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H AT, BOE V57 B AR R A i SR LR
RPAR2] T Z N (Belytschko 2000, 7K
2007), 5 B F SEIRWF AL K T BACRE 4R
(1) = KR I A (USA-T 2005), 3 H AT PLE . 242
AR A F. R, W Bb BHRE R AR TE o BB
B2 R A S BUE T TR T E
RIPRER, Blan, s @A WSS . A 3
7 25 FHARE N A5 W ol 28 A 1000 ) R A% 8 1) B qi
VR JTE, b B H A BR Gk 1 57 CVE R RR
P17 VE, AE Al B S i R0 I 3 3 9 R AR
SR THT B R XoF 9 00 Ak B4 TR 3 (15 2009a, B
M 2010, X1 ik 2010). I 4F K K ) TE A%V LE
WP 28 i) S ) SR AR R RE BT EOR W, 2T
THE 2 AU 2 2 1) e JE E AW (9K ME 2009, Liu
2003, Belytschko 1996).
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TR LA, A ATTHR T O R AR B ) 2 Ty
7% (smoothed particle hybrodynamics, SPH), L
SR AR R AR ) . E ) 20 tH22 90 AR,
VHEL )25 FEGGER T R TG MR VE I BT FAG (Be-
lytschko 1996). JG A% v% 5 fr ks W1 H A Rt ik
¥ 3 X AE TR H TG M B G R ) R
MORMX S5k, I B T B TR 28 AL 0L R 2, AT B
A0 JE B 43 b V0 B o0 0 ks TR ARORSE. 5K R0
(2004, 2009) 1 B T+ 58 33K & HOIM AR B R
FR MR AT T RS B g TR IEER
FH AL AR 1 vE 2 AT L i L e v
13 R - NI &5 IR /N — ik Fil S
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Bt/ TRk A AR AL L
Lo fif S AR ) R pR B0 sV L Sibson 47
{E+ 9E Sibson #i{H M NURBS %5, Mk, %
Tt G A 3k 1) = S DXl AR TR ] T AL (S
5) oA AORTE AL oR £

W) )it £17% (material point method, MPM) &
Sulsky 1 Chen %% (1994) $& H i) — PP B0 5 7%,
FJCORUEFT3E W] 2] 20 AT 50 FFEACAKSRE R it s
W A% (particle-in-cell, PIC) J5ik. A T KfEE
T (R AR Ty 2 o) @, 5% ] 3% 307 o] o 5 30 [ 5 s
%% (Los Alamos National Laboratory, LANL)
(1) Harlow M L41F Mo 8w AR s) ) 2% N T
1955 4F42 T PIC Jjik (Harlow 1964). PIC
SR FH A% B3 RH R 0 H s, BRE AR
JC—2H 5T R, BT RN A8 A B R AL B A R DA
TER AL RE S, A5 R R L v SRR N
Py, T A (E RR 0 OB R B R 2
) A AT L. Oy 1 il ok o s A8 ks Joe AN A
HAE BT PIC J5 vk B A iy H FE B B,
Brackbill %% (1986, 1988) 7t PIC F:fil Ik i
T FLIP (fluid implicit particle) J7i%. 7E FLIP
R AR T B 2 B, s R
&5 Sulsky (1994) 4 T ¥ FLIP N T [l 44 J)
S0, X FLIP 5y AT 7 W s et (1), il
s AT B AR R, AR TR AT AR
J7REEEL, DLE T AL B B s A DG B A R (2).
T A5 R 43 59 T 2, SR FH BT 8 O S 8
iR HO S (3). SR ANm A gy &
BRI FLIP J7vE Rk AW i sk, 5 Al G
WL M B, P50k B b o S5 R Y H A TR
TCVE SRR RALL, I AN B 4 57 5T a5 ) I 20 o
MR, DR Sk A e MR 2k % B B AT 34
(Ma 2009b).

MPM B G 75 A 265 0 100 SCRE 5 1 19 A Wi
A ] A IE A A BE RS K MR K AR TE [ )
AL MPM K485 45 A4 RE T A A5 5L I 4 Joit g
RO B D3, AR AE A R XI5 32 3)) AR TR

A, JFE G T A BRI I MPM SR FH B ) Rk
P S5 PR T 523 ) S ORI B 7 B, AT 8K
LT B TR A AR SRR, G T R A%
WA AZ ) B Sulsky %5 (1994) 8 56K i% 07 %5
T T AR 18 K3 2y R A 1D G i ) L, e B
T MPM #{EMLH. IS, MPM %2 3]z %
A3 T RS R R, NI B K
PEIF R AN 3 A Sz 10 P 5T b AT R4
TR,

2 YMREEBEREYTRE

2.1 WREMRSE

2.1.1 EHIFREREEN

SRR RS B RS SR i R (A 8 4
BATH) N

RS Ep(X 1) (X, 1) = po(X) (1)
T Mo ; + pb = pii (2)
B 1R 7 FEpu™ = Dyjoy; (3)
KKK RV =0V (Dyj, 04, etc.) (4)
IR 5 = 5 (v + 030 (5)
iﬂ?%%%ﬁt{ et ©)
WIUH S AT

UZ(X,O) :UOZ(X),’LLZ(X7O) :’LLO,L(X) (7)

B2 R TR A B N o TR Y 7 P B G A
Einstein KLY E, TAr 0 R YI4a I %1 1 4H;
p NN ZIR B R, T A EeAT A5 b Tk
WI1, i NALRE, w™ O AL TR I N BE, o
ARTPY RN ki, Dy ARG KR, I, ML,
3 99 2 7 DI F40 1 Hh [ 46 A T g 32 5 R S
Fr, & Aoy 23 9k 2 BT )RR E ny AL
FFi 5K B AR Z T ).
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(b) (c)

1 MR EETFEE: (a) R b) WK
BARFR KR (c) M A= B

W5 RO AR DX S5 B Ok — AL AR T 1
SRZ AR (PR AL, W 1 PR,
AN BRI — B RE DX S I 48545 I A ) oS
B BT H R L N RN AR AR DR T AT
MG AR T 2EABRX 5 75 5 9 ks H ok
T2 R 5 ORI R B 1 7 R BUR AL Su; €
Ro, Ro = {0u; | du; € C°,6u; |, = 0} VE R
K, AT Eh R (2) A4 i R4 (6)
(125 R 4 59 I 28 (D) 5 /) h

/(5ulpuldV—i—/ 5ui,jaijdV—
\%4 \%4

/ 6u1pbldV —
\% Iy

W T K AR X I Ok — 21 B
VEATRL L p AT

Tp

plas) = 3 myd(e; — i) (9)

p=1

Horh, ny, R U EL, my, BRI RUITARER X

BRI i, 6 4 Dirac B3, @4 S AL p HIARRE.

Hh T ARMES ERITE, /£ (8) TEIA
LN ) off = 04/p ML S T) 5 =13 /p, H

[y OuipitsdV + [, du; jpos;dV —

Jy duipbidV — [, Suipt;d’ =0 (10)

Fe 3l @) RN TRE (10) ', WK HE 2

T3 FEH AL g KA B K
Z mpiiip(Suip + Z mpUiSjpduip,j -
p=1 p=1
Z mpbipéuip -
p=1
> mpty,h T uy, =0 (11)
p=1
o, Uip = wi(Tp), Ouipj = Ou;j(xp), Olip =

ofi(xp), bip = bi(xy), t5, = 6 (xp), h R T H
(10) A fi Jei — W90 F AR 3 A A AR B 23 T 5
AN BB L A2 R . sl (1) W, PR
2 2 (10) A0 & TR 23 A o R ek BAE %
W5 Ak AR5 ) R BT AR AR Z B
A, BRI T 5 s B3

FESR M S5 J5 RE I, i AN S5 RS 58 42
I3, BEE 5 is g, PR i ar
FETT 5 MRS 45 1 BT BRITIE BB Ny () K
ST M S P b 6 s T R . R
I A AR T IR RN TS 5 S 45 m R AL
i, A T AS p B OR R s i 3 AR
WJSE R p IE RS iy, P LA HT S S5 R A% 45 RO A7
¥ wip AT 2, B

g
Uip = ZNIPU’U (12)
I=1

Forb, Nip = Ni(,) N4 RL T T o ECHE TR
p AR, ng b SRR 4 T SR Rk
FIEZN TR TS SRR, WSS i T R s 80\
25 kN TR B G IR T bR 2

Ni = S+ €)1+ )1+ ),

I=1,2,---8 (13)

o, &, mr AV ¢ G5 /LT AERE BT Y 1) 45
s ERMERR, FHUE 58 1. th A ROcE
PR Ny BATESNE, 3C(12) Rsxt Bl x, P
5 BT TR SR AR
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[l B, B p IR RE AL RS AT AR 7R

(5uip = ZN[péui[ (14)
I=1

Fort Guyp RN SIS S5 AL T I IRAL R, K
(12) A (14) ARG (11) T, I 1& 2 AL
¥ Suip TEA AT I, B2k 0, 7EH AR % rUAL AT
B, AR B RS S s Bl 7 R

pir = f5+ fift, 1€, (15)
Hrp
pir =Y miyiiy (16)
J=1
SEEE TN 4 R AT 0 7 R B Bl
np
myrgyg = ZmpN[pNJp (17)
p=1
ST T e PR 1R o B A R,
TLp m
== Nipjoip—- (18)
p=1 Pp
F
zCIXt = > mpNipb; +
p=1
> Nlpifltim (19)
=1 Pp

I3 TS S WA 4 U I RIS RO D). oy =
oij(xp) AR p Iy, B n] UR) A J7 f
R ECE

TED) T RUE T, 15 55 WA BRL G R T B TR
AR FH P 0 g A A RT oR AR R U B, Love
45 (2006) 73 AT T TR B B HO0) R B AN B SR
PR R MR, &5 SR P O O R B A R A 1) e
s sp M Tan 25 (2002) 76 FH 2 L0R b0
(1) Rt 12 B8 TR0 N L LR P U 0 S O R 8 R4S
LF WU RE R ST VE BT PR A9 0 my s AN
(A OG, 5 70 A — /N () 20 v g h 5. DR,
A SR FH A v o B DA e T E SRR, BE

g TNp p

mr = ZZmPN]pNJp = Zmpij

J=1p=1 p=1

K IR A, B pir AT fi] A6

Dil = MyUif (21)

KH L2537k (GKIE 2007) SR AE T 5™
M &k 5 s R (1), Al et 2 RS
SRS A AR

iR =Pl (T A

(2

(22)

Hor Apr = ¢nt1/2 —gn=1/2 Sl Rk S AR TG R
HOF R 53 25 B SR ] 5T 5 DASE T BT A 1) o A
T, R 53 50l ) S 5% 09 R TR 0 e 2 g A ek
Iy 50 00 R AN, A

n+1/2 _ n—1/2
ip - %Yip +
A" Z N[p(fi?},int + fin,ext)/ml (23)
I=1
et =l + ACTY2N T N my (24)

I=1

Horr gnt1/2 = (g4l qgnet) j2) Agnt1/2 = gt
. L 22 L W AR S, B B K%
CFL %A A B oI, 38 & T K Al % 25 30 g 2 ) .
BEXTHERR A R L M B0 0 2 ) R, Ol T 3R e A
R, Cummins %5 (2002), Sulsky % (2004a) fiff
T WD s B OB S, R TIEAR 5 vk
SR it 2 8 7 R A, AN T S 2 4 2 00 4 R R
B T AR Guilkey 25 (2003) K H 2181
KAf TR, R T 7R B A R V) e
LI 1) B2 AR 43 O v
2.1.2 itEERX

RPNV B i SR

(1) 7 SCTE 5 RA%, K BT A7 BT s ) BT 3l
R AR 38 T 5 I A 4 L

(2) R JH T 50 WM R 3 T 5550 a5 3 AR I
CiE RWNIE
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%2 W
(3) M BT Ay $RAG 1T 5 MRS &5 i 2

]I, AR S MR BRI Bl T R

(4) 73 0K T 5% RS G5 0 B0 52 37 A
TS S SR IO R R A BN

(5) EFFCAZRIEHIT S M.
Forb Ny BRI LLAESE (3) A0 2 Wi AT, ] KA
FEZ R AT, IR PR SR A% 3X 0 I R USF
(update stress first) 1 USL (update stress last)
(Bardenhagen 2002, Nairn 2003). It4b, &4 —
Fh g it (7) USL 4% 0P8 5 MUSL (modified up-
date stress last) #xX, & A T 4R F 5T (1) 45
A B A T B A T K BT Y B R B
I [0 S5 A S BT U S RO Y )
B I 56 SR T 3 vF SN AR A TR A e
A 3 22 A TR AN [ (R &5 R kvt
FN AR 3 Pk sU T SRR A 2 Pros, Al

(1) £ USF #% 3, RT3 A (0 45 3l
= oply Y2 SR S a5 (Bardenhagen 2002),
I

U:LI 1/2 pn 1/2/mI _
Zmpvn 1/2N1p (25)
(2) 7£ USL &3, I 58 )G i 45 mi gl

B pr TP SRS AS R T (Sulsky 1994), B

n+1/2 n+1/2
Yir = DPir

fmi (26)

(3) 75 MUSL H 2%, 5 5897 J 1105 24 30 it
Pl WS B BRSSO S
(Sulsky 1995), R

p

n+1/2 n+1/2 n
N Yir Z mpv; NI / (27)
FH (075 55 P90 % 4 1033 135 3 4% il - = 8
USF USL MUSL
FEM
K o AT 5 e R B R ) B S R A%
VTS SRS A S R B
L A
VISR T AP AR 1 VAR BRI e 40 55 P R A
g, SR Fjie R e, BB e
P RN A PR EERR )
ﬁﬁ%? X b 45 ﬁm oy, Wik | | AT sy, il gt
%A, B AR & 55 I 3 & T FE %A, %ﬁﬁm EaE
l l l 2, SHE R
BT T WA 45 s Bh T R A A SR
[FI s, BB T A A7, T
T FH 58 B 5 O o s B
FOHT A S PAR & S
TR BE 37 9 it onads - 44

|

ﬁ’ﬁ%/\%ﬁﬂﬁ’lfﬂ”{@gjﬂ
» IFEHAAN VT ‘%Df“jj

2 VSIS SR I ) 5 5% o A

LI CL R AT S, AT

B2 YMiFmiEs XA RTEITHRE LR
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Bardenhagen (2002) 1 Nairn (2003) 5%
KW, USL B AT B0 i B M BOR AN UE 8, 1
USF Al MUSL HA7 845 () g 5 <7 fH PE. Wallst-
edt A5 (2007) Z3 A 130 b 5 A 4 0 R A5 7
S A TR A R 2 ) R, R R ZE R R
W0 A% 25 R T PRI BT ) 8 ) 5 ), O ik o
I 495 7 S S A R T A B
SRS e B DARR KR %2, Steffen 55 (2010) i
Tk Vv T L BT N MPM A A7 LR R 22 AT
I3 M, Fi R DT A A IS 3 S B () B
Y IDRPREZP i |71 2 N 0 5
2.1.3 5FRITEREK

MIE 2 FRa] B AR BN I 8] 20 ) 5 s
Ahr g B H 2GR ok (BUF SRR A R
%) ARH AL, e AT D A T

(1) A FRICIEER A AR 28, e AR B Ak
h WA BR BB 2% v 3T s A FR B 2 v T A
T AR AR B B AN ) 5 s 32 R
FT AT, BB R I3 B A O AR R A 25 R
Ak AR 55 3250 BT AR A A AR Z B A

(2) A BRITik B vk 53 00 4% 4R 28 1 ) A4 ] 3%
T4 50 A V25 PR T 5 000 A U A5 A I ) 28 ) R4
PRI 3, AEREANIN )20 45 RN, Z 57 LB
VRS BT A O E T IR A
JfE B, A8 R /NI %, AT DU R R A R
W S 20T 1 S PR LR OSR AT WA B4 B, PRk
FE) 5025 0 AN T A S 25 I 220 P9 A% 45 s AT
{5 5.

TS5 0l AT S AR AR AU RS N P b Ty
R HEAT TR LL L

SR BT SRR IR T B N R v R
A DA, & 2 g5 HY T W) 0 iR A IR TV 1
SRR, X EC IR 2w AN, P ROR ) USF A%
UM MUSL 235l EEAT BR T2 2 A F1 3 AN ih 5
AR LA, YRR R PSR Y, SR
R RE N RAT 4 A (T YEin &) B 8 A (=

YL je) L) 5T AG TAT PR TG SR B R AR 4y
PRI, ) 5t RV 00 ) o S K T AT Rt
5, BCRACT A BROTIE. (H 2 TS A R 2K
I, W) 0T A B RE R G B2 R T 5 I s 45 R T R
A5 TE SR AN 2 oA A B T ik 1 B G Ry
EAC 2 Bl A 50T 1) A8 B K AR DU, TS a2 AR DN
e S b, P 22 . R, AT BRIk
T 7 SR N B 7/ D W = R i s NS R = o 7 N |
JRVE. TN TE ), AT BTG I B TR
TEK BE AR A N A S T EUS TR K/, BRI
B GV T A T SRR3R 0 v T B ik Tk
TR KA TG 0] 8, A7 PR 702 1) B0 e g AR 4 5 5
I TA) 25 Ko /S, ORI R b 39 hn vk 500 5 R
B 0 vk A v SR ORI T ) o .

W) 0T S RAT B 62330 SR FH 9 A 2 O A
MRS LA Bl B T R 2T s A &b TA] R R
BT RS — 5O, Py AR B B 22 e A T
FGY 7 ERR KA T i Ak 37 0. ) sVE AN
A R TC% 3 2R 22 A A e e, 1 A PR J6 vk
SR HH v AR 43w LOR UE A i AR 43, T 40 o R
K BT ARGy IR AR A . DRk, 4 5T R
LIRS J7 SRS BEA AT BR oG, HAFAE it s
75 A% T RS BB e . H i, 7R AR BRAARLR
ARTEIN, A7 B TR A7 A P At i A% ] L. — ELFA G
KAEWEAR . R FIHE AT L (Jacobian) K FE AT
FIAAE AT T 0, FHUFFOR LT B, FORS B4
T Wik, ek, WA e AR 31— 5@ B2 BE K
SEAT PR TIE T A R AN L. R e ), A
PR 7GR R AR il AR, B AR TR 48 K 1R 1 G )
B, A, TR B 0K 3 BUR e 1 Joit i AN S,
() Bt 0 P g vk Sy SRS, o b —Floid ok Uy
L RS BRI Gy, A R R T Ny A
FEAC, R T80 A5 B Rk, RS
A B 5. DRI, S 3 /NAR B o) /L, ) 5 VR )
THERG BEAN I AT BR IG5 X0 T A RHRE K AR TE 1)
B, W) s RS B v T AT BR Tk,

gr bR, Wi sk v LU RO K R
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R0 HLAEREA I 18] 20 v 0 E 4T W s 5 20 1)
TRBLAE I H A BRICVE. B T A 2 T BAX 2
T A B R B AT RS AR, Tt iR O iR
AN EE, DRSS /N AR [n) U)o st 5 1RO R JEE
% T-hr A% W H A7 BRCIE MORS R, v 22 2ok
YT B RIRR 2 R 2. (H T4 KA TE 1),
A% B A7 BR OGR4 i 3 A iy A S80RS 2 B
AR I 7 A B SR A VR A, 3 BT 28R AR L
BT ik

2.2 [ XEEVRSZE

T R RARAE MPM AP 5 2 1 A A 5]
I #0{E M: +%, Bardenhagen 55 (2004) K H 1% 15
R - L A vEXT MPM AT HE) T, SR T
MCHAE Y T /575 (generalized interpolaiton mate-
rial point method, GIMP). ¥ Jit ri 744 W) 1k 25
N — O R, HR W B A LA TE R B 7
mlﬂ‘% H1 1T R B3 BOAE 19 5 R A% 45 R A A

HEBE, RO SRR B G I BN B AR A

MY FEN ) 7E %, Bardenhagen 5§ (2004)
£ GIMP WS T R EA O HEENE L i
B, AT RO TR

SR NLARE R 5 RE IR A R 23 39 TE U, GIMP
SR T PR G360 bR 5N 28 B 50 1 AS () ) B
[, 56 oA BN 79 55 A% R iR N (), DA
LR Iy u;, RIEX

6uz = Zéu”NI(m) (28)
I

WA R BCDCA 0 R BT o8 40 2 T R AR AR 23
B, FROWHRFAE PR xp (), LU %
R AIE BRI B () A2 000 24 AL B A TEARZS 1)
PR, B E T TR NG L O HLE AL AL )
filt 1, B

Y (@) =1 (29)

YELE f(x) o DLHILAE R AR 4R £, 3

1A
=>_ foxp(®) (30)

AL, AR BR R xp () BT p (A B B
e S5 3] 0T A DX 35 2 i D o A X3, I A
SE T W AR S AR AR T R MR
& p, N J3 oy FUNGEFE i, #BT LU A 0
fiE R BT 2 (30) 1K

¥ @Bo) @8 A (10)
HHZ B suyy WATEM, TTRREDER LK

(I5)~(19) &4 AH A A% 2, (H I P ) B pR L
Ny, 5 &5 ¥ h
Srp = Vi Xp ()N (z)d2 (31)
p J2,n0

5 MPM JEME Ny L, GIMP JE i %L

Sr HAT RIS, HEHH. Iy, (2) =

8(z—xp)Vp, WA Sty = Ni(wp), Srp; = Nij(p),
GIMP B4k ok F5 #E ) MPM.

f X (31) nT 0, 3 HOAS [R) 5 0% SRR AE BR 4L

FITHS 5 0 A% B o8 00T LA BN [R] 1K) GIMP JE 1R

KT SRS Y o 0 BT L R B T B A

RFAE bR £ T B R

1, zef2,
Xp(z) = { (32)
0, =¢ 12

7t GIMP 1, i 5B R %L Sy, W77 A8 R
mop TR RO 2, ERLR, Tz X S A
LﬁEUJCE’J WA AT IR EAZ AR, GIMP X3
cpGIMP 7% (contiguous particle GIMP) (Wallst-
edt 2008) Ml uGIMP (uniform GIMP) #§Ff. I
H, cpGIMP I8 E8 5 A X Sk A2 AL, RIVRE 9 44 2
RO — A A & AN B B, /24

LT, T B4k e A

Xp(@) = Hlz — (zp — )] —

Hlz — (zp + 1p)] (33)

o, H(x) MY ERRREL, 20, AR AKE, &

P R IE Bl R AN T AR A, 5 B 46 R
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SPEET RS RS A L LRS00 5 1.0 —
R e I TR p BRE 2 mT LU A2 TR os | -+ GIMP)

JEE R A, B

I = FrlY (34)

Forf, Fr Oyt IR p BORTERRIE, 19 &
$ p WRIBA I X T 2 4 R, 4 p 75 % )i
BB R 1 T B

n o __ n 70
lip - Fiiplip

(35)

A Fp, ot R p AR K R F
(5 & ANG A 7o, 1 AR Y TR ] 46 B 5 R
JIT o7 4l 00 DA S AT T S R K T A, HL
RIS ) RE TSR ORFF R P AT T 75 SRS 1K
Ji ik, B2 T By D) AR TS MNIMA R 5)). cpGIMP
AT A A8 R e, AR A I R) 5 5 2 S
THE TR 1, DURA R %00 U5 e L, 9 EL
JE R B L S, B IN T W) A R
MOk, ZRE R R A EREE, S A
LI GG A IR I At ok T — 52 1R RE .

uGIMP WA 75 38 BRI 88 1) A2 4k, AR
JO R R /N TR AEAS SR A I AR T AR R AN AR, B 0,
AN AR BT A B ST 5T o e 0 DX S AT T
T 50 A 1K A, R AT GR A T A
JIWAT 2 AN, AT L, = L/4. B3 GHT
— 4 L uGIMP FIARHE MPM [ JE bR 4L, X
EU o] SR 5 G 6. (AR AR K I
N, BT RUREE BRI S P SR AT B TR S B
() 7 76 TR B, P 5T A A IE B AN P05 A2 AR
IR, T uGIMP AN g 58 4 V1 9 4 i
8 D0 s T 7 A T B M . uGIMP R AN TR B
W L, ARSI RS SR AT R T AR fE MPM, 33
VR B K T AR iE MPM.

Sadeghirad 25 (2011) #2& H 4 5T AUTT o 48 1
DX Al 3 AL R S AT 7S T A, = 4% 10038 1 ) o R

0 L. . s SO
-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0 1.5

B 3 #AH# GIMP f1 MPM — %4/ & 4k

K22 J 6 B 5K s, R

n __ n,,0 n o __ n,,0 n o__ n,,0
ri =F'r), ry=F'ry, ry=F'r; (36)

A (079, 7d) B (P rn rR) A3 AERI GG
FEANBLIN R e ST B a o oy 408 (P4 T /5 T
&, I 7 ¥EFR A CPDI (convected particle domain
interpolation).

IbAk, Zhang %5 (2011) 3 i K5 bR vEE ) ot 2
ERE R T HUE S FLIP 5L 115 5 W k% 4
s T R BT B B B 5 T — FloEr 1B
bR BT B 05 5, LR AR A o R A% 5 1R
RO %R AN 7 R AT SR TR AR, JF
HLFOR A i I P A (K o, DA TR 54
AR 5 RS R TF 5. Hitike %5 (2011) 5% FH 4% Ji) 3
PR#Y (radial basis function, RBF) #3721 & 4%
T MPM JE e85, BT B S 8T N ) i 4y
A DL
2.3 HRAFH

FER TR, SR R AR S5 A%
SEIESRAE, T 10 N A T30 B A AR ) A
T s PR AT T T R ST o Sl 3 T T R 46
e R R 37 0 T T R 7 BERT, DAL L A 5 I A
T NI S A T s A S5 AN D BT A
557 (R A0 0 W SRS T A5, PR R o 4 Tl B
R B I A ) A ) SR A S BT ) 4%
PE. 4 T HERR TN AS B A AT, T SR A
32 5 2k sl it 55 W R (R 3 51 AT

oL R A S G P G sl R o R i
TN F- 26 AF. 0[] 5 3 F A 1, o ol 5 R A%
HHNE PR 45 A = AN AR Bl 7 1) B 2y i



%2 W

BRHETEE - W) 0 R B BEAS R N 245

JE 3 5 R 0 X0 RR I AR, TR M
W AR 1) 45 RUPE 20 SR IR 7 1r) b )y e A e e
0; XF T+ B B34 S 4 A, WA AT ] 15 250 28481 33t
AR, W 4 B, b s A O s 2 19 6 11 DX sk
PRt MPM (1320 5, MHs BAR 3 54 A voE
TS 3 S S A 4 A1 B R 3 AL
UEAh, T GIMP 5t s i 5% i 80O R AR T
FLRTAE (T S5 A%, RITTT 5 A5 5 WS 3 1 3 5
WA 25 A EL AR dE MPM 2 22— 54k b
T ORUE ML AR IR AR JE Wi i, 5 ZE4E T 4 rh e A )
(1) B0 K 45 57 ) et R D0 T PR AR B i

Tk FERTT R
o e °
° [ . ° '
e o o o E
‘s “
o © o o o E
o o o] ® o H
s “©
o o o o o :
L] L[] ° °
[ S /.

Bl 4 3R 5% i o

Ry AR i o R R
FHRE T 75 S Wk F8 3, DRI 5 78 R A1 2 30 5
A b it N A PR T g 2 A, B4k, Shen 4§ (2005)
¥ Lysmer %5 (1969) 45 H 10l A 250 e N ot
FR e 1130 57 00 b 2 sCAE ) ot VA 48R 52
IR, 4 2 4w i B TG SO A R TR AR
R AE FHAE S5 A0 2 WA 1 56 g S B0 S S
2 RGAT
2.4 EMEZE

75 MPM 1, J5T R UFH 15 55 P9 A% 2 )R P
{EL WSk pR B, DR UL B AR S T e
ZAF. R T OE T B AR HE i, MPM A5 SR U
AN R AL B 0T T 7 B LB B Ak ) 1) R, )
G N N (1 ik B

TEW) I R, e fid 0% 2808 1o 1 5% W9 A%

X AR RS Y RUETE T S R B A
g5 IR Sl 5 R, DR o AT ) B ik
N &5 - S R OC R, BRI A 4 0
S ST 0 A V) PR A S BT 4 A O oE SR Al g,
Kl 5 fros.

1 e ° ° e |

1 e|e e

- ---1
o (e o e

I o . .

Bl 5 M50 7k o b 0%

York & (1999) &, 1641k Ak ik o)
B A P SR T I o B, A B P Ak R A
Pk 2 5 I SR P DA 45 11 ST PRl g AT o
SO S BT e fuli ¥y 4K IE 86 10 20 8. 2Bk
o T, IR R T RS A A 2 TR) i R AR
F. Bardenhagen %5 (2000) # 37 T F& T-Hr ik 1
3R 71 I ) D R R i S50, I 2% 18 T A R
BRI SEIR T AR TR) PR Al L VR Ry 2 1
P A ASEAEL, B J SO0 6 i ) W 2% A0 BEAT T 5k
(Bardenhagen 2001). Hu % (2003) WM\ £ & 15
S IO A 1) SIS S N T ) B R i B
O LTS 55 S T T fl vy Ak V2 ) IR BE, AR
& H T SR TSI Y) B Huang 4%
(2010, 2011) $& ! Bardenhagen 2% (2000) #2 H! 1)
FE A SR Pk ) B SN R LB SR B B
Bl R AN, A IR T M BTV )
IACTH 5070, ORUE T 4 fik b vk ) L 2R 1)
le @, oK HL FH T HP A b 42 A0 ) R il ke T
W 5T s VR AT AT, b e 42 48 i) P AR AT BE oK
(1] 1) . Lemiale 5§ (2010) &%) GIMP J7 ¥: & H
T TR A PR Ak T S, I SR T S A
RENCNIOREN AT - i = R e L TR PSS [ 2
FHXF T Bardenhagen 55 (2010) £ Hi ¥ 45 Ui
Tofs JEE SRRt TV 4 B AT S o 1) 4 B i
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HLT7 5N AR S5 A6 5% H Y (ECAP) [a] /)
B b, IS TR PR T VA B B 45
B AE MPM J5 v I #2 fib S, — Mol o 1 5
W 4 bR A (R BRI AR - 1
RME R, GIR r 26785 SR S5 S T Ab
(1) 22 TV 1) 2R

b 1

== Y Nppm? 37
il >s ey PR

OGN R R A, X 5 W A ST B, 45 2
AN

Bt = p T A e (b=7s) (38)

P9 AS W) R BT A R R S B R — A
R 2 T, SRR ol
Y2 fmben i S 4

(o2 = P > 0 (39)
U A 00 0 HE 2% 45 1A PR 53,

RS, AR B, B o TP =
SV R IE, TR £ R
AR AT 15 T, 1)

bn+1/2 _b,n+1/2 n pgb,ce,n
pi =R A gl (b=rys) (40)

ISR RS oY = ply L2 b
R A T 5 B A (ol 2 =T Pl = 0,
ARV T 4 fih )

fc,nor,n _
I =

sy _rn+1/2 rn—sn+1/2\ rn

— STy Rl

X T 2 i P R ) f ) R, D7) 1 A g T
HH e 1 R 3R AT

X (39) Al fes T BUR AR KA fildn
PR AN 18] 1747 R 40 A 2 TR PR BE B /N T PN 55t
W% BT RS, 20 39) . H BN A
WA A B X 0T WA K AE S, 3R
R R, BARESE (Ma 2010) $2H T —

Toft ol B 2 k) W 2% 1, U I oF S A P 4 2 T
(¥4 BEEE Bl B X (39) JEAT #E A 0 i, ROl A
PSR SR T L % Ak 45 R T 30 Y B A % G
ML T LB 2 R Dy, a6 TR, iR
Dy* <0, MIZRW PP R A EASBHX S8k i) 2,
R R A A TR, 18 I 1R i P 1B 2% 1 A

@ = o P > 0 2)
D75 < M,

Horh, de RoRE SR 25 U BR. 4 T % R

FUR AR A BHX I G TN X, BCIE A 0.5.
X BUE KD 2 S8 7 3.

D

nfor ny

Wik r Wk s

. O ] ]

2y 2y

He #mERITHTERE

R Sk 2 EE Y R RS T TR
KAF S AW Sh BT RE, FEAAFTRE KR
(Bardenhagen 2000, Hu 2003). &S (Ma
2010) EF X% ) U S T R 22 T R R AR
fi %, RIASCAE A2 26 45 Al DX 3k 45 B A ) A4 ek S
B TS S R, LA BT ) — 25 o R
KBRS IR, WK 7 Pros. %07
B TR N AF AT &, Sy TR A L

B7 BHZEEZHATEHR

2.5 BENEZEMFTEE
WV 5530 R FH G 2 D 2 140 5 R I 1)
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TSP, ST b HIE RN 4 HT. Tan 55 (2002)
FEAL T TINS5 AR I SR A R A E N 2y
Fr vk, I R 8 & o s R S S T
FLLU v 1) e BERE TR Ma 55 (2006) SR FH A #
] SAMRALI (structured adaptive mesh refinement
application infrastructure) %54 H i& 3 P 4%, 5K
LT R RIAG TS 5 A% K 20 A Ak, I A8 e R Al
BN SO SRR T AR R ) L g
X R T A TR By DL P AR BRI R 11 K {2
), B A% (Ma 2009a) £ HY T 5 38 Y 53
BT RE, AT R0 S T BRI 2 ) i,
8 JT7R.

B8 BB EN,RTEE

18 AT 5577 1M, Parker (2006) A1 Barden-
hagen (2000) 53t Ty B AL A AL (MPI) 5T
T MPM WIFATHE, TP T Uintah 7. 3
TS F1 5K HE 4% (2010a, Huang 2008) #2 Y IE +15
SR (OpenMP) ] MPM FFAT5L1E, ik
F1 5 A5 E4S (Zhang 2010) WT— 25 @7 7 3k
T OpenMP 1 X 38 A5 5 A £ 5597 1) MPM Jf
AT L, ORG T M BE T B0l 5 P ) L Ma 4%
(2005) T IFATIE I K15 SAMRALI (Hor-
nung 2002) #7. T GIMP ¥ 47 5%,

B K A% 98 1) AT 5548 vk 5 300 A1,
Chiang % (2010) 37 7 MPM/GIMP (] GPU
KB i £ A, E4h, Humphrey 55 (2011) #F 5%
T—F®%Z CPU-GPU 2 &5 U BITFIBIT T £.

2.6 SHMEXNES
MPM e 5 ¥R 7 A b7 4 B H 572 Rk, 5

5 Wk R HE RS, BT 2 ok
T MPM MR Bk

B 6E MPM 7E B 0N 575 VR 5t 1 45 b I 25 150
TS K 1) ) 28, Bt P 4% (Lian 2011) 421 T
A AW T AT IR IT I, K A B TTVE AT T 5|
NPT, R IE T B O 3 (AT BT R
Jidh K oA O B L, FAF R T B
A 917, T T 5 I R S I A R A B, n
9 FToR. %7 AR MU v TR 4l MPM SR
SR A 5 T P ) IR ORI DI K 1 )

X B RIAERAUA B BN T R KX
SN, MPM o 5524 % FRS FE AN 4n FEM, B d~F
2% (Lian 2011c, 2012a, 2012b) £ MPM 5 FEM
R B J7 ML T KL AR, B F i vy T Al 48 )
K ESE (Zhang 2006) $&H T 2 204 i s AT BR o
5, ST T T RE R B TCIE I g —HESE. %
SEAEA] A I SR FH A B T B O A V5 Xk, [
IS LE A4 B} AT B i A2 AR T 1) 225 1] DX AT B 5 55t
WA, JTAE SRR I A o R N R X3 ) A
B TT 45 s A0 R W) 5T SRR, LA S 19 A i A%
U S S5 AR A SR A o B e R A SR A
DRIk, 1% 7 V0 45 5 W) 0T R A5 AR ] W RAS
BT SRS, %74 R 5 A R ook 45 R
). AHRAE X5 vET, Tl oo R A T
A, HBLCHEN T 55 Pk DX 3 b ikt o 9 18
TR, BB 78 4 R A o R UE R R
JCIEA B A. ik, BEHIT4E (Lian 2011)
TS T ST R SR IR A T R R
%5, KA BRITH SRR B /NAZ TR (W, F
W5t RO SK AR VE BORE R A TR I AR, 38 i 4 fi
RS VALTE ol IR (BN 2 il 2 &
SRR HEAERE PR T A IE N R ACH BT
7% (Lian 2012a, 2012b). %5 K H A BR Gk &
HOME B A3, 70 v S50k R ok A e A ) B G
T 3k B G A B S I M R A S ) T S JE
O S S o R R B A PR T 2 T PR AT L
YERL, Wil 10 Fros. AN YR AT R JciE 7R
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S e D b B LA O HIMPM #4r, BT Cu-Cu Al Si-Si (8 7 75
eoole el o< b RERIEAE B FL. Lu % (2006) 38 i 7 4541146 MPM
RN A N O D 5 5 00 4 ) 2 2 908 9043 JE, L X
— T //ﬂﬂﬁ_w DTSRI A AR, H§ MPA 15 MD
SN HEAT TC SR A, 00T T T8 400K JRUBE R i
° o | o ° ° ° ° ° *% Chen /:T—J‘é (2011) %J:H*]%/E\Eg MD/MPM iﬁﬁ‘

RS 4 w e L et
soele e o] o] DREE T AR R EE I A A KRR & R 4

B9 RXMEAARTETEHE

[T w5 st ipoe
o TSI S
o WA

A
oL

O

o o
of o
(A A

() AIRTGEEL  (b) WZ) ¢, W5 ST R

K10 BENYFREAARTESEE

Iy RAE T W RS AL F, 75 UE SO B 5 W) i
ME—BURE O, T RRBOR B & TR
=87

HT T MPM SR 87 S5 A S 0 0 17 BR
TP K, DRI AP A 1 5 Wy 2 0 £ SR AR O [ A
25 i) L. Guilkey %5 (2007) K4 22 4 Ji WK iz 592 A1
W 5 s 500 ok S O FRAL SRl K, 4 R H
22 W) LWy S N ) BT SV AR AL I A DX sl AT ]
Gk, AL T B A I E AL A 7. Anvar
& (2008) K MPM 5 ¥4 Fi% (hybrid im-
mersed boundary method, HIBM) BEAT 4%, I
H MPM FH SR [ 4 45 1), 32 3 5 i ok
Wb BRAT T AT S R S SLIE B S A S 1
K2ETF R PRISM B, 0 [ RS & A ek
FH A IO 52 R0 580 P o] A DX ke, R A PR A AR
(FVM) BRI & il 88 Nl S se Bl
LA R[] A A2 ST () B B R RE A IR AR 3% (Sun
2010, Purdue University 2009).

Guo %5 (2006a) WK H 2T X J7 5% MD

.

2.7 YIRSER

W0 s E AN 7 B PR TR R AR TS
TS WA o AR RL. e T Lk
BBAORE A AR B Be L TOU 45 74 H
K, T LAR G TS W g S . BRI
A RHOU &5 K4 & X BRI 58 A28 1 B KPS, )
TR A B IR BELAS B 44 T 3 1 S

T K 2 5 M A DR A 6 o )
P T Z ALY R AOE S BRI
WA S (Wang 2012, 104 2011) &1 5 s 4l 4 Lo
T B 1 5 52 5 B kA DA A= R T AR 28 11y i) i
BT R T THERAME IR R
R A AL TR T8 5 A R, R R R
FT 4000 030 5 T A BB R P AR 05, 1 5 A
LA RS MM, R B R RS
15—, A BEARA B8 304 1), T 2B G
TFE RS E I HOR S5 BAY 11 Bk,
A RSB PR AR 43 LG AT BUIK 1 5 S bR — B 4y
sl T AT BR oA AR i R H B B
SR FH 25 4 T G 125 5 4 Bk G 2 3 1 e L AR AR
%5 (Gong 2011, Fffifh 2012) £ T Micro-CT H
R A, BT AR A AORE = g SO
SERRAL 0 7 F T IE N el CT 4
J1 3RAFIARIOW &5 K 78 25 ) 43 Al 145 S, AR5
W R SR 5IFEA R, Y2
(R34 5 s PRRL 5 1k T e T LS
S5 R OUASE Y SR TR 9 R B R 45 A A Y
WE 12 fros. BRI AE (2013a, 2013b) iE—F
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w2 W
-
N\
N
3. 37 @swép

B 11 %8 EERBANLERNKRE L HHB
By v R A

B 12 ke ZEY R B EER

BT R 5 AL T N AR W i s O A
T NARE S R AL T — TR AL iR A2

T B4 (2008) 08 TR 6 ek B
B = 2R A0 B AR 4, B8 T RV 3 U DY S
i PRSI CSG VLRI AT B B IR LA
SEAAR TR J7
2.8 Hfs

MPM 75 AR T7 AT 5 AR 58 35, W M
S A 10 2 R R o B ) A L AR R )
HIVHLFN 22 LAY J5T 46 7 1.

TR TR, AR GE R 75 5 s 20 % FH T
v I S SR AR LR, 1
(E (N &7 By N Rl K7/ % N <3 DL Gl AN AN & £ A
TSR, T LA Shin 25 (2010) WF5T T 90 9 55
BB, AL S5 A% 8 5 4 ek 2 UL e
AL B, S8 T i E ek, %% (Ma
2010) J7 T APk HI%, 3GV iR
T SR T, ORI AR v T AL
WA T WA R R, oo E N

FHA PR T AR 45 7 Al I A% A8 A 258 1) 45 K A D9 4%
HEAT T AHEWT Y. Wieckowski &5 (1999, 2004)
F A B T = A1 T RS A o 400 52 50T 7 5% 199 s
fiff R T S A 00 SRR I 0 il A, R L Tl Y
TR AW MBYRS) R . 5 — 71, %GR
AT S5 W A A RS AU 2R 0 i) I, I YR AE R 4K
(1 Do At B AL, TR AS BE AR U 1) A e
F1 8 )L 4 I, Wang 25 (2005) 45K H i
TS (A DA DU 32 T 75 5 0 ks AR A PR ASE 0L T %Y
UM TIHAT M.

B 58 W2 (2006) K MPM 43 #7 17 3 I 2%
SR ATL . L DR 6 i 5 ) 7 5 82 5 Tl PR ARR AR R
3zt /N T H Al AN I 1) (R RR AR RS, T HR
A5 [R) B A7) JOT R TS 45 A £ 3 B0 10 S AL
H pE Kk, sKA#FERT. York 2% (2000, 1999) W] —
J2 ) JO S R I A, 3 o s N ) R )
WP AA bR 2 (B 13 (), 31400 5 0 R )
Sy AR VP IRNAZ T 7] 2 0 ORI AU 0L
(K3 03 24 AT Sy, 3 A e IR 2 77 )T B
Gan %5 (2011) JIFEY) 5t 55 (8] 51 1 = i1 JE $h 40 45
ey A 2 5511 i B ot i, O v = A T
(RELe Sk vh B T s 4k (B 13(b)), B35 T
T RVE S T SRS B IR T T B

P GE ) I RV b T S 1 A T ) A
P, ARE AP N LUW Y . Nairn 1R B4
(Nairn 2003, 2006, Guo 2005) JF & 7 % T iy
5 M Z 3 E 3 ) MPM/CRAMP 27, figs
PRI A S T W R S (7 B N R
PR7 Gk TF AL RS ), T AL 31 24 5011 2 T 4% fi
) B, DL R AR RS B A .

ik UL IR S LR AN 2 FLAY IR Biot 18 HE 42
T, BT Z LA w-p BRI H TR,
SET A R ) 0 SR AE % 5 (Zhang 2009, 7K
AL 2009a), BB T AN 2 FL A BN )
W 2. [, 7R EHE B TR 57 T 2 LA i [
G5 by 1R) (0 B2 i 5925, RN 22 FL A i A [ A
I TR 2447 49 43 58 i R G 0 A R B
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Y5t R HEAT AU, (5K ki 2009b). O T HE B
18 2 LA T [ A R L B A TR A B
A, skt (2011) FETHAI Z AN R w- U B
7 R, e LT A 4 LB R A T AH
ELAE F TR P AR 5T T

g /"0
N

— ntn,tnAn, At

(b)

K13 MR LA % (a) York & (1999), (b)
Gan % (2011)

2.9 MRSZEHM TG ER L

P A 1 I W A% 35 38 T A 400 2k B S ek 480
B4 BV R R B 2, P50 R0V AT LR il —
Tl A FH BT oA A 00T 13 117 5 S ek 5 AL
Ak, R O BT S A A IR T B
PR, HIALR B A% R Galerkin 59 B2 (5K
I 2009).

W5 s ) o % AR TR,
H5® g5/ il ER AL 18 5L
b4 (YNNI T X (= R PN = P € e B (VR 2
WG WAL L B B L NS 2. B E
S, W R TR SR TS SRk, AR ) e

RN B=N S W o = BT E (  NE i
WA AR, KRBT HE & 540 i T9
FUR LS bR FRA T B RSy, TR B R v
8 R S N = (S5 W Y L - S T WA
ok 3N T, A BR e B R D R T B
REAE RS, At 22 200 9 R 325 1) I i) 28 Bk
T4 5 1A B (Smolinski 2000, Liu 2005), 441k}
U He 45 B, I8 5 1 11 S R) D K A 4
R 510N W B L1 SR B A N1 N = S S
IR AR R T A R I S TR] 5 K
YT SRS RSE, RIUSEE A R 20U e 45 1
U SR N Y S o7/ e RN R B
A DAAR e, 7 6 ) B 2 w) Dl T 2 XA
BRI, W s i vk SRR m A sl voE T 3L
AU TN 2 N TS (e S S S NG A T e
(07 N P34, T — S8 75 B KRR B Y (T
JI A b A I EE) A RRAR L 4 3 ) 1) R, A R
& W s i AT 20 #T.
Wy ot s b B L R B e A, B
A8 AN SR FH 2 i B0 A A 25 HH I o ) 1 2 3
70 HE LG ) @ ) A VAR A RE L AR AR
TS R o Hr eh, R RE H IR S A B L 4
ANASCHE DA 37 A7 R G 2 O 2R, RIS SR A
6 W AV T T B OB Y, Al HE DAAR FEOR
ORI HE Al el B, T A s AT DUAR D5 5
SRR IR REAT VR A A
SPH J& VAN A AR 2 B3R A A )
W — RO 25 vk, A 5 ) 0T s A
Ff o ) B SR AT 6 L, A2 AR 2 B AT Y
R ) . 5y B 2% (Ma 2009b) 23 591 M I 3T A5 44
NS RT3 NI G U N 9l o L
RT3 TR 55 A RN B fik 50065 W) Jot riE T SPH
HHAT T VEAN LR, b 1 R AR B R0 B A A e 1k
SPH 7EHEAT bR B4 & K L SO R, 5 2 HL
SR R IR SRR DARL B 4% 22 1) T A, T S HE
AN 1 S AEBE I AR AL (T Euler % 2 0T
5, AN R AT TR, B0
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28 2.1 19 R0, B AR BT Rk ol T 4
AN (TYE) B8 A (=) &5 RURAL AT R
U s, XA U R W /DT SPH. SPH 1
A AL PR HAN TS R A AE 25, M ga AR 1 5 A
F8 it I 14 I T VR M, 75 SR AR B 1R Ak BT 2,
R A (Liu 2002); B2 2.3 5 A4, 45
SO FEAAT AR By AR R AR A gy
AT G BC R, SPH I AL eR HAN I 2 B A — i
— B, AR BVEUE M A (Liu 2003); 7E4R
HED) oL RVE R, 3 AL ek 0 A o A — B — 3K
PE. SPH B AT RAf AT & 1, BRI AR S A 3
JHMERTR, B AT JE A B A, 2o Ol 43 i
HEE 24 (Johnson 1996), 4 il vk i% v FBUAJE 5%
HIRM T 2 M7, aEIE SPH J7 ik (CSPH)
(Chen 1999). Jiti il A\ T.JJ (Monaghan 2000). 5%
BN R 77 55 (Dyka 1997) %5, f128 2.1 51 2.2
FE A, MPM P ANAEAE RN ESE 1, B AFAE
B e, nER GIMP 15 38— e il vk Wiwy
JTik, A RHE4E I, SPH H G K BEuk N, A
M0 3 JG I 1) 20 K R Iy 0 B s 30 v A4 1 55 1Y
W% &5 TR ER DR HFANAZ, Il SN ) D AR A 2
XK. SPH R I BB e — e FE % E B 3)
Ab BRI B i, (B SPH AN BE (R I 5 3%
(1) BRI, T AT RE 2 0 AR A DR o ATk
(T S 2003 R, A A i 1) SR A b R AT 3
Kl 14 24 LS-DYNA H1 () SPH A MPM3D
e o] [R] — Ta] i P B0 o S TR) B R, 24 )3T i
OBk 22 I8, W RUE ARV AR b B A
& (% 2009b). % 1 FE 15 ELEg T BRR Tk
T8 [H]) — Taylor A In] B TH 5 45 1, Hovh SPH1
TRl KB 1.2, SPH2 Ron ey K& &%
H 14, R 1 RUY T AERR L (5 R
2009b), 1M1 K&l 15 (a) HiH] SPH1 v 5 45 J o K b7
AN TG E T A7 A0 W] 2 0 H W 2R I %%, IRt
HERN RSy TP A PO ER R PN YR b7

BT 2 - ) 5 A vk B R R 251
16
14+ —m— SPH "
“ ] —A— MPM
S
;ﬂi 10
A 6l
= °
Z 44
n A
z ] S
2+ A
O.C:/
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10
N x10°

B 14 ARTENE N, T, 252470 E 8t
8 (& £ 2009)

R1 RPFREHEERIRELLR
L/mm D/mm W/mm A

SIH 0 16.2 13.5 10.1 -

SPH1 15.4 15.6 9.9 0.075

SPH2 15.5 14.7 10.0 0.047

MPM 16.3 13.0 9.6 0.031
.

55 F Al TG R E AR L, W) 0T ik LR B AT
Z M, BB RN RN bR
JO T PRI ARk o 5 AN L FLAR 3 O R ik
UL BR OS2 i s el PR R e b — B
DU, 73 pR BRI A2 AR P DX IR K58 n 3% 5
/PR ECR LT B A 5 miiE A e s 2] B
U W3R, e B SCHE A 0 R R AL R
MO SOt AL T AR VR ARk b B SRR
b, D0 B3 (RORs BEAR T m i A,
B A T o e VR I B AARORG . DA X g
AR 02 A 4 i 385, SR L AT e B K 2 019 0 A ik
SRS 5 385 6 Jo PO R S SR A vy 1 1)
BRI v RS 2 T W R 1k s SR /00 i i v 08
73R fif.
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(a) SPH1

Bl 15 Taylor AF [&] A 5k - Bf 28R AT A9 & (AT A UALE, 4T 4 WA E) (Ma 2009)

3 YIRRERHGFA

B MPM 5% AW e My g, H
BB T — L BL MPM A #% 0 SEVE B o S A,
{5 UCF, FLIP-MPM-MFM, NairnFEAMPM,
MPM3D A1 MPMsim 4.

F WAt K 2% C-SAFE (center for the sim-
ulation of accidental fires and explosions) HJf 57 -
Oy 1 AESRE REPIR 0 S T SR (ac-
celerated strategic computing initiative, ASCI)?
M1 SZRE R IT AR T KRB AT W] LA SR B9
T H UCF(uintah computational framework), 4
FUR AR R Hop iz O kL —, EE AT A
PRI HE 2 AL RHIR RN © RS L AR S5 4 i
WAT A B B L. 36 Los Alamos
KU = (N SRR S T 2 A R SN T
K] CartaBlanca #ff (Fluid Dynamics Group
Theoretical Pivision, 2007) ¥4 0 s i ik A 2
Z MHVHELE (multiphase flow framework) H1, JF
K7 FLIP-MPM-MFM (fluid implicit particle-

material point method-multiphase flow method)

(b) SPH2

(c) SPH3

B (Zou 2004), HIK KAk 52 %% ) 27 ) i, A0 4%
[ 4 FR) R BRI AL A e AR L JE 22 )
RN 2 AR A, Re AL 5 2k i A543 400 R 93 24 42
YEM HAEH (Zou 2004, 2005, Zhang 2008a, 2009).
Nairn B 58/ NARH C++ FFR T o5& ) 23284
NairnFEAMPM? | H = 24 454 [ o 40 Hr i dh
AN 5T T SR, ) 5T R 43 T SR iR
T SRS AMBII . Hary AR
V) TR Mt e 56 Bl 7 2 1) L. 3 6 R 27 5 e R A
IR C++ FER T =4k B AT W i ik
J¥* MPM3D (5K 4% 2011), H i & 528 T USF.

USL Fl MUSL K g% 30, GIMP ik, # i 5
i TR IE N Ay L A RIS
AT BRICVE WG T s AT BR TCVE AN B 3
YR A BT, BA 2R R A RS T
FEFI BT IF 53 3 A H OpenMP H1 MPI 5K
LT RFRZ A R SE (symmetric multi process-
ing, SMP ) FI KM HAT A B R4 (massively
parallel processing, MPP) P F A& & T I 317 1L.
2009 4F, 3 [H ) ADI A W KA T ASTE-P1.0 &

1 Center for the Simulation of Accidental Fires and Explosions http://www.csafe. utah. edu
2 Academic Strategic Alliances Program. http://www.lInl.gov/asci-alliances

3http://code.google.com/p/nairn-mpm-fea,/
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4 B SN E] T FSI, CSD, CFD £
Be, RSB ok e L 2010 4F, S )
Jveer Aerospace Ltd A w4t T 5 Mk AL 14
R EAR AT MPMsim®

4 PIRRIERIRH

VTR BT 2R G T B B R ARy
TR DU, ANATAE 50 e A2 MR A S i, HLA
AR = T AR, R g 2 BT A 1)
ZORVE, CafEmt R . R BAE B
2 RS 2 ROt S BOREA BHAR B RS
T RBEE— BRIV R BHR KAZ TR ) b A5
BTNV H.

FERIE 58 o oh O T, S B RTER HESE (2005,
2006) K F ) o s A0 9T B AL R e T Al i i
RSO JE AR 55— 2R A ), )28 e 7s T ) o s
TE SR AR G2 (0] /b (R385 ), A AT E— 20 )
FU AT BR T T R v A R B AN
K MESE (Huang 2008) #9018 5 s RF L i
- B SN R v TR L O AR T R s Tk

DEEm, AT 1300 22 5 W AR RULLS B (K
o BHS LR R & RiF, i 16 Jiiw;
W /N VR [E 4% (Pan 2008) WF5T T mifiekEZYy
HhfLA L s R IR AR ORI, B g R R
FLAR 45 32 B2 o FLAI TO0 (1R S A 3 ok
(1, V5% B 55— D90 T 2 FLMRHE b i A
R st (P2 E 4% 2010, Xu 2011); Li 25
(2011a) AF5T T 1 52 A8 48 o Jok A v i) 2R R )
R, R IRAS 5] (4 o 3 2% 3 BOAN [R) 110 2 e
3, 5 SR B A 45 R I AW & R TR 5K
MLZE (Chen 2012) % (& T M kL R BB 1 K534
IO, ASEALL T ] At R A e s e R v 0 R
I

4 http://www.advanceddynamics-usa.com
5 http://www.mpmsim.com/content/home

B 16 KAEM R mHEBEFE AT W HREK
HESBRBERAGWE, FEAEUER TEA
SEIEER (3B 2010Db)

FEAZ ) J7 1, Sulsky 2% (1995, 1996) 45
R, T AW BRAZ D) B B 45 ) . Zhang 55 (2008,
2011) EFFT 2 AH I 1 9 0 vk R0 S0t 1 40 o
SRV TE BRBUNT, AU T AR A0 0 A A ) L SR

5 T (1 Al BV 0T TR A8 ) R I A R AL
HHEZER W, GEEE (2010) KT RE 2 E
T 55 R (10 4 T s 4 kB2 AL T PR A2 )
e B, e % I SRR bR B S0 25 RV & RAE B
I RN 5K i 55 (Huang 2011) 3F— 20 K B9 ot 55 42
fink SR AR T e AT AR A0 3k A JE R ) R, o
SR B S 25 R — 3, IR0 TR SR H ik 5
R AR AED) BT Rk &5 R B~ 45 (Lian 2011b)
K AW T i AT BRI RS 5 0 T i A R G
553 MG T B 57 T e b AR AR AN Il R 46 SR
FEARAZ A0 0] 8, 193 T 55 S5 45 SR W) & 1) R A
CHEE PP AR

FE A 0] B T, Hu 25 (2006) FH % A
VERERL T WO L Sedov-Taylor ik 2% I 45 L Y
PRAE I, 72 B3 hE RS T S SR RE S
1 T T B AR BRI T T IR I R 5 AR
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(2009b, Ma 2009b) 5k 1 41 MU 5T T B0 5 )
R 2 IK Bl K ) BRI R S ) A, A AT
SR FH (0 38 400 o 5925 mT DA A8 o YA 40
SRV SR A B X ) 0 RT B B P B T Y R
145 (Lian 2011a) M — S TEA BT T HEE 0K
Z) %l B, AT Gurney 2 26 AR R
ey 704 25 2 25 BUFROMAR &, FURE T X Bk i) 2 2k 24
45 ST =, A e A AT AR T — B I T R,
JIT AR PRI 25 AT BIAR K3, £ 534 (20064,
2006b, Wang 2011) K ¥ it sk REWE 5T T 1
T ARG o PN AR 46 ) 5K AR A (2011) T4
JOT L5 M T AR S8 J5 ] A 24 ke R R, O
BT AN [FR R 1 I 5 e o b e T

FE SN A W47 1, Nairn BFIE 2L T KR
TAE. Tan %5 (2002) 7 56 H 2 %% H 3& NN % 1)
Jivk, vHERL T 2GR b 1) e RO BCE. Nairn BiF
FARGHRRE T — Y = e RS #3487
3 (Nairn 2003, Guo 2006), flA11% F £ & i
T it ik ZLETP TR T8 B8 AN 2, Al FH Ak B
5k G AL 2 (8] (1 28 05, A ATTARIX R O vE R
CRAMP. g ui If % F 2 40, 40 v g 5 5 A
T J By Be R RR AR I B AR AT
Ji& 1) BRI, Nairn 45 (2005) H1 Guo(2005) X}
Yyt riv R SR EEAT T A .
Nairn 25 (2007) 845 CRAMP (K 3LAE_F %9 5t
SRV T G A A Y AN 3 8 T AR SR EAT T
A CRAMP A 2 5l 52 50 F B, 704 7
B RE AT AERR I B 245 FE (Matsumoto 2009). Bar-
denhagen Ml Nairn 55— K JE T 3 &R LY
JEE I 0 AT, ARATT R T RO A e vt ),
W JJBEAY (cohesive model) iR ZE 44T X
(processing zone). Daphalapurkar &5 (2007) 45 %
GIMP FH P 2R 3B, AF 50 T 2B 1 R0 i 1k A e
I LB A Y RE. Gilabert 5§ (2011) 3K
FHA I ROE R T B B B A W v A R P
IR B I RS AR L R )

Ty R AR RGO A Ry R 7 R A

HA% WA G E LT, i AR K Ak B
WRIE IR R LA, FEX U7, Sul-
sky+ BR7E \ Schreyer M HA1E#H 58 T K& 1
TAE, A A1 3 ZR A B (decohesion) A 415
A (Schreyer 2002) i3 R 12K 345 1 71 2447 A,
PRI A 6 2 s MR AU A7 . R 72 55 (Chen
2002, 2003) & 5& H ) BT SOERAL T i o T
i 11 A PR 20 7 2R 20 Im) R Sulsky 45 (2004b) SR
F 3 J SR AR M R 5 T M 1k A e} 11 2 2 25
) 25 Wi 4 [ 1 R 7Z %5 (Chen 2005, Zheng 2006b)
G50 43 U3 M 5 AT BE SR P 0 2R AR R B
WFSC T NG ) ) R 5 R 0 Ak — 22
A J o T M 4 A, WFTT T M RHLE J3 308 in #4155 4
N B (Chen 2008); Shen (2009) 51 A
T HRAH R AR B T B e v R E R
1) 2% RUCRBEAE 1) ;. Sulsky 45 (2011) #1% 7774 H
FACUKE h il UK (132 B AE AR BF . Gupta 55
(2011) ¥ H JE H oo L 4% (EFGM) SPH & M
KL ) R A A [R] (1 W 2R DR 6. ) oz
iy DU R 2 Ry XA ) AT TS, R I
TE 1 (1 W T T IE A IR A AT O 2
RELL K AT R0 TG W 46 75 22 53 A K. Wang 45
(2005) K H AE R A7 V15 T VR A R AL
(RI R g 5 B R, JF 5 BRIo &5 BT T IR
Tonescu 55 (2006) & T K0 F KA EH T K
S LRI IR 0] 8, HG o B 4 0 21 24 5K FH AN [ 1)
U S EFE NS

1E 55 05 KOMURLL S J7 1, Bardenhagen
S5 (2000) 7E 2000 4F g6 W) 0T A v A 400 R
PEIEAT T 2298, Cummins 25 (2002) #¥E—25
KT RORLAL R B2 ) T 7% Lenardic 45
(2000) FH 0T RS0, T 52 G 2 2 I M0 o) Y
3B BRI S, Wieckowski &5 (2004) FifLl
TR B RORL I B 1) A RAE (2005)
FE T 0 RE BT AR HE A R I R Coet-
zee N A VR 0 A2 3R RUBURE Ui 2) 46 0] 8
HEAT T BN IS (Coetzee 2005, 2007),
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IR LA T W o i g5 R . o 45 1AM
S A5 R, R T W5 R R A5 R T R
K, BOMSSE (2010b) 2T Drucker-Prager 4544
R TR R I 22 2l 4 o v, 6l M R A HERH
YT A L AR A ) ST TR 5 #T; An-
dersen 55 (2010) 0 H ™ X AdE ) 5t s 504 1
A A0 R, ABATE WP 5T N B I
F2M; Colom (2011) 43 #7148 ZE A1 = BRI 1)
FHE A, BEHeT-% (2012, Lian 2012a) i H &
I A I pi A B TG A M T T R R ) L, 4
5 hR ) BT RN S 56 5 R W) (W&l 17
), AR TH SR /N T AR AEY) T AU

FE Vi [ R 45 75 1, York 2% (1999, 2000)
S R F ) 0T R AR AU A 1) R A i, G v
FVFARHS K FH ) 0 s B 15, 585 R BOR BE R
U b A P00 3 I i R AIE 4 55 () 8. Hu 25 (20009,
2010) -t JE T~ [ 44 R A% DX 3034 FH 40 o 12
(7, WAL T S sh stk ), AN 45 6 7 A I&E
IS A% N2 (AMR) 75 ¥ LA i i 3 RS POURG .
Sy T A G ) R R R R A SRR R, AT
SERIT T K W T SR RN T SR AA B 12 (CFD)
KRARZA 454, W Guilkey %% (2007) FH £
Y K A5 ICE B T & Be 28 28 MR AR 1
AR, TS ) 5T s A T (] A DX SR A
Gilmanov %5 (2008a, 2008b) ¥ ¥ ¥4 Sk A4
FU LA S, BT U R ) R - [ - 4
R ) 01 SR AR, 1% 5 2 T ) R )R 4
It A% DX 33 R SR s BEHE P 4% (2012, Lian 2011c)
FIFHRE G 0 0% mi A BR TG L) SR T /K AL I3
A5V IR B T A, G v 4 JB v Ok Ak R A4
DX 5k, A7 PR G T R A 0 [ 4 X sk, DL 4 1
(AL, P 18 Fros. 19 AR ] A 4 A
7] DX 3 B R A T VA TR 5 ) AL, 481 dn v A 22
LA n) L, 5k vk R RS (2010) SR H 5 AH
Yot RO ERE LT HE) 0y 2 L 1% 07 A
FH WS 590 50 1500 30 45 3 [ BRI B I A4

Bl 17 S Sk 3K ] AL R R A IR T i
HREZRERM b (R 2012)

152 ROBE Sy Mt 7 1H, BRATR Y ot 0k 5 23
T B 12550 TR I R R A SR, Ayton
5 (2001) £E G RUZ AT T, R EE P-4 o
T8 1% (NEMD) 5 AL A4, KRG H T4
BTSSRI, Shen 25 (2005) 780 5T 3 B2 1)
SRR A T 5 1B Dy 2E v S R
FL2RG 0 BT 19 )5 7% Borodin 55 (2005) 75 F ) it
BRI W AR ST A MR T, 2 g R oy 1 8
WIEUEEIRCR Aok /B NI I (e (IR ]
BIP R R, I (2011, Lia 2013) A4 1
&) I3 2% 3Rk A3 il w R TP B, A YR
AR IEAT R v TR S AT, A Ak T AR T AR
RIL S MEDIRES J5 78 2 508 5 i e 10 R . )
L RVEIE AR TG T DA BRI AOME 45 74 1 R i
F AR RGP, 040 Shen 25 (2000) F 4 £
G T 2 S AR 10 R B PE AR T Xue 45 (2006)
DA NER 31N AN I VA e O LoX L PP N VA
W7k, BRI T BB 25 (R R e T, Bar-
denhagen M H A 1E 3 22 56 W) i sk 0 1k A4
BIHEAT THF9T (Bardenhagen 2005), fliAl156 J5
FHBEALAE R X o6 v 3 38 10 77 X3k A3 IR L
TR BT 25 ), 551 o e AR g A
LT SLJ7 R T LI B 46, 192 T AL & Bol
i S B R, g - AR i 2%, 45 R LB R H A
5%, Daphalapurkar 55 (2008) #t—20 H i
T CT H14 F A4 (1 77 23R AT I FLIL K PMI A4k}
(1) JEC I Ak M 85 40, 40 I st 92 6 AR R AR G (R A 40
WAFH] T =B B ) - AR £k, JF HORBLE
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0.140 s =

t =0421s -

K18 KEAFEANEEA R A AR TEERR S EBEE Rt (T 2012),
Hep g 2 f% 4 5| % Idelsohn % X Al 41 F A IR 6% (Idelsohn 2008) #y 1t H 45

75 5Pk B LT MR Y ek S ;YRR B
& H T2 (B B 4 1 B R R, B AR A4S (Gong
2012) FIH R CT T T R4S 1 = 4 2058
TWOW &5 K, BT I 785X Whipple i 47 45 1) i
)2 Whipple B 47 45 ¥ 75 iy 3 i i 1 Ry Y,
o B A REER T Johnson-Cook #4 4} i 8 458
HIFT Grueneisen R 7S J7FE, BT 19453405 17 0 A1 L
i RF 5 5es Wy &, FiZEE%E (Wang 2012)
TR VR R LI AR R A RO
B BEGUT AZMORMI O 2 1 o, R BB AR 4y L
(180 57 W) KT B B[R] JE 42 1R 52 W); Li 45 (2011b) A
THOULAH LA FH H R 0T 422 fu B4 B AT T W 9T
AW 124 75 T, Guilkey 25 (2006) X 434 1fiL
B GERIEAT T 1300 J3 00 A0 K RARE (i
B, TIH5E (Gan 2011) B0 T 51K RS 7
T (ICST) B A v 51 37 B iy 1) o) 2 i 7, 3G
H S5 SR FH AR AR, 375 il R IBE 5 A AR .
JERIZ A5 (2013) R 3 Al Sk AR Y 7E [54 4F 44 Ji it
A N HEAT TR, LA E AN R 54
AR S S UL VAR i o 5 S 10 s A SR E

b AT X Sk 308 T A3 R ek 3 477 HEAT T B (Zhou
2012), HF 5T 5y B3 495 A7 R 45 45 AL B, A XS 4%
(2013) &AL T NARE A Bl b i AR 6N
P AT 25 B A TR B)) ) 2 i) [ 52 B 3 AR AR RS
[F) A i 1 B ) R R BEAT T 543 AT

Yot ik )z 0T oAl BAT B KR TE R
] 7, 41 Wieckowski (2004) ¥4 5t 032 H 1 1)
HI ) R AR, Ambati 55 (2012) 3E— 25 R A
FUT %) R, T 2 R RE 8 W A A B 20 D)
it ep = A T Y D)y 45 R AL I AR

5 #5it

YR VR T FLIP J5 v, b 5 f it
T ITAH Y TAE BRI EREAT AR T, N
I RY 7 A 4 g FH T T A g 27 ) KA. )
TR A% BT T A, TGS T Ak
By R BRGS0 9k v 5 2 TR) 3 ORI SR At 3
J5 FE, TG A W AR ) R R A O A SR A
P T M R HEE AR T 0 IR 524 A5 R 1) ) 1. AR SC R
25 M AL BT ) 0 A ) A S R S B 4 Y
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PAR S By e, A ) SCHR A 4 5 riis %
vk HIENE . 5 AL SEVE R AR &
S, WANEA AT BT TRE AT T R DL
R, d5Je VAR I 5T W 00 a3 A v A
iR A R ShAMR WG 2 RE
T3 AT ROREAT BRI B R 4 2 2445 5 T R 1
eI T AL

(1) FEMBHR I 2L E, oA R — 24
AN R AR M B, R 58 v = 4 R ok 4f
R RO, S AT T e AR B BLAR G
T 55 AR B, (ELE TS 5t G A1 B AR G ] .

(2) HB TS RE R, R L S A
755 TA 5 A B W, AN B S5 )
I 3L ¢ s 1) 35

(3) M1 T s WS AL 1T 2 S Wi —
LAY FEAE b — W] 25 W SR T AR, 5 i
TRANAEAE A% WA ] 7

(4) TR R T PP iE
Py 50 3 R DA B AR IR XA R S, AN AEAE X
I 5

IR ST TR AL A GE AR RTT VR MR AN G
BRCVA MR D B0 el B BT VAR A H, (R4
AFAEWNN it B G ) b

(1) THEEH I L 20T 5 A% 55 1) 5 sl 1)
R e

(2) BRI T SRR T 5 R RS, LU (1
T 5 R AT T T A R, (BN HE A RS
BHL T AU F 5 MR 2 SO A R R
.

(3) JoL st T L 19X A% 13 10 e 5 ik B A A 2
T e A o

W 50 AT AE AN T T A g, e st —
DR TR SRR L, BT 9T oAt ik
(v K EE WKy g R 48 ) 4 AR AN TR 5 35 1
DU, LLBIT 3k T AR 45 M AL 15 5 R A% 1) ot
RAEWEIL, K 2 JLH S R e 5 1A
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Material point method and its applications*

LIAN Yanping ZHANG Fan LIU Yan ZHANG Xiong!

School of Aerospace, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China

Abstract  Material point method (MPM) discretizes the material domain by particles, and solves the
momentum equations on a predefined background mesh. MPM avoids mesh entanglement and involving
convection term, by taking advantages of both the Lagrangian and the Eulerian methods. So it is very
promising in the numerical simulation of problems involving extreme material deformation and fracture.
The state of the art of the theory, the algorithm development and implementation, and the software
development of material point method are reviewed in detail. The generalized material point method, the
contact algorithm, the adaptive algorithm, the parallel algorithm, and the coupling with other methods
are included. Applications of MPM to the problems involving extreme material deformation, such as
hypervelocity impact, penetration, explosion, dynamic fracture, fluid-structure interaction, multiscale
analysis, and granular material flow and rock and soil failure, are investigated systematically. The

applications demonstrate the advantages of MPM over conventional numerical methods.

Keywords meshless/meshfree method, material point method, impact and penetration, explosion, ex-

treme deformation
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