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Abstract

This work considers the nodal finite element approximation of peridynamics, in which the nodal displace-
ments satisfy the peridynamics equation at each mesh node. For the nonlinear bond-based peridynamics
model, it is shown that, under the suitable assumptions on an exact solution, the discretized solution as-
sociated with the central-in-time and nodal finite element discretization converges to the exact solution in
L? norm at the rate C1At + Cyh?/e2. Here, At, h, and € are time step size, mesh size, and the size of
the horizon or nonlocal length scale, respectively. Constants C; and Cy are independent of h and At and
depend on the norms of the exact solution. Several numerical examples involving pre-crack, void, and notch
are considered, and the efficacy of the proposed nodal finite element discretization is analyzed.

Keywords: mnonlocal fracture theory, peridynamics, cohesive dynamics, numerical analysis, finite element
method
AMS Subject 34A34, 34B10, 74H55, 74520

1. Introduction

Peridynamics is a reformulation of classical continuum mechanics introduced by Silling in Silling (2000);
Silling et al. (2007). The strain inside the medium is expressed in terms of displacement differences as
opposed to the displacement gradients, and the internal force at a material point is due to the sum of
all pairwise interactions between a point and its neighboring points. The new formulation bypasses the
difficulty incurred by displacement gradients and discontinuities, as in the case of classical fracture theories.
The nonlocal fracture theory has been applied numerically to model the complex fracture phenomenon in
materials, see, e.g., Weckner and Abeyaratne (2005); Silling and Bobaru (2005); Silling and Lehoucq (2008);
Silling et al. (2010); Foster et al. (2011); Ha and Bobaru (2010); Agwai et al. (2011); Bobaru and Hu (2012);
Ghajari et al. (2014); Lipton et al. (2016); Du et al. (2018); Lipton et al. (2019); Jha and Lipton (2020b);
Jha et al. (2021). Diehl et al. (2019) is referred for a comprehensive survey. In peridynamics, every point
interacts with its neighbors inside a ball of fixed radius called the horizon. The size of the horizon sets
the length scale of nonlocal interaction. When the forces between points are linear and when the nonlocal
length scale tends to zero, it is seen that peridynamics converge to the classical linear elasticity, Emmrich
et al. (2013); Silling and Lehoucq (2008); Aksoylu and Unlu (2014); Mengesha and Du (2015). For nonlinear
forces, in which the bond behaves like an elastic spring for small strains and softens with increasing strains,
peridynamics converges in the small horizon limit to linear elastic fracture mechanics, where the material
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has a sharp crack, and away from a sharp crack the material is governed by linear elastodynamics, see Lipton
(2016, 2014); Jha and Lipton (2020b, 2018b).

This work studies the convergence of the nodal finite element approximation (or, in brief, NFEA) of
peridynamics. In the nodal finite element approximation, the equation for the discretized displacement field
is written at each mesh node, whereas in the standard finite element approximation (FEA), the approximate
solution satisfies the variational form. Node-based calculations considered in this work are quite suitable for
peridynamics/nonlocal equations, where a point nonlocally interacts with neighboring points at a distance
larger than the mesh size. Classical finite element discretization of peridynamics, e.g., Jha and Lipton (2020a,
2021), involves computing interactions of a quadrature point with all neighboring quadrature points within
a nonlocal neighborhood (typically a ball of radius greater than the mesh size). Thus, the computation cost
is large and prohibitive if one chooses higher-order quadrature approximations. In contrast, the nodal finite
element discretization considered in this work applies a discretized equation at each node, and nonlocal
interactions are computed between the mesh nodes.

Finite element approximations and their variants have been used in works such as Macek and Silling
(2007); Madenci et al. (2018); Wildman et al. (2017); Chen and Gunzburger (2011); Diyaroglu et al. (2017);
De Meo and Oterkus (2017); Anicode and Madenci (2022); Ni et al. (2018); Huang et al. (2019); Yang
et al. (2019). For an overview of alternate approximation schemes, (Diehl et al., 2022, Section 2.1.2) is
referred. In NFEA, the peridynamics equation at each mesh node for the discrete displacement field is
specified. Since peridynamics force involves the integration of pairwise forces in the neighborhood, the
discrete displacement field is extended as a field using finite element interpolation. The difference between
NFEA and standard FEA, in essence, is in the fact that NFEA satisfies the strong form of the peridynamics
equation of motion at each mesh node, whereas, in the standard FEA, the approximate solution satisfies the
variational form of the equation. Comparing the resulting equations in NFEA and standard FEA, nodal
finite element approximation includes the appearance of an additional error in representing the peridynamics
force; see Section 3.2.

The main goal of this work is to perform an error analysis of the NFEA approximation and show a-
priori convergence of numerical solutions. The convergence of the numerical approximation is shown by
combining our previous work on a-priori convergence of finite element approximation of peridynamics Jha
and Lipton (2021, 2020a) with new estimates that control the additional error introduced by nodal finite
element approximation. For suitable initial conditions and boundary conditions, the NFEA solutions are
shown to converge at a rate C;At + Cyh?, where At gives the size of the time step and h mesh size. Here,
C1 and Cs are constants independent of At and h and depend on the nonlocal length scale €, the norm of
the exact solution, choice of influence function, and the peridynamics force potential (anti-derivative) 1.
Outline of the article. In Section 2, bond-based peridynamics theory is described, and the peridynamics
equation of motion is presented. In the following Section 3, nodal finite element approximation is presented,
and an additional approximation error in nodal finite element approximation compared to the standard
finite element approximation is highlighted. In Section 4, a-priori convergence of nodal finite element
approximation for the nonlinear bond-based model is stated and proved. Numerical experiments with
nodal finite element approximation involving pre-crack, void, and notch are presented in Section 5. Finally,
conclusions are drawn in Section 6.

2. Bond-based peridynamics

Let D C RY for d = 2,3, be the material domain and ¢ > 0 denote the size of the horizon. In
the peridynamics formulation, a material point ® € D interacts with all the material points within a
neighborhood of ®. Neighborhood of a point @ is taken to be the ball of radius e centered at « and is
denoted by H.(x) = {y € R? : |y — z| < €}. In what follows, & € D denote the material point, u(x,t) the
displacement of x at time ¢ for ¢ € [0,T], and z(x,t) = x +u(x,t) current coordinate of . The bond strain
(or bond stretch or pairwise strain) between material points @ and y is defined as

Sy, 1) = Z(y’t)_fy(ajg: —ly-a (1)




For prototype microelastic brittle (PMB) material, the pairwise force between & and y takes the form
(see Silling (2000); Bobaru and Hu (2012))

Fomp(ys2,1) = cJ(ly — ))S(y, 2, )u(S(y, 2, 1), 1) |jzg - iigl

Here, ¢ is a constant that depends on the elastic strength of a material, J¢ = J¢(Jy — «|) is the influence
function, and p(S,t) is the bond-breaking function that models the breakage of the bond if the pairwise
strain exceeds certain threshold strain:

(2)

1, if S(y,z,7) < S.(y,x) Vr<t,
0, otherwise.

N(S(yvmvt)’t) = { (3)

In the above, S, is the critical bond strain between the material points y,x. In the PMB model, S, is
independent of y,x. In general, the value of the critical bond strain S. depends on the critical fracture
energy G, and the elastic strength of the material. Total force at x is given by the sum of the pairwise
forces in the neighborhood of x, i.e.,

Fpmb(mat) = / }pmb(yamat)dy' (4)
H.(x)ND

Under the small deformation assumption given by |u(x) —u(y)| << 1, the bond strain S(y,x,t) can be
approximated by linearizing S as follows

u(y,t) —u(x,t) y—=x

S(y,x,t) = . %Sy,w,t 5
O T I T ©)
and write S
Fomp (Y, @, 1) = cJ(ly —2[)S(y, 2, )u(S(y, z, 1), 1) P (6)
The total force at a material point is given by
Fo(e) = [ foulyetdy. @
H.(x)ND

In the above, * indicates large deformation quantity, e.g., pairwise strain S and force Fpmb.

In the PMB model, the interaction between two material points comes to an abrupt stop as soon as
the pairwise strain exceeds the critical strain. In contrast, pairwise force considered in Lipton (2016, 2014)
regularizes the pairwise strain-force profile, which is initially linear elastic, but for larger strains, yields and
softens with increasing strain, and eventually, the bond breaks for large strains. The force model introduced
in Lipton (2016, 2014) is referred to as the regularized nonlinear peridynamics (RNP) material model. The
associated pairwise potential is defined by

@)=y~ alS(.2.0?) 0

wy€

W(S(y, z,1)) =

Here wy is the volume of a unit ball in the dimension d, i.e. wy = 7in 2-d and wg = 47/3in 3-d. w: D — [0, 1]
is a boundary function which takes the value 1 for all x € D; := {y € D : dist(y,0D) > €} and decays
smoothly from 1 to 0 as & approaches the boundary dD. The potential function 7 : Rt — R is smooth,
positive, and concave. For such a choice of 1, the profile of potential W€ as a function of strain S is shown
in Fig. 1. The pairwise force is written as (see Lipton (2016, 2014))

_ € y—x
frnp(yamat) - 26SW (S(y,m,t)) |y —iB|

= ijdw(m)w(y)Mw/qy - $|S(y7 T, t)z)s(y’ T t) |y - 33‘ .
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Figure 1: Profile of pairwise potential W€ (S) defined in (??). Here C = limg_, o, W¢(S5).
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Figure 2: (a) Prototype microelastic brittle (PMB) material. Here, fp,4(S) is a scalar such that the bond force is

Fomp(Ys 2, 15 u) = fpmb(S)ﬁ; see (6). (b) Regularized nonlinear peridynamics (RNP) material.

The critical strain S, depends on the material point y, x and is given by S.(y,x) = +r*/ /|y —x|. r* >0
is the inflection point of function r + 1 (r?). Total force at @« is given by

Frnp(w, t) = / frnp(yu Zx, t)dy (10)
H.(x)ND

PMB and RNP force profiles are shown in Fig. 2a and Fig. 2b, respectively. The RNP model is amenable
to a-priori convergence rate analysis and is investigated in this paper.

2.1. peridynamics equation of motion using the RNP model

In this paper, the RNP model is used, and the pairwise strain S defined in (5) is considered, and the point
y exerts the force on « given by (9). The associated peridynamics equation of motion for the displacement
field w : D x [0,T] — R? is given by the Newton’s second law as follows

pRu(@,t) = F(u)(@,t) + b(x,b), (11)

where, p is the density, F(u)(x,t) peridynamics force given here by (10), and b(x,t) is the body force per
unit volume. Let dD be the boundary of the material domain D. Dirichlet boundary condition is assumed,
i.e.,

u(z,t) =0, Va € dD,Vt € [0,T]. (12)
The initial conditions for displacement and velocities are
u(x,0) = uo(x) and Ou(x,0) = vo(x), Ve € D. (13)
4



In the rest of the article, density p is assumed to be constant.

For the RNP model, the initial boundary value problem given by (11) with (12) and (13) for ug,vg €
H?(D)NH}(D) and b € C%([0, T); H?(D)NH (D)), is shown to be well-posed in the space C?([0, T'|; H?(D)N
H}(D)); see (Jha and Lipton, 2021, Theorem 3.2). Here, Hg (D) is given by the space of functions in H!(D)
taking value zero on the boundary dD. In what follows, || - || and || - ||, will denote the L?*(D) and H"(D)
norms, for n = 1,2, respectively.

3. Finite element approximation

Consider a discretization 7, of the domain D by triangular (for dimension two) or tetrahedral (for
dimension three) elements, where h denotes the size of mesh assuming that the elements are conforming and
the mesh is shape regular. Let Vj, and V},, with V}, C V},, denote the spaces of functions spanned by linear
continuous interpolation over mesh 7, such that V;, ¢ H'(D) and Vj, C H}(D). It is further assumed that
there exist constants c1,co > 0 such that

N N
ey |u@) <|lul? <e ) |u(@)f,  VueT, (14)
=1 =1

where, N is the total number of mesh nodes, and x; is the material coordinate of i*" node.
For a continuous function w on D, it’s continuous piecewise linear interpolant on 7y, is defined as

Ih(u) :IT(U) VT € 7;1, (15)

T

where, Zp(u) is the local interpolant defined over finite element 7" and is given by

Tr(u)= ) u(@])o]. (16)

1ENT

Here, N7 is the list of nodes as a vertex of the element T, 7 is the position of vertex i of element T, and
#T is the linear interpolant associated with the vertex i.

Application of Theorem 4.4.20 and Remark 4.4.27 in Brenner and Scott (2007) gives the bound on the
interpolation error in L? norm as follows

= Ta ()| < esh?lula, vu € H(D) (17)
and in L* norm
sup |u(x) — I, (u)(x)| < csh? sup |[V3u(y)|, Yu € C?(D). (18)
x yeD

Here, constants cs, ¢4 are independent of mesh size h.

Projection onto Vj,. Let rp(u) denote the projection of u € H}(D) on Vj, with respect to the L? norm. It
is defined by
lu —7rn(u)]| = inf [[u—al (19)
ueVy

and satisfies the orthogonality property
(rp(u), ) = (u,a), Yu € Vj,. (20)
Since Zp(u) € Vy, from (17) it follows that

lu = ra(w)]] < |lu—Zn(u)l] < csh®[|ullz, Yu € H*(D). (21)
S



3.1. Nodal finite element approximation

Let At be the size of the time step and t* = kAt be the time at step k. Let {U?}lgiSN be the set of
approximate nodal displacements at time step k. Associated to the discrete set {Uf h<i<n, displacement
field uﬁ € V3, can be defined as follows

= > Ul¢iz xecT, YTET. (22)
iENT

The discrete solution satisfies, for all 1 <7 < N and for k > 1,

Uttt —out + Uttt

A72 = F(uf)(x;) + b(x;, ") (23)
and, for k = 0 (first time step),
Ui —ug(w;) 1 1 1
Tpo = §F(u2)(wi) + Evo(mi) + gb(mi, 0). (24)

In the above, u® and v are the initial conditions.
Fix € T, where T € T;,. By multiplying interpolation function ¢;(x) to both sides of (23) and summing
over i € N, it follows that

wy " (x) — 2uf(x) + ' (z)
At?

= > F(up)(@)oi(x) + Y blw:, t*)di(), (25)

T 1ENT 1ENT

Let F(uf) and b} are continuous piece wise linear interpolation of F(uf) and b(t*), i.e.,

Fi(uf)(x)] = Z F(ul)(z:)oi(x), zeT, VT eT,
T i1ENT
bi(x)| = stc“ oi(x), xeT, VT eT,.
T 1ENT

Then, (25) can be written compactly as

1
upt™t — 2ul +uf

At?
3.2. Comparison of NFEA with the standard FEA

Let @) € Vj, be the standard FEA solution. It satisfies (see Jha and Lipton (2021)), for all test functions
u €V, fork>1

k—1

= Fp,(u}) + by (26)

~ k41 ~k—1
att —2a) + @ . N -
(P A u) — (F(af), @) + (b(t"), @) (21)
To see the difference between the above discretization and the nodal FEA, multiply (26) with the test
function w € V}, and integrate over a domain D to have

'U,k+1 u U
(,, e by u> (Fa(uh). @) + (0], @) (28)

Thus, in the NFEA, the exact peridynamics force F' and body force b are replaced by their continuous
piecewise linear interpolation F';, and by, respectively. By doing so, NFEA reduces the computational
complexity of computing the integral of the product of peridynamics force and test function in (27) but at
the cost of an additional discretization error; compare (F(u¥), @) and (b* @) in (27) with (Fj,(uf), @) and
(bf, @) in (26), respectively.

Next, a-priori convergence of NFEA solution u} to the exact solution w(t*) in the limit mesh size, h,
and time step, At, tending to zero is shown.




4. A priori convergence of nodal FEA for nonlinear peridynamics models

This section shows that the NFEA approximation converges to the exact peridynamics solution. The error
analysis is focused on nonlinear peridynamics force (RNP), see (10), and w,v € C? ([0,T]; H*(D) N H} (D)),
where u, v are the exact peridynamics displacement and velocity, respectively. Before the main result is
presented, equations for errors are obtained, and the consistency of the numerical discretization is shown.

Let vﬁ € V}, be the peridynamics velocity hence (28) can be decoupled into two equations given by

E+1 K

(W“) (vE ) Vi € Vi,
oA By @) + (bF, Vi 2
Tau = (Frnpn(up), ) + (b, w) u € V. (29)

Similar to (Jha and Lipton, 2021, Section 5), the error are defined as eﬁ)h = uf — rp(uF) and efﬁh =

v¥ — 7 (v¥) where u” is the exact solution at time t* = kAt, v¥ = u(t*), and rp(u) € Vj, is the L?
projection of u defined in (19). Using the peridynamics equation of motion (11), (29), and property (20) of
projection 7, it can be shown that

(€ni @) = (e p ) + At(el ]! @) + AU(T @), (30)
(eFth a1) = (eh ), 1) + At(Frp(uh) — Frppn(uh), @) + AL(TE @) + At(b) — b(t%), @), (31)

where, 7F , 7%, are consistency errors and take the form

& Oultl gkt gk
T = — ,
“ ot At (32)
& vk Rt — ok
Top=————""—
vh ™ ht At

4.1. Key estimates

This section estimates the error terms in (30) and (31). In this direction, note that, if u, v € C?([0, T]; H*(D)),
then
IThnll + 75 4ll < CiAt, G = sup |07u(t)]] + sup |07 (t)] - (33)

Further, if b € C([0,T]; H*(D)) then noting that b is a linear interpolation of b(t*) it can be easily shown

using (17) that
15, = b(t")[| < esh? sup [[b(£)][2- (34)

Focusing on the remaining consistency error term in (31), Fypnp(u®) — Frppn(uf), using the triangle
inequality, it can be shown that
||Frnp(uk) - Frnp,h(u;i)”
< ||Frnp(uk) - Frnp,h(uk)” + HFrnp,h(uk) — Frnpn(In(u ))H
2111 ::Ig (35)
+ [ Frnp n(Tn(6")) = Frnp p (P (W) + 1F ripn (ra (")) = Frp i (u})]| -

=:I3 =:14

The estimates of the above four terms rely on the following property of nonlinear peridynamics force F'y,p:
assuming that domain D is a C* domain, the boundary function w € C?(D), and the peridynamics potential



1 (see (8) or (9)) is smooth with up to 4*" order bounded derivatives, from (Jha and Lipton, 2021, Section
3)], it holds that

Lo||ulls + Ls||u[3
HF’I"’LP( )HQ 65/2 27 VueHz(D) (36)

Further, the peridynamics force satisfies the following Lipschitz continuity condition in the L? norm
Ly 9
1Ernp(u) = Frnp ()l < Fllu ol Vu,v € LY(D). (37)

Here, constants L, Lo, L3 are independent of u, v and depend on the influence function J and peridynamics

force potential 1. For future reference, L1, from (Jha and Lipton, 2021, Section 3), is given by

1

bo_a L[ 20D

wdi Ju,0) €]
=:J1 =:C2

AL IVY7 ‘ = 4.J,Cs. (38)

The lemma below collects the bound on the errors I,,, n = 1,2, 3, 4.

Lemma 4.1. Consistency of the peridynamics force
For u* in H*(D) N C?(D), the following estimates hold

ca|D
La|[ut||> + LolluI3] , LieaJ22
L < e 572 ; Iy < | ——5—— sup [V7u"(z)|| A7,
€ € xeD
(39)
203L1n, /== c Lln\/:
I3 < TﬂukHz h?, Iy < —a Hek,

Here, ¢;, i = 1,2,3,4, are constants depending only on the triangulation Tr, see (17), (18), (14). Moreover,
L;, i =1,2,3, are constants that only depend on the influence function J and the peridynamics force potential
function 1. Finally, the constant 1 is given by

n= %I}Eax{number of vertices of element T'}. (40)
h

Proof. First, consider I1. Since u* € H?(D) N C%(D), note that F,,, n(u*) = Iy (Fpnp(u”)), where T, is
the continuous piece wise linear interpolant. Using (17) and (36), it can be shown that

L = HFrnp(uk) _Ih(Frnp(uk))H < C3h2||Fmp(uk)H2

L k L k(|2
< [o ol Ll )

5/2

Next, I3 and I, are bounded. Let wq,ws € V3, then both I3 and Iy are of the form || Fypp p(w1) —
F .., n(w2)||. Now, using the definition of F.,, in (10), it follows that

Fornp(wi)(@i) — Frpp(w2)(x;)
4 €
= [ @)y =) "

_mi

[ (ly — 2| S(y, misw1)?*)S(y, zi;w1) — ¢ (|ly — 2| S(y, @i w2)*) S (y, i3 wo)] |y

i

Let (r) := ¢(r?) then W' (r) = 2r¢/(r?) and |¥'(ry) — ¥/ (r2)| < sup, [¥”(r)||r1 — re|. Since ¢ is smooth

and has up to 4 bounded derivatives, sup,. |[¥”(r)| = sup,. |1(r?)| = C2 < co. Using the constant Cs, it holds
8



that

210 (|ly — :|S(y, zi; w1)*)S(y, i w1) — ' (Jy — x| S(y, s w2)?) S (y, @5 wo)|
< Cov/ly — ;| |S(y, zi;w1) — S(y, i3 wo)|
wi(y) —wi(x;) y—x; wa(y) —wa(x;) Yy —x;
= C — &; . — .
VW mE|\ TR T wmwml T y—edl -l
|wi1(y) — wa(y)| + |wi(x;) — wa(x;)|

\/|y*wz‘| .

Using the above bound and change in variable € = (y — «;)/e € H1(0), from (41), one can show that

< Cqy

| Frnp(w1)(2i) = Frpp(w2) ()]

202 M wi\L; € — WaolX; € Wi \L;) — Wl (42)
< St [T o )l €)oo ) — )
and
| Frnp(w1) (@) = Frp(w2) (@)
(13)

205 \° J J
<2(Z2) 2 [ T et ) - walai + O + w(e) - walen) )it
€°Wq Wd J H,(0) |£|
where, Jy == L [y, o T(1€])/I€lde.
Next, using the property of finite element space Vj, that relates L? norm to discrete [? norm in (14), it
can be shown that

HFrnp,h(wl) - Fmp,h(U’Z)HQ

N
< ca Z ‘Frnp(wl)(mi) - Frnp(wQ)(mi)‘Q

i=1 (44)
202>2J1 / (D [ 2 2
<2 =) — —_— wi(x; +e€) —wa(x; + € + |lwq(x;) — wa(x; d€.
2(G) 2] D (s €) ~ wa(as + O + e — wata))| e
Since wy, ws € Vj, using (14), it holds that

ol 1
> lwi (@) — wa() | < anl — ws|*. (45)
i=1

Now, to estimate
N

> lwi (@ + e€) — wa(w; + €€) [,

i=1

consider any point y € T where T' € T,. Denoting the set of vertex of an element 7" as Ny, it follows that

wi(y) —wa(y)* = Y (wi(z:) — wa(z:)i(y)]®

1ENT
<INp| Y fwi(®:) — wa(@:) Plos(y)]* < [Np| D Jwi (@) — wa(s) ],

i€ENT i€ENT

where, in the above, the property of interpolation function ¢; < 1 is used and | N7| gives the size of set Nr.
Let n = maxre7;, |[N7|, and define the map which returns the element 7' that contains the point y by I1(y),
ie, II(y) = T such that y € T. Note that for y in the intersection of two elements, there are multiple

9



elements that contain y. Therefore, it is assumed that II returns a unique element for a given y. It is easy
to see now that

N N
D fwi (i + exi) — wa(@; + €€)]? Z Yo lwieg) - wax)))
i=1 =1

JENT (@ +e8)

In above double summation, each |wy(x;) — wa(x;)|? for [ =1, ..., N will be counted at max 7 times, so

> fwilxy) — wa(wy))?

JeNTn(%Hré&)

HMz

Z |w (x; + ex;) — wa(x; + €£)|?

N
< n? Z |w1(wi) — ’wg(fﬂi)|2.
i=1
Combining the above inequality with (45), the following holds, for any & € H;(0),
L 2
D fws (i + exi) — wa(w; + e€)” < a||w1_w2|| . (46)

By combining (45) and (46) with (44), it can be shown that
1F p,n (1) = Frp p(ws)]]*
205 \* 7. J 1+ 7
SQCQ <22) 71/ (|£|)|: +n ||w1_w2||2 d
€°Wq Wd J H,(0) ‘§| C1

(1 + ﬁ2)(02/01)8022j12
= e ||’U)1

2
nv/co/c1 Ly
< [Vﬁénwl—wgnl ,

— ws|?

where, Ly = 4CyJ; (see (38)). Using the above bound that holds for any w;,wy € Vj, it is easy to show

n 02/01L1
<melalyg

Iy = || rop,n (Zn(u®)) = Frpp (i (u* u®) =y (ub)|

(47)
\/Cg/ClLl 'FL\/CQ/C]_L]_
< 5 [IZn(®) = w¥[| + [u* = ra(uh)[] < =—5—2e3h[[u" ]2,
where, (17) and (21) are utilized in the last step. Similarly, it can be shown that
ny/cp/c1 Ly C2/C1 Ll ny/cp/c1 Ly 62/01 Ly
I = [|Frpp(rn(u®)) = Fropp(ug)|| < u®) — |l = llesall,  (48)

where, the definition of error eﬁ’h is recalled in the last step.

Next, I is bounded from the above. Bounds established so far only used the fact that u* € H?(D).
However, to bound I, additional regularity of u* will be assumed; specifically, u* € H?(D)NC?(D). Noting
the definition of I» in (35) and using (44), it can be shown that

205 \* J
2 _ k k 2 2 1
I3 P () = P (G < 200 (52 ) 21

(49)

/ n g:(luk(w- +e&) — Tn(uh)(m; + €€)]” + |u" () — T (u®) (x)?) | d€
H,(0) €] i=1 Z Z z Z |
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Using the point wise bound on interpolant error, see (18), for u* € C?(D), it follows

2 7 2
Beep(f2) [ AED lNcih‘* (sup 7201 ] i, (50)
H,(0)

Ewq) wq 13 yeD
where recall that N is the number of mesh nodes. Consider ¥y, = (01 1,024, ..., Va,h) € Vi, d = 2,3 being
the spatial dimension, such that @, , = 0 for n > 2 and 97, = 1. Then, from (14), it holds that
S — 1D|
aN <||vp]|* = |D| = N < . (51)
(6]
Using above in (50), it follows that

2p4 1D 279 2 7
H,(0)

c1 yeD Ewy) wq €]
_ 2
2h2C4 Co D C1 202J1
< [ VerlDlf sup |72 (y)| (52)
€ yeD
2
h2L104 Co D C1
< velDlla gy vty
€ yeD
where the definition of L; is used in the last step. This completes the proof of lemma. O

4.2. A-priori convergence
Let the total error E* at the k' step be given by

E* = |lup — u(t®)|| + [Jvy; — v(t")]]. (53)
Then, application of triangle inequality and (21) gives
BY < luf = ra(u()|| + [[of = ra(oE)]| + [Jra(w®) — w(t®)[] + (|74 (0*) — o (t*)]]
= |ler ()| + [lef; ()| + Cph?,
where
Cy = s [sup (0l + sup (V)2 (55)
The main result is as follows.

Theorem 4.2. A-priori convergence of NFEA
If the solution (u,v = dyu) of the peridynamics equation (11) is such that u,v € C*([0,T]; H*(D)NH{(D)N
C?(D)) then the scheme is consistent and the total error E¥ satisfies the following bound

sup EF
k<T/At
_ 56)
1+ Lyiiy/ 2 T h? (
< ey -+ explr VRN e 4 ol + (1= 5 ) (Ceaer €5 ).

where, constants C, and Cy are defined in (55) and (33), respectively, and the constant Cy is given by

o _[ Lo SuPtHu(t)||2+L3(SU-pt||u(t)||2)2:|
s = |C3 5/2
€
L164 % 203L17—7,1 / % (57)
+ | ——5——supsup [Vu(z,t)|| + | ——5— sup|[u(t)]|:
€ t xeED € t

The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.1 in Jha and Lipton (2021) and relies on the estimates
shown in Section 4.1.
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5. Numerical results

This section presents results involving fracture evolution under different loading conditions and geome-
tries. First, the procedure to numerically compute the peridynamics force is discussed, and the implemen-
tation of the NFEA method is briefly presented. Next, the material properties for numerical examples
and calculation of the parameters in the peridynamics constitutive law are detailed. In the first example,
a Mode-I crack propagation problem is taken up, and the numerical rate of convergence when mesh and
horizon are refined is analyzed. The effective convergence rate is found to be below 2, and the difference in
numerical and theoretical convergence rates is explained. The second example involves a material circular
hole under displacement-controlled axial loading. This example shows the nucleation of the crack from the
two points in the boundary of a hole. The third example is the bending loading of the V-notch structure.
This example also shows the crack nucleation when the loading is sufficiently large. The fourth problem,
similar to Figure 18 in Dai et al. (2015), includes a material with a hole and pre-crack. This example shows
the effect of stress concentration near the hole on crack path and propagation. The last subsection in this
section shows the crack speeds for all four examples.

Numerical results were obtained using C++ code PeridynamicHPX Diehl et al. (2020); Jha and Diehl
(2021) which utilized the C++ standard library for parallelism and concurrency (HPX) Heller et al. (2017);
Kaiser et al. (2020) in version 1.1* Kaiser et al. (2018). All these simulations were executed on two Intel
Xeon CPU E5-2690s (16 cores in total) with 64 GB of RAM running CentOS 7 on Linux kernel 3.10. In
all results, the mesh consisted of linear triangle elements. The second-order quadrature scheme is used to
compute the integration over a finite element (triangle elements). For the triangulation of a domain with a
void and notch, an open-source library Gmsh Geuzaine and Remacle (2009) is utilized and Paraview Ahrens
et al. (2005) is used to visualize the results.

5.1. Computation of a peridynamics force in NFEA

Let uf,vf € V}, be the finite element displacement and velocity functions, Vj, being the finite element
space (see (22) and Section 3.1). Corresponding to u¥ and v, suppose U ¥ V¥ are nodal displacement and
velocity vectors, respectively, i.e., U* = (U]f, cny U?V), vk = (V’f, . V?\,) Velocity is given by

Vi=(U; U/t

when k£ > 1 and Vf = vo(x;) when k = 0, where vy is the prescribed initial condition for the velocity. From
(23), U"* is computed using, for k£ > 1 and all 4,

Uk = Af2 F(UZ)(%);_ b(x;, t*) LUt — Ut (58)
and, for £ =0 and all 7,
At F(ul)(z;) + b(xi,0
Ul =2 (uf) (@ )p+ @00) 4 Atwo () + 1), (59)

In the above, the numerical evaluation of peridynamics force F(uf)(z;) is nontrivial and therefore is detailed
next.

From (10), it holds that

—x;

Plb)e) = [ Iy )y — ) S )

wqedt! ly — x4

where, T, € Tp, is an element. Let N, be the list of nodes that are vertices of element T.. Recall that ¢;
denotes the interpolation function of node i¢. For y € T, uﬁ(y) = ZjeNc qu(y)U?. Also, for any node 1,

“https://github.com/STE11AR-GROUP/hpx/releases/tag/1.1.0
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uf(z;) =UY = djen. (y)U? for all y € T. (due to the partition of unity property, i.e., Yjen. 9i(y) =1).

Combining, it follows that

Flub)(x [Z / )W) se 14y ) (fy — il Sy, 35 ub)?)

d+1
e JEN. (z:)NT. Wd€

E_pk o . o
(%(y)Uj A w) — dy].

ly—zi| |y —xi| ) |y — x4

Motivated from the above, peridynamics force F(uf)(x;) can be approximated as follows

Fab) @)~ 3 BT 0 Sy, miub)?) (

- wd€d+1
s
x;€H:(x;)

k k
UjiUi :133'331') 33j7:13i

@ — |z —wi] ) o — @i

3 /H J(ly — i), (y)dy

c€E; (;)NTe

Here E; is the list of elements with node j as its vertex, see Fig. 3. The above form of approximation is not
unique, as one may also approximate the force as

w(@;)w(z;) (Uf -U; =z - ) T — T

Fuf) @)~ Y

joseiwy @ [zl ey — il )z - e

3 /H Wy — ]Sy, b)) Ty — 2:); () dy

c€E; (as)NTe

Similarly, other forms of approximation are possible by keeping some terms outside of the integration and
some inside. In our implementation, the approximation (60) is used for two reasons: 1. The term in the
square bracket is independent of time and, therefore, has to be computed only once in the beginning and
can be stored for the next use, and 2. The choice of keeping nonlinear term outside the integral as well as
the vector (¢; — x;)/|x; — ;| results in the stable simulation, and results agree well with the benchmark
problems. Proceeding further, let V;; be the weighted volume of node j for pairwise force contribution to

node 7 and is defined as
Vi=Y /H J4(ly - @)y (y)dy (61)

e€E; (z:)NTe

Integration over an element is computed using the quadrature rule. In all the numerical results, the second-
order quadrature rule is employed. Let Q° be the number of quadrature points, and for ¢ = 1, ..., Q°, (x4, wq)
is the pair of quadrature points and quadrature weights. Then

Q°
‘/ZJ = Z lz XHE(wi)(wq)Jeﬂxq - wi‘)(éj(wq)wq

e€l; Lg=1

; (62)

where x4(x) is the indicator function taking value 1 if x € A and 0 if © ¢ A. Using the definition of V;j,
(60) can be written as

w(i)w(z;)

wgedt1

Fup)(@i)~ )

Jyx;EHe ()

Vij. (63)

Uk -Ul z—az )\ =z -
V(| — @l S (@5, @i ul)?) ( . ’ :

@ — | |z —wi] ) o —

In Fig. 3, one of the neighboring nodes «; contributing to the force at x; is shown on an example 2-d finite
element mesh. Algorithm 1 presents the implementation of NFEA.
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Figure 3: Typical mesh node x; and one of the neighboring nodes x; in an example 2-d finite element mesh. All the red nodes

are the ones contributing to the force at x;. The set E; = {ei}zzl of elements with the node x; as the vertex is shown in the
grey region.

5.2. Material properties

For a given density p, Young’s modulus F, and critical energy release rate GG, the material parameters
for the PMB model (in 2-d), see (6), is given by

_1E [5G
T 27med’ °c 9F¢

The influence function is taken to be J¢(r) = J(r/¢), where J(r) =1 —r for 0 <r < 1 and J(r) = 0 for
r > 1. The above set of relations are the same as in Bobaru and Hu (2012).

Remark 5.1. It should be noted that the bond-based peridynamics suffer from the restriction of Poisson
ratio v = 1/4 in 3-d or 2-d plane strain and v = 1/3 in 2-d plane stress; see Trageser and Seleson (2020).
All of our simulations are in 2-d, and plane strain is assumed. Therefore, v is fized to 1/4.

Given F, G., and v = 1/4, the critical stress intensity factor Kj. can be computed using the relation:

E 16EG,
chz\/ GC2:\/6 Ge
1—v 15

For the RNP model, see (9), the nonlinear potential function 1) is fixed to 1 (r) = ¢(1 —exp[—pr]), where
c and f are two parameters that will be fixed shortly. The influence function J€ is the same as in the case
of the PMB model. The boundary function w(x) is taken as 1 for all points @ in the domain, i.e., w(x) =1
for £ € D. Given E, Lamé parameter are A = u = 2E/5 (v = 1/4 is assumed). The parameters ¢ and f, in
2-d, can be determined from (see Lipton (2016))

G.m 8E
= = — 4
AMy’ p 5cMy’ (64)

C

where, M; = fol J(r)r?dr =1/12 for J(r) = 1 —r. The inflection point of the potential function 1 is given
by r* = 1/4/2 and the critical strain S.(y, ) = £r*//|y — x|.
14



Algorithm 1 NFEA implementation

1: Read nodes and element-node connectivity from the mesh file
%% Task: Create neighbor list and compute V;; using (62)
for Each integer 0 < i < N —1do % N is the total number of nodes
if | X[i] — X[j]] < e then % X - vector of reference coordinates of nodes
Add j to neighborList][]
Compute V;; using (62), add V;; to Vi]
end if
end for % End of loop over nodes for neighborlist
%% Task: Integrate in time
10: for Each integer 0 < k < T/At do
11: % U,V are the displacement and velocity at step k
12: %% Task: Compute force F using (63)
13:  Initialize vector F' with zeros
14: for Each integer 0 <i < N —1 do

© P NPT RN

15: for Each integer j € neighborList[i] do
. L U[-Ul] . X[j)-X[]
o oI o SXeRDD l=X[i)
o Fli) = Fi) -+ <SG g x(5) - X[0) S_ji?) S_ji SEEE Vi)
18: end for

19:  end for % End of loop over nodes for F
20: %% Task: Update displacement U and velocity V
21:  for Each integer 0 <i < N — 1 do

22: for Each integer 0 <1 <d—ido % d is the dimension of the problem
23: U _temp = Uli[l]

24: if dof [ of node i is free then

25: Uill] = U] + At V{i|[1] + A2 FULEEXLIAD

26: else

27: Read UTi][l] from boundary condition

28: end if

29: Vil = U[i][l]—UA—ttemp[i][l]

30: end for

31:  end for % End of loop over nodes for U and V update
32: end for % End of loop over time

Let cr, cg, and ci are the longitudinal, shear, and Rayleigh wave speeds, respectively. Given elastic
properties such as E and v, wave speeds can be computed as follows:

o — A+ 2p _ 1 E(l—u 0862+114l/ (65)
g p p(1+v)(1—2v) 1+ T

where the last formula to approximate Rayleigh wave speed can be found in Royer and Clorennec (2007).
Material properties employed in numerical experiments are listed in Table 1.

Definition 5.2 (Damage). The extent of damage at the material point x can be defined as

Z(x):= sup M (66)

yEH(x)ND |S (yv )|

Based on the above, if Z(x) > 1, it follows that x has at least one bond in the neighborhood with the bond
strain above the critical bond strain. The damage zone of the material is given by the set {x € D : Z(x) > 1}.
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’ Properties H Values ‘ ‘ Properties H Values ‘

p (kg/m?) 1200 cr, (m/s) 6123.7
E (GPa) 37.5 cs (m/s) 3535.5
G. (J/m?) 500 cr (m/s) 3244.2

Table 1: Material properties. Here, following Remark 5.1, the Poisson ratio is ¥ = 1/4. Therefore, elastic properties, such as
bulk and shear modulus and Lame parameters, can be computed using the pair (E,v). Further, using E,G.,v, Kj. can be

EGC
1—v

computed using K. = . Formulas in (65) are used to compute longitudinal (cp), shear (cg), and Rayleigh (cg) wave

speeds.

5.8. Mode-1 crack propagation

Consider a square domain D = [0, 100 mm]? with a vertical pre-crack of length [ = 20 mm at the center;
see Fig. 4a(a). The constant velocity of £10% mm/s is specified on the small area on the left and right sides
to obtain the mode-I crack propagation. The simulation time and the size of the time step are T = 40 us
and At = 0.0008 us, respectively. The nonlocal length-scale, i.e., horizon, is fixed to ¢ = 2mm. In the
simulations, the RNP model with the material properties listed in Table 1 is employed.

First, the numerical convergence as the mesh is refined is analyzed for the mode-I crack propagation
problem. Towards this, the simulations are carried out with three different mesh sizes hy = 0.5,hy =
hy/r, hs = ha/r mm with r = 2, and the following formula is used to estimate the rate of convergence a(t*)
at the k' time step in the L? norm:

log ([[uf, — up,[) —log (|Juf, —uj,|I)
log(r) ’
k

where wj; = is the numerical solution at k™ time step corresponding to the mesh with mesh size h;. From
Fig. 4b, it is seen that the rate is below 2. Based on earlier work Jha and Lipton (2018b,a, 2019), there
are various factors that could lead to a sub-optimal rate of convergence, such as (1) r = hy/hy = ha/hg
must be much larger so that the relation |[u} — uf || = Ch{ used to obtain an estimate of rate o from
(67) is accurate and (2) ratio of the horizon to mesh size must also be large to minimize the inaccuracies in
nonlocal integration and artifacts at the boundary of integral (elements partially inside the horizon).

Next, the plot of damage function Z defined in (66) is shown in the left column of Fig. 5. In the right
column, classical linearized strain is computed from the displacement field, and its magnitude (magnitude of
the strain tensor E = § [Vu + VuT] is taken as ||E|| = VE : E, where E : E = E;; E;; is the dot product)
is shown. In all the numerical results, it is found that the width of the process zone (damaged region) is
approximately twice the horizon and envelopes the crack interface. Further, the strain tensor magnitude is
unusually higher at the crack interface, as expected.

a(th) =

(67)

5.4. Material with a circular hole subjected to an azial loading

A material with a hole, as shown in Fig. 6, is subjected to displacement-controlled axial pulling. The
details of the setup and boundary conditions are described in Fig. 6. The remaining parameters are fixed
as follows: horizon € = 1 mm, mesh size h = 0.25 mm, final time of the simulation T" = 160 us, and the size
of the time step At = 0.0016 us. Peridynamics force is computed using the RNP model.

The damage profile and the strains are shown in Fig. 7. After the load reaches a sufficiently high value,
the crack nucleation is observed. It is also clear that the crack nucleates at the top and bottom edges of
the void where the strain is maximum (so stress is maximum). Branching of the cracks is also seen at later
times.

5.5. Material with a v-notch under bending load

In this example, a specimen with a v-notch is subjected to the bending load as shown in Fig. 8. The
horizon is fixed to e = 1 mm, mesh size h = 0.25 mm, final simulation time 7" = 250 us, and the size of the
time step At = 0.001667 ps. Peridynamics force is based on the RNP model.
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Figure 4: (a) Mode-I crack problem: Setup. The horizon is e = 2mm. The center of the pre-crack coincides with the center
of the domain. (b) Mode-I crack problem: Convergence rate as the mesh is refined.

— 0.0e+00

— 0.0e+00

(a) Z at t = 30 us.

|
|

(c) Z at t = 38 us.

(b) Magnitude of strain at t = 30 us.

(d) Magnitude of strain at ¢ = 38 us.

Figure 5: Mode-I crack problem: Plot of damage and the magnitude of the strain E = % [V'u. + VuT]. The damage and
strains are localized near the crack interface. The thickness of the damage zone in the left column (red region) is approximately

twice the horizon.
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Figure 6: Circular hole problem: Setup. The horizon is ¢ = 1 mm. Constant velocity in the opposite direction is specified
along the x-axis in the left (blue) and right (red) layers.

(b) Z at t = 48 us. . (d) Z at t = 56 us.

[
°
2
c
o
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Strain_Tensor Ma

(e) Magnitude of strain at (f) Magnitude of strain at (g) Magnitude of strain at (h) Magnitude of strain at
t = 40 ps. t = 48 us. t = 52 us. t = 56 us.

Figure 7: Circular hole problem: Plot of damage and the magnitude of the strain. A crack is seen nucleating at the two
points on the edge of a hole where the strain is maximum.

18



Applied force at time ¢
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Figure 8: V-notch problem: Setup. The horizon in this problem is ¢ = 1 mm. Vertically downward distributed force is
applied on the part of the top edge, as shown in red. The profile of distributed load is shown above the red line, where the
loading parameter fiqz is set to fmae = 2.5 x 1011 N/(s'mm).

Problem type || max (&) avg (é) Problem type max (i) avg (é)
Mode-I crack 0.9 0.51 Circular hole 0.95 0.52
V-notch 0.47 0.22 Circular hole with pre-crack 0.32 0.04

Table 2: Maximum and average normalized crack speeds for the four numerical problems.

The damage profile and the magnitude of the strain are plotted in Fig. 9. As expected, the crack nucleates
at the tip of the notch where the strain is larger.

5.6. Material with a circular hole and pre-crack

Consider a rectangular domain with existing horizontal pre-crack and a circular hole in the neighborhood
of a crack as shown in Fig. 10. The horizon is fixed to ¢ = 0.4 mm, mesh size h = 0.1 mm, the final simulation
time T' = 800 us, and the size of the time step At = 0.004 us. The peridynamics force is computed using the
RNP model.

Damage and the magnitude of the strain at different times are shown in Fig. 11. Initially, crack propa-
gation is influenced by the hole nearby, and instead of growing horizontally, it is deflected. At later times,
when the hole is past the crack tip, the crack propagates horizontally as expected. A similar problem was
considered in [Figure 18, Dai et al. (2015)], where results using different numerical methods were compared.
The results of this work qualitatively agree with that in Dai et al. (2015).

5.7. On the crack propagation speed

In this subsection, the speed of the crack propagation in all four problems is compared. Let t; and t5 be
times when the crack begins and stops propagating, respectively. Also, let v(t), for ¢ € [t1, 2], be the crack
speed computed from the simulation at time ¢. To plot the crack speeds for all four examples in one plot,
time ¢ € [t1,to] is transformed to ¢ = (¢ — ¢1)/(t2 — t1) so that ¢ € [0,1]. Let 9(#) = v(t) be the crack speed
as a function of normalized time #. Next, crack speed is normalized by dividing the Rayleigh wave speed
cgr; cg from Table 1 is 3244.2 m/s.

Fig. 13 presents the normalized crack speed as a function of normalized time for the four problems. As
expected, the normalized crack speeds are below 1, i.e., the crack propagates slower than the Rayleigh wave
speed; see Table 2, which lists the maximum and average values of normalized crack speeds.
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Figure 9: V-notch problem: Plot of damage and the magnitude of the strain. Crack nucleates at the tip of the notch where
the strain is maximum.
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Figure 10: Circular hole and pre-crack problem: Setup. The horizon is € = 0.4 mm. The magnitude of the prescribed
vertical velocity on the top and bottom layers is ¥ = 25 mm/s.
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Figure 11: Circular hole and pre-crack problem: Plot of damage.
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(a) t = 448 ps. (b) t = 480 us.
(c) t =528 us. (d) t = 536 us.

Figure 12: Circular hole and pre-crack problem: Plot of the magnitude of strain E = % [Vu + VuT].
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Figure 13: Comparison of the normalized crack speed for the four problems.

6. Conclusion

This work analyzed the nodal finite element approximation for the peridynamics. Assuming exact solu-
tions are in proper function spaces, consistency errors are shown to be bounded, and a-priori convergence of
the discretization is established. The implementation of the nodal finite element discretization is discussed
in detail, and a range of numerical experiments are performed using the method to show the utility of the
approximation. The nodal finite element approximation is relatively straightforward to implement and can
be easily integrated with the standard finite element meshing libraries. Further, the method is computation-
ally faster than the standard finite element approximation due to the fact that the mass matrix is diagonal
and the nonlocal force calculation is similar to finite-difference/mesh-free approximation.
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