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Abstract

Although FFT-based methods are renowned for their numerical efficiency and stability, traditional
discretizations fail to capture material interfaces that are not aligned with the grid, resulting in sub-
optimal accuracy. To address this issue, the work at hand introduces a novel FFT-based solver that
achieves interface-conforming accuracy for three-dimensional mechanical problems. More precisely,
we integrate the extended finite element (X-FEM) discretization into the FFT-based framework, lever-
aging its ability to resolve discontinuities via additional shape functions. We employ the modified
abs(olute) enrichment and develop a preconditioner based on the concept of strongly stable GFEM,
which mitigates the conditioning issues observed in traditional X-FEM implementations. Our compu-
tational studies demonstrate that the developed X-FFT solver achieves interface-conforming accuracy,
numerical efficiency, and stability when solving three-dimensional linear elastic homogenization prob-

lems with smooth material interfaces.
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1 Introduction

1.1 State of the art

To understand the behavior of complex materials, developing efficient and accurate simulation techniques
turns out to be essential. Over the last decade, methods based on the fast Fourier transform (FFT) [1}/2]
became increasingly popular due to their efficiency, which rests on:
e their low memory footprint due to their matrix-free formulation,
e their speed due to the use of state-of-the-art FFT implementations [3,/4] and dedicated iterative
solution schemes,
e their use of regular grids, eliminating the need of expensive mesh generation and enabling to operate
on pu~-CT data [5] directly,
e their stability, which is rooted in their preconditioning strategy that leads to a mesh-independent
upper bound on the condition number,
e their parallelizability.
For an overview of FFT-based methods, we refer to the review articles [6H9].
In the 1990s, Moulinec-Suquet [1,/2] introduced FFT-based methods by reformulating the cell problem
as the Lippmann-Schwinger equation for elasticity [10,/11] and solving it using an FFT-based iterative
method known as the basic scheme. Around 2014, the original method was decomposed into its con-
stituent parts - discretization and solution scheme [1215]. Moreover, the Fourier-based discretization of
Mouline-Suquet was interpreted as a trigonometric collocation discretization |16 and a nonconforming
Fourier-Galerkin discretization [14], while the basic scheme was identified as a variant of the gradient
descent method [17] and the Richardson iteration [18]. These insights enabled incorporating alterna-
tive discretizations and solvers into FFT-based methods. By adapting solution schemes from large scale
optimization [19-21] the speed of FFT-based methods could be significantly improved. Moreover, dis-
cretizations based on voxel-wise constant fields [12}/22,23], Fourier-Galerkin methods [24126|, finite vol-
umes |27H29), finite differences [30H32] and finite elements (FEs) [33-35] were introduced in the context
of FFT-based computational micromechanics.
For some discretizations, a superconvergence phenomenon was observed in FFT-based methods, where the
effective stress converges at a quadratically higher rate than the local stress field [36]. For linear elasticity
problems that are discretized by trilinear hexahedral FEs, Ye-Chung 37| first proved the superconvergence
of FFT-based methods and derived explicit convergence rates. Subsequently, Schneider [38] proved that
the convergence rates of the traditional Fourier-based discretization and the voxel finite element method
(FEM) coincide. Put differently, for voxel finite element discretizations and the traditional Fourier-
based discretization, the effective stress converges with the rate O (h) and the local stress/strain fields
converge with the rate O (\/ﬁ) to the exact solution, where the mesh parameter h stands for the voxel
edge length. These convergence rates are suboptimal compared to the quadratically higher rates of
interface-conforming FEM with linear tetrahedral or bi-/trilinear hexahedral FEs [39,/40]. Essentially,
the suboptimal convergence rates of the voxel finite element discretizations and the traditional Fourier-
based discretization result because of the inaccurate approximation capabilities of voxels for general
interfaces [41].
To achieve higher accuracy, composite voxels [42,43] were introduced, which apply an averaging rule to
the voxels that include an interface. Composite voxels with Voigt averaging [4244] were found to lead to
the most accurate results for composites with voids, whereas composite voxels with Reuss averaging [42,
43| |45, |46] are best suited for rigid inclusions. For finite material contrasts, composite voxels, which
are furnished with the effective properties of an equivalent laminate [43],/47,|48] were found to yield the

most accurate results. There are different ways to obtain the interface and subvolume fraction data



required for the laminate mixing rule: Either, microstructure images with a higher resolution may be
used [49[50] or a level-set description may be exploited [48]. Although improving the accuracy in linear
elastic homogenization problems, the solution fields of the composite voxels still converge with the same
rate as those of voxel FEM [48| Fig. 7B|.

A different strategy to improve the accuracy of FFT-based methods was introduced by Zecevic et al. |51}
52]. Their local mesh morphing approach involves mapping from an interface-conforming grid to a
reference configuration, applying the FFT-based method in the reference configuration, and mapping
back to the interface-conforming grid. For simple microstructures, the interface-conforming grid and the
mapping operator can be computed explicitly [51]. More complex microstructures can be treated using
alternative methods, such as balancing a system of springs connecting the nodes [52] or employing grid
adaptation based on optimal transport [53|. Nevertheless, generating the interface-conforming grid and
mapping operator significantly increases the computational cost, and conditioning problems are expected
for severely deformed grids.

Recently, a novel FFT-based framework [54] was introduced for two-dimensional thermal homogenization
problems, which achieves interface-conforming accuracy while maintaining numerical efficiency and well-
conditioning. This so-called X-FFT solver [54] integrates an extended finite element discretization with
modified abs(olute) enrichment and a dedicated preconditioning strategy into FFT-based methods. The
extended finite element method (X-FEM) resolves discontinuities in a regular grid setting by locally
enriching the polynomial approximation space of the classical FE shape functions with additional shape
functions that incorporate the discontinuity. Based on X-FEM, weak discontinuities, i.e., discontinuities
in the gradient, as well as strong discontinuities, i.e., discontinuities in the primary solution field, may
be modeled. Initially, X-FEM was developed to resolve crack paths without any re-meshing during crack
evolution [55/56]. However, its application was extended to fluid mechanics [57158|, magnetic and coupled
magneto-mechanical boundary value problems [59160], poromechanics [61] and contact mechanics [62]. In
solid mechanics, X-FEM was used to model grain boundaries in polycrystals [63] (strong discontinuities)
and material interfaces [64,/65] (weak discontinuities). The X-FEM is closely related to the generalized
finite element method (GFEM) [66,/67]. Both methods use standard FE shape functions to realize the
partition of unity (PU) |68]. Initially, the GFEM employed global enrichments, whereas the X-FEM
performs local enrichments on a subset of nodes. However, the characteristics of GFEM evolved over
time, shifting towards local enrichments. Due to this development, the terms X-FEM and GFEM are
often used interchangeably [69}[70]. For a detailed history of the X-FEM and GFEM, we refer to section
1.1 of the review article by Fries and Belytschko [69]. For simplicity, we will use the term X-FEM to refer
to both methods for the remainder of this manuscript.

To model smooth material interfaces in X-FEM, enrichment functions that rely on the level set method |71]
are suitable, as the level set method offers an implicit description of a smooth interface. As a result,
applications to micromechanics require microstructure generation methods that provide a level-set rep-
resentation of the primitives of the microstructure. Fortunately, there are respective methods available
for spherical [72}/73] and cylindrical inclusions [74.[75], irregular shaped particles [76H78], cellular materi-
als [79] and woven composites [80]. A recently introduced approach encodes the level set information by
a neural network in so-called Implicit Neural Representations (INRs) [81].

A suitable enrichment for modeling smooth material interfaces in X-FEM is the modified abs enrich-
ment |65, which leverages the level set method and vanishes outside elements that comprise a material
interface, thereby preventing parasitic terms in neighboring elements. The modified abs enrichment was
shown to enable interface-conforming accuracy in X-FEM [65,82|, among other enrichments [57/83].
Nevertheless, some formulations of the X-FEM suffer from ill-conditioned systems [69.[70].

To tackle the ill-conditioning, preconditioners based on Cholesky decompositions [84}/85], domain decom-



position strategies [85-87] and multigrid methods [88}/89] were developed. For two-dimensional thermal
problems, Babuska et al. [70,[90] proved that, with a suitable enrichment and preconditioning strategy
involving a diagonal preconditioner for the extended degrees of freedom, the condition number of the
preconditioned X-FEM system matrix scales at the same rate as the underlying FEM system matrix with
the mesh spacing h, namely, at the rate O(h?). Moreover, they proved that for the so-called strongly
stable X-FEM two mesh-independent bounds exist: one on the condition number of the preconditioned
X-FEM system matrix and one on the condition number of the enriched block matrix |70]. The group
showed that the X-FEM with the modified absolute enrichment and a suitable preconditioning strategy
leads to a strongly stable X-FEM |[70L/88] for two-dimensional thermal problems. The strongly stable
X-FEM was extended to time-dependent problems, i.e., moving interfaces [91]. However, the authors of
this manuscript are not aware of any extension of the strongly-stable X-FEM to three-dimensional ther-
mal problems or to linear elasticity for material interface problems. To improve the numerical efficiency
of X-FEM, dedicated iterative solvers were developed. On the one hand, multigrid solvers [87],/92] and
multigrid preconditioned conjugate gradient solvers [88}[89] were tailored to X-FEM. On the other hand,
FFT-based solvers were made available for X-FEM [54] in two-dimensional thermal problems based on
the concept of strongly stable X-FEM [70].

1.2 Contributions

This work presents a novel X-FFT solver that solves three-dimensional mechanical problems with interface-
conforming accuracy, overcoming a major limitation of classical FFT-based methods. Building on our
recent work on X-FFT solvers for two-dimensional heat conductivity [54], we extend the approach to
three-dimensional mechanical problems. However, the recently introduced X-FFT solver heavily relies on
the proof for the existence of a mesh-independent upper bound on the condition number in a strongly
stable X-FEM, provided by Babuska et al. |[70], which is limited to two-dimensional heat conductivity
problems. To date, we are not aware of such a proof for three-dimensional mechanical homogeniza-
tion problems. Moreover, mechanical problems often involve complex material properties and operators
without minor symmetries, which potentially worsens the conditioning and increases the implementation
effort compared to heat conductivity problems. This work presents the modification of the recently in-
troduced X-FFT solver [54] to address three-dimensional mechanical homogenization problems, discusses

its implementation, and provides a comprehensive numerical analysis. Our primary research question is:

Does the displacement-based X-FFT solver extend to FFT-based computational homogenization

methods in 3D mechanics with the expected accuracy and efficiency?

Efficiency relies on the existence of a mesh-independent upper bound on the condition number of the
preconditioned system matrix, ensuring that the system remains stable even when the mesh spacing or
position changes. Our studies indicate that such a mesh-independent bound holds for 3D mechanical
homogenization with smooth interfaces. Moreover, we observe interface-conforming accuracy in the local
and effective error convergence rates. Currently, the X-FFT solver applies to linear elastic, non-porous,

multiphase materials with periodic boundary conditions and a single interface per element.



2 The X-FFT solver

2.1 Discretization by extended finite elements

We assume a three-dimensional cuboid cell

Y =10,41] x [0, €3] x [0, £5] (2.1)
with periodic boundary conditions, where a stress operator

o :Y x Sym(3) — Sym(3) (2.2)

is defined that maps for every point & € Y a strain tensor e € Sym(3) to a stress tensor o (x,£). We
aim to solve the weak form of the (quasi-) static equilibrium without microscopic body forces, so that

the equation

/YVSU co (z,e(x))dV(x) =0 (2.3)

holds for all test fields v in the first-order Sobolev space H(Y;R?) of periodic fields with vanishing
mean. The strain field
e(x) =€+ Viu(x) (2.4)

consists of the average strain € € Sym(3) and the symmetric gradient of the displacement fluctuation
u € Hj(Y;R?). In the context of linear elasticity, the stress operator

o(x,e) =C(x) : e(x) (2.5)

is defined by a linear mapping via the local stiffness tensor C(x) € Lin (Sym(3)), which has minor and
major symmetries. Moreover, we assume that the inequalities

C_lle|? <e:C(x):e < Cy|e||* for all e € Sym(3) (2.6)

hold at all points @ € Y for some positive constants C_,Cy € R. The bounds encode that the local
stiffness tensor field is uniformly positive definite on the strains and uniformly bounded.

To discretize the weak form of the (quasi-) static equilibrium without microscopic body forces by
extended finite elements on a regular grid, we define a suitable X-FEM approximation space V. With

this space at hand, we seek a displacement fluctuation field u; € V}, that satisfies the equation
/ Vi, :C: (E+ Viuy)dz =0 (2.7)
Y

for all test fields v, € V. To develop a suitable X-FEM approximation space, we adapt the X-FEM ap-
proximation space for two-dimensional thermal problems [54, eq.(2.16)] to three-dimensional mechanical
homogenization problems. The resulting X-FEM approximation space takes the form

V=14 Nigupp+Y Nuk|icl, jeJ upgeR’ uleR® Y upp=0 (2.8)

iel jeJ iel
with the nodes i, which are in the set of standard FE nodes I, and the enriched nodes j, which are in
the set of enriched nodes J. The set of enriched nodes J is a subset of the set of standard FE nodes
I. Typically, the latter set has a much higher cardinality. Moreover, the X-FEM approximation space
for three-dimensional mechanical problems consists of the standard nodal FE shape functions Nig,
the standard nodal displacement fluctuations ukg, the enriched nodal FE shape functions N%, and the



enriched nodal displacement fluctuations ugi The standard FE displacement fluctuations are forced to
be mean free, so that eq.(2.7)) admits a unique solution. The enriched shape functions take the form

N (@) = Nig(@) p(a), m€Y, (2.9)

where the scalar-valued function p stands for the enrichment function. For matrix-inclusion composites,
we seek to approximate the kink in the displacement fluctuation at the interface by the enrichment
function p. To approximate these so-called weak discontinuities, enrichment functions based on the level
set description |71] of the interface may be used [64,/65]. A level set function L : Y — R provides an

implicit description of a composite comprising two phases Y with interface I based on the definitions

I={xeY|L(z) =0}, (2.10)
Y, ={xeY|L(x) >0}, (2.11)
Y. ={xeY|L(z) <0}, (2.12)

where the level set function is assumed to be smooth and at least Lipschitz continuous |71]. For numerical
reasons, it is convenient to normalize the level set function, such that its values encode the signed distance
to the closest interface [48]. If the nodal level set values L* are available, i.e., via an analytical description
of the interface, the continuous level set function may be approximated by linear interpolation via the
FE shape functions in the form

Ly(x) = Nig(z)L'. (2.13)

iel

For an example of an interface with respective level set function, we refer to Fig. and Fig.
Sukumar et al. |[64] pioneered using level set based enrichments for interface problems by introducing the
abs enrichment
> Nig(m)L'|.
il
However, the abs enrichment leads to poor conditioning due to linear dependencies between the FE
and the enriched shape functions. As a remedy, Moés et al. [65] introduced the modified abs enrichment,
which takes the form

pix) = (2.14)

(@) = 3 Nig(a)|Li] -  zev. (2.15)

icl
The modified abs enrichment (2.15)) is constructed by subtracting the abs enrichment (2.14]) from its
linear interpolant. By construction, the modified abs enrichment (2.15)) vanishes in all elements that do

not contain an interface, so that linear dependencies between the FE and enriched shape functions are

ZNBZ;E(CB)Li

i€l

prevented. For a visualization of the modified abs enrichment of the interface shown in Fig. we refer

to Fig.

2.2 Preconditioning with internal scaling

In the previous subsection, we discretized the weak form of the (quasi-) static equilibrium without micro-
scopic body forces by extended finite elements on a regular grid for linear elasticity. To decrease the effort
required to solve the resulting system , we introduce a preconditioning strategy based on concepts
that were recently developed for two-dimensional thermal problems [54,(70,93|.

Traditionally, the condition number of X-FEM systems scales with the rate O(h~%) in the mesh spacing
h 190]. Babuska et al. |[70,|90] proved that for some conditions on the enrichment space and for two-

dimensional thermal problems, the condition number of the X-FEM system reduces to the rate of an
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Figure 1: Interface with level set representation and modified abs enrichment function of a voxel that is

discretized by six P; elements.

underlying voxel-FEM system, namely the rate O(h~2). Moreover, in their so-called strongly stable
X-FEM , applying a diagonal preconditioner to the enriched degrees of freedom guarantees mesh-
independent upper bounds on the condition numbers of the preconditioned X-FEM system and the
preconditioned system of the enriched degrees of freedom. Based on the inequalities that Babuska et
al. use to derive these mesh-independent upper bounds, the authors of this manuscript developed an
X-FFT preconditioner Sec.3] for two-dimensional thermal problems that leads to a mesh-independent
upper bound on the condition number of the preconditioned X-FFT system. In a subsequent publication,
the authors introduced an internal scaling of the enriched shape functions to prevent numerical
instabilities that could arise if the enriched shape functions and the standard FE shape functions have
different order of magnitude. To construct a preconditioner for the work at hand, we transfer the strategies
that were previously developed for 2D thermal homogenization problems to three-dimensional
linear elastic unit-cell problems. However, we note that a proof extending Babuska et al. §5] to
three-dimensional mechanics is currently not known to the authors. Rather, we report computational
experiments, see section [4]
Building on the previously developed internal scaling strategy , we introduce the scaled enriched shape
function

N§ = (%) N (2.16)
and the scaled enriched displacement fluctuation

i = (DY) ]

: (2.17)

with the scaling factors
(02, = [ IvN de (2.18)

that are based on the formerly introduced diagonal preconditioner eq.(3.10)]. These scaled enriched
shape functions are designed to improve the numerical stability by preventing the enriched shape functions
from having a different order of magnitude than the standard FE functions. More precisely, for the

standard FE functions at the node k € I, by definition, the interpolation condition
NéE(xp) = Okp (2.19)

holds at the node p € I. To obtain values in the same order of magnitude for the scaled enriched shape
functions, we require the condition
IV N e = 1, (2.20)



to hold at all enriched nodes j € J, which is fulfilled by the scaled enriched shape function defined
above. We note that we rely on the symmetrized gradient V* in the definition of the scaling factors
for three-dimensional linear elasticity, a choice that is motivated by the kinematic compatibility condition.
The adapted X-FFT approximation space takes the form

Vi=4> Nigupp+Y NMaklicl, jeJ upgeR® @y eR’ Y upg=0;. (221)
el JjeJ iel

After selecting a basis of the adapted X-FEM approximation space (2.21]), we may rewrite the discretized
weak form of the (quasi-) static equilibrium (2.7) as the linear system

[~
|2

=b (2.22)
with the scaled system matrix

4 _ @ @ c R3(TLFE+TLX)><3(”FE+”X)7 (223)

Ao Az

the scaled solution vector

i = (f”) € R3(nretnx) (2.24)
U2

and the scaled right-hand side vector

IS

= <131> € R3(mretnx) (2.25)

by

The number ngg denotes the number of nodes and the number nx accounts for the number of enriched
nodes, i.e., the nodes of elements that contain an interface.
The upper left block matrix

<@>” - /Y széE C: VS‘ZVIgE de, i,j=1,2,...,nFg, (2.26)

and the upper vector u; € R3*"F= comprise solely classical FE degrees of freedom and are independent of

the internal scaling. The lower right block matrix

(@)ij :/YVSJW( L C:VENLdz, ij=1,2. .. nx (2.27)
and the lower vector ug € R3"x depend solely on the enriched degrees of freedom, whereas the off-diagonal
matrices

(@)ij - /YVSN;;E L C:VNide, i=1,2,... nps, j=1,2,... nx, (2.28)
(@)M - /YVSN;g C:V*Nigde, i=12,.. . nx, j=12... nrs (2.29)

quantify the interaction between the classical FE and the enriched degrees of freedom. To precondition
the linear system (2.22)), we rely on the X-FFT preconditioner [93| that was originally developed for

two-dimensional thermal problems and takes the form

N AV
£ — =L c R3(nFE+nx)X3(nFE+nX) (230)

I




for three-dimensional mechanical problems. The X-FFT solver (2.30) consists of the the identity matrix
I € R¥™>3mx and the constant coefficient preconditioner

(&)ij:LVSNgE:VSNgEdm, i i=1,2,... 3npg, (2.31)

which uses the symmetrized gradient V* in consistency with the scaling factors (2.18). Applying the
block preconditioner (2.30)), the linear system (2.22) takes the form

. (2.32)

[iae]

A:(l)lil (2&) + Agy iy =

For voxel-based FEs, the constant coefficient preconditioner (2.31) may be inverted efficiently via the
fast Fourier transform such that Green’s operator results. In practice, we use well-established strategies
from the literature [33-35] to compute the preconditioner and cache it. We refer to Schneider for a

summary of the used strategies.

3 Implementation

Figure 2: Division of the voxel into six P; elements \ .

Our X-FFT solver applies an iterative scheme to solve the linear system (12.22)) utilizing the precondi-
tioner (2.30)). For efficient implementation it is convenient to treat the global linear system

[t
|2

—b=0 (3.1)

with a divide-and-conquer strategy on the element level, such that the form
Ne _
> oA (Aeiie—be) =0 (3.2)
e=1 T

results, where the matrix A, € R3(mrEt+nx) Xm0 ags0ciates the global degrees of freedom with the element
nodal degrees of freedom nn. We assume that each voxel consists of six P; elements as depicted in Fig. [2|
Via the utilized X-FFT approximation space nodes that are not located on elements containing an
interface, i.e., nodes k € T\ J, have solely three standard FE degrees of freedom per node (n, = 3). In
contrast, nodes that belong to enriched elements, i.e., nodes k € J, have six degrees of freedom per node
(ny = 6). The relations

e = A, (3.3)
A, = / ViN,(z)' C(z) V3N, (z)dz, (3.4)
.

b = / ViN,(z)" C(x)z dz, (3.5)

hold with the symmetrized gradient of the nodal shape function V*N,(z) € R®*4" and the local stiffness
matrix C'. Note that our implementation relies on the Voigt-Mandel notation for all matrices. At a point
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Figure 3: Division of the P; elements into subtetrahedra for integration.

x € Y, the gradient of the nodal shape function may be computed using the scalar gradient of the nodal

shape function via the relation

VN () = MYNS () 9 L, (3.6)

with the identity matrix I 3v3 and the dyadic product ®. The matrix M extracts the symmetrized (strain)
part in Voigt-Mandel notation from a full deformation gradient. For a reference tetrahedron with nodes
ABCD, the scalar gradient of the nodal shape function takes the form

No (@) = (o) No(a) NGp(e) NBu(z) Nf(@) M) N¢(x) NP(x) (37)

for enriched elements and reduces to the first four entries for non-enriched elements. Using the modified
abs enrichment (2.15]), and the internal scaling factors ([2.18)), the representation

N (@) = (29)

Nl=

) @V (@) (33

follows for the scaled enriched shape functions. For linear FE shape functions N%E, the modified abs
enrichment p™ is piecewise linear, such that the enriched shape function N)J( is quadratic in space.
For enriched elements, the shape function gradient is thus linear in space.

We aim to compute the integrals of the element stiffness matrix (3.4) and the element vector via
quadrature. The modified abs enrichment leads to a jump in the shape function gradient at the interface
so that a non-continuous integrand results. However, when dividing the P; into subtetrahedra that
resolve the linearized interface, exact integration via quadrature is possible. Schweiger and Arridgde
Fig. 2| provide an overview of the different subdivisions resulting from a tetrahedron cut by a single plane.
For a specific example of such a subdivision, we refer to Fig. [3| where the colors blue and red denote the
two different phases. For each subtetrahedron, we compute the quadrature points and weights according
to Shunn and Ham Appendix F|. Each voxel consists of six P; elements and the maximum number
of subtetrahedra per IP; element is six Fig. 2|. As the integrand of the element stiffness matrix (3.4))
is quadratic, four quadrature points per subtetrahedron are required Appendix F|. Therefore, a
maximum of 144 quadrature points per voxel are needed. With the quadrature points g, and the weights
we at hand, the element stiffness matrix and the element vector take the form

qe
AP = " wa YN(9.) ' C(9a) VY Ne(4.), (3.9)
a=1
qe
b = > wo VNo(q,) C(g,)E, (3.10)
a=1

where the number g, denotes the number of required quadrature points per element. The average stress

per element may be computed by the equation

(g(te))y, = Se™" te (3.11)

10



with the matrix

QS
S =Y " wiC(qa) VN (g, (3.12)

1=
that results from the quadrature scheme used. With these quantities at hand, we may compute the
left-hand side of the linear system (|3.2)) at each iteration by the residual vector

Ne

r (@) = Z&T (éappr%_biappr) ) (3.13)
e=1 T
Following Schneider et al. |94], our implementation relies on the stopping criterion

resi < tol [(e(@))y | (3.14)

with the residual

resy = \/T“(ﬂk)T (E)_l r(a"), (3.15)

the desired tolerance tol, and the average stress
(e@)y = (a(@e))y.. (3.16)

The residual (3.15) is computed using the scaled X-FFT preconditioner (2.30) that was derived in the

previous section.

Algorithm 1 Displacement-based linear CG scheme for the X-FFT
Precompute and cache A.*P"" and S."PP" per element

1: 0
Q:i

4: Tesylq < res

5 k<« 1

6: while k£ < maxit and res > tol do
7: k+—k+1

8: z <+ r(d)
9: Q= resgld/<§v d>L2
m o+ ad
10:
! f-oaz
z by
11: < T~
S N,
12: B « res? /res?,
13: d<z+Bd
14: TresSpld < res

15: end while

We may solve the X-FFT system (3.2)) using the basic scheme [1,2], the Barzilai Borwein scheme [20], the
linear conjugate gradient scheme [19] or the nonlinear conjugate gradient scheme [98|, among others [8|
Tab.4]. The basic scheme [1,2], renowned for its robustness and reliability, is interpretable as a gradient

11



descent method [17] or a Richardson iteration [18]. With the residual (3.15), the basic scheme may be
implemented on two displacement fields. Nevertheless, the basic scheme only converges slowly to the
solution of the Lippmann—Schwinger equation, with an iteration count that increases at a rate of order
O(k) as the material contrast x increases. The Barzilai Borwein scheme [20] accelerates the basic scheme
with an advanced step size selection strategy, without requiring any additional memory footprint. The
linear conjugate gradient (linear CG) method [19] is particularly well-suited for solving linear systems.
Compared to the basic scheme, it does not require any internal parameters and improves the rate of the
iteration count until convergence towards the rate O(v/k) [8]. However, the implementation of linear CG
requires four displacement fields, resulting in an increased memory footprint. The nonlinear conjugate
gradient (nonlinear CG) method [98] is a generalization of linear CG towards unconstrained nonlinear
optimization problems and operates on three displacement fields. While it offers a general-purpose solver
for FFT-based computational micromechanics, its iteration count until convergence may be up to twice
as high as that of linear CG in the special case of linear elasticity [98].

The nonlinear CG [98] and the Barzilai Borwein 20| scheme rely on the step size of the basic scheme.
As the basic scheme is a Richardson iteration [18|, the optimal step size may be computed based on
the maximum and minimum eigenvalue of the system matrix. To compute the optimal step size for the
X-FFT system at hand, the maximum and minimum eigenvalue of the preconditioned X-FFT system
matrix would be required. However, computing these eigenvalues by assembling the preconditioned X-
FFT system matrix would destroy the efficiency of the solver. As a band-aid solution, we choose the step

size

C_+Cy
-T2
where the parameter C_ (C.) denotes the smallest (largest) stiffness eigenvalue of all individual materials

50 (3.17)

comprising the matrix-inclusion problem. We acknowledge that the step size is not optimal.
However, since our X-FFT system is currently limited to linear elasticity, the most suitable choice
for solving the system is the linear CG scheme, which does not rely on the step size. Algorithm [I] outlines
a displacement-based linear CG scheme that is adapted to our X-FFT solver. The other mentioned
solution schemes may be used analogously. For all solution schemes used in this work, we precompute
and cache the element stiffness matrix (3.9) and the average stress matrix , such that quadrature
has to be computed only once per simulation instead of once per iteration. This caching strategy reduces
the computational time associated with the high number of quadrature points required for subdivision
integration, but at the cost of an increased memory footprint. For the implementation, we use Python

with Cython extensions and leverage OpenMP parallelization to take advantage of multi-core processors.

4 Computational investigations

4.1 Setup

Our computational investigations comprise matrix inclusion problems with smooth and non-smooth in-
terfaces. To validate the results of the X-FFT solver, we compare them to the results of other FE
discretizations in FFT-based homogenization. The respective discretizations are listed in Tab. We
note that the rotated staggered grid discretization [30] may be interpreted as a voxel-segmented trilinear
hexahedral Galerkin-FEM discretization with reduced integration [33]. For the composite voxels in the
CoVo discretization, we use the level set-based strategy of Lendvai and Schuneider [48] to compute the
interface normals and volume fractions. In the CoVo discretization, the interface in each voxel is ap-
proximated by a single plane. Therefore, we correct the level set values using regression [48] Sec. 3.2] to
obtain the best-fitting linear level-set function.
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Shortcut | Discretization of homogeneous voxels Discretization of interface voxels
P1 voxel-segmented Galerkin-FEM -

with P; elements

Q1R rotated staggered grid discretization [30] -

CoVo rotated staggered grid discretization [30] composite voxel
with laminate mixing rule [481|49.(99]
X-FEM | voxel-segmented Galerkin-FEM X-FEM (2.21))

with Py elements

Table 1: Discretizations.

We quantify the error of a scalar a € R<y w.r.t a reference value a,ef € R by the relative error

e(a,aref) = a;iafref . (41)
re

The L?-norm of a FE discretized vector field a is evaluated by quadrature and takes the form

Nint

lallz = | > waalq,) - alga): (4.2)
a=1

where the parameters w, and g, denote the respective quadrature weights and quadrature points.
For a conforming Galerkin method, we note that based on eq. (2.6) the error between the simulated
and exact effective elastic energy, may be bounded from above by a value which is proportional to the

quadratic error of the simulated local strain field &; to the exact solution €, via the relation
g: (CM—C5M) ie < Cyles —enlli- (4.3)

with the simulated effective stiffness C5 and the exact effective stiffness C. Moreover, the error in the
local strain fields is bounded from above by a value proportional to the square root of the error in the

effective elastic energy via the relation

g: (Cefft —Ceft) : e
||e*—sh||ms\/€ (G -Gf):e (4.4

C_

The positive constants C_,C; € R appearing in the inequalities above refer to the bounds on the
stiffness . The derivation of the inequalities is discussed in Appendix |A] based on previous work of
Schneider [100]. We observe that, based on the inequalities and , the error in the effective elastic
energy is proportional to the squared error of the local strain fields for conforming Galerkin methods.
Consequently, the error in the effective stress is proportional to the squared error of the local stress fields
for these methods. Among the discretizations listed in Tab. [T} the X-FEM discretization and the P1
discretization are conforming Galerkin methods, so that the inequalities and hold respectively.
All studies below were computed on a workstation with 1.15 TB RAM and 96 cores (2.4GHz).

4.2 Hashin’s neutral inclusion
Microstructure

Our first study is dedicated to Hashin’s neutral inclusion problem. Due to its analytical solution [101]
that is available for the setup described below, we may assess the quality of the X-FFT solutions. We

13



’ 4 | Matrix Coating  Inclusion
. - Young’s modulus in MPa | 1.500000 1.212036 12.120361
| s Poisson’s ratio 0.25 0.25 0.25

' Radius in pm - 2 6/5e

(a) Geometry (b) Parameters

Figure 4: Geometry and parameters of Hashin’s neutral inclusion problem (e refers to Euler’s number).

consider a cuboid cell with an edge length of 16um that contains a coated sphere, which is embedded in
a matrix phase, as shown in Fig. All three phases are assumed to be isotropic, and a macroscopic
uniform compression with loading € = I is prescribed. We resolve the cell by 16,32,...,1024 voxels
per dimension, denoted by the voxel count N per axis, which is the inverse of the mesh parameter
h. Using the convergence criterion , the computations in this subsection were solved up to the
tolerance tol = 10~7. The utilized radii and material parameters are given in Tab. - rounded to
six digits for clarity. To allow for an analytical solution, the material parameters are chosen such that
the analytical solution of the effective bulk modulus coincides with the matrix bulk modulus. For the
respective equation on the effective bulk modulus and the analytical solution of the local displacement
field, we refer to Schneider et al. Sec. 4.1.1].

Solution scheme

10%

10°

—— Basic scheme
—— Barzilai Borwein
——  Linear CG
—— Nonlinear CG

1072

residual

1074

1076

| |
50 100 150 200 250

iterations

Figure 5: Solver convergence for X-FEM at voxel count N = 128 in Hashin’s neutral inclusion.

For X-FEM at voxel count N = 128, we compare the convergence of linear CG to other solvers,
namely to the basic scheme , the Barzilai Borwein scheme and the nonlinear CG scheme .
The respective convergence of the residual with the iteration count of the different solvers is
shown in Fig. [}l We observe that the residual of the basic scheme converges monotonically but slowly
with increasing iteration count, reaching the desired tolerance at iteration count 668. However, the

convergence rate is anticipated to worsen with increasing material contrast. In contrast, the residual of
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the Barzilai Borwein scheme does not converge monotonically with increasing iteration count, but reaches
the desired tolerance 107 at iteration count 115. The nonlinear CG scheme requires 60 iterations to
reach the desired tolerance, while linear CG achieves this in only 48 iterations. This decreased iteration
count of linear CG in linear elasticity is well-documented in the literature . Therefore, we choose to

use linear CG for the remainder of this section.
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Figure 6: Accuracy and iteration count in Hashin’s neutral inclusion.

With the analytical solution at hand, we compute the relative error in the effective bulk modulus using
eq. . The resulting errors with respect to the mesh parameter i are shown in Fig. We observe
that the relative error in the effective bulk modulus is lowest for X-FEM at all resolutions. Moreover, a
decrease in the error at the rate O(h?) is observed as the mesh parameter decreases, which is consistent
with previous observations on the convergence of error in the energy norm for X-FEM Fig. 6].
The CoVo discretization shows the second-lowest error in the effective bulk modulus. Surprisingly, for
CoVo, the error in the bulk modulus of Hashin’s neutral inclusion decreases superlinearly with increasing
resolution, which is not the case for more complex microstructures, compare Lendvai and Schneider
Fig. 11B-C]. The analytical solution of Hashin’s neutral inclusion is independent of the Poisson’s ratios,
but depends on the phases bulk moduli. The bulk modulus is a measure of the infinitesimal pressure

increase relative to the resulting decrease of the volume. One possible reason for the superlinear error
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convergence of the CoVo discretization in the bulk modulus of Hashin’s neutral inclusion is CoVo’s ability
to accurately approximate the volume fraction. At all resolutions, the Q1R discretization and the P1
discretization show the highest error in the effective bulk modulus at all resolutions, following the rate
O(h) with decreasing mesh parameter.

To quantify the error in the local fields, the relative L?-error in the local strain and stress fields to the
exact solution is computed based on eq. and eq. . In general, we observe similar trends for
the local strain in Fig. and the local stress in Fig. In both cases, X-FEM shows the least
error at most resolutions and a linear error convergence with decreasing mesh parameter is observed.
The rate O(h) coincides with the rate that is achieved by interface-conforming FEM with linear shape
functions [39, Theorem 5.4.8; 40, p.190]. The P1, Q1R and Covo discretization, show only a square
root convergence rate in the relative L?-error in the local strain and stress fields with decreasing mesh
parameter. The highest error is observed for the P1 discretization followed by the Q1R and the CoVo
discretization. We observe that for the conforming Galerkin discretizations, namely, the X-FEM, the P1
and the Q1R discretizations, the error in the effective bulk modulus decreases with the squared rate of
the L2-error in the local strain and stress fields, as proved by the inequalities , . However, our
observations on the error convergence rates of CoVo demonstrate that the inequalities , may
not be fulfilled if no conforming Galerkin discretization is used.

Numerical efficiency

For the iteration count until convergence of linear CG, we observe in Fig. that the discretizations
P1, Q1R and CoVo require around 15-19 iterations. In contrast, for X-FEM 28-31 iterations are required
until convergence. Nevertheless, the iteration counts of X-FEM appear stable with respect to the mesh
parameter.
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Figure 7: Total number of dofs versus relative error.

To assess the efficiency of the discretizations, not only the iteration count, but also the number of degrees
of freedom is relevant. For all discretizations considered, three degrees of freedom per node are required
for each standard FE field. In the X-FEM discretization, three additional degrees of freedom (dofs)
are added to the approximation space for each enriched node. To evaluate whether the higher accuracy
of X-FEM justifies its increased number of dofs, we show in Fig. the total number of dofs per
field versus the relative error in the effective bulk modulus. At low resolutions, the difference in the
number of dofs is pronounced, i.e., at voxel count N = 16, X-FEM requires 36% more dofs than the

other discretizations. However, this difference decreases quadratically with increasing voxel count so that
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at voxel count N = 1024 the difference is only 0.5%. Above all, we observe that for a desired accuracy of
0.1%, X-FEM offers the cheapest result in terms of dofs: For X-FEM, a study with voxel count N = 16 is
sufficient to reach an error in the effective bulk modulus that is below 0.1%. To reach an accuracy below
0.1%, with CoVo or Q1R a study with voxel count N = 32 would be necessary, for P1 even a voxel count
N = 64 would be required. We conclude that, for Hashin’s neutral inclusion, the X-FFT solver offers the

best balance of accuracy and efficiency across all resolutions.
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Figure 8: Contrast study for Hashin’s neutral inclusion at voxel count N = 128.

To analyze the effect of the material contrast on the accuracy, we compute the error of the effective
bulk modulus for different ratios of the bulk moduli of the inclusion and coating phase, denoted by the
parameter K'/K¢. If the parameter K'/K¢ is low, we model an almost void inclusion, whereas a high
bulk moduli ratio denotes an almost rigid inclusion. The connection of the parameter K'/K¢ with the
material contrast k is given by the relation

Ki/K¢, if K'> K¢,

K= ) ) (4.5)
K¢/K', if K°> K"

In Fig. we show the error of the effective bulk modulus in Hashin’s neutral inclusion at voxel count
N = 128 for different parameters K'/K°. We observe that X-FEM shows the least error in the effective
bulk modulus for almost void inclusions, i.e., at parameters K'/K°¢ € [10_57 0.04) and at moderately stiff
inclusions, i.e., at parameters K'/K¢ € (1;25]. For moderately compliant inclusions, i.e., at parameters
K'/K* € [0.04;1) and for stiff inclusions, i.e., at parameters K'/K°¢ € (25,2 -10%], CoVo shows the least
error in the effective bulk modulus. If the bulk moduli of the inclusion and the coating phase coincide,
Hashin’s neutral inclusion reduces to a homogeneous microstructure, such that all discretizations perform
equally accurate. For almost rigid inclusions, i.e., at parameters K'/K¢ € (2 104, 105}, Q1R shows the
least error in the effective bulk modulus.

The material contrast is expected to have significant impact on the convergence rate of the residual ,
as the condition number of the preconditioned systems is bounded by a contrast-dependent constant for all
considered discretizations. We assess the influence of the specific discretization on this behavior. To that
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end, we investigate the iteration count for Hashin’s neutral inclusion at voxel count NV = 128 for different
ratios of the bulk moduli of the inclusion and coating phase. Our results, shown in Fig. indicate
that the iteration count of Q1R is smallest for small material contrasts, while the iteration count of P1
is smallest for large material contrasts. For small material contrasts, the iteration count of CoVo is close
to that of Q1R, whereas for large material contrasts it increases considerably. For nearly rigid inclusions
with parameter K'/K°¢ = 10°, CoVo requires 2859 iterations until reaching the desired tolerance of 1077.
For X-FEM, the increase in the iteration count is even higher for nearly rigid inclusions, so that, with the
parameter K'/K¢ = 105 the iteration count increases to 16081 iterations. For inclusions with material
properties similar to those of voids, the iteration count of X-FEM is slightly below that of CoVo. At
the parameter K'/K¢ = 1075, X-FEM requires 1316 iterations and CoVo requires 1696 iterations until
reaching the desired tolerance. For all discretizations considered, the iteration count appears to increase
at the rate O(y/k) as the material contrast increases, which coincides with the expected rate for linear

CG [3g].
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Figure 9: Geometry and reference solution of the rock-cement microstructure.

To analyze whether the X-FFT solver maintains its accuracy and efficiency for more complex microstruc-
tures, we consider smooth rock inclusions in a cemented matrix in this subsection. The respective
microstructure was generated by forming each grain as a cluster of spheres and packing the grains using
the Mechanical Contraction Method . In this context, we apply an exponential smoothing of the
grains’ surface . Due to the description as a cluster of spheres, the level set description of each
particle is naturally available. The resulting microstructure is shown in Fig. with an edge length
512um and features a volume fraction of 15% of the grains. We use the material parameters of Lin et
al. Tab.3] for the cemented matrix (gypsum) and the rocks (Portland cement) and prescribe uni-
directional loading with the strain &1; = 0.1%. The desired tolerance of the stopping criterion of
the solver is set to 10> for this study.
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Cemented matrix Rocks

(Gypsum) (Portland cement)
Young’s modulus | 6 GPa 35 GPa
Poisson’s ratio 0.3 0.22

Table 2: Material parameters for the rock-cement microstructure.
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Figure 10: Solver convergence for X-FEM at voxel count N = 128 for the rock-cement microstructure.

Solution scheme

We compare the convergence of linear CG , the basic scheme , the Barzilai Borwein scheme ,
and the nonlinear CG scheme 7 for X-FEM at voxel count N = 128. The convergence of the resid-
ual with the iteration count of each solver is shown in Fig. The residual of the basic scheme
increases after reaching a minimum value and remains constant after approximately 50 iterations. This
behavior indicates that the chosen step size is suboptimal, i.e., too large. The Barzilai Borwein

scheme shows its characteristic non-monotonically convergence behavior and reaches the desired tolerance
10~° at iteration count 85. The nonlinear CG scheme requires 32 iterations to reach the desired tolerance,

while linear CG achieves this in 31 iterations. Based on these results, we choose to use linear CG for this

section.
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Figure 11: Effective stress and iteration count for the rock-cement microstructure.
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Figure 12: Slice in the y-z plane of the local stress field at voxel count N = 64 for the rock-cement

microstructure.

Fig. shows the xx-component of the effective stress. We observe that the P1 discretization strongly
overestimates the effective stress at low resolutions, followed by the Q1R discretization. The X-FEM
discretization and the CoVo discretization approximate the xx-component of the effective stress the
most accurately at the lowest resolution considered. As the voxel count per axis increases, the X-
FEM discretization appears to converge faster in the effective stress than the CoVo discretization. To
investigate the accuracy of the effective stress approximations more closely, we consider the relative error
in the xx-component of the effective stress with reference to the X-FEM result at voxel count N = 1200 in
Fig We observe that at low resolutions, the CoVo discretization approximates the xx-component
of the effective stress the most accurately. However, for voxel counts greater than 128 voxels per axis, the
X-FEM discretization approximates the xx-component of the effective stress the closest. Moreover, for
X-FEM, we observe a quadratically decreasing error with increasing resolution, whereas for the CoVo,
the P1 and the Q1R discretization the decrease in the error is linear. The convergence rates confirm
those identified for Hashin’s neutral inclusion in section

We qualitatively analyze the local accuracy at the voxel count N = 64. For each discretization, the local
fields are resolved and interpolated using the finite elements discussed in Tab. [I} For X-FEM, we show
the interpolation based on the additional shape functions in the subtetrahedra used for the numerical
integration. In Fig. the xx-component of the local stress field is analyzed at the location that is
indicated by the pink box in Fig. The reference solution is provided by an X-FEM discretization at
voxel count N = 1200. In Fig. [I2] we observe that the X-FEM discretization at voxel count N = 64 ap-
proximates the reference solution the most closely. Due to the lower resolution, the X-FEM discretization
at voxel count N = 64 does not capture all the details of the rock inclusion, but it detects the general
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shape and accurately measures the stress magnitude, except in some small areas. The CoVo, Q1R and
P1 discretization do not detect the outlines as accurately as the X-FEM discretization. In addition, the
Q1R discretization shows checkerboarding, i.e., solution artifacts known from the literature [30}34}35].
As the CoVo discretization at hand uses the Q1R discretization in voxels that do not contain an interface
it is not surprising that for the CoVo discretization slight solution artifacts are observed as well.

For the conforming Galerkin discretizations, namely, the X-FEM and the P1 discretization, inequal-
ity holds, such that the error in the local strain and stress fields is bounded from above by the
square root of the error in the effective stress. As we observed in Fig that for P1 the error in
the effective stress decreases with the rate O(h) with decreasing mesh parameter, the local stress must
decreases with the rate O(v/h) with decreasing mesh parameter. For X-FEM, the error in the effective
stress decreases at the rate O(h?), implying that the error in the local stress decreases at the rate O(h) as
the mesh parameter decreases. This rate is identical to the rate of interface-conforming FEM with linear
shape functions [39, Theorem 5.4.8;40, p.190|. Therefore, our X-FFT solver achieves interface-conforming

accuracy also for smooth rock inclusions in a cemented matrix.

Numerical efficiency

In Fig. We observe that the CoVo, the P1 and the Q1R discretization require an iteration count of
16-17 iterations in linear CG until the residual reaches the desired tolerance of 107°. In contrast,
the X-FEM discretization shows an iteration count between 30-33 iterations, i.e, approximately twice as
many iterations are required to reach the desired tolerance compared to the other discretizations.

To assess the effort in terms of dofs, we show in Fig. the total number of dofs per field versus
the relative error in the xx-component of the effective stress. We observe that for a desired accuracy
of 0.1% the CoVo discretization at N = 64 offers the cheapest solution in terms of dofs. To reach an
accuracy below 0.01%, the X-FEM discretization at N = 512 offers the cheapest solution in terms of
dofs. Thus, for the smooth rock inclusion microstructure the question of which discretization offers the
best balance of accuracy and efficiency depends on the desired level of accuracy. However, the results of
this section confirm that our X-FFT solver may achieve interface-conforming accuracy also for complex

microstructures with smooth inclusions while maintaining numerical efficiency.

4.4 Long fiber reinforced composite
Microstructure

For the final example treated in this manuscript, we examine a microstructure with non-smooth interfaces,
namely a long fiber reinforced composite microstructure. We use the fused sequential addition and
migration method of Lauff et al. [105,/106] to generate the microstructure shown in Fig. We
assume a cell length of 64um, a fiber diameter of 2.5um, a fiber length of 252.96um and use exact closure
from the second-order fiber orientation tensor diag(0.77,0.17,0.6). The reached fiber volume fraction is
17.93 vol-%, the average fiber curvature is 0.0718m~"! and the maximum bending angle is 45.80°. We
consider a polypropylene matrix and E-glass fibers with the material parameters given in Tab. [3] and

prescribe unidirectional loading with the strain €1 = 0.1%.

‘ Polypropylene matrix E-glass fibers
Young’s modulus | 1.25 GPa 72 GPa
Poisson’s ratio 0.35 0.22

Table 3: Material parameters [107,[L08| for the long fiber reinforced composite.
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Figure 13: Geometry and reference solution of the long fiber reinforced composite.
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Figure 14: Solver convergence for X-FEM at voxel count N = 128 for the long fiber reinforced composite.

To select the solution scheme for this section, we compare the convergence of linear CG , the basic
scheme , the Barzilai Borwein scheme , and the nonlinear CG scheme , for X-FEM at voxel
count N = 128. Fig. shows the convergence of the residual with the iteration count of each
solver. We observe that the residual of the basic scheme increases after reaching a minimum value and
remains constant after approximately 100 iterations. Thus, the choice of the step size for the
basic scheme is not recommended. The Barzilai Borwein scheme shows its characteristic non-monotonic
convergence behavior and reaches the desired tolerance of 107° at iteration count 291. The linear CG
scheme shows some sinusoidal behavior and requires 574 iterations to reach the desired tolerance. In
contrast, the nonlinear CG scheme converges monotonically and reaches the desired tolerance after 98
iterations. Although we still consider linear elasticity, the non-smooth fiber geometry appears to affect
the conditioning of the X-FEM system so that nonlinear CG shows faster convergence than linear CG

for the long fiber reinforced composite. Therefore, we select nonlinear CG as the solver for this section.
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Figure 15: Effective stress and iteration count for the long fiber reinforced composite.

Accuracy

The xx-component of the effective stress is shown in Fig. X-FEM appears to most accurately
approximate the xx-component of the effective stress overall. For a more detailed analysis we show
in Fig. the relative error in the xx-component of the effective stress, where we select X-FEM at
voxel count N = 1200 as reference solution. We observe that X-FEM achieves the lowest error at most
resolutions, followed by CoVo. P1 and QIR yield the highest errors. As expected, the errors of P1,
Q1R, and CoVo converge linearly. However, the X-FEM errors also converge less than quadratically for
the long fiber reinforced composite. This subquadratic convergence rate in X-FEM is due to the non-
smooth fiber geometry. Even when refining the mesh, the modified abs enrichment may not accurately
approximate the non-smooth fiber ends. For X-FEM with the modified abs enrichment, we expect the
error in the xx-component of the effective stress to increase with the number of non-smooth geometries in
the microstructure. It would be beneficial to explore possibilities to extend the current X-FFT framework
to enable quadratic error convergence for non-smooth interfaces in the future.

To evaluate the quality of the local fields, we assess the xx-component of the local stress field for each
discretization and compare it to a reference solution provided by X-FEM with at voxel count N = 1200.
The pink box in the reference solution, shown in Fig. encloses the image section that we analyze
below. In Fig. we observe that X-FEM with a voxel count N = 64 approximates the local stress field
of the reference solution rather closely. In contrast, CoVo significantly underestimates the xx-component
of the local stress and offers only a crude approximation of the fibers. Furthermore, CoVo and Q1R
display checkerboarding artifacts, as discussed in Fig. [[2] For Q1R, the stress values are in the correct
order of magnitude, but the fiber geometry is not approximated correctly. The latter is also visible for

P1 combined with an overestimation of the xx-component of the local stress in the fibers.

Numerical efficiency

The iteration count until convergence of nonlinear CG is shown in Fig. We observe that P1,
Q1R and CoVo require 87-89 iterations to converge. For X-FEM, an increased iteration count of 98-101
iterations is observed. We note that the iteration count of X-FEM could be reduced by improving the
selection of the step size (3.17).

In Fig. the computational effort in terms of degrees of freedom (dofs) per field as a measure of
the memory footprint is analyzed. We observe that the X-FEM discretization at voxel count N = 128
provides the most memory-efficient solution for achieving a desired accuracy of 0.1%. Furthermore,
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Figure 16: Zoomed view of local stress field at voxel count N = 64 for the long fiber reinforced composite.

to reach an accuracy below 0.01%, the X-FEM discretization at voxel count N = 1024 offers the most
efficient solution in terms of dofs. Overall, the X-FEM method approximates the local and effective stress
fields the most accurately for the long fiber-reinforced composite in question. However, we found that

non-smooth interfaces can degrade the conditioning of the X-FEM system and reduce its accuracy.

5 Conclusion and perspectives

The work at hand introduced a three-dimensional X-FFT solver specifically designed for solving compu-
tational homogenization problems in linear elasticity with finite material contrast. This X-FFT solver
achieves interface-conforming accuracy for matrix-inclusion problems with smooth interface geometry,
while maintaining the numerical efficiency of FFT-based methods. Our computational studies demon-
strated that interface-conforming convergence rates may be achieved not only for simplistic examples,
such as Hashin’s neutral inclusion, but also for more complex microstructures with smooth interfaces,
including smooth rock inclusions in a cemented matrix. Despite featuring an increased iteration count
and memory footprint compared to other discretizations in FFT-based methods, the X-FFT solver still
offers the best balance between accuracy and numerical efficiency in most cases. The X-FFT solver is
particularly useful for those interested in local fields because it produces remarkably accurate local fields,
even at low resolutions.

To the best of our knowledge, applying the concept of strongly stable X-FEM [70] to three-dimensional
solid mechanics is novel, and using an FFT-based method to solve a mechanical homogenization prob-
lem discretized via X-FEM is an innovative strategy. We highlight that other X-FEM applications could
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benefit from using FFT-based solvers as well, e.g., modeling the propagation of cracks in heterogeneous mi-
crostructures [55]. Furthermore, improving the current X-FFT framework to achieve interface-conforming
accuracy in matrix-inclusion problems with non-smooth interfaces, such as fiber ends, would be bene-
ficial. Based on the strategy discussed in Késtner et al. [109], the X-FFT solver may be extended to
allow for two interfaces per element. Extending it to nonlinear materials would also be feasible, although
the large number of integration points could present a challenge, so that advanced strategies [110] for
dealing with internal variables might become necessary. Moreover, improving the choice of the step size is

recommended when extending it to nonlinear materials as linear CG is not suited for nonlinear systems.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to gratefully acknowledge the support of the European Research Council within
the Horizon Europe program, project 101040238.

Data availability statement

The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon

reasonable request.

A Error bounds in conforming Galerkin methods

In this appendix, we derive the inequalities (4.3)) and ({4.4]), which hold for conforming Galerkin methods.
For linear elasticity, we consider a linear mapping between strain and stress fields based on the local
stiffness matrix C € Lin (Sym(3)), where the inequalities

C_|le|* <e:C:e<Cy|e||* forall e € Sym(3) (A.1)

hold for all points € Y, with the positive constants C_, C'y. Under the assumption of exact integration

over the cell Y, which is fulfilled by conforming Galerkin methods, the inequalities
C_llel3 < (€: T €)y < Culell3 (A.2)

result for all fields € € L?(Y;Sym(d)). We consider the difference between the simulated strain ej, and
the exact strain e,. For this strain difference, the inequalities (A.2]) take the form

C_llex —enllz> < {(ex —€n) : C: (e« —€n))y < Cillex — enllza. (A-3)
Based on Schneider [100} eq.(18)], we may rewrite the cell-averaged error of the elastic energy in the form
((ex —€n):C:(ex—en))y =(ex: Crey)y —(en: Crey)y . (A4)

For both terms on the right-hand side of the equation above, we follow the approach discussed in Schnei-

der |100} eq.(19)]. More precisely, we use the definition of the exact strain

€, =€+ Viu,, (A.5)
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apply integration by parts and use the validity of the balance of linear momentum for the exact strain
such that the relation

(€ :Ciey)y —(en:Ciey)y = (e« :Ciey)y — (€ : Crep)y
=((+Viu,):C:e,)y —((E+Viu,) : C:ep)y
E(C:ey)y —E(C:epn)y

—g:Cf:z-¢:C:2

results with the simulated effective stiffness C$T and the exact effective stiffness Cef. In summary, the
equation
((e—epn):C:(ex—ep))y =¢: (CN-C5™) : & (A.6)

holds for the cell-averaged error of the elastic energy, so that the inequalities (A.3|) take the form
C_llex —enll3 <&: (CM —C5) 1 & < Cylles —enlle. (A7)

The error in the effective elastic energy may thus be bounded from above by a value which is proportional

to the quadratic error in the local strain fields via the relation
g: (CM—Cs) 12 < Cylles — enllie (A.8)

Moreover, the error in the local strain fields may be bounded from above by a value which is proportional
to the square root of the error in the effective elastic energy via the inequality

g: (Ciﬂ—@ff) :é.

lex —enllr2 < ol

(A.9)
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