
Computational Particle Mechanics

A remedy to mitigate tensile instability in SPH for simulating large
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Abstract Large deformation analysis in geomechanics plays an important role in understanding the

nature of post-failure flows and hazards associated with landslides under different natural calamities. In

this study, a SPH framework is proposed for large deformation and failure analysis of geomaterials. An

adaptive B-spline kernel function in combination with a pressure zone approach is proposed to counteract

the numerical issues associated with tensile instability. The proposed algorithm is validated using a soil

cylinder drop problem, and the results are compared with FEM. Finally, the effectiveness of the proposed

algorithm in the successful removal of tensile instability and stress noise is demonstrated using the well-

studied slope failure simulation of a cohesive soil vertical cut.

Keywords Large deformation analysis · Tensile Instability · Slope failure · Particle-based method ·

Smoothed particle hydrodynamics

1 Introduction

Large deformation, landslide hazards, post-failure flow, and stability of geomaterials are the problems of

great interest in the field of geotechnical engineering. In the last few decades, there have been considerable

efforts to simulate these physical processes primarily via Finite Element Method (FEM) [1, 2, 3, 4, 5].

To deal with the problems associated with mesh distortion, different approaches of mesh refinement

have also been reported in the literature. This includes h-adaptive FE with Super convergent Patch

Recovery(SPR) and Remeshing and Interpolation Technique with small strain(RITSS) [6], combined

rh-adaptive FREM [7], Hessian-based remeshing [8] etc. Although different adaptive meshing algorithms

have been employed, mesh distortion in FEM remains a challenging computational issue, especially in

problems in geomechanics which involve severe material flow to the extent that it behaves like a fluid.
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In recent years, the smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15], a particle-

based (mesh free) method, has emerged as one of the leading computational approaches for assessing

geomechanics issues. As SPH does not require any mesh, the problems associated with mesh distortion

and the negative value of Jacobian are naturally eliminated. In this regard, one of the pioneering studies

was conducted by Bui et al. [16], who simulated the deformation of a vertical cut and post-failure flow

of geomaterial using SPH. Therein, the elastoplastic constitutive relation and Drucker-Prager plasticity

model were used. Peng et al. [17] implemented a hypoplastic constitutive model in the SPH framework

to simulate large deformation and slope failure of a cohesionless embankment. Islam et al. [18] adapted

a Total Lagrangian SPH approach to simulate the large deformation and slope failure of cohesive soil.

SPH has also been explored in other problems in geomechanics such as liquefaction-induced lateral

spreading [19], seepage failure analysis [20], soil water interaction [21], soil cracking modelling [22], soil

fragmentation [23], landslide modelling and run-out analysis ([24, 25]), debris flow or granular flow

modelling ([26], [27], [28]), bearing capacity of shallow foundation [29].

Despite the potential, SPH has its own shear of computational drawbacks. The significant among

them is the tensile instability, which manifests itself in the form of unrealistic clustering and separation

of particles, causing inaccurate solutions. The instability was first observed by Schuessler and Schmitt [30]

in gas dynamics problems and subsequently by Phillips and Monaghan [31] in magnetohydrodynamics

problems. Based on one dimensional perturbation analysis, Swegle et al. [32] studied the stability of SPH

and identified the root cause of the instability. Swegle et al. [32] also derived the condition in which the

SPH computation may become unstable.

The tensile instability has been one of the major thrust areas of the research in SPH. Over the

years, several remedial measures have been developed and reported in the literature. Guenther et al.

[33] presented a conservative smoothing approach that relies on the von Neumann-Richtmyer discrete

representation of the conservation of volume. The purpose of this technique was to maintain a steady

computing process by eliminating random changes in the field variables. They demonstrated that careful

smoothing yields far more stable and precise outcomes than artificial viscosity. This approach was further

investigated in [34], [35], [36]. After a detailed examination of the conservative smoothing approach, Hicks

and Liebrock [37] discovered that employing the B-spline finite interpolation method could enhance the

stability of 1-dimensional solutions while preserving intricate details. A novel way for dealing with tensile

instability by including stress point in the traditional SPH methodology was addressed in [38, 39, 40, 41].

In computing displacement, velocity, and acceleration, the primary particle positions, i.e., actual par-

ticle positions (velocity points) are used, whereas the secondary particle positions (stress points) are

used to calculate stress, internal energy, and density. While the approach shows better accuracy, track-

ing, velocity mapping, and subsequent updating of stress points make the approach computationally

intensive, especially in higher dimensions. Belytschko et al. [42] found that a Lagrangian kernel (based

on material coordinates) with stress points is an effective way of ensuring stability in the element-free

Galerkin method (EFG). Vignjevic et al. [43] expanded and enhanced this concept to encompass higher
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dimensions. Chalk et al. [44] addressed issues related to zero-energy modes and tensile instabilities by

incorporating stress points and nodes, along with a new scheme based on fourth order Runge-Kutta for

updating stress-point positions. This approach removes the requirement for artificial repulsive forces at

the boundary and resolves these challenges without needing to adjust non-physical parameters. Morris

[45] highlighted the importance of using kernels with rapidly decreasing Fourier transforms to improve

stability in SPH. They showed kernels resembling a Gaussian distribution provide better results, but the

computational cost rises with more contributing neighbours. To address tensile instability and reduce

numerical inaccuracies near the boundaries, Chen et al. [46] devised the corrective smoothed particle

method (CSPM) by adding a first order Taylor series expansion to the kernel estimate. Sigalotti and

López [47] introduced an alternative solution for mitigating tensile instability in standard SPH fluid

simulations. The method employs an Adaptive Density Kernel Estimation (ADKE) algorithm, allowing

local adjustments to the kernel interpolant width. This ensures that only the necessary smoothing is ap-

plied to the data, optimizing simulation accuracy. Further, Particle Shifting Techniques (PST), proposed

by Xu et al. [48], counteract anisotropic particle configurations in incompressible fluid flow by adjust-

ing particle positions. Sun et al. [49] and Xu and Yu [50] later extended PST to weakly compressible

fluids. Background compressive pressure ([51, 52]) is introduced to address instability in low-pressure

zones during fluid flow modelling. While effective, setting the background pressure too high can lead to

numerical noise, posing a challenge to the method. Hyperbolic kernel function introduced by Yang et al.

[53] enables more uniform particle distribution in both two and three-dimensional cases and does not

contribute to the unstable increase of stress, allowing for better simulation results. However, this function

has positive second derivatives and can eliminate instability only in compressive regimes. Monaghan [54],

Gray et al. [55] developed an artificial stress method, wherein an artificial stress term is introduced in the

momentum equation, which produces a short range repulsive force between the neighbouring particles

and keeps them in a stable configuration. The artificial stress concept was employed in [16, 17, 56] to

study the slope failure and other problems related to geomechanics. The artificial stress technique is by

far the most common. However, determining the optimum artificial stress parameters is very elusive.

Lahiri et al. [57] proposed an adaptive kernel in elastic solid problems, where the kernel shape changes

with the state of stress to tackle the instability.

In the present study, a pressure-zone based adaptive SPH framework is proposed for simulating large

deformation problems in geomechanics. The proposed adaptive algorithm is constituted based on the

observations from Swegle’s [32] stability analysis. In SPH, particles interact with each other through

a compactly supported kernel function. The force between any two particles depends on the kernel

gradient, which changes with distance between the interacting particles. When a tensile force separates

two particles, the inter-particle force must increase with the inter-particle distance and prevent the

particles from moving away. However, due to the typical shape of the kernel gradient, the inter particle

force builds up until it reaches a limiting value, and then it gradually fades away thereafter. So, after

reaching the maximum value, the force between two particles decreases with increased distance between
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them, resulting in negative stiffness. This manifests in the form of an unphysical separation of particles.

In the compression dominated region, unphysical clumping of particles occurs for the same reason. As

per Swegle’s analysis, this situations arises when σW ′′ < 0 where, σ is the stress (compression positive)

and W ′′ is the second derivative of the kernel function. The proposed algorithm attempts to continuously

adapt the shape of the kernel centred at a given point depending on the average state of stress in its

neighbouring zone. This paper is organized as follows. The governing equations and constitutive relations

of the soil are discussed in Section 2. Section 3 discusses the equations and their discretized version

associated with the problem. The proposed adaptive algorithm is presented in Section 4. Validation of

the developed SPH framework is demonstrated in Section 5, and the large deformation analysis of soil is

shown in Section 6. Conclusions are drawn in Section 7.

2 Governing equations and constitutive model

2.1 Conservation Equation

The motion of any continuum body is governed by the conservation equations (mass, momentum, and

energy), which can be written in Lagrangian form using Einstein’s indicial notations as,

dρ

dt
= −ρ

∂vβ

∂xβ
(1)

dvα

dt
=

1

ρ

∂σαβ

∂xβ
(2)

de

dt
=

σαβ

ρ

∂vβ

∂xβ
(3)

where ρ stands for the density; xβ , vα and σαβ represent the components of the position vector, velocity

vector, and Cauchy stress tensor respectively; e denotes the specific energy; α and β are the spatial

coordinates. The Cauchy stress tensor can further be decomposed in terms of pressure and deviatoric

stress as σαβ = −pδαβ + ταβ where p is pressure term calculated as p = − 1
3σ

αα and δαβ represents the

Kronecker delta.

2.2 Constitutive relation

Total strain rate tensor is divided into elastic and plastic parts as,

ε̇αβ =
1

2

(
∂vα

∂xβ
+

∂vβ

∂xα

)
= ε̇αβe + ε̇αβp . (4)

The elastic part of the strain rate may be expressed using generalized Hooke’s law as,

ε̇αβe =
1 + ν

E
σ̇αβ − ν

E
σ̇kkδαβ (5)
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where, E and ν are the modulus of elasticity and Poisson’s ratio respectively; and k is dummy index.

Using plastic potential Q and the non-associative flow rule, the plastic strain rate may be expressed as

ε̇αβp = Λ̇
∂Q

∂σαβ
(6)

where Λ is the plastic multiplier. Substituting Equations 5 and 6 into Equation 4, the total strain rate

may be written as,

ε̇αβ =
1 + ν

E
σ̇αβ − ν

E
σ̇kkδαβ + Λ̇

∂Q

∂σαβ
(7)

Now, Equation 7 can be rearranged to obtain the total stress rate tensor as

σ̇αβ = 2Gε̇αβ +
3Kν

1 + ν

[
ε̇kk − Λ̇(

∂Q

∂σpq
δpq)

]
δαβ − 2GΛ̇

∂Q

∂σαβ
(8)

where shear modulus G and bulk modulus K is defined as

G =
E

2(1 + ν)
;K =

E

3(1− 2ν)
(9)

After some algebraic manipulation, Equation 8 can be further simplified as

σ̇αβ = 2Gėαβ +Kε̇kkδαβ − Λ̇

[(
K − 2G

3

)
∂Q

∂σpq
δpqδαβ + 2G

∂Q

∂σαβ

]
(10)

2.3 Drucker-Prager plasticity model

In Drucker-Prager yield criteria, yield surface F depends on both deviatoric as well as hydrostatic

component of stress tensor and may be defined as,

F (p, J2) =
√

J2 − αϕp− kc (11)

where, J2 = 1
2τ

αβταβ is the second invariant of deviatoric stress tensor, and αϕ and kc are related to

cohesion c and angle of internal friction ϕ in the following manner

αϕ =
3tanϕ√

9 + 12tan2ϕ
; kc =

3c√
9 + 12tan2ϕ

(12)

The plastic potential differs from the yield function for the non-associative flow rule and may be expressed

as,

Q (p, J2) =
√
J2 − αφp (13)

where, αφ is related to the dilatancy angle φ as,

αφ =
3tanφ√

9 + 12tan2φ
. (14)
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Finally, the total stress rate σ̇αβ and the rate of plastic multiplier Λ̇ may be obtained as,

σ̇αβ = 2Gėαβ +Kε̇kkδαβ − Λ̇

[
Kαφδ

αβ +
G√
J2

ταβ
]

(15)

Λ̇ =

(
G√
J2

)
ταβ ε̇αβ + αϕKεkk

G+Kαϕαφ
(16)

To ensure material frame indifference, Jaumann stress rate is employed by including the spin terms, and

accordingly, Equation 15 may be rewritten as,

σ̇αβ = σαkω̇βk + σkβω̇αk + 2Gėαβ +Kε̇kkδαβ − Λ̇

[
Kαφδ

αβ +
G√
J2

ταβ
]

(17)

where ω̇αβ denotes components of spin tensor and may be obtained as,

ω̇αβ =
1

2

(
∂vα

∂xβ
− ∂vβ

∂xα

)
(18)

2.4 Stress scaling back

General representation of the yield function on p−
√
J2 plane is presented in Figure 1. During numerical

simulation, the state of stress may exceed the yield surface. In such situations, the state of stress (pressure

and deviatoric stress both) is brought back onto the yield surface.

yield surface
2

( , )F p J

c
k

2
J

p
c
k






Fig. 1: yield surface on p−
√
J2 plane

2.4.1 Pressure correction

For p < − kc
αϕ

, the stresses are scaled back using the following equation to ensure p ≥ − kc
αϕ

.

σ̂αβ = σαβ +

(
p+

kc
αϕ

)
δαβ (19)
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2.4.2 deviatoric stress correction

Yield surface is defined by the equation F = 0 or
√
J2 = αϕp + kc. If the state of stress exceeds the

yield surface, i.e.,
√
J2 > αϕp+ kc, to scale back the deviatoric stresses on to the yield surface, a scaling

parameter is defined as

ξ =
αϕp+ kc√

J2
(20)

and subsequently, the deviatoric stresses are multiplied with the scaling factor, keeping hydrostatic

components unchanged as,

σ̂αβ = −pδαβ + ξταβ (21)

3 SPH discretization

In SPH, the computational domain is represented by a set of particles, which interact with each other

such that the conservation equations and constitutive relations described in Section 2 are satisfied at

every particle. Let Ω̄ = ∂Ω
⋃
Ω be the computational domain and is discretized into a set of particles

positioned at {xk}Nk=1, whereN is the total number of particles. Let {mk}Nk=1, {ρk}Nk=1, {pk}Nk=1,{vαk }Nk=1,

{σk
αβ}Nk=1 be the discrete values of mass, density, pressure, velocity and Cauchy stress respectively at

the particles. Continuous representation of the discrete values of the field variables is obtained through

a kernel approximation as < f(x) >∼=
∑

j∈N fjW (x − xj , κh)
mj

ρj
, where W (x, κh) is a bell-shaped

compactly supported kernel function with centre at x and smoothing length κh, κ being the support

size of the kernel in its parametric space; and N is the particles in influence domain defined as N = {j ∈

Z+ | |x− xj | < κh}.

Substituting the kernel representation of the field variables in Equations 1-3, the conservation equa-

tions, in their discrete form, may be obtained as

dρi
dt

=
∑
j∈Ni

mj(vi
β − vj

β)Wij,β (22)

dvαi
dt

=
∑
j∈Ni

mj

(
σαβ
i

ρ2i
+

σαβ
j

ρ2j
−Πijδ

αβ

)
Wij,β (23)

dei
dt

= −1

2

∑
j∈Ni

mj(vi
β − vj

β)

(
σαβ
i

ρ2i
+

σαβ
j

ρ2j
−Πijδ

αβ

)
Wij,β (24)

where, Wij,β =
∂W (xi−xj ,κh)

∂xβ
i

is the kernel gradient and Ni = {j ∈ Z+ | |xi − xj | < κh} is the influence

domain of i-th particle (i.e., the indices of the particles which interact with i-th particle). In Equations 23

and 24, Πij is the artificial viscosity, which is used to stabilize the numerical simulation in the presence

of shock or any sudden jump in the field variables [58]. The following form of artificial viscosity [59] is
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used in the present study.

Πij =


−γ1c̄ijµij+γ2µ

2
ij

ρ̄ij
forvij .xij < 0,

0 otherwise,

(25)

where, µij =
h(vij .xij)
|rij |2+ϵh2 , c̄ij =

ci+cj
2 , ρ̄ij =

ρi+ρj

2 , and ϵ is taken as 0.01 to prevent singularity when rij

becomes very small. γ1 and γ2 are the parameters through which the strength of artificial viscosity can

be regulated.

-2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
X

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

W
, 

 W

Kernel Function (W)
Kernel Gradient (  W)

Fig. 2: Cubic B-spline kernel function in 1-D

Strain rate (Equation 4) and rotation rate (Equation 18) equations may be discretized as,

εαβi =
1

2

∑
j∈N

mj

ρj

[(
vαj − vαi

)
Wij,β +

(
vβj − vβi

)
Wij,α

]
(26)

ωαβ
i =

1

2

∑
j∈N

mj

ρj

[(
vαj − vαi

)
Wij,β −

(
vβj − vβi

)
Wij,α

]
(27)

Finally, the discretized form of stress rate corresponding to non associative flow rule may be expressed

as,

σ̇αβ
i = σαk

i ω̇βk
i + σkβ

i ω̇αk
i + 2Gėαβi +Kε̇kki δαβ − Λ̇i

[
Kαφδ

αβ +
G√
J2

ταβi

]
(28)

where the plastic multiplier rate Λ̇i is defined as,

Λ̇i =

(
G√
J2

)
ταβi ε̇αβi + αϕKεkki

G+Kαϕαφ
(29)

To estimate the unknown variables from the discretized governing equations, the conventional predictor-

corrector time stepping approach [59] is used in the present study. The required time-step is obtained

through CFL (Courant-Fredrich-Levy) condition.
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4 Pressure zone based adaptive algorithm

Swegle’s stability criteria [32] provides an insight into the genesis of the tensile instability. For two

particles i and j in tension (inter-particle distance increases), their interaction becomes unstable if

W
′′

ij ≥ 0. If the interacting particles are in compression (inter-particle distance decreases), the condition

for instability becomes W
′′

ij ≤ 0. In the present study, the proposed methodology is an attempt to

translate these conditions into an algorithm where the shape of the kernel function is adapted depending

on the state of stress such that the particles always interact in a stable manner. To this end, the B-spline

basis function defined over a symmetric but non-uniform knot vector is used as the kernel function. The

shape of the kernel is modified by changing the position of the knots. A concept of a pressure zone is

introduced to characterize the state of stress at a particle in relation to its neighbouring particles. The

methodology is described in this section.

4.1 B-spline basis function

B-spline basis functions are piece-wise polynomials that may be constructed following the recurrence

relation developed by deBoor, Cox, and Mansfield [60]. The Ith B-Spline basis function of P th degree is

formulated as,

NI,0 =

1, if ζI ≤ ζ < ζI+1,

0, otherwise.

NI,P (ζ) =
ζ − ζI

ζI+P − ζI
NI,P−1(ζ) +

ζI+P+1 − ζ

ζI+P+1 − ζI+1
NI+1,P−1(ζ)

(30)

where Ξ = {ζ1, ζ2, ζ3, ..., ζm|ζI ∈ R} is the non decreasing sequence of real numbers coined as the

knot vector with ζI being the position of the I-th knot. The I-th basis function NI,P is defined over

[ζI , ζI+1..., ζI+P+1]. Its shape within the support [ζI , ζI+P+1] may be modified by changing the positions

of the intermediate knots {ζI+1, ...ζI+P } and the support can be changed by changing the positions of

the extreme knots.

Following the above relation, N0,3 constructed over Ξ = {−b,−a, 0, a, b} gives a symmetric cubic

B-spline basis which is considered as the kernel in the present formulation. After normalization, the

expression of the kernel function may be obtained as,

W (q, h) = αc


(a+b)q3−3abq2+a2b2

a2b(a+b) , if 0 ≤ q < a

(b−q)3

b(b2−a2) , if a ≤ q < b

0, if b ≤ q

(31)
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where αc =
2
bh for 1D and 10(a+b)

πb(a2+ab+b2)h2 for 2D, determined by using the kernel’s normalization condi-

tion,
∫
Ω
W (x − x′, h)dx′ = 1. In this construction, there is only one intermediate knot positioned at a,

and by changing the value of a ∈ (0, b), the shape of the kernel can be changed as illustrated in Figure 4.

4.2 Adaptive Algorithm: Concept

When a particle interacts with other particles within its influence domain, the stability of the interaction

depends on how the neighbouring particles are positioned on the graph of the kernel of the given particle

and also on the state of stress at the particle with respect to its neighbours as depicted in Figure 3.

Herein, the interaction of particle i with particle j becomes unstable in compression, and with particle

k becomes unstable in tension. Now, the essence of the algorithm is to modify the shape of the kernel

such that the neighbouring particles are covered by the stable zone of the modified kernel. The change in

shape may be realized by changing the position of the intermediate knot a in the Cubic B-spline given

by Equation 31.

 

Unstable in 

Tension & 

Stable in 

Compression 

Unstable in 

Compression

& Stable in 

Tension 

Unstable in 

Tension & 

Stable in 

Compression 

Influence domain of particle i 

M 

M 

II 

II I 

I 

Fig. 3: Stable zone in particle interaction

The algorithm requires the determination of the direction and amount by which the extremum of the

kernel function gradient is to be shifted to maintain Swegle’s stability criteria. For a cubic B-spline kernel

function with smoothing length h, W
′
attains its peak value at a distance ab

a+bh from the center position

(i.e., x = 0). Now if the peak of the kernel gradient is to be positioned at a distance r from the centre,

the value of a needs to be taken as a = br
bh−r . The change in the extremum of W ′ with a is illustrated

in Figure 4. From Figures 3 and 4 it is evident that the particles in compression (approaching) a need

to be shifted towards centre, which results in increasing zone II (i.e., stable in compression) and the

particles in tension (moving away) a need to be shifted towards the boundary of the influence domain

resulting in increasing zone I (i.e., stable in tension). While doing such exercise, it is to be ensured
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(a) W (b) W ′

Fig. 4: The kernel W and gradient of kernel W ′ for different values of a and keeping b as 2

that the interacting particles lie within their newly formed respective stable zone. This constitutes the

philosophy of the adaptive algorithm.

Translation of the above concept into a computational code faces two major hurdles. First, due to

the compact support of the kernel, it may not be possible to bring all the particles in the influence

domain into a common stable zone. Second, particle i may experience different nature of interaction

(i.e., tension or compression) with its different neighbours j ∈ Ni. To deal with this, in the proposed

algorithm, the shape of the kernel is modified such that its peak (point M in Figure 3) is shifted to

an extent to bring the immediate neighbours into the stable zone. This works because the immediate

neighbours have the major contribution and if their interactions are made stable, the overall stability of

the particle interaction may be ensured. Moreover, instead of treating every interaction of particle i with

its neighbour j ∈ Ni separately, a pressure-zone concept is introduced to characterize the overall nature

of stress at i with respect to its neighbours, and that is used as the guiding parameter to decide whether

a is to be increased or decreased. This is discussed in the following sub-section.

4.3 Pressure zone based criteria

While the slope failure analysis of cohesive soil is taken up in detail in Section 6, for better comprehension

of the adopted pressure zone based criteria, the deformed configuration of the soil mass at 0.8s obtained

using the standard SPH (shown in Figure 5) is used herein. From Section A-A, it may be observed

that the tensile instability is manifested in the form of repetitive compression and tension layers of soil

particles. Section B-B of Figure 5 shows the influence domain (Ni) of a given particle i. The immediate

neighbour Ni ⊆ Ni is also shown in the same figure.

The instability may arise both in tension and compression. However, the literature suggests that the

instability in tension is more prominent and can severely pollute the solution [51, 54, 55]. In fact, most

11



Fig. 5: Deformed configuration along with pressure contour at t=0.8 s using conventional SPH and
demonstration of pressure zone

of the existing remedial measures are directed towards removing the instability in tension. Therefore, if

any particle encounters immediate neighbours with different natures of stress (i.e., some neighbours are

in tension and some are in compression as in the case of particle i in Figure 5), then there is a possibility

of growth of instability due to tension in the interaction between particle i and {j ∈ Ni | p(j) < 0}

depending on where the particle j lies (zone I or zone II in Figure 3). In such situation, a is increased

to increase the stable zone in tension (i.e., zone I) such that it covers all the immediate neighbours. The

value of a is determined as a = bri
bh−ri

, where ri is the distance of the furthest immediate neighbour of

i-th particle. The maximum value that a can take is the cut off of the B-spline kernel, i.e., b and this

occurs when ri = bh/2. For ri > bh/2, a is not further increased and is kept same as b. The procedure

for determining the furthest immediate neighbour is discussed in Section 4.4.

If all the immediate neighbours of i are in compression, i.e., p(j) > 0 ∀j ∈ Ni, the value of a needs to

be decreased such that closest immediate neighbour goes outside of the extremum of W ′. This ensures

that all the immediate neighbour particles under compression are in the stable zone (i.e., zone II). In

such situation, it is observed that any small value of a, say 0.2, will suffice. The flowchart outlining the

different steps involved in the adaptive algorithm is shown in Figure 6.

4.4 Estimation of the farthest immediate neighbour

The adaptive algorithm technique to remove tensile instability relies heavily on estimating the distance

to the furthest immediate neighbour. Randles and Libersky [40] presented a technique for locating closest

neighbours. They performed an inverse mapping of points in the candidate list and estimated the convex

hull in the mapped space to get the nearest neighbours. In the present study, the value of ri is determined
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from all the particles which are  in support 

domain of particle 𝑖

zone is in 

compressive 

nature

𝑝𝑚𝑖𝑛 > 0

zone is in 

tensile 

nature

No

Loop start for particle 𝑖 + 1

Calculate 𝑎𝑖 =
𝑏𝑟𝑖

𝑏ℎ −𝑟𝑖

𝑎𝑖 > 1.95

No Yes

Output

Yes

Fig. 6: Flowchart for the adaptive algorithm of particle i

using a strain-based approach. Consider a two-dimensional (2D) grid of particles, originally separated

by a distance ∆X0 along the X-direction and a distance ∆Y 0 along the Y-direction. If ϵ̇xxi,t , ϵ̇
yy
i,t and ϵ̇xyi,t

are the components of strain rate at particle i at t-th time step, then the line segment ∆X0 changes its

length to ∆Xt
i = ∆X0 +

∑
ϵ̇xxi,t∆Xt−1dt and the relative displacement of one end of the line segment

with respect to the other is
∑

ϵ̇xyi,t∆Xt−1dt. Similarly, the length of the line segment ∆Y 0 changes to
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∆Y t
i = ∆Y 0 +

∑
ϵ̇yyi,t∆Y t−1dt, and the relative displacement of one end of the line segment with respect

to the other is
∑

ϵ̇yxi,t∆Y t−1dt. The aforementioned strain rates can be calculated as

ϵ̇xxi,t =
∑
j

mj

ρt−1
j

(ut−1
j − ut−1

i )
∂Wij

∂xi
,

ϵ̇yyi,t =
∑
j

mj

ρt−1
j

(vt−1
j − vt−1

i )
∂Wij

∂yi
,

ϵ̇xyi,t =
1

2

∑
j

mj

ρt−1
j

[
(vt−1

j − vt−1
i )

∂Wij

∂xi
+ (ut−1

j − ut−1
i )

∂Wij

∂yi

]
.

(32)

Now, the rectangle of sides ∆X0 and ∆Y 0 becomes a rhombus whose diagonals (S1 and S2) may be

determined as,

S1 =
√
(∆Xt

i +
∑

ϵ̇xyi,t∆Y t−1dt)2 + (∆Y t
i +

∑
ϵ̇yxi,t∆Xt−1dt)2

S2 =
√
(∆Xt

i −
∑

ϵ̇xyi,t∆Y t−1dt)2 + (∆Y t
i −

∑
ϵ̇yxi,t∆Xt−1dt)2.

(33)

The farthest immediate neighbour of the i-th particle at time step t is considered to be at a distance

max(S1, S2) away.

5 Validation of the SPH framework for elasto-plastic analysis of cohesive soil

The issue of tensile instability in the context of slope-failure analysis of cohesive soil is discussed in the

next section. Therein, it also demonstrates that how the tensile instability can be controlled via the

proposed algorithm. However, before that, the computational framework for elasto-plastic analysis of

cohesive soil is validated in this section. To this end, a 2D plane strain problem of a soil cylinder with

a diameter of 5 cm and impacting on a rigid surface with a velocity of 5 m/s is considered. The initial

configuration is shown in Figure 7. The initial gap between the cylinder and the rigid surface is kept as

0.15 cm. The effect of gravity is also considered in the simulation.

Soil cylinder

Rigid surface
X

Y

15
y
v ms  5cm

Fig. 7: initial configuration

The soil medium is modelled as an elastoplastic material with Drucker-Prager yield criteria and a

non-associative flow rule with a zero dilatancy angle. The pressure and deviatoric stress corrections are
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applied as discussed in Section 2.3. Total 8037 numbers of particles with inter-particle spacing of 0.0005

m are used to discretize the cylindrical soil specimen, and the rigid surface is constructed using 2005

number of particles. The material properties and other computational data are provided in Tables 1 and

2, respectively.

Table 1: Material properties of soil

ρ0 E Poisson’s ratio(ν) Cohesion (c) Internal friction angle(ϕ)

1850 kg/m3 5 MPa 0.2 30 kPa 22◦

Table 2: SPH Computational data

Particle spacing (s) Smoothing length (h) ∆t Artificial viscosity coefficients

α β

0.0005 m 0.00075 m 10−6s 1.0 1.0

i
r

j
r i

j

Real particles

Boundary particles

h

Solid boundary

j
v i

v

Fig. 8: Boundary treatment

To simulate the solid surface, the nonslip boundary condition proposed by Morris et al. [51] is im-

plemented. Three layers of boundary particles with spacing same as the initial particle spacing are used.

To ensure zero normal as well as tangential velocity along the boundary line, if a boundary particle j

comes into the influence domain of a real particle i, a fictitious velocity vj = −ζvi is imposed on the

boundary particle j where ζ =
rj
ri
, with ri and rj being the distance of the solid boundary from the real

and fictitious particle respectively as illustrated in Figure 8. It is to be noted that the fictitious velocity

is only used in the conservation equations and strain rate calculation, and the positions of boundary

particles are not updated as the boundary is considered to be stationary. Finally, the velocity difference

15



between the real particle i and boundary particle j is determined as,

vij = vi − vj = χvi (34)

where χ = min(χmax, 1 + ζ) and the value of χmax is generally taken as 1.5 - 2 to eliminate extremely

high velocity of boundary particle.

Deformed shapes of the soil cylinder along with the pressure contour at different time instants are

shown in Figure 9. From the pressure contour, it is clear that initially, the surface cylinder contact

is under compression, after a certain time (see Figure 9) the reflected shock wave is generated, which

causes lateral spreading of the cylinder. Also, the spread of the contact surface is occurring at a rapid

rate initially, and after sometimes, it reaches a constant value. Maximum spread width also follows the

same trend.
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-0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1
0
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V
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-0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1
0

0.05

0.1

0.15

(a)
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V
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V
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(c)
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V
2

-0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1
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0.05

0.1
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Fig. 9: Deformation pattern after impact (a) t= 1 ms, (b) t= 2 ms, (c) t= 3 ms, (d) t= 4 ms

For the validation purpose, a similar 2D plane strain problem is simulated via FEM in Abacus. Figure

10 shows the comparison of the maximum spread of the soil cylinder between SPH and FEM simulations.

The initial flat line indicates the state before the impact. As evident from Figure 10 the time evolution

of the maximum spread obtained from FEM and SPH are shown to have good agreement.
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Fig. 10: Comparision of maximum spread between SPH simulation and FEM model

6 Slope failure analysis on cohesive soil

Large deformation and slope failure of a vertical pit of cohesive soil under the influence of gravity is

performed in this section. Understanding the post-failure profile is important to ascertain the damage

risk associated with landslides and/or related phenomena. Slope failure in cohesive soil involves the

formation of a high plastic strain zone and shear band, which propagates as the failure initiates. SPH

simulation of the similar problem is also attempted by a few other researchers [16, 18] to highlight the

issues related to tensile instability.

The initial geometry of the soil mass is shown in Figure 11. The soil domain is discretized by 13041

particles. For interaction between the soil mass and the rigid wall, no-slip boundary conditions [51] as

discussed in the previous section is implemented. The material properties and computational data are

provided in Tables 3 and 4 respectively.

2 m

4 m

Soil block

Fig. 11: Initial configuration
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Table 3: Material properties of soil

ρ0 E Poisson’s ratio(ν) Cohesion (c) Internal friction angle(ϕ)

1850 kg/m3 1.5 MPa 0.2 5 kPa 20◦

Table 4: SPH computational data for simulating slope failure

Particle spacing (s) Smoothing length (h) ∆t Artificial viscosity coefficients

α β

0.025 m 0.0375 m 5× 10−5 s 1.0 0

Deformation configurations of the soil block at different time instants obtained from the standard SPH

and the proposed adaptive SPH are shown in Figure 12. It may be observed that initially, a zone with

high plastic deformation forms near the bottom corner, which then propagates towards the top surface

and causes material slippage. While capturing the phenomena, the standard SPH suffers severe tensile

instability, which manifests itself in the form of unphysical particle separations as well as unrealistic crack

formations along the high plastic deformation zone (Figure 12a). Another numerical instability may be

seen near the bottom boundary, which propagates with time and may be ascribed to the zero energy

oscillations ([61] [18]). The adaptive SPH, on the other hand, allows a stable computation (Figure 12b).

The artificial stress [54, 55] is a widely used technique to deal with tensile instability in SPH. Therein,

an artificial stress term is added in the momentum equation, and the strength of the artificial term is

regulated by a user defined parameter ϵ. In order to see how the proposed methodology stands vis-a-

vis SPH with artificial stress term, simulations are performed with different values of ϵ. The deformed

configurations at t = 2 s obtained with ϵ = 0.1, ϵ = 0.2 and ϵ = 0.3 are compared with that obtained

via the proposed adoptive algorithm in Figure 13. It is observed that ϵ < 0.3 fails to suppress the tensile

instability. The artificial stress coefficient as 0.3 was also suggested by Monaghan [54] for simulating solid

mechanics problems. Bui et al. [16] suggested a value of ϵ = 0.5 for simulating geomaterials. Although

the artificial stress approach with ϵ ≥ 0.3 can suppress the tensile instability effectively, the choice of

the value of required ϵ for a given problems still remains a computational issue. Moreover, the use of

artificial stress can not treat the instability caused by spurious zero energy oscillations of particles and

causes irregular stress distribution (Figure 14). From Figure 13f, it is clearly evident that the Adaptive

algorithm based on the pressure zone approach not only removes the tensile instability that arises at

the high plastic deformation region but also completely avoids the formation of any kind of particle

disturbances near wall boundary caused by zero energy modes.
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t = 0.3 s

t = 0.6 s

t = 1.2 s

t = 2.0 s

(a) (b)

Fig. 12: Deformation pattern and effective plastic strain for different time instants: (a) Conventional
SPH,(b) with Adaptive kernel approach
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(a)

V7: 0.2 0.64 1.08 1.52 1.96 2.4

(b)

V7: 0.2 0.64 1.08 1.52 1.96 2.4

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Fig. 13: Deformation pattern along with effective plastic strain: (a) Conventional SPH, (b) with artificial
stress coefficient ϵ = 0.1, (c) with ϵ = 0.2, (d) with ϵ = 0.3, (e) with ϵ = 0.5, (f) with Adaptive kernel
approach

Particle configurations along with vertical stress (σyy) contour are plotted for different time instants

(t = 0.8, 1.2, 1.6 s) in Figure 14. Initially, the difference between stress distributions is negligible. But as

time progresses (t = 1.2 s and t = 1.6 s) the irregularity of particles near the bottom boundary becomes

prominent and it causes irregular stress distribution corresponding to conventional SPH as well as with

artificial stress term. But stress contour remains smooth, and particle configurations remain regular,

corresponding to SPH using adaptive kernel and pressure zone approach. The disturbances near the

bottom boundary keep on increasing with time, although the final deformed pattern of the soil slope

becomes completely at rest.
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t = 0.8 s

t = 1.2 s

t = 1.6 s

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 14: Variation of vertical stress (σyy) for different time instants: (a) Conventional SPH, (b) with
artificial stress coefficient ϵ = 0.5, (c) with Adaptive kernel approach

7 Conclusion

In the present study, a stable elastic-plastic SPH framework incorporating Drucker-Prager yield criteria

is developed for large deformation analysis of geomaterials. In order to address the issue of tensile

instability, a pressure zone-based adaptive approach is proposed. Herein, the shape of the kernel function

is continuously modified depending on the state of stress such that the inter particle interaction always

remains stable. A B-spline basis defined over a symmetric but variable knot vector is used as the kernel

function. The shape of the kernel is then modified by changing the positions of the intermediate knots.

For a ready reference, a flow chart outlining the different steps in the algorithm is also provided. Finally,

the developed algorithm is applied to simulate the large deformation and slope collapse of a cohesive soil

pit. In the process, the efficacy of the algorithm is demonstrated. The proposed algorithm also treats any

possibility of the formation of spurious zero energy oscillations, which remains untreated when using the

artificial stress method. The numerical predictions via the proposed algorithm are assessed in comparison

with those obtained using the standard SPH and the artificial stress based SPH with different values of

artificial stress coefficients. Tensile instability problem is dealt with more effectively using the adaptive

kernel approach, as seen by the comparison.
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47. Sigalotti LDG, López H (2008) Adaptive kernel estimation and sph tensile instability. Computers &

Mathematics with Applications 55(1):23–50

48. Xu R, Stansby P, Laurence D (2009) Accuracy and stability in incompressible sph (isph) based on

the projection method and a new approach. Journal of Computational Physics 228(18):6703–6725

49. Sun P, Colagrossi A, Marrone S, Zhang A (2017) The delta plus-sph model: Simple procedures for a

further improvement of the sph scheme. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering

315:25–49

24



50. Xu X, Yu P (2018) A technique to remove the tensile instability in weakly compressible sph. Com-

putational Mechanics 62:963–990

51. Morris JP, Fox PJ, Zhu Y (1997) Modeling low reynolds number incompressible flows using sph.

Journal of computational physics 136(1):214–226

52. Marrone S, Colagrossi A, Antuono M, Colicchio G, Graziani G (2013) An accurate sph modeling

of viscous flows around bodies at low and moderate reynolds numbers. Journal of Computational

Physics 245:456–475

53. Yang X, Liu M, Peng S (2014) Smoothed particle hydrodynamics modeling of viscous liquid drop

without tensile instability. Computers & Fluids 92:199–208

54. Monaghan JJ (2000) Sph without a tensile instability. Journal of computational physics 159(2):290–

311

55. Gray JP, Monaghan JJ, Swift R (2001) Sph elastic dynamics. Computer methods in applied me-

chanics and engineering 190(49-50):6641–6662

56. Feng R, Fourtakas G, Rogers BD, Lombardi D (2021) Large deformation analysis of granular ma-

terials with stabilized and noise-free stress treatment in smoothed particle hydrodynamics (sph).

Computers and Geotechnics 138:104356

57. Lahiri SK, Bhattacharya K, Shaw A, Ramachandra L (2020) A stable sph with adaptive b-spline

kernel. Journal of Computational Physics 422:109761

58. Monaghan JJ (1988) An introduction to sph. Computer physics communications 48(1):89–96

59. Monaghan J (1989) On the problem of penetration in particle methods. Journal of Computational

physics 82(1):1–15

60. Piegl L, Tiller W (1996) The NURBS book. Springer Science & Business Media

61. Nguyen CT, Nguyen CT, Bui HH, Nguyen GD, Fukagawa R (2017) A new sph-based approach to

simulation of granular flows using viscous damping and stress regularisation. Landslides 14:69–81

25


	Introduction
	Governing equations and constitutive model
	SPH discretization
	Pressure zone based adaptive algorithm
	Validation of the SPH framework for elasto-plastic analysis of cohesive soil
	Slope failure analysis on cohesive soil
	Conclusion

