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Abstract

To efficiently predict the crack propagation in thin-walled structures, a global-local approach for phase field modeling
using large-deformation solid shell finite elements considering the enhanced assumed strain (EAS) and the assumed natural
strain (ANS) methods for the alleviation of locking effects is developed in this work. Aiming at tackling the poor convergence
performance of standard Newton schemes, a quasi-Newton (QN) scheme is proposed for the solution of coupled governing
equations stemming from the enhanced assumed strain shell formulation in a monolithic manner. The excellent convergence
performance of this QN monolithic scheme for the multi-field shell formulation is demonstrated through several paradigmatic
boundary value problems, including single edge notched tension and shear, fracture of cylindrical structure under mixed loading
and fatigue induced crack growth. Compared with the popular alternating minimization (AM) or staggered solution scheme, it
is also found that the QN monolithic solution scheme for the phase field modeling using enhanced strain shell formulation is
very efficient without the loss of robustness, and significant computational gains are observed in all the numerical examples.
In addition, to further reduce the computational cost in fracture modeling of large-scale thin-walled structures, a specific
global-local phase field approach for solid shell elements in the 3D setting is proposed, in which the full displacement-phase
field problem is considered at the local level, while addressing only the elastic problem at the global level. Its capability is
demonstrated by the modeling of a cylindrical structure subjected to both static and fatigue cyclic loading conditions, which
can be appealing to industrial applications.
© 2022 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).

Keywords: Global-local approach; Phase field fracture; Solid shell element; Quasi-Newton scheme

1. Introduction

Thin-walled structures are widely employed in various industrial fields, and components of a large number
of engineering systems are shell-like structures, such as photovoltaic modules [1,2], fiber-reinforced composite
structures in the fields of astronautics and aeronautics [3,4], laminated glass structures of high-speed trains [5],
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among many other applications. The prediction of crack events in thin-walled structures has received a great deal
of attention in the past decades due to its significant importance. As a consequence of complex interaction between
kinematics, large deformation constitutive law and fracture description, computational fracture modeling of shell-
like thin-walled structures is quite challenging and a great deal of research has been focused on the development
of reliable numerical methods to deal with.

With regard to computational methods for fracture and damage modeling of solids, several formulations have
been developed based on different numerical techniques in the past decades [6-9]. Specifically for fracture modeling
of thin-walled structures, the partition of unity concept has been proposed in [10], and most formulations assume the
classic Kirchhoff-Love and Reissner—Mindlin shell models for the description of kinematics [11,12]. Besides, the
so-called phantom node method was proposed in [13,14] to model arbitrary through-thickness cracks normal to the
mid-surface of the element. Some other contributions [7,15] considered the use of non-local or gradient enhanced
schemes to alleviate mesh dependence pathologies. Following this kind of scheme, the continuous kinematic
formulation was incorporated into the solid shell formulation and embodied an extra degree of freedom in the
center of the shell element in [16]. Though these techniques have been successfully applied for modeling of specific
fracture events, their applicability for brittle fracture is generally limited.

To overcome these limitations, the phase field approach proposed in [17,18] has emerged as a promising
framework for brittle fracture modeling of solids. This methodology is established on the basis of the classical
Griffith fracture criterion [19], in which failure occurs when the critical energy-release rate criterion is met. The
essence of the phase field approach is to introduce a characteristic length scale within the variational formulation and
idealize the sharp crack into a diffusive crack topology. Consequently, some complex fracture patterns such as crack
branching and multiple crack coalescence can be captured through the finite element modeling in a natural way. This
approach can also be categorized into the gradient damage methods since the discontinuities for the description of
geometric and kinematic fields do not need to be considered explicitly due to the smeared representation of crack.
It is worth mentioning that a thermo-dynamically consistent framework for phase field approach is established
in [20,21], which provides an efficient solution scheme for treatment of diffusive crack. Further investigations
exploit the extension of this approach to multi-physics [22,23], cracking in laminated structures [24] and dynamic
analyses [25], demonstrating the great potential and advantages of this methodology in fracture modeling. Recently,
the variational phase field methods have also been successfully extended to the prediction of fatigue crack growth.
The J-integral law was combined with the phase field theory in [26] to capture the crack growth behavior under
fatigue loadings. By the introduction of a fatigue function to degrade the material toughness, Carrara et al. [27]
proposed a phase field framework to capture the fatigue behavior of brittle materials. This framework was recently
extended to simulate the fatigue failure of a NiTi stent with the consideration of phase transformation [28], as well
as hydrogen assisted fatigue [29]. Besides the fatigue analysis of linear elastic materials, the phase field methods
have also been used to predict fatigue crack growth in elastic—plastic solids, see [30—32], among others.

For the use of phase field approach combined with shell kinematics, first attempts have been proposed in [33]
to model geometrically linear fracture problems, in which the developments are limited to standard finite elements
according to Reissner—Mindlin theory. Another investigation in this regard is proposed in [34], which adopted Local
Maximum-Entropy approximations and C'-continuous basis functions, making it hard to be adapted to standard
finite element packages. The theory of performing tension—compression split through the thickness of shell and
then integrating the energy contribution along the integration points has been proposed by Paul et al. [35] and
Kiendl et al. [36], and later extended to the isogeometric analysis of multipatch structures [37,38]. Recently, this
approach has been adopted by Kikis et al. [39] for phase field modeling of brittle fracture in Reissner—Mindlin
shells and plates. A similar phase field formulation has also been developed by Pillai et al. [40] for brittle fracture
modeling in a MITC4+ Reissner—-Mindlin degenerated shell element. Alternative formulations have been proposed
in combination of phase field approach with solid shell and Kirchhoff-Love formulation to model brittle and ductile
fracture [41-44].

In the phase field research, great efforts have been devoted so far to the efficient solution of the coupled phase
field-displacement governing equations. Due to the non-convexity of potential energy functional with respect to the
displacement field and phase field, the Jacobian matrix in the Newton solution technique may become indefinite,
leading to the convergence issues in the monolithic scheme, in which kinematic variables are solved simultaneously.
To address this drawback, different solution methods have been developed, like line search algorithms [45], modified
Newton method [46], and error-oriented Newton method [47]. Although good results have been obtained, the
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convergence issues for the monolithic solution of phase field approach are still quite challenging as pointed out
in [46]. On the other hand, a robust staggered scheme on the basis of alternating minimization has received much
attention [48]. By fixing either the displacement field or the phase field, the functional will be convex with respect to
the other kinematic variable. However, this staggered scheme is very computationally expensive, and convergence at
critical loading increments requires a lot of iterations [45]. Besides, this approach is not unconditionally stable, and
thus it is essential to apply very small increment step to ensure the accuracy of equilibrium solution [49]. To address
the drawbacks of both staggered or AM and conventional Newton schemes, the robustness and performance of
quasi-Newton methods in dealing with non-convex minimization problems have also been investigated, see [50,51].
The first attempt to study the feasibility of the quasi-Newton method in phase field analyses is proposed in [52] to
solve the so-called unified phase field theory [53], showing the potential of this scheme in the context of phase field
regularization of the cohesive zone model [54]. Recently, the quasi-Newton method is extended to the analysis of
standard phase field formulation in the cases of different nature, which further emphasizes the power and promise
of this scheme for the solution of coupled displacement-phase field problems [55].

To model brittle fracture in thin-walled structures, in this research, a phase field approach incorporated into the
solid shell formulation with assumed strain methods to alleviate locking effects is developed. With regard to the
solid shell formulations, the parametrization adopted in this work is based on the 6-parameter shell model proposed
in [56]. The kinematics of solid shell element is described through parametrization of the top and bottom surfaces of
the body with the displacement interpolation scheme, which features a similar discretization to the standard 8-node
brick element [57,58]. Solid shell elements are widely used to discretize thin-walled structures owning to the several
advantages over the conventional shell elements. For instance, only translational degrees of freedom are required to
describe the kinematics, which circumvents the difficulties concerning nodal rotations in the element formulation,
and consequently, it is very straightforward to incorporate any three-dimensional constitutive law and deliver more
accurate strain and stress fields through the thickness direction [59,60]. To reduce effects of the locking pathologies,
two numerical techniques, EAS [61] and ANS [62], are adopted in the solid shell formulation. In line with many
shell formulations, the EAS method that considers the Hu—Washizu multi-field variational principle as departure
point for its derivation is used herein to tackle volumetric and Poisson thickness locking effects, while the ANS
method is applied to overcome transverse shear and trapezoidal deficiencies.

This work aims at presenting a global-local phase field approach for large-deformation solid shells with the
QN monolithic solution so as to provide a very efficient modeling framework for the prediction of local crack
propagation in large-scale thin-walled structures. The two main innovative aspects of this work are: (i) the coupling
of phase field approach for fracture modeling with solid shell formulation considering the EAS and ANS methods
for the alleviation of locking effects, and its efficient and robust quasi-Newton monolithic implementation into the
commercial finite element code ABAQUS, which was comprehensively evaluated by comparison with the standard
staggered Newton scheme through different benchmark examples, including single edge notched tension and shear,
fracture of cylindrical structure under mixed bending and tension, and computationally demanding fatigue induced
crack growth; (ii) a specific global-local approach in the 3D setting tailored for phase field modeling with solid
shell elements is proposed here to save computational cost in fracture modeling of large-scale thin-walled structures,
and its capability was demonstrated by simulating the local crack growth of cylindrical structure under both static
and fatigue cyclic loadings.

2. Phase field approach of brittle fracture

In this section, a thermodynamically consistent phase field approach of brittle fracture, which is based on the
Griffith and Irwin fracture theory recalling [20,21]. In the three-dimensional setting, let B, C R? and B, C R3
denote the reference configuration and current configuration, and the corresponding position vectors are represented
by X and x, respectively. The body motion denoted by @(X,t) : By x [0,7] — R? maps the material point X
in the reference configuration onto its corresponding point X in the current configuration during the time interval
[0, t]. Deformation gradient is defined as F* = 0dx@(X, #), where dx denotes the partial derivative with respect
to the reference position, and its determinant J* = det[F“] is the Jacobian of deformation. The essence of phase
field approach to model brittle fracture is the regularization of sharp crack topology within a diffusive crack zone
characterized by the scalar-valued function 9 : By x [0, t] — [0, 1]. This parameter smears out the sharp crack by
a diffusive crack area of width [, as shown in Fig. 1. Note that the width of regularization region depends on the
length scale /, which controls the transition between intact and broken parts. In this phase field modeling framework,
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Fig. 1. Schematic representation of solid body with (a) sharp crack topology, and (b) phase field approximation of diffusive crack.

I, G, /Gz @[T, t) g5 1 g /

G g1
Xt): X-x
20— | — LA > 20— | —
/ ox .
Bo” g, X Fl=ox~8®¢ Bt/ e M
X, ‘K x %
E, E, gt & g &
zl
— 2 Midsurface

Fig. 2. Definition of the cracking shell body in both the reference and current configurations with the solid shell concept and phase field
approach for fracture modeling.

0 is defined as a smooth function of (X, ¢) in the reference configuration, and 9 = 0 and 0 = 1 represent the intact
and cracked states, respectively. According to [63], the phase field equations are given by

9—1’A0=0 inBy and Vx0-n=0 indB, )

where A0 is the Laplacian of phase field variable, and Vx0 stands for the gradient of phase field in the reference
configuration. The weak form reads

1
/ (750 + [Vx(8D) - vxa> d2 =0, VsoeY° (2)
By

where 2U° = {80 e H' (By) | 60 =0 on I} is the admission space of the phase field variable. To represent the
spatial variation of total cracked surface, a crack surface density functional y (0, Vx0) is defined as

I.(d) 1=/ y (0, Vx0)d{? (3)
By

It should be pointed out that I.(?) converges to the sharp crack surface when the value of characteristic length /
approaches zero [17,18,64]. The crack surface density per unit volume of body y (9, Vx0) reads
(0.Vx0) = 202 + L |vxoP? )
Yy (0, Vx0) = 2 5 VX

In this regard, the crack energy integral defined on the sharp crack surface can be approximated by volume integrals,

Gedl'~ [ Gey (0, Vx0)d{f? ®)
Ie Bo
where G, represents the fracture toughness of the body material based on the Griffith fracture theory.
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3. Kinematics of solid shell and variational formulation
3.1. Solid shell formulation and kinematics
In the solid shell concept, the position vector X in the reference configuration, the position vector x in the current

configuration and phase field variable 0 of any material point can be approximated by the corresponding vectors of
material points on the bottom and top surfaces of shell element, and their representations take the form as follows

1 1
X(e658) =5 (1+8)X (.8) +5(1-8)X (5.8 (62)
1 1
x(,6,6) =2 (1+8)x (.8) + 5 (1-&)x (¢, ¢) (6b)
1 1
0(6.8%.8%) = 3 (1+&%)0, (6. &) + 3 (1-&%)0, (¢', &%) (6¢)
where the parametric space is identified as: A = {§=(£§'.62,8)eR®| -1 <& <+1;i=1,2,3}, the

subscripts t and b represent top and bottom surfaces, respectively, and (51, £2, 53) denote coordinates in three
different directions of the parametric space, see Fig. 2.

The kinematics of solid shell are described using the convective curvilinear coordinates, which is necessary due
to the ANS interpolation for the transverse normal and shear strain components. The covariant tangent vectors G; (&)
in the reference configuration and g;(&) in the current configuration are defined as the partial derivatives of position
vectors with respect to the convective coordinates &'

IX(£) Ix(€)
Gi = T i = )
€)= — & 8i(€) = — &
The contravariant basis vectors can be defined in a standard manner by G; ;AGJA = 51,1' and g; - g/ = (Sl-j , and metric
tensors are defined as G = G;;G' ® G/ = GG, ® G, g=g,,g Vg =g"g @ g;.
In curvilinear setting, the deformation gradient F* is defined as

0x :
F'=—=g®G' 8
ox _ ® ®)
where the Einstein summation convention on repeated indices is assumed. With the definition of metric tensor
components G;; = G; - G; and g;; = g; - g; in the reference and current configuration, the displacement derived

Green—Lagrange strain tensor reads

1 1 ‘ ‘
E* =3 [(FM)T F* — Hz] =5 (81 — Gij]G' ® G ©)
where I, is the second-order identity tensor. The energetically conjugated second Piola—Kirchhoff stress is given

by

i=1,2,3 (N

S=57G; ®G; (10)

where S/ represent the contravariant components.
3.2. Variational formulation

In this section, the mixed Hu—Washizu variational principle incorporating the EAS and ANS methods to alleviate
the locking pathologies is derived in combination with phase field model using solid shell element formulation. It is
worth mentioning that the EAS method is adopted here to remedy volumetric and Poisson thickness locking, while
the membrane and in-plane locking effects are alleviated by the ANS method [61,62]. In the large deformation
setting with the consideration of enhancement based on EAS method, the Green—Lagrange strain is composed of
displacement derived compatible strain E* and incompatible strain E following the approach proposed in [56], and
its complete form reads: E = E* + E.

The multi-field Hu—Washizu variational functional of potential cracked body is given by

. . Gl (0 )
IS, Eud= [ gow (E E) d2+ | 25 (5 +1VxoP ) 42 — Ty (1)
Bo BO 2 l
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where ¥ represents the intact free energy function, g(d) = (1—0)>+K stands for the monotonic degradation function,
IKC =~ 0 is a positive parameter to ensure numerical stability in case of fully material degradation, and [T, identifies
the external contribution. It is worth noting that the displacement u, the phase field variable 9, and incompatible
strain E are the independent variables. Given the orthogonality condition between the second Piola—Kirchhoff stress
and Green—Lagrange strain, the stress field is neglected here following the previous work [65]. The first variation
of Eq. (11) with respect to the independent fields reads

. v JE*

RY(u, su,E,d) = / g(2) [— : 8ui| d — 81 (u) =0, VYéu e V" (12a)

By E Ju
Bro o s oV = 5 oof

REW,E,SE,0)= [ g@®)|—:6E|d2 =0, VSEc Y (12b)

Bo oE
. 1

R°w, E, 0, 60) = / —2(1 —0)soWwdf + / Gl [1—2060 + Vx0 - vx(aa)} d2 =0, VéoeY° (12c)

By By

where 0", UE and B° are the admissible spaces of displacement, incompatible strain and phase field variable,
respectively.

4. Finite element implementation

4.1. Finite element interpolation

By means of isoparametric concept, the approximations of position vectors X and x, displacement vector u and
its variation éu on the solid shell element level are given by

X =NX (13a)
x = NX (13b)
u=Nd, Su=Nsd (13c)

where X and X denote the nodal position vectors in the reference and current configurations, respectively, and d
represents the nodal displacement vector. The shape function matrix N is defined as

N =[N;, N2, N3, N4, N5, Ng, N7, N;g] (14)
where N; = diag [Ny, Ny, Ny] with [ = 1,2, ..., 8, and its component Nj is given by
1
Ni= g (1+&'€") (1+£%%) (1+&¢) (15)

with &, €2, & = +1.
In a similar manner, the phase field variable 0 and its variation 60 are interpolated as

2=N%, §0=N%Dd (16)
where 0 represents the nodal phase field vector, and the shape function matrix N° for interpolation of phase field
is given by

N° = [N;, Ny, N3, Ny, N5, Ng, N7, Ng] (I7)
The material gradient of phase field Vx0 and its variation Vx40 are interpolated as

Vxd = G V0 = B%(£), Vx80 = GTV80 = B°(£)8d (18)

where Vg represents the gradient with respect to the natural coordinates in the curvilinear setting, and B® is the
gradient interpolation matrix of phase field variable.

The Green—Lagrange strain vector in this work is given by E = [E;}, 2E 5, 2E;3, Ex, 2Es3, Ex;]T. To overcome
the deficiency of curvature thickness locking, the ANS interpolation proposed in [66] to modify transverse normal
strain components Es; is adopted. This ANS method considers four collocation points defined in convective
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Fig. 3. Position of collocation points in the element parametric space for the ANS method to alleviate the transverse shear locking and
trapezoidal locking, respectively.

coordinates &c; as éc, = (—1,—1,0), éc, = (1, —=1,0), éc, = (1,1,0), and &c, = (-1, 1, 0), see Fig. 3. Besides,
to prevent transverse shear locking in case of distorted element geometry, the ANS interpolation method proposed
in [62] is also employed in this work. The four collocation points for the treatment of transverse shear strain
components are &5, = (0, —1,0), £o, = (0,1, 0), &g, = (=1, 0,0), and &g, = (1, 0, 0), see Fig. 3. With respect to
the ANS interpolations, the approximation of strain vector is expressed as

1gn—Gn)
(g2 — G2)

(1-8) (g8 —Gl) + (1+8) (el - 67%)
1(gn—Gn)
(1—5‘)(5;—6‘3;) (1+8") (g - 6%)
S (g (14 8260) 3 (o5 - 65)

where the superscripts A;, Ay, By, B,, and C; with i = 1, 2, 3, 4 denote the values at the corresponding collocation
points.
The approximation of virtual strain is given by

SE" =Bdéd with B = [By, By, B;, B4, Bs, B, B7, Bg] (20)

E" (19)

where the matrix for each node I considering ANS interpolation is defined as

Nii (g])
Ni1(g;) +Niz (g])

T T
(=) (N0 () i () )+ ) (N0 () s ()
Ni: (g7)
1 B T 1 (NB T
(1-&") (N1 (e ) NP (8Y) )+ (18" (N3 (a2 ) + N3 (82)
i S+ (1+ 8262 Nis ()] i
with Ny 1, Ni, and Ny 3 defined as the derivatives of shape function Ny with respect to the parametric variables £!,
£2, and &3, respectively.
The enhancing strain field is interpolated by the operator M(£) that will be defined in Section 4.3 and it also

depends on the number of enhancing modes ¢ taken into account as pointed out in [58,67]. The interpolations of
incompatible strain vector E and its variation SE are given by

E~ME), SE~ ME)se (22)

B; = 2y

Inserting the discretization formulae into Egs. (12), the discrete form of residual equations can be expressed as

RY(d, 8d,0,¢) = / g(B()'S d2 — R? (23a)

ext
By



Z. Liu, J. Reinoso and M. Paggi Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 399 (2022) 115410

RY(d,?,¢,8¢) = /B g@M(&)'S df2 (23b)
0

R°(d, 7,80, ¢) = f

By

—2(1 —)N(&)Tw(d, £)df2 + / Gl [(Ba(é))T Vx0 + llzN(g)Ta] dn (23¢)
By

Considering the irreversible growth of the fracture process, a history variable H is introduced to modify the
corresponding phase field residual vector R® [68], which reads

R = f —2(1 — 9N HdR2 + / Gel [(B°(§))T Vxd + %N(E)Tb} g 24
By By

In order to ensure the irreversibility of phase field variable, the history variable H should comply with the
Kuhn-Tucker conditions

U, —H<0, H>0, H(VU,—H)=0 (25)

where ¥, is the decomposed strain energy density corresponding to tension according to the spectral split method
and hybrid approach proposed in [21,48]. At the certain time ¢, the history variable can be written as

H = max ¥, (1) (26)
e[0,1]

4.2. Approximation of the weak form and linearization

For the multi-field problem, an iterative scheme is adopted to solve the set of nonlinear residual equations given
by Eqgs. (23). The consistent linearization of this system obtained from the concept of Gateaux directional derivative
in matrix form can be written as

Kig kir 0 Ad RY, R¢
ki ke 0 A | = 0 —| RS 27
0 0 koo Ad 0 R?
The different components of the stiffness matrix are defined as
Ky — / [(1 =) + K] [Q + B(e)TCB(d)] d22 (28a)
By
Ko = / [(1 —2)* + K] B(d)"CM(§) d12 (28b)
By
keq = / [(1 —0)* + K]M(&)"CB(@) d12 (28¢)
By
K = / [(1 =) + K]M(E)'CM(&)d (284d)
By
Koo = / [gT + ZH} N(&)'™NE)dR2 + / Gel (Ba(z;))T B°(&)df (28e)
By By

The derivative of B with respect to d in Eq. (28a) appears in order to compute ASE" : S, where ASE" is the
linearized virtual strain tensor, and the matrix form is given by

Qi Qi -+ Qs
T
Q= 8]38(:11) S Q:21 Q:zz ) Q:28 29,
Qs Q2 -+ Qsg
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where Qyy is defined as Qyy = diag [QU, Qyp, QU] for the combination of node I and J, and the scalar Qy; reads

Ny, Ny
N, 1Ny + NpoNj g

(1— &) (NFINFL + NPINGY )+ (14 82) (NBINGS NG

QT
QIJ =S NI,ZNJ,2 (30)
BB B \/B Br\/B BB
(1—&") (NPINGS + NPANGY ) + (1 +61) (NI3NGE + NP3 )
i Y d (&€ (1 +E22) NisNy 5 |

where S is the approximate stress field, which is organized in matrix form as S = [S“, Siz §13 §22 §23 S33] .
The isotropic Kirchhoff-Saint-Venant constitutive model is considered in this study, and the tangent material

stiffness tensor C in the convective curvilinear setting can be expressed as

C=[rG'G" + 1 (G*G'"' + G"'G'")]|G; ® G; ® G, ® G (31
where A and p are the Lame parameters. The matrix form of stiftness C is given by
cllil  cli2 o3 o122 o123 -3

C1212 C1213 C1222 C1223 C1233
C1313 C1322 C1323 C1333

C= cnn o3 o (32)
sym. CcBB3 o233
3333

Since inter-element continuity is not required, the enhanced strain term can be condensed out in the element
level [56], and the system of equations that couples the kinematics with phase field is given by

ki, 0 Ad _ RY, _ R (33)
0 Kkyo Ad 0 R?
where components of modified stiffness matrix and residual vector are defined as
K}, = Kaa — KacK; Kea (34a)
R* =R — k; k'R (34b)

4.3. Interpolation of the assumed strain field

To alleviate volumetric and Poisson thickness lockings, the EAS method is incorporated into the solid shell
formulation and briefly summarized in the following. It should be pointed out that the number of enhancing
modes in the EAS method greatly influence the numerical efficiency of the formulation. In [67], seven enhancing
modes are adopted to simulate the out-of-plane and membrane bending, and it is found that volumetric locking
for incompressible analysis and Poisson thickness locking phenomena are effectively reduced, which is also
comprehensively discussed in [58,69] with regard to the different enhancing schemes. Following this enhancing
strategy, the interpolation matrix M(§) of the enhancing modes defined in the parametric space takes the form

i 0 O 0 0 0 O
£ 0 0 0 0 0
0 3 1£3 2¢3 0 0
0 0 S0 To o e (35)
0 O 0 0 0 O
000 0 0 0 0

Given the consistency constraint of incompatible strain with respect to the stress field, the interpolation matrix
M(£) defined in Eq. (22) is given by

_detJ()
| detJ

M(§) =

cocococo'

M(§) =

] T, "M(£) (36)



Z. Liu, J. Reinoso and M. Paggi Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 399 (2022) 115410

where J =[Gy, G,, G3]T, Jo is its evaluation at the element center (E =, & 2=, & 3= 0), and the transformation
matrix Ty takes the form

lelo 12210 13210 2J114 9214 2J114J314 202144314
J]220 12220 J3220 2]120 J2, 2]120 J32, 2.]220 J32,
Ty = J”O J230 J330 2]]30.]230 2]]30.]330 2]230.]330

JingJizg 29Iy Ja19d32y  J119d220 + 21912y J119 32 + J3100120 210 I320 F S31022
Jigdizg  Jagd2z,  Ja1gd33,  J119d23g + Jaig 13y J11g 33 + J319d130 2100330 + S31023
JiogJ139  J2gd23y 3200330 J1290230 + J22J13y  J129 0330 T J32gS13g S229S330 T J324 023,

(37

where Jij, with i, j = 1, 2, 3 are the components of J.
4.4. Quasi-Newton monolithic solution scheme

Given the highly nonlinearity of residual equations with respect to the kinematic variables, two schemes are
widely adopted to address the coupled phase field-displacement problem, including the monolithic scheme in which
the displacement and phase field variables are solved simultaneously and the AM scheme in which the independent
variables are solved separately as sequentially staggered field. Monolithic scheme retains unconditional stability and
consequently large time increments are allowed, but the poor performance in achieving convergence has hindered its
wide application. With regard to the staggered scheme, it is very robust and can overcome the convergence issues.
However, sufficiently small increments must be employed to prevent the solution deviating from the equilibrium,
and thus computational cost is very high. In the following, the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme with improved
performance over conventional Newton schemes in terms of both convergence and computational efficiency is
introduced into the numerical implementation of phase ﬁeld solid shell formulation.

Within the time increment [tn, ,5]21], where 7, and t 1 represent the previous converged increment and prospec-

tive current increment at iteration k, respectively, given the data {d,, ¢, 9,,} at the previous converged increment, the
final solution at the next increment requires Newton iterations around the intermediate state {dg‘frl, ;;k}rl, qufrl} due
to nonlinearity. Note that {d,, ¢, 9,} and {d;kfrl, I;fzkll, ,(1,21} denote the nodal displacement vector, incompatible
enhancing vector, and nodal phase field vector at the previous converged increment and prospective current
increment at iteration k, respectively. According to the static condensation procedure in Section 4.2, the nodal phase
field and displacement vectors are defined as unknowns in the element level, and the increment of enhancing vector
at the next time increment of iteration k, which is denoted as AI;( +1’ should be determined for the computational

procedure. Based on the process described in [70], the increment A;n 41 18 given by
-1
A = = [keea] [ant,n +Kea, ,Adfﬂl] (38)

It should be pointed out that the increments Ad( )1 and AD +1 are provided by the solver, while the element matrices

1
at the previous increment [Ky¢n] Rmtn, K;q,,, and ¢, are all stored as internal variables.

In contrast to standard Newton methods, the stiffness in the quasi-Newton method is not updated after each
iteration, and instead, it is approximated after a certain number of iterations without achieving convergence [52].
Specifically, the approximated stiffness matrix must satisfy the following equation

Ksz = SR (39)

for the residual 8z := z,, o, —Z;, in which the kinematic variable vector is defined as z = [d, 9], and the correction
SR = R, A, — Ry, respectively. In the quasi-Newton method, the approximated stiffness matrix K is given by

__ (Ksz) (Koz)"  SRORT
K -

K= 827K, 8z 52TSR (40)
In addition, as pointed out in [71], the updated stiffness matrix in case of symmetry can be written in its inverse
form
2 (I ~ 8z8RT) = (I ~ (SZ(SRT>T | b @
8zTSR ) 8zTSR 8zTSR

10
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Accordingly, it can be easily implemented into the finite element code, and significant computational cost can be
saved. The initial guess of the stiffness K is defined as
b~ K 0
0 _ dd
K" = |: 0 Ko, ] (42)
Note that, though it is not fully coupled, the subsequent approximation of the stiffness matrix couples the phase
field and displacement, see Eq. (40). The quasi-Newton stiffness will be reformed whenever the number of iterations

exceed 8 without obtaining the convergent solution in this work. The computational procedure for the quasi-Newton
monolithic implementation of phase field solid shell formulation is outlined in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Numerical algorithm for the QN implementation of phase field solid shell formulation

Data: d,, 0,, Adikll, 45221

Result: d,,11, 9,4

Initialization of &, Rfm.ﬂ, Kea.n [ka.n]fl;

while ||R};|| > tolerance do

Compute Ag(’” — [k;;,,,rl [Rfm,n +Kean Ad® ];

n+l = n+1

Update the enhancing vector I;ﬁ] =¢,+ Aé'ikll;

for n < 1 to N integration points do
(9]

n+1
Compute the B matrices B; 41 and

Modify the Bilkll matrix according to the ANS method,
(k) (k) (k) ) .

nitr Suprr Yy and H,

Compute the EAS operator Y S

n+1°
end

) .

Compute the curvilinear basis G a1

k)

and g

Compute C

Compute the element stiffness matrices kgg Al kg‘; E k(;kd) s k(ck; s and k(bkb).rH»l;

Compute the internal force vectors R?n(tk ,)1 e an([k ,)1 4+ and R&(tkzl I
Perform the static condensation in the element level,
Do the final assembly;

end

5. The global-local fracture submodeling approach

The global-local modeling approach has been widely employed in a variety of technical applications, such as
J-integral calculation in fracture problems [72], three-dimensional stress analysis [73,74] and computation of stress
intensity factors [75]. Generally, a global finite element model with coarse mesh is used to calculate the displacement
field and determine the size and location of the critical region with low computational cost. Subsequently, the
displacement output obtained from the global-scale calculation will be employed to interpolate the boundary
condition of the local model, which is a fine scale representation of the critical area with more detailed mechanical
degradation to achieve a greater accuracy [76]. However, very limited work has been focused on the global local
approach for phase field fracture modeling, see [77-79], among others.

To further reduce the computational cost in fracture modeling of large-scale thin-walled structures, a specific
global-local submodeling approach in the 3D setting tailored for phase field modeling using solid shell formulation
is proposed. The submodeling technique is a computational strategy frequently employed in fiber-reinforced
composites for modeling with two different length scales, such as macro scale and meso scale of the laminate.
The global and local models are solved sequentially in the submodeling approach, in which the global model is
solved firstly, and subsequently its results are taken as boundary conditions to drive the local model. As a result,
both global and local models are analyzed separately, and local model has no influence on the global model. In this
work, this approach is introduced for phase field fracture modeling of shell structures to improve computational
efficiency when the crack in the local region has minor effect on the global stiffness. For instance, it is pointed out

11
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in [76,80] that the stiffness of the global photovoltaic module is hardly degraded by the cracks in the local solar cells,
and in this case, it is viable to apply the submodeling technique uncoupling the global linear elastic finite element
analysis of photovoltaic module from the local fracture modeling of solar cell. To simulate the realistic loading
condition driving the crack propagation of brittle silicon solar cell, it is essential to model the whole photovoltaic
laminate, and on the other hand, for the prediction of cracking phenomena at the cell level, phase field approach
can be employed with very refined mesh for the local model.

Algorithm 2: Numerical algorithm for displacement projection from global model to local model

for t < 1 to T time increments do
Impose boundary conditions on the global model,
Solve the nodal displacements of global model using Newton—Raphson scheme;
for i < 1 to S solid shells of the local model do
for j < 1 to N exterior facets of the local model do
for k < 1 to M edges (M=2, upper and bottom edges) do
Find the two closest nodes Py and P, belonging to the same edge and facet in the global model,
Interpolate the nodal displacement u, = Niu; + Nouo, where u; and u, are the nodal
displacement vector of Py and P>, N and N, are linear shape functions.
end
end

end

end

To efficiently model thin-walled global structures like photovoltaic modules, a solid-like continuum solid shell
element is employed to simulate the structural response under complex loading conditions with relatively coarse
mesh to save computational cost. Compared with Kirchhoff-Love shell elements and solid elements in thin-walled
structure modeling [1], it is preferred since three dimensional constitutive laws are allowed and accuracy can
be ensured with only one ply of element required through thickness of the global model. After obtaining the
displacements of global coarse-scale model in the different directions by linear elastic finite element analysis, the
boundary conditions applied to the nodes belonging to the edges of local fine-scale model can be determined by
linear interpolation of global results. It is worth mentioning that the finite element discretization of the local model
is not required to comply with the one of the global finite element model, and a projection scheme can be used
to map the displacement results from computation of global model onto the edge nodes of local model. In doing
so, the mesh of local model can be more refined to perform the appropriate phase field fracture simulation. From
the viewpoint of algorithm, since there is only one ply of solid shell element through the thickness direction, it is
convenient to distinguish the nodes of exterior element facets belonging to the local model into upper and bottom
edge nodes, see Fig. 4. For each node of local model on the exterior facets, the displacement boundary conditions
are obtained by linear interpolation between the displacement values of two closest nodes of global model on the
same upper or bottom edge. The projection scheme is illustrated in Algorithm 2.

6. Numerical examples

In this section, to investigate the performance of quasi-Newton monolithic solution scheme in phase field
modeling using solid shell formulation, four different numerical tests, including single edge notched tension, single
edge notched shear, cylindrical structure under mixed tension and bending, and fatigue induced crack propagation,
are conducted. The performance in attaining convergence and computational efficiency is assessed by comparison
with that of the widely adopted staggered scheme through the different types of boundary value problems. Finally,
the proposed global-local approach to further reduce the computational cost in phase field modeling is demonstrated
by the numerical tests of cylindrical structure subjected to both constant and cyclic fatigue loading conditions.

6.1. Single edge notched tension

The first numerical case is the mode I fracture of single edge notched specimen under monotonic loading,
as indicated in Fig. 5(a). It is a very popular benchmark example for verification of phase field approach and
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Upper edges
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® Global element nodes

® Local element nodes

Fig. 4. The sketch of solid shell elements from both global and local models.

(a) (b)

Fig. 5. (a) Sketch of the single edge notched tension and (b) finite element mesh of the specimen.

challenging for the numerical algorithms used to solve the coupled governing equations [20]. Specimen dimensions
and boundary conditions are shown in Fig. 5(a). The geometry is a square plate with unit lateral size of 1 mm
and thickness of 0.001 mm. Note that there is an initial sharp crack with the length of 0.5 mm in the middle of
the specimen. The degrees of freedom at the bottom edges of specimen are constrained, while the displacement
boundary condition is imposed on the upper edges in the vertical direction, leading to a symmetric loading at the
crack tip of specimen and subsequent mode I crack propagation. The Young’s modulus and Poisson’s ratio are
equal to 210 GPa and 0.3, respectively, and regarding the fracture properties, the fracture toughness and phase field
length scale are set to 2.7 N/mm and 0.024 mm, respectively. The model is discretized with solid shell elements, see
Fig. 5(b), and notably, the characteristic elements along the potential crack path are refined to a size of 0.004 mm,
being 6 times smaller than the length scale. The total number of elements is 7222. The contour plots of phase field
values during the crack propagation are shown in Fig. 6.

The constrained force versus loading displacement curves are shown in Fig. 7. The numerical results obtained
from the conventional staggered or AM scheme with different numbers of time increments are also presented here
for comparison. It can be seen that the staggered scheme is very sensitive to the time increment size, and with the
increase of the number of increments, the obtained force versus displacement curve will gradually coincide with that
solved by the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme, which requires only 100 time increments. Both the quasi-Newton
monolithic scheme and staggered scheme require a lot of iterations at the critical time increment when the crack
starts to propagate. The total number of iterations versus loading displacement curves for the staggered schemes with
different increment size and quasi-Newton monolithic scheme are shown in Fig. 8. Results indicate that reproducing
the numerical result obtained by the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme through the staggered scheme requires at
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Fig. 6. The contour plots of phase field values at the loading displacements equal to 0.0055 mm, 0.0057 mm, and 0.006 mm during the
crack propagation in the single edge notched tension.
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Fig. 7. The force versus displacement curves obtained from both the quasi-Newton monolithic and staggered schemes for the phase field
modeling of single edge notched tension using solid shell formulation.

Table 1
Computation times for different schemes in the single edge notched tension.

AM 10° inc. AM 2x10% inc. AM 10* inc. QN 10? inc.
CPU hours (h) 0.87 1.55 7.38 0.52

least around ten thousand iterations. It is also shown that the number of iterations by the staggered scheme with
one thousand time increments is almost the same as that required by the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme, but
its deviation from the convergent solution reaches around 20%. The computational cost for two different solution
schemes is listed in Table 1. Note that the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme is roughly 15 times more efficient than
the staggered scheme for the phase field modeling of this single edge notched tension using enhanced assumed
strain shell formulation. The significant differences in computational cost are mainly due to the greatly reduced
number of iterations in the quasi-Newton monolithic solution.
14
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Fig. 8. The total number of iterations versus loading displacement curves obtained from both the quasi-Newton monolithic and staggered
schemes for the phase field modeling of single edge notched tension using solid shell formulation.
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Fig. 9. (a) Sketch of the single edge notched shear and (b) finite element mesh of the specimen.

6.2. Single edge notched shear

In this section, the performance of the proposed quasi-Newton monolithic scheme in phase field modeling using
solid shell element formulation is assessed in the context of mode II fracture of single edge notched specimen. The
same material properties and specimen dimensions as the previous single edge notched tension are adopted but the
shear loading is applied to the upper edges of specimen, see Fig. 9(a). The shear-dominated crack conditions lead
to crack propagation towards the right bottom part of the specimen, which is discretized with uniform solid shell
elements. The contour plots of phase field values during the crack propagation in the single edge notched shear
test are shown in Fig. 10, and it can be seen that the predicted crack trajectory agrees with results in the literature,
see [20].

The constrained force versus displacement curves obtained from both the quasi-Newton and staggered schemes
with different increment sizes are shown in Fig. 11. It can also be seen that reproducing the quasi-Newton monolithic
result with staggered scheme requires the use of 10* number of increments. When using the less number of total
increments, such as 10° or 2 x 103, the resultant curve deviates from the predicted quasi-Newton one, see Fig. 11. The
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Fig. 10. The contour plots of phase field values at the loading displacements 0.0085 mm, 0.010 mm, and 0.0135 mm during the crack
propagation in the single edge notched shear.
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Fig. 11. The force versus displacement curves obtained from both the quasi-Newton monolithic and staggered schemes for the phase field
modeling of single edge notched shear using solid shell formulation.

Table 2
Computation times for different schemes in the single edge notched shear.

AM 103 inc. AM 2X10* inc. AM 10* inc. QN 107 inc.
CPU hours (h) 1.50 2.83 14.02 1.08

total number of iterations versus displacement curves obtained from both the quasi-Newton monolithic and staggered
schemes for the phase field modeling of single edge notched shear test using solid shell element formulation are
shown in Fig. 12. Difference of total number of iterations between the two solution schemes is smaller compared
with the previous single edge notched tension, but remains significant in this case. To obtain the same result as the
quasi-Newton monolithic solution, the required total number of time increments for the staggered scheme is still
one order larger than the former scheme. The computational cost for the two different solution schemes is listed in
Table 2. It can be concluded that the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme in the single edge notched shear is also much
more efficient as its computational cost is around ten times smaller than that required in the staggered solution with
10* number of increments.
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Fig. 12. The total number of iterations versus loading displacement curves obtained from both the quasi-Newton monolithic and staggered
schemes for the phase field modeling of single edge notched shear using solid shell formulation.

(b)

Fig. 13. (a) Sketch of the cylindrical structure under mixed tension and bending and (b) finite element mesh of the specimen.

6.3. Cylindrical structure under mixed tension and bending

The performance of the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme for phase field modeling using enhanced assumed strain
shell formulation is further assessed in capturing fracture events of thin-walled structure with curved geometry under
mixed tension and bending. In this section, we consider a quarter of cylindrical structure with an initial crack notch
in the middle of the specimen, see Fig. 13(a). The dimensions of the specimen are as follows: the length is equal to
240 mm, the internal radius is 100 mm, the external radius is 100.1 mm, the width of the initial notch is 3 mm and
its length is 6 mm. To comply with the symmetric boundary conditions, the translational degrees of freedom at the
X = 0 side of the specimen are constrained in the X direction, and the Y = O side is constrained in the translational
vertical direction Y. Besides, the translational degree of freedom in the Z direction at the back of the specimen is
constrained, while the displacement condition & is applied to the front edges and the displacement condition §y
is applied to the notch edges, as shown in Fig. 13(a). The same material properties as in the previous cases are
used here. Regarding the fracture properties, the phase field length scale is set to 4 mm and fracture toughness
is 2.7 N/mm. The specimen is discretized using 8474 solid shell elements with refinement in the potential crack
propagation region, see Fig. 13(b). The contour plots of phase field and displacement during the crack propagation
are shown in Fig. 14, which agrees well with the fracture pattern predicted by an alternate formulation proposed
in [42].
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Fig. 14. The contour plots of (a) phase field and (b) axial displacement at the loading displacements 57 equal to 0.14 mm, 0.145 mm, and
0.155 mm during the crack propagation in the fracture modeling of cylindrical structure under mixed tension and bending.

The force versus displacement curves obtained from both the quasi-Newton monolithic and staggered schemes
with different increment sizes are shown in Fig. 15. As with the previous single edge notched tension and shear
cases, reproducing the exact numerical result from the quasi-Newton monolithic solution requires a large number
of time increments for the staggered scheme. For the phase field fracture modeling of cylindrical structure under
mixed tension and bending, the resultant curve obtained from the staggered scheme with 10* time increments agrees
perfectly well with that solved by quasi-Newton monolithic scheme that requires only 100 time increments. The
total number of iterations versus loading displacement curves obtained from both the quasi-Newton monolithic and
staggered schemes are shown in Fig. 16. The same conclusion as the previous two cases can be drawn that the
total number of iterations to obtain the same numerical result for the staggered scheme is 100 times larger than that
required by the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme. Computation times for the two different schemes with different
time increment sizes are shown in Table 3. It takes approximately 12 times longer using the staggered scheme
with 10* time increments than that solved by the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme. It should be pointed out that
the quasi-Newton scheme is very robust and efficient for the phase field modeling with solid shell formulation
considering both EAS and ANS compared with the conventional Newton solution schemes.

6.4. Phase field fatigue modeling using solid shell formulation

In this section, the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme for phase field modeling with solid shell formulation is
employed to address fatigue problems. The framework presented in [27] has been adopted and implemented into
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modeling of cylindrical structure under mixed tension and bending using solid shell formulation.
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Fig. 16. The total number of iterations versus displacement curves obtained from both the quasi-Newton monolithic and staggered schemes
for the phase field modeling of cylindrical structure under mixed tension and bending using solid shell formulation.

Table 3
Computation times for different schemes in the fracture modeling of cylindrical structure.

AM 103 inc. AM 2X10? inc. AM 10* inc.
1.22 2.79 11.31

QN 102 inc.
0.89

CPU hours (h)

the phase field solid shell formulation. Firstly, a history variable o that governs the accumulation of fatigue is
defined and the crack propagation is driven by a fatigue function f(«), which is employed to lower the fracture
energy around the vicinity of crack. The governing equation for the phase field fracture driven by fatigue is given
by
1
R® = / —2(1 —0)sowdf? + / f@)G.l [1—2050 + Vx0 - vx(sa)] d2 =0
By By
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(a) )

Fig. 17. (a) Sketch of the single edge notched fatigue and (b) finite element mesh of specimen.
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Fig. 18. Cyclic fatigue loading with equal tension and compression for the single edge notched specimen.

The history variable @ should be independent of the unloading process and takes the form

at) = / O(oedt)|ce|dT (44)
0

where 6(ad) is the Heaviside function and t is the pseudo time. Note that the fatigue history variable @ is a
scalar variable depending on the loading history of material, which is defined as @ = g(¢) ¥. The function f (&)
characterizing the relationship between the degradation of fracture energy and the number of cycles in the fatigue
loading is expressed as

if a(t) < ar

if a(t) > oy @5)

_ 1
f@@) = { ey
at)+ar
where a7 is the threshold value of the fatigue variable, below which the fracture energy will not be influenced by

fatigue loading, and its expression is given by
Ge

= 1= (46)

ar
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Fig. 19. The curves of crack length versus number of cycles obtained from both the quasi-Newton monolithic and staggered schemes for
the phase field fracture modeling under fatigue loading.

Table 4

Computation times for different schemes in the fatigue induced fracture modeling.

(inc. per cycle) AM 16 AM 32 AM 80 AM 200 QN 16
CPU hours (h) 1.15 1.5 5.38 8.67 1.5

The sketch of the single edge notched fatigue is shown in Fig. 17(a). The geometry and dimensions of specimen
are all the same as those of the previous single edge notched tension and shear except the shape of initial notch.
To avoid contact between the upper and lower faces during compression, a V-shaped notch is adopted here, see
Fig. 17(a). The finite element mesh with refinement in the potential crack region is shown in Fig. 17(b), and the
total number of solid shell elements is 4878. The material and fracture properties are also the same as the previous
study. The cyclic loading with equal tension and compression is applied to the upper surface of the specimen, and
the amplitude and cycle are 0.002 mm and 0.002 s, respectively, see Fig. 18.

The curves of crack length driven by fatigue loading versus number of cycles for quasi-Newton monolithic and
staggered schemes with different time increment sizes are shown in Fig. 19. It is clear that extremely small time
increment size is required for the staggered scheme so as to obtain the same result as that of the quasi-Newton
monolithic solution, and convergence rate of the staggered scheme is quite low. The curves of total iterations versus
number of cycles for the two solution schemes in the phase field fatigue simulation are shown in Fig. 20. Results
show that the quasi-Newton solution requires almost the same number of total iterations as the staggered solution
with 80 time increments per cycle. However, even the staggered scheme with 200 time increments per cycle cannot
reproduce the quasi-Newton monolithic solution, and obviously more increments per cycle are required, which is
computationally too expensive. The computation times for fatigue using both staggered and quasi-Newton monolithic
schemes are listed in Table 4. Notably, the staggered solution with 200 increments per cycle requires 6 times
more computation times than that in the quasi-Newton monolithic analysis. It can be concluded that quasi-Newton
monolithic scheme shows the tremendous advantage over the staggered scheme in computational efficiency for
fatigue problems. The contour plots of phase field values in fatigue induced fracture modeling with solid shell
formulation solved by the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme are shown in Fig. 21. As can be clearly seen, the crack
propagation starts from the 15th cycle of fatigue loading, and it proceeds with the increase of fatigue cycles. The
single edge notched specimen for fatigue modeling is fully cracked at the 50th cycle.
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Fig. 20. The curves of total iterations versus number of cycles obtained from both the quasi-Newton monolithic and staggered schemes for
the phase field fracture modeling under fatigue loading.
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Fig. 21. The contour plots of phase field values in fatigue modeling using solid shell element solved by the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme.

6.5. Global-local fracture modeling of thin-walled structure with curved geometry

In this section, the global-local phase field approach using solid shells is tested through the fracture modeling
of cylindrical structure with an initial notch in the center as shown in Fig. 22(a). The dimensions of this specimen
in the global level are the same as that in Section 6.3. As shown in Fig. 22(a), the global specimen is separated into
9 different blocks in total and the initial notch lies within the central block, which is chosen as the region of local
model. To save computational cost, the global model is discretized with relatively coarse mesh using the uniform
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Fig. 22. (a) Geometry and (b) finite element mesh of the global and local models in the phase field fracture submodeling of cylindrical
structure.

size of 3 mm, while to appropriately capture the crack propagation in the phase field modeling of local region, very
refined mesh is used to discretize the potential crack area around the notch of local model. Specifically, the mesh
size around the edge of local model is 3 mm, which is the same as that of global model, and characteristic mesh
size along the potential crack path is 0.8 mm, see Fig. 22(b). The continuum solid shell is chosen for the elastic
finite element analysis of global model, and phase field modeling for solid shell using quasi-Newton monolithic
scheme is subsequently employed for the analysis of refined local model. The same material properties are adopted
for the global and local models with the Young’s modulus equal to 210 GPa and the Poisson’s ratio equal to 0.3,
and both the phase field length scale and fracture toughness of local model are the same as the previous study in
Section 6.3, which are equal to 4 mm and 2.7 N/mm, respectively.

The contour plots of phase field values of local model, displacement fields of both global and local models
solved by quasi-Newton monolithic scheme at two different time points are shown in Fig. 23. The first time point
is the time increment when the crack of local model starts to propagate under the drive of the boundary conditions
interpolated from the displacement output of global model, while the second time point is the time increment when
the local model with curved geometry is fully cracked. This global-local approach is very computationally efficient
in fracture modeling of large thin-walled structures, since only the local region of interest needs to be modeled by
phase field approach. In the global model, the degree of freedom corresponding to phase field variable is ignored,
and thus significant computational cost can be saved. Besides, mesh in the local fracture region of interest can be
refined with more flexibility, which is very appealing for realistic application of phase field approach in fracture
modeling of large-scale structures.

To further assess the global-local phase field approach using solid shells, the above case study is extended to
the analysis of fatigue induced crack growth by applying the cyclic loading to the frontal end of global model.
The cyclic loading is characterized by the amplitude of 0.05 mm and the cycle of 0.01 s, as shown in Fig. 24.
The time duration is 1 s, and thus there are 100 cycles in total. The phase field plots of local model in the fatigue
submodeling solved by quasi-Newton monolithic scheme are shown in Fig. 25. It should be pointed out that the
boundary conditions of local model are obtained by the interpolation of the displacement output from the global
finite element analysis, which is subjected to cyclic loading shown in Fig. 24. In this fatigue submodeling case, the
crack of local model starts to propagate from the 40th cycle and after 28 cycles of fatigue loading, the local model
is fully cracked along the expected crack path, which further demonstrates the capability of this global-local phase
field approach for fracture modeling.
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Fig. 23. The contour plot of global and local displacements as well as phase field variable in the fracture submodeling of cylindrical structure
with solid shell element formulation.
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Fig. 24. Cyclic fatigue loading with equal tension and compression for the global model of the cylindrical structure.

7. Conclusions

In this work, a global-local phase field approach using the enhanced assumed strain solid shell formulation with
the efficient quasi-Newton monolithic solution is proposed for the numerical prediction of crack events in thin-walled
structures at finite deformations. The EAS method for the treatment of volumetric and Poisson thickness locking
was employed through the postulation of multi-field variational framework, and the ANS method to alleviate the
transverse shear and trapezoidal locking effects was also taken into account in the shell formulation.

With the aim of improving the computational efficiency without the sacrifice of robustness, an efficient
quasi-Newton solution scheme is implemented within the phase field solid shell formulation in a monolithic
manner, and its performance is demonstrated by comparison with the popular staggered Newton scheme through
different paradigmatic boundary value problems, including single edge notched tension and shear, fracture of
cylindrical structure under mixed bending and tension, and computationally demanding fatigue induced crack
growth. Significant computational gains of the quasi-Newton monolithic scheme can be observed in all the numerical
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Fig. 25. The contour plots of phase field values of local model in fatigue submodeling solved by quasi-Newton monolithic scheme.

examples. It is also found that this scheme is very robust, capable of solving different benchmark problems of
varying complexity without convergence issues frequently occurring in the conventional monolithic Newton solution.

Besides, in case that crack growth in the local region of interest has minor effect on the global stiffness, a
specific global-local approach in the 3D setting tailored for the phase field modeling with solid shells is proposed
to save computational cost. Coarse mesh can be adopted for the global model while the mesh of local model can
be more refined to deal with the appropriate displacement-phase field problem. The capability of this approach was
demonstrated by simulating the crack growth of cylindrical thin-walled structure under both static and fatigue cyclic
loadings, which could open up new possibilities in tackling realistic industrial problems concerning fracture events
in large-scale thin-walled structures.
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