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Abstract

This paper presents a unified framework for bond-associated peridynamic material corre-
spondence models that were proposed to inherently address the issue of material instability
or existence of zero-energy modes in the conventional correspondence formulation. The
conventional formulation is well-known for having the issue of material instability due to
the non-unique mapping between bond force density state and nonlocal deformation gradi-
ent. Several bond-associated models that employ bond-level deformation gradients address
this issue in a very effectively and inherent manner. Although different approaches were
taken to formulate bond-level deformation gradient so the bond-associated quantities can
be captured more accurately, a detailed study finds a unified systematic framework exists
for these models. It is the purpose of this paper to consolidate these approaches by pro-
viding a unified and systematic framework for bond-associated peridynamic correspondence
models. Based on all the bond-associated deformation gradients proposed in the literature,
a unified bond-associated deformation gradient is formulated. Assuming energy equivalence
with the local continuum mechanics theory, the unified bond force density state is derived
using the Fréchet derivative. Additionally, the properties of the formulated unified frame-
work including linear momentum balance, angular momentum balance, and objectivity are
thoroughly examined. This work serves as a valuable reference for the further development
and application of bond-associated correspondence formulations in peridynamics.

Keywords: Peridynamics, Material correspondence formulation, Bond-associated model,
Horizon, Influence function

1. Introduction

Peridynamics is a nonlocal continuum mechanics theory that addresses the limitations
of the classical local theory in dealing with spatial discontinuities and accounting for length
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scale effects [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. The development of peridynamics began with the seminal work
by Silling [1] on reformulation of elasticity theory for discontinuities and long-range forces,
where pairwise bond-based interactions within finite distance called horizon are formulated.
In this bond-based formulation, the force density of a bond depends only on its stretch.
While it is effective in capturing fracture phenomena, the bond-based formulation is limited
in describing general material behaviors such as arbitrary Poisson ratio and nonlinear con-
stitutive relationship, due to the usage of a central potential that is totally independent of
all other local conditions [2]. To overcome this limitation, the state-based formulation that
rewrites the material-dependent part of the peridynamic model using the concept of state
was introduced [2]. More importantly, the material correspondence formulation, a subset
of the state-based generalization, bridges the gap between peridynamics and the classical
continuum mechanics theory by allowing direct incorporation of continuum material models
into peridynamics. This is achieved by introducing nonlocal deformation gradient and stress
tensors in a manner equivalent to the classical continuum mechanics theory but within a
nonlocal framework.

However, the material correspondence formulation is not without challenges. One well-
known issue of the formulation is the existence of material instability or zero-energy modes
manifested in the form of oscillation in the displacement field. These modes arise when
certain deformation states do not contribute to the strain energy, leading to non-physical
solutions and numerical instabilities. Among existing strategies proposed in the literature to
address this issue, the bond-associated formulations are the most effective and provide more
accurate accounting of bond-level quantities such as deformation gradient and stresses. In
all the bond-associated formulations, the nonlocal deformation gradient is constructed for
bond instead of material point. This is the main difference between the bond-associated for-
mulation with the conventional formulation proposed by Silling et al. The bond-associated
deformation gradients are more suitable for and accurate in capturing the deformation of
each individual bond. As a result, the map from the bond deformation to the bond force
state is injective and material instability or zero-energy modes are inherently eliminated. The
bond-associated deformation gradient and corresponding material correspondence model was
first introduced by Chen [7, 8, 9, 10]. In this formulation, a bond-associated deformation
gradient is constructed for each bond within the horizon based on a subset of the horizon.
In general, each bond has its own unique subset, and when the subset takes the whole hori-
zon, the conventional material correspondence model is recovered. Chowdhaury et al. [11]
proposed to partition the horizon into sub-horizons and construction of the nonlocal defor-
mation gradient is limited to each sub-horizon. Within each sub-horizon, the same nonlocal
deformation gradient is used for all bonds within that sub-horizon. Although these two
formulations differ slightly, the core idea is to use a subset of the horizon that includes
the target bond to characterize the bond deformation and compute the bond-associated
deformation gradient. The formulation proposed by Chowdhaury can be considered as a
special case of the formulation proposed by Chen. Breitzman and Dayal [12] proposed a
bond-level deformation gradient by firstly removing the contribution due to the uniform de-
formation assumption within the horizon using deformation mapping and replacing it with
the actual bond deformation. Hou and Zhang [13] developed the so-called bond-augmented
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deformation gradient, where a penalty term related to a given bond and its deformed state
is introduced during the minimization of the least squares error to formulate the nonlocal
deformation gradient [7]. In these two work, the nonlocal deformation gradients are still
constructed based on the whole horizon, but they are modified to be bond-specific either
through replacement [12] or penalization [13]. Bond-associated deformation gradients can
also be obtained using non-spherical influence function. Chen et al. [14, 15] proposed a
family of non-spherical influence function and developed the corresponding material cor-
respondence model to improve the accuracy of bond-level quantities such as deformation
gradient and stress. Unlike the conventional formulation, where the influence function is
spherical and depends only on the bond length, the proposed non-spherical influence func-
tions take into account both the bond length and the bond relative angle (with respect to a
target bond). All these bond-associated correspondence models have achieved great success
in inherently eliminating the material instability in the conventional formulation.

Although different approaches were proposed to develop bond-level deformation gradi-
ents to eliminate material instability or zero-energy modes, a detailed examination of these
bond-associated formulations finds that a unified framework is shared among them. It is
the goal of this paper to present this unified framework for bond-associated peridynamics
material correspondence models and examine the physical properties of the framework. This
framework will not only address the zero-energy modes issue but also enhance the model’s
capability to accurately represent the deformation state at the bond level, thus paving the
way for more robust and flexible peridynamics simulations. The rest of the paper is or-
ganized as follows: Section 2 introduces the fundamental definitions and notations for the
state-based formulation. Section 3 presents a generalized formula for bond-associated de-
formation gradient, which is then tailored to various bond-associated formulae proposed in
the literature. Section 4 derives the generalized force density state using the equivalency
of strain energy density between classical continuum mechanics theory and peridynamics.
Different forms of the bond force density state from the bond-associated formulations are
recovered from the generalized formulation. Section 5 outlines the nonlocal equation of mo-
tion of bond-associated material correspondence formulation. This section also includes the
proofs of linear momentum balance, angular momentum balance and objectivity. Section 6
summarizes the study and highlights the developed unified framework.

2. Definitions and Notations

In peridynamics, the geometric domain of interest in referential configuration B is mod-
eled as an assembly of material points with volume. For a material point X, it interacts
with its neighboring material points located within a Euclidean distance δ, which is known
as horizon, through nonlocal interactions as bond forces. The point within the horizon is
called neighbor and the collection of all neighbors is referred to as neighborhood, denoted as
H. The relative position in reference configuration B between a material point X and its
neighbor X′ is a bond as ξ = X′ −X. Let y(X, t) represents a new position of the material
point X in the current configuration Bt, with time t ≥ 0. The relative position in current

configuration Bt between two neighboring points is ζ = y′(X′, t)− y(X, t).
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The development of the peridynamic material correspondence formulation introduces
the concept of state [2]. A state of order m is a function A〈•〉 : H → Lm, which maps a
vector in the neighborhood H to the tensor space Lm of order m. For instance, if m = 0, a
bond is mapped to a scalar space L0, and this is referred to as a scalar state. Scalar states
are usually written in lowercase, non-boldface with an underscore, such as ω〈ξ〉,w〈ξ〉. If
m = 1, a bond is mapped to a vector space L1, and the state is called vector state. vector
states and other states of order m ≥ 1 are conventionally written in uppercase boldface with
an underscore, such as y〈ξ〉 or A〈ξ〉. According to this definition, a state can be readily
identified that maps the initial bond vector ξ to the current bond vector ζ. This is termed
the deformed state and denoted by y〈ξ〉. For a bond connecting a material point X and one
of its neighbors at any time t, the deformed state is y[X, t]〈ξ〉 = y′(X′, t) − y(X, t) = ζ.
For clarity, square brackets are introduced to indicate the spatial or temporal information
on which a state depends, e.g., [X, t], while parentheses are adopted to denote all other
quantities that a state depends on, e.g., (ξ, ξ′). In addition, the standard convention in
classical continuum mechanics theory is followed in this paper. Variables with uppercase
subscripts, such as XI , refer to the components defined in reference configuration B while the
ones with lowercase subscripts, such as yj denote the components in current configuration
Bt. Einstein summation notation is also employed here to facilitate the representation of
complex tensor operations. Boldface letters indicate vectors or tensors.

3. Unified Bond-Associated Nonlocal Deformation Gradient

To start the formulation of a unified framework of peridynamic bond-associated cor-
respondence models, the generalized formula for computing the bond-associated nonlocal
deformation gradient is developed in this section. For a given bond ξ′, the generalized
bond-associated deformation gradient has the following expression as

Fξ′ =

[∫

H

ω〈ξ〉y〈ξ〉 ⊗ ξ dVξ

]
K−1

ξ′
A〈ξ′〉+B〈ξ′〉 (1)

with

Kξ′ =

∫

H

ωξ ⊗ ξ dVξ, (2)

where the subscript ξ′ indicates that the quantities are associated with the bond ξ′, ω〈ξ〉 is
a state-valued influence function that satisfies

∫
H
ω〈ξ〉 dVξ = 1, y〈ξ〉 denotes the deformed

state of bond vector ξ within the horizon H, and ⊗ indicates tensor product. This general-
ized formula can be adapted into various forms proposed in the literature by selecting A〈ξ′〉
and B〈ξ′〉.

• Conventional model
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In the conventional correspondence model proposed by Silling et al. [2], the nonlocal
deformation gradient can be obtained from Eq. (1) by adopting a spherical influence function
that depends solely on bond length |ξ| and taking state A〈ξ′〉 as the identity tensor and the
state B〈ξ′〉 as the null tensor, i.e.,

ω〈ξ〉 ⇒ ω(|ξ|)〈ξ〉, A〈ξ′〉 ⇒ I
(2), B〈ξ′〉 ⇒ 0. (3)

Therefore, the conventional nonlocal deformation gradient has the following expression

Fξ′ =

[∫

H

ω(|ξ|)〈ξ〉y⊗ ξ dVξ

]
K−1

ξ′
(4)

with Kξ′ given in Eq. (2).
It should be noted that even though the nonlocal deformation gradient Fξ′ is supposed

to be associated with bond ξ′, it remains the same for all bonds within the same horizon.
As has been pointed out in the literature [7, 11], the mapping between the conventional
nonlocal deformation gradients and the deformation states is non-injective. This implies
that one nonlocal deformation gradient computed by Eq. (4) can correspond to more than
one deformation states within a given horizon. As a result, there exists non-zero deformation
states that rise zero energy to the system, i.e., existence of zero-energy modes in the solution.

• Sub-horizon-based models

To address the issue of the zero-energy modes in the conventional model, Chen et al. [7,
8, 9, 10] and Chowdhaury et al. [11] proposed the sub-horizon-based stabilization approach.
Despite of the slight difference, the key idea behind their models is to use a subset of horizon
that includes the bond ξ′ to characterize the deformation of bond ξ′ and compute the bond-
associated deformation gradient. In comparison with conventional model, the influence
function, state A〈ξ′〉 and state B〈ξ′〉 remain unchanged. The only modification is that the
integration domain is reduced from the full horizon H to a sub-horizon hξ′, i.e.,

ω〈ξ〉 ⇒ ω(|ξ|)〈ξ〉, H ⇒ hξ′ , A〈ξ′〉 ⇒ I
(2), B〈ξ′〉 ⇒ 0. (5)

As a result, the bond-associated deformation gradient for the sub-horizon-based models
has the following expression

Fξ′ =

[∫

hξ′

ω(ξ)y ⊗ ξ dVξ

]
K−1

ξ′
(6)

with

Kξ′ =

∫

hξ′

ω(ξ)ξ ⊗ ξ dVξ (7)

• Projection-based model

5



Breitzman and Dayal [12] proposed a bond-level deformation gradient by first eliminat-
ing the contribution of the uniform nonlocal deformation on bond ξ′ through the use of a
projection tensor and then replacing it with the actual deformation. In this approach, the
influence function remains a spherical state-valued function, while the state A〈ξ′〉 and state
B〈ξ′〉 are replaced by the projection tensor and actual deformation respectively, i.e.,

ω〈ξ〉 ⇒ ω(|ξ|)〈ξ〉, A〈ξ′〉 ⇒ I
(2) −

ξ′ ⊗ ξ′

|ξ′|2
, B〈ξ′〉 ⇒

y′ ⊗ ξ′

|ξ′|2
. (8)

Hence, the expression for this bond-associated deformation gradient is

Fξ′ =

[∫

H

ω(ξ)y ⊗ ξ dVξ

]
K−1

ξ′

(
I
(2) −

ξ′ ⊗ ξ′

|ξ′|2

)
+

y′ ⊗ ξ′

|ξ′|2
(9)

with Kξ′ given in Eq. (2).
This model not only eliminate the non-physical deformations such as interpenetration

and material instability issues, but also accurately represent both the average deformation
within one neighborhood and the stretch of specific bond [12].

• Lagrangian-multiplier-based model

Hou and Zhang [13] constructed a so-called bond-augmented deformation gradient in
their work. Similar to Lagrangian multiplier method, a penalty term related to ξ′ and its
deformed state Y〈ξ′〉 is introduced during the minimization of the least squares error. In
this approach, the state A〈ξ′〉 and B〈ξ′〉, as well as the horizon, becomes

ω〈ξ〉 ⇒ ω(|ξ|)〈ξ〉, H ⇒ H\ξ′, A〈ξ′〉 ⇒ I
(2), B〈ξ′〉 ⇒ λ

∫

H

δ [ξ − ξ′]ω(ξ)y ⊗ ξ ·K−1
ξ′

dVξ,

(10)

where λ is the penalty factor and δ[·] is the delta function where δ[x] = 1 when x = 0 and
δ[x] = 0 otherwise. As a result, the bond-associated deformation gradient Fξ′ and shape
tensor Kξ′ are transformed into the following expressions.

Fξ′ =

[∫

H\ξ′
ω(ξ)y ⊗ ξ dVξ

]
K−1

ξ′
+ λ

∫

H

δ [ξ − ξ′]ω(ξ)y ⊗ ξ ·K−1
ξ′

dVξ (11)

and

Kξ′ =

∫

H\ξ′
ω(ξ)ξ ⊗ ξ dVξ + λ

∫

H

δ [ξ − ξ′]ω(ξ)ξ ⊗ ξ dVξ. (12)

It is evident that the difference between Fξ′ξ
′ and y〈ξ′〉 decreases as the penalty factor

λ increases. However, an extremely large λ may result in a singular shape tensor leading to
numerical error. Therefore, a reasonably large penalty factor should be chosen in practice.
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In the model proposed by Hou and Zhang [13], the penalty term together with the penalty
factor is explicitly expressed in the Eqs. (11) and (12). However, it is more convenient to
incorporate the penalty term into the influence function and reformulate the equations given
above. Let the influence function be

ω(ξ, ξ′)〈ξ〉 =

{
λω0, ξ = ξ′

ω0, ξ 6= ξ′
, (13)

where ω0 is a constant and the condition
∫

H

ω(ξ, ξ′)〈ξ〉 dVξ = 1 (14)

should be still satisfied.
In this sense, the deformation gradient Fξ′ associated to bond ξ′ can be alternatively

expressed as

ω〈ξ〉 ⇒ ω(ξ, ξ′)〈ξ〉, A〈ξ′〉 ⇒ I
(2), B〈ξ′〉 ⇒ 0. (15)

Finally, the nonlocal deformation gradient can be rewritten as

Fξ′ =

[∫

H

ω(ξ, ξ′)〈ξ〉y ⊗ ξ dVξ

]
K−1

ξ′
(16)

with

Kξ′ =

∫

H

ω(ξ, ξ′)〈ξ〉ξ ⊗ ξ dVξ. (17)

• Non-spherical-influence-function-based model

Chen et al. [14, 15] proposed a bond-associated deformation gradient by using non-
spherical influence function. In contrast to the spherical influence function that depends
only on the bond length, the non-spherical influence function depends on both the bond
length and relative angle between the bond of interest ξ′ and any other bonds within the
horizon. This type of bond-associated model can be obtained from Eq. (1) by using non-
spherical influence functions and setting A〈ξ′〉 and B〈ξ′〉 as I(2) and 0 respectively, i.e.,

ω〈ξ〉 ⇒ ω(ξ, ξ′)〈ξ〉, A〈ξ′〉 ⇒ I
(2), B〈ξ′〉 ⇒ 0, (18)

The non-spherical influence function proposed by Chen et al. [14, 15] has the following form
as

ω(ξ, ξ′)〈ξ〉 = exp

(
−n1

||ξ| − |ξ′||

δ

)(
1

2
+

1

2
cos(ξ̂ξ′)

)n2

(19)
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where exp(·) is the exponential function, n1, n2 > 0 are controlling parameters that can
control shape of the influence function over the horizon H, ·̂ indicates angle between two
bonds.

The bond-associated deformation gradient using the non-spherical influence function
shares the same expressions as the Lagrangian-multiplier-based model, i.e., Eqs. (16) and
(17), but with the influence function given in Eq. (19). Note that the non-spherical influence
function should also satisfy

∫
H
ω(ξ, ξ′)〈ξ〉 dVξ = 1. Even though the Lagrangian-multiplier-

based model and the non-spherical-influence-function-based model originate from different
perspectives, they share one common feature: the influence function assigns varying weights
to different bonds within the horizon even for bonds of the same length. In the Lagrangian-
multiplier-based model, a higher weight for the bond of interest is explicitly provided by the
singular penalty factor whereas in the non-spherical-influence-function-based model, this is
achieved through a smooth continuous function.

4. Unified Force Density State

The unified force density state corresponding to the unified bond-associated deformation
gradient can be derived following the same procedure as outlined by Silling et al. [2]. Let’s
define the nonlocal strain energy density for bond-associated models as:

W =

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Pξ′ : Fξ′ dVξ′ , (20)

where w〈ξ′〉 is a scalar state-valued weight function that satisfies
∫
H
w〈ξ′〉 dVξ′ = 1; Fξ′

denotes the deformation gradient associated with bond ξ′, andPξ′ is the first Piola–Kirchhoff
stress (PK1 stress) corresponding to Fξ′ .

Assuming Fξ′ is differentiable, the Fréchet derivative of Fξ′ can be obtained using the
following equation:

Fξ′(y +∆y) =

[∫

H

ω · (y +∆y)⊗ ξ dVξ·

]
K−1

ξ′
A〈ξ′〉+B〈ξ′〉+

(
δ[ξ − ξ′]∇yB〈ξ′〉

)
•∆y

=

[∫

H

ω · y ⊗ ξ dVξ

]
K−1

ξ′
A〈ξ′〉+B〈ξ′〉+

[∫

H

ω ·∆y ⊗ ξ dVξ

]
K−1

ξ′
A〈ξ′〉+

(
δ[ξ − ξ′]∇yB〈ξ′〉

)
•∆y, (21)

where • represents the dot product of two states. In state-based peridynamics [2], the dot
product of two states A〈ξ〉 and B〈ξ〉 of the same order is defined as

A •B :=

∫

H

A〈ξ〉 ·B〈ξ〉 dVξ. (22)
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From the Fréchet derivative provided in Eq. (21) and by letting Fξ′(y+∆y) = Fξ′ +∆Fξ′ ,
the increment of deformation gradient ∆Fξ′,iJ can be expressed using index notation as

∆Fξ′,iJ =

∫

H

ωδilξQK
−1
ξ′,QR

ARJ∆yl dVξ +
(
δ[ξ − ξ′]∇ylBiJ

)
•∆y

l

=
[
ωδilξQK

−1
ξ′,QR

ARJ + δ[ξ − ξ′]∇ylBiJ

]
•∆y

l
. (23)

Therefore, the gradient of deformation gradient regarding y
l
is

∇y
l

Fξ′,iJ = ωδilξQK
−1
ξ′,QR

ARJ + δ[ξ − ξ′]∇ylBiJ . (24)

It should be noted that this gradient is defined within the framework of state dot product.
Similarly, the increment of the nonlocal strain energy density ∆W due to ∆y can be derived
using Fréchet derivative as:

∆W =

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Pξ′ : ∆Fξ′ dVξ′

=

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Pξ′,iJ

[
ω〈ξ〉δilξQK

−1
ξ′,QR

ARJ〈ξ
′〉+ δ[ξ − ξ′]∇ylBiJ〈ξ

′〉
]
•∆y

l
dVξ′

=

∫

H

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Pξ′,iJ

[
ωδilξQK

−1
ξ′,QR

ARJ + δ[ξ − ξ′]∇ylBiJ

]
·∆y

l
dVξ dVξ′

=

∫

H

{[∫

H

ωwPξ′,lJARJK
−1
ξ′,QR

dVξ′

]
ξQ

}
·∆y

l
dVξ+

∫

H

[∫

H

wδ[ξ − ξ′]Pξ′,iJ∇ylBiJ dVξ′

]
·∆y

l
dVξ

=

{[∫

H

ω〈ξ〉w〈ξ′〉Pξ′A
T 〈ξ′〉K−1

ξ′
dVξ′

]
ξ

}
•∆y+

[∫

H

w〈ξ′〉δ[ξ − ξ′]Pξ′ : ∇yB〈ξ′〉 dVξ′

]
•∆y. (25)

According to the work conjugate relation, the unified force density state in the unified
bond-associated correspondence formulation is obtained as

T〈ξ〉 =

[∫

H

ω〈ξ〉w〈ξ′〉Pξ′A
T 〈ξ′〉K−1

ξ′
dVξ′

]
ξ +

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉δ[ξ − ξ′]Pξ′ : ∇yB〈ξ′〉 dVξ′.

(26)

The force density state presented in Eq. (26) is in a general form in terms of A〈ξ′〉 and
B〈ξ′〉 without any assumptions of their specific forms. In the following part of this section,
the specific expressions corresponding to different bond-associated deformation gradients are
presented.
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• Conventional model

Considering the conditions presented in Eq. (3), the force density state for the conven-
tional model has the following form as

T〈ξ〉 =

[∫

H

ω〈ξ〉w〈ξ′〉Pξ′〈ξ
′〉K−1

ξ′
dVξ′

]
ξ = ωPK−1ξ. (27)

Since the deformation gradient tensors and shape tensors are identical for each bond
within the same horizon, the PK1 stress tensors are also identical. In this sense, the weighted
average of Pξ′K

−1
ξ′

is identical to the ones associated to every bond. Therefore, it can be

simplified as PK−1.

• Sub-horizon-based models

For sub-horizon-based models subject to the conditions specified in Eq. (5), the evalua-
tion of the force density state is also straightforward. Instead of using the full horizon, the
force density state is integrated or weight-averaged in a sub-horizon as

T〈ξ〉 =

[∫

hξ

ω〈ξ〉w〈ξ′〉Pξ′K
−1
ξ′

dVξ′

]
ξ. (28)

It is obvious that the sub-horizon plays an important role in computing both the de-
formation gradient tensors and the force density states associated with bonds. Hence, the
choice of sub-domain is crucial.

In the work of Chowdhury et al. [11], the whole horizon H is divided into several non-
overlapping sub-horizons hξ′. The bond-associated deformation gradient Fξ′ and shape
tensor Kξ′ , hence the PK1 stress Pξ′ , are calculated for each sub-horizon and assumed to be
identical for all the bonds within the same sub-horizon. Therefore, for this case, the force
density state becomes

T〈ξ〉 = ω〈ξ〉

[∫

hξ

w〈ξ′〉 dVξ′

]
PK−1ξ. (29)

Assuming the weight function takes the form of w〈ξ′〉 = 1/VH, where VH is the volume
of the total horizon, the above force density state expression can be further simplified as

T〈ξ〉 =
Vhξ′

VH
ω〈ξ〉PK−1ξ, (30)

where Vhξ′
represents the volume of sub-horizon.

In the initial work by Chen et al. [7, 8, 9], the sub-horizon for a bond overlaps with
the sub-horizons of neighboring bonds within the same horizon. Assuming that the strain
energy of each sub-horizon only depends on the target bond, Chen et al. derived the same
force density state as given in Eq. (30). Later, Chen and Chan [10] reformulated the force
density state by removing the above assumption and derived the general form for the bond
force density state presented in Eq. (28).
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• Projection-based model

As for the the conditions stated in Eq. (8) for projection-tensor-based model, the expres-
sion for the bond force density state involves the gradient of non-zero state B. Carrying out
the calculation, the bond force density state can be derived as

T〈ξ〉 = ω〈ξ〉

[∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Pξ′

(
I
(2) −

ξ′ ⊗ ξ′

|ξ′|2

)
K−1

ξ′
dVξ′

]
ξ +

w〈ξ〉

|ξ|2
Pξξ. (31)

• Lagrangian-multiplier-based model

Based on the updated form for the bond-associated deformation gradient given in Eq. (16)
for the Lagrangian-multiplier-based model, the bond force density state can be obtained from
the general form as

T〈ξ〉 =

[∫

H

ω(ξ, ξ′)〈ξ〉w〈ξ′〉Pξ′K
−1
ξ′

dVξ′

]
ξ (32)

When λ = 1 in Eq. (13), this expression will degenerate to the one for the conventional
model (Eq. (27)).

• Non-spherical-influence-function-based model

The bond force density state for the non-spherical-influence-function-based model shares
the same form as that of the Lagrangian-multiplier-based model, except the influence func-
tions are different. The non-spherical influence function ω(ξ, ξ′)〈ξ〉 for this model is given
in Eq. (19).

5. Momentum Balance and Objectivity

The equation of motion for the unified framework of bond-associated material correspon-
dence models is the same as that for the conventional model proposed by Silling et al. [2].
The equation of motion is expressed as

ρ(X)ü(X, t) =

∫

H

{
T [X, t] 〈ξ〉 −T [X′, t] 〈−ξ〉

}
dVξ + b(X, t), (33)

where ρ(X) is the mass density of material point X; ü(X, t) := ∂2u/∂t2 represents the
second order derivative of displacements u with respect to time t; and b(X, t) is the body
force density of material point X.

The above equation of motion (Eq. (33)) can be derived from the perspective of energy.
Given an arbitrary domain B, the total kinetic energy K(t), the total external work U(t)
and the total strain energy Φ(t) can be computed by

K(t) =
1

2

∫

B

ρu̇ · u̇dVX, U(t) =

∫ t

0

∫

B

b · u̇ dVX dt, Φ(t) =

∫

B

W dVX, (34)
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where u̇ := ∂u/∂t is the first order derivative of displacements with respect to time t.
As a result of conservation of energy, and assuming K(0) = U(0) = Φ(0) = 0 when t = 0,

the following two equations must be held,

U(t) =Φ(t) +K(t), ∀t ≥ 0 (35)

U̇(t) =Φ̇(t) + K̇(t), ∀t ≥ 0 (36)

where

U̇(t) =

∫

B

b · u̇ dVX (37)

K̇(t) =
1

2

∫

B

[ρü · u̇+ ρu̇ · ü] dVX =

∫

B

ρü · u̇ dVX (38)

Φ̇(t) =

∫

B

Ẇ dVX (39)

denote the time derivative of U(t), K(t) and Φ(t), respectively. The Φ̇(t) can be further
expanded in terms of the bond force density state T〈ξ〉 and bond deformed state y〈ξ〉 as

Φ̇(t) =

∫

B

Ẇ dVX =

∫

B

T〈ξ〉 • ẏ〈ξ〉 dVX

=

∫

B

∫

B

T〈ξ〉 · ẏ dVξ dVX

=

∫

B

∫

B

T〈X′ −X〉 · (u̇′ − u̇) dVX′ dVX

=

∫

B

∫

B

T〈X′ −X〉 · u̇′ dVX dVX′ −

∫

B

∫

B

T〈X′ −X〉 · u̇ dVX dVX′

=

∫

B

∫

B

[
T〈X′ −X〉 −T′〈X−X′〉

]
· u̇ dVX′ dVX

=

∫

B

{∫

H

[
T〈ξ〉 −T′〈−ξ〉

]
dVξ

}
· u̇ dVX. (40)

Substituting Eqs. (37), (38) and (40) back into Eq. (36) and applying the localization theo-
rem, the equation of motion shown in Eq. (33) can be obtained.
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5.1. Balance of Linear Momentum

For a bounded body B subjected to a body force density field b(X, t), the balance of
linear momentum is always held. The proof is provided below.

∫

B

ρ(X)ü(X, t)− b(X, t) dVX

=

∫

B

∫

H

{
T [X, t] 〈ξ〉 −T [X′, t] 〈−ξ〉

}
dVξ dVX

=

∫

B

∫

B

{
T [X, t] 〈ξ〉 −T [X′, t] 〈−ξ〉

}
dVX′ dVX

=

∫

B

∫

B

T [X, t] 〈ξ〉 dVX′ dVX −

∫

B

∫

B

T [X′, t] 〈−ξ〉 dVX′ dVX

=

∫

B

∫

B

T [X, t] 〈ξ〉 dVX′ dVX −

∫

B

∫

B

T [X, t] 〈ξ〉 dVX′ dVX

=0 (41)

Since T〈ξ〉 = 0 whenever ξ /∈ H, the limit of integration on the inner integral may be
changed from H to B. In the meantime, the order of integration can be exchanged. There-
fore, the linear momentum balance is satisfied.

5.2. Balance of Angular Momentum

The angular momentum balance is another important law of physics that must be fol-
lowed. For a bounded body B, the angular momentum writes

∫

B

y〈ξ〉 × [ρ(X)ü(X, t)− b(X, t)] dVX =

∫

B

y〈ξ〉 ×T〈ξ〉 dVξ. (42)

Similarly, the force density state T〈ξ〉 = 0 if the bond ξ falls outside the horizon H. Thus,
the integration domain can be changed from B to H. After substituting Eq. (26) into T〈ξ〉,
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the angular momentum yields
(∫

H

y〈ξ〉 ×T〈ξ〉 dVξ

)

i

=eijl

∫

H

y
j

[
ω

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Pξ′,lQA
T
QR〈ξ

′〉K−1
ξ′,RS

dVξ′ξS

]
dVξ+

eijl

∫

H

y
j

[∫

H

w〈ξ′〉δ[ξ − ξ′]Pξ′,mQBmQ,l〈ξ
′〉 dVξ′

]
dVξ

=eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉

[∫

H

ωy
j
ξS dVξ

]
K−1

ξ′,SR
Pξ′,lQA

T
QR〈ξ

′〉 dVξ′+

eijl

∫

H

y
j

[∫

H

w〈ξ′〉δ[ξ − ξ′]Pξ′,mQBmQ,l〈ξ
′〉 dVξ′

]
dVξ

=eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Fξ′,jRPξ′,lQA
T
QR〈ξ

′〉 dVξ′+

eijl

∫

H

y
j

[∫

H

w〈ξ′〉δ[ξ − ξ′]Pξ′,mQBmQ,l〈ξ
′〉 dVξ′

]
dVξ. (43)

Eq. (43) is a generalized expression for the angular momentum based on the unified defor-
mation gradient and bond force density state. This expression will be examined for different
cases of the bond-associated models.

• A〈ξ〉 = I
(2) and B〈ξ〉 = 0

A〈ξ〉 = I
(2) and B〈ξ〉 = 0 is the most common conditions in the bond-associated corre-

spondence models, including the conventional model (Eq. (3)), the sub-horizon-based model
(Eq. (5)), the Lagrangian-multiplier-based model (Eq. (15)) and the non-spherical-influence-
function-based model (Eq. (18)). For these models, Eq. (43) can be simplified as

(∫

H

y〈ξ〉 ×T〈ξ〉 dVξ

)

i

=eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Fξ′,jRPξ′,lQδQR dVξ′

=eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Fξ′,jRPξ′,lR dVξ′

=eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ〉Fξ′,jRSξ′,RQF
T
ξ′,Ql dVξ′

=0. (44)

Therefore, the angular momentum balance is obtained for bond-associated models when
A〈ξ〉 = I

(2) and B〈ξ〉 = 0.

• A〈ξ〉 6= I
(2) and B〈ξ〉 6= 0

For bond-associated models that A〈ξ〉 6= I
(2) and B〈ξ〉 6= 0 in general, such as the

projection-based model (Eq. (8)), the angular momentum balance can be derived in a slightly
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different manner. For the case of projection-based model, plugging the conditions given in
Eq. (8) into Eq. (43), the angular momentum becomes

(∫

H

y〈ξ〉 ×T〈ξ〉 dVξ

)

i

=eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Fξ′,jRPξ′,lQ

(
δQR −

ξ′Qξ
′
R

|ξ′|2

)
dVξ′+

eijl

∫

H

y
j

[∫

H

w〈ξ′〉

|ξ′|2
δ[ξ − ξ′]Pξ′,lQξ

′
Q dVξ′

]
dVξ

=eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Fξ′,jRPξ′,lQδQR dVξ′ − eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Fξ′,jRPξ′,lQ

ξ′Qξ
′
R

|ξ′|2
dVξ′+

eijl

∫

H

y
j

w

|ξ|2
Pξ,lQξQ dVξ

=eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Fξ′,jRPξ′,lQδQR dVξ′ − eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉

|ξ′|2
y
j
〈ξ′〉Pξ′,lQξ

′
Q dVξ′+

eijl

∫

H

w

|ξ|2
y
j
Pξ,lQξQ dVξ

=eijl

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Fξ′,jRPξ′,lQδQR dVξ′

=0. (45)

Therefore, the angular momentum balance is also obtained for bond-associated models when
A〈ξ〉 6= I

(2) and B〈ξ〉 6= 0.

5.3. Objectivity

To show the objectivity of the bond-associated correspondence models, let us assume
there is a rigid body rotation Q superposed on the domain B. Accordingly, the bond-
associated deformation gradient for the body becomes

F+
ξ′
= QFξ′ . (46)

From the invariance of strain energy density under rigid body motion, it can be deduced
that the PK1 stress after imposing rigid body rotation, denoted as P+

ξ′
, should be QPξ′ , i.e.,

Ψ(Fξ′) = Ψ(QFξ′) → Pξ′ : Fξ′ ≡ P+
ξ′
: F+

ξ′
→ P+

ξ′
= QPξ′. (47)
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Replacing Pξ′ with P+
ξ′
in the unified force density state shown in Eq. (26) yields

T+〈ξ〉 =ω〈ξ〉

[∫

H

w〈ξ′〉P+
ξ′
AT 〈ξ′〉K−1

ξ′
dVξ′

]
ξ +

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉δ[ξ − ξ′]P+
ξ′
: ∇yB〈ξ′〉 dVξ′

=ω〈ξ〉

[∫

H

w〈ξ′〉QPξ′A
T 〈ξ′〉K−1

ξ′
dVξ′

]
ξ +

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉δ[ξ − ξ′]QPξ′ : ∇yB〈ξ′〉 dVξ′

=Q

{
ω〈ξ〉

[∫

H

w〈ξ′〉Pξ′A
T 〈ξ′〉K−1

ξ′
dVξ′

]
ξ +

∫

H

w〈ξ′〉δ[ξ − ξ′]Pξ′ : ∇yB〈ξ′〉 dVξ′

}

=QT〈ξ〉. (48)

Apparently, the transformation from state T〈ξ〉 to state T+〈ξ〉, corresponding to the
transformation from Fξ′ to F+

ξ′
, follows the standard rules of tensor analysis. Therefore, the

bond force density state T〈ξ〉 is objective.

6. Summary

This paper presents a unified framework of the bond-associated peridynamic material
correspondence models. The main contributions of this work are summarized as follows:

1. The bond-associated models were proposed to improve the accuracy of the nonlocal
deformation gradient in mapping bond deformation between two distinct deformation
configurations. As a result, the map between bond-associated deformation gradient
and bond deformation states becomes injective. In this study, a unified model for
the bond-associated deformation gradients was developed by generalization using two
new state variables A〈ξ〉 and B〈ξ〉. By choosing different values for these two state
variables, different bond-associated models were recovered.

2. Assuming strain energy equivalence with the conventional continuum mechanics the-
ory, the unified force density state was derived using the Fréchet derivative based on
the unified bond-associated deformation gradient. By choosing different values for
the two state variables A〈ξ〉 and B〈ξ〉, the bond-associated force density states for
corresponding bond-associated deformation gradients were recovered.

3. A systematic proof of balance of linear and angular momentum and objectivity of the
unified framework was conducted in this study. This provides more theoretical support
for those bond-associated correspondence models from physical perspectives.

The unified framework developed in this study sheds light on how bond-associated cor-
respondence models are inherently connected. It offers possibilities for the development or
invention of new bond-associated correspondence models.
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