

pls/(—ph) =7y

for the ratio between the actual stress in the inclusion to the value it would have if
the transformation occurred in a rigid matrix.
For an oblate spheroid we have
_2—-0l, c?
1 —O'E_% a?—c? (4m—31,)
with I, given by (3-15). For a sphere y = (7—50)/15(1 —0o) and for a needle
(b = c<a),y = }. The values for sphere and needle are about the same if Poisson’s
ratio is in the neighbourhood of }.
If the inclusion is a thin plate in the form of an ellipsoid with its ¢ axis much less
than its @ and b axes we have
v = 7efb,

where 7 has the following values:
o K(k)—E(k)

7 = H(k) —a 5 ; a>b, k= (1-b2a?)} k' = ba;
_B(), o 1B(k)~kK(E) _ TR B CE )
= T ¥ i ; b>a, k= (1-0a?b?)2, k" = a/b;

=m(2—0)/4(1—-0); a=b.



392 J. D. Eshelby

Here E(k) and K(k) are complete elliptic integrals. It follows that for a very thin
plate v approaches zero and there is complete accommodation. If the operative
shear is e; instead of ef;, tending to deform the plate in its own plane, the corre-
sponding accommodation factor 1 — 28,4, approaches unity as the thickness of the
plate decreases and there is no accommodation. We may compare these results with
the case where e7; is a pure dilatation. Then, as we saw in § 2,

By, = 2pV ()2 (14 0)[9(1 - o)

whatever is the shape of the inclusion. In a rigid matrix the energy would be
Lk V(eT)? and so the accommodation factor is always 2(1 —20)/3(1 — o) or L foro = 1.

As a rough illustration of how these results might be used, consider the formation
of martensite in iron. Zener (1946) has shown that the thermodynamics of the
process suggest that a strain energy of 290 cal is associated with each mole trans-
formed. Suppose that the transformation involves a 59, volume expansion and
a 10°shear, sothat e” = 0-05, ef; = 0-009. Itiseasily seen that the total strain energy
is the sum of the values it would have if the dilatation or shear acted alone. With
4= 8x10"dyn/em?, o=}, and V one molar volume, the shape-independent
dilatational contribution to the energy is 25 cal. This leaves 265 cal for the shear
contribution. The quantity 24V (e;)? has the value 1900 cal. If the transformed region
is supposed to be an ellipsoid the accommodation factoris thusy = 265/1900 = 0-14,
and this tells us something about its shape. For example, if it is assumed to be
a circular disk, (5-3) shows that its thickness/diameter ratio must be 0-08. In the
presence of an applied stress the free energy change associated with the transforma-
tion becomes E, + B, instead of E, For the case we have been considering
equation (3-22) gives Hy, ~8:1079( — 1p4)—3-10~8pL cal/mole if the applied field
p#k is measured in dynes/cm?.

For a cavity, the equations (4-3), (4-4) for the ellipsoidal inhomogeneity simplify to

T _,0 _ T T _ LA, .
e —eq = e —Symeiy = € (5-4)

we shall only consider this case.
Suppose that an ellipsoidal cavity is perturbing a simple shear eff = S/2u. We
have at once for the equivalent stress-free strain, putting #, = 0in (4-5),

efy = efs, (5°5)
with the notation of (5-2). The interaction energy is
By, = —3Vpiiel; = —VS?[2uy. (5-6)

If we let the ¢ axis of the ellipsoid become very small we have an elliptical crack.
From (5-3) it is clear that Vy remains finite as ¢ approaches zero and the interaction
energy of the crack with the applied shear stress S is

Eint. = — 27Tab2S2/31u77.

Consider next the displacement of the faces of the crack. If the ¢ axisis still finite,
the displacement of a point x; at the surface of the cavity is

uf = (e+wh)x;
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plus the displacementu due to theapplied field. We suppose that «3! = 0in the plane
of the crack. If we evaluate 4§ from (3-6) and (3-19) and pass the limit ¢— 0 and use
(5+5) we find that in the plane of the crack

tuf = (bS/pn) (1-afja? —3[b?)t = JAu,, (57)
uf =0, u§=ax, a=ml-20)bef/4(1—0)ay;

the + and — signs refer to the upper and lower faces of the crack. Thus the plane of
the crack is tilted through an angle «, but it remains a plane. The relative displace-
ment Au, of the faces is everywhere parallel to the #, axis and has an ellipsoidal
distribution.

There is a problem in dislocation theory closely related to the theory of the
sheared crack. Under the influenceof a stress pf = S dislocation loops expand in the
2, %, plane from a source at the origin and pile up against an elliptical barrier until
their back-stresses annul p{§ at the source. What is their distribution if each loop is
in equilibrium under the combined action of the other loops and the applied stress ?
In the limit of a large number of loops with very small Burgers vectors the crack and
dislocation problems coincide (cf. Leibfried 1954). If the source has its Burgers
vector parallel to the x, axis the dislocations are of pure edge type where they cross
the z, axis and the number of them crossing a length dx, is da, 0Au,(z,, z; = 0)/A 0x,.
Where they cross the x, axis they are of pure screw type and their density is
0Au,(z, = 0, z,)/A0x,. The interaction energy of the loops is given by (5:6). In
diagrams the tip of an array of piled-up dislocations is often drawn curling up or
down. The remarks following (5-7) do not support this.

As a further example consider a spheroidal cavity (b = ¢) in a material subject to
a simple tension stress 7'. If the a axis coincides with the direction of 7' we need only
know ef; to find the interaction energy. The non-zero components of el are e,
esh = efh = —oefl. From (5-4) we have

(1 =833 —S53) — 2085
(1 - SS3 - st) (1 - Su) - 2813 Ssl ’

eli = eefi, where €= (5:8)
with the abbreviated notation S;; = Sj111, Si3 = Siiz3 -+

On the other hand, if the @ axis is at right angles to the direction of 7' we only need

to know ef;. The non-vanishing applied strains are egs, ef} = egh = — oegl and we find

1+o (I1=0)(1=8;;) =208,

ol — ol — T —edl el 4ol — 4
R Sa5 = S ® B (1 — 855 — Spp) (1= S11) — 281385 %
(5-9)
or, say, A
The interaction energies are respectively
Ene () = —3Vel?|E (5:10)
and B (1) = —3VET?E, (5-11)

where E is Young’s modulus.
Ifthe direction of 7' remains unaltered and the cavity changes from the parallel to
the perpendicular orientation, the interaction energy changes from (5-10) to (5-11).
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The parallel or transverse orientation is energetically favourable according as the
spheroid is oblate or prolate. We may take the case of the prolate spheroid as
illustrating the orienting effect of an applied stress on a di-vacancy in a metal
(A. Seeger, private communication). For ajc = 2, o = 1 we find ¢ = 2-24, { = 5-88.

When a approaches zero the numerator of ¢ becomes 1 — 20 and the denominator
approaches zero as am(1 — 20)/4c(1 — 02). The product eV in (5-10) remains finite and
we reproduce Sack’s (1946) value — 8¢3(1 —0?)T?/2E for the interaction energy of
a penny-shaped crack in tension.

The total strain at the surface of the cavity ef; + e is, according to (5-4), given by
the right-hand sidesof (2-13) with e, 'e{; replaced by e”, ‘e;. The normal is given by
(3-23) and the stress concentration can be found from (2-3). For the spheroid in
tension we must supplement (5-8) by

egp = el = efj(e—eS; —1)/28;,
and (5-9) by
(1—8yy) efy = Sia(edr + eds) — oesh.

These results actually apply to a quite general state of triaxial stress symmetrical
about the polar axis of the spheroid, for in the applied strain

A pd _ A A _ od — pd _
€55 = €33 = —O€f;, €ip = €33 =¢e3 =0,

we may take o to be any number unconnected with Poisson’s ratio. (The o implicit
in the S;; must, of course, be put equal to Poisson’s ratio.) The stress concentration
about an ellipsoid in shear is found similarly from (5-5).

Two-dimensional problems involving an infinite elliptic cylinder can be dealt with
similarly, using (3-17) and (3-18). The interaction energy per unit length is

1 Amd T
By = "EA%]'%"

where A is the cross-sectional area of the cylinder. The passage to the limit 56— 0 or
a->0 is in this case very easy and we can derive well-known results for cracks in
plane strain tension or shear. Another simple case is that of a crack joining the
points x = +a,y = 0 perturbing a uniform stress psi = S. Both before and after the
introduction of the crack there is a state of anti-plane strain in which the displace-
ment is everywhere perpendicular to the xy plane. The interaction energy and
relative shift of the faces of the crack are

B = —7a2S22u and Auy = (28/p) (a2 —2?)t. (5:12)

Several writers have derived approximate expressions for the reduction of energy
by a crack (or an array of dislocations simulating a crack) by supposing that the
applied stress is effectively relaxed to zero in a region about the crack whose dimen-
sions are of the order of the width of the crack. (In the same sense we might say that
in (5:10) or (5-11) the ‘energy drainage volume’ of the cavity was ¢ or { times its
geometrical volume.) This method gives correct results, but the logic behind it is not
clear. If the applied stressis maintained by constant external loads, the elastic energy
is increased by a certain amount when the crack is introduced (compare equation
(4+8)). At the same time, the loading mechanism has to expend twice this amount of
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work. Thus the decrease of total energy (— E;,, ) is numerically equal to the increase
of elastic energy. On the other hand, if the applied stress is due to sources of internal
strain, or if the body is strained by rigid clamps, the elastic energy (now the total
energy) clearly decreases (compare equation (4-9)). But even here the decrease is in
no simple sense located near the crack. This may easily be shown explicitly for the
case of the crack in anti-plane strain (equation (5-12)). In terms of the elliptic
co-ordinates &, 5 defined by

x =acoshfcosy, y=asinhfsiny,
the displacement is uy = (aS/u) cosh sin 7. (5-13)

For, when £ is large enough for hyperbolic sine and cosine to be indistinguishable it
reduces to the uniform state of shear

ug = Sy/p = (aS/p)sinh §sin g, (5-14)

whilst the traction on a curve § = const. is proportional to ous/0§ and so vanishes on
the limiting ellipse § = 0 defining the crack. The energy in the small rectangle
dgdy at £, 9 is Fu{(ous/08)% + (Qus/on)?} dE dy. If we evaluate this using the displace-
ment without ((5-14)) and with ((5-13)) the crack, we find that the change of energy
density AE at any point due to the introduction of the crack is given by

AEdEdy = §(S?/1) cos 29 dEdy. (5-15)

We may say that there is stress relaxation between the hyperbolas 7 = }m, $7r and
stress concentration outside them. The integral of (5-15) over any ellipse with the
ends of the crack for foci is precisely zero. By judiciously deforming the ellipse we
can find a curve within which the energy ‘relaxation’ is positive or negative.
Attempts to evaluate interaction energies in this way lead not only to errors of sign
(which may be corrected by common sense), but also to incorrect numerical factors.

The problem of a rigid and incompressible ellipsoidal inhomogeneity is also
relatively simple, since (4:3) and (4-4) reduce to

T _ 4
Sijklekl = —€-

From the solution Goodier’s (1936) analogy enables us to find the perturbation of the
slow motion of a viscous fluid when a solid ellipsoid is immersed in it. We have only
to put o = }in the matrix and interpret 4, u;, e;; and p;; as viscosity, velocity, rate of
strain and stress. The energy density becomes half the rate of dissipation of energy
per unit volume. Equation (4-11) or (4-12) enables us to find the viscosity of a dilute
suspension of ellipsoids. B, is positive for a rigid inclusion and so the viscosity is
increased. Equation (4-11) now states that a viscometer working at constant load
will produce a lower rate of deformation and so will dissipate less energy, whilst
equation (4-12) states that a viscometer working at constant speed will have to work
harder to maintain a prescribed rate of strain.

For a single immersed ellipsoid the increase in the rate of energy dissipation is
clearly twice Z, ; for the related elastic problem. The calculation is much simplified
by the fact that for o = §, R = 0in (3-7), whilst the dilatations e4, e”, e€ are all zero.
We can easily verify, for example, Jeffery’s (1922) expression for the energy dissipa-

26 Vol. 241. A.
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tion by a prolate spheroid, as amended by Eisenschitz (1933). To find the viscosity of
a dispersion of spheroids it is necessary to decide what orientation they will take up.
The elastic analogy suggests (though it does not prove) that they will ultimately
orient themselves so as to minimize the energy dissipated. This agress with Jeffery’s
hypothesis, verified experimentally by Taylor (1923).
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