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Abstract

The present paper develops a re ned and general three-dioreal phenomenological constitu-
tive model for shape memory alloys (SMAS), along the linesvbat recently proposed by Au-
ricchio and Bonetti (2013) in a more theoretical context. tSan improved model takes into
account several physical phenomena, as martensite redr@nand different kinetics between
forward/reverse phase transformations, including alsoamthermo-mechanical response, low-
stress phase transformations as well as transformatipendient elastic properties. The model is
treated numerically through an effective and ef cient prdare, consisting in the replacement of
the classical set of Kuhn-Tucker inequality conditionshwy $o-called Fischer-Burmeister comple-
mentarity function. Numerical predictions are comparethwexperimental results and the nite
element analysis of a SMA-based real device is describegstesa the reliability of the proposed
model as well as the effectiveness of its numerical couatérp
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1. INTRODUCTION

Smart materials exhibit special properties that make therattactive choice for industrial
applications in many branches of engineering. Among dffietypes of smart materials, shape
memory alloys (SMAs) have unique features known as pselatiaty (PE), one-way and two-
way shape memory effects (SMES) (Duerig et al., 1990; Otankidayman, 1998). Such unusual
effects are exploited in a large variety of interesting aggtions. The most successful commercial
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examples are in the biomedical area, e.g., endo-prostleti®dontic archwires, cardiovascular
stents (Auricchio et al., 2010a; Azaouzi et al., 2013; Wu.e2807), as well as in the robotic and
automotive areas, e.g., positioning for mirror seats, aons, micro-grippers (Auricchio et al.,
2009a, 2010b; Huang, 1998; Williams and Elahina, 2008).

SMA features are the consequence of reversible martepdiise transformations (PTs) be-
tween a high symmetric austenitic phase and a low symmeitatemsitic phase. Austenite is
a solid phase, present at high temperature, which transfanto different possible martensitic
variants by means of a lattice shearing mechanism. In tHandaced transformations under
zero stress, multi-direction martensite variants comatensach other and arrange themselves in a
self accommodating manner through twinning, with no obeleler macroscopic shape change. In
stress-induced transformations, starting from a martierspecimen, the application of a loading
induces a detwinning process of the martensitic variae#slihg to the presence of a single-variant
(Duerig et al., 1990); upon unloading, a large residuairstramains, which can be recovered by
heating. This phenomenon is referred to as SME. On the otnad,hwhen a stress is applied
to an austenitic specimen, at high temperature, a transtomfrom austenite to single-variant
martensite occurs; upon unloading, the strain attaineshglwading is recovered. This process is
referred to as PE (Otsuka and Wayman, 1998).

Such functional material properties motivate researctogigrmulate constitutive models able
to catch the interesting behavior of SMAs and to develop sbbamputational tools for practical
purposes. In the following, we focus on both the constimuawnd numerical modeling of SMAs
by brie y reviewing some approaches available from thertitare and by carefully describing our
motivations and proposed improvements.

1.1. CONSTITUTIVE MODELING: STATE OF ART AND PROPOSED IMPROWENE

In the past three decades SMAs have been deeply investigatethe point of view of model-
ing, analysis, and computation with the focus on a varietgspfects, such as, for instance, stress-
and temperature-induced transformations, martensiteereation or cyclic effects.

In terms of modeling, there have been several attempts feepsoreproduce SMA material
features. The resulting models can be categorized as @iticen, micro-macro or macro. For an
overview, see (Khandelwal and Buravalla, 2009; Lagoudak,&2@)6; Patoor et al., 2006).

In the following, we focus on phenomenological macro-modgapproaches which appear to
be a powerful tool for the direct simulation of SMA applicats, thanks to their simple numeri-
cal implementation and reduced time-consuming calculatioompared to micro-mechanical ap-
proaches. In particular, the present research is devotbe @m of nding a exible and accurate
three-dimensional phenomenological model for a relialelgcdption of SMA-based real devices
behavior.

In the phenomenological framework, an appropriate settefial variables has to be chosen
to represent at least a scalar and a directional informgtiorg and Bruhns, 2008). Physical
motivations usually lead to the introduction of a martemsiblume fraction and of a tensorial
variable describing martensitic inelastic deformatioagasses (Arghavani et al., 2010; Luig and
Bruhns, 2008; Peultier et al., 2006; Saleeb et al., 2011)h &wimpli ed description is motivated
by the aim to obtain fast and ef cient models with a low numbgrtting parameters.

2



A set of only scalar variables is, in fact, not adequate duta¢oloss of explicit directional
information. For instance, the model by&mmond (2002) describes SMA behavior in terms of
austenite and two martensite variants and assumes théotmraasion strain direction to be known,
although experimental studies showed that variant retaiiem can be considered as a main phe-
nomenon in SMA non-proportional loadings (Bouvet et al.,20Brabe and Bruhns, 2009; Helm
and Haupt, 2003; Lim and McDowell, 1999; Sittner et al., 1:998n and Li, 2002).

On the other hand, models with only tensorial internal \@es, by explicitly including simple
directional information, seem to be more successful, basgmt some limitations since scalar
and directional informations are tightly interconnectedssibly leading to limited or constrained
modeling approaches. As an example, the model by Souza €t98I8), then investigated by
(Auricchio and Petrini, 2004a,b), introduces the transfation strain tensor as an internal variable
and presents a simple and robust algorithm, widely usedrfplamentation within nite element
(FE) codes. On the contrary, it is not able to capture PTsolerévels of stress, as required often
by industrial applications (Auricchio et al., 2009a), arakd not include some secondary effects
that may turn out to be relevant in practical cases (Thanyarad Anand, 2001).

Numerous analyses of existing models and their comparisoexperimental results have
shown that current SMA constitutive models have reachedyh level of sophistication. Sev-
eral authors extended, in fact, such simpli ed phenomegiokd descriptions by using additional
variables as volume fraction of twinned/detwinned maitesgLexcellent et al., 2000; Panico and
Brinson, 2007; Popov and Lagoudas, 2007), twins accomnmusatiain (Chemisky et al., 2011),
viscoplasticity (Chemisky et al., 2014), thermo-mechadnecaipling (Morin et al., 2011a,b; Zaki
and Moumni, 2007a,b) or plastic strain (Auricchio et al.020Hartl et al., 2010; Peng et al.,
2012; Saint-Sulpice et al., 2009; Zaki et al., 2010). Theené@nd innovative work by Seak
et al. (2012) formulates a new dissipation function to seteihon-proportional loadings and in-
cludes anisotropic behavior of textured SMAs as well as Henbo-mechanical response due
to austenite-R-phase transformation. Panoskaltsis e2@04) developed a three-dimensional
thermo-mechanical constitutive model based on genedapiasticity theory in the small defor-
mation regime, and Panoskaltsis et al. (2011a,b) withiite strains and rotations.

However, the most capable models usually achieve accutabge @ost of complexity, since
they consider multiple and simultaneous processes (Chgrats., 2011; Popov and Lagoudas,
2007) or require costly calibrations of a high number of mgdeameters (Saleeb et al., 2013b,
2011).

Starting from the reviewed literature about constitutivedaling, the present paper is moti-
vated by the necessity of developing constitutive moded$ tlan predict the complex thermo-
mechanical behavior of SMAs and that can also be implememntatkrically. Such models have
to accurately capture material response not only duringstdal PE and SME loading paths, but
also during loading paths involving the co-existence oftadlthree material phases, i.e., austenite,
multiple- and single-variant martensite. Moreover, madeterial parameters have to be derived
from a simple physical interpretation, which is importaot the calibration process, to allow a
guantitative validation through experimental results.

Indeed, the goal of the present paper is to introduce a re mathle and general three-dimensional
phenomenological constitutive model for SMAs, along tinedi of the recent theoretical work by
Auricchio and Bonetti (2013), limiting the discussion to 8mall deformation regime.
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The model by Auricchio and Bonetti (2013) addresses a gerexiale theoretical framework
for the development of constitutive models able to desambéiple phase transformations (PTs),
which may or may not interact. The model is investigated frarmurely mathematical point
of view, by proposing some general considerations on rements to be satis ed to make the
model thermo-dynamically consistent. In particular, titectreference does not cover several
fundamental details, i.e., constitutive modeling detgilto SMAs, model parameters' physical
interpretation and identi cation, as well as numerical ratag.

As concerns the constitutive modeling, the cited work gively some very general indications
on the effective modeling of SMA materials and, as a mattéacdt, it reports only a very simple
one-dimensional qualitative hand-computed responseeofrtbdel. In fact, the cited reference
does not apply in details the model to the case of SMAs antigagdme time, it does not give any
indication on the possibility of effectively and robustlghgng the complex set of possible PTs
occurring in real SMAs, which represents the essentialistppoint into SMA modeling.

As concerns the model parameters' physical interpretatimhidenti cation, the cited reference
does not address the important issue related to the physiegbretation of model parameters, as
a clear and effective parameter identi cation procedurarigmportant key for the employment
of a constitutive model by engineers in real-life simulasio In particular, model parameters are
de ned as general constants or general functions of tenyperand volume fractions.

Finally, as concerns the numerical modeling, the cited rhddes not address any numerical
solution algorithm to model formulation, which is importdor engineers needing to perform
accurate simulations for the design and study of the regpohSMA structures or components.

In this context, the present paper aims to do a step-forwattd respect to the work by Au-
ricchio and Bonetti (2013) by deepening all the listed lagkispects and to possibly offer a new
contribution to the existing modeling solutions. The pwpds to formulate a general, complete
and exible theoretical framework that can predict the cdegoehavior of SMAs and is based on
a physical interpretation of material parameters as wetb adfer a robust numerical framework
to be then used for the simulation of real devices.

From the modeling point of view, the proposed model combtheamain features of the ap-
proaches by mond (2002) and Souza et al. (1998) and describes secasftints in PTs as well
as directional information for the transformation straMelume proportions of different con gu-
rations of crystal lattice (i.e., austenite, single- andtiple-variant martensites) are used as scalar
internal variables and the direction of single-variant t@asite as tensorial internal variable. With
respect to the model by &mond (2002), the present model considers the transfamatrain
direction unknown, by assuming the direction of singletaalr martensite as tensorial internal
variable. Compared to the model by Souza et al. (1998), theosex theoretical framework al-
lows for a completely independent description of the ddfePTs, leading to a very exible frame
in terms of model features and allowing to capture PTs at ém&lk of stress. As an example, Sec-
tion 4.1 presents a detailed description of the one-dinoeiasistress-temperature phase diagram
related to the proposed model and a comparison with thatetela the model by Souza et al.
(1998).

Compared to the model by Auricchio and Bonetti (2013), the psep model naturally presents
similarities in terms of theoretical aspects and govereiggations. In the present work, however,
we propose an enriched generalization, able to describralgghenomena such as martensite
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reorientation, different kinetics between forward/reephase transformations, smooth thermo-
mechanical response, low stress phase transformatiamsfdrmation-dependent elastic proper-
ties. In particular, the characteristics that have beelud®zl and improved upon in this work con-
cern the asymmetric behavior between forward and reverasepinansformations, hardening ef-
fects, increasing hysteresis width for low applied stress¢hermal-cycling tests at constant load,
the width of the hysteresis loop in superelasticity (i.dfedence between upper and lower plateau
stress) decreasing with increasing temperature, smoettitmechanical response, transforma-
tion dependent elastic properties. As an example, in oalerdude the listed characteristics in
the theoretical model and to reproduce experimental eggerwe assign a signi cant exibility

to the model in terms of ability by introducing very speciairhs for the elastic domain radii.

We remark, moreover, that the proposed modeling approagtepts similarities with some
three-dimensional phenomenological models presentdtkititerature, in terms of capturing the
reorientation process in martensite. Among others, we tarttee interesting works by Argha-
vani et al. (2010) and Chemisky et al. (2011). The model by Avghi et al. (2010) describes
the evolution of transformation strain with a unique mastéa volume fraction and considers
a proportional relationship between the evolution of tfameation strain and the evolution of
the martensitic volume fraction; the model by Chemisky ef2011) adds to the classical inter-
nal variables, representing the martensite volume fraciod the mean transformation strain of
martensite, two new variables accounting for the strainhaeism related to the accomodation
of twins and for the self-accomodated martensite volumetiya. The nal model is able to de-
scribe martensitic transformation and reorientation, #uedinelastic accommodation of twins in
self-accommodated martensite, as well as to account fsraestompression asymmetry and in-
ternal loops. Compared to the cited references, the propggawach is very exible since it can
capture loading paths involving the co-existence of thraéenmal phases.

From the physical point of view, material parameters ara ttherived from a simple physi-
cal interpretation, and thus, are no more represented asaearonstants or general functions of
temperature and volume fractions.

In the following Section, the proposed improvements in gahnumerical aspects are treated
in detail.

1.2. NUMERICAL MODELING: STATE OF ART AND PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

The present work focuses on another important aspect of Skddefing, i.e., the development
of an appropriate model implementation into numericalvgafes (such as FE packages) to guar-
antee a robust computational tool, which could be effelstivélized for practical purposes. From
a numerical point of view, robust and ef cient integratiolgyarithms for the zero-dimensional
problem (e.g., constitutive equations at the Gauss pousl i a FE scheme) need to be pro-
posed in order to then solve complex boundary-value probkemad to simulate SMA real devices
behavior within FE codes. Some examples of SMA models ariéadlain the literature in a suit-
able form to conduct three-dimensional thermo-mecharsicalilations (Arghavani et al., 2011,
Auricchio and Petrini, 2004a; Gao et al., 2007; Hartl et 2009, 2010; Helm, 2007; Lagoudas
et al., 2012; Peultier et al., 2008; Popov and Lagoudas,;288dtk et al., 2012; Stupkiewicz and
Petryk, 2012; Zaki, 2012a,b).



Generally, SMA macroscopic models are solved by return-agprithms, either through
norm regularization schemes at the cost of inaccuracy duket@orresponding approximation
(Auricchio and Petrini, 2004a,b; Auricchio and Stefan&04) or nucleation-completion condi-
tions (Arghavani et al., 2011). The recent work by Sédkt al. (2012) applies the Nelder-Mead
minimization algorithm to solve the derived energy miniatian problem and introduces a reg-
ularization energy to assure the ful lment of constraiots internal variables. Stupkiewicz and
Petryk (2012) presented a pseudoelastic model within tremental energy minimization frame-
work and proposed an uni ed augmented Lagrangian treatofdatth constitutive constraints and
non-smooth dissipation function. The recent works by Reygand Seguin (2013); Peigney et al.
(2011) propose a new numerical approach for a micro-mechhmiaterial model, based on the re-
formulation of the incremental problem as a linear completawgty problem (LCP), which can be
solved using well established algorithms such as intgrant methods. Solving the obtained LCP
allows to fully take the constraints on the internal vargainito account and leads to an ef cient
numerical algorithm. The work by Popov and Lagoudas (20@p)ies an extension of the clos-
est point projection algorithm to describe a SMA model ipovating single- and multi-variant
martensites. The work by Hartl et al. (2009) proposes a timensional constitutive model
capturing conventional SMA functional properties and mhalr strain recovery, and additionally
considering the initiation and evolution of plastic stsaifThe model is numerically implemented
in a FE framework using a return mapping algorithm to sohe dbnstitutive equations at each
material point. The model is tested for three-dimensioabRalyses of SMA structural compo-
nents under uniaxial and bending loads and then comparexparimental results of a bending
member, illustrating the predictive accuracy of the moadel s implementation.

However, algorithm schemes still need robustness invasigs, aiming also at the develop-
ment of exible, effective and ef cient procedures, apjalie to models as the one introduced in
the present work. In fact, the numerical application of d&ad predictor-corrector methods is not
suitable for the proposed approach, because an elabotate set search has to be carried out.
Compared to the work by Hartl et al. (2009), for instance, tleeleh deals with multiple scalar
and tensorial internal variables, whose evolution is gilypcoupled, and involving several con-
stitutive constraints imposed on internal variables, Whitroduce additional complexity in the
incremental schemes used in FE computations and, conggqulecrease algorithmic ef ciency.

For these reasons different approaches need to be exptordtefproposed modeling frame-
work to describe situations corresponding to nucleatiatyration or completion of transforma-
tion.

Recalling the discussion of Section 1.1, the model by Auiwemd Bonetti (2013) does not
address any numerical solution algorithm to model formaitat

The purpose of the present paper to integrate the proposetitctive equations is to reduce
the complexity, and thus increase the ef ciency, of the athmic treatment. This is achieved
by eliminating the need for a predictor-corrector-typeesuk and by automatically constraining
the range of the variant volume fractions. Consequently, evelact the numerical investigation
of the proposed model through an effective and ef cient pohae, introduced in the framework
of crystal plasticity by Schmidt-Baldassari (2003). It astsin replacing the Kuhn-Tucker com-
plementarity inequality conditions by the equivalent RiscBurmeister complementarity function
(Fischer, 1992) and in making possible to omit an activeesaich, a fundamental advantage when
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dealing with many coupled evolution equations.

Besides the contributions by Bartel and Hackl (2009, 2010)teBat al. (2011) in the context
of SMA micro-mechanical modeling, the work by Kiefer et &0(2) presents two alternative
algorithms for the integration of the coupled, non-linead anelastic constitutive equations for
magnetic shape memory alloy, i.e., the classical predmborector return-mapping scheme and
the Fischer-Burmeister based algorithm. The work shows teater numerical ef ciency of the
second algorithm that is however tested for simple loadesges and not for three-dimensional
analyses.

The proposed paper presents a detailed investigation ohuihgerical Fischer-Burmeister
based algorithm, applied to the case of SMAS, to test itsslmss and ef ciency. This is achieved
through: (i) a complete presentation of the adopted algmit scheme; (ii) the description of pos-
sible computational dif culties and related solutionsi)(several numerical simulations, ranging
from simple uniaxial tests to more complex three-dimeraidiE analyses of a real-life device;
and (iv) details about CPU times, number of steps and iteratiboreover, FE analyses allow to
gualitatively show and emphasize all the model featuresdlewwhe comparison between numeri-
cal predictions and experimental data allows to quantgativalidate the proposed model and to
demonstrate its reliability.

The present paper is organized as follows. The proposed-tlineensional phenomenologi-
cal model is presented in Section 2. Section 3 describesutmerical implementation of model
equations and the full solution algorithm. Section 4 préserodel phase diagram and calibration.
Section 5 is devoted to numerical tests and comparisonsexjilerimental results. Conclusions
and summary are nally given in Section 6.

2. A 3-D PHENOMENOLOGICAL MODEL FOR SMAs

This Section initially addresses a general three-dimeéghenomenological model for SMAs
along the lines of the recent theoretical work by Auriccmd 8onetti (2013) and then, it proposes
a simpli ed formulation based on physically motivated coiesations.

In the following, we adopt superscripts M, andS to indicate austenite, multiple-variant and
single-variant martensites, respectively. Moreover, vederuse of the notatiok k to denote the
Euclidean norm and gfj to indicate the absolute value function. The notatjon ) denotes the
inner product between two second order tensors (Gurtin,e2@10).

2.1. AGENERAL MODEL FORMULATION

In the framework of macroscopic modeling and of small st@intinuum mechanics, we as-
sume the total straifi,, representing the total deformation of the material, antpteratureT, as
state variables. A general assumption of additive stracooiposition is adopted in the form:

n:ne+nie+"th (1)

where" ¢, "¢ and" " denote the elastic, inelastic and thermal strain, resgyti The inelastic
strain," ¢, should include the description of several physical phestrmamnranging from permanent
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plasticity and PTs, up to void generation and fracture. inftillowing, all inelastic phenomena
are neglected except for reversible martensitic PTs whrehcansidered in combination with
martensite reorientation.

Recalling the discussion reported in Section 1, the modebdioices scalar and tensorial in-
ternal variables taking into account different PTs betwaestenite, multiple- and single-variant
martensites as well as directional information for the $farmation strain. The model decouples
the pure reorientation from the pure transformation meismanbut additionally, takes into ac-
count for temperature-induced transformation. Consedyesiilarly to (Arghavani et al., 2010;
Chemisky et al., 2011), we do not treat the inelastic sttdf,as a unique tensor variable, but
we clearly distinguish between its norm and direction wité &im of getting more modeling free-
dom. In the following, we choose a measure of the amount gfiesinariant martensite as scalar
internal variable, being related to the amount of inelastiain due to stress-induced PT, while
the average direction of different variants (or preferregdation of variants) as tensorial internal
variable, representing the inelastic strain direction. $éguently, we may clearly interpret these
two internal variables as PT and variant reorientation steotto hopefully describe transforma-
tion and reorientation with more exibility. Moreover, wehoose a measure of the amount of
multiple-variant martensite as scalar internal variabking related to the amount of martensite
due to thermal-induced PT.

According to the previous discussion, volume proportididifferent con gurations of crystal
lattice (austenite and martensite variants) are assumedadar internal variables and are repre-
sented by three phase parameters, ™, S, standing, respectively, for austenite, multiple-
variant and single-variant martensite, such tnat M; S 2 [0;1]and A+ M+ S =1,
Thanks to this last constraint, the model restricts itaedt fo two independent phase variables,

M and S, letting A =1 M S. Then, the following restrictions need to be ful lled:

0 M ; S 1’ M + S 1 (2)
Consequently, the inelastic strain is given by:
nie _ "L Sdtr (3)

where" | is a material parameter related to the maximum transfoomatirain reached at the end
of the transformation during an uniaxial test (Otsuka and, R605), whiled" is the direction of
single-variant martensite, assumed as tensorial inteerable with the following constraint:

kd"k =1 (4)

We remark, again, that the choice of dealing with a tenseaaiable,d", and two scalar
variables, M and S, allows to distinguish between a phase to which no macréssimin is
associated and a phase to which a homogenized macroscapitistassociated, as well as to
consider thermal-induced transformations when no steeapplied. Moreover, the model is able
to distinguish between the norm and the direction of theaistéd strain,"'®, similarly to other
effective modeling approaches as the one proposed in Aaghat al. (2010); Chemisky et al.
(2011), but allowing to get a richer model compared, foransge, to the works by Auricchio and
Petrini (2004a,b); Bmond (2002); Souza et al. (1998).
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2.1.1. Helmholtz free-energy function

The Helmholtz free-energy function= “:T; M. S:d" ,is assumed in the following
form:

= el+ ch+ int + \Y (5)

where © is the elastic energy, " the chemical energy related to entropic changes due to PTs,
Nt the interaction or interfacial energy, often derived frortmm-mechanical or metallurgical
considerations (Chemisky et al., 2011; Moumni et al., 20G8;ltrer et al., 2006), and v the
energy due to internal constraints.
For the rst two components of the free-energy, i.e® = © "; M. S.d' and ° =
ch T. M. S presented in Eq. (5), we employ the rule of mixtures (Lagsuet al., 2006),
considering that each of them is a combination of austemitgfiple-variant and single-variant

martensites. In particular, we set:

8
< e - 1 M S elAy M eM 4 S elS

o _ , , (6)
= 1 M S chA 4 M chM 4 S ch;S

To treat the elastic energy of Eq. () ', we develop the aspect of phase mixture following
the model of Reuss, by assuming the material as elasticalisojsic with a homogeneous distri-
bution of stresses in austenite, multiple-variant andlsivgriant martensites. The elastic energy

term, ¢ follows:

o = %K 2+ Gke "L °d"K* 3K (T Ty @)
where Ty is the equilibrium temperature; = tr(*) ande is the deviatoric part of the strain

tensor,”, such that' = e+ 1=3 1, | being the second-order identity tensor anl) tthe trace
operator. The bulk modulugS , is assumed equal for all phases and the total shear modulus,
G=G M; S  isdetermined from the Reuss model (Wagner and Windl, 20@8),

8
<K = KA=KM=KS
1., w s 1, wl, st (8)
G GA GM GS
The last right-side term of Eq. (7) derives from the assuompthat"™ = (T T), = |
being the thermal expansion coef cient tensor.
To treat the chemical energy of Eq. £6) ", we de ne the free-energies of pure phases at
stress-free conditions,*™ = M (T), as:

iy ST+d (T To) Tlog_l_l )
0

fori 2 A, M, S. Hereu} ands‘0 are the internal energy and entropy of thghase at a xed equi-
librium temperatureTy; C is the constant heat capacity of thphase (Leclercq and Lexcellent,
1996; Lexcellent et al., 2006; Panico and Brinson, 2007).
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The free-energy component,"t = it M. S ‘npresented in Eq. (5), represents the in-
teractions that appear between the phases, typically tteamipatibilities between deformations
(Leclercq and Lexcellent, 1996; Raniecki et al., 1992). Onth@ characteristics of this energy is
that it must disappear when only one phase is present insegdmaterial. Moreover, in the case
of three phases coexisting, this term must take into accdotetactions between one phase and
the two remaining ones, separately (one interface separate phases and not three). Indeed,
we assume the following expression for the con gurationargy (this expression has the great
advantage to become fairly simple):

int — 9 M s —AM M, AS s, —AMS M s , —MS M s (10)

—AM —AS —MS —AMS
, and being material constants indicating interaction energiesveen

phasesA andM A andS, M andS, A, M andsS, respectively (Leclercqg and Lexcellent, 1996;
Raniecki et al., 1992).
To satisfy constraints (2) and (4) on internal variablesgeae the free-energy contribution,
v, presented in Eg. (5), as:

V=lpy M; % +1; kd"k (11)

where the indicator function.;; M; * ,is set to enforce inequality constraints (2) dh and
S as (Rockafellar, 1970):

0 if O M. S 1. M4 S 1
loy M ° = . (12)
' +1 otherwise

and the indicator functior; (kd" k), is de ned to enforce equality constraint (4) dfi as:

Il kdtr k — O |f kdtl’ k = 1 (13)
+1 otherwise

In conclusion, the energy term,, reads as:

= %K 2+ Gke | Sd"k? 3K (T Tp) (14)

T
+uf spT+c (T To) TIogT—O

AM M 4 AS S 4 AM M

s ASST

u u S

M My AS S (T Ty TlogTl
0

—AM —AS —AMS
+ 1 M S M 4 S M S

+*MS M s+|[0;1] M; S +1 kd® k

where:

( (

utM =g Ul sM =g M M =

ch
AS A S AS A S S (15)
urs = ug U3 s =5 s§ S =
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2.1.2. Constitutive equations

Starting from the adopted free-energy, presented in Eq. (14), and following standard argu-
ments (Gurtin et al., 2010), we derive the volumetric anddéeatoric part of the stress tensor,
denoted, respectively, withands, and the entropy,:

8
%p:%:K 3K (T To)

@ s
s= — =2G e " dv 16
§ @@ L ) (16)
= T sh M My AS S ¢+ A MM s s IogT—0+3K

as well as the thermodynamic forc& , BS andBY, associated to™, S andd", respectively:

. @G . T
M = guke Sdk2+ uAM AMT AM (T T Tlog
—AM | —AMS 5 4 5 M s 4 —AS —MS g M
g—ZG"L e "L Sgtr . gt @Ser "L Sqgtr k2
@S @ . 17)
+ urS AT+ A (T Ty T log
0
—AM | —AMS y M oS 4 —AS —MS s
= @]tr =2G", S e "L Sdtr ddtr
Variables M and S are de ned as:
8
2 M0 o if M=0
M= @by Y ° =0 ifo< M<1 (18)
CoMS 0 if M+ S=1
and 8
2 S0 0 if S=0
= @by M % =0 ifo< S<1 (19)
CoMS o0 if M+ S=1
while
d= @] kd"k 6 : if kd"k=1 (20)
We can rewrite Egs. (18)-(19) in terms of the classical Killoker complementarity conditions:
g M O, MO O, MO M =0
5 S 0; SO 0; SO S:O (21)

M+S 1 0 MS 0 MS M+S 1 =0
11



Moreover, we may observe that, in the case of proportioredila, i.e., neglecting the re-
orientation process, by de nition, the preferred variairedtion, d, coincides with the devi-
atoric stress directiors. Under this assumption, we may simplify model equations ddyirgy
d" = s=ksk.

2.1.3. Evolution equations and limit functions
As traditionally done in the context of associative evauatiwe assume the evolution equations
of internal variables as follows:

- === (22)

where M| S and _¢ are non-negative consistency parameters.

Then, we de ne three limit functions™ = FM BM | FS = FS BS; S;T andF¢Y =
Fd B9 S  playing the role of yield functions (Lubliner, 1990), tosteibe PTs and reorientation
evolutions, in the following form:

8

>2FM = jBMj RM

_F®=iB% RS (23)
" Fd= kB9% Rd

whereRM andR®S = RS BS; S;T represent the positive radii of elastic domains to activate
temperature and pure transformations, respectively,ed®il = RY S represents a positive
threshold value for the component of stress in the direatimmal to the preferred direction of
variants to activate variant reorientation. We observe tinva proposed limit functions depend
on the three thermodynamic forc&" , BS, andB¢, and on the radiiR™, RS, andR¢, whose
adopted forms determine the speci ¢ dependencies of eaghflinction.

The model is nally completed by the classical Kuhn-Tuckedaonsistency conditions, as
follows:

S 0, FS 0 SFS=0; SES=0 (24)

3M oFY o MFY=0, MEM=0
3
4 o Fd 0 HF9=0; E9=0

A signi cant exibility is assigned to the model in terms obdity to reproduce experimental
evidences by introducing a very special form R. In particular, through a proper choice Rf
we can guarantee the following features:

asymmetric behavior between forward and reverse PTs, atgteled, for instance, in the
works by Bouvet et al. (2004); Lagoudas et al. (2012);
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hardening effects, also modeled, for instance, in the wgrBduvet et al. (2004);

increasing hysteresis width for low applied stresses imntlaécycling tests at constant
load, as experimentally demonstrated by Shaw and Kyriagkiti@95); Stachowiak and Mc-
Cormick (1987, 1988) and also modeled, for instance, in theksvby Brinson (1993);

Chemisky et al. (2011); Lagoudas et al. (2012); Panico andsBnir{2007); Peultier et al.
(2008); Popov and Lagoudas (2007);

width of the hysteresis loop in superelasticity (i.e., eifince between upper and lower
plateau stress) decreasing with increasing temperatsirex@erimentally demonstrated by
Sittner et al. (2009) and also modeled, for instance, in thkkwy Sedak et al. (2012);

smooth thermo-mechanical response, as experimentallpignated by Hartl et al. (2010);
Lagoudas et al. (2006) and also modeled, for instance, iwdinke by Lagoudas et al. (1996).

To take into account all these aspects we introduce theasipvery speci ¢ form forRS:

(
_ RPo+hP S+af, ST+ah 1 S ifBS 0 25)
RS, h®S ST Ty+as S "+a% 1 S" ifBS<0

n
RS

R%,R%, h?, h%, ¢}, &%, &%, a1, a%, andn 2 [0; 1] being positive material parameters, discussed
in Section 4 (subscripts andr stand for forward and reverse PT).

We remark that we derive such an expression by starting frmmesmodeling contributions
presented in the literature and cited in the above list. Ini@dar, we distinguish between the
positive and negative sign @&° to model the asymmetric behavior between forward and re-
verse PTs. Then, we introduce the following terms:hff) = andh® S to classically describe
hardening effects due to single-variant martensite;afi) ", a% 1 S " a% S " and
a3y 1 S " to describe hardening effects as well as smooth thermo-amécdl response always
due to single-variant martensite; and (@) (T  To) to model increasing hysteresis width for low
applied stresses in thermal-cycling tests at constantdsauell as the width of the hysteresis loop
in superelasticity decreasing with increasing tempeeatlihis last choice manifests itself as two
different slopes of the phase diagram boundaries for fahaad reverse transformations, known
as stress in uence coef cients (Liang and Rogers, 1992)msstrates (Duerig et al., 1990; Otsuka
and Wayman, 1998), as presented in Section 4.

2.1.4. Dissipation function

Although the proposed model relies on an yield surfaceé&senulation, we complete the
description by recalling that the yield surface conditioas be equivalently converted in a pseudo-

potential of dissipation, = M. S-d" | which is a positive convex functional depending on
dissipative variables, vanishing for vanishing dissipatin particular in the form:

= RMj Mj+ RSj Sj+ R%d"k (26)

13



The introduced pseudo-potential of dissipatiojgaptures forward and reverse austenite to multiple-
variant martensite and austenite to single-variant maitetransformations as well as the reori-
entation process of single-variant martensite. The ps@atential of dissipation, , may also
depend on state and internal variables through the paatiéotms chosen foRM, RS, andRY.

This choice assigns a signi cant exibility to the model.

2.2. ASIMPLIFIED MODEL FORMULATION

Based on physically motivated considerations, the presentid introduces a simpli ed
model formulation, based on a reduced set of material pasmabut still able to capture fun-
damentals SMA feature effects.

2.2.1. Simpli ed Helmholtz free-energy function and tiooetinuous equations review
We start by making the following assumptions:

1. regarding single- and multiple-variant martensitesr@asonably assume:

equal internal energies and entropies between single- aitgpta-variant martensites,

implying uAMS = UMM = yASand AMS =AM = GAS,
equal interaction energies between single- and multiplgant martensites with austen-
ite_i.e —in _ —AM _ —AS and—AMS _ —Ms _ 0"

equal shear moduli between single- and multiple-varianttenaites, i.e.GMS =
GM = G5;

2. since many calorimetry experiments showed that the lzgetaties of austenite and single-
variant martensite are almost equal (Qidwai and Lagoud23))2 we assume c*° = 0.
We make the same reasonable assumption for multiple-tarartensite, i.e., ¥ =0;

3. sinceT, denotes the equilibrium temperature at which phases engrggual, we choose
To such that ™A (To) = NS (Ty), i.e.,To = u”rS= s*S (Sedbk et al., 2012). Since
utMS = MM = yASand sMMS = &AM = AS jtfollows uAMS = AMS T,

4. since thermal expansion is a secondary effect compamedtiensite production, we set the
thermal expansion material coef cient, equal to zero.

“Then, by applying such assumptions to Eq. (14), we derivérégeenergy function, simpl =
simpl - w. . M- S.qi (superscripsimpl stands for simpli ed):

1
5K 2+ Gke "L Sd"k? (27)

simpl —

T
+uy shT+ A (T To) TIogT—
0

+ gAMS M, s (T T0)+7in(1 M s)( M L s)

+loy Mi ® 411 kd"k
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We remark that the introduced free-energy functioff™ , does not include full thermo-mechanical
coupling since temperature is considered as a prescribadpter.

A review of the model equations derived from the simpli e@drenergy (27) is reported in
Table 1.
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TIME-CONTINUOUS SIMPLIFIED MODEL FRAME

State variables!, T
Internal variables: M, S d¥
Constraints on internal variables:
o M;s 1 M+ S 1 kd'k=1
Cogstitutive equations:
3p=K
s=2G(e "_ Sd)

3 = sh SAMS (M 4 5)+cAlogl
8
BM = @O v sgrie  ews(T T
% (1 oM 28 M
BS=2G" (e "L Sd):d" @@Ske "L SdrK?
§ SMS(T Tg) "1 2M 25) S

' Bd_ G" S(e "L Sdtr) ddtr

Evolution equations:
M _- M BM S — 3575
- ~jBMjT = T BS)
Limit functions:
FM = jBMj RM, FS=jBS] RS, F9=kB% R
KuQn-Tucker conditions:
2 M oFM 0o MFM=0; MEM =0
S 0 FS 0 SFS=0; SES=0
4 o FY 0 9F9=0; 9F9=0

>

Table 1: Time-continuous simpli ed model equations review

3. TIME-DISCRETE FRAME

We now elaborate on the algorithmic treatment of the modedggns summarized in Table
1. For the sake of notation simplicity, the convention elsghbs superscript for all the variables
evaluated at timg,, while drops superscript + 1 for all the variables computed at ting,; .

We start making use of a classical Backward-Euler integnadilgorithm for the evolution
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equations (22). In this sense, time-discretized evolutigmations are given by:

MBNI

8
M M
" jBM]
S S
% n

B S
S —_

Bd
=0

tr tr -
- d ds kB dk

where M = R:tnl LU El Sand 9= R:tnl _d are the time-integrated consistency
parameters. Here Eq. (28)uarantees constraint (4) through the indicator functi@sented in
Eq. (13). All the remaining model equations are evaluatefregt, . .

In Section 1.23 we presented an overview of several numerical approacheklale from
the literature and suitable for both simple and more com@kBt phenomenological models.
Since the purpose of the present paper to integrate the gedmmnstitutive equations is to reduce
the complexity, and thus increase the ef ciency, of the athmic treatment, this is achieved by
eliminating the need for a predictor-corrector-type scaand by automatically constraining the
range of the variant volume fractions. In fact, in the raaglimodel, since we deal with several
phase fractions, with strongly coupled evolutions and Ivimg constraints, the application of
standard predictor-corrector methods is not suitablealise an elaborate active set search has to
be carried out. In particular, iterative solution procesumay suffer from instabilities caused by
periodic oscillations of the active set.

An effective approach to the detection of an active set daas been introduced by Schmidt-
Baldassari (2003) in the context of crystal plasticity, astisg in the replacement of the Kuhn-
Tucker complementarity inequality conditiorzss, 0; b 0; ab=0; a;b2 <, by the equivalent
Fischer-Burmeisteﬂ complementarity functior{Fischer, 1992), with: <2!< and de ned as
follows: ( a;bh= a2+ k+a bsuchthat(a;p=0, a 0;b 0; ab=0. This gen-
eral de nition allows to rewrite the complementarity inexdity constraints as a non-linear equality
constraint by their replacement with a Fischer-Burmeistenglementarity function. The appli-
cation of Fischer-Burmeister functions makes possible td amactive set search, a fundamental
advantage when dealing with many coupled evolution equstio

The discrete Kuhn-Tucker conditions deriving from syste) (@are so substituted by the fol-
lowing set of functions in the time-discrete frame:

8p
5 (FM)2+( M)24 EM M =Q
(FS)2+( S)2+ FS S =0 (29)

P EEC GreRe 9=0

The same strategy can be employed to treat the set of indgaaiven by constraint (2). In fact,
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the additional Kuhn-Tucker conditions (21) can be sub&dy the equivalent equalities:
8
Ep(MO)z_F( MY2 + MO M =Q
(S92+( S)2+ S0 S=0 (30)

U (M2 ( M+ S )2 MS 4 ( M4 S 1)=Q

The time-discrete problem, evaluated at tithg , takes the speci ¢ form:

2 ) Cgh 3
0 " iBMj
(FM)2+( M)2+ FM M =0
(MOYZ 4 ( M)24 MO M =0
s s s B® _
0 " iB®]
Q(";h)= (FS)2+( S)2+F*® °=0 =0 (31)

(S0)Z+( M)2Z4+ SO S=

p(MS)2+( M 4+ S 1)2 MS+( M4 S l):o
Bd
dr dr d =0
n kB 9k
PR e Ee d=0
kd"k 1=0
with h = M. M. MO. S. S. S0. MS.qur. d. d = The gctive set can now be de-

termined via the solution of the non-linear system of eaquneti(31), using a classical Newton-
Raphson method, which results in the standard update nelatiteration(k), as follows:

hk+) = RK) + K&K (32)
where:
1
h(0 = % Q ":h® (33)

The FE implementation of model equations and of all the nicakexamples presented in Section
5is carried out using the symbolic code generation systeet®o/AceFEM (Korelc, 2007). This
system extends the symbolic capabilities of Mathematicalifam, 2013) with the automatic
differentiation technique, simultaneous optimizatioregpressions, and automatic generation of
program code. Accordingly, we do not provide explicit exgziens resulting from differentiation
as these are obtained automatically using the automatereiitiation technique implemented in
AceGen (Korelc, 2007). Application of these automatiorigdeads to exact linearization of the
non-linear FE equations (consistent tangent matrix). gherantees quadratic convergence rate
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of the global Newton method and results in a robust and efitiE implementation of the model,
as illustrated by the numerical examples of Section 5.

We remark that, in cases where no analytically evaluatisghefacobian matrix is possible, the
most known approximation is through a nite difference stiee(Quarteroni et al., 2007). In such
a case, to obtain good approximations of derivatives, tieeofifigher order divided difference is
recommended, consequently leading to high computatiasisén the evaluation of one or more
residuals and to low ef ciency.

Moreover, we observe that in the case of proportional lagdive may simplify model equa-
tions by settingl" = s=ksk, as presented in Section 2.1.2. In such a case, system (3ihjmosed
of only scalar-valued, rather than tensorial, equationedmnsequently increasing ef ciency.

Since the Fischer-Burmeister complementary functionis rbon-differentiable af0; 0), we
introduce a regularized counterpart,, denedas (a;b; )= a2+ +2 2+ a b, such
that (a;b;)=0, a O b 0, ab= 2 where is a positive regularization parameter
(Kanzow, 1996). This aspect characterizes especiallynitiation of PTs, when both andbare
equal to zero.

Possible dif culties are linked to the numerical sensitiess of these schemes (due to the
presence of) and to the proper choice of the Newton-Raphson initial gteggiarantee a fast
and correct convergence. In fact, a potential disadvartétfgs method is that when the initial
point is far from a solution, the method might not convergeray converge very slowly. To
resolve these shortcomings, we apply a line-search syréiEnnis and Schnabel, 1983; Nocedal
and Wright, 1999). Such a choice is suggested by practica@reqce which reveals that it is not
necessary to solve accurately for Eq. (33) to devise efttrapthods (Quarteroni et al., 2007),
rather, it is crucial to enforce some limitations on the deth such that:

hk+t) = R 4 () K (34)

where () represents the admissible coef cient at iterat{phof the line-search procedure. With-
out introducing any limitation, a reasonable request ondfaice of () would seem be that
satisfying the following condition:

Q n ’ h(k+l) < Q n 1 h(k) (35)

for which the new iterateh * | satis es the inequality when® and h®) have been xed. To

this purpose, a simple procedure, that starts from a sufttydarge value of the step length{l),

and halves this value until condition (35) is ful lled, cae lnsed even if not always satisfactory
(Dennis and Schnabel, 1983). In fact, more stringent @itean condition (35) have to be adopted

in the choice of possible values fof!) to avoid a slow descent rate of the sequence and the use
of small step sizes. Among the most up-to-date strategieadopt here the back-tracking line-
search technique for which the following condition needsédcatis ed (Quarteroni et al., 2007):

Q ":h®D <« Q ":h® + i @ h(® (36)
@
with 2 (0;0:5). In our case, the procedure, that starts from a suf cierittgé value of the step
length, ), and halves this value until condition (36) is ful lled, hesen demonstrated effective
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and ef cacy. Clearly, other strategies can be used for thécehaf () and theoretical results can
be found in the well-known book by Dennis and Schnabel (1983)

The application of the Fischer-Burmeister algorithm to theppsed problem leads to a well-
behaved and robust algorithmic scheme as demonstrate@bypés described in Section 5. Table
2 provides a summary of the full algorithm needed to integthé constitutive relations in a FE
framework, while Table 3 presents the numerical schemeheraidopted line-search strategy,
where we assume=10 “and =0:5.

Moreover, in Eq. (25) we choo$®® such that its derivatives become in nite a8 approaches
0 or 1 to ensure a smooth transition in stress-strain or strampé&ature response predicted at
initiation and completion of transformation. While this ction is essentially an analytical one,
the numerical evaluation of these derivatives &t= 0 and S = 1 may cause computational
dif culties. To avoid this problem, we introduce a modi dah of RS as follows:

(
RS = fS0 fs S afo Sa.fl S n S S no . S (37)
Ro by (T To+ax 5+ " +a3 1 + ifBS<0
being a positive regularization parameter. For small \@loké (e.g., = 10 8), Eq. (37)

produces results similar to those provided by Eq. (25).
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1. Initialize

i. Setk=0,h@ =M. M. MO S S. SO MS.qur. d. d Fttimety.+s

2. Determination of the solution

Repeat
i. ComputeBSK) = BS(":T:h() at timet+1
i. ComputeRS(K) = RS(BS(K);h(K):T) at timety+1
ii. Find h®) solving system (31) via Newton-Raphson scheme through Eg. (33)

iv. Evaluateh®*1) by applying a line-search strategy (see Table 3)
v. Setk = k+1

unti Q ";h® <tol

Table 2: Full algorithm to integrate the constitutive redat of the proposed model.
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. Choose 2 (0;0:5)and 2 (0;1)
. Setj =0, @=1
. Computeh®*D) = h(K) + © KK

 While Q ":h®D > Q *;h® 4 (i)%? h® do

i ) = @)
i. h(kt) = R +  (+1)  Rk)
ii. j=j+1

. End

Table 3: Back-tracking line-search algorithm.
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4. MODEL CALIBRATION

This Section is dedicated to the calibration of the propasedel. To properly calibrate most
of the model parameters it is suf cient to focus on one-disienal stress states, condition which
reduces the model to the following simpli ed form:

1 2 T
D - 5E * uf ShT+c (T To) Tlog— + sMS - My S (T To) (39
0

+ —in 1 M S M + S + I[O;l]
where is the uniaxial state of stress akds the Young's modulus de ned in terms of the elastic
modulus of austenit&*, and of the elastic modulus of martensieS | as follows:

1 — M S 1 M S 1
E- 1 E—A+ + Evis (39)

In the following, for the sake of calculus simplicity, we aeseE = EA = EMS,
Then, we can derive the thermodynamic for@¥, andB S, as follows:

8
<BM = gAMS (T TO) —in 1 2 M 2 S M
I BS=", SMS (T Ty) —n 4 oM oS S (40)
Moreover, we recall the adopted expressionRor
(
S S S S s n S s n i S
=S = RP + hP S+ a5 +a’ 1 if B 0 (1)

RS, h®S (T Ty+as S"+a% 1 S" ifBS<0O

In the following, we rstly present the one-dimensionalests-temperature phase diagram re-
lated to the proposed model. Then, we list the model paramé&tebe calibrated, we indicate
possible calibration techniques and we also comment, wiee®ssible, on their physical inter-
pretation. Moreover, for a complete overview, we cite somheioworks from the literature, which
adopt the same physical interpretation for some parameten® proposed model. In particular,
we observe that:

the elastic moduliE” andEMS | with the corresponding three-dimensional quantit@s,
GMS | andK ) and the maximum amount of single-variant martensitecan be determined
directly from experimental uniaxial stress-strain curaesonstant temperature;

the difference of entropy between the austenitic and simgte@nt martensitic phasess"MS ,
can be determined from the slope of the forward phase tremstmn curve in a stress-
temperature space, usually obtained from experimentail¢éstests (Qidwai and Lagoudas,
2000; Sedik et al., 2012). Its determination is deepened in Sectidn 4.

the material parametecy, describes the change of the hysteresis loop width in slgsere
ticity (i.e., the difference between upper and lower platsaiess), which decreases with
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increasing temperature, as experimentally demonstrateSitmer et al. (2009) and also

modeled, for instance, in the work by Sakllet al. (2012). Its determination from the slope
of the reverse phase transformation curve in a stress-tatope space, usually obtained
from experimental tensile tests, is reported in Section 4.3

the material constant indicating interaction energiesvbenh phasesT'n, the equilibrium
temperatureTy, and the parameters related to the transformation raglijR™ , R? , R? ,
h?, h3, can be easily calibrated by considering a temperatureeied transformation under
zero stress and a stress-induced transformation at highetaxture;

the parameters?,, a%, ar:, a%, and exponentn, of Eq. (25) or (41), do not have an
associated material property and are directly chosen totitée four corners of the trans-
formation hysteresis plots.

In the following, we consider only the governing equatiofish@ two transformations nec-
essary to model calibration, i.e., a temperature-inducaasformation under zero stress and a
stress-induced transformation at high temperature. M@amredor the sake of calculus simplicity,
we assum@® as follows:

S (Rfso+hfss ifBS 0
R™= S S S H S (42)
R b (T T ifBS<O0

4.1. PHASE DIAGRAM OF THE PROPOSED MODEL

This Section presents the one-dimensional stress-tetoperphase diagram related to the
proposed model and shown in Figure 1(a).

To simplify the presentation, the three phases are dengtdd Bl andS, standing for austen-
ite, multi- and single-variant martensites, respectivélye ve possible PTs, indicated in Figure
1(a), are denoted bx ! M,A! S M ! A, S! A, andM ! S for austenite to multi-
variant martensite, austenite to single-variant martensnulti-variant martensite to austenite,
single-variant martensite to austenite and multi- to gagiriant martensite, respectively.

The critical start and nish transformation temperaturézero stress level are denoted as
follows: Mg andM; fortheA ! M transformationAY andAM fortheM ! A transformation,
Ss andS; fortheA ! S transformation, and?S andA? fortheS ! A transformationA$ and
A? are assumed as different frohY' andA} in agreement with experiments provided by Popov
and Lagoudas (2007). All the temperatures are indicatedyur€ 1(a), except foss andS; .

The critical uniaxial start and nish stresses required detwinning of twinned martensite,
i.e., transformatioM ! S, are denoted bys and ¢, respectively.

The phase diagram of Figure 1(a) follows the establishedilitire in assuming three regions
where only the pure phas@és M andS can exists (light-blue shaded regions of Figure 1(a)). The
three regions are separated by transformation strips warielabeled according to the transfor-
mations which take place. Note that some of these stripsagvand in an overlap region multiple
transformations are possible. In the non-shaded regidmegblhase diagram various mixtures can
exist (white regions of Figure 1(a)).
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Due to the lack of inelastic strain associated withAh& M transformation, we assume the
start and nish lines for the forward and reverse transfdiors A $ M vertical and passing
through the critical temperaturégs, M, AM andAM, respectively (Leclercq and Lexcellent,
1996; Popov and Lagoudas, 2007). This assumption has bepteddn several models taking into
account the separate development of single- and multgizavt martensites, e.g., for instance,
(Leclercq and Lexcellent, 1996; Popov and Lagoudas, 20DIgarly, the two strips are bounded
by the critical stress,s .

The start and nish lines for the forward strip ! S pass through the critical temperatures
Ss andSs and exhibits a temperature dependence, de ned by the yostope k;, in Figure
1(a). Equivalently, the start and nish lines for the revestripS ! A pass through the critical
temperaturedS andA? and exhibits a temperature dependence, de ned by the positpek; .
Moreover, the two strips present different widths. Thesguiees are due to the fact that the present
exible model takes into account for: (i) different kinesibetween forward and reverse PTs; (ii)
the increasing hysteresis width for low applied stresseékenmal-cycling tests at constant load;
and (iii) the width of the hysteresis loop in superelasfidiécreasing with increasing temperature.

Since Popov and Lagoudas (2007) demonstrated that if theh hne for theA ! S strip
passes above the intersection pdiMts; () then one can nd a particular isobaric cooling path
which leads to jump discontinuities in the strain as the terafure is lowered, we assume the
nish line for the A ! S strip passing through or below the poiiMs; ¢) (in Figure 1(a) the
extreme case is represented by an orange dot). Furthermare@pproaches are available from
the literature for the de nition of théd ! S strip at low stresses (< ) and temperatures
(T < My): some authors have extended it to zero-stress level (BeliekBrinson, 1997); others
(Lagoudas and Shu, 1999) suggest that in the region M 5 the dependence on temperature
disappears and there is a critical stress below which S does not occur. In our case, we
assume the rst choice reasonable.

Now, we consider the simple phase diagram related to the Immd&ouza et al. (1998)
and shown in Figure 1(b), which classically describes theab®r of SMAs material in a one-
dimensional setting. The model considers the presencelptwo possible phase fractions, i.e.,
austenite and single-variant martensite, as shown in €igy{ln). As clearly explained in Section 1,
the model is unable to catch SMA behavior for work conditisi®re the material is considered as
linear elastic and where the model is particularly serssitivits numerical implementation. Such
a work condition includes stress values lower tharat T < Ty, as it can be observed in Figure
1(b). Contrarily, the proposed model allows for a more egilalpproach taking into account the
presence of multiple PTs and PTs at low levels of stress.

4.2. TEMPERATURE-INDUCED TRANSFORMATION

We start considering a temperature-induced transformatialer zero stress. To this purpose,
Figure 2 focuses onlyonthe $ M transformation, by highlighting the two related verticiaifss
(orange regions). Accordingly, exploiting the de nitioAQ), for the driving forceBM , we can
detect start and nish of forward and reverse PT through thiewing conditions:

—in

Startforward PT:FM __ | = s"MS (Mg To) RM =0

Finish forward PT: FM __ = "MS(M¢  To)+ —"RM =

M¢
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Start reverse PT.FM __ = sAMS (AM - To) + "L RM =0

—in

Finish reverse PT:FM __ = sAMS (AM - Ty) +RM =0

_Ay
whereMg, M¢, AM andAM can be easily determined by differential scanning caloiyn@®SC)
tests (Popov and Lagoudas, 2007; Qidwai and Lagoudas, 20@0ssumd, = M; + AM =2,
i.e., we treaftT, as equilibrium temperature. Accordingly, since forwardl aaverse PTs are

perfectly symmetric, we derivRM and by considering only the two equations related to

forward PT:
8

5 —n TAM  AMS
2
SRM = AMS T4

TAM (43)
2

where T"M = Mg My =AM AMand To=T, Ms=AY T, (see Figure 2).

4.3. STRESS-INDUCED TRANSFORMATION

We now consider a stress-induced transformation at conbkigh temperature] . To this
purpose, Figure 3 focuses only Ars S transformation, by highlighting the related strips (orang
regions). The loading path is represented in Figure 3 by @ceériolet line passing through .

Accordingly, exploiting the de nition (4Q) for the driving forceB S, we can detect start and
nish of forward and reverse PT through the following comalis:

Start forward PT: FS  _ s="L S SMS(T Ty

S

Finish forward PT: FS  _ s =L S MS(T T+ " RS h$=0

Startreverse PTFS _ , =" 2 SAMS (T To)+ iy R% h? (T To)=0

wrx

Finish reverse PT:FS _ A= A SAMS (T Tg) "+ RS, (T To)=0
where 3, P, & and # are the martensitic and austenitic start and nish stressespec-
tively. The transformation lines for forward and reversangformations are linear with slopes
ke = sMS="_andk, = s"™S + ¢ =", respectively (see Figure 3). Onke andk, are
experimentally determined, we can calibrate bo#f™S andc3.

Finally, we deduce the remaining model parameters by censgl the four equations, as
follows:

8

FRR="2 T ST )
TREE(SMS ST T+ L p

" —in
L S+2

S
f
IS in
r

-0

||L A + 2_
(44)

where S= 5 Sand “= % £ (seeFigure 3).
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5. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS AND EXPERIMENTAL VALIDATIONS

In this Section we test the validity of the model as well a®atgm ef ciency through several
numerical simulations and comparisons with experimemsiilts on thin superelastic NiTi wires
reported by Sittner et al. (2009). Then, we approach a contplee-dimensional nite element
analysis of a real SMA-based device, i.e., an helical spastgator.

In all the numerical tests we adopt the material parameggrsrted in Table 4 and calibrated
as described in Section 4, by referring to the material pteggecharacterizing NiTi wires and
provided by Pilch et al. (2009); Sittner et al. (2009); intmadar, the material parameters are
extracted from an experimental curve, i.e., a tensile testtanstant temperature d® C (Figure
4).

It is important to notice that all the parameters are caldataising only uniaxial data. The
reduced number of experimental data for the calibratiotagdy reduces the model accuracy,
but the purpose is to emphasize: (i) model prediction cdiiabj based on a simple calibration
method, through a quantitative validation with experinaédata; and, above all, (ii) the robustness
and ef ciency of the adopted numerical procedure, throughaae complex three-dimensional
analysis of a real SMA-based device.

In all the simulations, to emphasize the improvements ofniéa@ modeling framework, we
compare the proposed model with the model by Souza et al8§i®@ricchio et al., 2009b).

5.1. ISO-THERMAL TENSILE TESTS

We start considering uniaxial tensile tests at constanpégature, simulated as simple uni-
axial tension tests, with displacement control and prbsdrhomogeneous constant temperature
eld. We consider four constant temperatures46f 20, 10and 20 C for the tensile tests and
four constant temperatures 40, 20, 10and 20 C for the tensile tests with internal subloops.
Accordingly, Figures 5 and 6 report stress-strain diagradasnpared to the model by Souza et al.
(1998), the proposed model allows for an accurate desenipti material behavior by reproducing
experimental hysteresis loops decreasing with increasimgerature, transformation-dependent
elastic properties as well as PTs smoothness.

5.2. THERMAL-CYCLING TESTS AT CONSTANT APPLIED STRESSES

We now present thermal-cycling tests at constant strassaied as uniaxial tension tests with
load control and prescribed homogeneous varying temperagld. We consider two constant
stresses 0800and400 MPa. Accordingly, Figure 7 reports strain-temperaturegdiens. The
experimental curves are successfully predicted by bothetsodr = 400 MPa, while both
models fail for = 300 MPa since an experimental weak inelastic strain is obtafnedow
stress levels. Although there is no clear experimentalesdd, these small actuation strains can
be attributed to a R-phase transformation (Sittner et aD9P0not taken into account by both
models. Another clear feature of the proposed model is ticeedse of temperature hysteresis
width with increasing stress.
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Parameter Value Unit | Parameter Value Unit

GA 21890  MPa RM 1 MPa
GMS 9016  MPa R 1  MPa
K 31125  MPa R% 17 MPa
"L 6.15 % h? 1  MPa
To -48.15 C hp 1  MPa
$MS 031 MPa/C | aF 2  MPa
- 0.1  MPa ad, 0.5 MPa
e~ 02 MPa/C s 0.01 MPa
n 0.1 / a> 9 MPa

Table 4: Model parameters used in all the numerical sinsiati
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5.3. THERMO-MECHANICAL RECOVERING STRESS TESTS

We now present thermo-mechanical recovering stress tasted out on a wire strained in
tension at room temperature, up to a certain level of priestaaupper and lower plateau, respec-
tively, followed by thermal-cycling at constant prestraimd nal unloading at room temperature.
Again, the present tests are simulated as uniaxial tensgin.tWe consider a room temperature
of 24 C and three levels of prestrain 886, 3:5% and5%. Accordingly, Figures 8-9 represent
stress-strain (left) and stress-temperature (right)rdimg at both upper and lower plateau. The
transformation slopes as well as the achieved magnitudeeafeicovery stress at maximum tem-
perature predicted by the proposed model are in good agreaemith experiments also if both
models do not capture the absence of hysteresis in the-stm@perature plot.

5.4. COMBINED TENSION-TORSION TESTS

We present results of combined tension-torsion tests stngiof iso-thermal loading paths
with applied angular displacement at constant axial strélse numerical prediction are obtained
considering & mm wire segment, modeled usiBgiode brick FE discretization consisting in one
element through the wire thickness &fDelements in the cross-section.

Accordingly, Figure 10 represents torque-angular digpteent (left) and axial strain-angular
displacement (right) diagrams. Tests in the rst row of FigdO are performed at a constant
tensile stress of0 MPa and at a constant temperature36f C; curves in the second row are
plotted for a constant tensile stressl® MPa and at a constant temperaturet6f C; curves in
the third row are plotted for a constant tensile stres37&MPa and at a constant temperature of
40 C.

Both models underpredict the resulting torque moment ancestienate the maximum amount
of transformation strain reached at the end of the transitiom. However, discrepancies are not
surprising since all the material parameters are calidraseng uniaxial tests. In fact, thin wires
loaded in tension often exhibit a localization of transfation, which produces more well stress-
oriented variants, resulting in an important transfororastrain in tension. In torsion test, due
to the stress gradient through the radius, no localizas@xpected and, consequently, a reduced
transformation strain is expected. As the models conslietransformation in an average way,
this kind of effects is not captured. Moreover, there areréigancies in terms of axial strains,
due to the effect of strong material texture and anisotropy,accounted by isotropic models,
which in uences yield transformation surfaces and transfation strains (Sittner et al., 2009).
In fact, tension/compression asymmetry, which is accaufde in the model by Souza et al.
(1998), originates from the transformation anisotropyoasged with NiTi cubic to monoclinic
martensitic transformation (Sittner et al., 2009). The eida/ Souza et al. (1998) nevertheless
remains isotropic and hence the tension/compression asymaoes not solve the problem of the
length of the plateau in angular displacements in torsiorsidgethese discrepancies, the global
behavior of the proposed model is generally in good agreemiém experiments.

5.5. SIMULATION OF SMA DEVICE

We conclude this Section by considering a real SMA-basettdgeve., an SMA helical spring
actuator. Such device constitutes an important exampletoasor and, despite the apparent sim-
plicity, its behavior is rather complex. Consequently, ksidn may possibly take advantage of
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numerical simulations. The literature presents numerdoste for the modeling, design, simu-
lation and control of SMA actuator systems related to intiweadevices employed for different
purposes. Among them, there have been several efforts telrS&A helicoidal springs thermo-
mechanical behavior (Attanasi et al., 2011; de Aguiar e28l13, 2010; Dumont and Kuhl, 2005;
Saleeb et al., 2013a; Savi and Braga, 1993; Toi et al., 2004).

The SMA helical spring actuator considered in the presemkwonsists of3:5 free coils of
initial length 0of24:59 mm, a wire diameter of:5 mm, a spring external diameter 83 mm, a
spring internal diameter df0:3 mm and a pitch size d&:4 mm. Figure (11) reports the adopted
mesh, consisting #9128-node brick elements an197nodes, and the initial geometry.

First, we simulate a helical spring at a constant tempezaitdO C. We apply an axial force
at the bottom end of the helical spring while the top end is gletely xed. We increase the
force from zero to its maximum value and then, we unload thesfback to zero. We remark that
all the nodes on the bottom section are constrained ag&i@stvo translations in the directions
orthogonal to the axial one (thus ensuring that the bottactiseis restrained against twist rota-
tion). Figure 12(a) shows the deformed shape under the memiforce, compared to the initial
geometry of the spring. After unloading, the spring receves original shape as expected in the
PE regime. Figure 12(b) shows the force-vertical displaa@n(of the loaded end) diagram. The
results presented in Figure 12(b) illustrate also the rvtass of the present formulation and im-
plementation. The markers indicate the solution obtairgdgularge load increments (automatic
step size controt), whereas the solid line corresponds to xed small loadénoents. As it can
be seen, the former solution follows exactly the latter. $3sess computational ef ciency of the
present model and its FE implementation, Table 5 providegdtal number of steps, the total
number of global Newton iterations and the total computatime for both the small and large
load increments.

Then, to qualitatively compare the behavior of the proposedlel to that by Souza et al.
(1998) for low-stress PTs, we consider the spring xed atttpeend, initially loaded by a vertical
force at the bottom end and subjected to temperature cyale kéeping constant the load. We
consider two constant loads 5&nd15N. Figures 13(a) and 13(c) show the two loading histories
during the simulations, while Figures 13(b) and 13(d) shoswtertical displacement-temperature
diagrams. As it can be observed, compared to the model byaSetual. (1998), the proposed
model is able to capture low-stress PTs and to predict theedse of temperature hysteresis width
with increasing stress (see Figures 13(b)-(d)).

6. CONCLUSIONS

The present paper has developed a re ned and general thmessional phenomenological
constitutive model for SMASs, taking into account severaygbal phenomena. Moreover, the
present paper has proposed the numerical implementatithe ofew model, through an effective
and ef cient procedure, consisting in the replacement efclassical set of Kuhn-Tucker condi-
tions by the Fischer-Burmeister complementarity functidhe great advantage of the numerical

1All computations are performed using an automatic step@ngrol procedure in which the desired number of
Newton iterations is prescribed (here, equal to 8), and tineent load increment is increased (decreased) when the
number of iterations at the previous increment is smalag@r) then the desired number.
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algorithms based on the Fischer-Burmeister complementatibns is that no active set search is
required, allowing an ef cient procedure for complex congive models. Numerical robustness
and ef ciency have been carefully investigated. Possilifeuties and the adopted solutions
have been described. Extensive numerical tests have befennped to show robustness as well
as ef ciency of the proposed integration algorithm and tharmitative validation of the proposed
model with experimental data has been addressed to con raehreliability.
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Type of load increments Number of steps Number of iteratiomstal time [s]

Large 52 401 909.046
Fine 204 1023 2134.75

Table 5: Pseudoelastic test of a SMA helical spring actuatomparison of computational ef -
ciency.
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800 800 T T T
=== Experimental II
=== Proposed model |

5 --- Souza model !
__600 e __600 f
© I ©
4 P ] Q
= i =}
© 400 4 ¥ © 400
5 W To40c| £
2 (%)
200 === Experimental 200
== Proposed model
--= Souza model T=20°C
GO 2 4 6 8 00 2 4 6 8
Strain € [%] Strain € [%)]
800 800 T
=== Experimental === Experimental
== Proposed model === Proposed model
=== Souza model 600 == Souza model

Stress o [MPa]
S
o
o

T4
1 p—
— 200 — -
T=10°C
% 2 4 6 8 % 2 4
Strain € [%] Strain € [%)]

Figure 6: Model response for iso-thermal tensile tests witigrnal subloops.

43



[o}

o E - = === Experimental

Xperimenta === Proposed model
=== Proposed model --= Souza model
--- Souza model

1
1

2\ 3 it
2o\ a——ik
s\ g i i
= 1 =
il Jl .
1 2 i i o=400MPa
! o =300 MPa \3 1 —
|Wh 'L H L —— ﬁr
- ] H 1
% 0 20 40 60 8 100 120 %0 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Temperature T [°C] Temperature T [°C]

Figure 7: Model response for thermal-cycling tests at amtgensile stresses.

800 800
=== Experimental
=== Proposed model

600 --- Souza model 600

Stress o [MPa]
D
o
o

Stress o [MPa]
'S
o
o

60 80
Temperature T [°C]

(d)
Figure 8. Model response for thermo-mechanical recovesiress tests at upper plateau

200 200 === Experimental
= Proposed model
e = 3.5% at upper plateau --- Souza model
G0 1.5 3 45 %O 40 60 80 100
Strain € [%] Temperature T [°C]
800 800
=== Experimental
=== Proposed model
600 --- Souza model 600
‘o T
o o
= o TP T T L =
© 400 R it © 400
2 N # 2 i
5 73 L
g A A e j
R Sl & |
200 '.‘...----..-..,-- * 200 === Experimental
Q === Proposed model
A & = 5% at upper plateau --= Souza model
00 2 4 6 %0 40
Strain € [%]

100

44



800 800
=== Experimental === Experimental
=== Proposed model === Proposed model

600 =-= Souza model ] 600 =-= Souza model ]
‘o &4 o &4
== _/_...l:": o _/_...l:":
g riziziaeaflaranarEreaenns” '? A g Ig‘“ﬂ;;:_" E i annnrenns” '7 A
© 400 i i © 400 » i i
1] K o 1] - Q
17 » 7] M »
8 E3.J I — : 8 3 L3 I — /
& . e B, | et s

200 — 200¢ PTY T s

3
€ = 3.5% at lower plateau 9 € = 3.5% at lower plateau
0() 2 4 6 8 O0 2 4 6 8
Strain € [%] Strain € [%]
800 800
=== Experimental € = 5% at lower plateau ==
=== Proposed model B
600 --- Souza model 600

= ot
e Lt =
o

Stress o [MPa]
5
o

n
o
o
S LLLLLL)

===:Experimental
A === Proposed model
¢ = 5% at lower plateau --= Souza model
% 2 4 6 8 %0 20 60 80 100
Strain € [%] Temperature T [°C]

(d)

Figure 9: Model response for thermo-mechanical recovesirgss tests at lower plateau.
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Figure 10: Model response for combined tension-torsiotstes

Figure 11: SMA helical spring actuator: adopted mesh.
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(@)

(b)

Figure 12: Pseudoelastic test of a SMA helical spring aotugi) spring initial geometry and
scaled deformed shape under the maximum force (color mageited distribution of the single-
variant martensite volume fraction?); (b) force vs. vertical displacement of the loaded end of
the spring diagram (markers, large load increments; siwleJ small increments).
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(@) (b)

(©) (d)

Figure 13: Thermal-cycling test at constant load of a SMAdagkpring actuator: (a)-(c) temper-
ature and force loading histories during simulation; @)yertical displacement of the loaded end
of the spring vs. temperature diagrams.
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