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V&V of finite strain elasto-plastic analysis by SPH method
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Remeshing is necessary in the case of large deformation, crack propagation, and fracture. However, the
SPH method is meshless and can handle large deformations and fractures.The SPH method has been
introduced to fluid and solid analysis and has been proven to be effective.The accuracy of the SPH method
is often discussed in terms of the difference from the existing SPH method models. This study will clarify
the accuracy of the finite strain elasto-plastic analysis by comparing the results with those of a general-
purpose FEM code.
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