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Abstract. In this presentation, a recent work [18] on a fast nonlinear homogenization
method for simple microstructures is revised. The degrees of freedom of the approach are
defined on shear bands. Moreover, the number of degrees of freedom as well as the number
of stress computations is very small compared to related finite element (FE) computations
making the method fast. The predictions of the computational method are validated by
FE-simulations. As a new aspect, the overall algorithmic tangent moduli of the method
are derived for the first time.

1

INTRODUCTION

Composite materials and materials with well-defined microstructure have good mechanical properties and a relatively small weight, which makes them attractive for many industrial applications. Moreover by design of their microstructure their mechanical properties
of engineering components can be adjusted individually and adapted to the application at
hand. In this context, homogenization represents a well suited engineering tool to predict
the macroscopic mechanical behavior based on the geometry of the microstructure and
the material properties of the individual phases. Early homogenization schemes [10, 13]
have been further developed based on findings of Eshelby [2] which led to several wellknown homogenization schemes, like that of Mori and Tanaka [8] or the self-consistent
scheme (e.g. [6]). In the case of linear material behavior analytical homogenization methods usually provide fast and sufficiently accurate predictions. However, in the non-linear
case more advanced computational homogenization methods are usually applied, like the
FE-method [3]. This is even more complex if size-effects must be taken into account in
an efficient manner [14–17]. Computational non-linear homogenization represents a very
accurate method. However, it can usually not be applied in real two scales simulations due
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to the high computational effort. Therefore, several authors proposed faster approaches
in order to homogenize non-linear material behavior. In this context Moulinec and Suquet [9] proposed a very fast method based on the fast Fourier transform algorithm, which
is nowadays used by many authors ( [12], [5], amongst many others). In addition, the
transformation field analysis, which has been proposed by Dvorak [1], is used by many
authors as well as the nonuniform transformation field analysis (NTFA), which was proposed by Michel and Suquet [7] (see, e.g., [4]). In particular, if large deformations are
considered proper orthogonal decomposition based methods are often applied. A method
to increase their efficiency is discussed by Ryckelynck [11]. This type of method is not
restricted to periodic problems like for example the FFT method.
Notation. A direct tensor notation is preferred throughout the text. Vectors and 2ndorder tensors are denoted by bold letters, e. g. a or A. The symmetric part of a 2nd-order
tensor A is designated by sym(A). A linear mapping of 2nd-order tensors by a 4th-order
tensor is written as A = C[B]. The scalar product and the dyadic product of 2nd-order
tensors are denoted, e. g. by A · B = tr(AT B) and A ⊗ B, respectively.
2

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED METHOD

The aim of the presentation is to give a summary of a recent work [18] on an efficient
homogenization method for physically non-linear material behavior, which is particularly
suited for materials with hard elastic inclusions and a soft inelastic matrix. Here, the
inelastic matrix strains are assumed to be incompressible or nearly incompressible. The
methods may also work for compressible inelastic matrix deformations, but this case is not
within the scope of this work. Specifically, plastic matrix deformations are considered. A
typical deformation mechanism in the aforementioned type of microstructure is given by
shear bands. Within a periodic representative volume element (RVE) these shear bands
usually have preferred directions, for example horizontal, vertical or diagonal.
In many cases, the principle deformation mechanism within a shear band is given by a
simple shear. Often a deformation triggers a strongly localized strain in several shear
bands, the superposition of which leads to a deformation pattern, which is sometimes
complex such that the individual shear bands are hardly recognizable. In this work, the
deformation within a periodic RVE with simple geometry is idealized in form of an average
strain with superposed shear bands. The degrees of freedom are given by the shear and
normal deformations in the individual shear bands.
The method may be applied to materials with heterogeneous microstructure like composite
materials or, e.g., dual-phase steels with martensitic inclusions.
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Figure 1: Shear band SBi (left) and shape-functions of the shear φsi (x) (center) and
tensile modes φni (x) (right). The set SBi represents the points in the shear band.
3

DISCRETIZATION
A usual Ritz-Galerkin approach is used, which means that the displacement is given

by
u(x, t) = ε0 (t)x +

N


γis (t)φsi (x)

i=1

+

N


γin (t)φni (x).

(1)

i=1

Here, u(x, t) denotes the displacement field. The φsi (x) and φni (x) represent 2N ansatz
functions. In addition, γis and γin denote the associated degrees of freedom. The strain
ε = 0 will be discussed subsequently. The ansatz functions φsi (x) and φni (x) represent
shear modes and normal modes, which are defined on the N shear bands. Each shear
band represents a set of points and is denoted by SBi . Here, i is the shear band index.
The same ansatz functions as in [18] are used. As a result, the strain is given by

(2)
Ii (x)(γis M si + γin M ni ).
ε = sym(∇u) = ε0 +
i

Here, M si = sym(di ⊗ ni ) and M ni = ni ⊗ ni denote shear and normal strain modes. The
vectors di and ni are unit vectors in the direction of the shear band and perpendicular,
respectively. They are illustrated in Fig. 1. In Eq. (2), the function Ii (x) represents the
usual indicator function.
The introduction of several shear bands implies different regions r j . In each of these
regions the strain is constant. This means that the stresses must be computed in all
regions (see Fig. 2). Upper indices are related to regions in the following.
The strain tensor ε0 can be shown to be given by

ε0 = ε0 (ε̄, γ̂) = ε̄ −
ci (γis M si + γin M ni )
(3)
i
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Figure 2: Regions r j . The strains inside of the regions εj (t) are homogeneous [18].
s
n
, γ1n , . . . γN
).
with γ̂ = (γ1s , . . . , γN
Assuming a quasi-static situation and neglecting body forces the equilibrium conditions
can be given in weak form by

σ · δε dΩ = 0.
(4)
Ω

With Eq. (2), the equilibrium condition yields the following residual for the normal modes:
σ̃i = ci M ni · (σ̄ i − σ̄) = 0.

(5)

Here, ci represent the volume fractions of the shear bands, σ̄ i is the average stress in shear
band SBi and σ̄ is the average stress of the total volume Ω. Similar expressions can be
derived for the shear modes. In total, the residual vector can be written as
σ̂ = (τ̃1 , . . . , τ̃N , σ̃1 , . . . , σ̃N ) = 0̂.

(6)

s
The unknowns of this non-linear system of equations are given by γ̂ = (γ1s , . . . , γN
,
n
n
γ1 , . . . γN ). This system of non-linear equations must be linearized in order to be solved
by a conventional Newton scheme. The computation of the stresses requires the evaluation of the material subroutine in each region r j . Therefore, standard subroutines can be
used, which are usually applied at the integration points of conventional finite element
simulations. In addition, the consistent tangent operators are needed in order to compute
the stiffness matrix related to Eq. (6) (for further details see [18]). It should be noted
that usually, a small number of degrees of freedom is sufficient if the geometry of the
microstructure is simple (for example two inclusions). Therefore, the numerical effort
to solve the arising linear systems of equations is significantly smaller than in a conventional finite element simulation of comparable microstructures. Moreover, the assembly
procedure of the stiffness matrix requires a significantly smaller number of material subroutine calls than in an FE-computation, where the number of integration points is much
larger than the number of regions at hand. This allows to compute the average stress
significantly faster than in an FE-computation.
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4

MODIFICATION OF THE MODEL

The application of the Ritz-Galerkin scheme usually leads to a mechanical response,
which is too stiff. Therefore, two modifications are proposed in order to reduce the stiffness
of the discretized model. As a first modification (Modification I) the volume fraction of
the hard-elastic inclusions inside of the shear bands is artificially reduced. A parameter
α ∈ [0, 1] allows to vary the stiffness of the shear bands. In this context, α = 0 means that
the volume fractions of the inclusions inside of the shear bands are not altered, hence an
overprediction of the stiffness can be expected. In contrast, α = 1 means that all inclusion
material is replaced by the material of the matrix inside of the shear bands.
SB4 SB5
SB1

SB2

SB1

SB3

r 20

r0

Figure 3: First three pictures: shear bands SB1 to SB5 . Right picture: the intersection of
the shear bands leads to 21 regions r 0 , ..., r 20 . In these regions, ε0 , ..., ε20 are homogeneous
[18].

The second modification (Modification II) is based on a volumetric-deviatoric decoupling
of the strain. The stress response to the volumetric strain is assumed to be elastic. The
associated elastic constants are determined by a finite element simulation with a small
prescribed volumetric strain. This is standard in RVE computations. Moreover, the stress
response to the strain deviator is computed using the shear band model. This means that
the prescribed strain for the shear band model is given by ε̄′ (t) = ε̄(t) − ε̄◦ (t). Here, ε̄◦
represents the spherical part of the strain tensor, whereas ε̄′ is the strain deviator. In
summary, the stress is computed by the formula
σ̄ = K[ε̄◦ ] + σ̄ SB .

(7)

This modification is motivated as follows. If the prescribed strain is a purely spherical
tensor, which is applied to the shear band model, and both materials (inclusion and
matrix material) are isotropic, then the result is equal to that of the classical Voigt
homogenization scheme, which is known to yield results, which are significantly to stiff if
the phase contrast is large.
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Figure 4: Diagram: Average stress curves of shear band approach (SB) FE-model (FE).
The prescribed average strain is given by ε̄(t) = ε̇0 t(e1 ⊗ e1 − e2 ⊗ e2 ). Other figures:
FE-results and shear band solution. The regions of the fibres that were replaced by
matrix material (Modification I ) are colored in blue (Figure taken from [18]).
5

ALGORITHMIC TANGENT
The overall algorithmic tangent may be obtained based on the relation

ci ( dεi σ i )( dε̄ εi ).
dε̄ σ̄ SB =

(8)

i

Using dσ̂ = ∂γ̂ σ̂ dγ̂ + ∂ε̄ σ̂ · dε̄ = 0̂ and

εi = ε̄ −
cj γ j M j +


j


ε0



dε̄ εi can easily be computed by

cj M j ⊗ (∂ε̄ γj ) +
Is −
j



γl M l ,

(9)

l∈{l:r i ∩SBl �=ø}



l∈{l:r i ∩SBl �=ø}

M l ⊗ (∂ε̄ γl ).

(10)

Here, the notation introduced in [18] has been used.
6

RESULTS
In this section an elasto-plastic matrix material is used with the yield function

2
σy (εeq ),
f = �σ′ � −
3
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where the equivalent plastic strain is given by

2 p
eq
�ε̇ �.
ε̇ =
3

(12)

Here σ ′ denotes the stress deviator and σy is the yield stress.
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Figure 5: Comparison of FE- and shear band solution for pure shear.
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Figure 6: Comparison of FE- and shear band solution for mixed strain path.
The elasto-plastic model is applied to the matrix of the microstructure shown in Fig. 3.
The inclusions (red in figure) are assumed to be isotropic and elastic. Figure 4 shows
simulation results of the proposed methods in comparison with full field finite element
simulations. It can be seen that the stress response of the shear band model is close to
that of the finite element simulation. In addition, the predicted shear band patterns are
also approximately captured by the model. The applied strain path is given by
ε̄(t) = ε̇0 t(e1 ⊗ e1 − e2 ⊗ e2 ).

(13)

Figure 5 shows the stress response for a prescribed macroscopic shear deformation:
ε̄(t) = ε̇0 t sym(e1 ⊗ e2 ).
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Again the prediction of the stress is very close to the finite element model. The same
holds for the prediction related to the following strain path


(15)
ε̄(t) = ε̇0 t e1 ⊗ e1 − e2 ⊗ e2 + sym(e1 ⊗ e2 ) .

The related simulation results are plotted in Fig. 6. The aforementioned simulation results
and material parameters are taken from [18] and are shown here only for illustration
purposes.
7

SUMMARY

In this work, a fast nonlinear homogenization method for simple microstructures has
been discussed which makes extensive use of shear bands. In addition, a small number of
degrees of freedom and stress computations is sufficient. An example has been discussed
which has been validated by FE-simulations.
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