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Abstract

The proposed work is a formulation for large-strain non-isochoric plastic defor-
mation, using the GTN yield function as the void growth rule as an example. This
formulation is fully hyperelastic and uses the Kroner-Lee multiplicative decomposition.
It adopts the concept of elastic correctors, and thus, does not have any constraints on
the amount of elastic strain or the form of elasto-plastic behaviors. In addition, the
volumetric part of the plastic deformation is described with the corrector of the vol-
umetric part of the elastic logarithmic strain. It offers a new and sound kinematic
approach to deal with non-isochoric plasticity. We also use the GTN function as an
example to demonstrate the use of the kinematic relation as well as the implementation
of the implicit algorithm.

Keywords: non-isochoric plasticity, large-strain, void growth, GTN model, elastic
corrector, logarithmic strain

1. Introduction

Non-isochoric plastic deformation mechanisms like void growth are very common.
On the other hand, nowadays porous materials are widely used and exist in different
forms, for example, mechanical metamaterials are mostly porous materials in the con-
tinuum scale. In addition, pores are the one of the most common defects in material
manufacture(Gao et al., 2020). The prediction of void evolution can be very important
for describing the deformation and fracture mechanisms of such materials. One main
approach is by using the void growth models, which have two important aspects: one
is the void evolution rule, another one is the large-strain kinematics, especially the
relation between the volume change due to void evolution and the strain type variable.
The focus of this work is the latter.
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The Gurson-Tvergaard-Needleman (GTN) type yield function is one of the most
widely used void evolution rule(Gurson, 1977; Tvergaard and Needleman, 1984; Needle-
man and Tvergaard, 1987). There have been excessive extensions of the model, e.g.,
to include the description of the nucleation and coalescence of the voids (Chu and
Needleman, 1980; Thomson et al., 2003; Pardoen and Hutchinson, 2000), to account
for the low or high stress triaxiality case (Malcher et al., 2014; Wu et al., 2019; Xue,
2008; Vadillo et al., 2016), to determine parameters (Zhang et al., 2021b; He et al.,
2021; Yin et al., 2022), to avoid mesh-dependance by non-local models (Hütter et al.,
2013; Bergo et al., 2021), to include anisotropic yield criteria(Chen and Dong, 2009),
to consider cyclic loading conditions(Wu et al., 2024), and so on, however, there has
not been much study on the framework, especially there has not been an over-all sound
and simple framework for the large strain implementation. Most of the implementa-
tions still use the small-strain formulations(Thomson et al., 2003; Malcher et al., 2014;
Wu et al., 2019; Vadillo et al., 2016; Zhang et al., 2021b; He et al., 2021; Wu et al.,
2024), which is not always appropriate, especially when void growth causes localiza-
tion of deformation which can easily exceed the small-strain regime. Not only for the
GTN models, no matter which void evolution rule is used, the large-strain framework
is fundamental for predicting accurately and efficiently the void evolution.

Similar to the large-strain formulations for isochoric plasticity, in the previous
works, the large-strain kinematics of void growth models usually lacks accuracy and
generality, and the following are some examples. Hutter et al. used a hypoelastic ap-
proach to relate the Jaumann stress rate and the deformation rate (Hütter et al., 2013),
similar works can be found in (Nasir et al., 2021; Tuhami et al., 2022; Mansouri et al.,
2014; Seupel et al., 2020; Orsini and Zikry, 2001), even though hypoelastic formulations
are known to be problematic (Simo and Pister, 1984). Chen et al. used the plastic log-
arithmic stains and its work conjugate to calculate the dissipation (Chen et al., 2022),
which implementation is also not overall sound, because instead of the Kroner-Lee mul-
tiplicative decomposition, the authors simply used an additive decomposition of total
material logarithmic strain to get the elastic and plastic strain, a similar treatment can
be found in (Zhang et al., 2018). Quinn et. al adopted the conventional framework of
crystal plasticity (Quinn et al., 1997), which implementation is arguably complicated
and involves several approximations that result in constraints on the amount of elastic
strain and elastoplastic behaviors, and this approach can also be found in similar mod-
els that employ crystal plasticity (Ha and Kim, 2010; Potirniche et al., 2007; Guo et al.,
2020; Shang et al., 2020; Ling et al., 2018). Mahnken in (Mahnken, 1999) followed the
work of Simo (Simo, 1992) and used the formulation with Lie derivative of the elastic
left Gauchy-Green tensor, which is only valid for isotropic material and arguably lacks
simplicity. Bergo et al. used the Cauchy stress and the plastic deformation rate to
calculate the plastic dissipation (Bergo et al., 2021), which is also problematic because
the work conjugate of the deformation rate is the Kirchhoff stress.

Recently, we proposed a fully hyperelastic formulation for isochoric plastic defor-
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mation that use elastic correctors (Latorre and Montáns, 2018; Zhang and Montáns,
2019; Zhang et al., 2021a), it maintains the Kroner-Lee multiplicative decomposition
and uses the logarithmic stain for achieving an additive structure. The framework
does not have any constraint on the amount of the elastic strain and the form of
elasto-plastic behaviors and it allows a simple implementation of a fully hyperelastic
formulation. In addition, it is consistent and parallel to continuum elastoplasticity
and crystal plasticity. In this work, we extend our framework to void growth models,
moreover, we propose a new kinematic relation that relates the void evolution with the
elastic logarithmic strain. For simplicity, we use the classic GTN yield function as the
void evolution rule. Please note that other evolution rules can also be applied. In the
following part, we first introduce the kinematic relations; and then the implementation
of the GTN model within this framework; we further demonstrate the soundness and
robustness of the implemented model by several numerical examples.

2. Void growth kinematic relations

The material consists of a solid matrix with volume Vm which we consider identical
to the reference volume V , and a volume of voids of vo. The current, locally unloaded
volume is V + vo ≡ Vm + vo, whereas an elastically deformed incremental volume ve
gives a deformed volume of the continuum equal to

v = Vm + vo + ve (1)

so we can write the functional dependence ve = ve (v, vo) = (v − Vm) − vo, which in
rate form is v̇e = v̇ − v̇o. Since pure plastic flow in the matrix is considered isochoric,
the change of volume vp due to plastic flow is assumed to come only from the voids
increment, i.e. vp = vo. Consider the deformation gradient X. The change of volume
is given by the Jacobian of the deformation, i.e. J = det (X) which is

J =
v

V
=

Vm + vo + ve
Vm

=

(
Vm + vo + ve

Vm + vo

)(
Vm + vo

Vm

)
= JeJo ≡ JeJp (2)

where note that we obtain the multiplicative decomposition J = JeJo ≡ JeJp, which is
the volumetric counterpart of

X ≡ Xe XoX
d
p︸ ︷︷ ︸

=: Xp

= XeXp ⇒ J = det (X) = det (Xe) det (Xp) = JeJp (3)

Even though they have some different nature, note that we incorporate Xo = J
1/3
o I

corresponding to the void growth to Xd
p, corresponding to the (isochoric) plastic defor-

mation of the matrix. We define the void ratio as f (vo) = vo/ (Vm + vo). Then, using
Jo ≡ Jp = (Vm + vo) /Vm

1− 1

Jp
=

Jp − 1

Jp
=

Vm + vo
Vm + vo

− Vm

Vm + vo
=

vo
Vm + vo

= f (4)
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and

1− f =
Vm + vo
Vm + vo

− vo
Vm + vo

=
Vm

Vm + vo
= J−1

o (5)

and

ḟ =
df

dvo
=

v̇o
Vm + vo

− vov̇o

(Vm + vo)
2 =

Vmv̇o

(Vm + vo)
2 (6)

so we obtain the following expression useful below

ḟ

1− f
=

v̇o
Vm + vo

=
J̇p
Jp

(7)

The Jacobian of the elastic deformation is

Je =
Vm + vo + ve

Vm + vo
(8)

J̇eJ
−1
e =

v̇e
Vm + vo

+
v̇o

Vm + vo
=

v̇e
Vm + vo + ve

+
v̇o

Vm + vo + ve
(9)

The trial elastic rate of deformation, i.e. when the plastic flow is frozen is

d

dt
(J)|J̇p=v̇o=0 =

d

dt

(
Vm + vo + ve

Vm

)∣∣∣∣
J̇p=v̇o=0

=
v̇e
Vm

(10)

so
d

dt
(J)|J̇p=v̇o=0 J

−1 =
v̇e
Vm

Vm

Vm + vo + ve
=

v̇e
Vm + vo + ve

(11)

Note that

J̇e

∣∣∣
v̇o=0

J−1
e =

v̇e
Vm + vo

Vm + vo
Vm + vo + ve

=
v̇e

Vm + vo + ve
=

d

dt
(J)|J̇p=v̇o=0 J

−1 (12)

hence, we obtain the relation consistent with the definition of elastic trial rate

J̇e

∣∣∣
v̇o=J̇p=0

Je
=

J̇
∣∣∣
v̇o=J̇p=0

J
⇔ trĖv

e = Ėv
∣∣∣
v̇o=0

(13)
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Therefore, considering the case of only internal evolution, so v̇ = 0, we have

d

dt
(JeJp)

∣∣∣∣
v̇=0

= J̇eJp + JeJ̇p = 0 (14)

we can also write[
d

dt
(JeJp)

]
v̇=0

(JeJp)
−1 = 0 =

J̇eJp + JeJ̇p
JeJp

∣∣∣∣∣
v̇=0

=
J̇e
Je

∣∣∣∣∣
v̇=0

+
J̇p
Jp

(15)

which means that, by definition of corrector rate —note that J̇pJ
−1
p does not depend

on v, but only on vo

ctĖv
e =

J̇e
Je

∣∣∣∣∣
v̇=0

= − J̇p
Jp

(16)

Hence
J̇e
Je

= Ėv
e = Ėv

e

∣∣∣
v̇o=0

+ Ėv
e

∣∣∣
v̇=0

= trĖv
e +

ctĖv
e =

J̇

J

∣∣∣∣∣
v̇o=J̇p=0

− J̇p
Jp

(17)

Then we obtain the following relation, of purely kinematic nature, obtained by a simple
relation of volumes,

− ctĖv
e =

J̇p
Jp

≡ J̇o
Jo

=
v̇o

Vm + vo
=

ḟ

1− f
(18)

so we obtain a similar relation as in small strains, namely tr (ε̇p) = ḟ/ (1− f), c.f.
Eqs.(6) of (Gholipour et al., 2019), see also (Malcher et al., 2013, 2014; Bergo et al.,
2021; Zhang et al., 2021b), but with the interpretation of logarithmic elastic corrector
rate, and with the use of Jacobians. This is an accurate function, not got by using the
mass conservation principle in an approximate way by neglecting the volume change
due to elastic deformation like in small strains. Furthermore, note that this is not a
constitutive relation, but a kinematic one that must always hold. Then, ḟ is due to
void change of any nature (i.e. including due to nucleation and shear). In fact, if we
consider different contributions (ḟg is due to void growth, and ḟn and ḟs are due to
nucleation and shear), ḟ = ḟg + ḟn + ḟs, we get

− ctĖv
e =

ḟg + ḟn + ḟs
1− f

=
ḟg

1− f
+

ḟn
1− f

+
ḟs

1− f
= − ct,gĖv

e − ct,nĖv
e − ct,sĖv

e (19)

which consists of a corrector contribution of elastic volumetric strains due to growth
ct,gĖv

e , one due to nucleation of new voids ct,nĖv
e and one due to shear interaction

effects ct,sĖv
e .
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Consider now the change of volume of a void of volume vo and radius r. Then,
vo =

4
3
πr3 and v̇o/vo = 3ṙ/r. Then

v̇o
vo

vo
V + vo

= 3
ṙ

r
f = J̇pJ

−1
p = − ctĖv

e (20)

The equation (18) stands regardless of the constitutive rule used. For example,
when the void growth rule defined by Rice and Tracey is used, neglecting for the
moment the influence of the Lode angle, the following expression for the growth rate
of the void is given as a function of the pressure p and the yield stress in the matrix κ

ṙ

r
= γ̇a sinh

(
3

2

p

κ

)
(21)

where a is a parameters (≈ 0.56), and γ̇ is the rate of effective strain (uniaxial equiv-
alent). Since we interpret κ as a Kirchhoff-like yield stress in the intermediate config-
uration, p is a Kirchhoff-like pressure (p/J is the Cauchy pressure, but note that for
the ratio p/κ it is irrelevant if both stresses are of the same type). Hence, using Eqs.
(20) and (21)

− ct,gĖv
e = 3γ̇af sinh

(
3

2

p

κ

)
⇒ − ct,gĖv

e =
1
3

ct,gĖv
e I = γ̇af sinh

(
3

2

p

κ

)
I (22)

3. Stored energy and dissipation

The power in the solid by a volume vector load b and surface traction t is ((Latorre
and Montáns, 2016))

PV =

∫
v

b · u̇dv +
∫
s

t · u̇ds =
∫
V

T : ĖdV (23)

where T is the work-conjugate stresses for referential logarithmic stresses in the most
general case. Note that V is here the reference volume. Then, if Ψ (Ee) is the stored
energy per reference volume (i.e. the stored energy in the matrix per initial matrix vol-
ume), function of the elastic referential strains Ee =

1
2
ln
(
XT

e Xe

)
, then the dissipation

per reference volume V is

Ḋp = P − Ψ̇ = T : Ė− dΨ

dEe

: Ėe

= T : Ė− dΨ

dEe

:
(

trĖe +
ctĖe

)
(24)
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As usual, we consider the two possible cases, which correspond to the two partial
derivatives considered, as a function of the two variables; recall Ee

(
E,Xp

)
. The first

one is the absence of dissipation, i.e. Ẋp =
ctĖe = 0 and Ėe ≡ trĖe and Dp = 0, so

T =
dΨ

dEe

:
∂Ee

∂E

∣∣∣∣
Ẋp=0

= T|e :
∂Ee

∂E

∣∣∣∣
Ẋp=0

(25)

where we have defined the internal stresses

T|e =
dΨ

dEe

(26)

which are defined in the intermediate (“unloaded”) configuration, which is common to
that of the “elastic” strains Ee. Recall that the mapping ∂Ee/∂E|Ẋp=0 transforms the
pull-back to the reference configuration, where T lives. Noteworthy, T for the case of
isotropy and proportional loading are the Kirchhoff stresses τ = Jσ, where σ are the
Cauchy stresses.

As mentioned, the plastic deformation in the matrix is isochoric. There are two
types of irreversible deformations. One is due to the isochoric plastic deformation of the
matrix, given by Xd

p, and one by void growth given by Xo = J
1/3
o I, which is in essence

also a result of plastic flow in the matrix, but which manifests at the continuum level
through volumetric deformations. It can be also interpreted as two modes of plastic
deformation, one isochoric and the other one volumetric. The decomposition of the
deformation gradient is

X = XeXoX
d
p (= XeXp) (27)

This decomposition defines two intermediate configurations, see Figure 2. The stress
tensorT|e lives in the “elastically unloaded” configuration. However, that configuration
includes the void growth. If a von Mises yield criterion is applied to the matrix, the
stresses should not be T |e, because the associated volume of reference is V + vo. In
other words, the voids do not store energy. Then, using Eq. (5)

T|e
m :=

vo + Vm

Vm

T|e = JoT
|e =

T|e

(1− f)
(28)

After Tvergaard (?) it is customary to include a sort of stress concentration factor
q1 which amplifies the effect of the void ratio, i.e. the effective (or fictitious continuum-
equivalent) stress in the matrix for plastic flow is

T|e
m =

T|e

(1− q1f)
(29)

where a typical value given is q1 = 1.5, or q1 = 1.25 accounting for coalescence of voids.
The dissipation in the matrix as given by the equivalent stress is

Ḋp
m = −T|e

m:
ctĖe ≡ −Td|e

m : ctĖd
e =: κγ̇ > 0 (30)
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where we considered ctĖe be formed of a deviatoric and a volumetric part ctĖe =
ctĖd

e+
ctĖv

e

and so T|e = Td|e +Tv|e.
ctĖe =

ctĖd
e +

ctĖv
e (31)

The parameter κ is the yield stress of the matrix material without voids, and γ̇ is an
equivalent plastic strain in the matrix. Note that we can consider a constant yield
stress κ or isotropic hardening given by κ (γ) or by κ (Dp). We can write in this case
the (associative) flow rule as

− ctĖd
e =

√
3

2
γ̇
T

d|e
m

κ
(32)

so

Ḋp
m − κγ̇ =

(
1

κ

√
3

2
Td|e

m : Td|e
m − κ

)
γ̇ = 0 (33)

or, if we use the stresses at the continuum level, taking into account some porosity

Ḋp
m − κγ̇ =

(
1

κ

√
3

2

Td|e

(1− q1f)
:

Td|e

(1− q1f)
− κ

)
γ̇ = 0 (34)

which, if γ̇ > 0, it is equivalent to

F d =
3
2

∥∥Td|e
∥∥2

κ2
− (1− q1f)

2 = 0 (35)

Note that this is the expression of the Gurson yield function given by Tvergaard &
Needleman (Tvergaard and Needleman, 1984) when there is no pressure influence, i.e.
when the pressure does not increase the void fraction. It is often recognized that this
function represents Lemaitre’s damage model, from continuum damage mechanics, in
which D := q1f is the Rabotnov damage variable.

4. Example: the GTN model

In this work, we will focus on elaborating the use of the framework with the classic
and widely used GTN yield function as the constitutive rule which has been extensively
studied and used in modelling void growth. The previous models are commonly im-
plemented with small-strain framework. GTN function is a yield function that relates
the void growth rate with the isochoric plasticity deformation.

F =
3
2

∥∥Td|e
∥∥2

κ2
− (1− q1f)

2 + 2q1f

[
cosh

(
q2
3

2

p

κ

)
− 1

]
= 0 (36)

where q1 is a parameter that amplifies the effect of void ratio, and q2 is another param-
eter frequently set to q2 = 1, and for the pressure of the continuum p = 0 the term in
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brackets vanishes. The parameter κ is the yield stress of the matrix material without
voids. Td|e is de deviatoric stress of the continuum in the intermediate configuration.
Noteworthy, the derivatives respect to the pressure and to Td|e are

∂F

∂p
=

3q2 (q1f)

κ
sinh

(
3

2

p

κ
q2

)
and

∂F

∂Td|e = 3
Td|e

κ2
(37)

Then, using the assumed associativity of “flow rule” for the continuum,

− ct,gĖe = λ̇
dF

dT|e = λ̇
dF

dTd|e :
dTd|e

dT|e + λ̇
dF

dp

dp

dT|e (38)

= 3λ̇
Td|e

κ2
+ λ̇

q2 (q1f)

κ
sinh

(
3

2

p

κ
q2

)
I

= − ctĖd
e − ct,gĖv

e = − ctĖd
e −

1

3
ct,gĖv

e I (39)

Here λ is the equivalent plastic strain in the continuum. Note that we can consider
a constant yield stress κ or isotropic hardening given by κ (λ) or by the accumulated
plastic strain. In this work, we add isotropic hardening by using a simple linear hard-
ening function κ(λ) = κ0 +Hλ, with κ0 as the yield stress without hardening, and H
as the hardening parameter.

The deviatoric and volumetric part of the corrector of elastic strain rate are:

−ctĖd
e = 3λ̇

Td|e

κ2
(40)

−ctĖv
e =

q1q2λ̇f

κ
sinh(

3

2

p

κ
q2)I (41)

Considering that from the kinematics, we already get (18), so when ctĖv
e ̸= 0, we

have

−ctĖv
e =

q1q2λ̇f

κ
sinh(

3

2

p

κ
q2)I =

1

3

ḟ

1− f
I (42)

It is noteworthy that when using current GTN yield function, when there is no
volume change, there is no void evolution, so when only under isochoric deformation,
there is no volume change of voids. A lot of improved GTN models have been proposed
to account for the low stress triaxiality case (Malcher et al., 2014; Xue, 2008; Wu et al.,
2019), but it is not the purpose of this work to extend a GTN model to account for
specific cases.
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4.1. The algorithm for GTN model

The main calculation is carried out in the intermediate configuration. The inte-
gration algorithm is similar to that of small-strain formulation, only a post-processor
would be added to change the stress and the elastoplastic tangent to the desired mea-
sure in the desired configuration. In the following part we are going to introduce the
integration algorithm including isotropic hardening.

The trial of the logarithmic strain in the intermediate configuration of current step
t+∆tE|e can be obtained from the plastic deformation gradient of last step tXp and the
deformation gradient of current step t+∆tX:

trXe =
t+∆t XtX−1

p
trE|e =

1

2
ln(trXTtr

e Xe) (43)

To calculate the corrector ctE|e, there are several alternative ways to carry out the
local iterations, here we choose ctEv

e and ctEd
e as the variables for the iterations. From

the yield function (36) and the flow rule (38), we get the deviatoric (40) and volumetric
part (41) of the corrector of the elastic strain rate, and if we represent ∆λ with ctEv

e :

∆λ = −
t+∆tκctEv

e

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
(44)

By substituting the kinematic relation 18, we can get:

∆λ =
t+∆tκ∆f

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f(1−t+∆t f) sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
(45)

After substituting it into (40), we get an residual function G for ctEd
e. So for the

local iterations, the two residual functions for the Newton-Raphson method can be:

t+∆tF =
3
2

∥∥t+∆tTd|e
∥∥2

t+∆tκ2
− (1− qt+∆t

1 f)2 + 2qt+∆t
1 f [cosh(

3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)− 1] = 0 (46)

and

t+∆tG :=ct Ed
e −

ctEv
e

t+∆tκq1q
t+∆t
2 f sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)

t+∆t

Td|e = 0 (47)

Because t+∆tT|e−t+∆tA|e : (trE|e+ctEv|e+ctEd|e) = 0, and t+∆tT|e =t+∆t Td|e+t+∆t

pI, we have:

t+∆tTd|e =tr Td|e +t+∆t A|e :ct Ed|e (48)

t+∆tpI=trTv|e +t+∆t A|e :ct Ev|e (49)
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Since we assume that isotropic hardening is linear, we have:

dt+∆tκ

d∆λ
= H (50)

∂t+∆tκ

∂ctEv|e =
∂t+∆tκ

∂∆λ

∂∆λ

∂ctEv|e (51)

=
∂t+∆tκ

∂∆λ
(
∂∆λ

∂t+∆tf

∂t+∆tf

∂ctEv|e +
∂∆λ

∂t+∆tp

∂t+∆tp

∂ctEv|e +
∂∆λ

∂t+∆tκ

∂t+∆tκ

∂ctEv|e )

After rearranging it, we can get ∂t+∆tκ
∂ctEv|e :

∂t+∆tκ

∂ctEv|e = (1− dt+∆tκ

d∆λ

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tκ
)−1(

dt+∆tκ

d∆λ

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tf

∂t+∆tf

∂ctEv|e +
dt+∆tκ

d∆λ

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tp

∂t+∆tp

∂ctEv|e ) (52)

With the derivatives:

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tκ
=

∆f

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f(1−t+∆t f) sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)

+
∆f cosh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)t+∆tp

2qt+∆t
1 κt+∆tf(1−t+∆t f) sinh2(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
(53)

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tf
=

t+∆tκ

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f(1−t+∆t f) sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)

− ∆f t+∆tκ(1− 2t+∆tf)

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f 2(1−t+∆t f)2 sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
(54)

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tp
= −

∆f cosh(3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)

2qt+∆t
1 f(1−t+∆t f) sinh2(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
(55)

The derivatives of the first residual function t+∆tF are:

∂t+∆tF

∂ctEd|e =
∂t+∆tF

∂t+∆tTd|e
∂t+∆tTd|e

∂ctEd|e (56)

∂t+∆tF

∂ctEv|e =
∂t+∆tF

∂t+∆tp

∂t+∆tp

∂t+∆tTv|e
∂t+∆tTv|e

∂ctEv|e
∂ctEv|e

∂ctEv|e

+
∂t+∆tF

∂t+∆tf

∂t+∆tf

∂ctEv|e +
∂t+∆tF

∂t+∆tκ

∂t+∆tκ

∂ctEv|e (57)
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With the derivatives:
∂t+∆tF

∂t+∆tTd|e =
3t+∆tTd|e

t+∆tκ2
(58)

∂t+∆tTd|e

∂ctEd|e =t+∆t A|e (59)

∂t+∆tF

∂t+∆tp
=

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f

t+∆tκ
sinh(

3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

) (60)

∂t+∆tp

∂ctEv|e =
∂t+∆tp

∂t+∆tTv|e
∂t+∆tTv|e

∂ctEv|e
∂ctEv|e

∂ctEv|e =
1

9
I :t+∆tA|e: I (61)

∂t+∆tF

∂t+∆tf
= 2q1 cosh(

3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)− 2qt+∆t
1 f (62)

∂t+∆tf

∂ctEv|e = 1/[
1

t+∆tf − 1
− ∆f

(t+∆tf − 1)2
] (63)

∂t+∆tF

∂t+∆tκ
= −

3
∥∥t+∆tTd|e

∥∥2
t+∆tκ3

−
3q1q

t+∆t
2 f t+∆tp sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
t+∆tκ2

(64)

The derivatives of the second residual function t+∆tG are:

∂t+∆tG

∂ctEd|e = [t+∆tκq1q
t+∆t
2 f sinh(

3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)]I+
∂t+∆tG

∂t+∆tTd|e
∂t+∆tTd|e

∂ctEd|e (65)

∂t+∆tG

∂ctEv|e = −t+∆tTd|e +
∂t+∆tG

∂t+∆tp

∂t+∆tp

∂ctEv|e +
∂t+∆tG

∂t+∆tf

∂t+∆tf

∂ctEv|e +
∂t+∆tG

∂t+∆tκ

∂t+∆tκ

∂ctEv|e (66)

With the derivatives:

∂t+∆tG

∂t+∆tTd|e = −ctEv
e (67)

∂t+∆tG

∂t+∆tp
=

3

2
q1q

2t+∆t
2 f cosh(

3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)ctEd
e (68)

∂t+∆tG

∂t+∆tf
= [t+∆tκq1q2 sinh(

3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)]ctEd
e (69)

∂t+∆tG

∂t+∆tκ
= q1q

t+∆t
2 f sinh(

3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)ctEd
e −

3q1q
2t+∆t
2 pt+∆tf

2t+∆tκ
cosh(

3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)ctEd
e (70)
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A plain Newton-Raphson method is used for the iteration, and the Jacobian matrix
is: ∂

t+∆tF

∂ctEd|e
∂t+∆tF

∂ctEv|e
∂t+∆tG

∂ctEd|e
∂t+∆tG

∂ctEv|e

 (71)

For updating the variables, an extra iteration is necessary when isotropic hardening
is included. The variables of the local iterations are ctEd|e and ctEv|e, and other variables
obtained directly are ∆f and t+∆tT|e, but because ∆λ and t+∆tκ are dependant on each
other, an extra iteration is needed to update them.

To get the analytical tangent, the key is to get the derivative of ctEd
e and ctEv

e to
t+∆t
0 Ee. Because

t+∆t
0 Ee =

tr Ee +
ct Ee, the derivative to trEe is:

d t+∆t
0 Ee

d trEe

= I+
dctEe

d t+∆t
0 Ee

d t+∆t
0 Ee

d trEe

(72)

d t+∆t
0 Ee

d trEe

= (I− dctEe

d t+∆t
0 Ee

)−1 (73)

d ctEe

d t+∆t
0 Ee

=
d ctEd

e

d t+∆t
0 Ee

+
d ctEv

e

d t+∆t
0 Ee

(74)

=
d ctEd

e

d t+∆t
0 Ee

+
d ctEv

e

dt+∆tf

dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

First, for the volumetric part, because of the kinematic relation of the volumetric
part 18, we obtain dctEv|e

d t+∆tf
as:

dctEv|e

dt+∆t f
=

1

3
I(

1
t+∆tf − 1

− ∆f

(t+∆tf − 1)2
) (75)

Second, for the deviatoric part, because −ctĖd
e = 3λ̇Td|e

κ2 , the derivative dctEd|e

d t+∆t
0 Ee

can

be written as:

dctEd|e

d t+∆t
0 Ee

=
∂ctEd|e

∂t+∆tTd|e
dt+∆tTd|e

dt+∆tT|e
dt+∆tT|e

d t+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂ctEd|e

∂∆λ

d∆λ

d t+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂ctEd|e

∂t+∆tκ

dt+∆tκ

dctEv|e
dctEv|e

dt+∆tf

dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

(76)
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Here the key is to get d∆λ

d t+∆t
0 Ee

and dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

, they can be calculated at the same time

from the expression of ∆λ and the yield function. Because:

∆λ = −
t+∆tκctEv|e

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
(77)

d∆λ

d t+∆t
0 Ee

=
∂∆λ

∂ctEv|e
dctEv|e

dt+∆tf

dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂∆λ

∂t+∆tf

dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂∆λ

∂t+∆tκ

dt+∆tκ

d∆λ

d∆λ

dt+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂∆λ

∂t+∆tp

dt+∆tp

dt+∆tT|e
dt+∆tT|e

dt+∆t
0 Ee

(78)

After rewriting (78), we can get:

(1− ∂∆λ

∂t+∆tκ

dt+∆tκ

d∆λ
)

d∆λ

d t+∆t
0 Ee

= (
∂∆λ

∂ctEv|e
dctEv|e

dt+∆tf
+

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tf
)
dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂∆λ

∂t+∆tp

dt+∆tp

dt+∆tT|e
dt+∆tT|e

dt+∆t
0 Ee

(79)

The derivatives used are 50 and:

∂∆λ

∂ctEv|e = −
t+∆tκ

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
(80)

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tf
=

t+∆tκctEv|e

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f 2 sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
(81)

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tκ
= −

ctEv|e

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
−

ctEv|e cosh(3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)t+∆tp

2qt+∆t
1 κt+∆tf sinh2(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
(82)

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tp
=

ctEv|e cosh(3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)

2qt+∆t
1 f sinh2(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
(83)

If we separate the yield function (36) into two parts:

Gl :=
3
2

∥∥t+∆tTd|e
∥∥2

t+∆tκ2
(84)

Gr := (1− qt+∆t
1 f)2 − 2qt+∆t

1 f [cosh(
3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)− 1] (85)

Because Gl = Gr, it should always stand that:
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dGl

dt+∆t
0 Ee

=
dGr

dt+∆t
0 Ee

(86)

∂Gl

∂t+∆tTd|e
dt+∆tTd|e

dt+∆tTe

dt+∆tTe

dt+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂Gl

∂t+∆tκ

dt+∆tκ

d∆λ

d∆λ

dt+∆t
0 Ee

=
∂Gr

∂t+∆tκ

dt+∆tκ

d∆λ

d∆λ

dt+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂Gr

∂t+∆tp

dt+∆tp

dt+∆tTe

dt+∆tTe

dt+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂Gr

∂t+∆tf

dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

(87)

After rewriting (87), we can get:

∂Gr

∂t+∆tf

dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

= (
∂Gl

∂t+∆tκ

dt+∆tκ

d∆λ
− ∂Gr

∂t+∆tκ

dt+∆tκ

d∆λ
)

d∆λ

dt+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂Gl

∂t+∆tTd|e
dt+∆tTd|e

dt+∆tTe

dt+∆tTe

dt+∆t
0 Ee

− ∂Gr

∂t+∆tp

dt+∆tp

dt+∆tTe

dt+∆tTe

dt+∆t
0 Ee

(88)

The related derivatives are 50 and:

∂Gl

∂t+∆tTd|e =
3t+∆tTd|e

t+∆tκ2
(89)

∂Gl

∂t+∆tκ
= −

3
∥∥t+∆tTd|e

∥∥2
t+∆tκ3

(90)

∂Gr

∂t+∆tκ
=

q1q
t+∆t
2 f t+∆tp sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
t+∆tκ2

(91)

∂Gr

∂t+∆tf
= −2q1 cosh(

3q2
2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

) (92)

∂Gr

∂t+∆tp
= −

3q1q
t+∆t
2 f sinh(3q2

2

t+∆tp
t+∆tκ

)
t+∆tκ

(93)

From (78) we can get:

dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

= (
∂Gr

∂t+∆tf
)−1(

∂Gl

∂t+∆tκ
− ∂Gr

∂t+∆tκ
)
dt+∆tκ

d∆λ

d∆λ

dt+∆t
0 Ee

+ (
∂Gr

∂t+∆tf
)−1(

∂Gl

∂t+∆tTd|e
dt+∆tTd|e

dt+∆tT|e − ∂Gr

∂t+∆tp

dt+∆tp

dt+∆tT|e )
dt+∆tT|e

dt+∆t
0 Ee

(94)
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After substituting the expression of dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

of (94) into (87), we can get the expres-

sion for d∆λ

dt+∆t
0 Ee

from:

[1− ∂∆λ

∂t+∆tκ

dt+∆tκ

d∆λ
−(

∂∆λ

∂ctEv|e
dctEv|e

dt+∆tf
+

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tf
)(

∂Gr

∂t+∆tf
)−1(

∂Gl

∂t+∆tκ
− ∂Gr

∂t+∆tκ
)
dt+∆tκ

d∆λ
]

d∆λ

dt+∆t
0 Ee

= (
∂∆λ

∂ctEv|e
dctEv|e

dt+∆tf
+

∂∆λ

∂t+∆tf
)(

∂Gr

∂t+∆tf
)−1(

∂Gl

∂t+∆tTd|e
dt+∆tTd|e

dt+∆tT|e − ∂Gr

∂t+∆tp

dt+∆tp

dt+∆tT|e )
dt+∆tT|e

dt+∆t
0 Ee

+
∂∆λ

∂t+∆tp

dt+∆tp

dt+∆tT|e
dt+∆tT|e

dt+∆t
0 Ee

(95)

After getting d∆λ

dt+∆t
0 Ee

, dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

can be obtained from (94). Once d∆λ

dt+∆t
0 Ee

and dt+∆tf

dt+∆t
0 Ee

are

known, dctEd|e

d t+∆t
0 Ee

can be obtained from (76), thus d ctEe

d t+∆t
0 Ee

can be obtained from (74), and

d t+∆t
0 Ee

d trEe
can be obtained from (73). When

d t+∆t
0 Ee

d trEe
is known, t+∆tA|tr

ep = d t+∆tT|tr

d trEe
≃

d t+∆tT|e

d trEe
= d t+∆tT|e

d t+∆t
0Ee

:
d t+∆t

0Ee

d trEe
= t+∆tA|e :

d t+∆t
0Ee

d trEe
is known.

4.2. Numerical simulations

GTN model with current framework has been implemented as an user-material
subroutine in our in-house finite element code DULCINEA. In the following numeri-
cal examples, we used single-element simulations to demonstrate the influence of the
parameters q1 and q2, and to discuss if the elastic constants of the continuum should
change due to the change of the volume fraction of voids. We simulated the tensile
test of a cube to show the influence of the hardening parameter H, as well as to show
the robustness of the algorithm. Furthermore, we ran the tensile test of a necking bar,
and prescribed the von Mises stress contours plot, the void volume fraction contour
plot as well as the displacement-reaction force curve. The results are reasonable and
the algorithm is robust.

4.2.1. Tensile test of a single element

Because the main purpose of this work is to introduce a new framework for the
GTN model, instead of improving the model by adding extra rules for accounting for
phenomena like void nucleation or void coalescence, only the GTN yield function is used
as the constitutive rule. The parameters are only q1 and q2. Following the traditional
values given to q1 and q2, the following is a brief study of the influence of the two
parameters. Here no isotropic hardening is included, and the material parameters are
listed in table 1.

Similar to previous GTN models, by increasing q1, the void growth would be ac-
celerated, and the flow stress would be decreased. By increasing q2, the void growth
rate would also be increased. When isotropic hardening is not included, the flow stress

16



C11 C12 C44 k0
269.4 GPa 115.4 GPa 77.0 GPa 96.0 MPa

Table 1: The elastic constants and the initial yield stress of the matrix material.
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Figure 1: a) the influence of parameter q1; b) the influence of parameter q2

reflects the void volume fraction, so the influence of q1 and q2 is shown in figure 1. The
simulation is a uniaxial tensile test with one element, with homogeneous boundary
conditions with only the loading direction fully constraint. The initial volume fraction
of void f0 is set as 0.1.

It should be noticed that because the elastic tangent of the void should be zero, the
elastic tangent of the continuum should change according to the change of the volume
fraction of the void. It is noticed that with current GTN model, this change does not
influence the calculated flow stress and the volume fraction of the void, as shown in
figure 2, however, the elastic strain as well as the stored energy are different in the two
cases, so treating the elastic tangent of the continuum as constant in GTN models is
problematic even though it does not change the results of flow stress or volume fraction
of voids. For the simulation in the plot 2, q1 = 1.25, q2 = 1.25.

4.2.2. Tensile test of a cube

The sample is cubic with size length 1mm. Prescribed tensile displacement up to
0.5 mm is applied on the x direction, and homogeneous boundary condition, which
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Figure 2: a) the calculated flow stress and b) the calculated volume fraction in the cases that the
elastic tangent of the continuum changes and does not change according to the volume fraction of the
voids
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Figure 3: a) the undeformed shape of the cubic; b) the von Mises stress state of the deformed cubic.

Residual norm Energy norm
Iteration Step Step

75 150 225 75 150 225
(1) 5.417E + 02 5.486E + 02 5.649E + 02 1.566E + 01 1.587E + 01 1.635E + 01
(2) 4.517E − 02 3.583E − 02 2.937E − 02 5.069E − 07 3.091E − 07 1.988E − 07
(3) 5.085E − 05 3.411E − 05 2.404E − 05 2.060E − 12 3.105E − 12 6.069E − 12

Table 2: Global convergence for several typical steps.

allows the sample to change freely on the other two directions. The undeformed and
deformed sample are shown in figure 3. The element used is C3D20R, which has 20
nodes and 8 integration points. The total element number is 512. The total loading
steps is 250. The material parameters used are listed in the table 1, with initial void
volume fraction f0 = 0.05 and parameters for the model q1 = 1, q2 = 1.25.

For this test, we set the isotropic hardening parameter H to different values, and
compared the averaged stress-strain curves (a) of figure 4 as well as the void volume
fraction-strain curves (b) of figure 4, from which we can conclude that for adding the
isotropic hardening, when the yield stress of matrix κ is related to λ, it would not
influence the void volume fraction.

In the table 2, we show the global convergence conditions of the force and energy
of several typical steps for the case when no isotropic hardening is included.

4.2.3. Tensile test of a plate with a hole

To further test the model, we ran the classic example of the tensile test of a thin
plate with a hole in the middle. The thickness of the plate is 1 mm, and the other
dimensions are shown in its undeformed shape in figure a) of 5. The element C3D20R is
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Figure 4: a) the averaged stress-strain curves for the cases when the hardening parameter H has
different values; b) the averaged void volume fraction-strain curves for the cases when the hardening
parameter H has different values
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Figure 5: a) the dimensions of the undeformed plate; b) the deformed plate with contour plot of
von Mises stress; c) the deformed plate with contour plot of the volume fraction of void; d) the
displacement-reaction force plot of the loading end

used, because of symmetry, only 1/4 of the plate is modelled. To avoid early localization
of deformation, a linear isotropic hardening with H = 0.85 is added: κ = κ0 + 0.85λ.
For the model, the other material parameters used are also from the table 1, with initial
void volume fraction f0 = 0.05 and parameters for the model q1 = 1, q2 = 1.25.

The total tensile displacement is 7.5% of the length of the plate. The von Mises
stress condition as well as the distribution of volume fraction of void are plotted in
figure b) and c) of 5. The reaction force-displacement curve of the loading end of the
specimen is plotted in d) of 5. For this work, we do not consider the coalescence of
voids or the fracture criteria.
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5. Conclusion

In this work, we demonstrate a new large-strain formulation for void evolution
mechanisms. This formulation is an extension of our established framework that uses
elastic correctors and logarithmic strains. It adopts the advantages of the framework,
for example, it is fully hyperelastic and maintains the Kroner-Lee multiplicative de-
composition; there is no constraint on the amount of the elastic strain and the form
of the stored strain energy; both the theory and algorithm have an additive structure;
it is consistent and parallel to continuum elastoplasticity as well as crystal plasticity.
We proved that from the kinematics, we can get an accurate function that relates the
evolution of the volume fraction of voids and the evolution of the corrector of the elastic
volumetric strain ctĖv

e = − ḟ
1−f

. We use the GTN yield function as an example of the
void evolution rule to demonstrate the implementation of this formulation. With some
numerical examples, we show that the implemented model can capture the features of
the GTN model, and the algorithm is robust and simple.
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