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Abstract

Parallel computing is omnipresent in today’s scientific computer landscape, starting at multicore processors in desktop

computers up to massively parallel clusters. While domain decomposition methods have a long tradition in computational

mechanics to decompose spatial problems into multiple subproblems that can be solved in parallel, advancing solution

schemes for dynamics or quasi-statics are inherently serial processes. For quasi-static simulations, however, there is no

accumulating ‘time’ discretization error, hence an alternative approach is required. In this paper, we present an Adaptive

Parallel Arc-Length Method (APALM). By using a domain parametrization of the arc-length instead of time, the multi-

level error for the arc-length parametrization is formed by the load parameter and the solution norm. By applying local

refinements in the arc-length parameter, the APALM refines solutions where the non-linearity in the load-response space

is maximal. The concept is easily extended for bifurcation problems. The performance of the method is demonstrated

using isogeometric Kirchhoff-Love shells on problems with snap-through and pitch-fork instabilities. It can be concluded

that the adaptivity of the method works as expected and that a relatively coarse approximation of the serial initialization

can already be used to produce a good approximation in parallel.
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1. Introduction

Over the last decades, computational power has increased exponentially. In the last year, most improvements are

thanks to an increasing number of threads per processing unit rather than an increase in the single-thread performance

[1]. The trend of increasing logical cores with a stagnating single thread performance calls for parallelization of existing

codes to improve the computational efficiency, amongst which numerical algorithms in computational mechanics. In

the field of computational mechanics, parallelization in the spatial domain is common practice by using shared-memory

assembly routines or distributed-memory parallelization using domain decomposition of meshes. Parallelization can also

be achieved in linear solvers or in the temporal domain using parallel-in-time solvers [2] in case of dynamic analyses or

using parallel continuation for quasi-static or continuation problems - the latter two being sequential by nature.

For quasi-static problems, continuation methods can be used when the solution of an equation or a system of equa-
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tions is desired, given varying parameters of the system. Such methods, typically referred to as Arc-Length Methods

(ALMs), are widely used for (but not limited to) the analysis of the stability of structures. The Riks and Crisfield methods

[3, 4] are commonly used and in combination with bifurcation algorithms [5], whereas ALMs provide a valuable tool in

the analysis of the collapse and post-buckling behaviour of structures. Recent developments for ALMs include a new

displacement-controlled formulation [6], an improved predictor scheme [7] and automatic exploration techniques [8, 9].

Alike time-stepping methods, ALMs are sequential by nature, meaning that the solution in a point is obtained from the

solution in a point obtained previously.

Amongst many parallel time-integration schemes, Parareal is a parallel time-integration method proposed by [10] and

works with a two-level parallel correction scheme of time intervals. The method starts from a series of solutions obtained

in serial with a large time-step, after which each sub-interval is computed with a finer time-step such that a new solution

is found at the end-point of the time interval. A multi-level extension of Parareal is proposed in [11] and is referred to as

Multi-Grid Reduced In Time (MGRIT). This method is similar to Parareal but applies the two-level approach recursively.

As a consequence, multi-grid-like cycles can be used to correct previously computed sub-intervals. This method has not

only been applied to dynamic problems, but also to the training of neural networks [12] and [13]. Alternative methods

for parallel time integration methods are reviewed in the work of [2].

Compared to temporal parallelization methods, parallelization of ALMs has received less attention in the academic

community. As ALMs are typically used for explorations of solutions across branches, parallel evaluation of branches

can be performed as soon as the starting point (and tangent) of each branch is known. The number of branches related to

a problem, however, depends typically on the problem that is solved, hence parallel scalabiltiy of ALMs over branches

is not guaranteed. A parallelization within a branch is enabled by the Parallel Adaptive Method for Pseudo-Arclength

Continuation (PAMPAC) [14]. This method works with multiple predictors (with different step sizes) and consequently

correctors to select an optimal step size; which can be performed in parallel. The PAMPAC method focusses on selecting

a maximal step size for the ALM for which the method does not converge.

In this paper, a parallelization of the arc-length method is presented, which is independent of the physical nature

of the underlying problem. That is, the method is developed such that the parallelization can be performed within the

branches. In addition to parallelization, the presented arc-length scheme also provides inherent adaptivity, therefore the

method is referred to as the Adaptive Parallel Arc-Length Method (APALM). The working principle of the APALM is

based on a multi-level approach - inspired by MGRIT methods - where a coarse serial approximation of the solution

space is refined in parallel until a measure of convergence is achieved. Contrary to the PAMPAC, the present method

does not maximize the step size for convergence of the ALM iterations, but instead the parallelization is based on con-

vergence of the solutionon sub-intervals. Without loss of generality, the method is developed given a constraint equation

for the arc-length method; thus generalized for Riks and Crisfield methods, amongst other methods available.
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The outline of this paper is as follows. Section 2 provides a background on arc-length methods. In section 3 the

parallelization of arc-length methods is presented, referred to as the APALM. Thereafter section 4 provides algorithms

for non-intrusive implementation of the APALM, given an implementation of an existing ALM. Finally, section 5 and

section 6 provide results and conclusions.

2. Arc-Length methods

In this section, the concept of arc-length methods is presented for the sake of completeness. For a detailed overview,

one can consult references [3, 4, 15, 16]. Let G(u, λ) = 0 be a non-linear system of equations to be solved, with u the

solution to the system of equations given a parameter λ. For structural analyses, u is typically a vector containing discrete

displacements of the degrees of freedom and λ is a factor scaling the magnitude of an applied load P, i.e.

G(u, λ) = N(u) − λP, (1)

where N(u) is a vector of internal forces, depending on the deformation u. For incremental analyses, i.e. quasi-static

analyses, a series of solutions wi = (ui, λi) is obtained by computing increments ∆wi = (∆ui,∆λi) such that wi+1 =

wi + ∆wi and equation (1) is satisfied for wi+1. These solutions can be obtained by Newton iterations, i) fixing λ and

finding u (load control), ii) fixing some degrees of freedom in u and finding all u and λ (displacement control) or iii)

constraining λ and u and solving for both (arc-length control), see figure 1. In case of arc-length control, the increment

∆w is measured by an increment length d(∆w)

d(∆w) = ∆u
⊤∆u + Ψ2∆λ2

P
⊤

P, (2)

where Ψ is a scaling parameter given in [17, 18]. The increment ∆w is constrained by the arc-length ∆ℓ in the constraint

equation

f (∆w) = d(∆w) − ∆ℓ = 0. (3)

Since G(u, λ) is non-linear, the increment ∆wi is obtained iteratively, i.e. ∆wi,k+1 = ∆wi,k + δwi with iteration count k.

The constraint equation is solved together with equation (1) in every iteration, yielding the Riks and Crisfield methods

[3, 4]

f (∆wi,k,∆l) = ∆u
⊤
i,0∆ui,k + Ψ

2∆λi,0∆λi,0 P
⊤

P − ∆ℓ2 = 0, Riks, (4)

f (∆wi,k,∆l) = ∆u
⊤
i,k∆ui,k + Ψ

2∆λi,k∆λi,k P
⊤

P − ∆ℓ2 = 0, Crisfield, (5)

where ∆w0 is the increment in the first iteration. The Crisfield method generally performs well with sharp snap-backs,

but has the disadvantage that the constraint equation has two intersections with the path formed by equation (1). Hence

a root has to be selected, which is elaborated in the works [4, 15]. When multiple intersections are found, complex roots

are found [19] which can be resolved using one of the methods proposed in [20, 21].

3. Adaptive Parallel Arc-Length Method

In this section, our new approach, the APALM, is presented. Firstly, the method is conceptualized along with some

illustrative figures (section 3.1). Secondly, details are provided on the curve parameterization and the measurement of
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(c) Arc-length control

Figure 1: Load (left), displacement (middle) and arc-length control (right) for structural analysis problems. The question mark (?) indicates the

iteration where load and displacement control encounter a limit point. In these situations, the next obtained point is typically difficult to find.

errors (section 3.2). Lastly, section 3.3 presents (re-)parameterization methods for the solution curve. These parameteri-

zations will be essential in the data structure of the APALM. It should be noted that the method described in this section

is presented only for one continuation parameter λ.

3.1. Concept

Learning from parallel-in-time methods like Parareal or MGRIT, parallelization with in the APALM is achieved from

a subdivision of the curve length domain. Contrary to MGRIT and Parareal, where the temporal domain t ∈ [T0, T1] is

fixed, the APALM will work with a changing curve length domain s ∈ [S 0, S 1] depending on the length of the traversed

path, with an underlying fixed parametric domain with parametric coordinate ξ ∈ [0, 1]. The APALM is initialized with

an initial coarse grid approximation, in which the parametric and the curve length domains are subdivided into sub-

domains ξ ∈ [ξi, ξi+1] and s ∈ [si, si+1], respectively, as illustrated in figure 2.

In the initialization phase of the APALM the first subdivision into sub-intervals is made (see figure 2a). Here, the

sizes of the sub-intervals s ∈ [sℓ
i
, sℓ

i+1
] are determined based on the distance measure that is used by the correspond-

ing ALM, see equation (2). Note that the superscript ℓ denotes the ℓth level. Based on the initial curve-length domain

s ∈ [0, S ], where S is the total length of the initial curve, and the corresponding sub-intervals, the curve-length domain

can be mapped accordingly onto a parametric domain, see section 4 for more details.

Having an initialized computational domain, the number of sub-intervals determines the degree of parallelization.

On any sub-interval [sℓ
i
, sℓ

i+1
] data at the start-point and end-point is known, which can be used to initiate an arc-length

method to re-compute the sub-interval with N increments, i.e. with an arc-length of ∆Lℓ+1
i
= ∆Lℓ

i
/N (see figure 2b).

After sub-interval [sℓ+1
i
, sℓ+1

i+1
] has been finished, the distance of the end-point of the sub-interval can be compared to

the previously known solution at sℓ
i+1

, which is called parallel verification of intervals in figure 2c. Since the sub-interval

is traversed in N increments with length ∆s0
i
/N, the triangle inequality with the arc-length measure implies that there

must be a distance greater than or equal to zero between the newly found end-point and the reference end-point. The more
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‘curved’ the domain in-between, the larger this distance. Based on an error measure (see section 3.2), intervals with a rel-

atively large deviation between the coarse-level arc-length and the fine-level arc-length are to be marked for ‘refinement’.

Lastly, the intervals with a too large deviation in the newly computed curve length need to be reparameterized (see

section 3.3). This is, the total curve-length parameterization is elongated exactly by the distance between the newly

computed end-point and the previously known point. By this means, the reference interval is subdivided to N + 1 sub-

intervals and the data corresponding to the N newly computed point is stored. For sub-intervals that have an error below

the tolerance, only N − 1 points are stored as reference and no reparameterization takes place. The process is sketched

in figure 2d. After reparameterization, the marked interval can be re-computed and the process can be repeated from

figure 2b onwards.

Remark 1 (Difference with parallel-in-time methods). As mentioned, the multi-level approach that is employed in this

method is adopted from the idea of parallel-in-time methods. However, the fundamental difference between time integra-

tion and continuation comes from the fact that time integration methods typically compute the solution on the next time

step with a certain time integration error O(∆tp). Parallel-in-time methods rely on this time integration error, to mark

solution intervals as converged or not and additionally updated solutions contain smaller time integration errors, and

therefore sub-intervals need to be recomputed as soon as solutions previously in time have been updated.

For arc-length methods, Newton’s method is applied on a system of equations that solves the arc-length constraint

equation together with the discretized system G(u, λ) = 0. Therefore, the error of the solution that is found after an

arc-length increment is independent of the arc-length increment size, but solely depends on the convergence tolerance

of Newton’s method. Therefore, the end-point of an interval does not have to be updated, neither do intervals after the

updated be recomputed.

3.2. Error measures

Refinement of computed sub-intervals is depending on the distances between the points in the original (coarse)

interval and the newly obtained solutions in this sub-interval. Here, we present error measures that can be used to

mark an interval [sℓ
i
, sℓ

i+1
] based on the obtained solutions {sℓ+1

k
}k=0,...,N at the finer level. Figure 3 presents two possible

situations; a nearly straight interval that would not be marked for refinement, and a curved interval that would be marked

for refinement. Here, the interval is considered ‘curved’ in the discrete solution space if the hyperdimensional path

between two solutions differs from the hyperplane between these solutions. The errors that determine the marking of

an interval for refinement are illustrated in figure 3b and can be interpreted as follows: ∆L is the original arc-length

between two coarse solutions, ∆L′ is the newly obtained length between two coarse solutions, the lower distance ∆L is

the distance between the start of the interval and the last solution at the fine level and δL is the distance between the last

obtained solution on the fine level and the final point on the coarse level. Using these distances, the total error (ε), the

5
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G(u, λ) = 0
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(a) Initialization based on computed reference solutions. Without losing

generality, the solutions are separated with a fixed distance ∆s. Given their

distances, an initial estimation of the curve length s can be produced, which

can be mapped on the parametric domain ξ.

λ
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G(u, λ) = 0
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(b) Parallel computation of intervals. On each interval, a finer estimate can

be performed by splitting the interval in n sub-intervals (n = 2 here).

λ

‖u
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)‖
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ξ

0 1

G(u, λ) = 0

0.25 0.50 0.750.125

X
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X
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(c) Parallel verification of intervals. When the last sub-interval is computed,

the solution is verified with the next known reference solution (here the solu-

tions following from the initial simulations). When the distance is sufficiently

small, the segment can be marked converged and the in between solutions on

the interval can be written.

λ

‖u
(t

)‖

s

ξ

0 1

G(u, λ) = 0

0.25 0.50 0.75

!

(d) Curve-length reparameterization. For sub-intervals where the length

deviates too much from the previous length, i.e. where the distance between

the last computed point and the reference is too large, all solutions of the sub-

interval are added to the parameterization and the known data points ahead of

the newly computed points are shifted in the curve parametric coordinates.

Figure 2: Concept of the APALM. The large open circles represent reference solutions from a previously computed level. The small solid circles

represent new data on the interval between two reference solutions, computed by the arc-length method (here the large dashed circle). The black

dashed line indicates the curve estimation of which the sum is equal to the total curve length.
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(a) Nearly straight interval where the small white dot is sufficiently close to

the coarse reference. In this case, the solution of the second increment is not

added to the parameterization.

λ

‖u
(λ

)‖

s

ξ

ξℓ
i
= ξℓ+1

0
ξℓ

i+1
ξℓ+1

1
ξℓ+1

N

sℓ
i

sℓ
i+1

∆L′

∆L
2

∆L
2

δL

sℓ+1
1

sℓ+1
N

∆L
2

∆L
2

∆L∆L

δL

(b) Curved interval where the solution of the second increment is ∆Lu away

from the coarse reference. In this case, the distance between the coarse refer-

ence points δL is smaller than the actually traversed distance ∆L′ .

Figure 3: Error measures on a nearly straight interval (a) and a curved interval (b). For the nearly straight interval, the distance δL (see b) is sufficiently

small, whereas for the curved interval it is too big. The measures ∆L and ∆L′, ∆L, δL are, respectively, the coarse arc-length, the fine arc-length, the

lower distance and the absolute error.

lower error (εl) and the upper error (εu) can be defined:

ε = (∆L′ − ∆L)/∆L, total error, (6)

εl = (∆L − ∆L)/∆L, lower error, (7)

εu = (ε − εl)/∆L, upper error. (8)

Here, the total error is the total difference between the coarse and fine intervals, the lower error is the contribution of

the first N sub-intervals and the upper error is the contribution of δL to the total error. Depending on these errors and

specified tolerances, refinement rules can be set-up; in particular:

Refine the first N intervals ←→ εl > TOLl, (9)

Refine the last interval ←→ εu > TOLu. (10)

3.3. Curve (re-)parameterization

As indicated in figure 2, the concept of the APALM is supported by the parameterization of the solutions of G(u, λ) =

0 by parameterizing the curve length using the increment length d(∆w) embedded in the arc-length method. As illustrated

in figure 2, the APALM maps solutions w to a point on the curve-length domain [0, S ] and points on the curve length

domain are mapped on a parametric domain [0, 1].

Provided a series of solutions from the initialization phase {w0
i
}i=0,...,I, with I denoting the total number of initial

points, and defining solution intervals by ∆w
ℓ
i
= w

ℓ
i+1
− w

ℓ
i
, each solution w

0
i

can recursively be assigned to the curve-

7



length and parametric domains by

s0
i+1 = s0

i + d(∆w
0
i ), i = 1, ..., I − 1, s0 = 0, (11)

ξ0i =
si

sI

, i = 0, ..., I, (12)

where the superscript 0 represents the 0th level. In addition, equation (11) guarantees that S = sI marks the total length

of the curve that has been traversed, measured by the distance between each solution. Given the curve-length coordinates

of each point as an increasing sequence, the parametric domain can simply be obtained by scaling the domain back to

[0, 1], see equation (12). In the following, two ways of adding solutions to the parameterization are defined: i) interior

insertion, and ii) full insertion and stretching. The operations are defined given a parent interval [sℓ
i
, sℓ

i+1
) in which a

set of new solutions {sℓ+1
k
}k=0,...,N, where sℓ+1

0
= sℓ

i
, is computed, with N the total number of points in the interval, see

figure 4a.

Firstly, the interior insertion operation inserts solutions within the sub-interval, see figure 4b, and is later used for

intervals where the error small. The idea behind this operation is that the solutions {sℓ+1
k
}k=1,...,N−1 between sℓ

i
and sℓ

i+1

are inserted and that the solution sℓ+1
N

is not added to the map. In case of the interior insertion, the points sℓ+1
k

and their

parametric coordinates ξℓ+1
k

are added by:

sℓ+1
k+1 = sℓ+1

k + d(∆w
ℓ+1
k ), k = 0, ...,N − 2, sℓ+1

0 = sℓi , sℓ+1
N = sℓi+1, (13)

ξℓ+1
k+1 = ξ

ℓ+1
k + (ξℓi+1 − ξ

ℓ
i )

sℓ+1
k+1
− sℓ+1

k

sℓ
i+1
− sℓ

i

, j = 0, ...,N − 2. (14)

Note that w
ℓ+1
k

denotes the kth on level ℓ + 1 on the computed sub-interval, here [sℓ
i
, sℓ

i+1
].

The full insertion and stretching operation inserts the solutions of the sub-interval including its end-point, and also

stretches the curve parameterization (see figure 4c), which is later used for intervals where the error is large, hence

intervals that need refinement. The idea behind this operation is that the solutions {sℓ+1
k
}k=1,...,N−1 between sℓ

i
and sℓ

i+1

are inserted and that the point sℓ
i+1

is shifted such that sℓ
i+1
= sℓ+1

N
and such that all points further than sℓ

i+1
are updated

to s̃ℓ
j

by the a shift using the distance between the last computed solution and the reference solution, i.e. d(∆w
ℓ+1
N

),

∆w
ℓ+1
N
= w

ℓ
i+1
− w

ℓ+1
N

:

sℓ+1
k+1 = sℓ+1

k + d(∆w
ℓ+1
k ), k = 0, ...,N − 1, sℓ+1

0 = sℓi , sℓi+1 = sℓ+1
N , (15)

ξℓ+1
k+1 = ξ

ℓ+1
k + (ξℓi+1 − ξ

ℓ
i )

sℓ+1
k+1
− sℓ+1

k

sℓ
i+1
− sℓ

i

, k = 0, ...,N − 1, (16)

s̃ℓj = sℓj + d(wℓ+1
N ,w

ℓ
i+1), j = i + 1, ..., I. (17)

As can be noticed in equation (16), the re-scaling of ξ is done using the parametric length of the original interval at

level ℓ, (ξℓ
i+1
− ξℓ

i
) and the curve coordinate si+1 relative to the beging point of the interval si with respect to the (updated)

total curve length of the interval si+1 − si, which is similar to the well-known chord-length parameterization in splines

[22].
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sℓ

ξℓ

(a) Original domain

sℓ+1

ξℓ+1

(b) Interior insertion

sℓ+1

ξℓ+1

(c) Full insertion and stretching

Figure 4: Domain parameterizations on the curve-length domain s and the parameter domain ξ with levels ℓ and ℓ+ 1. Figure 4a illustrates the original

domain, figure 4b illustrates insertion of interior points in case of a sufficiently close approximation of the end-point of the domain and figure 4c

illustrates the full insertion of all sub-domain solutions combined with the stretching of the curve length domain.

4. Implementation

In this section, data structures and algorithms for the implementation of the APALM are presented. In section 4.1

a data structure is provided for the implementation of the APALM. Thereafter, section 4.2 provides algorithms for the

implementation of the APALM and section 4.3 elaborates on the extension of these methods to multiple branches, hence

enabling arc-length exploration.

4.1. Data structure

Since the APALM is based on a sub-interval approach where the start- and end-point of each sub-interval are known,

a data structure referencing the sub-intervals is essential. Since the curve-length coordinate is subject to change after

reparameterization of the curve and since the curve parameter is fixed, the logical choice is to connect the data to paramet-

ric coordinates. That is, a series of discrete maps is constructed such that solutions, levels and curve-length coordinates

can be obtained via a parametric point ξℓ
k
.

Figure 5 shows the data structure behind the APALM. Firstly the data structure contains the mapS(ξ) : [0, 1]→ [0, S ]

which is the map that maps the parametric coordinate to the curve-length domain. Secondly, the mapsU(ξ) : [0, 1] →

R
n+1 and U′(ξ) : [0, 1] → R

n+1 map the solution and the previous solution from the parametric domain to the solution

and previous solution domain, respectively. The mapper U′(ξ) : [0, 1] → R
n+1 is constructed in order to construct the

predictor of the ALM. Lastly, the map L(ξ) : [0, 1] → N is a map that can be used to obtain the level of a parametric

point; which is optional but can be useful to limit the method to a certain depth.

4.2. Algorithms

Given the underlying data structure of the APALM, see section 4.1, algorithms are defined for its implementation.

Firstly, it is assumed that the APALM is based on an ALM with possibly a black-box implementation, striving for
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s

ξ

l

w

w
′

S(ξi)Ξ(si) L(ξ j)

U(ξk)
U′(ξk)

A0 A1Qm Qn

Figure 5: The data structure behind the APALM. The axes represent data sets, which are monotonically increasing when the axis has an arrow. Solid

arrows represent mappers from an axis to another axis and dashed arrows represent data references. The mappers Ξ(si) and S(ξi) map between the

curve parameterization and the curve length axes. The former takes a curve length si and returns the curve parameter ξi and the latter maps the inverse.

The mappers U(ξk) and U′(ξk) return the solution w j and the previous solution (w′) j , respectively, given a parametric coordinate ξ j and the mapper

L(ξ j) returns the level on which the coordinate ξ j was computed. The guess is a data reference to the previous solution. The thick solid intervals

represent running jobs assigned with an ID and the thick dashed intervals represent queued intervals. Each interval is represented by a start-point and

an end-point tuple (ξl, ξl+1). The red lines, squares and arros represent the submit operation when solutions are added to the data structure.

non-intrusiveness of the method. The required routines of the underlying ALM are:

• w
ℓ
i+1
← step(wℓ

i
,∆w

ℓ
i
∆L): Performs a step with length ∆L starting at point w

ℓ
i

and returns the new solution

w
ℓ
i+1

. Given the current solution and the previous solution, a predictor for the initial iteration that employs ∆w
ℓ
i
=

w
ℓ
i
− w

ℓ
i−1

could be available, as well as one for a cold start, i.e. ∆w
ℓ
i
= 0.

• ∆s←distance(wℓ
i
,wℓ

j
): gets the distance between two points w

ℓ
i

and w
ℓ
j
, using equation (2) with ∆w

ℓ
i
= w

ℓ
i
− w

ℓ
j
.

In the following, a serial implementation of the APALM is presented, after which the parallel implementation will follow.

Serial implementation

The global workflow for a serial APALM, i.e. the AALM (adaptive arc-length method) is illustrated in algorithm 1.

As seen in this algorithm, the initialization is performed using a serialSolve routine, which defines the initial solution

sequence {w0
i
}I
i=0

with I steps on level ℓ = 0. In addition, this routines also provides a sequence of curve-length coordi-

nates, {s0
i
}I
i=0

. Based on these sequences, the mappers from figure 5 and a queue Q is initialized in the initializeMap

routine. Given the queue Q, the solveQueue routine provides a sequence of solutions {wi} and of curve parameters {si}

spanning multiple levels, hence the superscript ℓ is ommitted.

Algorithm 1 Global AALM routine (AALM). The AALM first consists of a serial solve of the whole curve length domain,

followed by an evaluation of subintervals.

Input: ∆L, I

1: {w0
i
}I
i=0
, {s0

i
}I
i=0
← serialSolve(∆L, I)

2: Q← initializeMap({w0
i
}I
i=0
, {s0

i
}I
i=0

)

3: {wi}, {si} ← solveQueue(Q)

Output: {wi}, {si}, {ξi}

10



Using basic ALM routines, algorithm 2 defines an algorithm to obtain in serial a coarse approximation to initialize the

AALM. Optionally, a stability computation can be performed after the arc-length step, which could lead to a specialized

solve towards a bifurcation point. This allows for automatic exploration of bifurcation diagrams [8, 9] and is discussed

more in detail in section 4.3.

Algorithm 2 Serial solve (serialSolve). This routine provides the initial step for the APALM/AALM, i.e. the solution

data {wℓ
i
}i=0,...,I and the corresponding curve-length parameters {sℓ

i
}i=0,...,I on level ℓ = 0

Input: ∆L, I

1: Initialize w
ℓ
0
, sℓ

0
= 0

2: w
ℓ
1
←step(wℓ

0
, 0,∆L) ⊲ Compute first solution

3: s1 ← ∆L

4: for k = 1, ..., I do

5: ∆w
ℓ
k
= w

ℓ
k
− w

ℓ
k−1

⊲ Compute previous step

6: w
ℓ
k
←step(wℓ

k−1
,∆w

ℓ
l
,∆L) ⊲ Compute new solution

7: sℓ
k
= sℓ

k−1
+ distance(wℓ

k
,wℓ

k−1
) ⊲ Compute curve coordinate

8: end for

Output: {wℓ
i
}I
i=0

, {sℓ
i
}I
i=0

As soon as a set of solution data and curve parameters, {wℓ
i
}i=0,...,I and {sℓ

i
}i=0,...,I, respectively, are known, the initial-

ization of the parallel computations can take place. In this initialization, the maps from figure 5 are constructed and a

queue Q of jobs is created, c.f. algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 Parallel initialization (initializeMap). Within this algorithm, the mapsU,U′, S and Ξ are constructed

from a series of solutions and corresponding curve length coordinates, {wℓ
i
}I
i=0

and {sℓ
i
}I
i=0

respectively, both on level

ℓ = 0. Furthermore, the queue Q is initialized by adding all subintervals to the queue.

Input: {wℓ
i
}I
i=0

, {sℓ
i
}I
i=0

1: Add w
ℓ
0

toU, sℓ
0

to S and ξℓ
0

to Ξ ⊲ Add the start of the level 0 solutions to the mapU

2: for k = 1, ..., I do

3: Add w
ℓ
k

toU and w
ℓ
k−1

toU′.

4: Add sℓ
k

to S and ξ0
k

to Ξ.

5: Add Qk−1 = [ξℓ
k−1
, ξℓ

k
) to Q. ⊲ Construct elements of the queue Q

6: end for

Output: Q = {Qk = [ξℓ
k
, ξℓ

k+1
]}k=0,...,I

After initialization, the computation of the sub-intervals can take place. This requires the routine solveQueue as

defined in algorithm 4 for fully serial computations.
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Algorithm 4 The routine that solves the queue (solveQueue). Given a queue Q, this algorithm takes an entry from the

queue, using pop and solves the defined interval using solveInterval. The new solution is added to the solution maps

and if required new jobs are added to the queue Q using submit. The final solutions are collected from the maps using

the collectSolutions routine.

Input: Q

1: while Q , ∅ do

2: Q, ID, ∆L, w
ℓ
i
, w
ℓ
i−1
,wℓ

i+1
← pop(Q)

3: {dℓ+1
k
}k=0,...,N−1, {wℓ+1

k
}k=0,...,N, ∆L, δL← solveInterval(N,∆L0,w

ℓ
i
,wℓ

i−1
,wℓ

i+1
)

4: Q← submit(ID, {dℓ+1
k
}k=0,...,N−1, {w

ℓ+1
k
}k=0,...,N,∆L, δL,Q) ⊲ Submit the job; adds new jobs to Q if needed

5: end while

6: {wi}, {si}← collectSolutions

Output: {wi}, {si}

The computation of the sub-interval takes place in the solveInterval routine of algorithm 5 and can be used both

in a serial and a parallel implementation. Given a number of sub-intervals N, the original distance between the end-

points of the interval ∆L0 and the start point, previous solution and reference solutions w
ℓ
i
, w
ℓ
i−1

and w
ℓ
i+1

, respectively,

this routine computes a series of solutions of the sub-interval {wℓ+1
k
}k=0,...,N , their distances {dk}

ℓ+1
k=0,...,N−1

and the distances

∆L and δL for error computation. Note that the distance ∆L′ can be computed by taking the sum of the distances.

Algorithm 5 The routine that solves an interval (solveInterval). This routine takes a number of subintervals N, the

desired step length for the total interval, the start point w
ℓ
i
, the previous point w

ℓ
i−1

and the next point w
ℓ
i+1

. It returns the

solutions on the subinterval and the distances between them, respectively {dℓ+1
j
} j=0,...,N−1 and {wℓ+1

j
} j=0,...,N, as well as the

distances ∆L and δL. When the step does not converge, it is a assumed that step size modification takes place and that

the data points are adjusted accordingly.

Input: N,∆L0, w
ℓ
i
, w
ℓ
i−1

, w
ℓ
i+1

1: Initialize output vectors {dℓ+1
k
}k=0,...,N−1, {wℓ+1

k
}k=0,...,N

2: ∆L = ∆L0/N ⊲ Defines the size of the sub-intervals

3: ∆w
ℓ = w

ℓ
i
− w

ℓ
i−1

⊲ Determine previous arc-length step.

4: for k = 0, ...,N − 1 do

5: wk+1 ← step(wk,∆w,∆L) ⊲ Perform the ALM iteration

6: ∆w
ℓ+1
l
= w

ℓ+1
k+1
− w

ℓ+1
k

⊲ Update the solution step

7: dk ← distance(wℓ+1
k+1
,wℓ+1

k
) ⊲ Gets the distance

8: end for

9: δL← distance(wℓ
i+1
,wℓ+1

N
)

10: ∆L← distance(wN ,w0)

Output: {dℓ+1
j
} j=0,...,N−1, {wℓ+1

j
} j=0,...,N, ∆L, δL

12



The solveQueue routine includes the pop, submit and collectSolutions routines. These routines mainly involve

read and write operations for the mappers defined in figure 5, hence only a brief description is provided:

• Q, ID, ∆L, w
ℓ
i
, w
ℓ
i−1
,wℓ

i+1
← pop(Q): Takes the first available interval from the queue Q and returns a job ID, an

interval length ∆L, the start solution w
ℓ
i
, the previous solution w

ℓ
i−1

and the next available solution w
ℓ
i+1

. It also

updates the queue Q internally by removing the current entry.

• Q← submit(ID, {dℓ+1
k
}k=0,...,N−1, {w

ℓ+1
k
}k=0,...,N,∆L, δL,Q): Takes a job ID, the series of solutions {wℓ+1

k
}k=0,...,N and

their distances {dℓ+1
k
}k=0,...,N−1 and the distances ∆L and δL. Using equations (6) to (8), the errors are computed and

solution intervals are added to the queue Q if needed.

• {wi}, {si}← collectSolutions: Based on the underlying mappers, the solutions of all levels are collected into

{wi} and {si}.

Parallel implementation

For the implementation of the APALM, the solveQueue routine is re-defined and communications between workers

and the manager are defined. Firslty, the global solution algorithm for the APALM is defined in algorithm 6. As for

the AALM (see algorithm 1), the initialization is performed in serial by the serialSolve routine and the maps are

initialized, both by the manager process. As soon as the queue Q is established, the queue can be processed in parallel.

Algorithm 6 Global APALM routine (APALM). The APALM first consists of a serial solve of the whole curve length

domain, followed by a parallel evaluation of subintervals. This algorithm is specified for a simple manager-worker

parallelization, more advanced parallelization schemes, e.g. with multiple managers, are easily achieved.

Input: ∆L, I

1: if manager then

2: {wℓ
i
}I
i=0
, {sℓ

i
}I
i=0
← serialSolve(∆L, I)

3: Q ← initializeMap({wℓ
i
}I
i=0
, {sℓ

i
}I
i=0

)

4: else

5: Wait

6: end if

7: if manager then

8: {wℓ
i
}, {sℓ

i
} ← solveQueue(Q)

9: else

10: workerSolve()

11: end if

Output: {wi}, {si}, {ξi}

As seen in algorithm 6, the manager process uses the solveQueue∗ routine to manage the queue Q. This routine is

presented in algorithm 7.
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Algorithm 7 The solveQueue∗ routine, accompanied by the workerSolve routine from algorithm 8 and communica-

tion functions defined in table 1. This routine takes the queue Q and assigns jobs from the queue to the available workers.

Then, while the queue Q is non-empty, data is communicated and to and from the workers and solutions are submitted.

Note that the pop and submit routines are equivalent to the ones in algorithm 4.

Input: Q

1: Initialize a pool of worker processes W = {W j, j = 1, ...,Nworkers}

2: while Q , ∅ and W , ∅ do

3: Q, ID, ∆L, w
ℓ
i
, w
ℓ
i−1

, w
ℓ
i+1
← pop(Q) ⊲ See line 2 of algorithm 4

4: sendStopManager2Worker(false)

5: sendJobManager2Worker(ID,∆L0,w
ℓ
i
,wℓ

i−1
,wℓ

i+1
,W j)

6: Remove Qi from Q and W j from W

7: end while

8: Send jobs to workers when they are available

9: while |W | , Nworkers do

10: W j, ID, {d
ℓ+1
j
} j=0,...,N−1, {w

ℓ+1
j
} j=0,...,N ,∆L, δL← receiveDataWorker2Manager

11: Q← submit(ID, {dℓ+1
j
} j=0,...,N−1, {w

ℓ+1
j
} j=0,...,N ,∆L, δL,Q) ⊲ See line 4 of algorithm 4

12: Add W j to W

13: while Q , ∅ and W , ∅ do

14: Q, ID, ∆L, w
ℓ
i
, w
ℓ
i−1

, w
ℓ
i+1
← pop(Q)

15: sendStopManager2Worker(false)

16: sendJobManager2Worker(ID,∆L0,w
ℓ
i
,wℓ

i−1
,wℓ

i+1
,W j)

17: Remove Qi from Q and W j from W

18: end while

19: end while

20: sendStopManager2All(true)

Output: {wi}, {si}

The worker processes will perform the workerSolve from algorithm 8. This algorithm is very similar to the serial

solveQueue, but the differences include communications of data as well as a stop signal. The latter is broadcasted to all

workers as soon as the queue Q is empty.
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Algorithm 8 Solve routine for a worker (workerSolve). This routine is very similar to algorithm 4, except the addition

of communications to the manager process, which are defined in table 1

Input:

1: Initialize stop = false

2: while true do

3: stop← receiveStopManager2Worker

4: if stop then

5: Break loop

6: end if

7: (ID,∆L0,wi,wi−1,wref)← receiveJobManager2Worker

8: {dℓ+1
k
}k=0,...,N−1, {wℓ+1

k
}k=0,...,N, ∆L, δL← solveInterval(N,∆L0,w

ℓ
i
,wℓ

i−1
,wℓ

i+1
)

9: sendDataWorker2Manager(ID, {d j} j=0,...,N−1, {w j} j=0,...,N ,∆L)

10: end while

Output:

As can be seen in algorithm 7 and algorithm 8, the solveQueue∗ and workerSolve routines rely on process com-

munication. In particular, these communication routines are defined in table 1.

Table 1: Required communications between manager and worker processes for the APALM.

Send/Receive Data Description

sendJobManager2Worker

receiveJobManager2Worker

ID, ∆L0, w
ℓ
i
, w
ℓ
i−1

,wℓ
i+1

Communicates information to perform the com-

putation of an interval between the manager and

the worker processes.

sendDataWorker2Manager

receiveDataWorker2Manager

W j, ID, {dℓ+1
j
} j=0,...,N−1,

{wℓ+1
j
} j=0,...,N, ∆L, δL

Communicates the data resulting from a sub-

interval computation between the manager and

the worker processes. The receive communi-

cation also provides the worker from which the

data is received.

sendStopManager2All

receiveStopManager2Worker

Boolean Communicates a stop signal between the man-

ager and the worker processes.

4.3. Arc-length exploration

To enable multi-branch parallelization of APALM, small modifications are required to the data structure and the

algorithms presented in sections 4.1 and 4.2. The easiest multi-branch parallelization is achieved by identifying branch-

switches only in the serial solve such that the initialization of the APALM can be done across different branches. In

this case, the serial solve is performed on the main branch and any bifurcation point is stored such that a restart can be
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performed from this point, see [9] for details. As soon as such a bifurcation point is identified, a branch switch can be

performed and a new serial solve can be started from that point. As a result, a series of solutions {wi}
I
i=0

is computed

for each branch. Similar to the single-branch case, a data structure and a queue can be initialized using algorithm 3

per branch. Depending on the parallel configuration, the queues Qb, b = 0, ..., nbranches of all branches can be treated

separately by multiple manager processes, or they can be combined into one large queue Q and be handled by one single

manager process. In the latter case, each job will contain also a branch identifier to refer to the corresponding data

structure.

The advantages of the above approach combining multi-branch and within-branch parallelization using the APALM

is that the extension from a single-branch APALM to a multi-branch APALM is straightforward. The disadvantage,

however, is that the identification of bifurcations is only taken into account in the serial solve step, hence any bifurcations

that are identified in the parallel solve will not be taken into account. A remedy would be to rebuild the map and the data

structure on the manager process as soon as a worker process finds a bifurcation point; this requires all active workers to

terminate.

5. Numerical Experiments

In this section, the APALM scheme is demonstrated on a series of benchmark problems. The first two benchmark

problems are structural analysis problems with limit-point instabilities and complex collapsing mechanisms involving

strongly curved solution paths. The third benchmark is a buckling problem, containing a bifurcation with multiple

branches to illustrate the concept of the APALM in a multi-branch setting. All benchmark problems are computed using

isogeometric Kirchhoff-Love shell elements based on the works [23–25]. Furthermore, a scaling test with respect to the

number of workers is performed for all benchmark problems. Here, the communications from table 1 are performed

using the Message Passing Interface (MPI) and within the job serial computations are performed. The computations are

performed on the Delft High Performance Computing Centre (DHPC) [26] with Intel XEON E5-6248R 24C 3.0GHz

nodes with 96GB memory per CPU. The code is made available within the Geometry + Simulation modules [27] li-

brary and instructions for reproduction of the results of this paper can be found on (URL will me made available upon

publication).

5.1. Collapse of a shallow roof

The first benchmark problem involves a shallow roof subject to a point-load in the mid-point. The roof is discretized

with 4 × 4 NURBS elements of degree 3. The roof is composed of a lay-up of composites with material properties as

presented in figure 6, inspired by [28]. It is modelled using isogeometric Kirchhoff-Love shell elements [23] supporting

composite laminates [29]. A Crisfield ALM is used with initial arc-length of 30 and a scaling parameter Ψ = 1. The

tolerance of the APALM is set to εl = εu = 10−2. More geometric, material and load parameters can be found in figure 6.

Reference solutions are obtained using a serial arc-length method with a sufficiently fine increment size.

Figure 7 provides the results of the APALM applied to the collapse of the shallow roof. As can be seen from this
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Γ4

Γ3

Γ2

Γ1A

λP

L

R

θ

Boundary conditions

Γ1, Γ3 ux = uy = uz = 0

Γ2, Γ4 Free

Geometric parameters

L 508 [mm]

R 2540 [mm]

t 6.35 [mm]

θ 10 [rad]

Material parameters

(Saint-Venant Kirchhoff laminate)

E11 3300 [N/mm2]

E22, E33 1100 [N/mm2]

G12, E13 660 [N/mm2]

E23 440 [N/mm2]

ν12, ν13, ν23 0.25 [−]

Lay-up [0/90/0] [◦]

Loads

P 10 [N]

λ variable [-]

Figure 6: Geometry (left) and problem details (right) for the benchmark problem of the collapse of a composite shallow cylindrical roof. The reference

deformations are obtained in the mid-point denoted by A and the load P is scaled by load factor λ and is applied in the same point. The displacements

are fixed in all direction on both sides Γ1 and Γ3 and free on the other boundaries.
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Figure 7: Results of the collapsing roof. The figure on the left indicates the full solution path and the figures on the right depict the insets indicated in

the left figure. The reference and serial solutions are represented by respectively the solid line and the black markers. The solutions computed by the

APALM are indicated per level. The simulation is performed with a tolerance of εl = εu = 10−2 and a increment length of ∆L = 30.

figure, the serial computation provides a coarse estimate of the reference curve. Especially on the first limit point (be-

tween λ × wA ∈ [−15,−8] × [20, 25]) the data is sparse, similar to the collapse itself (see inset in figure 7). The results

of the APALM show that a lot of refinements are needed to represent the collapsing behaviour correctly in the region

of the inset in figure 7. These regions do not necessarily involve extremely curved paths in the axes of figure 7, but the

solutions w are most likely curved in the higher-dimensional solution space.

In order to assess the parallelization of the APALM in this example, the test from figure 7 is performed with an

increasing number of workers. That is, the serial initialization is performed on the manager process after which the

parallel computations are performed on a given number of workers. In figure 8, the parallel computation time for a fixed

number of workers is presented. In addition, the time for serial initialization is given as an average of multiple runs.

From figure 8a, it can be seen that for the run with the same APALM parameters as in figure 7, the parallel evaluation

scales expectedly until 32 workers. Doubling the number of workers further does not increase the parallel processing

time. In addition, it can be seen that with 32 or more workers, the parallel evaluations are about 10% of the time of the

serial initialization. The reason for the stagnation of the parallel processing time is related to the initial length of the

queue of jobs, resulting from the serial initialization phase. In this case, 50 intervals have been initialized, meaning that

the parallel computation phase is initiated with 50 workers maximum. Adding more workers than 50 hardly increases

the scalability of the method. Indeed, looking at figure 8b, populating the initial queueu with more than 600 intervals

yields optimal scalability for up to at least 256 workers. Running the same simulation with 512 cores, however, does

not greatly improve with respect to 256 workers. This can be explained by the fact that for this particulat case, there are

not many jobs resulting from the first jobs that are performed in parallel, meaning that most of the workers are idle after

their first computed interval resulting from the serial intialization. Lastly, as can be seen from both graphs in figure 8, the

difference between a fully serial (i.e. without communications) and a parallel processing with a single worker (i.e. serial
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(a) The serial initialization phase consists of 51 data points, and the parallel corrections consist of 191 data points. The simulation is performed with a tolerance of

εl = εu = 10−2 and a increment length of ∆L = 30, as in figure 10.
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(b) The serial initialization phase consists of 601 data points, and the parallel corrections consist of 2001 data points. The simulation is performed with a tolerance of

εl = εu = 10−4 and a increment length of ∆L = 2.5

Figure 8: Parallel processing times for the collapsing roof. The horizontal axis presents the number of workers, where the 0* indicates a process

without MPI communications and the other numbers represent the number of MPI processes in addition to the main process. The vertical axis on the

left presents the time for parallel processing after the serial initialization phase. The vertical axis on the right provides the average time required for

serial initialization, where the error bar represents the variation of the serial initialization time for all performed runs.

but with communication) is negligible. This shows that the communication overhead is negligible as well. Nevertheless,

the results from figure 8b show that given an available serial approximation, a parallel and adaptive correction can be

performed in a fraction (2.5%) of the serial computation time.

5.2. Collapse of a truncated cone

The second benchmark example is based on [25] and involves the collapsing behaviour of a truncated cone with a

hyperelastic Mooney-Rivlin material model. This benchmark is based on [30] but in the work of [25] the full collapsing

behaviour was revealed using arc-length methods. The geometry, material and load specifications can be found in fig-

ure 9.

The truncated cone is modelled using a quarter geometry using symmetry conditions to represent the axisymmetry
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as used in the original case of [30]. The geometry is modelled with 32 NURBS elements of degree 2 over the height.

Furthemore, an initial arc-length of 0.5 is used and the scaling factor is Ψ = 0. The top boundary Γ2 is free and on

the bottom boundary Γ4 all displacements are fixed. The other boundaries have symmetry boundary conditions. The

governing material model is an incompressible Mooney-Rivlin material model with strain energy density function (with

slight abuse of notation)

Ψ(C) =
c1

2
(I1 − 3) +

c2

2
(I2 − 3) , (18)

with I1 and I2 the first and second invariants of the deformation tensor C = F
⊤

F. More information on the problem

set-up and the material models can be found in [25]. The reference results are obtained from a serial ALM computation

with a sufficiently small increment size.

The results of the collapsing truncated cone problem are presented in figure 10. As seen in this picture, the serial

initialization provides a coarse approximation of the path, but leaves out details, e.g., the rotated “S”-shaped curve in the

inset in figure 10. From the results, it is clear that the APALM focusses its refinement on the curved parts of the path,

and reveals the “S”-shaped curve among other features of the path.

Similar to the collapse of the roof, a scaling analysis of the parallel evaluations is performed. In figure 11 the

processing times of the serial initialization and the parallel correction phase are presented for the collapsing truncated

cone with different APALM parameters. Firstly figure 11a provides the parallel processing times for the parameters as

used to obtain figure 10. As can be seen in this figure, the parallel scaling for 81 intervals stops when using 32 workers

or more. This is explained by the fact that the solution curve of the present example consists of a small number of very

fine regions, which are generally found though a series of newly added jobs in the queue. When the number of intervals

in the serial initialization is increased to 640 intervals, it can be seen that the parallel processing step scales very well. In

this case, the number of jobs in the initial queue is big enough to activate all workers after serial initialization. Also, it is

found that the depth of the adaptive intervals is only 3 levels in contrast to 6 levels in case of figure 10. This means that

the simulation has less dependencies in the queue, increasing the scalability of the parallel processing stage. However, it

should be noted that in that case, the need for adaptivity is less.

5.3. Strip buckling

As a last example, a benchmark problem involving a bifurcation is presented. The problem consists of a flat strip

that is clamped on one edge and free on all the other, with an in-plane compressive load applied on the free end opposite

to the clamped edge, see figure 12 for the problem set-up and [31] for the reference results. The ALM that is used is a

Crisfield method with Ψ = 0, with a pre-buckling arc-length of 5 · 10−5, a post-buckling arc-length of 5 and a tolerance

of the APALM of εl = εu = 10−3. The serial ALM is equipped with an extension for the computation of singular points

[5], see [32] for more details on this implementation. Using these methods, an initially flat strip is compressed until the

bifurcation point has been computed. As soon as the strip becomes unstable, the bifurcation point is computed and a

branch switch is performed, marking the transition between the pre-buckling and post-buckling branches.
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Figure 9: Geometry (left) and problem details (right) for the benchmark problem of the collapsing truncated cone. The cone is modelled by using a

quarter of the geometry, using symmetry conditions. The displacements are fixed in all direction on the bottom boundary and the cone and the top

boundary is subject to a line load.
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Figure 10: Results of the collapsing truncated cone. The figure on the left depicts the full solution path and the figure on the right depicts the inset

indicated in the left figure. The reference and serial solutions are represented by respectively the solid line and the black markers. The solutions

computed by the APALM are indicated per level. The simulation is performed with a tolerance εl = εu = 10−2 and a increment length of ∆L = 0.5.

The results for the buckled strip are presented in figure 13. In this figure, the non-dimensional horizontal and vertical

displacements of the end-point are plotted with respect to the non-dimensional applied load. In the plots, the pre- and

post-buckling branches are plotted separately for clarity, but the branches should obviously be connected at the bifur-

cation point. As can be seen from the results, a rather coarse serial approximation of the post-buckling branch gives

a good starting point for a multi-level approximation of the curve, providing additional detail in the sharp corner in

W/L ∈ [0.7, 0.8]. In addition, it can be seen that the pre-buckling branch requires no more levels than the first, as the

behaviour there is just a linear axial compression, hence the solution path is straight.

In figure 14, the parallel processing time and the serial initializaion time is provided for the buckled strip. From

these figures, similar conclusions as from the previous two examples can be drawn. That is, the parallel scalability

improves when increasing the initial number of intervals. In this case, the parallel processing time scales very well until

16 workers, although the initialization only consists of 7 intervals. This is due to the fact that the difference in the number

of intervals between the serial initialization and the parallel correction for the post-buckling is relatively large, meaning

that the adaptivity algorithm provides a large number of jobs. Furthermore, it can be seen that the scalability of the

parallel stage of the APALM is not affected by the bifurcation problem. This is due to the fact that the worker processes

are not limited to a single branch, but they compute jobs on all branches.

6. Conclusions and outlook

In this paper, an Adaptive Parallel Arc-Length Method (APALM) is presented. Contrary to existing parallel im-

plementations of the Arc-Length Method (ALM), the present method provides a within-branch parallelization, hence

provides scalable parallelization independent of the physics of the problem, i.e. the number of branches. The method

employs a multi-level approach, where parallelization is started after a serial initialization phase. Then, given the sub-
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(a) The serial initialization phase consists of 82 data points, and the parallel corrections consist of 264 data points. The simulation is performed with a tolerance εl = εu =

10−2 and a step length of ∆L = 0.5, as in figure 10.
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(b) The serial initialization phase consists of 641 data points, and the parallel corrections consist of 2001 data points. The simulation is performed with a tolerance

εl = εu = 10−4 and a step length of ∆L = 6.25 · 10−2 .

Figure 11: Parallel processing times for the collapsing truncated cone. The horizontal axis presents the number of workers, where the 0* indicates a

process without MPI communications and the other numbers represent the number of MPI processes in addition to the main process. The vertical axis

on the left presents the time for parallel processing after the serial initialization phase. The vertical axis on the right provides the average time required

for serial initialization, where the error bar represents the variation of the serial initialization time for all performed runs.
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Figure 12: Geometry (left) and problem details (right) for the buckling of a strip subject to a horizontal load. One end of the strip is fully fixed

(displacements and rotations) and the other end is free but subject to an in-plane compressive load.
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(a) Non-dimensional out-of-plane displacement of the beam with respect to

the non-dimesional buckling load.
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(b) Non-dimensional in-of-plane displacement (length direction) of the beam

with respect to the non-dimesional buckling load.

Figure 13: Results of the buckling of a clamped strip. The left figure provides the out-of-plane displacement of the free end with respect to the non-

dimensional load 4PL2/π2EI and the right figure represents the horizontal displacement of the free end with respect to the same non-dimensional load.

In both figures, buckling occurs when 4PL2/π2EI = 1 and the axes are split on this point to make the pre- and post-buckling branches both visible.

The simulation is performed with a tolerance εl = εu = 10−3 and a step length of ∆L = 5 · 10−5 (pre-buckling) and ∆L = 5 (post-buckling).

intervals provided by the serial computation, computations with finer arc-lengths can be performed and evaluated using

suitable error measures; marking intervals for further refinement when needed. Given a basic step function and distance

computation, the present paper provides all algorithms necessary for implementing the APALM with a manager-worker

parallelization.

The implementation of the APALM is evaluated using three benchmark problems. The first problem involves the col-

lapse of a composite shallow cylindrical shell. The second problem involves the collapse of a truncated conical rubber

shell and the third example involves a bifurcation problem of a strip subject to an in-plane load. In all examples, it can be

observed that the APALM provides an accurate description of the reference solution, given a (sufficiently) coarse serial

initialization of the curve. Through refinement, the APALM provides refinements (hence details in the solution) typically

on sharp corners in the load-displacement diagrams. In addition, the bifurcation example also shows that the APALM

is able to work within an exploration scheme for bifurcations. Lastly, all benchmark problems have been evaluated on

their scalability within the parallel evaluation stage following the serial initialization. From these experiments, it can be

concluded that the parallel processing time of the APALM decreases with the number of workers when the number of

intervals from serial initialization is greater or equal to the number of workers, or in cases when there is strong adaptivity

resulting from the APALM. Only the former provides a rule of thumb to select a number of workers since it is known a

priori. Furthermore, it can be seen that the parallel processing time scales well for a low number of workers, meaning

that the method is already beneficial on desktop scale. In general, the parallelization of the APALM can be improved by
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(a) The serial initialization phase consists of 4 data points in the pre-buckling branch and 5 data points in the post-buckling branch. The parallel corrections consist of 6

data points in the pre-buckling branch and 88 data points in the post-buckling branch. The simulation is performed with a tolerance of εl = εu = 10−3 and a step length of

∆L = 5 · 10−5 (pre-buckling) and ∆L = 5 (post-buckling), as in figure 13b.
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(b) The serial initialization phase consists of 252 data points in the pre-buckling branch and 334 data points in the post-buckling branch. The parallel corrections consist of

502 data points in the pre-buckling branch and 1498 data points in the post-buckling branch. The simulation is performed with a tolerance of εl = εu = 10−5 and a step

length of ∆L = 5 · 10−7 (pre-buckling) and ∆L = 5 · 10−2 (post-buckling).

Figure 14: Parallel processing times for the strip buckling example. The horizontal axis presents the number of workers, where the 0* indicates a

process without MPI communications and the other numbers represent the number of MPI processes in addition to the main process. The vertical axis

on the left presents the time for parallel processing after the serial initialization phase. The vertical axis on the right provides the average time required

for serial initialization, where the error bar represents the variation of the serial initialization time for all performed runs.

26



using dynamic load balancing within OpenMP.

As the APALM enables parallelization in the arc-length domain, future applications of this method include quasi-

static computations for solid and fluid-dynamics among other problems, especially the ones with a large number of load

steps. Therefore, future works with this method include automatic exploration of solution spaces, e.g., following the

work of [8, 9], or applicatons with large numbers of degrees of freedom, for instance with phase-field models for fracture

mechanics [33]. Other future work includes combining the APALM with a spatial refinement scheme, to enable space-

quasi-time refinements. Lastly, MPI scalability and distribution of cores per worker are topics to investigate for different

applications.
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[15] M. Ritto-Corrêa, D. Camotim, On the arc-length and other quadratic control methods: Established, less known and new implementation proce-

dures, Computers and Structures 86 (2008) 1353–1368.
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