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Abstract A new relaxation approach is proposed which allows for the description of
stress- and strain-softening at finite strains. The model is based on the construction of a
convex hull replacing the originally non-convex incremental stress potential which in turn
represents damage in terms of the classical (1 − D) approach. This convex hull is given
as the linear convex combination of weakly and strongly damaged phases and thus, it rep-
resents the homogenization of a microstructure bifurcated in the two phases. As a result
thereof, damage evolves in the convexified regime mainly by an increasing volume fraction
of the strongly damaged phase. In contrast to previous relaxed incremental formulations
in Gürses and Miehe [16] and Balzani and Ortiz [2], where the convex hull has been kept
fixated after construction, here, the strongly damaged phase is allowed to elastically unload
upon further loading. At the same time, its volume fraction increases nonlinearly within
the convexified regime. Thus, strain-softening in the sense of a decreasing stress with in-
creasing strain can be modeled. The major advantage of the proposed approach is that
it ensures mesh-independent structural simulations without the requirement of additional
length-scale related parameters or nonlocal quantities, which simplifies an implementation
using classical material subroutine interfaces. In this paper, focus is on the relaxation of
one-dimensional models for fiber damage which are combined with a microsphere approach
to allow for the description of three-dimensional fiber dispersions appearing in fibrous ma-
terials such as soft biological tissues. Several numerical examples are analyzed to show the
overall response of the model and the mesh-independence of resulting structural calcula-
tions.

Keywords: Continuum Damage Mechanics, Relaxation, Strain Softening, Homogenization

1 Introduction

The phenomenological, macroscopic description of microscopic damage requires two primary ef-
fects to be modeled, namely, stress-softening and strain-softening. The prior, also known as the
Mullin’s effect, leads to a reduced stiffness with increasing loads and thus, a lowered stress-strain
curve. If this reduced stiffness reaches an intensity where stresses start to decrease with increasing
strains, then the response is referred to as strain-softening. The challenging task is to formulate
models that can capture both effects, as well as providing a well posed behavior. Often, models
agreeing well with experiments can be formulated, however, obtaining a well posed behavior is
rather difficult. Especially the strain–softening case possesses problematic mathematical struc-
tures if an incremental variational framework is used. This framework presented by a series of
papers [17, 32, 31, 8, 29] considers formulations for dissipative materials and constructs thermo-
dynamically consistent potentials, which are pseudo-elastic in each incremental step. However,
if the underlying generalized energy density of the potential is non-convex, which is needed in
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order to describe strain-softening in a single increment, the solution of discretized boundary value
problems becomes dependent on the discretization. In case of finite element discretization, the
solution becomes dependent on the number and arrangement of the finite elements which is re-
ferred to as mesh-dependency. Different techniques exists to overcome this mesh dependency.
Gradient enhanced formulations and non-local material models have been proposed to provide
a remedy to the ill posed behavior, see e.g. [40, 39, 19, 34] and references therein. These non-
local formulations introduce a length-scale parameter which is hard to identify and which has
numerical as well as physical constraints. The direct description of the micromechanical effects
that describe the damage behavior at the macroscale shows similar problems. As stated in Git-
man et al. [14], there exists no representative volume element to describe strain-softening. Other
publications, e.g., Liang et al. [25], where a scaled damage law has been used to overcome the
problem, observed the same.

Recently, a rather new modeling approach has been presented in Görthofer et al. [15], that yields a
priori a convex formulation. There, damage has been described by a compliance tensor, however,
the approach is so far restricted to a pure stress-softening description, which is referred to as
hardening in the original publication. Another approach in handling the non-convexity and thus,
the mesh dependency of the formulation, is to use relaxation, which will be the focus of this
paper. Within the relaxation framework an originally non-convex formulation is replaced by a
(semi)convex envelope. Here, (semi)convex envelope denotes the largest (semi)convex function
below the original function. The attractiveness of this regularization approach lies in the fact
that no additional parameters are introduced to the model. Another advantageous property of
relaxation is that in specific cases homogenized microstructures are described by the (semi)convex
envelope. In Schwarz et al. [37] the procedure has been flipped, meaning, that the microstructures
are described (emulated) and based on them, a (semi)convex hull is formulated. The desirable
properties of relaxation theory lead to applications in the continuum mechanical context, see
e.g. Lambrecht et al. [24] for application in small strain plasticity and Bartels et al. [4] for
application in large strain plasticity, where the classical route is pursued, i.e. formulation of the
(semi)convex hull and homogenized microstructures as a byproduct. Within continuum damage
mechanics, Gürses and Miehe [16] used relaxation for the small strain setting and Balzani and
Ortiz [2] in the finite strain setting. However, relaxation needs the (semi)convex envelope of
the non-convex potential and this can be a sophisticated task to solve, especially in the finite
strain setting. Due to certain simplifications, [16] reported that the convex hull can be computed
offline, i.e. before the finite element simulation starts. In contrast to this, [2] solved a multi-
modal optimization problem with a multistart Newton, leading to a rather expensive material
law formulation with a strong sensitivity with respect to the obtained minimum. In Schmidt and
Balzani [36] the multistart strategy was enhanced by choosing the multistart points based on an
evolution strategy. Since both contributions can not guarantee to find the global minimum, a
new, adaptive, discrete approach has been presented in Köhler et al. [22] to construct the convex
hull, which is based on a variation of Graham’s scan [9, Sec 33.3]. Within the variational context
it was written down in Bartels [3, Remark 9.9 (ii)] The new procedure guarantees to find the
convex hull of a discretized one-dimensional potential and is orders of magnitudes faster. Note
that the discretized convex envelope only corresponds in the limit to the analytic convex envelope.
It appears that the approaches presented in Schwarz et al. [37] and Köhler et al. [22] are the first
relaxed formulations to allow for the description of strain-softening. Whereas the first is based
on significant simplifications at the microstructural level, the second incorporates fiber failure as
the driving mechanism for strain-softening. Resulting from the associated discontinuities, quite
expensive numerical quadrature is required in the microsphere approach proposed there to obtain
a suitable macroscopic response.

In the approach proposed in this paper, we follow a different strategy. Instead of fixating the
convex hull for all following incremental steps, here, we allow for an updated convexification. This
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repeated convexification is made feasible by the computational savings of the algorithmic approach
in Köhler et al. [22]. As will be shown, the strongly damaged phase elastically unloads upon
damage evolution and a nonlinear evolution of the phase fraction of the strongly damaged phase
is observed. This leads to the desired strain-softening at the macroscale while ensuring convexity
in the incremental problems and thus, rendering finite element calculations mesh-independent.

This contribution is structured as follows: In section 2 the incremental variational framework
of continuum damage mechanics and its relaxation from [2] is briefly recapitulated. The next
section 3 covers the novel model which considers relaxation in each incremental step in order
to describe strain-softening. In section 4, applications and examples are presented in order to
show the mesh independence of the new model. Here, the model is tested in the one-dimensional,
two-dimensional plane strain, and three-dimensional case, where the higher-dimensional response
is obtained by integrating the one-dimensional material law over the unit sphere. Section 5
concludes the paper and states potential future topics.

2 Mathematical Framework for Damage

The physical body of interest B is parameterized inX, which corresponds to the reference config-
uration of the body. In each time instance t ∈ R+, a deformation ϕt : B → Bt maps the reference
to the actual (current, deformed) configuration of the body Bt ⊂ R3. Here, the actual config-
uration is parameterized in x ∈ Bt. The deformation gradient F defines important kinematic
quantities and is defined by F (X) = Gradϕt(X). The material frame indifference is an essential
continuum mechanical principle that can be fulfilled automatically if strain energy densities ψ
depend on the right Cauchy-Green tensor C, i.e.

ψ ··= ψ(C) with C = F TF . (1)

The strain energy density is often formulated in terms of the invariants of C, i.e. I1 = trC, I2 =
tr[CofC], I3 = detC, such that ψ ··= ψ (I1, I2, I3). Within the scalar valued phenomenological
approach of continuum damage mechanics, the strain energy density is defined as

ψ(C, β) = (1−D(β))ψ0(C), (2)

yielding the so-called (1−D) approach, where D is a scalar-valued damage function. This model
goes back to Kachanov [20], see Murakami [30, section 2.1.1] for historic details. The dam-
age function D(β) depends on an internal variable β describing damage-related microstructure
changes and is considered to be a quantity defined in terms of the thermodynamic force. Eval-
uating the reduced Clausius-Duhem inequality for isothermal processes and application of the
standard argument of rational continuum mechanics leads to the dissipation potential

φ ··= ψ0Ḋ ≥ 0 (3)

The discontinuous damage approach in the sense of Miehe [26] is considered here where the
internal variable and the damage function are

β ··= max
s≤t

[
ψ0(C)

]
and D(β) = D∞

[
1− exp

(−β
D0

)]
, (4)

respectively. Here, D∞ and D0 denote the maximum possible damage and damage saturation
parameter, respectively, which are material dependent parameters.
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2.1 Incremental Formulation

An incremental variational formulation for finite strain continuum damage mechanics has been
derived and discussed in detail in [2], which is now briefly recapitulated. In order to obtain a po-
tential which is pseudo-elastic for discrete time increments, the incremental variational framework
is employed. Hence, the incremental stress potential

W (Fk+1) = inf
βk+1

[W(Fk+1, βk+1)] where W(Fk+1, βk+1) =

∫ tk+1

tk

ψ̇ + φ dt (5)

is considered such that the internal variable is updated via βk+1 = arg minW. In the case where
damage evolves, the internal variable results in βk+1 = ψ0(Fk+1) and it remains constant other-
wise. Following [2], the incremental stress potential W (Fk+1), also often referred to as condensed
or reduced energy, can be analytically derived as follows

W (F ) = ψ(F , D)− ψ(Fk, Dk) + βD − βkDk −D +Dk. (6)

The idea of pointwise minimization that yields a per incremental step pseudo-elastic potential
goes back to a series of paper, see e.g., [17, 32, 31, 8, 29]. Here, the abbreviations F ··= Fk+1, D ··=
D(βk+1), Dk ··= D(βk), D ··= D(βk+1), and Dk ··= D(βk) are introduced, where (·) denotes the
anti derivative. Note that the subscript (·)k+1 is skipped in the following. Now, the principle of
minimum potential energy can be employed

inf
ϕ

[
Π(ϕ)|ϕ = ϕ̂ on ∂Bϕ, t = t̂ on ∂Bσ

]
with Π(ϕ) ··=

∫
B
W (F (ϕ)) dV + Πext(t(ϕ)) (7)

to obtain the displacement field u = x −X. This minimization principle can be recast by a
vanishing first variation which yields in the total Lagrangian setting∫

B
P : Gradδu dV −

∫
∂Bσ

t̂ · δu dS = 0. (8)

Herein, the first Piola-Kirchhoff stresses P and the associated tangent moduli A are

P =
∂W (F )

∂F
A =

∂P

∂F
=
∂2W (F )

∂F ∂F
. (9)

The physical Cauchy stresses can be computed by σ = J−1PFT. Discretizing the problem with
finite elements leads to an ill-posed behavior due to the properties of W (F ). The incremental
stress potential lacks (semi)convexity properties and thus, multiple stationary points exist. In
order to obtain a well-posed response, the problem is now relaxed.

2.2 Relaxation

Relaxation replaces the non-convex potential W (F ) by its (semi)convex envelope. In [16] and [2]
relaxed incremental variational formulations for damage were derived in the small and finite strain
setting, respectively. Within both publications, the one-dimensional relaxation was examined as
well as in this contribution. Thus, W (F ) is now restricted to the one-dimensional case W (F ),
where all semiconvex notions (quasiconvexity, rank-one convexity, polyconvexity) coincide with
convexity. A function W (F ) is said to be convex if

W (ξF+ + (1− ξ)F−) ≤ ξW (F+) + (1− ξ)W (F−) with ξ ∈ (0, 1) and F+ 6= F−, (10)

which can be expressed in terms of the first derivative, if W (F ) is sufficiently regular (which is
the case for continuum damage mechanics), i.e.,(

W ′(F+)−W ′(F−)
)

(F+ − F−) ≥ 0. (11)
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Here, the points F+ and F− denote two arbitrary points whose linear connection must lie above
or on the function values of W (F ∗) at F ∗ = ξF+ + (1− ξ)F−. The convex envelope WC(F ) of
W (F ) is now defined as the largest convex function below W (F ). This can be mathematically
expressed as

WC(F ) = inf
ξ,d

[
W (F, d, ξ)

]
with W = ξW (F+) + (1− ξ)W (F−), (12)

where F+ and F− are the supporting points of the convexified regime. They correspond to the
lowest linear connection of two function values of W (F ), i.e.,

F ··= ξF+ + (1− ξ)F−, where

{
F+ ··= F (1 + (1− ξ)d),

F− ··= F (1− ξd).
(13)

The parameter ξ denotes a volume fraction that states how much a given F attains the value F+

and F−, respectively. Further, the parameter d corresponds mathematically to a distance between
F+ and F− and physically to a microscopic bifurcation intensity. The points F+ and F− turn out
to be minimizers of the original problem between which the given deformation gradient F tends
to oscillate. These points describe microstructures consisting of a weakly and strongly damaged
phase with associated internal variables β+ and β−, respectively. This means that instead of a
continuous evolution of damage throughout the material, as described by the original model, the
relaxed model considers the nucleation of a microstructure when reaching F− and an increase of
the fraction of the strongly damaged phase upon damage evolution. For in-depth mathematical
details about the description of microstructures within relaxation, we refer the interested reader
to [33, Chapter 4],[3, Chapter 9],[23, Section 6].

3 Evolving Relaxed Formulation for Damage

To motivate the approach proposed here, it is reasonable to reconsider the relaxed model and
its microscopic interpretation in more detail. In fact, the convexification described above is valid
for each incremental step separately, since W (F ) changes in each increment. In general, this
happens due to the minimization (condensation, reduction) of the generalized energy density
W(F, β) w.r.t. β, which is performed in each incremental step. So far, in the context of damage,
the weakly and strongly damaged phases, which were identified whenever a loss of convexity is
found first, were kept fixated. This means that the deformation states F− and F+ as well as the
associated damage states were frozen for subsequent incremental steps. The according microscopic
interpretation is that damage evolution happens purely as a result from the increasing volume
fraction of the strongly damaged phase, not an evolution of the states of the phases ifself. This
procedure is convenient as the convexification has only to be performed until the loss of convexity
is reached. However, due to the simple linear convex combination of the fixated phase states,
strain softening can not be described. This has been a major shortcoming of previous relaxation
schemes for damage. Therefore, it is reasonable to allow for some evolution within the phase states
themselves and to reconvexify the energy in subsequent incremental steps. This will be the core
idea of the approach presented here. In fact, it has been an open research question for quite some
time how to proceed with subsequent incremental steps. A series of paper raised the question
how to formulate the subsequent time steps, e.g. Bartels et al. [4, section 10.4]. Mathematical
details about this can be found in Mielke [28] and mechanical applications in Hackl et al. [18]
and Kochmann and Hackl [21]. The aforementioned contributions share the thought, that the
dissipation potential is reformulated in terms of a metric between two probability distributions.
The metric measures the transport from one statistical measure to another, where the measure
is a byproduct of relaxation. Within relaxation methods, the points F+ and F− form the two
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Figure 1: Development of the incremental stress potential W (F ) vs. internal variable β for different
point-wise condensed states.

point masses of Dirac delta distributions δF− , δF+ , such that

Ξ = ξδF+ + (1− ξ)δF− and 〈Ξ, g〉 = ξg
(
F+
)

+ (1− ξ)g
(
F−
)
, (14)

where 〈Ξ, ·〉 is the action of Ξ on a continuous function g. Here, Ξ is a gradient Young measure
(GYM), denoted as Ξ ∈ GYM, fulfilling the following properties [3, Page 268]

〈Ξ, 1〉 = 1, 〈Ξ, Id〉 = F and, 〈Ξ, g〉 =
1

Vol (Brep)

∫
Brep

g(F ) dV, (15)

where Id and Brep denote the identity mapping and a representative microscopic subdomain of
the body, respectively. Now, according to [28, 18, 21], the dissipation potential φ ··= φ

(
β, β̇

)
is

replaced by
φ ··= φ?

(
ξ, ξ̇, β±, ˙β±

)
, (16)

such that the transition from Ξk to Ξ is minimal. As stated in [18], Francfort and Garroni [11]
used the Wasserstein distance for this purpose within a relaxed damage formulation, see section
5.2 in the mentioned publication.

In the present contribution, a rather damaged-phase centric perspective is used in order to model
the subsequent incremental steps. Due to recent contributions in Köhler et al. [22], the con-
struction of the convex envelope has been significantly accelerated, which opens the possibility
to construct a new convex hull in each incremental step. Hence, the incremental stress poten-
tialW (F ) is reconvexified. The modeling task consists of setting the internal variable β as well as
the properties of Ξ that describe the gradient Young measure, i.e. F−, F+, β−, β+. In Figure 1,
the incremental stress potentialW (F ) for a neo-Hookean material is plotted for different states of
β and their associated incremental steps, respectively. Accumulating the behavior over the incre-
mental steps, it can be seen that the non-convex behavior decreases and eventually approaches a
convex behavior again. This point, where no non-convex behavior is left, marks the state which
is mathematically fixated by the material parameter D∞ corresponding to the internal variable
state β∞, which is in line with a predefined maximally reachable damage state. As soon as the
relaxed regime is entered, the weakly damaged phase with deformation gradient F− < F and
strongly damaged phase with F+ > F exists. Ideally, the modeling task is to keep the internal
variables β± fixated, such that ξ allows for an interpretation in terms of damaged state, as well as
fulfilling the irreversibility properties of equation (3). This implies that the deformation gradient
of the weakly damaged phase F− is restricted to stay constant, otherwise the internal variable
β− would not correspond to F−. In the novel formulation, the convex hull is constructed in each
incremental step. Then, it is checked whether or not the relaxed regime is entered, if that is the
case, the deformation gradients F− and F+ of the microstructures as well as β+ and β− are set.
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Input: Deformation Gradient F , history variables βk, β+k , β
−
k , F

−
k , F

+
k , ξk, dk, Pk,Ak,

history bool first

1. Initialize return variables P,A

2. Get F−, F+ from construction of convex envelope WC according to Algorithm 1 of [22]

3. Check if fully damaged state is reached or material still in relaxed regime
If βk < β+k or |F+ − F−| < tol if material not in D∞ damaged state

If WC(F ) ≤W (F ) relaxed zone

If first then F− = F−k enforce constant weakly phase

compute current volume fraction ξ = (F − F−)/(F+ − F−)

compute current micro bifurcation intensity d = (F+ − F−)/F

define ψ = ψ(F ), ψ+ = ψ(F+), ψ− = ψ(F−), β, β+, β−

compute first and second derivative P = ∂FW
C ,A = ∂2FFW

C via
automatic differentiation or closed forms in [2]
first = false

Else convex zone

define ψ = ψ(F ), β, β+ = β, β− = β

compute first and second derivative P = ∂FW,A = ∂2FFW

first = true
ξ = ξk, d = dk

Else

P = Pk,A = Ak

4. set history variables βk = β, β+k = β+, β−k = β−, F−k = F−, F+
k = F+, ξk = ξ, dk = d

5. return P,A

Box 1: Material routine of the novel reconvexified model

The internal variable β can be set by the associated F which is obtained by finding the equilibrium
of the relaxed incremental stress potential. Now, in the following subsequent relaxation steps,
the convexification is repeated, however, only F+ is allowed to evolve. Interestingly, this model
changes the point mass δF+ over time, but the associated β+ remains constant without enforcing
it. Note that the constant β+ is a result of the mathematical structure of the incremental stress
potential which marks the asymptotic limit of the damage function. Thus, only a constant β−

and F− need to be enforced explicitly. In Box 1 an algorithm describing the material routine is
given. Note that within the material routine Box 1, the inner boxes do not correspond to loops.
They are only meant to highlight the important parts of the implementation. The volume frac-
tion ξ evolves now nonlinearly, which is in contrast to [16, 2]. In both mentioned publications it
has been reported that the volume fraction evolves linearly w.r.t. a linearly growing deformation
gradient F .
A conceptual sketch of the model is given in Figure 2, where a specific scenario is depicted as
example. The left-hand side of the figure visualizes the mixture of the material according to
the volume fraction ξ. Both phases can be associated with a corresponding β and thus, a cor-
responding D. The right-hand side of the picture shows the associated values which, together
with ξ, form the entities needed for Ξ. All displayed values in this figure correspond to an actual
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F− = 1.078
β− = 0.003

F+ = 12.659
β+ = 54.541

Deformation Gradient F = 2.2

at β = 0.566

ξ = 0.09

F− = 1.078
β− = 0.003

F+ = 8.983
β+ = 54.541

Deformation Gradient F = 2.8

at β = 1.195

ξ = 0.22

Figure 2: Conceptual sketch of the evolving microstructures. Note that the microstructural internal
variables β± and weakly damaged phase deformation gradient F− stay constant, while F+ can evolve
over time.

one-dimensional simulation of a neo-Hookean material. Note that even though the deformation
gradient F+ decreases, the strongly damaged phase has a larger phase fraction at F = 2.8 than
at F = 2.2. Physically, this model describes distinct features that enhance the model of [16, 2].
On the one hand, the volume fraction ξ increases non-linearly and thus, more damaged phase
is inserted into the mixture. On the other hand, due to decreasing F+ and constant β+, the
strongly damaged phase unloads elastically. Since the microstructure mixture increases the frac-
tion of strongly damaged phase constituents, more damaged nuclei are described that need to
deform less compared to fewer damaged nuclei. These effects lead mathematically to a decrease
of the convex hull slope and hence, enables strain softening based on variational modeling. Note
that irreversibility, i.e. monotonicity of equation (3) is guaranteed. Only one value of the GYM
changes in this model and thus, it is likely that a certain minimal transition distance is described.
However, this is an open mathematical research question. The incremental stress potential evo-
lution, as shown in Figure 1 showcases that eventually the function becomes convex again. In
fact, after reaching the D∞ and β∞ state, respectively, only the effective energies ψ0 are active
in equation (6). Thus, the (1 − D) model looses its physical meaning, since the fully damaged
state is described after which a growth condition of ψ0 may increase the function value and its
derivatives rapidly. Therefore, the new proposed model checks for this state and sets the stresses
and tangents constant, such that remaining stresses and tangents are remaining stresses left in
the fully damaged state. Note that this is a feature accounting for the often considered numerical
demand for robustness that D should never really become equal to one. In the following sections,
application of this model to one-dimensional, two-dimensional, and three-dimensional simulations
is shown, including mesh dependence tests and curve fitting to experimental data.

4 Applications and Numerical Examples

In this section, the novel model is tested in one-dimensional, two-dimensional plane strain, and
three-dimensional simulations, where the two- and three-dimensional response is obtained by a
microsphere approach. First, the general behavior of the one-dimensional model is examined.
Then the model is adjusted to experimental data to show its applicability to real materials,
and finally the model is tested in terms of mesh dependence in four distinct setups. All imple-
mentations are realized by means of the finite element toolbox Ferrite.jl [7] based on the Julia
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Figure 3: Cauchy stress vs. deformation gradient of reconvexified model using neo-Hooke energy density
(top), evolution of volume fraction ξ (bottom left), and microbifurcation intensity d (bottom right).
Significant strain-softening as well as a non-linear behavior of ξ can be observed.

programming language [6].

4.1 One-dimensional Numerical Analysis of Reconvexified Model

In the previous section, it was mentioned how the variational modeling leads to two unique fea-
tures of the new reconvexified formulation. The non-linear evolution of ξ as well as the decreasing
slope of the convex hull was stated which will be demonstrated in the following. To this end, the
neo-Hookean effective energy ψ0

ψ0
NH(C) ··=

µ

2
(I1 − 3)− µ ln(J) +

λ

2
ln(J)2, (17)

with J =
√
I3, is considered. For the one-dimensional case we define F = diag[F, 1, 1], where F

denotes the contribution of the deformation gradient in the axis of the one-dimensional problem.
The material response is visualized in Figure 3 for the material parameters λ = 0.0, µ = 0.5, D0 =
0.5, and D∞ = 0.99. Note that λ, µ, and D0 share the same units of energy density, D∞ is
unitless. Specifically, the Cauchy stress in the same unit as the material parameters is plotted
versus the deformation gradient for all incremental steps in Figure 1 (top). As can be seen, the
stress increases in the first incremental steps while undergoing regular damage evolution until
the relaxed regime is entered. There, the stress shows the desired strain softening, which can
be observed by the incrementally decreasing slope of the subsequent WC(F ) after convexifying
W (F ). Remember that W (F ) changes due to the repeated minimization of W(F, β) w.r.t. β
and associated convexification in every incremental step. In this part of the figure, at around
F = 4.1, the fully damaged state is reached and thus, the stress remains constant. At the bottom
of the figure, the evolution of the volume fraction ξ as well as the microbifurcation intensity d
is plotted. The non-linear evolution of ξ can be seen, which is in contrast to the linear response
from [16, 2]. In this plot, the irreversibility of the evolution ξ can be observed as well. On the
other hand, the evolution of microbifurcation intensity d shows a similar behavior as in [2].
Since the regime which does not require relaxation is rather small in the neo-Hookean case, a
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1 1.2 1.4

0
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σ

1 1.2 1.4

0

0.5

1

ξ

1 1.2 1.4

0

0.15

0.3

d

Deformation Gradient F

Figure 4: Cauchy stress vs. deformation gradient of reconvexified model using Yeoh energy density (top),
evolution of volume fraction ξ (bottom left) and microbifurcation intensity d (bottom right). Note the
larger regime of regular damage evolution until approximately F = 1.18 and subsequent strain-softening
due to the reconvexified model.

Yeoh-type material is tested as well. The effective strain energy density ψ0 is defined as

ψ0
Yeoh(C) ··= c1

(
I1I
−1/3
3 − 3

)
+ c2

(
I1I
−1/3
3 − 3

)2
+ c3

(
I1I
−1/3
3 − 3

)3
. (18)

Here, the material parameters were chosen to c1 = 6.0, c2 = 1.0, c3 = 900, D0 = 1.0, and
D∞ = 0.99. The parameters c1, c2, c3, and D0 share the same energy density units as the
stress. In Figure 4, the material response in terms of a σ–F plot as well as the evolution of the
microstructural variables ξ and d is shown. Again, the distinct features of the novel model can
be seen in the microstructural variables, but more importantly, the stresses evolve as observed
in soft materials. A relatively large unrelaxed regime until approximately F = 1.18 can be seen,
where regular damage evolution takes place, after which the reconvexified model is activated. In
the relaxed regime, a gradual reduction of the stress with increasing strain, i.e. strain softening,
can be observed. The practically more relevant behavior obtained for the Yeoh energy motivates
to fit the model to real experimental data of soft materials as e.g., soft biological tissues to check
if also real materials can be well represented.

4.1.1 Adjustment to Experiments The practical relevance of the proposed model is
tested by fitting the parameters to real experimental data. The Yeoh effective energy ψ0

Yeoh is
used. Thus, the model contains 5 independent material parameters, which need to be adjusted,
i.e. D0, D∞ (cf. equation (4)), c1, c2, and c3 (cf. equation (18)). Data from Raghavan et al. [35]
for the mechanical response of tissue samples taken from an abdominal aortic aneurysm (AAA)
is transferred by reading from the figures of the aforementioned publication, since no formatted
text based data is publicly available. Then the material parameters were changed by hand until a
reasonable agreement of the model response and the experiment was achieved. Here, hand fitting
was chosen to show that a realistic response can be obtained even without applying a sophisticated
parameter optimization scheme. However, if such an automated procedure is desired, additional
constraints addressing an appropriate convexification grid for changing material parameter values
need to be incorporated in the optimization scheme. This is due to the fact that a change in
the parameters also results in a change of the relaxed regime. However, already a fit by hand
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D0 D∞ c1 c2 c3
12.5 0.88 50 200 20000

Table 1: Material parameters ob-
tained from handfitting.
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Figure 5: Comparison in terms of stress vs. strain of reconvexi-
fied model response using handfitted parameters with experimental
data for tissue sample from abdominal aortic aneurysm from [35].
As can be seen, the agreement is already reasonable.

shows a reasonable agreement of the model response with the experimental data, as can be seen
in Figure 5. The obtained parameters are given in Table 1. Admittedly, the material parameter
values are debatable as well as the rather high remaining stress of the D∞ state beginning at
approximately ε = 0.32. However, the results show that in principle the proposed approach is
capable of showing the strain softening behavior of soft biological tissues.

4.1.2 Stress Softening The modeling of stress softening for the novel reconvexified material
description is achieved by following the approach of [36, Section 4.1]. In case of unloading within
the convexified regime the convexified incremental stress potential WC(F ) is substituted by a
modified polyconvex hyperelastic energy W̃ (F )

WC ⇐ W̃ (F, η) ··= ηψ0(F ) with P = η
∂ψ0(F )

∂F
and A = η

∂2ψ0(F )

∂F∂F
. (19)

The material response of the stress-softening approach in combination with the reconvexified
model can be seen in Figure 6 for a Yeoh effective energy density with the material parameters
c1 = 1.0, c2 = 0.2, c3 = 2.0 and damage function parameters D0 = 0.3, D∞ = 0.9. As can be
observed, stress- as well as strain softening can be well described in principle.

4.1.3 Mesh Independence of One-dimensional Reconvexified Model The one-
dimensional model is tested in terms of mesh independence by the two element material pertur-
bation test that was introduced in the relaxed plasticity setting in Lambrecht et al. [24]. Within
the setting for relaxed variational damage formulation, Gürses and Miehe [16] and Balzani and
Ortiz [2] used the test in the small and finite strain case, respectively. Here, the neo-Hooke effec-
tive energy ψ0

NH with material parameters λ = 0.0, µ = 0.5, D0 = 0.5, and D∞ = 0.99 is used,
such that a comparison to [2] is possible. The test consists of two one-dimensional elements with
linear basis functions. So, in total, the domain is discretized with three nodes, two prescribed
by Dirichlet boundary conditions. One node, the lowest in Figure 7, is fixed, i.e. a homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary condition is applied. The middle node in this figure has a true degree of free-
dom, while the most upper node is prescribed by a heterogeneous, linearly increasing incremental
Dirichlet boundary condition. In this problem set up, the domain size is fixed to L = 1, where the
individual element sizes are parameterized by κL and (1− κ)L for the lower and upper element,
respectively. Now, the upper element material parameter D∞ is distorted by a small perturbation
ε. The perturbation is small enough such that it has no physical meaning, however, it is sufficient
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Figure 6: Model response for cyclic loading using a Yeoh base material: evolution of stress (top), vol-
ume fraction of strongly damaged phase (bottom left), and microbifurcation intensity (bottom right) vs.
deformation gradient. Clearly, stress- as well as strain softening can be described.

to trigger the well-known mesh dependence of the standard (unrelaxed) damage formulation. In
the simulation, ε was set to 10−8. On the right-hand side of Figure 7, the force-displacement curve
can be seen, where the unrelaxed formulation is plotted in purple, the relaxed formulation of [2]
in blue, and the novel reconvexified formulation in teal. The characteristic mesh dependence of
the unrelaxed formulation can be observed while the relaxed and reconvexified formulation lead
to mesh-independent results, i.e. all curves for κ ∈ {0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0} coincide. Also, the problem
set up was tested in a force- instead of displacement-driven setting with an Arc length solver
(Crisfield [10]). There, the same behavior was observed.

4.2 Analysis of Microsphere Approach based on Reconvexified Model

The generalization of one-dimensional material models to three-dimensional responses can be
achieved by the procedure reported in Freund and Ihlemann [12]. The aforementioned contri-
bution presents an approach that is mathematically similar to the microsphere approach, which
dates back to Bažant and Oh [5], Miehe et al. [27]. In the microsphere model, the one-dimensional
material law is evaluated in microfibers (or representative directions) and multiplied with suit-
able structural tensors. The elongation of the α-th fiber is denoted by Fα = |FAα|, where
A ··= A(ϕ, ϑ) denotes the direction of the fiber, which depends on the spherical angles ϕ and ϑ.
The one-dimensional material law is evaluated in all α directions

Wα ··= W (Fα), Pα ··=
∂Wα

∂Fα
. (20)

Now, all important one-dimensional model quantities, such as stresses and tangent moduli, are
integrated over the unit sphere, in order to obtain the three-dimensional first Piola-Kirchhoff
stress and the nominal tangent moduli, (cf. [12]), by

P =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0
ρPαA⊗A sinϑ dϑ dϕ A =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0
ρ
∂Pα

∂Fα
A⊗A⊗A⊗A sinϑ dϑ dϕ. (21)

Here, ρ denotes an orientation distribution function, which we restrict to a uniform distribution in
this publication. Note that more sophisticated distribution functions can be used to realistically
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Figure 7: The two element material perturbation problem is sketched on the left-hand side with the
associated force-displacement diagram on the right-hand side for the unrelaxed, relaxed [2] and proposed
reconvexified model. Clearly, the relaxed formulations lead to mesh-independent results. However, in
contrast to the model in [2], the proposed reconvexification approach enables the description of strain-
softening.

describe materials with dispersed fibers such as soft biological tissues, cf. Schmidt and Balzani
[36]. Since all fiber evaluations are independent of each other, a trivial parallelization is utilized,
such that each fiber is evaluated on a designated thread on the CPU. The parallelization is
achieved with the FLoops.jl [1] library. The question arises if the integration of one-dimensional
convex functions yields again a convex energy density in 3D. In section 4.1.3 it was shown that
one single fiber leads to the expected mesh-independent results. Previous numerical analysis
has shown that non-convexities, which may arise from the microsphere integration between the
individual fiber directions, tend to only show negligible effects on the overall mesh independence,
cf. Schmidt and Balzani [36], Köhler et al. [22]. However, for the reconvexified approach proposed
here, it is not a priori clear that the influence of small non-convexities between the fiber directions
on the overall mesh independence of numerical simulations is indeed small. Thus, in the following,
the mesh independence of the microsphere-integrated reconvexified model is examined.

4.2.1 Two Element Material Perturbation In order to analyze the mesh independence,
the two element material perturbation test is transferred to the three dimensional case by using
trilinear continuum elements instead of linear one-dimensional ones. On the left-hand side of
Figure 8 the discretized boundary value problem is depicted. Again, the problem consists of
two elements, where the upper element is distorted by a small perturbation ε. However, in
contrast to the one-dimensional perturbation test, there are now 12 degrees of freedom in the
middle, where eight of them, corresponding to x2 and x3 directed displacements, are prescribed
to zero by Dirichlet boundary conditions. The nodes with degrees of freedom in the middle of the
domain are drawn as blue circles. At the bottom of the domain, the black drawn nodes, depict
the fixed nodes and the top nodes, filled in red, are prescribed in all three components by a
Dirichlet boundary condition that increases linearly over the incremental steps. The unit sphere
integration scheme of choice is the 61 × 2 symmetric integration scheme reported in [5]. From
Figure 8 it can be concluded that for a simple boundary value probelm, the integrated response
of one-dimensional fibers with the reconvexified model is mesh independent. In contrast to the
fiber failure approach of [22], where a sudden failure of single fibers enables the description of
macroscopic strain-softening, the strain-softening mechanism itself is now incorporated already in
the fiber description. Compared to the fiber failure approach of the aforementioned publication,
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Figure 8: Three-dimensional two element perturbation problem setup on the left-hand side and force-
displacement plot on the right-hand side. Plotted are the results for the relaxed formulations [2], [22],
and the proposed approach. Whereas the fiber fail model from [22] has a rather sudden initialization of
strain softening, the proposed model shows a more realistic response.

where a slight mesh-dependency due to the discontinuous response in each fiber was observed, the
new approach shows no mesh dependence at all within this simplistic test. Furthermore, since
the fiber failure is omitted, there is no need to use extremely accurate unit sphere integration
schemes and by that, the simulation time is significantly reduced, such that more complex,
realistic boundary value problems become more feasible.

4.2.2 Plate with a Hole In this subsection the novel reconvexified model is analyzed in
the classical benchmark problem of a plate with a hole. The boundary value problem is depicted
in Figure 9. Due to the symmetry of the problem, only the upper right part needs to be dis-
cretized. To impose the symmetry in the finite element computation, the degrees of freedom
orthogonal to the symmetry line need to be constrained to zero. Further, at the right-hand
side boundary, an incrementally increasing Dirichlet boundary condition is prescribed for the
x1 direction. Therefore, the body is allowed to contract transversely to the prescribed bound-
ary condition. A neo-Hookean effective energy density ψ0

NH is used with the Lamé parameters
λ = 0.5 and µ = 1.0 and the damage parameters D0 = 0.2, D∞ = 0.9. For the generation of the
structured biquadratic meshes, Gmsh [13] is used. The plane strain assumption is applied, such
that biquadritic quadrilateral elements can be used. The resulting non-linear structural problem
is solved by a Newton scheme with an Armijo-Goldstein criterion-based linesearch, see e.g. [3,
Sec. 9.2.5]. For this boundary value problem, an integration scheme of [38] with 225 integration
points on the unit sphere was used, since this type of integration scheme outperformed other used
schemes as reported in [22]. Figure 10 shows the force-displacement curves of the unrelaxed and
reconvexified model. On the left-hand side, the response of the unrelaxed model can be seen,
which shows a similar behavior as the small-strain unrelaxed model in [16, Figure 13a]. The
right-hand side of Figure 10 visualizes the force-displacement curve of the reconvexified model.
Compared to [16, Figure 13b], i.e. small strain relaxed formulation, the proposed reconvexified
model shows a response that includes strain softening. In Figure 11, the finest discretization is vi-
sualized in its deformed configuration with a contour plot of the different element average Cauchy
stresses. From the figure it can be seen that no strain localization occurs, which can be seen as
well in the element average volume fraction ξ distribution in Figure 12. The element average
volume fraction is obtained by integrating the microsphere ξ values over the unit sphere with the
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Figure 9: Plate with a hole: (left) boundary value problem of a plate with a hole under plane strain
conditions with finest discretization of the upper right part with 512 biquadratic elements. (right) response
in a single Gauss point at the top left-hand side of the circular cut out.

same integration scheme which was used to obtain the three-dimensional material response. This
benchmark problem shows that the proposed model is indeed able to describe strain softening
while still showing mesh-independent results.
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Figure 10: Force-displacement curve of the plate with a hole problem for the unrelaxed material descrip-
tion (left) and the reconvexified material model (right). Clearly, the unrelaxed model shows a significant
mesh dependency, whereas the the reconvexified model does not, while still allowing for strain softening.

4.2.3 Inhomogeneous Shear Test A fourth mesh independence test is carried out which
analyzes the behavior in a fully three-dimensional setting. In order to do so, a unit cube is
fixed, i.e. homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions are prescribed at the x = 0 plane and
an incremental, linearly increasing non-zero Dirichlet boundary condition at the x = 1 plane
is applied. Here, the Dirichlet boundary condition is non-zero in the second component, i.e. y
component, and zero in the x and z component. In Figure 13, the boundary value problem is
visualized. Here, schematically, linear elements are depicted. However, within the simulation,
Serendipity elements are used. In this problem, the Yeoh type effective strain energy density ψ0

Yeoh
is used with the material parameters D0 = 0.15, D∞ = 0.99, c1 = 1.0, c2 = 0.2, and c3 = 2.0.
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(a) σ11 (b) σ12 (c) σ22

Figure 11: Deformed final configuration of the domain with contour plots of the element average Cauchy
stresses for the finest discretization and the novel reconvexified model.

(a) 8 elements (b) 32 elements (c) 128 elements (d) 512 elements

Figure 12: Contour plots of the volume fraction ξ (computed as element-wise volume average of the
integrals over the unit sphere) for four different discretizations.

Again, the integration scheme of [38] with 225 integration points is used. On the right-hand side
of Figure 13, the deformed configuration of the domain with a contour plot of the cell average
Cauchy stress magnitude is depicted. Figure 14 shows the force–displacement curve for different
discretizations ranging from one element in each axis of the three dimensional space to seven
elements in each axis. On the left-hand side of the figure, the unrelaxed response is plotted,
whereas the right-hand side depicts the response of the reconvexified model. From this figure it
can be concluded that the overall behavior of the reconvexified model is converging. As in the
previous two-dimensional example, the results for this three-dimensional problem are similar. In
contrast to previous relaxed formulations, the proposed model allows for the robust description
of strain-softening while ensuring mesh-independent results.
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Figure 13: Boundary value problem of inhomogeneous shear test (left) and contour plot of the element-
average Cauchy stress magnitude in the deformed configuration.
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Figure 14: Force–displacement diagrams for different amounts of serendipity elements used in the finite
element discretization of the inhomogeneous shear problem. The left-hand side shows the unrelaxed
response and the right-hand side visualizes the response of the reconvexified model.
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5 Conclusion

In this contribution, a novel reconvexified model was proposed which extends the relaxation ap-
proaches from [2], [16], and [22]. The main idea was to consider an updated convexification in each
incremental step rather than fixating the convex hull as soon as convexity is lost. The gradient
Young measure was modeled such that on the one hand, the volume fraction ξ remains irreversible
and on the other hand, constant internal variables for the strongly and weakly damaged phases
are obtained. Because of this, the volume fraction ξ can be well interpreted. The constraint
was enforced only for the weakly damaged phase, while for the strongly damaged phase, the
internal variable turned out to automatically stay at the same energetic level. This was due to
the fact, that the strongly damaged state describes always the border of the non-convex regime
which corresponds to the end of the damaging regime. However, the deformation gradient in the
strongly damaged phase could change in subsequent incremental steps, leading to a non-linear
irreversible behavior of ξ as well as a successive decreasing slope of the convex hull. This fact
allowed the model to describe strain softening. In order to show that a realistic strain softening
response can indeed be described, the proposed model was adjusted by hand to experimental data
performed on tissue samples of an abdominal aortic aneurysm and a reasonable agreement with
the experiments could be shown. In several numerical examples including one-, two- and three-
dimensional inhomogeneous problems, the reconvexification approach was analyzed. There, it
could be shown that significant strain softening can be described robustly while keeping the finite
element simulations mesh independent. In contrast to the previous relaxed formulation in Köh-
ler et al. [22], here, a robust approach was proposed which does not suffer from the problems
reported in [22]. These included a discontinuous response in the single fiber directions leading
to problems regarding the calculation of suitable tangent moduli and requiring significant effort
on the microsphere integration. In the present approach, these issues do not appear and enabled
the calculation of relevant boundary value problems. Future topics related to this contribution
are the mathematical analysis of the model as well as further numerical studies about the model
behavior. Furthermore, here, the three-dimensional material response was obtained from micro-
sphere integration. However, the ideas proposed here can in principle also be directly applied in
an, admittedly much more expensive, two- or three-dimensional convexification framework. In
addition to that, the adaptive convexification procedure of [22] should be applied to the recon-
vexification procedure as well. Then the adaptive polynomial approach only need to be applied
once and afterwards the convexification grid nodes can be shifted accordingly to the change of
shape of the incremental stress potential in the subsequent steps.
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