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1.3 C & [

B - IR ORI BN TEME 72D, WD
MR E T )L ZRiEEA U 72 (L#E, 2016). 97zbb, B
AR UMM H® EomcRaIn, &
BRI OMANH? LD 2 STEREINEZDITHS. X7,
H 25a2—271y REEAO#EFEE LT, Elliott 70
NOEREZEN L, THICE > TAFRIBOKBHE KT
EZRRTBHIEEZHRALE 2 z2Ew, HPhed1—7
Uy RIEEANOFfE L D452 % Reynolds (1993) 2385 L T
WBMN, ZOWNL DNEIHEHESFCE DT, 4El
APECENS ZE EOTHRTT 5. %L TIE Ry BEHRFE
FrzBT 53 380 OffikEREtd 5.

SLEZ
X7

2. H2Hh5a—2 Uy REEAD

BRI A WA S D, TNTHUTRIN
BB, WITNHREIZEDHBIPNRANGHEND T ETT
iz, P05 a1—2Uy RERAORLZ OEFIES [Fkk
Th2.

Bk a3l 2R01CE T, Minkowski ZERIIZDNTH
E5NLTHL. ZOZEMOERT )V MEREZ 0-012 &
T5., OWRFETHSD. ZDZERITIE Lorentz PN

X°p=—xot Xyt X (D
CEFIND GRS AR, £ U C, HA I 0 B /=
WL THFFT, X
>0 2

TRSINDWME CTH > 7= (Fig. 1. M EE O-Cyx, T
H2EHTHE x, =+ 1TH5. FELLE widhH12
JERESET EOBRERAT, w=013x, >00Dx,=0%
BT 5. BERXT A NEERA, 0,0 D% CELT,
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xex=—xp+x;i+x;=—1
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Fig. 1. Parameter space, H?, for representing ellipses with
various aspect ratios and major-axis orientations. H” as-
ymptotes to the cone, L; and H' is the intersection of H’
and the 0l-coordinate plane. fi%Z O 7 A X7 k& Ky
MZERFOMHEXRT /NI A—FZEMH &, TAMWHET 2
JesfE L. #5501 FEREE & H Dsgiiat H'.

ZOHMNS HIZH o 7= Lorentz lEEEZ p, H> LD SO
ARy EddE, ZORDMERE(, ) TREICET &
MTED. ZOHEDp & yld, TNENEREED Sk
EREQYF OIS TS, FNSHERE LT > 72
JERETH %D LRI, (o, wIZM CEFEET 2 H T
ROEETHH D, H LOETEREMOKEMNEZD 50T
BAE, R=exp) WMDY AR bE, ¢ = w2 13d
LIS EN S AR SHZH ST HDET
2 (AFHIEEE 3, 4 [A]).

ZOEMMNIEI—7 Yy REMTH S Z &3, WEOR
(D THUDEORMNTEAENDNTNS Z EICENTNS.
51, 2k ORISEFED EAFENDNTVT, BHON
HEF U THS. UL, 4 12 EESEmIE 2 KoedD 1—
70w RZERI(—2 Uy REHD THhD I EaEHRT 2. £
ZT, D55 12 BELEAOEEEE 2D, AT
WY, H® EOsi(p, w) ITRIE L7255 12 B E o g
DRRFEREZ (C, w) ELT, &= flp) EnSBEROENELT
PeHEORBERERL L O.
2.1 HHERE

Rilp EAFMTD & ZITRNM LK DI, METERITIZ
H> LO%EZSR, Tiabb, i AET 2BENNET
5. UDRMAREIMATF T 2IEEIRICS, £ LR
DRIRT DD TH 2 (RFIEF 6 F). DED, v XHH
EE L E—EREEZ DS, H LOSESHEL T



108 g 2017—2

(@) (b)  Equal-area projection

Cms s

Orthogonal projection

) Gnomonic projection
S |
7
7 z z
\ |/ 12-coordinate plane DA Equi-distant projection
’)—Q—O—» ¢
o_ . G 0
< sinh(p/2) > | 7N
<——2sinh(p/2) > ¢ L
p

Fig. 2. (a) Projections of the point delineated by a solid circle on H’ onto a 12-coordinate plane. A, equal-area projection; D,
azimuthal G%UIdIStal’lt projection; G, gnomonic projection; O, orthogonal projection. L, light cone. The horizontal gray line
tangent to H" at the point C represents the unit circle centered by the point and lying on the plane parallel to the coordlnate
plane. (b) Various projections of a square and a circle upon H’ onto Euclidean plane to depict the isometry along H” corre-
sponding to pure shear in the physical space, Wthh is characterized by the parameters, R, = 5 and ¢, = 0. The solid circle
and open diamond indicate the point C and x, on H’, respectively. The arrow indicates the maximum stretching orientation
in physical space. (a)H> L £ (BH1) 0% 12 FERESER (— 27 1) 5 RS O (FAL). A, FERHRE ; D, IERSFIHEEER I
G, /B ; O, IEFHE . L3k (b) EEMITBIT 2 R, w, OMBIWICKIE L 72 H LOBESHE 4 MEOBRBETLY
URR. BALE FER, %h%‘h H® LD C EEHMINTHIG Uil x. RENIRZZM OB KOS RS 5.

ZANFEINWEND ZETH 2. T, LED2 KMDIE T & FALOFEIEA, ZOEMTONALEL D IZHAN TN

BEDMRTZND & WD Z EIFRUAR/SBEI & WS ZETH D, 5. %’E%?ﬁ“&’ﬂi&%@ 2 KD Lorentz FEBENIRFT
H> EDOF—% HTERSNDLMFOMEES Z OBH TR DT, H? EORIZIEREITIZTDA A TIIWN 0,

ETHD. ZO0H, T—HEOH NE1—2 1y RV BRI O AHEIE EREICHIST 5075, H E@p &y T
NOFIERGE, BAMT - BT CIIRITIDODIT TH H5. TS OEEZEREICE > ZEERE Ry % Yam-
2. aji 2Q008) MMERR L 7. £ DEF 7 71 )WL [URL1I NS A

ERREE, ¢ = 2sinh(p/2) TR S NS, ZTHUTER FTED. HBHDOY ARY A 1715 10 FTOELKT,
5 AN DR O X (AR LR 3 [5) @ sin % sinh 12 v 10° RO\ E DRy b % Fig. 31IRY. Rl BHE

EE A iz sz, ZORTp =log R & sinhp = MoLEIZE, Zoxy MF—4%%2 70y hL, Rflp &
(e—e N2 z2dbbtdd&, (=JR-1//REETDHZED BENTICE L e T —F THEINEINE, £, T—FHD
bind. H EOWHERE, —RRITIZERE Cliiic 5. OAMOZERFAT D ENTES RHFESE4E). 5L

UL, RO 12 Yl Eicdh 2735, ZOHMiR 270w k2L T<ND7U—DY 7RI TT7 HEETD
IR CZBD, FHEEE THRETLOZBDERIHED. & [URL2, URL3].

EHDEECIIHINL, REMOBAMZERT. 4B, 2.2 IE&t¥

Fig. 2a Cid H* 12¥h > 72168 p/2 78 H? LOBFTIC L D Bl H? 70 5 55 12 BEEZ P~ O 1F 5 % (Fig. 2a) 13, R ¢ =
HEIELTHEMIM TN, ZORNIFIME LD {x, S D sinhp = (R—1/R)/21TX>TEEINS. UDIIERD 5
HreERLTWA, ZOm3HE 0 EEEE0 0 E1l—2 ANOEHFHFEDED sin % sinh 1295 & 20K 5. KT

Jw RZEMTHS. DX TH 12> 7= Lorentz HEEEA LT LD, ZOHEIIMIWD L ZITHERTHS. Hiny
p2 EEL WZHENND 5 TED EX O TN TS WHZ RS U 72 Minkowski 25 OFR I B4 % A L 4 18]
DI, #FZL_ Uy RVEE EOREZLI—2 1 REEICH TEFLATHI T, TR &, MBIWIIHIET 25 RARIT
W29 fﬁﬂt@@%‘“(d‘éé X;i = Tpxi Th%. BHEHDT ZAXRY MMLOMEE p, K
RN BT DHBIMNI IR L7 H? EO%EAHRE, WG ERTAD21E%E v, L35 E, ZOERTHIE
DR ETRLON Fig, 2b DR LB TH 5. MAVRE



WEME 123(2)

12 3 456780910

Fig. 3. Equal-area net for strain and deformation analyses
(Yamaji, 2008). The center of the net correspond to circles
(R =D in physical space. AT - ZETEHEHT D 7= 80 D5
%*\)‘/ ko LD RIEEZEROM (R = DITind % (Yamaji,
2008).

1 0 0
T,={0 cosy, —siny,
0 siny, cos
coshp, sinhp, 0\ (1 0 0
X | sinhps cosh p, 0) 0 cosy, siny,| 3)

0 0 1/ V0 —siny, cosy,

ThHDFHEFE4RED. Lo T, BN MU u=x;
—x; = (T~ Dx; TH5. ZHUKXQB) 2RAL TEHRT 2
L, T, 2B

u, = (sinh p, cos vy x, + cos’ v, (cosh p,—Dx,
+ sin w; cos y; (cosh p,— D x, (@)

u, = (sinh p, sin v, ) x, + sin y, cos y, (cosh p; — D x;
+ sin® y, (cosh p; —Dx;, Q)

Elsh. REUEMSZ T 5720, $il) k), 22T
Fx, EENW(ZZTRO-Y KD IZEFFOETHD
ZEEERL, 41X UTERDIFDEFIXRY MV OFS). K
4) BEG) DS uy/uy = sin w, / cos y, = tan y, &725C,
H> bz 12 JEEFEICIENZ L-#E, oYk
OB L ST w, OAMICEH L. DFED, EBMEMYOEM
FimEEELZEEESNERT D785, x DIEHFIL
551 RN Sy, 2T BEN = AN EARICEI. 20
LERUEZDNFig. 4 ThD. H2HENSHTATRS,
MBI RHE L7z H? EOBBRIEARNTH 5. Wiz X
DITIEMRIT IR Z B DR OIETEHE DTS, Misiw ¢
H5.

FEHEOZS LEEEZRIMAL T, ABEOE 1 EITH
U RE (F = RU = VR) & L7z, H? Eo%
EAMEEZ % 2 ENTES (Yamaji, 2013b). KA LE

PR L EARNT & AT AR DR (5) 109

geodesic
./_ through C

HZ

Fig. 4. Schematic illustration of the isometry (solid ar-
rows) on H” corresponding to pure shear. Gray arrows re-
present the orthogonal projections of the solid arrows on a
12-coordinate plane. The angle, y,, represents twice the
maximum stretching orientation in the physical space. %
ZERNC B BM IR L 72 H FOSEEWZH 5DT
BWRRORH. 2O 12 FEEENEM A O IEH ST EATHRIC
3%, REMIIBITZ UDRKHUOAMED S DT HORG
ARV

BHL Cdet F=1&T5k5, U VHHMEKTH 5.
L7z TEDHE, ML T sHliREIRT 50 &
RU), WHAEHRL THSMBIEIT 20 E (VR), SRR
CIZ72% EWD O REH D IR TH 5. JHEMHEER D
MRz 0 FOSREMERBT ZO/ME, RHEETIE
REFIHT 5. HTTEEAOHEKICE B> T, EHELE
MIZERENICE<. R 2D SOTHUAEERE, Minkowski
ZE[ETI3EE 0 FEREE £ 0 OMIREFETH 2. L7=n> T,
KX RU=VRMNZV/DIz5, Fig. 5L®INEZ2D0D
RED=AFIIEFRKE TH 5.

(BRE) EBAY—H—%, T T 1 vT+1 7 LIRENT
RALTEAS. LT, TOEEFOT AR M & il
HENZDONWT, ZURHETENTEDETE. ThsOEFRE
DB TH 2 LT 5. MBWEKET 2L, EAHEMHD
7 ARG ML ERMAMERET SI121E, = h—13e<
EBHN DREZA SN

(BEX) BHONTVWDDIE, x & x DT DE/NTHHLD
UL, MBI OINT A—F p, Y, MIRETEDNEND T
ETHB. Fig. 5ITRT LD, MBIz s, H EO#Ek
ZIENET S EERIIAS. X—H—DOLERHBDOFIC
TAvT A T U2 DOFMAMNGZ 5N TWDSDITZN,
FNSITHE L H2 ED 2 A3, ZOEGEICIESRZ I
b, NG 2 HNHIUIHE EOEROFHNIRE DD T,
FOERICE O —I— 1 DTy, kx5, BHOEZ
D HAES 22 DRI HRE LET &,

coshp, sinhp, 0
x;= | sinhp, coshp, O |x;
0 0 1
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Fig. 5. Orthogonal projection of H* on a 12-coordinate
plane, illustrating the polar decomposition, F = RU = VR,
for isochoric deformation. Open and solid circles indicate
the points that represent the pre- and post-deformation el-
lipses, respectively. Parallel gray dashed lines represent
the pure shear represented by U. JEEFMETE D & & DRy
f# F=RU=VR ZHAT 5700, H OF 12 EEEFRA
DIEHZX. FALEBALA, ENENE R DR I
IR DRI AT IR 2 ADEFRT, U S HOT AT
LHMpfEL®T.

THD (FHEEH 4D, 50, %1 k02RO HT L,

(xp) o = cosh ps (xp) o + sinh p () |
(xp); = sinh p,(x) o + cosh ps &) ;.

INHMS coshp, ZIHET 5 &

- (Xf)l(.xi)()"" (xf)o(xi)l
(X.)%)_ ()Cl)2|

Lins. FERIEREEKIT 1 M0 T, ZoXDAI
DI ST p, WL TFEET D, LD >T, hTl
HMBIUTT A AR EESR L - EAMERZRETE 5. 2H
DLESdIUE, B/NARWICEREESEMN ZRET 2 Z &I
5.
2.3 JEVEF

Hhsa—21)y REFAD B EETIE, H Eos
R L7 Fig. 2a DL D 1T 5. X TEL &, ¢
=tanhp = R*—D/(R*+ 1) TH 3. BRAED /T ARAED
AL 3 18) @ tan & tanh TEEMHA S E ORI
5. BROFNTIL, BROHPOITEMNAGFEIZHS INT,
BRI 1D S E IV S TR Z DREAEROR TH > 2.
H> ® 7 & A%F T, SEIRICH 7= % 513 Minkowski 224
DM OTH D, /T THE oMM TH 2 KM
WEMCE I N [, H O B TH, g
MERITHE D (ZHUSARES 4 BT Uz H Lol
MROEFRNSHSDY).
LIZATHABEL > XZ2E NI TEEZRS &, R
DTHDEDEEFLE L THIEEATRICES. RIC1—
7y R ETES LEGEZERS &, EREORSMAE

sinh p, =

B 2017—2
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Fig. 6. Gnomonic net for strain and deformation analyses
(Yamaji, 2008). The center of the net corresponds to cir-
cles (R = 1) in physical space. AT - ZETEARAT D7z
D/EFy b FILRIEEEMOMAR = DITHIET 2
(Yamaji, 2008).

FOBEELTESRDLIFTHS. H D E AT, DT
LICEARD T ENTES., H ITITERE SN EET 5.
I35 CH 5 Lorentz BB N ERRDORTH S, £
U 7= IR s, EZERITIE Y AT bR R O 2
HO5OTHIFED, ZHUd Minkowski 24 Tld s C DL
2D BB (Fig. 2a DAFR) EAHEL & DR TH D,
CHOHSERICENRIZIC MO R TEDHMITHIFET B0
5, ZO#HFITXD, EWBEMAIME LORITES. S0t
Z%E, H OREN, FE 1 OMRIBE2DITTHS.

ARL > X TR 7Z5EOPRANPRKEND EFUL, /
EARFOONAHREN. /20 H EOBEFRMEN,
DOEFITRDEATRES BT S LMBICAZS (Fig. 2b).
BHDRKERZOEZEMESFIHIL, RIHENERTH 5D
INDIETHDN, TOMEDAIC, KEHENT S EB R
MBI CRICNI DD TH 5. H* ETp, v & MEE s
LTy, ZoEsE L/ £y b% Yamaji (2008)
MR LTz Fig. 6 32N TH 20, ZORDOIMUDHIZ
o THE SN2 EBUHEIE, RIEFR T S EEEREEZE D 5
T JECRY FNOBET 7 7 A IVIZ[URLA NS AFTE
5.

2.4 TOMDIEE:

H? L@ C 75 ® Lorentz i p 2, #&EHLN5OD
I—2 v RifEftEE T S IERGALXE (azimuthal equi-dis-
tant projection) 1%, MM & DEIRICRINNIRNE
%, Elliott(1970)12& > T Rf/p EAMTICAIAI N, £
7z, Yamaji and Masuda (2005) 23 #EfE¥ DRI+ 7 7 7D v
VEMETHEOT OB LE ZOREZ, Elliott
TOy hEDBIR ZORFHBIRMEHECTWAATE
o Tha, M CH5 H EOMLEDME TO Lorentz B
HHIOMAZIFEINDDEN, HC 2DFEL H LT
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Fig. 7. Histogram of pre-strain major-axis orientations in-
ferred using the 6-curve method. 6-curve JA CatH L 2 &
HIDOY —H—DE#HMDOE AT T L.

B2 HE D Lorentz FEBfIS#%# CTHMEL TLES D TH
. K177 7w 7 DOES TN L < DS
BT, 777Uy EMTRETSYIT, ZO#FEI
fHRIOXICHEHTH S, L LEARENT T, BAHEMN
Lorentz #ififi &1 I—)LIZ/2 % E WD TWHEENH 5. Sk
REIL5, THHEDIES DEEENEHIE TRET S Z
LI ZOWEARIATETWDY, EHEAHMKETIIZOR
IMMENSNTORN. EHFNT - BRMFT T, BEiix 2z
DEWTIEFEARENEIZ A U v ME7su.

Reynolds (1993) 13U AT L A #esg & AT bIV#xsE %
AL TV, LhL, N5 ZEELMT - ZIATICFIH
TBH5AY y MIFERIN TR,

3. Rf/oEH#EMT - 6-curve &

Ri/p EAFHTININ S DODIREN D BH. fR< N E[HE
13, BREOI——0F7 AX7 MNEEEHARIENWD n
MOTF—2 RY, o), -, R, o) INFABNIZELT,
BHFEHDOT AR MMLEEMAMZERDEL, EWS5HDT
BB, INEMITE RSB 2 GE LD 212, A%
DR — =R DWW T S N OMEHIREE 2 ET 2 Z
LD £33, HEHRMICES 7 Lisle(1977a) @ 6-
curve IENHEFL, TOHTRENGEEHRHAT S, [l
[Fkk, ZRAIEDOINT A—F #ZNTIURAF L, fTKY]
L, ¥z, EBABEMHONIT A—FIUIRAT s 21T5 2 &
129 %.

3.1 Fi#

25N nlOT—4 M5, 0-curve HEILINHEEZ f#E <
ZEITKD, EABHORERINT A—F R, ¢, BRET
5. FORE RN~ — 1 — QRN EDOH AN H—HEIC
AL TV ENWSREEB L. BREOHEMNDINT A—%
MNEBIERIOFEHDINT A —% Z3Red DR 0T, =
DIJEDH 3 [E1D Fig. TR UK DI, NS DHTS K
ORD y, &y, +n TEHL-

cosh p; = cosh p; cosh p,
—sinh p; sinh p, cos (yy—w,—m) 6)

sinh p; sin y; = sinh p; sin (yy—y,—7) . @)
EWVWIHTHS. IS DAEDTIERLOFEN & EHFEM

PR L EARNT & AT AR DR (5) 111

D BINT A=, IS ZEERTOFEHIZ b %)%
TA=EIWHZENS, BHFEHDINTG A—=F p &y, Dffiz
HYIRET D E, ZNSORITKDEIHID p; & w; DV
HT&E5, ZHOLUTARMDO nHOR——D)NT A—%
DL, W), ..., P, v RESND. 5L, KAl
MTHEEAEHADINT A—F W4 REL THEHLZY
FETHD, ST, BWaI, ~—h—OEMATT 1
THoEEWIRER v, ..., y"DEX k275 I3 Fig.
TOEIICTIEIET, B THo WD EMICHHD
BZDIEMTED. FHEBERNSIERLIZER T LM
TZIEFEILTWADIE, p, w, DEE L TAEY)RHEINZ
L7=m6THD. EANT T LORID m I TAT,
ZOE kKRB nP WOy, MdHDHETHE, TIEFEZ SN
W, TbOE—HENRNEDTIUL, ¥ 1 2 F) 1l

(k)

n® —n/m1?

m

2w = X

=1

®

n/m

TiMigT 2 2 EMTES. ZDMEITEAEHDIGEL /28T
A—FIHKIFTHDT, TNEOMTH D Z EMNHLMNIT
BHESIC, EIT (o, w) BT T, EARNTTL
DHE—HR725 n® = n/m THBIZTT, RO OHLOHT
3, ZOEMED P OFTNERT. ZOTHATOITED
FE, TZIFEThbinn. EARp, v) 2SI NTLST,
P OMERRRS. 22T, P #E/NCT D (g, w) s, ki
NEBHEHDEED/INT A—F TH 2 ET HDN 0-curve
FTh5.

[fl—® Rflg 7 —% %, O-curve {% & hyperbolic vector
mean method T L /=#5i % Fig. 8alcL®wd. ZDOK
121, BB CTHEE L7=EAFEM D 95% FHE#FH &/ RINT
W5, ZN5 2 DOHER, ERAIDOS—H—7kb Ot
FIEEICDWTERDREEZB N TNDDT, FHHEERITE
OHIZEDEDIC—HLIBNEDOD, EB5HZDODALT—
&R U & EIRE LB EAEMIGEWFEEZ S <D
HTTWS. O-curve IEDOML, EFLD 95% (SHEfIPHICE
£N5. LnL, 6-curve i£L D hyperbolic vector mean
method DI S A%,

Rf/p BEAREITEDIRMN TS, O-curve IEIZFEE N HMN D
PTWRETH B, Bon<EHHLEpY, .., pi" Z2iEHE
T, BTTLED O OO, ZDZ &k
EREAREEZERLL, REMTEZRECT20TH .
FRUTDOWTKIZHIAT 5.

3.2 ME=

Rflp T—% 15 O-curve IETEAEMH DT AT Mt &
EllihmzR©DDZEITTEDN, T OMIEMENNALE
TH5. TOREE BAEHEAEE TII/NW I 2T
%. Fig. 9 ® Elliott 7O v hDFHPIE, HEI—N—0D%
FBhORERLTSHET S, O-curve & CTILHERIE Zf# N T
ZOEERDFDDIEN, P HEFET DEDICHAIC
bz A BHESEMNZEZT Elliott 70w b EO&%E, bIo
TIRERRZEITTS., bIATIVENZOHD A, B,
C. D& RPZMlL THEEICATSELED. T
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data point
6-curve method

'—V:\)( o

/ hyperbolic vector method

® ® the strain assumed to generate the data

# 2017—2

low

Fig. 8. (a) Equal-area projection showing the 50 Rf/¢ data that were generated with the assumed strain indicated by an o-
plus mark. The optimal point determined via the 6-curve method is indicated by an x-mark. The optimal strain and its 95%
confidence region (dotted line) determined via the hyperbolic vector mean method are indicated as well. (b) Close-up of the
region around the assumed point. The contour lines of the function in Eq. (8) shown by equal-area projection. (a) AL1Z X H]
DENLDTELZNE L TER L7 50 O Rf/p 77— 4 25581 THRIR. £72, hyperbolic vector mean method THEE
NFzEH EZD 95% (S HE#EI P GRAR) B KT 0-curve method TIRE S NIz EgEMNALOINTWS. (b) KE L ERDOEFHD
7 0—X7 v 7B LU 6-curve method @ HIEEL (Eq. 8) D AR,

HEZDOR—N—OEWHIOWEERT RIL, K(6),(7) Tt
BTES, 2ho0ORdp, v, KOWTHEETHS. L
=Moo T, BEAMOY—H—0DEHoHT AT, A, B,
C, D' &EERIICENT S, E2ANENSDRD v iz
HoHLITH A", B”, C", D"IE, @&FOB' & C' OHWE
TYv > TTH5DTHD. TOWE, L HED, FI17))
BNT = I T 5 E A TARERIIRDDTH D, T
DARHEGED, RORZEEDERNIC/S. T7abb, El-
liott 70 h® kIZ y° OEERERE< 725, MRERESE
MaERTHERLLZRDSNREMRICIERST, FU
K EEFEDR/NOEESLEIINS (Fig. 8b). THAHED
REEE AT Y, BEMNTZ BT 2D TH 2 (Yamaji,
2005). 5 —EFig. 9 & A TWkEE/kLWn B'&C'D
HNITRERZ RV, R, K6), () TE-»M<
BIENEp Ly, DB, MEERTTLES ZENSE
C%DT, MOAREEMNER 0-curve IEOAREMTIR E VWA
5.

4. Rf/ o EH#EH : Shimamoto-lkeda i&

Rflp AL, LB S5 1% (algebraic techniques)
EVWDRED TN —TDB 5. T DI CRINIIERE I N
@A Shimamoto-lkada % T & % (Shimamoto and Ikeda,
1976). 2 &HMN—t3¥57% Mulchrone et al., 2003) T

H%. UDIL hyperbolic vector mean method (Yamaji,
2008) b Z DTN —TIZET D, IS 3 DOEUCFIITIZE
CTHs LA, Yamaji013a) ICK DEEHENE. 72
L, Shimamoto-lkeda i%l3® & DERILDOE LTI, HfRE
REICER AN D 5 7= 0 ITIRZEFAM A Ui < W (Yamaji,
2013a). Shimamoto-lkeda iEIZDWT, INLD Il &%
BT 5.
R 3T, HHEHSDITHIRITHIZERL 2.

TANRY NS R, BHITIIAD ¢ TH DM DZNUL,

N=(COS¢ —sinq))(l/R O)(cosq) sin ¢

sing  cos¢ 0 R/\—sin¢ cos¢ ©

T»H%. Shimamoto-lkeda % &%, ZIRED n HOEMN %
H5OIRITHZE N, .. N ET B E, ZOEMEY

Nfz%[zv;“ + +N;"’} 10)

MEAFEMNZHS5HT WD HETH S (Shimamoto and
Ikeda, 1976). EAX—N—IZT7 1 v T 1 T LMD
7 ANRY R R EEHEAM ¢ 5, () ITX D IBIRITAIE
fHERICHETE 5. 2L TRU0ICED N, bESICHET
x5, ZHUIEMNIMTAIIZDT, 2 DDEFEEHEZEZHD. £+
DINSWHIHHET BEANRZ LA, EHFEM O EHlA
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Fig. 9. Illustration of the solution of the 6-curve method
showing computational instability. P = the data point cor-
responding to an elliptical strain marker. The line from A
through C indicates the orbit of a trial solution of the
method, whereas the line from A through D * indicates
the pre-strain shapes and orientations of the marker. The
points from A” through D” indicate the y values of the ori-
entations. 6-curve £ DED AN LZENE ZFH AT 2 720 D El-
liott 711y k. KO M OHLOHENRERE D . 5 P
AROREEZHMNEDH SO M. HOESFHD/INT A—
Falio TIDRELEFROMEBEICYFHRT 2 EFEAITH
5. RA~RD ZEICESHEMNZSH SO RO E LT
HOEABMZDHS5OT R P ZWEH L ERRNRA ~ K
D'. ZN5DyllizdbobITDHNH A"~K D"

¢, CH%. LnL Shimamoto and Tkeda(1976) I3 7E A F5
MO7 ZRY KR, % N SEIT 5 TS 2 i
WTRWEDIZ, BRELGAZZENHB. CDE2D0
EEED DR RT3 T 2D TH 5.

Shimamoto-Ikeda ¥£13, ZFA1D < — /1 —DIIRIT DN
TROMEZEBL. ERATOMMZ S 5bITHIRTSIZ N,
G NPEL, £ a ZEOEELT,

Niz% N+ +N”| =al an

MIBVEDERETHDTH S, ZOREDHE, N D
AEfEE fE< 2 & TEAEHMNDRETCES Z &%, Shi-
mamoto and Ikeda(1976) &133E S 9 UA B TAEHHT 5.
4.1 FI8Q
FHEEOYIETHNA LI=E DT, BIRART VIV F D
THI03, BRICE BRI MR (bR ERT. 2 AR T
13, HWREACRTHD. KRR\ UEENEFRIE TR UK
5, det F=1Tdh5. BIRITFNIEALF &[F Uik 2D
FHZERT. A== nfld->T, TOHELKHFDOT—
H—=ZT7 1 v T4 > LIHHOBRITIE NP &T5 &,
det N = =detN”=1&0WSTETHD. —|iC

det {a(a
c

THHN5, 2X2 D75 E afid 2L, TOTHRIL

Z” = o’ (ad—bc)

PR L EARNT & AT AR DR (5) 113

Eizes. LAD o753,

det N, = det I =0c". 12
ZZT,

- N N

N=etn” ~ «

ET5E, detN,;=1Ths.
BRBOFRTHE N, .., NPETD, £/ Fho
D% Ny = [N + - + N"”ln &5 5. BIRTTHIICEE
THLAMANG, AFAEE 3 H §3 THEWAELDIZ, (NPT
= FINPI'F' o5, WO islzssE, NP=[F']!
NPF ' THO, kizonW TR L5 &,

N;= [F'] 'NF! (13)

&5, BRI XA HESARIEO LN N ERET HDT
det F=1Th%. —fkiZdet F=det FF'=1/detF '=1
/det(FH ' Th o, £/, FTHOEOTHRIITHIRORE
ok, 227, X013 ol TR E &5 EH(12)
12k,

det N; = det NV, = o%. (14)

DXV, EEFIE CHEEIRTT O OENRIFE NS
(Wheeler, 1984).

AHEE 1 BOLDIC, BRAEOMMENT ML EZi
TNE xET5. Tiabb, x=FEThs ABIAIOK
MoAERE,

5TM(I)§ — 1

§TNi(")§ =1
Tho BRELEDETn TEHDE, ENE=1E125.
RUDZRATZE, o8 =1. ZHIIEHNCEREIZ
MTHo=Mkzdobd. ZORICE=F 'x 2tAT 2
L, FOMROERBLOEEDSDT R

xT{a(Ffl)TFfl}x= 1.

5. Z0arERADITED, (et N ic@EEHzr s
L,

xﬂ«kaﬁﬂwF*ﬂjfﬂle. (15)
T, AHOEHEOHERIA,

Tar(D
XNf x=1

XN"x=1
Thono, BLELADE T TESDE, ¥XNx=1. &
nERXA3)EH~RZZEI2ED, &

N, T
ey~ O

MTCL %, E@HETaezdE N, . NP oSBT
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~ N,

M= et Ny (16)

E32%&, (N) '=F'F ELZ74>H— 72L&
WIEE 1 HO §8) THD. Rflp BAMEH CLIMIBTIE 2 K E
LTWBDT, FI3MHTVILTHS D22, RF =
N, ' 2WE5ns. LEN->T, N OREAMEAEZHE 2 &
XD FASRED, LU TEAFEHNKES. Thabdb,
ZTOEEMEDONYE-FBN R, 1/RICHELL, BEEXT ML
FEAEERT. T7/2DB ¢, 153 %. Shimamoto-Tkeda
ETH, ZoXSIC U CEAEANRESNS. L LESA
EA R, & 1/RIC—HTHDIZ N, DHTH>T, N; DEH
#HlE R, & /R, ThHDZ EIZHELLS. N, OEAHDIL
DMYFHED RAZIZBHDITTH 5.

4.2 eI & D%

Shimamoto-Ikeda #% & hyperbolic vector mean meth-
od DEREHAS. T, MRS -EOMHEMZED ST IR
TN IAFITHICH O, £/2, NBRETHS. DD
IR}

(o)

h g
DFICELS ZENTELZEITERET S, Lad, mE—FE
EWVSEMRE, 2o DN T

fg—r=1
MIRONDZE%#EFET D, ZZCTf g hZELXTHI
NEIZEDE, ZHIRMEOHBEXTHD. S0z 5
&, ZofhE oS EHEEDOREM &N 1 13 HRT 5
DI TH5. Li=n->T, Zodlim% Shimamoto-Ikeda
HFEONNTA—F M ERIRT ZENTE S, ZRUTE AR
HZA 2. FOBRNOEOIZ, THIRTHIOR %,

f:%(R+%) +%(R*%)cos 2¢ an
g:%(RjL%)—%(R—%)cos 2¢ as)
h=%(R—%)sin 2¢ (19

S CRMESEIE §3.D. R>1EVSHEHTIIR +
1/R>R—1/R>0HEDT, f>0mDg>0ThHs. MO

ARTTFNIHALATH2 DT, (f, g, b = (1, 1, 02 =R
9. ZIT,
+
szfzg
x -l 20

2

7 2017—2

X2: _h
L, BREBESHATHD. Zns0RNS
f:Xole = (1, *l, O)

X, Q2D

Xo
X
X,

g=X+Xi=1,1,0 (22)

X,
X
X,

h=-X,=1(0,0,—1 (23)

DEMINDOT, Rfg—h =1 IhEE2RATHILER
X0,

X2+ X+ Xi=—1 X,>0 24)

2155, FEIMNOARERXIZIR > 1IcHEKLT, XQO»5
TTL%. RQHEFIH oEHlIcFnzsiznGt2). L
72735 C, Shimamoto-Ikeda #:D /N5 A —% 2213 H* %
O-figh HERET# U 7= M1 1307 5 720 (Fig, 10). X %2
D%, Minkowski ZEEIDALE XY ML EATRT.

ST, X H? EofzRTas, XQO~Q)7n5

trace N=f+ g=2X, 25)

det N=fe—I*=X;—X1—-X3=—-XX= |XI* @6

L7 b. mED | X1 X D Lorentz / IVATH 2 (AR
B4R, THIDEMS D HFEDOZZ D751 Frobenius
IV EWD DI (DS % Frobenius / )b A &9 5 HFE
FEbHD), BRITHITI,

Frob N=f>+g" +2h’

=25+ X7+ XD =21X~ Q7

L7zhi>T, XOa—2Uw K- VA |X] DEFEIIRT
%@ Frobenius / VLD & L L, Lorentz / VA
| X || @ ERBIRI TN OF AU L,

KD ~Q3) kD, 75X 1 THBBIRTTHIN &
Lorentz / VAW 1 THD X DHWNWZIZ

_ )(0+X1 *Xz

N *Xz Xo 7Xl

EVWIIHEERA B B Z Ebn D, X=X+ + X7
/In&ETBHE, ZOFHRYT MIUNILENRZ 8L ELTH?
SEENTZ R ERTHOD, FRFMTHIEME DT 505D T
Hs. ThbHb,
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Fig. 10. Relationship between H* and the rectangular Car-
tesian coordinates, O-fgh, defined by the components of a
shape matrix, f, g and /. The f- and g-axes lie on the O-01
plane, and the h-axis points in the direction opposite the

second coordinate axis. Note that [ﬁ |g| V2 and |h| = 1.
TARIT AN D RS> £, g, h 2 EASFEREIT L 72 221 & H? & O BR.

FlilE gBind OS12 EE O B2 d 0, kN 2 FEEEEh &
TCRMmE. EEL, |fl=|g/ =222 h=1TH5Z
SR,

(X+m —E)
-X, XX

(28)
T, X%%D Lorentz / VA T#|% &, hyperbolic vec-
tor mean

XV oo b x®
n= XD+t x™
127250 (Fig. 1D, U6 &UAD M5
N= Mo+ iy )
TH2 Ho™Hy
EWIEBI, u ENB LR IMET R L%, p=
(1,0, 0" 725 N =I7207T, Shimamoto-Ikeda iEDIRE

(X 11) 1% hyperbolic vector mean method DK E, T 73
DEHCH P IT—HTDENIFRMLEFEETH .

ST, AHIEF 41 § 4 OFEMETIE, H Lo n @0
HAERTMBENYZ MUZDOWT, KOAZHNE

” Xfm + o "'va(n> H . (29)

XQO NS, ZNEXUDMRAMBTHD Z Ehbns.
DT EE, XHULDTEMR < KBR, KOEDICHEET
5. Thabb, HOLIHEETZ nfloszET XY, -,
X" OBHTEN X EVWSLERZ ML TH 5. HIZ R
MOHERDT, X2 5HT Mz sd H &0 ki
TEST5GE 1, 2 BEEEAF U725, 50 BEMEA L D kE 0

||X(l) + +)(i(n) ” —

R B AMERMT & A TR DR (5) 115

Xo W
A Y
\ X -
X /
L
0

Fig. 11. H* and the Wheeler hyperboloid, W. The points, X
and p ex1st on the surfaces, and W is defined by |X| =
const. H> & Wheeler XYEIEEE(W) D EiCiE, ThEhEX
EpunHEs. WIEH |X] = const. TEEN 5.

EVSEW). Lo X 21 2L =1
DEEIRD =D, RZEMIIBIT S nlOEHE~<— 11—
DERIZEDBEST, MILT S nflOsIIH EEBEIL T
W<, RQDIED | X[ 2N, XEpld
AN T —EDENUHBNA, ZOREED | X || &k
ThHD. LEA-T, BHICEbR>Tu A H el
HZETX A< BB, H2 % || X || 510 U 7= [ i i
T & % (Fig. 11). Wheeler(1984) i 5 72 &, Yamaji
(2013a) 1F 2 & Wheeler Ml & KA. 550 LR &
Z ORI & DR D 0 FEED | X || TH O, 72B5D det
NTh2.

4.3 BEEARZEEDRE

Shimamoto-Tkeda % D & Ak CTIIRKEE TR A EDN D B
7%, hyperbolic vector mean method T 1% £ 41 78 72 \»
(Yamaji, 2013a). ZOEWIIFNZHRT HDEA50. ¥
WS OBAENE, BEEROID FIEFELSNE D
ICTNRETHD NS DN, R ETHDN 2 AL
T @ 5 B (principle of coordinate invariance; e.g., Ot-
tosen and Ristinmaa, 2005) TH A, Z DJFEE%E B 79 7/n
BINPEDEATH 5. WHEN D & & LR (Sato and
Yamaji, 2006), EAETOHGR TS ZOFHIEETH D
(Yamaji, 2015). 7B, ZOFEEIIEGHAT 7O (FHE
HAE AR T2 5 B A V3R, 1985) T principle of material
frame-indifference %> principle of material objectivity &
XIENTVEBDOTH D0, ZOAMIBTHY, £ F
HHGHAR T FOEZFE D~ AN THH S Walter Noll 75, #
REEHPLPTVWIOARBEETAo>EEE> TS
[URLS]. PO S o, iR J17% Tl principle
of coordinate invariance & &1¥N 2 & 512725 7= (Barre-
ra, 2012).

DB AETIAT 572012, BIRITHI N DRk % i
N7z (f, g, h) ZFEFEE & 2HERT 1)V NERE O-fgh 275
AB. X—H—OHEERMHDOETNERU EKET 2D
T, TO%&Mdet N=fg—h =1 ZiEOHERE LS 2
&, ZHNUEFig 12alcL oI il Tds. ZOHD LD
REFARITHIN 16t 1 RN T 2. BALFNZHEATHITH 5
HDINZHOT, ZOHE LD, 1, 0) KBHEMMAZEH 5T
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(b)

Fig. 12. (a) Diagram showing an elliptical hyperboloid de-
fined by the components, £, g and 4, of a shape matrix, N,
where det N = fg—h* = 1. The surface has an elliptial
cross-section on the plane perpendicular to the (1, 1, 0)-di-
rection. (1, 1, 0) and (—1, 1, 0) are expressions in the O-
fhg system. (b) The Schematic illlustration of the anisotro-
pic resolution of the Shimamoto-Ikeda method. (a) JEARFT
FIN QRS f, g, h BELT FV MEREE LI EE1Z, det N
=fg—h =1 1CE> TEXEINZOPBAZRT. (1, 1, 0)
and(— 1,1,0) 1% O-fgh FEE R TOERHB. (b) dhimm o (1,1,0)
FENZIEALYS 2 WA I 78 5.

(Fig. 12a D& C). #F72ITERZT IV N EEE O-uvw & %
. 22U, uih vl willd ThTh O-fgh FEEED h
PERET L (1, —1, 0 A&, 1, 0 ARICES. §5&
O-fgh JEEERINS O-uvw JFERER N D JEFEZS T,

0 0 1
/2 —1/42 0
/2 142 0

0=

EWSBITHITH B b END. AT O-fech D, 0,
01 O-wvw B0 0(1,0,0" = (0, 1, D/ 21285, #C
D O-uvw FEFEIZ0, 0, 2) TH 2. RUD~UD DS, g
hSALENRZ MV g, DT Z2fRL, Q TEHRT S L,
O-uvw JEIER TN AR R T 2 &, Z O

1
u= (R—E)sin 2¢ = 2 sinh p sin y
1
v=«/§(R*E)cos 2¢ =22 sinh p cos v

1
W:JZ(IH—E) =242 coshp
Elrs. INSOXORAINE, RE1/R ZRAFREIEICE
a9 DA 3 EOR (15 LA NS HTLS 5. 2D
MO wEEE ¢ 1ITKFRET, RIEVTHRES. £/, Him
D yy SFHEIC AT RWEIE Y AXT N2 OFHTH %

B 2017—2

(Fig. 12b). DHO Z ol elliptical hyperboloid T®
5.

EC, ZoOMH LR ETBRITHIN 1 5 1 MK 20T
2 DD —N—EEATRESE, TN5OBEMADHNED
JEHEUE 2 583 2l B 2 SR OHEE S E38T 5.
DOFFEEZE, FTEFEMCI—27 Yy REE#ELTAHELS. 2
DOBMAMNFELUTY AR Mradb b, KGN A2 721
Bis2E9% L&, ZOEBETw BICBNZBEHO RIZ
HoT, FEHOHLNSBTHENAZTHNZ2 8 TH
%, Fig. 12b DHHIE, b5 0mEHEDT. ZIT,
X —H— DS B HEET M A a2 RITEZTHS.
X —h—BEEKRED SR TH, uy Wi ORH EOxEd
52 AIEEANICBS. BATHA S, BHILOMEE—2
Uy REEEE) & RO RRS. Lo T, v—h—
ZRET MM DB NWEDOIFELIED, HAEHHDETAIC
KETDHZENGND. DFD, BITHIORSZEDHD %
BT NIV NEREIZ & D DTU, EREARZAM: O 2 /- X
. T, BAHOREDT, FFELEO/NS IRE ARG D
BIRTREEIC D B, Lo T, EAEM DO fiRAEN HifE
HRIOEVHIKET D2 LI b. TIEESITREN.

ZOAREE DRI, Fig. 12a iR Uzdhma, (1,1, 0)
FHIENZR U TH AR TIZ WA S TH S, AHEZER<IC
13, elliptical hyperboloid % Bl Fr o B 12 58 974U
X FRUIHER, Fig. 10 DXEIMITH 2. £ 51T,
WM EZR ST THORMIZT 2 & EDOEAREFEEMICH
% 2 DOEMOIERIEICT 57518, KR H 285
A—% 28 & UC Lorentz BEEEZFE M OIEFELE T2 2
EZBBDTHS. TNHICL2EMMETIE, HEHMOE
I 0 i 2 d - U C, H Lofiz —EAERRES
LT ETHIET S, FRICE-> TH LOSIZH 5idd
h5Z &3, £ H EO28x yOHWEDI—
71Uy REEEES Lorentez HHEEHZMERET, ZNS5DRTA
AL, Lo T, EEAEMEDRE 2572 L Tn
5.

BROER Y —H—052561ELT, TnHERbdEK
<HHATELZEAEMETDH20T7/25, WM 2R6 T
LI, UL, EEZBEICT S ERD L, EESE
MO ZEAZTENMEEZAI 52 AT, MMk 2
ER b E 2T TN EFEMRE AN EIT/R DD TH 5.

5. Rf/oEHMET - —MRALTEHE

REWIHECBIT ORI, FBIAREAT——0
7 AN N LOEAMNF & BAFEH DT AR N g L
7z, Hossack (1968) ®ik#A TdH 5. Lisle (1977b) IZE A
1 - B - SRFEE DS BT, RO B DM R, DR
ELTIRETH S Z L &5 L 2. Mulchrone et al. (2003)
DOHIFEE Z DEEHOER TH D, HIBO—RIC UL T
1378<, RICFEEEIZ BT HZEEZRWELE UUF, £
T Z D fifik &= A L, hyperbolic vector mean method
(Yamaji, 2008) EXC#MICIZF—Th 5 Z L Z2FHAT 2.

OIIEAR—H—ITT 1 v FSEAEMHZ, FEHADOHFL
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Fig. 13. Illustration of the Mulchrone et
7/ al. (2003) method and its formulation
using H. (a) An ellipse with the center
at the origin of the polar coordinates,
O-£¢, in the physical space. (b) The
vector, x, in Minkowski space represent-

ing ¢. Mulchrone et al. (2003) D5k L%
2 O H Zfio 7zt (@) MERIC KD

ZREE LMERR (£, 9) TERET S, 97205,

[£(®)] *= (cosh p) — (sinh p cos y) cos 29
— (sinh p sin y) sin 29 (30

EWVWSHEBZTREEL (@) 25 DIFTH S (Fig. 13a).
o HEDOERMIE S > M, W EDDIRND
Mbhnhsdkd, ZZTREBLEZETENZRLTNVDS
(Yamaji, 2013a). AHLOEINTANERI DS, FEHDT X
AR N EEMAROEREITE>TND. ZOHUDIER
BEEDZLIE, ARBEBEOMONXTENE cosh p—
sinh p cos(y—29) E&IE L, cosh p > sinh p BEL K cos
(W—29) <1 2M->TRTZENTES, 3T, nlHOE
AX—N—WH5ELT, BOBOIKEREZT 1 vT1>7
LELED. 2nookEMzdsbTEEKELY (@), ...,
L7 (P) T D E, TDIEEK 2 O M- (generalized
mean) £ (P)13,
B 2 -2 -2

o] —{ev@] st [ev@] ] o6
EWS A TEFEKINS. Mulchrone 5132 (@) MBEHFEM
BRI ZEERLIEDTHS.

o DEAFEM A, hyperbolic vector mean method C
WELUZEAFEMIC T HZEERIILDT. 20D
IZ, bNHND Minkowski ZEf1Z, fLENT MLy = (4,
cos 29, sin 2P)T &#E 2 B, ORI Fig. 13b DX S 1T,
B2 EEEENASEI 1ICHDEMH ED 1 S TH 5.
H> L@ iz X = (cosh p, sinh p cos v, sinh p sin )™ &
I2&, ZNS5D Lorentz NEE G D ITASEMIT72HD
—Xeoyxld KGO DHBDIZ—ET2. £IT, FEZEMOn
oMMz, H EOMOn AOIENZ ML XY, .. X"
THhHobd &, FNHIZET 5 Mulchrone 5 Dz (30) 23,

(V@] 2=—-X"Voy

[0 (@] 2= —X" oy
DESIHHHLE N, TIN5 OIS CHAITEE &
L,

FZEM O OXRE, FHOFLER R &
T%. (b) EZEMORA ¢ 2RITHHIET 2
N7 by

Ai[hmkwﬂga+~-+[fw%wﬂfj}

1 (32)
n

X0 i e _,’_X(n)} oy
ZoXordid, XQDOHLIC—HT 5. Xz, T4
g, X7, ..., X" ® hyperbolic vector mean p Zfii> T,

”X(l) 4o +X(n> ”
n

mex

EESHMADILENTES, FloPHEpIE, BAHY—
A—INGEASNNIENEED, ZNENANT—RBERY
MIETHS. LenoT, KRG EGB)zbbED L,
i Je

{?(‘P)} 7200 —ueoy

Lind. fiFocld, @ OEICK S TIBIRIGRNRLO LD
LEEWT S, 2O, Mulchrone et al. (2003) D5k
THRE L e EAREH &, hyperbolic vector mean method
TRELZZNEDHBEIE TH D Z Ea2FKRT D, (L
3% & hyperbolic vector mean method Tl SN2 EH
FEEM, A XN T—RT2IenintrIni. i

Mulchrone 517 —hF A T v TEEHMAAGDES Z &
T, RREo DHEZEZAMHBOTNDIDED, T—rA K
Z v TR R, 0) EHbFEDT— AR T v TRRY,
o) LOBVWEOHRHEZE, R & ¢ ZELT IV MEEIZES
elED 2 JAHO—2 1w R

deo= J[R—RP1? +[s— P12 (33)

TEZL TS S LW (FRL/REEREORR AT S O/
W, %5 D Fig. 31320 ZERET 2). FiED §4 THY

L 7= hyperbolic vector mean method Tld Lorentz R %
fli>TW/z. Lorentez BElfIZEAREE A I—IL72DT, &
AMENI TSI E L TAIbLIW. 257, (33T
EESINDEHETIE, ZOLDBRYHENERNTERN. £
To, AGEVER 3 IO §3.2 THELZX DI, ¢ DENFL
THRMWNSWEZDHEBHIREL 2%, £/, R=1T
1%, ¢ DENEES>STHRUMZHSDLTNVS. Lizhio
T, (B3 TEHRSNSIEREL, EAMRITITSIDLLIR
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2%
&t 33

Fwed OILIRFN LR 5 NTHE M HREZR B ORI D
IAZPMIED, KiESHAST <7/molz. Xz, ZOE
THRFARTTE Rl B & GERTZE (B) 22340151 2 A L /-
L TE#HORERT 2.
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