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Abstract

The present study is concerned with a numerical prediction and assessment of uncertainties in the macro-
scopic material properties of solid foams. The material properties are determined by means of a homogenization
analysis considering a large scale representative volume element. The microstructure for the representative vol-
ume element is determined randomly using a Voidesselation in Laguerre geometry with prescribed cell
size distribution. For assessment of the scatter in the effective material response, the homogenization scheme
is applied to subsets of the large scale representative volume element. By this means, an interrelation between
the local microstructural characteristics and the local mesoscopic material response is established. In a first
approach, the individual cells of the foam microstructure are employed as testing volume elements. As an alter-
native, a moving window technique is applied. The sets of homogenization results obtained by both approaches
are evaluated by stochastic methods. For the local effective properties, a distinct scatter is observed. The results
in both cases reveal that the local porosity is the most important influence parameter. For the microstructures
investigated, only weak local correlations of the effective stiffnesses with a rapid spatial decay of the correlation
is observed.
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1 Introduction

In the recent time, solid foams gain increasing importance as construction materials in many fields in modern
lightweight construction and other technological fields. Solid foams can be processed from a variety of base
materials including polymeric, metallic and even ceramic materials. Their main advantage in lightweight con-
struction is their rather low specific weight due to their high void volume fraction. For energy absorption systems,
their high compressibility at approximately constant resulting stresses is utilized. Furthermore, solid foams are
employed in thermal and acoustic insulation or heat exchanging applications. Compared to regular cellular struc-
tures such as honeycomb cores in sandwich construction, solid foams have the benefit that they can easily be
processed to any desired shape.

The main disadvantage of solid foams in structural application is their random, disordered microstructure.
The irregular microstructure may result in a distinct scatter and unpredictability of the macroscopic or “effective”
material properties. Especially for metallic and ceramic foams with large cell sizes, the cell size as the character-
istic microstructural length might be close to the order of magnitude of the smallest characteristic macroscopic
length. Examples are the core thickness in sandwich construction or the diameter of hollow columns in auto-
motive body structures, which might be filled with solid foams for an enhancement of their stiffness or crash
performance. In these cases, the numerical or experimental assessment of the structural performance requires the
knowledge of the scatter to be expected in the effective material response of the foamed materials.

In the industrial design process, the assessment of the structural response nowadays is mostly performed
by numerical methods. In this context, materials with distinct microstructure such as solid foams are preferrably
treated in terms of effective properties rather than using direct models of the respective microstructure, for reasons
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of numerical effiency. The macroscopic, effective properties can either be determined experimentally or be
predicted numerically in homogenization analyses. The latter approach is especially useful in the design and
optimization of microstructured materials in order to fit with any kind of prescribed requirements. For application
of algorithmic optimization procedures, numerical approaches are essential.

The homogenization analysis of foamed and other cellular microstructure has been subject of humerous stud-
ies, since the pioneering work of Gent and Thomas [10] appeared in 1963. Most of the early studies are based
on idealized periodic foam models such as Kelvin's [20] tetrakaidecahedral cell model, Christensen’s [2] dodec-
ahedron or the cubic model employed by Gibson and Ashby [11] for parametric studies. Among these repetitive
single cell models, the Kelvin foam is the model involving the lowest surface-to-volume ratio, although it is
outperformed by Weaire and Phelan’s [25] multiple cell model. Christensen’s model is the only repetitive single
cell foam model satisfying the fivefold symmetry condition for isotropy. Using these foam models, a variety of
deterministic studies on the effective material properties of solid foams have been provided, among which only
the early analytical studies by Dement’ev and Tarakanov [4], Patel and Finnie [17] as well as by Warren and
Kraynik [23] should be mentioned here.

Analyses based on idealized periodic foam models in general yield good approximations of the mean effective
properties. Nevertheless, the scatter and the uncertainty of the effective material response cannot be accessed.
Experimental studies on metallic foams by Ramamurty and Paul [18] or Despois et al. [5] reveal significant
uncertainties in the effective properties of disordered large-cell foams. For the effective properties, total scatter
bands widths of more than half of the respective mean value may occur. Although the scatter decreases with
increasing specimen sizes due to self-averaging effects, numerical studies by Kanaun and Tkachenko [14], van
der Burg et al. [21] and Zhu et al. [26] indicate that sample sizes in the range of several hundreds of cells might
be required in order to obtain stable results.

To account for the uncertainty in the microstructural geometry and topology and thus the uncertainty in the
effective material response, different probabilistic approaches have been proposed in the literature. Three basic
groups of approaches can be identified. Among others,@utnd Zheng [3] as well as Waren and Kraynik [24]
deal with uncertainties in the cell orientation of idealized single cell models using averaging techniques to elimi-
nate artificial anisotropies. In a similar manner, Fortes and Ashby [8] consider a single strut of an open cell foam
together with a probability distribution for its spatial orientation. The second group of approaches uses large
scale computational models for the random cellular microstructure, usually generated by a Y22ppoocess
in order to account not only for random cell orientaions but also for cell shape and size variations (e.g. van der
Burg et al. [21]). The third group of approaches is also based on the repeated analysis of medium scale “testing
volume elements” generated either by a Voriof22] process or a perturbation of a regular cellular microstruc-
ture. In this context, either direct Monte-Carlo analyses or analyses based on pre-defined sets of the random
variables forming a discretization of their space have been used. Examples are the contributions by Gan et al. [9],
Schraad and Harlow [19], Zhu et al. [26] or the present authors (Beckmann and Hohe [1]). The results of the
testing volume element analyses are evaluated by stochastic methods.

In the present study, an alternative route is employed to obtain the stochastic information. In a first step, a
large scale, statistically representative volume element for the microstructure is considered. The computational
model for the microstructure is generated randomly using a Voif@2) process in Laguerre geometry (Fan et
al. [6], Fazekas et al. [7]). The microstructural response of the representative volume element under a number of
reference strain states is analyzed numerically by means of the finite element method. Subsequently, the entire
representative volume element is divided into substructures. The local stress-strain response of the substructures
is determined by applying the homogenization equations to these subsets of the representative volume element.
The smallest feasable microstructure related substructures are the individual cells. Hence, they are employed
as testing volume elements. The homogenization results obtained thereon are evaluated by means of stochastic
methods. This approach generalises a previous study on scatter effects in two-dimensional model foams (Hard-
enacke and Hohe [13]) to three dimensional cellular solids. Recently, Mangipudi and Onck [16] have used a
similar procedure for determination of local stresses and strains in strain localization zones during the failure of
two-dimensional model foams.

As an alternative to the microstructure related definition of the testing volume elements, a space related
“moving window” technique is employed. This technique has the advantage, that all testing volume elements are
of a uniform size and shape with a unique spacing throughout the microstructure. Both approaches are applied
to an analysis of the scatter in the elastic stiffness components of a closed cell foam, using an aluminum foam as
an example. The results show a distinct scatter of the results on the lowest microstructural level, which decreases
with increasing size of the testing volume elements. The effective properties feature a strong correlation with
the local relative density. In consistence with previous studies, the local relative density proves to be the most



important mirostructural variable causing scatter in the effective material properties. The cell size distribution has
an indirect effect on the uncertainty of the effective properties since on the level of the individual cells, the local
relative density is usually correlated with the local cell size. Compared to the multiple analysis of medium scale
testing volume elements, the local homogenization of substructures of a large scale, statistically representative
volume element has the advantage that all possible interactions between neighboring cells are included in a
natural manner. Furthermore, this type of approach enables the analysis of spatial correlations between the
effective properties of neighboring testing volume elements and their spatial decay which is not accessible in the
repeated analysis of medium scale volume elements.

2 Numerical analysis

2.1 Homogenization

Consider a body consisting of a cellular material (Figure 1). L@tbe bounded by an external boundary
00 = 90" U 9Q* with prescribed displacemenis = u? on 002" and prescribed tractions = o;;n; = t? on
O0*. In addition, the body2 may be loaded by distributed prescribed body for¢es: f?. For reasons of
numerical efficiency in the analysis of its structural response, the bollgs to be substituted with a similar
bodyQ* with similar external boundarig?Q"* anddQ'* and similar prescribed boundary conditiafjs= u{*,
tr = t?* and f; = f* applied on the external boundaries and insid@tfIn contrast td2, the substitute body
Q* consists of a quasi homogeneous, “effective” medium with yet unknown properties.

For the determination of the properties of the effective medium, a representative volume €¥Mefdr the
given microstructure of? and a similar volume elemef*VE* consisting of the effective medium are considered.
The effective material properties are determined such that the mechanical response of both volume elements,
ORVE andQRVE+ is equivalent on the intermediate mesoscopic level of structural hierarchy. For definition of the
mesoscopic equivalence, different approaches have been proposed in the literature. Within the present study, a
simple volume average definition is used, requiring that the volume averages
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of the components;; = u; ; + d;; of the deformation gradient and the componeftsof the first Piola-Kichhoff
stress tensor have to be equal. Hence, the effective material law is determined by deforming the representative
volume elemenf2®VE by a number of independent reference deformation states and computing the correspond-
ing local stresses. Subsequently, the corresponding effective deformafjofss F;;) and effective stresse3;
(= ]3;3.) according to Equations (1) and (2). From the interrelations of the effective deformation and stress com-
ponentsF;;- and P;;- for the effective medium, the properties of the effective medium can be derived. As an
alternative to the effective deformation and first Piola-Kichhoff stress compo@*ﬁtmd ]5;3, any other pair
of strain and stress measures derived from them can be used to describe the material response of the effective
medium substituting the microstructure of the bétly

Within this procedure, the representative volume element has to be sufficiently large in order to account for
all possible microstructural features such as cells with different sizes and shapes and their possible interactions
in a statistically representative manner. On the other hand, the size of the representative volume element has to
be much smaller than the smallest characteristic lehAgihthe macroscopic bod{ or the characteristic length,
over which significant stress or strain variations ingidmight develop, whichever length is smaller. Hence, the
condition

L>1>d 3)
for the size of the representative volume element has to be satisfied for an accurate determination of effective

material properties (Figure 1).
2.2 Computational foam model

For the homogenization analysis of solid foams, adequate computational models for the microstructure are re-
quired. Within the present study, the geometry and topology of the microstructure are generated randomly using a



\Voronad [22] process in Laguerre geometry (Fan et al. [6], Fazekas et al. [7]) in a periodic enhancement. For this
purpose, a brick shaped representative volume elefB%E with dimensiond; with respect to the coordinate
axesz; is considered. Within the representative volume elemenandomly positioned nuclei are defined at

the (random) locations!“"”). Each nucleus is supplied with a surrounding sphere with a prescribed rédius

which is not permitted to intersect with the corresponding spheres belonging to any other rmmtej,j‘§c(q>
with ¢ # p. The radiir""“(?) are defined such that the sphere volumes obey a prescribed probability distribution
F(Vmue) of their volumes/™(P) In order to obtain a periodic computational model for the cellular microstruc-
ture, each freshly defined nucleus is copied to the neighborhood of the representative volume element at a spatial
position shifted bytl; (or zero) so that a total af7n nuclei is defined withifQ®VE and its direct neighbor-
hood. In the case of an intersection of the surrounding sphere for a freshly defined nuaié‘tfé”étwith the
spheres for previously defined nucteduring their successive generation, the respective nucleus is deleted and
re-defined at an alternative random position. The process is repeated untiuallei withinQRVE together with
the correspondin@6n nuclei in its direct neighborhood are defined in a non-conflicting manner.

The Vorori cellsQ¢(®) belonging to the individual nuclei located at the spatial poinﬁ“(”) are defined as
the sets of spatial points;, which are closer to the respective nucleubkan to all other nuclej. Hence,
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where the distance” (z;, 2"")) in Laguerre geometry is related to the Euclidean distafi¢e;, z}"“”) by

(a2 ?) = (0P 20 - (1)) ©)

(Figure 2). In previous analyses by Fan et al. [6] and Fazekas et al. [7] as well as by the present authors (Hard-
enacke and Hohe [12], Beckmann and Hohe [1]), the Vaoirpnocess in Laguerre geometry defined by Equa-
tions (4) and (5) has been found to provide reliable and realistic computational foam models. Especially, it
outperforms the standard<) Vorond process obtained from Equations (4) and (5) by reducing the sphere radii
() to zero as well as thé&\Vorond process in terms of the surface-to-volume ratio of the individual cells.

For the finite element analyses of the response of the microstructure, the cell walls of the computational foam
models are meshed with three-node tetrahedral finite shell elements. A standard, displacement based formulation
with six degrees of freedom per node is employed. A geometrically nonlinear formulation is employed in order
to account for large deflection and finite membrane strains in the case of local microstructural instabilities under
compressive loads. For simplicity, cell walls intersecting with the external surfaces of the representative volume
elementQRVE are modelled entirely on either the positive or the negative external surfa@&'df. Hence,
non-plane (although piecewise parallel) external surfac€8SF are obtained.

The analyses are performed under displacement controlled boundary conditions. In this context, an interre-
lation between the displacementsof the displacements on the external surfaces of the representative volume
element and the componerﬁ;} of the effective deformation gradient can easily be derived by substituting the
components;; of the local deformation gradient f6t®V¥ in Equation (1) with their definition in terms of the
displacement gradient and transforming the volume integral into a surface integral using Green'’s theorem. Hence,
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wheren; are the components of the outward normal unit vector on the external supfa€&$ of the representa-

tive volume element. Considering homogeneously distributed reference deformatioﬁgmme mesoscopic

level, periodic boundary conditions are applied to corresponding sur§z&s*(+) andoQRVE(-) on opposite

sides of the representative volume element. Together with the bricklike shape of the representative volume ele-
ment, the boundary conditions

llil = Fjj — i ™
J
for the differences are obtained. The boundary conditions (7) are applied between the displacement components
u§+) and u§—> of all pairs of corresponding nodes on the external surfacg"Sf’. In addition, six further
boundary conditions have to be applied to constrain the translational and rotational rigid body motions of the
representative volume element.



Examples for finite element models of the microstructure with different cell numben® presented in
Figure 3. Notice that although the isolated cell walls in the model with 64 cells have no visible connection
with the remainder of the microstructure, they are properly connected with the main model through the periodic
boundary conditions (7).

2.3 Local homogenization
2.3.1 Probabilistic analysis

The determination of the effective material response based on the procedure described in Sections 2.1 and 2.2
requires that the condition (3) for the size of the representative volume element is satisfied. Results provided by
Kanaun and Tkachenko [14], van der Burg et al. [21] and Zhu et al. [26] indicate, that the necessary number of
cells inQFVE may be in the range of 100 and beyond in order to account for all possible microstructural effects
and thus to ensure th&"VE is statistically representative. On the other hand, especially for metallic foams,
characteristic cell sizes can be in the range of several millimeters. For closed-cell aluminum foams, e.g. Kolluri
et al. [15] report an average cell diameter3o8 mm. Thus, edge lengths in the range ofl5 to 18 mm are

required for a cubic representative volume element containing beti®esmd200 individual cells. This size is

in the same order of magnitude of (or at least not significantly below) the smallest characteristic length for many
technical applications such as sandwich core or hollow beam thicknesses. Hence, the condition (3) is satisfied
for this case and thus, no well defined representative volume element in terms of this condition exists. Although,
representative volume elemeit§V¥ for the respective microstructure satisfying the minimum size requirement
might be identified, the effective material properties determined on their analysis are related to mesoscopic length
scales beyond the respective minimum lengths of the macroscopic structure. Thus, the self-averaging effect for
the material cannot be exploited and the variability and uncertainty in the properties for a quasi homogeneous
effective medium have to be considered even on the macroscale (Figure 1). For their numerical characterization,
probabilistic homogenization schemes are required.

For determination of the scatter to be expected in the properties of the substitute, effective medium most avail-
able studies in literature employ small scale, statistically non representative “testing volume elemiefits”
satisfying the size conditioh < [ at least in an approximate manner. By generation of a populationtesting
volume eIementQ(T%’E with different random microstructures and subsequent homogenization, a statistically
representative set of effective property data is obtained, which enables a stochastic assessment of the effective
material response either in terms of the basic stochastic parameters such as the expectation value, variance and
standard deviation

m

EW) = D uip@) (8)
k=1
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k=1

S = WEN? (10)

wherep(g;) is the individual probability for occurrence of the microstructure of the respective testing volume el-
ememQTkVE and thus for the occurrence of the effective propgttpased thereon. Alternatively, the probability
and probability density distributions

k
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i=1
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can be considered directly, defining the accumulated probability that the random effective pgopersya value
of y; or less and the corresponding probability density respectively.
2.3.2 Microstructure related homogenization

The repeated analysis of independent small scale testing volume elements involves the problem that the underly-
ing microstructures may not account for all possible interaction effects, especially rare ones. Furthermore, this



method is not capable for an analysis of the correlation between the effective properties at neighboring spatial
positions in the random field formed by the random effective propgrty Therefore, a different approach is
proposed in the present study. Instead of a set of small scale non representative testing volume elements a large
scale, statistically representative volume elenf@ft® is considered, satisfying the minimum size requirement

for being statistically representative for the investigated cellular material. In order to obtain the varying material
propertiep(y;) on a lower length scale, the representative volume element is subdivided into sub-structures. For
cellular solids, the smallest feasible sub-structures are the individual cells. Hence, they are employed as testing
volume eIementS)TkVE in the random homogenization analysis (Figure 4).

Using this concept, the random effective stress and strain components for an applied macroscopic deformation
state are determined by application of the homogenization equations (1) and (2) to the testing volume elements
Q,yF. Hence, the components; of the effective deformation gradient are obtained by

F(QRYF) = ﬁ / wing dA + 8y (13)
k 6QTVE
(k)
considering the cell wall midplanes as the bounda®@s V¥ of the testing volume elements. Considering the
finite element discretization of the cell walls, Equation (13) can be transformed to

TVE

€ (k)
_ 1
* (TVE\ _ elm(e)
F5 Q) 7) = yve > (14)
(k) =1
where
a;;nl(e) _ / win, dA (15)

Aelm(e)

is the contribution of the individual elements. When using linear, displacement based triangular finite elements
as in the present study, Equation (15) can be rewritten as

m ]-
af; © = 3 (uz(»l) +ul? u§3)) nj Aem(e) (16)
Whereug”) are the nodal displacements at the three nodes of the elemehereasA®™(©) denotes its area
(Figure 4). In a similar manner, the effective stresBggor the testing volume elemef¥/,™ are determined by

TVE
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considering that the internal void volume of the cells is stress free. Notice that the integral in Equation (18)
is taken only for the lower half of the cell wall located within the testing volume ele t* whereas the
upper half of the cell wall belongs to the neighboring cell. For the employed constant strain triangular elements,
Equation (18) can be simplified to
0
ﬁf;m(e) — Aelm(e) / Pij d.f[,‘goc (19)

Igoc:_tclm(c)

where the remaining integral with respect to the local thickness direeiiéris evaluated numerically using the
stress results at the integration points located through the thickness of the finite element.

Using Equations (14) to (19), the effective deformation and stress compdﬁ’f;msdli’; are easily obtained
from the nodal displacements of the cell wall finite elements and the local stresses - transformed into the global
coordinate system - at their integration points. Since the testing volume elefd@gXtsare embedded into
a statistically representative foam model, the homogenization results account for all possible microstructural
features - even rare ones - in a natural manner. The correlation between the effective properties at neighboring
spatial positions in the random effective medium are accessible without limitations.



2.3.3 Moving window approach

When using the microstructure related homogenization procedure proposed in Section 2.3.2, care has to be taken
in the stochastic assessment since the vquWg%‘éE of the individual testing volume elemerﬁ?s(Tk‘)’E are not

equal. Hence, the individual probabilitigsy*) for occurrence of the homogenization regjiltin Equations (8)

to (12) is not uniform. This problem can be avoided by a definition of testing volume elef&Nts as fixed

subsets of the Euclidean space, irrespectively of the microstructure therein. Furthermore, a space related defi-
nition of the testing volume elements would be advantageous for an easier evaluation of the interrelation of the
homogenization resulig® for neighboring testing volume elements.

For this purpose, a moving window technique is employed. The testing volume eleiiéfitsare spherical
elements with uniform radius™ VE*. The testing volume elemenfs™VE" are defined on a spatially regular grid
with a similar spacing ofA/ in all three spatial directions; according to Figure 5. Overlapping testing volume
elements are permitted, since this approach basically constitutes a technique for assigning material properties
to equally spaced points - here the sphere centers - considering the situation at these points and within a fixed
spatially neighborhood.

Due to the space related definition, the external boundaries of the testing volume el@f¥htsire located
predominantly within the void interior of the cells. Hence, a definition of displacement fields on the testing vol-
ume element surfaces, as required in Equation (13), is problematic. To circumvent this problem, the effective
deformation and stress componefis(QTVE') and P (QTVE') for the space related testing volume elements
are derived from the effective stress and deformation comporignt@™ ") and P;;(2"VF) obtained in the
microstructure related approach defined in Section 2.3.2 assuming a uniform distribuﬂtj;(@TVE) and
P;;(QTVE) through the respective microstructure related testing volume elefénts. Based on this assump-
tion, the effective deformation and stress components for the alternative testing volume elements are defined

by

_ , 1 — .
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PLQ™VEY) = Ve / PEQTVEYD(r®) dV (21)
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where
-~ E w(rE)
= 22
B VT% [ w(B)dv (22)

QTVE/

is the normalized form of a weight functian(r®) depending on the Euclidian distancg of the respective

spatial point to the reference point of the respective testing volume elgdd&t . By an appropriate choice of

the weight function in the assignment of the effective material properties to the reference point, the importance of
specific regions within the testing volume element - as e.g. the direct neighborhood of the reference point - can be
weighted higher than the importance of other regions. By choasin§) = 1, all spatial positions withig2™V®’

are provided with a uniform weight. Alternatively, the original effective propetigéQ™ V") and P;;(Q2"VF)

at positions closer to the reference point in the center of the testing volume eleiféfitscan be considered

to be more important by choosingr*) as a function decaying with increasing distanEeto the sphere center.

Within the present study either a uniform weight functiofr®) = 1 or a decaying function of the Gaussian type

w(7E> _ 8(2;)1/2 e_% s (23)

are employed, where the parametés chosen such that(rTVE') = 1076,

3 Example

As an illustrative example, the probabilistic local homogenization procedures defined in Sections 2.3.2 and 2.3.3
are applied to an assessment in the material uncertainty of an elastic closed cell aluminum foam. The cell wall
material behavior is defined by a Young’'s modulustot= 70 GPa and a Poisson’s ratio of = 0.3. The cell



wall thicknesst®” is assumed to be uniform and is chosen in such a manner that the relative density of the
representative volume elementVE is p/p, = 0.08. In the analyses, a cubic representative volume element
QRVE with a uniform edge length dfV® = 10 mm consisting of 256 cells is considered. Thus, the expectation
value of the cell size i€(V°) = 3.91 mm?3. Although this cell size is in the lower limit for standard aluminum
foams, similar results would be obtained for all other absolute cell sizes since no direct length dependence of
the considered properties occurs. The standard devi&{dif) of the cell size is assumed to B8% of its
expectation value in order to obtain a distinctively disorderd microstructure.

The cell size distribution is assumed to be of the logarithmic normal type with the probability density distri-
bution

f(Vnuc) _ 1 67% = VI:C_“ ’ (24)
- VHUCO'(27T)1/2
for the volumeg/ ™ ¢ of the spheres surrounding the individual nuclei in the Voigocess in Laguerre geom-
etry employed for generation of the computational foam model (Section 2.2). The position and shape parameters
uando are chosen such that the resulting cell size distribufioi ) features the pre-defined expectation value
and standard deviation.

The computational foam model is presented in Figure 3 (model with 256 cells). The finite element model
consists of 238936 elements and 116289 nodes involving 697734 degrees of freedom. Since models of this
size require a large numerical effort, an alternative approach is used, where a total of 16 representative volume
elements with a volume df®VE = 62.5 mm? consisting of 16 cells each are considered to form a 256 cell sample
for the stochastic evaluation. In addition, a set of 4 medium scale representative volume elements consisting of 64
cells each with a volume of ®VE = 250 mm? is analyzed. Since the numerical effort for the repeated analysis
of small scale models increases linearly with the number of models whereas it increases in a higher order manner
with the number of unknowns (depending on the type of numerical solution algorithm), the repeated analysis of
small scale models is numerically more efficient than a single analysis of a large scale model with the same total
number of cells and an equivalent mesh density.

The local material response of the testing volume elements is assessed in terms of the effective stiffness
component@;‘j according to

— % Yk Yk Yk Yk sk Yk —%
011 Chy Cfy Cf3 Cfy Cfy Cfg €11
— % * * * * * —%
022 C3 C33 O34 C35 C3g €22
— % * * * * —%
033 _ C3s Q34 Q35 Q36 €33 (25)
—x * * * =%
023 Cla Q45 Q46 2833
—k * * =k
013 Css 56 2873
— % * =%k
012 (sym.) Cée 27,

defining an anisotropic linear elastic material. The analysis is performed in terms of the infinitesimal strain
tensoré;; defined as the symmetric part of the deformation gradightand the Cauchy stress components

oy, = P;,F;,./ det F™. For determination of the local stiffness componefifs of the testing volume elements

QEXE the representative volume elemé&nt'F is loaded by six independent reference deformation states on the
macroscopic level, where all effective strain components except one are zero. As a result of the local homogeniza-
tion analysis according to Section 2.3, six pairs of local effective stress and strairssteaeslc;; are obtained

for each testing volume elemeﬂETkV)E. Substituting these local stress and strain states into Equation (25) yields

a system of 36 coupled linear equations for the 36 stiffness compoGgntsf the respective testing volume
element. In this system, 15 equations are surplus due to the symmetry of the effective elastic stiffness matrix.

4 Microstructure related assessment of material uncertainties

4.1 Raw data

In a first approach, the microstructure related local homogenization scheme defined in Section 2.3.2 is employed
for assessment of the uncertainties in the local material response of the model foam defined in Section 3. In
Figure 6, the distributions of the cell si¥ and the relative density/p, are presented for the model with 256

cells. In this context, a non-uniform relative density of the individual cells is obtained, since the cell volume
varies whereas the cell wall thickness is uniform.



The probability distributionF (1<) of the cell size is shown in Figure 6(a) whereas the discrete probability
distribution F(p/po) of the relative density is plotted in Figure 6(b). Thereby, each data point represents the
density of a single cell. Due to the fact that there are only few large and small cells in the model, the amount of
available data in the upper and lower tails of the distributions is less dense. In cases where the tails are important,
it would be possible to generate an adequate number of representative volume elements with very small and large
cells respectively in order to increase the data in the tails systematically.

The discrete probability distributions are approximated by logarithmic normal distributions (24). The shape
and position parameters and i, of the continous distributions are determined such that the expectation value
E(y) and the varianc®(y) for the discrete distributions of the considered variapénd their continuous coun-
terparts are identical. The resulting continuous probability distributions and the corresponding probability density
distributions are also presented in Figures 6(a) and (b). The computed discrete distributions and their continuous
approximations are in an excellent agreement, indicating that the Vloprooess in Laguerre geometry em-
ployed for generation of the computational foam model provides an excellent control of the cell size distribution
of the computational foam model.

The relation between the relative density and the cell volume is shown in Figure 6(c). The local relative
density varies betweesy py =~ 0.05 and0.13. The cell volume ranges frofri ~ 1 to 12, where the cell volume
increases with decreasing relative densitiy. Thereby, the scatter band is rather narrow indicating a high correlation
between the relative density and the cell volume. The corresponding correlation coefficients
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with g7 = p/po andgs = V© are presented in Table 1. In all cases, the single analysis of a large scale repre-
sentative volume elemefi®VF with 256 cells as well as the analyses of sets of several medium or small scale
volume elements, correlation coefficients closeRip/py, V) = —1 are obtained, indicating a rather strong
inverse correlation of the cell volunié® with the local relative density/ pg.

In Figure 7, the raw data for the effective normal, coupling and shear stiffness compéij]eate plotted in
dependence on the local relative dengify,. The first row of subfigures (Figures 7(a), (d) and (g)) is related
to the single analysis of the large scale representative volume elétfi€htwith 256 cells whereas the second
and third rows of subfigures are related to the analysis of 4 medium scale volume elements with 64 cells each
(Figures 7(b), (e) and (h)) and 16 small scale volume elements with 16 cells each (Figures 7(c), (f) and (i)) respec-
tively. The normal effective stiffness components,, C;, andC3; are presented in the first line of subfigures
whereas the second and third lines of subfigures are related to the normal coupling stiffness conifign€tits
andCj, as well as to the effective shear stiffness componé€tjts Cz; andC;, respectively.

In all three approaches, no distinct differences are observed between the results related to the individual spatial
directionsz;. The three normal stiffness componeats, C3, andC3, are found within a unique scatter band.

In a similar manner, unique scatter bands are obtained for the three shear stiffness comppnefits and

C¢s as well as for the three normal coupling stiffness compon€iits Cz; andCg,. Hence, as to be expected,

the computed response of the random foam microstructure is approximately isotropic, provided that a statistical
representative set of testing volume eleménts’® is considered. Except a few outliers, the local relative density
p/po proves to be the main influence parameter affecting the local effective stiffness of the cellular microstructure
under investigation.

A comparison of the effective stiffness components obtained by the single analysis of a large scale representa-
tive volume element with 256 cells and the repeated analyses of small and medium scale volume elements (16 x 16
cells and 4 x 64 cells) yields no distinct difference between the results based on the different approaches. Hence,
all statistical significant interaction effects are recaptured even with small scale volume elements. Nevertheless,
the range of the local relative density captured by the small scale volume elements with 16 cells (Figuress 7(c), (f)
and (i)) is slightly narrower than the corresponding range for the larger models due to the fact that the occurrence
of rather large or small cells is suppressed due to the limited number of cells in the individual volume elements.

4.2 Probabilistic assessment

The raw data bases for the stiffness components are evaluated statistically according to Sections 2.3.1 and 2.3.2.
In Figure 8, the probability distributionﬁ(C‘;j) and the corresponding probability density distributig*r@é‘;*j)

are presented for the models with 256, 64 and 16 cells respectively. Due to the statistical isotropy of the foamed
material, the individual stiffness componeﬁg are evaluated in the groups of the normal stiffness coefficients
Crem (Ci1, C3, and C33), the normal coupling stiffness coefficients,, (Cs;, Cis; and Cy,) and the shear



stiffness coefficient€?, . (Ciy, Ci; andCfg). The results are based on the cell size distribution and the cor-
responding probability distribution of the relative density presented in Figures 6(a) and (b) with an expectation
value of€(p/po) ~ 0.08 and a standard deviation 8{p/po) ~ 0.013.

For the probability distributiong-"(C‘i*j), both, the discrete distributions computed directly by means of the
local homogenization scheme as well as continuous approximations in terms of a logarithmic normal distribu-
tion (24) are presented. As before, the coefficients of the logarithmic normal approximation of the discrete
probability distributions are determined such that the expectation value and the variance of the respective discrete
probability distribution and its approximation are identical. For the probability density distriblﬁ(@), only
the continuous approximations are presented since the determination of the probability density distribution as
the numerical derivative of the discrete probability distributions results in rather noisy functions which would be
meaningless without distinct smoothing.

As expected in the discussion on the raw data base (Figure 7), almost identical results are obtained whether
a single foam model with 256 cells is considered or whether the 256 cell raw data base is determined from the
multiple analysis of small and medium scale models (4 x 64 cells and 16 x 16 cells). In all three approaches for
generation of the raw data base, statistically identical results are obtained, where both, the mean values as well
as the statistical distributions of the respective local effective properties are equal. Obviously, already the set of
the smallest model containing 16 cells only provides an adequate representation of all possible microstructural
features leading to scatter in the effective material properties, at least in a statistically representative manner
considering all 16 foam models in the data set. Hence, the numerically more efficient multiple analysis of small
to medium scale volume elements may be employed for generation of the raw data base without loss in generality
for the statistical results.

For the local normal stiffness components, a median stiffne€§#f! = 2.72 GPa and a standard deviation
of S(C;,,,) = 0.56 GPa is obtained. The probability distributio (C;,,,) is distinctively asymmetric with
respect to its lower and upper tails. The scatter band between cumulative probabili#€qf ) = 0.5%
and 99.5% containing the innep9% of the data ranges from@’* = 2.03 GPa and4.83 GPa and thus from
Crmed 123 §(Cr,,,) to Crmed 4 379 S(Cr,..). This results reveals that the probability distribution for the
normal stiffness features a distinct skewness and thus is essentially of a non Gaussian type. Therefore, a stochastic
assessment of the material uncertainty in terms of its expectation value and standard deviation alone might be
insufficient. Similar results are obtained for the probability distributions of the coupling and shear stiffness
coefficientsC;,, andCy,,. Their median values ar€;! = 1.20 GPa and C;i»°! = 0.76 GPa respectively
with standard deviations &(C?|) = 0.21 GPa andS(Cy;,.) = 0.19 GPa. The inner99% intervals are defined

by C,) € [0.89,1.94] GPa andC,, € [0.59,1.59] GPa respectively. Due to the narrower scatter bands, higher

shr
peaks are obtained for the probability density distributigi‘(\é_?:pl) and f(Cz,,) compared to the probability
density distributionf (C7,..) of the normal stiffness (Figures 8(d) to (f)).

The probability distributionsF (C’;‘j) for the effective stiffness components are qualitatively similar to the
underlying probability distributiot(p/pg) of the relative density due to the strong correlation between effective
stiffness and relative density (Figure 7). For a quantitative assessment of the correlation between relative density
and local effective stiffness, the correlation Coeﬁicieﬁt(f;*j, p/po) are determined. The results are listed in
Table 2. For the normal stiffness, a rather strong correlation with the relative density is observed, indicated
by an average correlation coefficient B C;...., p/po) =~ 0.88. A similar result is obtained for the coupling
stiffness components. For the shear stiffness components, a slightly less distinct correlations with an average
of R(C%,,, p/po) ~ 0.84 is obtained. Nevertheless, even this value is not significantly below the results for the
other stiffness components. The distinct correlation between local effective stiffness and relative density reveals
that a scatter in the local relative density caused by spatial variations in the microstructure might be the most

important parameter controlling the scatter in the effective material properties of solid foams.

5 Moving window analysis

5.1 Raw data

The microstructure related assessment of the local effective properties performed in Section 4 enables the estab-
lishment of a relation between the uncertainty in the microstructural geometry and topology of solid foams and
the uncertainty in the corresponding effective properties. Nervertheless, the microstructure related assessment
has the disadvantage that the individual data points in the raw data base are related to testing volume elements
QTVE with variable size and shape. To circumvent this problem, a moving window approach is proposed in Sec-
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tion 2.3.3. In the present section, this approach is applied to the example specified in Section 3. As a base for the
computations, the results obtained in Section 4 on the single analysis of the 256 cell foam model are employed.
Within this representative volume element, the testing volume elements (moving windows) are positioned on
a square grid of 10 x 10 x 10 equally spaced locations. Spherical testing volume elements with diameters of
rTVE" — 1 mm and4 mm are employed. In a competitive approach, the analyses based on the small testing vol-
ume elements are performed with a Gaussian weight function (22) and - alternatively - with a constant weight
functionw(r®) in Equations (20) and (21).

In a preliminary analysis, the distribution of the relative density for the testing volume eleféNts is
studied since this quantity has been found to be the most important microstructural parameter in the microstruc-
ture related probabilistic homogenization (Section 4.2). The results for the probability and probability density
distributions are presented in Figure 9. Depending on the different definitions of the effective properties assigned
to the different testing volume element (or window) positions, different probability distributions are obtained for
the relative density/p,. Whereas the median relative density is not affected by the definition of the effective
properties, an increasing size of the testing volume elements results in a steeper probability distri{tiens
and thus probability density distributiorf$p/po) with higher peak values. The width of the corresponding scat-
ter bands descreases with increasing testing volume element'3i%e due to increasing self-averaging effects
with increasing averaging volume (Figure 9, Gaussian weight functionitf = 1 mm and4 mm). For the
same reason, the use of a Gaussian instead of a constant weight fumgtfonin the determination of the ef-
fective properties results in a steeper probability distribufiip/po) since the Gaussian function (22) supplies
spatial points far from the center of the testing volume element with small weights so that the contribution of
the ranges close to the testing volume element boundary becomes less significant than for a homogeneously dis-
tributed weight function. Thus the use of the Gaussian function reduces the effective averaging volume in the
determination of the effective properties for the respective testing volume element.

The corresponding raw data for the effective stiffness compor@;rjatare presented in Figure 10. Similar as
in Figure 7 for the microstructure related approach, the first line of subfigures is related to the normal stiffness
component€’;,, C3, andCs; whereas the second and third lines are related to the normal coupling components
C34, Ct5 andCy, and the shear stiffness componetits, C; andCg, respectively. The first column of subfig-
ures is related to the small testing volume elements with a constant weight funtibnin Equations (20) and
(21) whereas the second and third rows are related to Gaussian weight functions in conjunction with small and
large testing volume elements™"®" = 1 mm andrTVE" = 4mm) respectively. Except for a few outliers, the
effective stiffness components are again found to be strongly influenced by the local relative density. The core-
sponding correlation coefficienR(C‘;‘j, p/po) presented in Table 3 are similar than the correlation coefficients
obtained in the microstructure related assessment (Table 2). No significant effect of the testing volume element
size and the type of weigth function is observed for the correlation of effective stiffness and local relative density.

5.2 Probability distributions

The probability distributiong” (C*i*j) for the effective stiffness components are presented in Figue 11 together with
the corresponding probability density distributiof(s’:‘;‘j). Similar as in the microstructure related assessment,
the individual normal, coupling and shear stiffness components related to the individual spatial directions are
analyzed in combined form due to the statistically isotropic material response on the macroscopic level. Again,
the discrete probability distributions are approaximated by continuous distributions of the logarithmic normal
type (24), providing a good estimate of the direct numerical results.

Compared to their counterparts based on the microstructure related approach (Figure 8(a)), the discrete proba-
bility distributions]-‘(C*;‘j) for the effective normal, coupling and shear stiffness components based on the moving
window approach feature a smoother appearance, especially towards their lower tails. Their median values are
slightly larger than in the microstructure related assessment whereas their skewness and thus their assymmetry is
slightly reduced, although still present. Considering the small testing volume elementZé £ 1 mm)
with a constant weight function, a median normal stiffnesg’(ificd = 2.88 GPa and a99% scatter band

with Ci o € [2.04,4.30] GPa are obtained for the normal stiffness. Compared to the corresponding values of
Cymed — 2 72 GPa andC,,, € [2.03,4.83] GPa for the microstructure related approach, the median is shifted

towards the center of tf#% scatter band. The width of th#8% scatter band is reduced by approximated§o.
For the coupling and shear stiffnesses with median vaIue@;*g‘led = 1.27 GPa and C¢d = 0.80 GPa as

well as99% scatter bands defined lay;:, € [0.90,1.79] GPa andCy; . € [0.55,1.31] GPa respectively, similar
effects are observed.
For the moving window approach with the two different considered testing volume element sizes and the
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two different definitions of the weight functiom(r*) in Equations (20) and (21), the median values of the
probability distributions for the normal, coupling and shear stiffness components respectively are found to be
equal. On the other hand, the slopes of the respective probability distribui@s,,, ), F( Cpl) andF(C%.,)

and thus the peaks of the corresponding probability density distribufi@rts,,,), f( Cpl) andf(Cy,,) are found

to increase with increasing testing volume element si2&¢" (Figures 11(b), (e) and (c), (f) respectively). As

for the distribution of the relative density discussed in Section 5.1, the reason for this effect is the increasing
self averaging effect with increasing sample size. The use of a constant weight funétidhinstead of the
strongly inhomogeneous Gaussian function (22) results in an increase of the volume inside the testing volume
element which is supplied with a significant weigth. Thus, the effective volume for the averaging procedure in
Equations (20) and (21) increases. Consequently, steeper slopes are obtained in the probability distributions in
Figure 11(a) compared to Figure 11(b) based on the Gaussian weight function.

5.3 Autocorrelation

In addition to the advantage that all effective components are based on testing volume elements of equal size and
shape, the moving window approach has the advantage that the testing volume elements are located on a regular,
equally spaced grid, enabling a simple analysis of the correlation of the effective properties of neighboring testing
volume elements. The autocorrelation is asessed in terms of Moran’s Indéxs based on a neighborhood
matrix W with the components

(27)

. _ | 1 iflisone of the 26 neighboring windows kbf
(kL) 0 otherwise

defining the neighborhood of the testing volume elerm@}’E'. For simplicity, the neighborhood matrW is
normalized row by row

(k1)

nUA) (28)
Z: (k1)

Wk =

wheren is the total number of testing volume eIemeﬁg ‘)’E With (28), the local Moran’s Index is defined by
(€57 = €)X wua) (€T — €(C)

L300 - £Cy)»?

I4)(C3) = (29)

whereC;*) is the effective stiffness compone@; for testing volume elemer(rza‘)’E . Based on the local
Moran’s Index (29), the global Moran’s Index is defined by

1< .
Ci) =2 > 1w (C) (30)
k=1

as the average of the local Moran’s Indidgg, (C;;) for the individual testing volume eleme@XE'.

The results for the local Moran’s Indicesy, (Ct,) of the effective normal stiffness componefit, are
presented in Figure 12 concerning the analyses with a Gaussian weight function and testing volume element sizes
with #TVE" = 1 mm and4 mm. For information, the absolute value of the normal stiffn€$s and the relative
densityp/po for the respective cases are added. The individual subfigures are related to clipping planes through
the representative volume element parallel toithe:-plane at differents-values.

For the smaller testing volume element size"6F™ = 1 mm, a global Moran’s Index ig(C},) = 0.0619
wheread (C},) = 0.1288 is obtained for the larger testing volume element size with®" = 4 mm. The larger
Moran’s Index in the latter case indicates a more distinct autocorrelation for the larger testing volume elements.
The increase in the autocorrelation with the testing volume element'$i28 is caused by the fact that for
larger neighboring testing volume elements, the overlap volume covered by both volume elements increases.
Nevertheless, in both cases, the spatial autocorrelation of the effective stiffness components is weak copared to
known effects in other materials such as fiber reinforced composites with long fibers.

Considering the results of the local Moran's Indgx, (C7,), Figure 12 reveals that areas with both, a neg-
ative Moran'’s Index as well as areas with a positive Moran’s Index are present. Hence, spatial autocorrelation
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apperently exists in some parts of the model foam. Comparing the results for the local Moran’s Index with the
results for the effective stiffness and the relative density at the respective spatial positions shows that in most
cases the Moran’s Indel)(Ct,) is high if the corresponding effective stiffness compon@pt and the local
relative density/po are low. Low local relative densities are in general related to larger cell sizes and thus larger
areas provided with the respective local homogenization result. Examples for such ranges in case of the small
testing volume element size with"VE" = 1 mm are the spatial positions; = (0.5,7.5,2.5), (3.5,5.5,4.5),
(3.5,5.5,5.5), (4.5,5.5,5.5), (5.5,6.5,5.5) and (4.5,7.5,8.5). In the analysis with the larger testing volume
element sizer("VE' = 4mm), both, the global Moran’s Index and the spreading of the local Moran's Indices
are higher. Hence, more distinct effects are obtained. As it can be observed in the fourth to sixth row of subfig-
ures in Figure 12, all cases where the local Moran’s Index ech@p(@fl) = 1.5 the corresponding stiffness
component’y, is lower thar2.5 GPa with a local relative density gf/pg < 0.07.

In order to study the correlation length for the spatial correlation of the effective stiffness comp@;}eilmts
more detail, the correlation coefficieﬁt(AC‘;*j, r) for the correlation of the difference in the effective stiffness of
two spatial points with their distance is considered. In Figures 13(a), (b) and (c), the results are presented for the

normal, coupling and shear stiffness@s,,, C:;,; andCy; . respectively. In all cases, the correlation coefficient

decreases rapidly with increasing distance. For distance$ ‘6t = 1.5mm, which is the average cell radius
in the considered model foam, almost vanishing correlation coefficients are obtained. Evidently, in the present
cases, no distinct correlation between the effective properties of neighboring cells is present.

m?

6 Comparison

In Section 5.2, a preliminary comparison of the results based on the microstructure related assessment and the
moving window approached revealed that both procedures to a large extent provide matching results. In order
to discuss the deviation between the two proposed methods in more detail, the diffefétites ) — 7V (7*)

between the probability distributiaA™i¢(*) obtained by the microstructure related approach for the effective
propertyy* and its counterpatE™*(y*) obtained by the moving window approach are determined. The results

for the local relative density/p, are presented in Figure 14 whereas Figures 15(a) to (c) are related to the
differences in the probability distributions for the effective normal, coupling and shear stiffness coeftitients

Cy, andCy ., respectively. In all cases, the microstructure related results are based on the single analysis of
the large scale representative volume element with 256 cells whereas for the moving window approach testing
volume element§)TVE" with radii of *TVE = 1 mm and4 mm with a Gaussian weight functian(r*) as well

as testing volume elements withVE" = 1 mm and a constant weight function are considered.

For the probability distributiong (p/po) of the local relative density, the differences between the microstruc-
ture related approach and the moving window approach with the three different testing volume element definitions
considered are qualitatively similar (Figure 14). For all three moving window definitions, the maximum differ-
ences to the microstructure related approach are observed for relative density in the rafige-6f0.07 to
0.08. In the microstructure related approach, this relative density corresponds to cells with a cell size in the
range of the average cell size, considering the strong correlation of the local relative density with the cell size
(see Figure 6(c)). For the moving window approach, the local relative density is obtained as the average of the
local relative densities of the ranges within the respective window. Due to the low probability for finding two
or more cells with large size and thus low relative density as direct neighbors, the probability for occurrence of
small relative densities for individual windows decreases compared to the microstructure related approach. Con-
sequently, the cumulative probabiliti&s'i* (p/p,) for small relative densities/ po based on the moving window
approach are lower than in the microstructure related approach. If the local relative density comes into the range
of its overall average, the probability distributidfi*i (p/p,) based on the moving window approach features
a steeper increase than its countergaric(p/po) based on the microstructure related approach. In the moving
window approach, the probability for obtaining medium relative densities for individual testing volume elements
is higher than in the microstructure related approach since medium relative densities are not only obtained for
cells with cell sizes close to the average cell size but may also be obtained for windows covering portions of large
cells (and thus small relative density) together with portions of small cells featuring a high local relative density.
As a consequence of the steeper increase of the cumulative probailityp/p,) in the range of the overall
average of the relative density, the distinct drop in the differed@&$(p/po) — F¥"(p/po) for p/po > 0.075
is obtained in Figure 14.

For the differences™i“(C;;) — F™'*(Cy;) in the probability distributions for the effective stiffness compo-
nents presented in Figure 14, the same trends as for the differences in the probability distributions of the local
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relative density are observed. This result reveals again that the probability distribution of the local relative density
to a large extent governs the scatter in the effective mechanical properties of solid foams.

7 Conclusions

The present study is concerned with the development of methods for the numerical prediction of the uncertainty
in the effective material properties of solid foams based on the known uncertainty in the microstructural consti-
tutive parameters. For the analysis of the scatter, a probabilistic homogenization procedure is proposed, where a
large number of small scale testing volume elements is considered instead of a large scale, statistically represen-
tative volume element as usually employed in classical deterministic homogenization procedures. In contrast to
representative volume elements, the individual testing volume elements themselves are not statistically represen-
tative for the microstructure of the considered microheterogeneous material. Nevertheless, the entire set of testing
volume elements has to be representative for the respective material in a statistical sense. The (local) effective
properties of the individual testing volume elements are determined by standard homogenization analyses of their
mechanical response. As a result, a raw data base for the effective properties is obtained, providing a statistically
representative set of effective material data. Evaluating the raw data base for the individual effective properties
by means of stochastic method yields the probability distributions for the effective properties.

In a competitive analysis, two different approaches are proposed for the definition of the testing volume el-
ements. In a microstructure related approach, the individual cells of a large scale computational foam model as
the smallest feasible microstructural elements are employed as testing volume elements. Deforming the entire
foam model by a number of independent reference deformation states results in a number of local stress and
strain states for the individual testing volume elements, which are used as input for the homogenization analy-
sis. Since the testing volume elements are embedded into a large scale, statistically representative microstructure,
they account for all possible interaction effects with the surrounding microstructure in a natural manner. As an al-
ternative, a spatial definition of the testing volume elements in terms of a moving window approach is employed,
where pre-defined spatial volumes form the testing volume elements, for which the effective material properties
are determined by a weighted averaging of the material properties determined for the ranges within the respec-
tive testing volume element obtained in the microstructure related approach. The computational foam model is
determined randomly by means of a Vordpoocess in Laguerre geometry. By a proper definition of the foam
model in terms of the probability distributions of the random variables defining the uncertain microstructure such
as the cell size distribution or the distribution of the local relative density etc., the probabilistic homogenization
procedure enables the establishment of the interrelation of the probability distributions of the random variabled
defining the microstructure and the probability distributions of its effective properties.

As an example, the proposed methods are applied to an analysis of the effective elastic properties of a closed
cell aluminum foam. It is found that the local relative density is the most important microstructural parameter
to control the scatter of the effective material response. As already observed in previous studies, the cell size
distribution is found to have only limited direct effects, nevertheless, strong indirect effects are present through
the strong correlation of the cell size with the local relative density since an increasing size of individual cells
in general correlates with a decreasing local relative density of the effective material. In the present example,
only a weak spatial autocorrelation of the effective properties for neighboring spatial positions is observed. Even
on the level of the individual pores as the smallest feasible testing volume elements, the effective material re-
sponse of neighboring microstructural elements is found to be almost independent from each other. Nevertheless,
this observation is restricted to the considered simple computational foam model and may not be generalized.
Especially for foams featuring clusters of small cells embedded into ranges consisting of larger cells, a more
distinct autocorrelation has to be expected. The methods proposed in the present study can easily be applied to
a probabilistic analysis of this effects as well as to further effects causing scatter in the effective properties such
as cell wall imperfections, damaged cell walls, non-homogeneous cell wall thickness etc. The proposed methods
provide a reliable tool for establishing the link between the probability for occurrence of all of these effects and
the resulting uncertainty in the effective material response.

Acknowledgement

The present work has been funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Founda-
tion) under grant no. Ho1852/6-2. The financial support is gratefully acknowledged.

14



References

[1] Beckmann, C., Hohe, JNumerical prediction of disorder effects in solid foams using a probabilistic ho-
mogenization proceduyésubmitted).

[2] Christensen, R.M.Sufficient symmetry conditions for isotropy of the elastic moduli tedséppl. Mech.
54(1987) 772-777.

[3] Cuitifio, A.M., Zheng, S.Taylor averaging on heterogeneous foathsCompos. Mat37 (2003) 701-713.

[4] Dement'ev, A.G., Tarakanov, O.GEffect of cellular structure on the mechanical properties of plastic
foams Polymer Mech6 (1970) 519-525.

[5] Despois, J.F., Mueller, R., Mortensen, Alniaxial deformation of microcelluar materigl$\cta Mat.54
(2006) 4129-4242.

[6] Fan, Z., Wu, Y., Zhao, X., Lu, Y.Simulation of polychrystalline structure with Voronoi diagram in Laguerre
geometry based on random closed packing of sph@esput. Mat. Sci29 (2004) 301-308.

[7] Fazekas, A., Dendievel, R., Salvo, L.,&het, Y. Effect of microstructural topology upon the stiffness and
strength of 2D cellular structure$nt. J. Mech. Sci44 (2002) 2047-2066.

[8] Fortes, M.A., Ashby, M.F.The effect of non-uniformity on the in-plane modulus of honeycoits Mater.
47 (1999) 3469-3473.

[9] Gan, Y.X., Chen, C., Shen, Y.Fhree-dimensional modeling of the mechanical property of linearly elastic
open cell foamdint. J. Solids Struc42 (2005) 6628-6642.

[10] Gent, A.N., Thomas, A.GMechanics of foamed elastic materigiubber Chem. Tecl36(1963) 597-610.

[11] Gibson, L.J., Ashby, M.FCellular Solids — Structure and Propertie€ambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge 1997.

[12] Hardenacke, V., Hohe, JAssessment of space division strategies for generation of adequate computational
models for solid foamdnt. J. Mech. Sci52(2010) 1772-1782.

[13] Hardenacke, V., Hohe, d.ocal probabilistic homogenization of two-dimensional model foams accounting
for micro structural disorderint. J. Solids Struct46 (2009) 989-1006.

[14] Kanaun, S., Tkachenko, QMechanical properties of open-cell foams: Simulations by Laguerre tesselation
procedure Int. J. Frac140(2006) 303-312.

[15] Kolluri, M., Karthikeyan, S., Ramamurty, UEffect of lateral constraint on the mechanical properties of a
closed-cell Al foam: I. Experimentdet. Mat. Trans38 A (2007) 2006-2013.

[16] Mangipudi, K.R., Onck, P.RMulticale modelling of damage and failure in two-dimensional metallic fgams
J. Mech. Phys. Solids9 (2011) 1437-1461.

[17] Patel, M.R., Finnie, |.Structural features and mechanical properties of rigid cellular plasttsMat.5
(1970) 909-932.

[18] Ramamurty, U., Paul, AVariability in mechanical properties of a metal foamcta Mat.52 (2004) 869-
876.

[19] Schraad, M.W., Harlow, F.HA stochastic constitutive model for disordered cellular materials: Finite-
strain uni-axial compressiqgrint. J. Solids Struc#3 (2006) 3542-3568.

[20] Thomson, W. (Lord Kelvin)On the division of space with minimum partitional ay&hil. Mag.24 (1887)
503-514.

[21] van der Burg, M.W.D., Shulmeister, V., van der Giessen, E., Marisse@rrthe linear elastic properties
of regular and random open-cell foam modelsCell. Plastic83 (1997) 31-54.

15



[22] Vorond, G.: Nouvelles applications des para&itnes continus la theorie des formes quadratiquek Reine
Ang. Math.134(1908) 198-312.

[23] Warren, W.E., Kraynik, A.M.The linear elastic properties of open-cell fognds Appl. Mech.55 (1988)
341-346.

[24] Warren, W.E., Kraynik, A.M.Linear elastic behavior of a low-density Kelvin foam with open ¢élia\ppl.
Mech.64 (1997) 787-794.

[25] Weaire, D., Phelan, RA counter-example to Kelvin's conjecture on minimal surfaédsl. Mag. Let.69
(1994) 107-110.

[26] Zhu, H.X., Hobdell, J.R., Windle, A.HEffects of cell irregularity on the elastic properties of open-cell
foams Acta Mater.48 (2000) 4893-4900.

16



List of Figures

1 Concept of the representative volume element. . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ....... 18
2 \Vorond tesselation in Laguerregeometry. . . . . . ... Lo 18
3  Computational foammodels. . . . . . . . . .. 18
4 Decomposition of the representative volume element. . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... .. .. 19
5 Moving window. . . . . . .. L e e e 19
6  Cell size and relative density distribution of the model with 256 cells. . . . . .. ... ... .. 19
7 Microstructure related assessment—rawdata. . . . . . . . ... ... oL 20
8  Microstructure related assessment — probability distributions. . . . . . . .. ... ... .. ... 21
9 Moving window analysis — relative density distributions. . . . . . . ... ... ... 0oL 21
10 Movingwindow analysis —rawdata. . . . . . . . . . ..o 22
11 Moving window analysis — probability distributions. . . . . . . ... .. ... ... ....... 23
12 Moving window analysis — autocorrelation. . . . . ... ... ... ... ... . . . ... 24
13 Moving window analysis — correlationlength. . . . . . . ... ... .. L 25
14 Comparison — probability distributions of relative density. . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... .. 25
15 Comparison — probability distribution of stiffness coefficients. . . . . . .. ... ... ... .. 25
List of Tables
1 Correlation between relative density and cellvolume. . . . . . . .. .. ... .. .. ...... 26
2 Microstructure related assessment - correlation with relative density. . . . . . . ... ... ... 26
3 Moving window analysis - correlation with relative density. . . . . . . . ... ... ... .... 26

17



RVE*
Q

lume element.

Ivé VO

Concept of the representati

1

Figure

Laguerre geometry.

ion in

: Vorondtesselati

Figure 2

RS

R
R RNSRER
ARSI
SRS i

Yok

NREEER] N,

R

R

B
PRERAXN
SRR

%

SRLT

R

RO RO

2

SRS
RO
RS

A=
PSRRCotE

foonks
PR

% TS
KK

S s

R
BXRS

NOCSERR
SRR
RORRROED
R

4

| foam models.

Iona

: Computati

Figure 3

18



iy

=
DOK]
Té; IAN
NN
SRR
ROTETAY

X

<S

oS
L
VAVAYS

AV A
AT

RSB

NSES SIS

X
%)

D
X
N
VA
2

X
X
VA

2\
VS

Ay
SOOI
KIS
RSSO
SN
N,

v
TN

TVE

@),
NVAVAY,
N A‘vé

Q
>
R

SNV
N
Aﬂmvufﬂﬁv

27
v:’;s

SR
N\WSSSA
W

)

SR>

X
3

g

N
&8 e IES
RELS XSS
DX R R I

T s

o
2t

A

P
A
NSANARK

Figure 4. Decomposition of the representative volume element.

RVE

Figure 5: Moving window.

T r 1 1r 1 1v 1 1r 1 1171
< o — 0 o < [ (=]
- = S 2 2 =2 2
o f=1 (=] f=1 [=} (=]

[-] °d/d
[-1 (°d0)f
S v O v O v o n O
w st + nn Al AN~ — n O
[ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
T T T T T T T T T T
R e s M B
S © O O O o o o <O
[-1 (°d0)4

12 14

10

0.12

0.08
p/po [-]

0.04

12 14

6 8 10
7 [mm?]

4

2

V¢ [mm

(c)

(b)

(@)

Figure 6: Cell size and relative density distribution of the model with 256 cells.

19



6
1 x 256 cells
5
4
= s
Ay Ay
9 34 <)
& &)
2 -
g G
m O
A Cy
0 T T T T T T
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 008 0.1 0.12 0.14
(a) p/po [-] (b)
6
1 x 256 cells
5 -
4
= =
ey -9
931 <
ISy 1S3
24
8 & &
o
A Cp
0 T T T T T T
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 008 0.1 0.12 0.14
(d) p/po [-] (e)
6
1 x 256 cells
5 -
4 -
£ £
S 34 o s
(S} A [$)
24 <o
— A
1|® Cu
o c
A Cg
0 T T T T T T
0 0.02 004 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14
(® p/py [-] (h)

6
4 x 64 cells 16 x 16 cells
5
4
=
(=¥
3 S
5
2_
e °°ci
m] C:z‘z o ¢,
A Cy A Gy
0 T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 002 0.04 006 008 0.1 0.12 0.14 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14
p/py [ © p/py [
6
4 x 64 cells 16 x 16 cells
5_
4
<
A~
34 <)
S
2
e > G
Hlo = O ¢ o H
A Cp A A Cp A
0 T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 002 0.04 006 008 0.1 0.12 0.14 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14
p/py [ ® p/py [-]
6
4 x 64 cells 16 x 16 cells
5_
4
=
(=¥
: o | 2 o
&)
2_
- A = A
1]® Cu O Cy
Mo ¢ o Cs
A Cg A Ce
0 T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14 0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14
p/po [-] (@ plpo [-]

Figure 7: Microstructure related assessment — raw data.

20



1 — 1 1
09 - 1 x 256 cells 0.9 4 09 - 16 x 16 cells
0.8 1 0.8 0.8 1
0.7 1 0.7 0.7 1
0.6 0.6 0.6
TS 0.5 1 "'G 0.5 1 TS 0.5
K 0.4 K 0.4 K 0.4
03 03 1 03 1
021 z ;Egm)) 0.2 z ;Eg)) 021 z ;Egm))
4 —— 7\ gl 4 —— 7 gl 4 — /gl
0.1 — F(Caw) 01 - FCa) 01 - FC)
0 T T 0 T T T 0 T T
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 o 1 2 3 4 5 6 o 1 2 3 4 5 6
(a) Cj [GPa] (b) Cj [GPa] © Cj [GPa]
4 4 4
-10° | [Tx 256 cells FCo ]| 10° T |[Ax64 cells FCom ]| -10° " |[T6x 16 cells FClo)
351 —/Cqn) 351 —/Cy) 3.5 1 —/Cq)
i —/Cuw) i —/Caw) i —/Cow)
3 3 3
© 2.5 o 2.5 = 2.5
] <) ]
— 27 — 27 P
(S (S (S
S5 s 215
1 1 1
0.5 0.5 - 0.5
0 T T T T T 0 T T T T T 0 T T T T T
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 o 1 2 3 4 5 6 o 1 2 3 4 5 6
()] Cy [GPa] (e) Cy [GPa] ® Cy [GPa]

Figure 8: Microstructure related assessment — probability distributions.

1 e - - 50
— __ "= 1mm (const.

0991 & »™ve— 1 mm (Gauss) 45

0.8 7TVE'= 4 mm (Gauss) I 40

0.7 1 F35

30

:0.6- / "
05+ L 25
0.4 : o
031 L1s
021 L 10
0.1 L s
0 i 0

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.1 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.14
p/po -]

S(p/py) [-]

Figure 9: Moving window analysis — relative density distributions.

21



(€3]

6
a
5
4
=
[-%
34 <
(5}
2_
g G
o Cp
A Ci
0 —_—
0 002 004 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14
plpy [-] (b)
6 —
5_
4
=
=%
34 <)
1S3
.
(e
o
A Cp
0 —_—
0 002 004 0.06 008 0.1 0.2 0.14
plpo [-] (e)
6 =
5_
4_
i~
[-%
34 9
(&)
24 =
o cu
1o c
A Cy
0 —
0 002 004 006 008 0.1 0.12 0.14
p/po [] (h)

Figure 10: Moving window analysis — raw data.

22

6 6
51 5
4 4
=
¥
31 ©.3 1
S
2 1 2
— Y =
g & g &
m] C:z‘z o ¢,
A Cy A Gy
0 T T T T T T 0 T T T T T T
0 0.02 0.04 006 008 0.1 0.12 0.14 0 0.02 0.04 006 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14
p/py [-] © p/py [-]
6 6 -
51 54
44 44
<
&
3 934
O ¥ O
21 21
e e 2 e & &
"o "o d
A Cp A Cp
0 T T T T T T 0 T T T T T T
0 0.02 004 006 008 0.1 012 0.14 0 0.02 004 006 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14
p/py [-] ® p/py [-]
6 6
54 54
41 44
5
3 . 2.3 =
A iS5 A
, o ) o
_ A _ A
e 1l ¢ Cu
Mo ¢ o ¢
A Cg A Ce
0 T T T T T T 0 T T T T T T
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14 0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14
plpo [-] @ pleg [-]



0.9 1 0.9 1 0.9 1
0.8 0.8 -
0.7 1 0.7
0.6 0.6
TS: 0.5 1 TG: 0.5 1
K 0.4 1 K 0.4 1
0.3 0.3
02 02 ° ;Eg))
p p —_— ~cpl
0.1 0.1 ~ACh
0 | 0 T T
0 1 2 3 5 6 0 2 3 5
(a) C; [GPa] (b) C; [GPa
4 4
10°  [[TF=Tmm (const.)] 7G| -10°  |[FF=Tmm (Gauss)] 7 Com) S Cam)
359 —fCq) 351 —fCq) —fCq)
5 —/Ca) ;. —/Ca) —/Can)
T 25 %25
&) O
: 24 : 2
1) i)
< 1.5 1 ( 1.5 1
14 14
0.5 1 0.5 -
0 T T T T 0 T T T T T
0 1 2 3 5 6 0 2 3 5 4 5 6
()] C; [GPa] (e C; [GPa]

AN

>

- o
r™VE'=1 mm (const.

r"VE'=4 mm (Gauss

Figure 11: Moving window analysis — probability distributions.

23




—_

x, [mm]

X, [mm]

—_

X, [mm]

x, [mm]

—_

X, [mm]

—_

X, [mm]

X, [mm]

—_

X, [mm]

—_

X, [mm]

X, [mm]
O B ANNO ON PN ONPEND ONNEDNOD OO PERNOD OO EAND ON RN O PN ONERNOCD OB O

I(k)(é;l) [']

rVE=1 mm

(Gauss)

C,, [GPa]

rTVE=1 mm

(Gauss)

plpy [-]
V=1 mm

(Gauss)

I(k)(C;l) [']

rTVE=4 mm

(Gauss)

C,, [GPa]

rTVE=4 mm

(Gauss)

p/p, [-]

TVE®
r=4mm

(Gauss)

0246810 024062810 0246 810 0246810 02463810 02462810
X, [mm] X, [mm] X, [mm] X, [mm] X, [mm] X, [mm]
m<0.0 <25 m <(0.07 m<0.0 <25 m <0.07
= 0.0-05 m25-3.0 = 0.07 -0.08 ®0.0-05 m25-30 = 0.07-0.08
=05-1.0 =30-35 = 0.08 -0.09 = 0.5-1.0 = 3.0-35 = 0.08 -0.09
1.0-1.5 35-4.0 0.09 -0.10 1.0-1.5 35-4.0 0.09-0.10
o>15 o>40 o>0.10 o>1.5 o>40 o>0.10

Figure 12: Moving window analysis — autocorrelation.

24

X;=0.5mm

X;=1.5mm

X;=2.5mm

Xy=3.5mm

X;=4.5mm

X;=5.5mm

X;=6.5mm

X;=7.5mm

X;=8.5mm

X;=9.5mm



0.8 0.8 0.8
| & /VE=1mm | & /VE=1mm | & /VE=1mm
0.7 g ¢ r™VE'=1 mm (Gauss) 0.7 g ¢ r™VE'=1 mm (Gauss) 0.7 ¢ r™VE'=1 mm (Gauss)
0.6 1 O »™VF'=4 mm (Gauss) 0.6 1 O #™VE'=4 mm (Gauss) 0.6 1 O »™VF'=4 mm (Gauss)
TVE' = TVE' = TVE' =
- 054 > Ar 8 mm (Gauss) 051 o Ar 8 mm (Gauss) 054 Ar 8 mm (Gauss)
T 047 =04 1 | =041
LE0.31 2503 7 ] 2 £0.3
(@) [} 9
202+ <> @ 2 021 o 302
€ 0.1 ﬁ. % 0.11 g % 0.11 OA%Q
04 04 <><> < 04 m
-0.1 1 -0.1 1 -0.1 1
-0.2 T T T T -0.2 e e e L N B e m | -0.2 T T
0051 15225335 4 4.5 5 0051 152253354455 005115225335 4 4.5 5
(a) r [mm] (b) r [mm] (¢) r [mm]
Figure 13: Moving window analysis — correlation length.
0.3
—— #™VF'=1 mm (const.)
o0 0.254 "™VE'= 1 mm (Gauss)
-~ rTVE'=4 mm (Gauss)
£ 02
2
£ 0.154
(N
v 0.14
~ 0.051
=4
: o
% -0.05
-0.1 T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.1 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.14
P/po [-]
Figure 14: Comparison — probability distributions of relative density.
03 _ 03 03
7™VE'=1 mm (const.) r™VE'=1 mm (const.) 7™VE'=1 mm (const.)
0.25 1 rTVE'=1 mm (Gauss) 0.25 1 rTVE'=1 mm (Gauss) 0.25 1 rTVE'=1 mm (Gauss)
—_ r™VE=4 mm (Gauss)|| rVE=4 mm (Gauss)|| rTVE'=4 mm (Gauss)
JE o021 2 02- 2021
S < S
£ 0.151 £ 0.151 £ 0.151
LN EN EN
. 0.1 1 s 0.1 9 { - 0.1 1
'S 0.054 & S 0.05 4 \ S 0.05 1 \
g £ El J
W 0 - W 0 - [E
-0.05 1 -0.05 1 -0.05 1
-0.1 T T T T -0.1 T T T T T -0.1 T T T T
0 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5
(a) Com [GPa] (b) Cepr [GPa] © Ci [GPa]

Figure 15: Comparison — probability distribution of stiffness coefficients.
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Table 1: Correlation between relative density and cell volume.

1 x 256 cells

4 x 64 cells

16 x 16 cells

R(p/po, V)

—0.9133

—0.9380

—0.9459

Table 2: Microstructure related assessment - correlation with relative density.

1x 256 cells 4x 64 cells 16x 16 cells
R(CYy, p/po) 0.9064 0.9032 0.8694
R(C35,p/p0) 0.8996 0.8783 0.8529
R(Cis,p/p0) 0.8958 0.8917 0.8490
R(C55,p/po) 0.8738 0.8741 0.8923
R(C%5,p/po) 0.8927 0.9021 0.9063
R(Cty, p/p0) 0.8764 0.8546 0.8982
R(C%4, 0/ P0) 0.8451 0.8623 0.8312
R(C%s, p/po) 0.8542 0.7605 0.8715
R(Cgs,p/po) 0.8218 0.8607 0.8456

Table 3: Moving window analysis - correlation with relative density.

rTVE = 1mm  7TVE = 1mm (Gauss) rTVE = 4mm (Gauss)
R(C51, p/po) 0.8971 0.8907 0.8959
R(C35, p/po) 0.8862 0.8894 0.8952
R(Cs, p/p0) 0.9026 0.8952 0.9131
R(C3s,p/p0) 0.8457 0.8490 0.8600
R(Olg, 0/po) 0.8674 0.8705 0.8809
R(Cy, p/po) 0.8674 0.8705 0.8809
R(Ciyr p/p0) 0.8372 0.8366 0.8499
R(Czs, p/po) 0.8674 0.8398 0.8876
R(Cis, p/po) 0.8374 0.8121 0.8417
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