Available online at www.sciencedirect.com
Computer methods

SCIENCE<dDIRECT® inapplied

mechanics and
engineering

ELSEVIER Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 195 (2006) 2209-2230

www_elsevier.com/locate/cma

Non-linear strain—displacement equations exactly
representing large rigid-body motions. Part II. Enhanced
finite element technique

G.M. Kulikov *, S.V. Plotnikova

Department of Applied Mathematics and Mechanics, Tambov State Technical University, Sovetskaya Street, 106, Tambov 392000, Russia
Received 5 February 2004; received in revised form 22 November 2004; accepted 4 May 2005

Abstract

The precise representation of arbitrarily large rigid-body motions in the displacement patterns of curved Timo-
shenko—Mindlin-type (TM) shell elements has been considered in Part I of the present work. This consideration
required the development of strain—displacement equations of the finite deformation TM shell theory, written in local
curvilinear coordinates, with regard to their consistency with the large rigid-body motions. For this purpose the dis-
placement vectors of the face surfaces are introduced and resolved in the reference surface frame. In this paper econom-
ical schemes of evaluating the stiffness matrix by means of the analytical integration inside the element and an advanced
approach for solving incremental equilibrium equations are discussed in detail. The developed approach may allow the
use of load increments that are much larger than possible with the approach proposed in Part I. The numerical results
are presented to demonstrate the high accuracy and effectiveness of the developed four-node curved shell elements and
to compare their performance with non-linear solid-shell elements extracted from the literature.
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1. Introduction

One of the main requirements of the modern first-order shell theory that is intended for the general non-
linear finite element (FE) formulation is that it must lead to strain-free modes for arbitrarily large rigid-
body motions. The adequate representation of large rigid-body motions is a necessary condition if a
non-linear element is to have the good accuracy and convergence properties. Therefore, when an inconsis-
tent non-linear shell theory is used to construct any finite element, erroneous straining modes under arbi-
trarily large rigid-body motions may be appeared. This problem has been studied for the finite deformation
Timoshenko beam, Mindlin plate and Timoshenko—Mindlin-type (TM) shell theories in Refs. [1-3]. In
these theories displacements of the bottom and top surfaces are introduced in order to exactly describe
rigid-body motions.

It is common knowledge that in some works developing the solid-shell concept [4-7] displacement vec-
tors of the face surfaces of the shell are also used and represented in some global Cartesian basis to precisely
describe large rigid-body motions. But in the TM shell theory [3] selecting as unknowns displacements of
the bottom and top surfaces has a principally another mechanical sense and allows one to formulate any
four-node curved shell element on the basis of the non-linear strain—displacement relationships, written
in local curvilinear coordinates, which are objective, i.e., invariant under all rigid-body motions. Taking
into account that displacement vectors of the face surfaces are resolved in the reference surface frame,
the developed FE formulation has computational advantages compared to the conventional isoparametric
FE formulations, since it reduces the costly numerical integration by deriving the elemental stiffness matri-
ces. It is remarkable that element matrices require only direct substitutions, i.e., no inversion is needed
when sides of the element coincide with the lines of principal curvatures of the reference surface, and they
are evaluated by using the analytical integration.

It should be mentioned that a close 6-parameter shell model was proposed by Simo et al. [8] where co-
variant derivatives, associated with the Riemannian connection on the reference surface, do not explicitly
appear in the formulation. The advantage of the 6-parameter shell formulation [8] compared to the 5-
parameter one is that the thickness stretch plays an important role in many engineering problems such
as concentrated surface loading, contact and delamination of composite shells. An essential feature of
our geometrically exact shell FE model is that, in contrast with Ref. [8], Christoffel symbols and coefficients
of the second fundamental form appear in the formulation. This clears the way to elaborate in conjunction
with the incremental total Lagrangian formulation the more robust numerical algorithms. The main reason
is that during the geometrical modeling in CAD systems the surfaces are usually generated by non-uniform
rational B-spline (NURBS) functions [9]. So, exact NURBS shell surface functions may be directly used for
describing the reference surface that would yield an efficient numerical implementation, which will be free
from mathematical complexities and suitable for large scale computations.

Herein, it is developed a refined FE formulation compared to Ref. [3] that is based on the simple and
efficient approximation of TM shells via four-node curved elements. To overcome shear and membrane
locking and have no spurious zero energy modes, the assumed strain and stress resultant fields are invoked.
This approach may be treated as an assumed stress—strain formulation and was proposed by Wempner
et al. [10] for the geometrically linear TM shell without the thickness change. In order to circumvent thick-
ness locking, modified material stiffness matrices symmetric [11-14] or non-symmetric [1-3,15,16] corre-
sponding to the generalized plane stress state may be employed. In the present paper the second (more
general) approach is used. The fundamental unknowns consist of six displacements and 11 strains of the
face surfaces of the shell, and 11 stress resultants. Therefore, for deriving governing FE equations the
Hu-Washizu variational principle should be applied.

The FE formulation developed in Part I [3]is free of assumptions of small displacements, small rotations
and small loading steps because it is based on the objective fully non-linear strain—displacement relation-
ships. There exists only one limitation associated with a simple fact that a loading step cannot be too large.
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This restriction arises in case of using the Newton—Raphson method for solving equilibrium equations for
incremental nodal degrees of freedom, i.e., in Part I the incremental assumed strains and stress resultants
are eliminated at the element level. Herein, it is discussed an alternative approach when equilibrium equa-
tions for incremental displacements and incremental assumed strains and stress resultants are solved by the
Newton—-Raphson method simultaneously. As a result an additional incremental load vector due to
so-called compatibility mismatch [7,12,17-19] is present and disappears at the end of the iteration pro-
cess. So, this enhanced approach allows, as a rule, to use much larger load increments in comparison with
Part L.

The numerical results are presented to demonstrate the efficiency and high accuracy of both developed
approaches and to compare their with other non-linear state-of-the-art FE formulations. For this purpose
extensive numerical studies are employed.

2. Preliminaries

Consider a shell built up in the general case by the arbitrary superposition across the wall thickness of N
layers of uniform thickness /. The kth layer may be defined as a 3D body of volume ¥V bounded by two
surfaces Sy_; and Sy, located at the distances d;_; and J; measured with respect to the reference surface S,
and the edge boundary surface Q; (see Fig. 1). The full edge boundary surface Q =Q; + Q, + -+ Qu is
generated by the normals to the reference surface along the bounding curve I' (with the arc length s) of this
surface. It is also assumed that the bounding surfaces S;_; and S are continuous, sufficiently smooth and
without any singularities. Let the reference surface S be referred to the orthogonal curvilinear coordinate
system o and o5, which coincides with the lines of principal curvatures of its surface, whereas coordinate o3
is oriented along the unit vector a; = e3 normal to the reference surface; a, = A,e, are the basis vectors of
the reference surface S; g& = Afea are the basis vectors of the face surfaces S*; e, are the tangent unit vec-
tors to the lines of principal curvatures of the reference surface; 4, and 4; are the Lamé coefficients of the
reference and face surfaces.

The constituent layers of the shell are supposed to be rigidly joined, so that no slip on contact surfaces
and no separation of layers can occur. The material of each constituent layer is assumed to be linearly

Fig. 1. Multilayered shell element.
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Fig. 2. Geometry and kinematics of shell: (a) initial configuration and (b) current configuration.

elastic, anisotropic, homogeneous or fiber reinforced, such that in each point there is a single surface of
elastic symmetry parallel to the reference surface. Let p; and p; be the components of the external loading
vectors p_ and p' acting on the bottom surface S~ = S, and top surface S* = Sy in the «; coordinate direc-
tions; q%) = ¢®v + ¢t + g%e; be the external loading vector acting on the edge boundary surface Q.
where qi’“, qfk) and q(ﬁ are the components of its vector in the v, # and o3 directions; v and t are the normal
and tangential unit vectors to the bounding curve I (see Fig. 1). Here and in the following developments the
index k identifies the belonging of any quantity to the kth layer and runs from 1 to Nj; the abbreviation (),
implies the partial derivatives with respect to the coordinate a; and a»; indices i, j, £, m take the values 1, 2
and 3 while Greek indices o, f3, y, 0 take the values 1 and 2.

The finite deformation TM shell theory is based on the linear approximation of displacements in the
thickness direction

tR _ Ni(OC3)tR7 +N+(OC3)[R+, IRﬂ: —_ Rj: 4 Vi, Rj: =r4+ 5j:e3, (la)

vE = vaef, (1b)
o L .

N (“3):#5 —o3), N (053):%(053*5 )s (1c)

where r(o, o) is the position vector of the reference surface; R* are the position vectors of the face surfaces
in the initial shell configuration; v are the displacement vectors of the face surfaces; v:*(«, o) are the com-
ponents of these vectors, which are always measured in accordance with the total Lagrangian formulation
from the initial configuration to the current configuration directly (see Fig. 2); N*(o3) are the linear
through-the-thickness shape functions; / is the thickness of the shell. It is important that displacement vec-
tors (1b) are represented in the orthonormal reference surface basis e; that allows one to reduce the costly
numerical integration by deriving the elemental stiffness matrix.

3. Strain—displacement relationships

The strain—displacement relationships of the finite deformation TM shell theory [3] can be rewritten in a
more convenient form for the FE implementation as
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ey = N7 (03)6 5+ N¥(a3)67, (2a)
853S =N"(03)8 5 + N (23)6 5, (2b)
83D3S = (7@33. (20)

Here, &% . and &7, are the tangential and transverse shear components of the Green-Lagrange strain
tensor of face surfaces S* defined by

ot 1 tt Lt C/:gt éi 1 + +
2‘51/;*1414/;( v 8p _goc g/;)*A_ eﬁ+A_V/3 e, + M"J'Vﬁv (3a)
1 1
267, =L (g, 'as — g, @) = Cfﬂ'eﬁA—ny(es +B), (3b)
1
25332[113'[“3—!13'“3:2[3'(ea +§ﬁ>7 (3¢)
gt = 'R* =g* + Ve g = R, =Aje,, 'az=a;+§, (3d)

B=-(v"—v), 4, =40, {=1+kd",

where k, are the principal curvatures of the reference surface. Strain—displacement relationships (2) and (3)
are very attractive because they are objective, i.e., invariant under arbitrarily large rigid-body motions. A
proof of this statement may be obtained by using a technique [3]. The advantage of relations (3a) and (3b)
compared to those reported in Part I is that parameters {f characterizing curvatures of the face surfaces do
not appear in non-linear terms.

Further we prove a fundamental result concerning a link between transverse components of the Green—
Lagrange strain tensor (2) that was not presented in Part 1.

Proposition. The transverse components of the Green—Lagrange strain tensor of the TM shell theory satisfy
the following linking conditions:

1
2065 -65) = A_h(g”’“' 4)
Proof. Using Egs. (3b) and (3d) yields

+ e —
2(513 grx?;) Aah

Taking into account well-known formulas for derivatives of the basis vectors with respect to the ortho-
gonal curvilinear coordinates o and «, [20], one obtains from Eq. (3c¢)

g33,c¢ = B ce3, + B_’a( : (63 + B) = Aakacﬁ ey + Ba . (63 + ﬁ) (6)
Required relation (4) immediately follows from Eqgs. (5) and (6). O

[Aakaﬁ -€; + Ba : (63 + B)] (5)

Finally, we represent strain—displacement relationships (3) in a scalar form as
Ep=Cptiy Cn=cntiy 6n=eyntiy (7)

Here, e, €3, €33 and 17, 11,3, 133 are the linear and non-linear components of the Green-Lagrange strain
tensor defined by
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& =0y 265 =00 + oy, 2e5=0B,-0,, en=}p, (8a)
mh =305+ (@) + (05)°], 2ny = Aoy + A o;p + 0763, (8b)
25 = By + By — B0y fory£a, oy =18+ B3+ B3),

where

1
A= ( Ui) + B,vf + Blﬁu/f +kvy  for B#£a,

Ay, °
1
o <A_ U,f) + Bmv[f — Bygv; for B+#a, 9)
o = —(Lu) _ 5 vy + kovy B-:l(v.*—vf) B-:—1 Ays
o A“ 3 , a3 AR i B i) oo AacA(S o0

It should be noted that derivatives from Eq. (9) have been written in a form that is best suited for apply-
ing the analytical integration.

4. FE formulation

In this section the basic theoretical and computational aspects of the assumed stress—strain TM shell for-
mulation including the analytical integration yielding the element stiffness matrix and two approaches for
solving incremental equilibrium equations are addressed in detail.

4.1. Mixed variational equation

The Hu-Washizu 3D variational principle for the thin multilayered anisotropic shell can be written in
the following form:

Z ///V Z [(SEJ@ — Z C[(.jl‘ff)ms;‘j> Ssg.s + (sfjs - si’j.S)SSEJI-{) - Sg-c)?)efj’.s do; dS
k ki Lm
+// prSu,-dS—// Zp;ﬁu,-dS
N ST

+2 / / (¢ 8u, + ¢ 8u, + ¢ dus)dQ = 0, (10a)
k @

ds = lez dO(l dO!Q, dQ = ’)7(?1&3 dS7 (10b)

A, =A,(1+k,0), 7=1+kyo, =10 +5%),

where Sf]@ are the components of the second Piola—Kirchhoff stress tensor of the kth layer; Cf;?m are the

components of the elasticity tensor of the kth layer; sgs are the strains due to the displacement field; 8;‘;5
are the independently assumed strains; u,, u, and u;3 are the components of the displacement vector in
the coordinate system v, ¢ and a3 (see Fig. 1); ky is the normal curvature of the bounding curve I'. Here,
in accordance with formulas (10b) it is supposed that the metrics of all surfaces parallel to the reference
surface are identical and equal to the metric of the middle surface.

The finite deformation TM shell theory is based on the linear approximations of displacements (1) and
displacement-dependent strains (2) in the thickness direction. Additionally, we should adopt the similar

approximation for the assumed displacement-independent strains
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gy =N () Eyy + N () E,y, (11a)
&3 =N (6)E; + N (3)E 3, (11b)
8;15 :E33. (110)

Substituting approximations (1), (2) and (11) into variational equation (10a) and introducing stress
resultants and external load resultants

O 3
H, = Z / SYN*(o3)doiy, Hay = Z / S(;;) dos,
) k01
Ai _Z / Ni OC3 d(X3 (%:Vatv3)v (12)

one can obtaln the mixed variational equation for the TM shell element

1 1
/ / [SE"(H — DE) + 6H"(E — &) — 3§ ™H + &'P4; 45 d&,dé, + 7{ SviH7ds = 0. (13)
.
Here, matrix notations are used
v=loy of u o o o]

— T vt o= vt -
, vr=[v, vl v ovb vy 03

- o - - 0 - _ T
=[6n (g;rl €5 (5&2*2 267, 2‘°(1+2 287, 2‘9@1+3 265 2‘502+3 ‘5&33}7

- _ _ _ _ T
= H11 H1+1 sz H;z le H1+2 H13 H1+3 H23 HZ H33]7

Hr=[g, H, H, H, H, H,'\ P=[-pr pi -p p3 -5 pil,

v vy

r n00 01 00 01 00 01 - 7
Dllll Dllll D1122 D1122 D1112 D1112 0 0 0 0 D1133
01 11 01 11 01 11 +
Dllll Dllll D1122 D1122 D1112 D1112 0 0 0 0 D1133
00 01 00 01 00 01 —
D2211 D2211 D2222 D2222 D2212 D2212 0 0 0 0 D2233
01 11 01 11 01 11 +
D2211 D2211 D2222 D2222 D2212 D2212 0 0 0 0 D2233 (14)
D(l)gll D(l);ll D(l)g22 D(l);ZZ D(l)(2)12 D(l);IZ 0 0 0 0 D;233

D= D(l)éll Diéll D(IgZZ DBZZ D(l);IZ DiélZ 0 0 0 0 D;r233 ’
o 0 0 0 0 0 Df Dy Dy Dy 0

o 0 0 0 0 0 Dfy Dy Diy Dy 0
o 0 0 0 0 0 DNy Dyy Dy Dy 0
o 0 0 0 0 0 Dby Dy Dhy Diyy 0
D;3ll D;311 D37'522 D;322 D;312 D;312 0 0 0 0 D3333 B
z//m Z s t]lm B )]2—p—q [N+(u3)]p+q dos  for p,q= 0,1,
k—1

- 00 01 _

Ds3py = D3z + D%azma Dz+34m = D33 + Dawma Dz = Dyyg3 + D§r333v

where &, = (o, — dj[ ) /Ei‘ are the local curvilinear normalized coordinates (see Fig. 3); d;e = (o) 4 a /2
. ) —et  —

are the coordinates of the center of the element; 2@“ = o/’ — o ¢ are the lengths of the element; A = A0

are the Lamé coefficients of the middle surface of the element; v, v and vy are the components of the

Vo



2216 G.M. Kulikov, S.V. Plotnikova | Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 195 (2006) 2209-2230

A +
VI_Z Vi€,
7

o

Fig. 3. Four-node curved shell element. Py (o7, 05), Py (07", 03 ), P3 (07, 05¢), Pa(o ", 07¢) are the nodal points of the element.

displacement vectors of the face surfaces in the coordinate system v, ¢ and a3; Df,, are the components of
the through-the-thickness elasticity tensors; I'* is the bounding curve belonging to the reference surface of
the element S°.

Variational equation (13) provides a foundation for the FE formulation on the basis of two approaches
for circumventing thickness locking with the non-symmetric constitutive stiffness matrix D [3,16] when
D453 = 0 or symmetric one [11-14] when additionally D, = 0. Below only the first approach will be

employed.
4.2. Four-node curved TM shell element

For the simplest quadrilateral four-node shell element the displacement field is approximated according
to the standard C° interpolation

V= ZN,(ﬁl, &)y, or (15a)
y = Z gy, (15b)
r1,h
where v, = [v], vl vy, v Uy vgj.]T are the displacement vectors of the element nodes; N,(&;, &) are

the linear shape functions of the element; the subscript r denotes a number of nodes and runs from 1 to 4;
superscripts ry, r, take the values 0 and 1. The load vector is also assumed to vary linearly inside the
element.

In a result for the displacement-dependent strains (7) and (8) we have the following approximation:

&= e, (16a)

81,52
E = (B + A"V)V, B =0 fors =2ors =2, (16b)
&2 = [égl—ls].vz gyﬁlez é,;z—lexz éz;;tlexz 2@@1—2s|x2 253&'],@ 2517;”2 26@;?”2 252—;]‘?2 25;;]& ég;];z ]T7

where V.= [vI vI v +vI]"is the displacement vector at nodal points of the element; B"'* are the matri-
ces of order 11 x 24 corresponding to the linear strain—displacement transformation; A*'*> are the 3D arrays
of order 11 x 24 x 24 corresponding to the non-linear strain—displacement transformation. Throughout this
section superscripts sy, §, take the values 0, 1 and 2.
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Remark 1. The higher-order coefficients in approximation (16a) and (16b) for the transverse shear strains
satisfy the following coupling conditions:

&7 =6 and 637 =657, (16c)
which follow from strain—displacement relationships (7)—(9) and have a common nature with kinematic
conditions (4).

To avoid shear and membrane locking and have no spurious zero energy modes, the assumed strain and
stress resultant fields inside the element are introduced

E=Y §@QrEn, H=Y §aQrue,
ri, ri,
_ . - - - T
EY =[E nOENY ER° ER° 2ER° 2EL 2B 2ERY 2E,;° 2ERY ERT,
E — [Eﬁm E1+101 2E1’301 2E1+301 E(s); ]T7
_ . T
EY = [En" E3° 2Ey5° 2E3° Byl
B = [£4) {17)
HOO — [HIIOO H;rl()(] H£200 H;rz()(] H;200 HTz()O HBOO HT}OO H£300 H;OO H(‘;g ]T,
. — T
HOI — [H“Ol H1+101 H1301 HBO] H%] ,
_ - T
HY = (15" H' Hy° HyE' Hyl,
B = ]
where Q'"? are the matrices from zeros and units defined in Part I [3]. Note that this approach may be trea-
ted as an assumed stress—strain formulation and was proposed by Wempner et al. [10] for the geometrically
linear TM shells without the thickness change. Further developments for the geometrically non-linear Timo-
shenko beam, Mindlin plate and TM shell theories can be found in Refs. [1-3].
It is important that the described formulation makes our non-linear four-node curved TM shell element
a bit stiff. The best solution of the problem is to use the assumed displacement-dependent strain field [1].
The main idea of the such formulation may be traced back to the ANS method proposed by Hughes
and Tezduyar [21] for the linear displacement FE formulation and further developed by many scientists
for the non-linear displacement and mixed FE formulations [4-7,22-24]. This enhanced non-linear FE
formulation has been already used in Part I [3], but has not been described for conciseness.

To circumvent non-linear locking, displacement-dependent strains are assumed to vary linearly inside the
element (see Fig. 3)

éoADS = ZNr(élv éZ)g(Pr) (18)

that may be written by using Eq. (16a) in the more convenient form
gADS :goo+goz+g20+622+€1(é«)10+£12) +52<g01 +é021> +§152g11. (19)

Substituting Egs. (15b), (17) and (19) into mixed variational equation (13) and using the standard
variational procedure, one obtains governing equations of the developed FE formulation

E" = (Q"er)T(Brer +R"V)V, (20a)

H'"? — (Q"l"z)TDer’”zErl”27 (20b)
1 .

3" s (B £ 2RVV) QU = F, (200)

ri,r
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where F is the force vector; R™" are the 3D arrays of order 11 x 24 x 24 defined as

ROO :AOO +A02+A20 +A22, ROI :A()l +A2], RIO _ Al(] +A12, Rll :A”. (21)

Remark 2. There exists a link between displacement-independent and displacement-dependent strains
00 _ éa()() +g02 +520 +g227 (22)
E()l _ (QO])T(éoOl + (g:Zl) ElO _ (QIO)T((@@M) +£712) Ell _ (Qll)Téal]
that immediately follows from Eq. (20a) allowing for Egs. (16b) and (21).
4.3. Analytical integration leading to element stiffness matrix
In order to fulfill an analytical integration after substitution of the linear interpolations (15b), (17) and

(19) into variational equation (13), we should invoke non-traditional schemes for evaluating strains of the
face surfaces from Egs. (7), (8) and (16b)

+s515 +s5152 +s5152 25152 5152 5152
Gt =ey Ay, 6 = ey iy (23a)
ir r 00 477 :tr r o 00 illrz 00 iilrz
= {EYIR 2 =G o T oy, (23b)
j:rlrz . 00 pryrm ir]rz Firy . Qrir
2e, _{za} B =0, e = fy7,
EXIR S8
;=0 and &32=0 fors;=2o0rs =2,
1
E R Eriry gEr3ry triry  Erarg +r1ry nErarg
Ny = = 2 Z (/la /13( + , w, + 05( 0“ )’ (23C)
r1+r3=si
rytr4=sy
+s518 + =+ =+ +
217123152 — § (/Ll ”1”’ +r3ry +} Vl”z trary + 0 ’1"20 rzm)’
r1+r3=sg
ry+ry=sy
+s180 r11ry trary iy ey 711y NErrg
2’1 - § (ﬁoc Ay +ﬁy W, _ﬁS gof ) (V?éa)’
r1+r3=s|
ry+ra=sy
1
S182 r1r) I3l 172 3Ty r1Fy 3Ty
M33 =3 E (B By +ﬁz By + BB,
rit+r3=s
ry+r4=sy
where

nr
PE=ats 1 rr
e = {A} B 4 B k) (B )

riry
1
W, = {—,;Uﬁ} +{Buy — By} (B # 0), (24)

=

rnr
1
+riry el  + +\r1r2 r1ry +riry —riry
00( - _{Ae/ U3 + {_Bwv3 + kivx } ) ﬁi - (Ui -y )

o o

In formulas (23) and (24) superscripts ry, r,, 3 and r4 take the values 0 and 1, while s; and s, run from 0
to 2, and in accordance with Fig. 3 convenient mesh notations are used
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(Y0 =3P+ 1(P) +f(P3) + f(Pa)], (/Y =4F(P1) + [ (P2) = £(P3) — f(P)],
(Y0 =Y P) = £(P) = f(P3) + £ ()], {f} =3F(P1) = f(P2) + £ (P3) — f(Py))],
=" U =" UR = =0,
1 =" R =" N ={h =0

Assuming further that a product Ziﬁ? from the variational equation (13) does not vary inside the
element and accounting for notations (25), the simplest approximation can be employed

(25)

—el—el (—el
A4 = {4, 45 ). (26)
It is remarkable that our elemental stiffness matrix requires only direct substitutions (no inversion is
needed as we shall see in the next section) and it is evaluated by using the analytical integration. So, our
FE formulation is very economical and efficient compared to the conventional isoparametric FE formula-
tions because it reduces the costly numerical integration by deriving the elemental stiffness matrices.

4.4. Two approaches for solving incremental equilibrium equations

Up to this moment, no incremental arguments are needed in the total Lagrangian formulation. The
incremental displacements, strains and stress resultants are needed for solving non-linear equations (20)
on the basis of the Newton—Raphson method. Further, the left superscripts ¢ and ¢ + A¢ indicate in which
configuration at time ¢ or time ¢ + A¢ a quantity occurs. Then, in accordance with this agreement we have

H»Atv — tV T AV, t+AtF — tF_|_ AF, t+AtEr1r2 — fE”l’z 4 AEI‘]VZ’ t+AtHrlr2 — fH’l”z T AHr]rz’ (27)
where AV, AF, AE""? and AH""? are the incremental variables.

Substituting formulas (27) in Eq. (20) and taking into account that the external loads and second Piola-

Kirchhoff stresses constitute the self-equilibrated system in a configuration at time ¢, one can obtain the
following incremental equations:

AE"? = (Q2)T (‘M2 4 R AV)AV, (28a)

AH""? =D AE"", (28b)

> 1+ 2(R"AV) Q" H" 4 ("M 4 2R AV) Q"2 AH""?] = AF. (28¢)
Here arllnrczl in the following developments convenient matrix notations are used

D" = (Q")'DQ", D =QD(Q™), (29a)

M2 = B2 4 2RV, (29b)

There are two approaches for solving incremental equations (28). The first approach developed in Part I
[3] practically leads to the displacement FE formulation while the second approach yields the classical
hybrid FE formulation [17-19].

4.4.1. Approach D
Let us eliminate incremental strains and stress resultants from Eq. (28). In a result, the following equi-
librium equations are obtained

1 .
> 7 [2(R"2AV) Q"2 H'? ("M 4 2R AV) D' (‘M2 + R"2AV)AV] = AF, (30)

1,

where D""? are the matrices of order 11 x 11 defined by Eq. (29a).
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Due to existence of non-linear terms in Eq. (30), the Newton-Raphson iteration process should be
employed

AV = AV LAyl (n=0,1,..) (31)
to solve these equations

Z 1 |:(1LI’1F2 n])TDflrthrlrz Aa’/‘[ﬂ] + 2(err2A"f/["])T(QVIVZI‘HFH‘z

3r1 PGae)
r,r

+ D" (‘M 4 RN AV["])AV["]) - Agﬂn]’ (32)

where

1 . . .
Ay[ﬂ] — AF — Z 3r1+m [Z(RHFZAV ) erithflrz + (thlfz[”])TD'lfz (’Mh'z + RflrzAv['l])AV[”]L

rysr

Ll = B 2R ('Y + AV, (33)

The equilibrium equations (32) and (33) for each element are assembled by the usual technique to form
the global incremental equilibrium equations. These incremental equations should be performed until the
required accuracy of the solution can be obtained. The convergence criterion used herein can be described
as

IAU"T — AUM | < | AU, (34)

where || - || stands for the Euclidean norm in the displacement space; AU is the global vector of displacement
increments; ¢ is the prescribed tolerance.

4.4.2. Approach H

Here, it is discussed an alternative approach when equilibrium equations (28) for incremental displace-
ments and incremental assumed strains and stress resultants are solved by the Newton—Raphson method
simultaneously, i.e., a new iteration scheme should be applied

AV [n+1] __ Av[n] + A"V[n AEr'lrz[n+l] _ AErlrz[n] + AErlrz[n]

AR = AR 4 A (0= 0,1, ) (33)
instead of scheme (31). As a result, we have

AN (Q"‘rZ)T“er[”]A‘V[n] _ (errZ)T(tMrlrz + R”"ZAV["])AV["] _ AEi'lrz[n]7 (36a)

A7l D AR — D AR AHrlrz[n]7 (36b)

Z 1 [2(Rr1r2A‘V n]) Q" (tHrlrz + AHrlrz[ﬂ]) + (tLrl"Z[”])TQ”IVZA”VIVZ[”]

3r1 +Vz
ryrn

1 . . . -
= AF — Z e [Z(RruzAv["])TsztH'lrz + (rLruz[ﬂ])TQrszHrlrz["]}. (36¢)
1,2

Eliminating further incremental strains AE""" and stress resultants A#""">" from Eq. (36), one derives
the following governing equations:

1 . - .
Z T [(’L']"Z["]) Drl’sz"l"z AAV + 2(err2A"V[n])Terr2 (rH11)2 + AHilrz[n])] — Agy[n] (37)
rysrn



G.M. Kulikov, S.V. Plotnikova | Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 195 (2006) 2209-2230 2221

It is observed that governing Eqs. (32) and (37) have equal right parts (33) and only underlined terms are
different. These equations would be identical if an equality

Q" AH2I — prire (‘M2 4 R Av["])Av[n] (38)

would be fulfilled. This implies that compatibility conditions (28a) and (28b) are satisfied at every iteration
step and, therefore, Approach H actually leads to Approach D. One can see that in Approach H the terms
due to so-called compatibility mismatch [7,12,19] are present at every iteration step and disappear at the
end of the iteration process.

Finally, we give a formula that is used in the numerical algorithm for the computation of incremental
stress resultants at the nth iteration step

errzAHnrz["] — D" [(tMrlrz + 2Rr|r2Av['1*1])Av["] _ (eri‘zAv[n*I])Av[ﬂfl]] (39)
instead of Eq. (38). This formula holds for n > 1 while at the beginning of the first iteration one should set
AVY =0, AH" =0,

5. Numerical examples

The performance of the proposed TM shell elements is evaluated with several discriminating problems
extracted from the literature. A listing of these elements and the abbreviations used to identify them are
contained in Table 1.

In all numerical benchmark problems the tolerance error from criterion (34) is set to be ¢ = 10~*. All our
results are compared with those based on using identical node spacing and as a rule the same convergence
tolerance. Besides, NStep denotes a number of load steps employed to equally divide the maximum load,
whereas Nlter stands for a number of iterations.

The computations were performed on a standard PC Pentium/1000 using Delphi environment. Note also
that predictions of all elements developed (if they converge) are usually insensitive to a number of loading
steps.

5.1. Examples demonstrating advantages of Approach H

The numerous benchmark problems exhibited that Approach H allows as a rule to use much larger load
increments in comparison with Approach D and, therefore, H-elements are more efficient for engineering
computations than D-elements. Some of these discriminating problems are a cantilever beam under the tip
load, a pinched hemispherical shell, a slit ring plate, a cylindrical shell with free edges and a pinched cross-
ply hyperbolic shell.

Table 1

Listing of elements

Name Description

TMS4RD Four-node curved TM shell element based on the Approach D [3]

TMS4RH Four-node curved TM shell element based on the Approach H

HS (TL) Bilinear hybrid stress solid-shell element based on the total Lagrangian formulation [7]
HS (UL) Bilinear hybrid stress solid-shell element based on the updated Lagrangian formulation [7]

AS Biquadratic assumed strain solid-shell element based on the total Lagrangian formulation [12]
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5.1.1. Cantilever beam under transverse tip load

This problem has been extensively treated for numerical testing of non-linear FE models [7,12]. The can-
tilever beam has a rectangular cross-section, and its mechanical and geometrical characteristics are given in

Fig. 4.

Table 2 lists a comparison with the results reported in Refs. [7,12] by using 8 X 1 and 4 X 1 regular meshes
of bilinear and biquadratic solid-shell elements, respectively, with the numerical Gauss integration scheme.
While we used the 8 x 1 mesh of TMS4R elements with an exact analytical integration. It is seen that both
TMS4R elements yield an identical prediction of the beam response but the TMS4RH element solution
converges more readily than the TMS4RD one. Fig. 5 additionally illustrates the dependence of tip dis-

placements of the centerline on the loading factor f.

a,

o, b=1

Fig. 4. Cantilever beam under transverse tip load.

P P=10"f

E=1.2 x10’

Table 2
Tip displacements of cantilever beam under transverse load
Element NStep =1 NStep =4 NStep = 10
—U1 —U3 Nlter —U1 —U3 Nlter —1 —U3 Nlter
TMS4RD 3.404 6.808 8 3.404 6.808 22 3.404 6.808 40
TMS4RH 3.404 6.808 5 3.404 6.808 12 3.404 6.808 29
HS (TL) [7] 3.344 6.777 5 3.344 6.777 14 3.344 6.777 30
HS (UL) [7] 3.357 6.785 7 3.357 6.785 17 3.357 6.785 36
AS [12] 6.766 6 6.761 16 6.761 34
4
w37 _ _
§ Vi V3
&
2ot
=
g
a
e —— TMS4RH
o HS[7)
A AS[12]
| | |
00 2 4 6 8

Displacement

Fig. 5. Tip displacements of cantilever beam under transverse load.
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5.1.2. Pinched hemispherical shell

To investigate the capability of the developed elements to overcome membrane and shear locking phe-
nomena, we consider one of the most demanding non-linear tests. A hemispherical shell with 18° hole at the
top is loaded by two pairs of opposite concentrated forces on the equator. The geometrical and material
data of the problem are shown in Fig. 6.

Due to symmetry of the problem, only one quarter of the shell is modeled with 16 x 16 mesh of the
TMS4R elements. Table 3 and Fig. 7 present a comparison with solutions [7,12] derived by using
16 x 16 and 8 x 8 uniform meshes of bilinear and biquadratic solid-shell elements, correspondingly. As
can be seen, both TMS4R eclements perform well but the TMS4RH element exhibits much better conver-
gence characteristics. So, only seven iterations are needed to obtain a solution of this discriminating

F
s E=6.825%10"

v=0.3
2 R=10
> h=0.04
Hole=18°
P=100 f
F=4

5
&

P27 -H
Free

B2

Fig. 6. Pinched hemispherical shell. Shell of revolution with geometrical parameters: 4; = R, A, = Rcosay, ky =k, = 1/R, oy € [0,27/
5], o, € [0,7/2].

Table 3
Transverse displacements under applied loads of pinched hemispherical shell
Element NStep =1 NStep =5 NStep = 10
4 —o4 Nlter o8 - Nlter o8 —of Nlter

TMS4RD Fail to converge 4.0556 8.1448 64 4.0556 8.1448 73
TMS4RH 4.0556 8.1448 7 4.0556 8.1448 17 4.0556 8.1448 29
HS (TL) [7] 4.0488 8.1173 8 4.0488 8.1173 21 4.0488 8.1173 36
HS (UL) [7] 4.0700 8.1783 10 4.0700 8.1784 26 4.0700 8.1784 44
AS [12] 4.0205 8.0160 8 4.0209 8.0169 23 4.0209 8.0169 35

S

g

& _ _

E " 7

=

g

|

TMS4RH
° HS[7]
A AS[12]
0 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10

Displacement

Fig. 7. Transverse displacements of pinched hemispherical shell.
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problem. Note also that here, in contrast to Part I [3], the more robust strain—displacement relationships (7)
and (8) were employed and, in a result, slightly more displacements were found.

5.1.3. Slit ring plate under line load

This example was first presented by Basar and Ding [25] to test finite deformation formulations for shell
structures and further has been used by many investigators. The ring plate is subjected to a line load P
applied at its free edge of the slit while the other edge is fully clamped. The plate is modeled by a shell
of revolution with geometrical parameters shown in Fig. 8.

The displacements at points A and B of the plate, presented in Table 4 and Fig. 9, have been obtained
using the 6 x 30 mesh of TMS4R elements and are compared with those reported in Refs. [7,26] by applying

Fig. 8. Slit ring plate under line load. E=2.1x10", v=0, r=6, R=10, 1 =0.03, P=0.8. Shell of revolution with geometrical
parameters: 41 =1, Ao=r+oay, k; =0, k, =0, oy €[0,R — 1], o € [0,27].

Table 4
Displacements at points A and B of slit ring plate
Element NStep =1 NStep =5 NStep = 10
4 [ Nlter oy i Nlter o B Nlter
TMS4RD Fail to converge Fail to converge Fail to converge
TMS4RH 13.531 17.163 10 13.527 17.157 19 13.531 17.163 32
HS (TL) [7] 13.618 17.257 11 13.618 17.257 25 13.618 17.257 42
OAS 1Ay AN
TMS4RH N N
° HS[7]
9 & Ref. [26]
= 06
o0
5
g M wfo Jw
el
g
A
02+
00 1 1 1
0 5 10 15 20

Displacement

Fig. 9. Displacements of slit ring plate under line load.
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the same mesh of the bilinear hybrid stress solid-shell elements. It should be noted that we derived the
converged solutions for the TMS4RD element only in case of using NStep > 10.

5.1.4. Cylindrical shell with free edges

A cylindrical shell pulled by a pair of opposite concentrated forces is a very popular non-linear bench-
mark problem [7,12,26,27]. The geometrical and material data of the shell are given in Fig. 10.

Owing to symmetry of the problem, only one octant of the cylinder is discretized by the 8 x 16 mesh that
was constructed by refining the 6 X 14 uniform mesh as shown in Fig. 10. Table 5 and Fig. 11 display a
comparison of our results with results obtained by using identical or uniform 8 x 16 meshes of bilinear
and 4 x 8 meshes of biquadratic solid-shell elements with the same node spacing. It is interesting that many

E=1.05x10"
v=0.3125
R=4.953
L=10.35
h=0.094
P=10"f
£=1.95

I L i P 1

Fig. 10. Cylindrical shell with free edges.

Table 5
Transverse displacement under applied load of cylindrical shell with free edges
Element NStep =1 NStep =5 NStep = 10

U3 Nlter U3 Nlter U3 Nlter
TMS4RD 2.4337 23 2.4337 45 2.4337 61
TMS4RH 2.4337 8 2.4337 20 2.4337 33
HS (TL) [7]* 2.4643 8 2.4643 22 2.4643 36
AS [12] 2.4537 9 2.4644 23 2.4648 37

# Results were obtained for loading factor /= 2.

2.0
TMS4RH
©  AS[12]
A Ref. [26]
«, 15[ © Ref [27]
g
&
= —A B
=} r -
£ 1.0 V3 V3
<
Q
=
05
00 1 1 1
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

Displacement

Fig. 11. Transverse displacements of cylindrical shell with free edges.
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researchers detected a slight snap-through behaviour of the shell. So, Sze et al. [7] found that snap-through
occurs when the loading factor fis between 1.9 and 2.0. Since we did not interest a post-buckling behaviour
of the shell and taking into consideration the aforementioned result, we stopped our calculations at
f=1.95.

5.1.5. Pinched cross-ply hyperbolic shell

Further we consider a cross-ply hyperbolic shell under two pairs of opposite concentrated forces. The
geometrical and material data of the three-layer hyperbolic shell are shown in Fig. 12, where 0° and 90°
refer to the circumferential and meridional directions.

Due to symmetry of the problem, only one octant of the shell is modeled with the uniform 28 x 28 mesh
of TMS4R elements. Table 6 and Fig. 13 display our results compared with those derived by Basar et al.
[28] and Braun et al. [27] using the 28 x 28 mesh of bilinear and 14 x 14 mesh of biquadratic degenerated-
shell and solid-shell elements, respectively, where v, and v, denote displacements of the middle surface in x
and y directions. One may observe that the TMS4RH element performs excellently, since only seven
iterations are needed to derive a converged solution for the [0/90/0] ply orientation.

5.2. Examples demonstrating advantages of Approach D

There were discovered only two benchmark problems exhibiting, on the contrary, the better convergence
characteristics of Approach D, namely, a cantilever cross-ply semi-cylindrical shell and a 90° rigid-body
rotation of one quarter of the circular ring.

E=4x10’

E=10°

G =G=6x10°
Vir=v,=0.25
r=7.5

R=15

L=20

h=0.04

Ply thickness=A/3
P=40f

=10

Ply orientation=[0/90/0] and [90/0/90]

Fig. 12. Pinched cross-ply hyperbolic shell. Shell of revolution with geometrical parameters (o =z € [0,L], o € [0,7/2]): A =
272 2 7> 1 R* -1
[, u [ uz 1
1+ A=l +" k=5 ky=——, u= )
+ A% 2 =7 + 2 K A?A; 2 A, n 2

Table 6
Displacements at points A and C of cross-ply hyperbolic shell

Ply sequence Element NStep =1 NStep =5 NStep = 10
—op g Nlter — —o) S Niter -0 s Nlter
[0/90/0] TMS4RD Fail to converge Fail to converge 3.5168 2.5185 56
TMS4RH 3.5168 2.5185 7 3.5168 2.5185 16 3.5168 2.5185 27
[90/0/90] TMS4RD Fail to converge Fail to converge Fail to converge

TMS4RH Fail to converge 6.0577 2.7291 24 6.0577 2.7291 36




G.M. Kulikov

, S. V. Plotnikova | Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 195 (2006) 2209-2230

10 10
[0/90/0] o [90/0/90]
8T 8sr
= =
g g WAy |
& 6l E 6
B o0
o0 t=]
R 3
E S 4r
S 4r S 4
L 5 — TMs4rRH
— TMS4RH o Ref. [27] we)/ B
A Ref.[28] A Ref. [28]
L | 0 1 1 1 1
0, 5 0 5 4 8 6 4 2 0 2 4

a

Displacement b

Displacement

Fig. 13. Displacements of pinched cross-ply hyperbolic shell for ply orientations: (a) [0/90/0] and (b) [90/0/90].

5.2.1. Cantilever cross-ply semi-cylindrical shell under tip load

2227

This problem has been used as a benchmark test for the non-linear behaviour of solid-shell elements in
Refs. [6,7]. The geometrical and material data of the three-layer semi-cylindrical shell are given in Fig. 14,
where R" denotes the inner radius of the shell, subscripts L and T refer to the longitudinal and transverse
directions of the individual ply, and 0° and 90° refer to the axial and circumferential directions of the

cylinder.

Owing to symmetry of the problem, only half of the shell is discretized with the 16 x 16 mesh of TMS4R
elements. Table 7 and Fig. 15 present our results compared with those reported in Refs. [6,7] by using the
same mesh of the bilinear solid-shell elements. One may observe that the TMS4RD element performs

o

o, Symmetry l A
P

L/ 7

IS4 7.
S'IIII///////II 77 090
~ ~

&) al 0

]
I
Il
T
1

/ v/ 4
D/ /4
) O

1]
17
1T
| -
L

R"

]
T
|
1
1

L

0

v, =V,

L

P2

E,=2068.5
E=517.125
Gy=G,=195.6
VI.T:VTT:0'3
1=304.8
R"=100.1

=3

P=200f

Fig. 14. Cantilever cross-ply semi-cylindrical shell under tip load. Ply thickness = 1, ply orientation = [90/0/90] and [0/90/0]. Shell of
revolution with geometrical parameters: 4, =1, 4, = R"™, k; =0, k, = 1/R™, o € [0, L], a5 € [0,7/2].

Table 7
Transverse displacement under applied load f= 2.4 of cantilever cross-ply semi-cylindrical shell
Ply sequence Element NStep =1 NStep =5 NStep =10
—03 Nlter —03 Nlter -3 Nlter
[0/90/0] TMS4RD 152.36 40 152.36 73 152.36 91
TMS4RH Fail to converge Fail to converge 152.36 64
[90/0/90] TMS4RD 74.120 19 74.120 38 74.120 54
TMS4RH Fail to converge 74.120 22 74.120 34
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3
[o)
, [90/0/90]
S~
g or 9
& [0/90/0]
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£
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g £
- 1k
A
—— TMS4RH
A Ref. [6]
o HS|[7]
O 1 1 1 1 1

0 30 60 9 120 150 180
Displacement

Fig. 15. Transverse displacement under applied load of cantilever cross-ply semi-cylindrical shell.

excellently. So, the TMS4RD solution converges for the [0/90/0] ply orientation in 40 iterations while
TMS4RH and HS(TL) [7] solutions converge only in 64 and 68 iterations, correspondingly. Note that in
Ref. [7] 150 units of the displacement under an applied load was prescribed in 10 equal increments.

5.2.2. 90° rigid-body rotation of one quarter of circular ring
The isotropic ring depicted in Fig. 16 is undergone 90° rigid-body rotation around point M belonging the
midline S. The geometrical and material properties of the problem are given in Fig. 16. The boundary
conditions were taken as follows
u(M*) = Fh/2, w,(M*) =0, u;(M*)=Fh/2

and
(L) = =2RF h/2, u(L*) =0, us(L*) = Fh/2.

One quarter of the ring is modeled by regular meshes of TMS4R elements. Table 8§ lists strains at the
central section (at o«; = nR/4) derived by using both elements developed. It is seen that the practically
strain-free state is achieved by using eight TMS4RD elements. At the same time TMS4RH elements never

lead to strain-free state at the central section of the ring. As we remember, the convergence tolerance was set
to be 107%.

€

h L’ e,

90° L E=10°
v=0.3
R=100

h=2

R b=2

ef/ [ 90"
G (6]
M MM

Fig. 16. 90° rigid-body rotation of one quarter of circular ring around point M.
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Table 8

Strains at central section (at o) = nR/4) of one quarter of circular ring subjected to 90° rigid-body rotation

Element Mesh Ey, Ef, Ej Ef Ex; Nlter
TMS4RD 2x1 1.22x107! 1.16 x 107! 5.34% 1072 5.34%x 1072 —7.73% 1072 8
TMS4RH 2x1 1.22%x 107! 1.16x 107! 5.34x 1072 5.34x 1072 —7.73% 1072 6
TMS4RD 4%1 1.81x 1072 —5.12x1073 —8.63x 1073 —8.69x 1073 —5.86x 1073 13
TMS4RH 4x1 5.90x 1072 4.69% 1072 1.09 x 107! 1.11x 107" —1.05x 107" 22
TMS4RD 8x1 3.94%x 107 —335x107* 6.76x107° 6.76 x107° —9.55x 107 31
TMS4RH 8§x1 Fail to converge

6. Conclusions

The geometrically exact TM shell FE models have been developed for the analysis of multilayered shells
undergoing finite deformations. The FE formulation is based on the new non-linear strain—displacement
relationships, written in local curvilinear coordinates, which are objective, i.e., invariant under all large
rigid-body motions. The developed formulation has computational advantages compared to the conven-
tional isoparametric FE formulations because displacement vectors of the face surfaces are introduced
and resolved in the reference surface frame. An important observation is that our element stiffness matrices
require only direct substitutions, i.e., no inversion is needed when sides of the element coincide with the
lines of principal curvatures of the reference surface, and they are evaluated by using the analytical
integration.

Two approaches for solving the incremental non-linear equilibrium equations are discussed in detail. In
Approach D the incremental assumed strains and stress resultants are eliminated at the element level that
practically leads to the displacement FE formulation. An alternative Approach H, in which equilibrium
equations for incremental displacements and incremental assumed strains and stress resultants are solved
by the Newton—Raphson method simultaneously, allows using much larger load increments. It should
be mentioned that there were discovered two discriminating benchmark problems demonstrating, on the
contrary, the better convergence characteristics of Approach D. It is important that corresponding D
and H-element solutions (if they converge) yield exactly the same numerical results and all four-node
elements developed are usually insensitive to a number of loading steps.
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