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1. Introduction

ABSTRACT

The solutions of a boundary value problem are explored for various classes of generalised
crystal plasticity models including Cosserat, strain gradient and micromorphic crystal
plasticity. The considered microstructure consists of a two-phase laminate containing a
purely elastic and an elasto-plastic phase undergoing single or double slip. The local
distributions of plastic slip, lattice rotation and stresses are derived when the
microstructure is subjected to simple shear. The arising size effects are characterised
by the overall extra back stress component resulting from the action of higher order
stresses, a characteristic length I. describing the size-dependent domain of material
response, and by the corresponding scaling law [" as a function of microstructural length
scale, I. Explicit relations for these quantities are derived and compared for the different
models. The conditions at the interface between the elastic and elasto-plastic phases are
shown to play a major role in the solution. A range of material parameters is shown to
exist for which the Cosserat and micromorphic approaches exhibit the same behaviour.
The models display in general significantly different asymptotic regimes for small
microstructural length scales. Scaling power laws with the exponent continuously
ranging from O to —2 are obtained depending on the values of the material parameters.
The unusual exponent value —2 is obtained for the strain gradient plasticity model,
denoted “curl H?” in this work. These results provide guidelines for the identification of
higher order material parameters of crystal plasticity models from experimental data,
such as precipitate size effects in precipitate strengthened alloys.

© 2010 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

Classical continuum crystal plasticity theory incorporates internal variables associated with scalar dislocations
densities in order to describe the hardening behaviour of single crystals and polycrystals (McDowell, 2008). The modelling
of size effects observed in crystalline solids, such as grain or precipitate size effects, has been addressed by adding strain
gradient variables into the constitutive framework, either in an explicit way as in Acharya and Beaudoin (2000), Busso et al.
(2000) and Bassani (2001) or by means of additional degrees of freedom associated with new boundary and interface
conditions (Forest et al., 1997; Shu, 1998). Motivations for introducing strain gradients in continuum modelling stem from
the multiscale analysis of micromechanics, as reviewed in Ghoniem et al. (2003). The resulting strain gradient components
are related to the dislocation density tensor as introduced by Nye (1953). The dislocation density tensor is computed from
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the rotational part of the gradient of plastic deformation, so that the partial differential equations to be solved generally are
of higher order than those used in classical mechanics. That is why it is usually necessary to resort to the mechanics of
generalised continua in order to properly formulate models that incorporate extra-hardening effects associated with the
dislocation density tensor. Generalised crystal plasticity models developed in the past forty years can be classified into two
main groups:

e Strain gradient plasticity models involving either the rotational part of plastic deformation or its full gradient (Aifantis,
1984, 1987; Steinmann, 1996; Fleck and Hutchinson, 1997; Gurtin, 2002; Cheong et al., 2005; Lele and Anand, 2008),

e Generalised continuum theories with additional degrees of freedom accounting for rotation or full deformation of a
triad of crystal directors and the effect of their gradients on hardening: Cosserat models (Kréner, 1963; Forest et al.,
2000; Clayton et al., 2006), and models based on micromorphic theory (Eringen and Claus, 1970; Bammann, 2001).

Most of these phenomenological theories have been shown to capture size effects at least in a qualitative way. However,
clear demonstrations that they can reproduce the scaling laws expected in precipitate hardening or grain size effect,
namely Orowan and Hall-Petch laws, have not been yet provided.

The extra-hardening effects predicted by generalised continuum crystal plasticity models can be summarised in the
main features identified in Fig. 1, which shows schematically in a log-log diagram the effect of the microstructural length
scale [ (grain or precipitate size) on flow stress. These three main characteristics are the stress range, A, the characteristic
length, I, and the scaling law, X ocI" when [~ I.. Here, AX also corresponds to the highest overstress reached for small
microstructural length scales, that is why AX is also called the extra-stress in this work. Fig. 1 shows that when the
characteristic size of the microstructure decreases, the material strengthens. For large values of [, the asymptotic behaviour
corresponds to the size-independent response of conventional crystal plasticity models. In contrast, for small values of I, a
bounded or unbounded asymptotic behaviour can be obtained, depending on the model considered. The Cosserat crystal
plasticity model proposed by Forest et al. (2000), for instance, predicts an asymptotically saturated extra-stress AX
(see Fig. 1). In the intermediate region around the characteristic length [, the size-dependent response can be characterised
by the scaling law, X oc I, in the proximity of [=I.. The objective of the present work is to derive explicitly the characteristics
AZX, I. and n, for models representative of the above classes of generalised material models.

An analytic description of the size-dependent behaviour of materials is possible only in some special simplified
geometrical situations. For instance the prediction of the shearing of a single crystal layer under single (or double) slip for
strain gradient plasticity models was treated in Shu et al. (2001), Bittencourt et al. (2003), Bardella (2007) and Hunter and
Koslowski (2008). Single slip in a two-phase laminate microstructure was considered in Sedlacek and Forest (2000), Forest
and Sedlacek (2003) and Forest (2008). Here, the plastic slip distributions were compared with those obtained from the
continuous dislocation line tension model, considered as a reference, and Cosserat and strain gradient plasticity models,
including that proposed by Aifantis (1987). This simple situation is considered again in the present work in order to derive
explicit expressions for the overall extra-hardening, the characteristic length scale I. and the X—I[ scaling law, which had
not been done in the previous work.

Flow stress, =

Microstructural length scale, |

Fig. 1. Description of two different profiles of the macroscopic flow stress that can be obtained with the different groups of models: size effect with two
asymptotic regimes (solid line), unbounded extra-stress for small sizes (dotted line), definition of the scaling law in the transition domain (dot-dashed line).
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In the crystal plasticity theory at small deformation, the gradient of the velocity field can be decomposed into the elastic
and plastic deformation rates:

H-iuoV=H+H, 1)

where
H =T o, @)
o

with u the displacement field, & the number of slip systems, 7* the slip rate for the slip system o, I the slip direction and n
the normal to the slip plane. The elastic deformation H® bridges the gap between the compatible total deformation H and
the incompatible plastic deformation HP. Applying the curl operator to a compatible field gives zero so that

curl H =0=curlH +curlH'. 3

The incompatibility of plastic deformation is characterised by its curl part called dislocation density tensor I' (Nye, 1953;
Steinmann, 1996; Forest et al., 1997; Acharya and Bassani, 2000; Cermelli and Gurtin, 2001; Svendsen, 2002) defined here as
I’ = —curl H? = curl H®. “4)

The tensors H,H®,HP, generally non-symmetric, can be decomposed into their symmetric and skew-symmetric parts:
H=:+0, H'=¢+0°, H =g+oP. ®)

Then Eq. (3) becomes

0 = curl °+curl @° +curl HP. ©)

Neglecting the curl part of the elastic strain, &°, leads to the following approximation to the dislocation density tensor derived
by Nye:

I' = curl H® = curl &° + curl ©° ~ curl @°. (7

Nye’s formula sets a linear relationship between this approximation of the dislocation density tensor and lattice curvature.
The Cosserat crystal plasticity theory developed in Forest et al. (1997) incorporates the effect of lattice curvature on crystal
hardening behaviour. It requires three additional degrees of freedom associated with the lattice rotation @*®. In contrast, the

theories proposed by Gurtin (2002) and Svendsen (2002), for example, include the full curl of the plastic deformation. This
requires in general nine additional degrees of freedom associated with the generally non-symmetric plastic deformation
tensor HP. We will call this sub-class of models “curl H?” .

A consequence of neglecting the curl of elastic strain tensor in the Cosserat model is that Cosserat effects can arise even
in the elastic regime as soon as a gradient of “elastic” rotation exists. Indeed, the curl w®+#0 as soon as curl g€+#0. In
contrast, in the curl HP theory, strain gradient effects arise only when plastic deformation has developed. As it will be
shown in this work, this leads to different predicted behaviour at the interface between an elastic and a plastic phase.

The work presented there is organised as follows. Strain/stress fields and the back stress in a laminate microstructure,
made of a hard elastic and a soft plastic phase, submitted to simple shear are derived for the Cosserat theory in Section 2
and for a “curl H?” type model in Section 3. It will be shown that a jump in the generalized tractions arises at the interface
according to the latter approach, due to the presence of a purely elastic phase. A regularisation method is proposed in
Section 4 by introducing a model, called microcurl, that falls into the class of generalised continua with additional degrees
of freedom. A comparison of the size effects predicted by the Cosserat and microcurl models is presented in Section 5. In
Section 6, we discuss how our results could be used to identify strain gradient plasticity parameters from experimentally
observed size effects, such as precipitate size effects in two-phase single crystal nickel based superalloys published by
Busso et al. (2000), Forest et al. (2000) and Tinga et al. (2008). The solution is finally extended to the case of symmetric
double slip. It is shown that very similar size effects as those for the single slip case are found, opening the way to further
multislip generalisations of the models. The notation used hereafter is given in Appendix A.

2. Cosserat modelling of simple shear in a two-phase laminate

Simple shear of a two-phase laminate was considered first in Sedlacek and Forest (2000) and then explored in more
details in Forest and Sedlacek (2003) and Forest (2008) from the point of view of the continuum theory of dislocations, on
the one hand, and for Cosserat and strain gradient continuum plasticity models, on the other hand. Analytic solutions of the
boundary value problem were derived for the stress, strain and plastic slip profiles in the microstructure. According to
the Cosserat model presented in Forest (2008), a back stress intrinsically arises from the skew symmetric contribution
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of the stress and orientation tensors, when writing Schmid law. The objective of this section is to recall the main features of
the Cosserat approach, and to derive the main characteristics of the size effect, given by the maximum stress amplitude,
AZ, the characteristic length scale of the transition zone, I, and the scaling law exponent, n.

2.1. The Cosserat formulation

A Cosserat continuum is described by a displacement field u and an independent micro-rotation field, represented by its
axial vector, ¢. Two deformation measures are then defined:

e=uV+e ¢, ej=1u+cud;, 3)

K=¢p®V, Kj=0q; 9

where e represents the relative deformation tensor and x the curvature tensor. The stress tensors associated with the
previous deformation and curvature are the force stress tensor, ¢, and the couple stress tensor, m. Both have to fulfil the
balance of momentum and balance of moment of momentum equations:

dng:O, 0,-]»_,<:0, (]O)
lelIl—Fz& =0, mjj—€ijkOjk = 0. (11

Note that volume forces and couples are not considered for simplicity. In Eq. (11), & is the axial vector associated with the
skew-symmetric part of the stress tensor,

x 1

6=—-€:0. 12

- 2: ~ (12)
Moreover, the boundary conditions for the traction and couple stress vectors are

I:Q’.E. t,'=(7ijl’lj, (13)

m=mn, m;=m;n, (14)

where n is the unit normal vector to the boundary of the considered domain. The deformation can be decomposed into its
elastic and plastic parts,

e=e'+H". (15)

Plastic deformation is due to slip processes and the evolution of HP is still given by Eq. (2). The constitutive equations for
isotropic Cosserat elasticity can be expressed as

6 =Atre)1+2pe* +2u e”, (16)

m=o(trk)1+ 24K +2yk", (17)

where A and u are the classical Lamé constants, and ., o, # and y are four additional elastic constants. In a 2D situation,
as it is the case in this work, the constant o is not relevant and we choose =7y for simplicity. The size effects exhibited
by the solutions of boundary value problems involving such a model are related to an intrinsic length scale, typically defined as

= \/E (18)

In the present work, the constraint
1/ ke <1 (19)

is enforced. This condition implies that e is almost symmetric and therefore means that the Cosserat micro-rotation almost
coincides with the lattice rotation. The parameter y. can be seen as a penalty factor that constrains the Cosserat directors
to be lattice vectors (Forest et al., 2001). The curvature tensor x is then directly related to the curl @® through Nye’s formula
(Forest, 2008). It follows that the curvature tensor of the Cosserat theory stands as an approximation to the dislocation
density tensor.

Here the Schmid criterion is used as the yield criterion, computed with the generally non-symmetric force stress tensor.
Furthermore, the critical resolved shear stress, 7., is taken to be constant for the analytic developments of this work (thus
no strain-hardening is considered). The generalised resolved shear stress for the slip system ¢, defined by its slip plane
normal vector n%, and its slip direction vector I%, is obtained from

=6:P'=¢": P +a" : P =15, ¥, 20)
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where P* =1 ® n* is the orientation tensor. The first term in the generalised resolved shear stress is the classical resolved
shear stress tZ,,. The second term is a back stress, x*, which is related to the divergence of the couple stress tensor.

Recalling Eq. (11):
X = —%(div m) - (I” x n%). (21)

The slip system is activated when the resolved shear stress reaches the threshold, 7, so that the yield criterion reads

177 = | Tgym—X*| < Tc. (22)

It has been shown in Forest (2008) that this back stress component leads to linear kinematic hardening in single slip under
simple shear.

2.2. Application to a two-phase periodic microstructure under simple shear

We consider a two-phase periodic microstructure under simple shear as studied in Forest and Sedlacek (2003) and Forest
(2008). This microstructure, described in Fig. 2, is composed of a hard purely elastic phase (h) and a soft elasto-plastic single
crystal phase (s). One single slip system is considered in the soft phase (s), with slip direction normal to the interface plane
(h)/(s). This periodic unit cell is subjected to a mean simple glide 7 in the crystal slip direction of the phase (s). We look for a
displacement and micro-rotation fields of the form

Up =7Xx, Ux(X1)=u(x1), uz=0, 23)
P1=02=0, ¢3=0px1). o4
Consequently, the Cosserat deformation and curvature tensors become
0 T+dx) O 0 00
e=|ui—px) 0 0|, k=| 0 00 25)
0 0 0 ¢, 0 0

The solution for ¢ in the elastic phase (h) can be found in Forest and Sedlacek (2003). The micro-rotation exhibits a
hyperbolic profile, given by

$") = a"cosh (wh (x1 - #)) +d" fors/2 <x<(s+h)/2, (26)
¢ = a"cosh (w” (x1 + #)) +d" for —(s+h)/2 <x< —s/2, 27)
with
whz _ Z/Jh,l.l,? (28)
gt gy’
B (uh 4+l
and with a" and d" being two integration constants. The following relations are obtained for the deformation tensor:
h_h h
(h+) W=l he = on 21
ey =———¢ d , 29
2 T AT, 9
h_,h h
(h-) W= one o 21
ey =— +7+d . 30
T A T oo
i
2
n
(h-) 1 (s) (h+)
Y
| Wa | S | o |

Fig. 2. Single slip in a two-phase periodic microstructure under simple shear: the grey phase (h) displays a purely linear elastic behaviour whereas the
inelastic deformation of the white elasto-plastic phase (s) is controlled by a single slip system (n,I).
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In the plastic phase, the solution is derived here for the yield criterion (22). We compute successively,

0y 0 0 e, 0
e=7ylegn=|0 0 0|, e=|e5;, 0 0], 31
0 0O 0 0 O
which results into two non-zero components for the stress tensor,
012 = [(€], +€51) + pe (e, —€51), (32)
021 = (€75 +€31) + Ue(€31—€7y), (33)
and one non-zero component for the couple-stress tensor,
ms1 = 2°K31. (34
The balance equations yield
0211 =0, (35)
ms3;1—(012—021) =0. (36)

The resolved shear stress is given by
T=6:P=o0q. G7

Combining Eqs. (35)—(37) and the yield condition (22), we obtain the following equation for the micro-rotation axial vector in
the (s) phase

¢,5111 =0. 38)
The integration of Eq. (38) leads to a parabolic profile for ¢°
qu — GSX% +ds, (39)

where a@® and d° are two integration constants.
The determination of the four integration constants, a*, d*, a", d", is done after taking interface and periodicity boundary
conditions into account:

e Continuity of ¢ at x;=s/2:
s$2 e h nh h
a Z+d =a cosh(w i) +d". (40)
e Continuity of ms; at x;=5/2:
Sa’s = —Bla"w'sinh w“h . 41)
2

e Continuity of 0,71 at x;=s/2 in the phase (s),
021 =M31,1+012, (42)

which implies that

091 =4p°a +1c. 43)
In the phase (h), one finds that

021 = W'+ d+ea)+u (7 +d—exn) = 2u" (7 +d"). (44)
Combining the two previous equations, we obtain

Af%as +1c = 2ul +dh). (45)

e Periodicity of u,. We use the property <{e;; ) =<u1—¢) =—<d>.

In the phase (h), one finds

2uf  p h s+h 51 odh
ey = ,uh+fuha cosh(w (x1—T>) +7+2d", (46)

(o]
and in the phase (s):

S 4S( 145 s
T a
e :esl — c + ﬁ (:u +:uc)

. (47)
2u PG
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Fig. 3. Profiles of the lattice rotation angle ¢ (rad) in the two-phase microstructure predicted by the Cosserat model: (a) with a set of material parameters
giving clearly visible parabolic and hyperbolic profiles (1 = 35000 MPa, u!! = yi$ = 10° MPa, /3“ = =107> MPamm? and 7. = 40 MPa), (b) with a stronger

mismatch between the moduli of the two phases " =10~7 MPamm? and f°=10">MPamm? and (c) 8" =10~ MPamm? and f° =10~> MPamm?,
which leads to sharper interface profiles. In all three cases, f;=0.7 and the ™ values are chosen for =1 pm.

which gives the following relationships between the integration constants:

Tc ﬁsas(,us"'.ui) S 553 4#’3‘1" i hh h | 5y —
s(ﬂ—wm +a ﬁ+msmh w's +h2d"+7)=0. (48)

By solving Eqs. (40)-(48) analytically, the following expression for the constant a® is obtained:

T 20-F)+fi)

a = . (49)
I I 11-f) S+ 41
—EP-p S/fhwthOth (thf) —p S( e +;h>
In Eq. (49), f; represents the fraction of phase (s), f=s/l. The remaining constants can be determined in terms of a’:
P L (50)
= ,
B whsinh(whk)
4f°a5 -t _
dh = — % =7, (51)
S s S s 2
& =— 4fa - Te_5_ Slg @ coth <w“ E) —as (52)
2u B eon 2 4

Fig. 3 illustrates the micro-rotation profile in the two-phase laminate for a fraction of phase (s) equal to 0.7, and for three
different sets of material parameters. The first one clearly shows the continuity of the micro-rotation at the interface while
the two others, introducing a stronger mismatch between the two phases, show sharper profiles at the interfaces. The set
of material parameters (a) has been chosen in order to clearly show the parabolic profile in the soft phase and the
hyperbolic one in the hard phase. Note that if [ is changed into [/10, values of ﬁh‘s /100 will provide the same curves.

3. Strain gradient plasticity: the “curl H”” model

We consider now a strain gradient plasticity theory which includes the full curl of the plastic deformation tensor, HP.
This approach, herefrom to be referred to as the “curl H”” model, was proposed by Gurtin (2002) and applied to a
constrained layer and a composite problem in Bittencourt et al. (2003). The balance and constitutive equations are first
recalled and recast into the notations used throughout this work. Then the model is applied to a crystal undergoing single
slip. It will be shown that a specific form of the back stress arises from this application. As it was done with the Cosserat
model, the “curl H’” model is finally applied to the two-phase microstructure illustrated in Fig. 2.
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3.1. Balance equations
Following Gurtin (2002), we consider a continuum whose power density of internal forces takes the form
p(i’:g:1j+§:ljp+M:curlﬂp. (53)

For objectivity reasons, the stress tensor ¢ is symmetric whereas the micro-stress tensor s and the double-stress tensor M
are generally asymmetric. The total power of internal forces in a domain V, with boundary av, is

P(i) =/V(g : I;I +S: HP—I—M : curlljp) dv = /‘/((Jijui)J+(Mij€jle§<),l) dV—F/‘/(—O'i]"jil,‘+SUHZ-—€]'HMU'1H5<) dv
=_//(Uﬁ,jui_(el<leil{,l_Sij)HZ)dv+/? (Gunju +/ Ejk]Ml]TllHlk)dS.
The power density of contact forces is taken as

pO=t.u+m:H, (54)

where t, m are, respectively, the surface simple and double tractions. Volume forces are not written for simplicity. The method of
virtual power can be used to derive the field equations governing the continuum, based on the virtual motions & and H

leQ' = 0, aij,j = 0. (55)

CUFIM+§ =0, ejklMik,l+Sij =0, (56)

for all regular points of the domain V. Furthermore, the following boundary conditions on &V can be derived:
£=g~ﬂ, t,-:aijnj, (57)

m=M ¢-n, m=DMycgn,. (58)

3.2. Energy and entropy principles: constitutive equations

Under isothermal conditions, the energy balance in its local form states that

pe=p?, (59)
where e is the internal energy density function and p the mass density. The entropy principle is formulated as
pE—y)=0 (60)

where i is the Helmholtz free energy function. The free energy is taken as a function of the elastic strain, &°, the dislocation
density tensor, or curl H?, and a generic internal hardening variable, g, viz. y(g¢,curl H?,q). As a result, the Clausius-Duhem
inequality becomes

4 oy
( p68e> . ,{j ( _pacural) CUl‘al—I—(O'—I—S) Hp p—qq >0. (61)

Here, the constitutive assumption is made that the two first terms in the previous inequality are non-dissipative and
therefore should vanish. Then,

_ _ o
~ _’Oage’ pacurlHP 62)
It follows that the residual dissipation rate is
D=(g+s):H RG>0, (63)

where R = pdy/oq is the thermodynamic force associated with the internal variable, q. The existence of a dissipation
potential, namely Q(a+s,R), is postulated so that
o . o

H=sore =@ oy
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3.3. Application of the “curlHP” model to a single slip problem

For a crystal deforming under single slip conditions, the plastic deformation rate is given by
H' =jP=jlen, (65)
where P =1 ® n is the orientation tensor, [ is the slip direction and n the normal to the slip plane. The dissipation rate can

then be expressed as
(t+1-s-n)y)—R§ >0, (66)

where t=1-06-n is the resolved shear stress. In the absence of a hardening variable, g, for simplicity, the following

generalised Schmid law can be defined (for positive y):
lt—x|=1, withx=-1-s-n, (67)
meaning that plastic flow occurs when the effective resolved shear stress |t—x| reaches the critical resolved shear stress z.

A kinematic hardening component, x, naturally arises in the formulation for which a more specific form is given next. The
curl of the plastic deformation is then given by

curl H? =1 ® (n x Vy). (68)

For a two-dimensional case, one finds

0 0 y,mny—y nj
[curlH’]=|0 O _yyzn%-q-y’ln]nz . (69)
00 0

In the particular case when I =e;,n = e, the only non-vanishing component of the dislocation density tensor is
(curl HP);3 = —p ;. (70)

Let us consider at this stage the simple quadratic potential:

pY(g¢,curl HP) =%§e A §e+%A(curl HP) : (curl HP), (71)
so that
6=A:¢, M=AcurlH, (72)

where Ais the four-rank tensor of the elastic moduli, assumed isotropic hereafter, and A is a higher order modulus.
According to the balance equation (56), it follows that

s = —curl M = —curl curl H. (73)

For single slip, the double curl of plastic deformation is defined as

curlcurl HP =1 ® (1 x 7 j€;) x €)). (74)

In the particular case of I =e,,n =e,, we obtain

curlcurl H? =7 ,e; @ ;-7 11 ® €5, (75)

so that the back stress takes the form

x=A(curlcurl H?) : { @ m) = —Ay 1. (76)

3.4. Application to a two-phase periodic microstructure under simple shear

We consider the same two-phase periodic microstructure under simple shear illustrated in Fig. 2. When the previously
described “curl HP” continuum plasticity theory is applied to the laminate problem shown in Section 2.2, the main
unknowns are the component of displacement, u,, and the Hf, component of plastic deformation:

Up =7x3, U(X1)=u(x), u3=0, Hi,(x1). (77)

Recalling,

H =ylon=ye, ®e,, (78)
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we obtain
vy 0 0 vy O 0O 77—y O
[Hl=|u; 0 0|, [H']=|0 0 O|, [H]=|u; O O (79)
0 0O 0 0O 0 0 O
0 0 -y,
[curlH]= |0 O O |. (80)
0 0 O
The resulting stress tensors are
0 y—y+u; O 00 —y,
[6]=pu|7—y+u, 0 0, [M|]=A|0 0O 0 |, (81)
0 0 0 00 O
0 -y O
[curl M]=A| 0 0 0]. (82)
0O 0 o0
The balance equations (55) and (56) imply that
0121=0 = —Yi1+Un =0, (83)
and
s12 =—(curlM)y; = si2=Ay 1. (84)

Thus, the shear stress component, g1, is constant. For this particular case, Schmid law is written as

T—X=012—X="Tc, (85)
with

x=A(curlcurl H?);, = —Ay ;. (86)

As the shear stress o1, is constant, so is the corresponding back stress,
X1=7111=0. (87)

The slip profile is therefore parabolic in the plastic phase. In the elastic zone, all the variables, H},,Mi3,7,x, vanish.
We now enforce continuity requirements at the interface between both phases for the plastic slip, in addition to the
continuity of displacement and simple traction vector. The continuity condition of plastic slip at x; = +5/2 is

H, =y=0. (88)
The condition of continuity of the double traction tensor, (58), at the interface needs to be considered next. Here,
myy =Mi3é3piny = —Miz3 =Ay 4, (89)

which implies the continuity of the double stress component, M;s. In the elastic phase, the couple stress component M3 is
not defined since no plastic deformation takes place. If we impose the condition that M3 = my; = 0 at the interface, it will
imply that the first derivative, y ;, also vanishes. This latter condition requires that the full parabolic function y should also
vanish, so that no plastic strain could develop in the plastic zone. In fact, according to such a plastic strain gradient model,
higher order stresses exhibit a jump at the interface between an elastic and a plastic phase. This discontinuity of the
generalized traction prompts us to introduce, in the next section, a regularised model which is closely related to the
“curl H’” model but which offers a complete solution to the elastic/plastic laminate boundary value problem. On the other
hand, it must be noted that a complete solution can be worked out with the “curl H”” model when both phases are elasto-
plastic (see Appendix B). The regularised model presented next will give us a way to find a valid interface condition and to
derive the jump condition for generalized tractions (see Appendix C).

4. Formulation of the microcurl model

An alternative model will now be proposed in order to circumvent the discontinuity of the generalized traction observed in
the boundary value problem of interest, thus representing a regularisation of the “curl H”” model. This model, called here
microcurl, is based on a micromorphic approach that falls in the class of generalised continuum models presented in Forest
(2009). The theory is first described in terms of the balance and constitutive equations. An internal constraint controlling the
plastic micro-deformation is then introduced. Finally an application of the model to the two-phase laminate problem of Fig. 2 is
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presented. Finally, it will be shown that the “curl H”” model can be obtained as a special limiting case of the microcurl formulation
proposed here.

4.1. Balance equations
We introduce a plastic micro-deformation variable, 4P, as a second-rank generally non-symmetric tensor. It is

distinct from the plastic deformation H? which is still treated as an internal variable. Then the degrees of freedom of the
theory are

DOF = (u, "} (90)

The components of yP are introduced as independent degrees of freedom. In the three-dimensional case, there are nine such
components and the micro-deformation field is generally incompatible. We assume that only the curl part of the gradient of
plastic micro-deformation plays a role in the power of internal forces. Then, in the same way as in Eq. (53), we assume that

p'=0:H+s: 7’ +M:curly’. 91)
The total power of internal forces over the domain V is then given by
—p0 = /vp(“dV: /\/(g:lj+§ : ZP+I\N/I : curlzp)dv.
://((Jgui)J"‘(Mijejkljfﬁ{),l) dv+[/(_ayjui+5ﬁX5_5jl<lMy,lZ§<)dvv

= —//GijJui dv—//(élqlMik,l_sﬁ)Xﬁ dV+[V6ijnju,- dS—l—/Wejk,Mijn,j(g( das.

The method of virtual power is used to derive the generalised balance of momentum equations. Assuming no volume forces for
simplicity, one finds

dive =0, curlM+s=0. (92)

The corresponding boundary conditions are
t=c-n, m=M- € n, (93)

where t and m are the simple and double tractions at the boundary.
4.2. Constitutive equations

The free energy function is assumed to have the following arguments:

W(gt,ef .= HP—yP,I' = curlyP) (94)
£ X

where e? is the relative plastic strain measuring the difference between plastic deformation and the plastic microvariable.
The reduced entropy inequality reads

o\ e o\ .p N e
(g—pa§e> ¥ <§+pw> ce +(M Par, ~1:Z+(Q+§)-’!p20~ (95)
Furthermore, the following state laws are adopted:
_ o _ o
TG 2T Poer Ml o

so that the residual intrinsic dissipation rate is defined as

D=(c+s):H >0. 97

Assuming a quadratic potential in Eq. (96), the following linear relationships are obtained:

g=A:e, s=-He’, M=AT (98)
- x
where H, and A are the generalised moduli. The size effects exhibited by the solutions of boundary value problems
involving such a model are related to an intrinsic length scale, typically defined as

A
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The flow rule can be derived from a viscoplastic potential, (¢ +Ss), expressed in terms of the effective stress, (¢ +s), that
intervenes in the dissipation rate, see Eq. (97). Then,

o2

= @ (100)
For a crystal undergoing single slip, Eq. (65) is still valid. The dissipation takes the form

D=(t+s:(A®n)j =0 (101)
The generalised Schmid criterion then becomes

lt+s:den =1, (102)

where 1. is the critical resolved shear stress. Accordingly, a back stress component naturally arises in the yield function
f(r,8)=It+s: (I ® n)|—7, in the same way as in the Cosserat and “curl H’” models.

4.3. Internal constraint

The modulus H,, in Eq. (98) introduces a coupling between the macro and micro-variables. It could also be interpreted as
a penalty factor that constrains the relative plastic deformation e to remain sufficiently small. Equivalently, a high value of
the coupling modulus, H,, forces the plastic micro-deformation to be as close as possible to the macroscopic plastic
deformation, HP. In the limit, the use of a Lagrange multiplier instead of the penalty factor, H,, is necessary to enforce the
internal constraint that

P=H (103)

In that case, the power of the internal forces, Eq. (91), coincides with that defined in Eq. (53). As a result, the microcurl
model degenerates into the curl H? theory described in Section 3. In Eringen’s and Mindlin’s micromorphic theory, the
micro-deformation can be constrained to be as close as possible to the macrodeformation, represented by the usual
deformation gradient tensor. Then, the micromorphic model reduces to Mindlin’s second gradient theory. We adopt here a
similar constraint such that the microcurl model degenerates into Gurtin’s strain gradient plasticity model. The
curl of micro-deformation Ex coincides with the dislocation density tensor only when this constraint is enforced. This

suggests that, in the general unconstrained case, the micro-deformation y? should not depart too much from the

plastic deformation for the 1:7 measure to still have the physical meaning of a quantity close to the dislocation density

tensor. The departure of the micro-deformation from the plastic deformation introduces a new constitutive ingredient in
the model that remains however of a purely phenomenological nature. This constitutive law, embodied by the additional
parameter H,, is shown in what follows to lead to more general scaling laws than the original strain gradient plasticity
model.

The micromorphic model can also be seen as a regularisation of the curl H? theory which displays some discontinuity at
the interface between the elastic and the elasto-plastic zones. Another way of solving the indeterminacy problem is to
track the limit of the elastic domain and to enforce an a priori condition of vanishing double traction (Liebe et al., 2003) on
this surface. However, with such conditions, it has been shown that the laminate boundary value problem of interest does
not admit any non-trivial solution.

4.4. Application to a two-phase periodic microstructure under simple shear

Contrary to the curl H? theory, plastic micro-deformation can develop even in the absence of macroscopic plastic strain.
In particular, double stresses that may arise in a plastic phase can be transmitted to an elastic phase through the interface.

Let us consider again the two-phase microstructure under simple shear of Section 3 and apply the microcurl model to
that problem. We consider a slip system whose slip direction is along the axis 1, i.e., the shear direction in Fig. 2.
The unknowns of the problems are one component of the displacement vector and two components of the plastic
micro-deformation tensor, namely,

Uy =7xXy, Us(x1), u3=0, xH,(x1), x5(x1), (104)
0o 7 0 0 v O 0 79—y O

[I"!] = U1 00 ) [I;Ip] =10 0 O ) [I"!e] = [ U1 0 0 ) (105)
0 0 O 0 0O 0 0 O
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0 75,(x1) 0 0 0 —xis,
P1=| x5 (x1) 0 0|, [curly1=(0 O 0o |. (106)
0 0 0 00 0
The resulting stress tensors are
0 Y—y+uz; O 0 y—}{qz 0
[al=pn|7—7+u2 0 0, [sl=—H,|-x; 0o of, (107)
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 -Ax),, 0 -Azin O
M]=|0 0 0 |, [curlM]=|0 0 0]. (108)
00 0 0 0 0

The balance equation, s = —curl M, gives

151 =0, Hy(0=2ip) =—ALiz 11 (109)
Furthermore, the plasticity criterion stipulates that

124512 =012+A71, 11 =Tc. (110)
The force stress balance equation requires that g, be constant. It follows that

X211 =0, 111)
and the plastic micro-deformation profile in the soft phase is therefore parabolic:

15 = a’xi+c, (112)

where symmetry conditions have already been taken into account (y}5(—s/2) = x1%(s/2)), and @’ and c are constants to be
determined. The plastic slip can be computed from Eq. (109). In the elastic domain, the balance equation (109) is still valid
with vanishing plastic slip so that the profile of plastic micro-deformation is hyperbolic:

Hh
7 = a"cosh (w“ <x1 - #)) with @" = \/A—,f, (113)

for s/2 < |x;1] <(s+h)/2. Note that symmetry conditions have already been taken into account (;{’fg(s/Z) =X’l’g(s/2+h)).
The identification of the coefficients, a”, a’, c, is possible by means of the following interface and periodicity conditions:

e Continuity of ¥, at x; = s/2:

5\ 2 wh
s> — h =
a (2> +c=a"cosh 5 (114
The periodicity condition for ¥, at x;=—s/2 and x; = s/2+h leads to the same equation.
e Continuity of the double traction my; = —Mj3 at x; = s/2, according to Eq. (93):
Mh AhAPh hah,he; h s+h s s .,DS SAS
13=—A"5, =—a'A"w"sin X1— 5 =Mijs =AY = 20A%;. (115)
so that
h
ZASaS% = —Ahahwhsinthh. (116)

Likewise, the periodicity condition for M3 at x;=—s/2 and x; = (s/2+h) leads to the same equation as above.
e The plasticity condition in the soft phase provides the value of the constant stress component:

013 =Tc—2A°a°. (117)

e Consequence of the periodicity of the displacement component u,. We start from

012

O12=W)y—y+Uz1) = Uy, = W +y=7, (118)
so that
o _ 2A5a°
T #—y +ax3 +c— T (119)

X
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Fig. 4. Profiles of plastic micro-deformation y%, in the two-phase microstructure with the microcurl model: (a) obtained with a set of materlal parameters
to visualise the smooth transition at the elasto-plastic interface (x = 35000 MPa, H” H;, = 133829 MPa, A"=A°=2 x 10~>MPamm? and 7, =40 lVlPa)
(b) with a stronger mlsmatch between the moduli of the two phases A"=2 x 10~ 7MPamm? and A°=2 x 10~° MPa and (c) A"=2 x 10~ " MPa mm? and
A®=2 x 10~° MPamm?, which leads to sharper profiles at the interfaces. In all three cases, f;=0.7 and the A" values are chosen for [ =1 um.

in the plastic phase. In contrast, in the elastic phase, we have

%12 _5

uj ;= . (120)
We compute the average:
s/2+h
/ Uz 1 dX1 =0, (121)
—s/2
which vanishes for periodicity reasons and gives
012 2A5a® 2 s\
(T_V)(S+h)+<c_—1‘1§ >s+§a (5) =0. (122)
The solutions of Eqs. (114)-(122) are
-1
. T[22 o (5 4 o @) 285 L 25y
a _(s+h)(y M)( m (s+h) (2) +whAhcoth S i +3(2> , (123)
ah _ 1 sA® & (124)
~ sinhghohAr’
s\2  sA° wh
C=—<(§> +co h AR coth ) . (125)

The corresponding profiles of plastic micro-deformation are illustrated in Fig. 4 for three different sets of material
parameters. The first parameters are chosen to clearly visualise the parabolic profile in the soft phase and the hyperbolic
profiles in the elastic phase. When A® = A", the slope of the plastic micro-deformation is continuous at the interface, as can
be seen in Fig. 4(a). The two other sets of material parameters introduce a stronger mismatch between the moduli A"
and A°. Accordingly, the micro-variable y? decreases rapidly in the elastic phase, while it is still continuous at the interface.
The profile of Fig. 4(c) is almost flat. In all cases, the coupling modulus has been taken high enough so as the plastic
micro-deformation almost coincides with the plastic slip in the soft phase.
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5. Overall size effects predicted by the Cosserat, microcurl and “curl H’” models

Based on the non-homogeneous distribution of mechanical variables in a two-phase laminate undergoing simple shear
as determined for the Cosserat and the microcurl models, see Sections 2.2 and 4.4, we now study more specifically the
macroscopic response of the laminate and the macroscopic size effects predicted by the two models. Due to the similarity
of the models, their responses are analysed in parallel. Differences however exist and will be pointed out. This section is
organised as follows. First, the macroscopic stress strain curve is calculated for the laminate material. The overall
hardening moduli are also determined. The second subsection analyses the predicted size effects. For simplicity, we
assume here that the shear moduli of the two phases are equal: u, =y, = u.

5.1. Predicted macroscopic stress-strain response and kinematic hardening modulus

When deriving the overall properties of a periodic generalised medium, the development of specific homogenisation
tools are required. Such methods were developed for heterogeneous strain gradient and Cosserat media in Smyshlyaev and
Fleck (1996) and Forest et al. (2001), respectively. The effective material is regarded here as a classical Cauchy material
endowed with effective elasto-plastic properties. We derive the expression of the macroscopic Cauchy stress tensor
component, X,, defined as the mean value of the stress component 1, over the unit cell of size I=(s+h):

1 1/2
Z12=<012>=7/1/20'12d><1- (126)

Note that for the Cosserat model, the local stress tensor is non-symmetric, even though for the simple shear boundary
value problem considered here, we find that the average stress component {1, > = {031 > = 21,. Expressions for the local
stress g1, were derived in Sections 2.2 and 4.4, in terms of the coefficients (a°, d°, a", d"). The following form can be adopted
for the coefficient, a®, which is valid for both the Cosserat and the microcurl models,

s A

- | (127)
B+ Cleoth (w038 4 D

Table 1 gives the values of A, B, C, D introduced in Eq. (127) for both models. An equivalence can be found between
Cosserat and microcurl material parameters, which is valid for the boundary value problem of interest here

A=28, (128)

Jadars
H,=4-""7¢. 129)
ST (
However, identification of y, for a given value of H, is not always possible due to the non-linear relation, Eq. (129), that
allows only values of H, smaller than

lim 42 4 130

e u (130)
Next, results are presented for the microcurl model. The corresponding expressions for the Cosserat model can be obtained
using the previous equivalence relations. The macroscopic stress component, X;,, can be obtained knowing the applied
shear strain, 7, and mean plastic slip, <y ). Recalling Eq. (117),

1 1/2 -
Z12=s+_h/,/2 O12dx1 =T =280 = u(y— <y > /fs). (131)

Table 1
Coefficients needed to determine the integration constant a® from Eq. (127), as a function of the applied shear strain } for both the Cosserat and microcurl
models.

Model Cosserat microcurl
a(y) A %_7 %_7
e £ £
6 6
C fSZﬁS fSZAs
Blah Aheph
D utpe 4 2f; 2
35< - +7) s(idh 2
P et A\ T
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The mean plastic slip is determined from Eq. (109) as follows:

A 1 52 2A° 1 s 2A°a°
_ [ P _ p —_ S 2_ =7 [ S _
o= <)(12 ”;X1z,n> =1/ (a <x1 ”i) +c>dx1 =7 (a 5 +s<c 75 )) (132)

Accordingly, an alternative expression of @’ as a function of mean plastic strain is obtained:

A/
a = , (133)
B2 +C'lcoth (w“l“zﬁ) +D

where coefficients A', B, C', D’ are given in Table 2 for both the microcurl and Cosserat models. The predicted macroscopic
stress—strain curve, for a microstructural length scale of size I = s + h = 10~3>mm, and the material parameters from
Table 3, is shown in Fig. 5. To obtain the curves of Fig. 5, the laminate microstructure of Fig. 2 has been subjected to cyclic

Table 2
Coefficients needed to determine the integration constant a’ from Eq. (133), as a function of the mean plastic deformation, <y, for both the Cosserat and

microcurl models.

Model Cosserat microcurl
a(y)) A =< =<y

& £ £
6 6

@ 2B P&
Bron Aroh

jod s A+ [ 2fA°
fSﬁ e H?A

Table 3

Set of material parameters satisfying the equivalence conditions (128) and (129) between the microcurl and the Cosserat models.
Coefficient 1 (MPa) 7c (MPa) Cosserat p. (MPa) microcurl H, (MPa) Cosserat f§ (MPamm?) microcurl A (MPa mm?)
Phase (s) 35000 40 10° 133829 10—2 2x10°2
Phase (h) 35000 - 10° 133829 10> 2x107°

The intrinsic length scales, defined as \/A/H, or /f/u, induced by these parameters are of the order of 10 nm for the elastic phase (h) and 500 nm for the
plastic phase (s).

100 T K T T T T
microcurl / Cosserat ——
Classic
50 + E
<
[
s of -
A}
50 | i
_100 1 1 1 1

1
-0.01 -0.005 0 0.005 0.01
v

Fig. 5. Macroscopic stress—strain response of the laminate microstructure under cyclic shear loading conditions: comparison between the kinematic
hardening predicted by both the microcurl and Cosserat models in comparison and the behaviour from a conventional crystal plasticity theory for
[=10~3mm (the material parameters used are given in Table 3).
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shear loading, controlled by the mean shear deformation 7. The average stress component X1, has been then computed.
The predicted response clearly exhibits pure linear kinematic hardening, in contrast to that obtained with the perfectly
plastic classical crystal plasticity model that does not incorporate the higher order back stress component. Such kinematic
hardening components are usually introduced directly into the constitutive equations of classical crystal plasticity, as done
in Busso et al. (2000). The expression for the kinematic hardening modulus H can be obtained using Eqs. (131) and (133):

2A°

H= : (134)
B+ Clcoth (whI5E) + D

This expression clearly shows that the hardening modulus is size-dependent for both the Cosserat and microcurl models. At
the limit of vanishingly small microstructural size, I, for fixed intrinsic lengths of the generalised continua and fixed soft
phase volume fraction, f;, the following value of the hardening modulus is obtained:

. 1—f;
e A (135)
o T

In the specific case when H!} = Hj = H,, the limit becomes
1-s H, (136)
fS L

for the microcurl, and

limH =
10

limH = 15 ke (137)
10 fs n+pe
for Cosserat. Eqs. (136) and (137) reveal a major difference between the two models. In the microcurl model, the limiting
hardening modulus depends only on the parameter H,, whereas Cosserat depends on both the classical shear modulus, g,
and the Cosserat coupling modulus, p.. Moreover, taking into account the condition p < pu. chosen for the Cosserat
continuum, see Eq. (19), we find that, in that case, the limit hardening modulus saturates at

o 1-f,
limH = == 4p (138)

In contrast, the kinematic hardening modulus in the microcurl model linearly increases with the coupling modulus H,.
The existence of such a back stress contribution from the dislocation density tensor was anticipated by Steinmann (1996),

derived from statistical mechanical arguments by Groma et al. (2003) and simulated for a two-phase microstructure in Forest

(2008). However, the previous analytical expressions of the hardening modulus were derived in none of these publications.

5.2. Predicted size-dependent macroscopic flow stress

The previous results make it possible to study the dependence of the flow stress at (7> =0.002 as a function of the
microstructural length scale [=(s+h) for a given volume fraction of the soft phase, f;. The overall flow stress is obtained by
setting <(y>» =0.002 in Eq. (131). Fig. 6 presents the predicted evolution of the flow stress as a function of I in a log-log
diagram using the numerical values from Table 3 and for different values of the coupling modulus, H)’; = H;, = H,. All other

material parameters are kept fixed, in particular, the intrinsic lengths associated with the moduli A* and A" (resp. ﬁs,ﬁh),
which are assumed to be independent of I. The two lower curves in Fig. 6 are obtained for values of the coupling moduli
lying in the range of equivalence between the Cosserat and microcurl models (i.e. satisfying the equivalence condition
(129)). The dotted curve, obtained with p. = oo, shows the upper limit reached by the Cosserat model. The curves above are
obtained for higher values of the coupling modulus H,.

For finite values of the coupling modulus, the curves exhibit a typical tanh- shape with a saturation for large
(I> 1072 mm for the chosen parameters) and small ({ < 10~® mm) values of I. Between these two asymptotic regimes, there
is a transition domain for which significant size dependence is observed. This zone is situated between approximately
[=10~> and 103 mm. The asymptotic values, the width of the transition zone, and the scaling law exponent in the
transition regime are directly related to the material parameters used in both the Cosserat and microcurl models. The main
characteristics of the tanh-curves are analysed in the two following subsections.

5.2.1. Asymptotic regimes and maximal size effect predicted by the models

When the size of the elasto-plastic phase becomes large compared to the intrinsic model material length scale, I, strain
gradients are small and the kinematic hardening contribution to the overall stress tends to vanish. In such case, the models
reduce to classical crystal plasticity theory. The 0.2% macroscopic flow stress then evolves towards the critical resolved
shear stress:

’lirglozmo.z =T. (139)



1980 N.M. Cordero et al. / J. Mech. Phys. Solids 58 (2010) 1963-1994

A N Y
: curl H p(HXﬁ B
K microcurl (HX=107Mpa) ————

le+05 . microcurl (szlo6 MPa) e a1

. Cosserat (ug— o0) / microcurl (equiv) =====** |

"‘ Cosserat (Hc=5-104 MPa) / microcurl (equiv)

1e+04 £

£12|0.2 (MPa)

1e+03 |

1e+02 |

le-06 le-05 le-04 1e-03 le-02 le-01 1e+00
| (mm)

Fig. 6. Evolution of the macroscopic flow stress X0, at 0.2% plastic strain as a function of the microstructure length scale I, plotted for different coupling
moduli H, and p, of the Cosserat and microcurl models respectively.

In contrast, for small microstructure sizes, I, compared to the intrinsic material length scale, [, the strain gradient effects
dominate. The maximum size effect generated by the microcurl model is obtained for sizes lower than a critical value. For
smaller and smaller microstructures, the stress at a given mean plastic strain {7y ) saturates at

1-f, HBIHS <)

limX = . 140

lim 12({Y>) =Tc+ fo Hi(1—fy) + Hfs (140)
If the two coupling moduli are assumed equal, H, = Hj, = H;, this limit becomes

. 1-

1’1n3212(<7/>)=fc+ TﬂHXW) (141)

- N

As a result, for a fixed <y ) value, there exists a maximum extra-stress AX induced by strain gradient effects according to
the microcurl model:

1-fs
fs

The maximum macroscopic extra-stress reachable by the model depends on the volume fraction, f;, the mean plastic
slip, <y, and the coupling modulus, H,. Note that, for f; and <{y) fixed, we can compute the following limit:

A =limZ12((p))—Te = —=H,<7). (142)

Hy—oo\ I->

A similar expression for the maximum extra-stress predicted by the Cosserat model is

1-fs 4ppu
Ay = BT 144
JANTET <> (144)
which, when p, goes to infinity, tends to
AZ”::l;ﬂ4u<y>. (145)
N

This expression clearly shows that the maximal size effect predicted by the Cosserat model is bounded, in contrast to that
predicted by the microcurl model. Consequently, as noted in the previous subsection about the hardening modulus, the
Cosserat and microcurl models behave differently for small values of I. The Cosserat maximum size effect is intrinsically
limited by the elastic properties for a given fraction of the phase (s), whereas the maximum size effect predicted by the
microcurl model is entirely controlled by the H, coefficient.

These different responses are illustrated by Fig. 7, where the extra-stress at 0.2% plastic strain is plotted as a function of
the coupling modulus for the two models. As it was shown in Section 5.1 and in Fig. 6, the two models considered here are
equivalent for sufficiently small values of the coupling modulus, according to the expression (129).
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Fig. 7. Evolution of the 0.2% macroscopic flow stress, AX1502, as a function of the coupling modulus for the Cosserat and microcurl models. The abscissa
corresponds to H, for the microcurl model and to 4., for the Cosserat model (first order Taylor approximation of Eq. (129) for y. near zero). The material
parameters considered for each phase are given in Table 3.

5.2.2. Predicted transition zone and scaling law

The transition domain between the size-independent and dependent flow stress can be characterised by two main
parameters, see Fig. 1. A critical value of I, denoted I, is defined as the inflection point of the logl—logXy, curve. The
inflection point I. can be computed, for instance, for all the curves of Fig. 6. Moreover, the scaling law, of the form [", is
defined by the first derivative of the curve, logl—logXy, at [=I.. The values I. and n are determined numerically. For the
material parameters given in Table 3, we found I. ~2.24 x 10~ mm and the slope at this point is n ~ —0.46.

Next, we present the model predictions of the evolution of I, as a function of the material parameters. For a fixed
modulus, A* =10~ ! MPamm?, the microstructure size dependence of the flow stress is plotted in Fig. 8(a) for different
values of A", The other parameters are taken equal to their values in Table 3. These curves show that the transition zone is
translated towards smaller microstructural length scales when A" is decreased. Similar results hold for the [3h’5 values in the
Cosserat model. For a fixed modulus A" =10~ ! MPa mm?, the microstructural length scale dependence of the flow stress is
plotted in Fig. 8(b) for different values of A®. The translation of the transition zone is still observed.

From these curves, the characteristic length scale, I, and the scaling law exponent, n, can be determined and plotted as
functions of A" and A°, see Fig. 9. The characteristic length I. increases with A", and eventually saturates. For the chosen
parameters, the scaling power law remains close to n=— 0.5. The values of [. and n also depend on that of the coupling modulus.
Fig. 10(a) gives the dependence of the inflection point of the curves of Fig. 6 with respect to the values of the coupling moduli x,
and H,, for fixed values of the remaining parameters, especially A™ which describe the gradient effect. The predictions of the
microcurl model shown in Fig. 10 are obtained analytically. A bump is observed on the I. curve for the microcurl model. It seems
to be the result of two competing effects of material parameters. On the one hand, increasing H, leads to a translation of the
inflection point to the left in Fig. 6. When H, — oo, there is no longer an inflection point, this is the reason why the red curve
converges toward zero for large values of the coupling modulus. On the other hand, increasing H, leads to an increase in the
slope of the quasi-linear part of the logXy, = f(logl) curve, which in turn tends to slightly move the inflection point to the right
in Fig. 6. We find that there exists a domain of H, values for which the second effect becomes dominant. This non-linear effect
remains limited. Probably, there exists a combination of parameters H, and A that would lead to a monotonic decrease of [.
Fig. 10(b) shows that the coupling modulus has a major effect on the scaling law for both models. In contrast, it has a limited
effect on the size-dependent region location since it is generally taken around an equivalent value of 10° MPa. It turns out that,
for the chosen material parameters, the Cosserat model provides power law exponent values that saturate close to n=—0.5 in
the highly constrained case. In contrast, the asymptotic power law for the microcurl model is close to n= —2.Indeed, when the
coupling modulus H, tends to infinity, we can derive an asymptotic expression for a*. In Eq. (133), the ¢’ and D’ coefficients tend
to zero and the coth function tends toward 1. In that specific case, the flow stress becomes

. 12A5¢7>
HllEIOOZ]Z = Tc+ f?T

(146)
This expression indicates an n=—2 scaling law. Fig. 11 presents the effect of the volume fraction f; on the scaling law for
the constrained Cosserat and microcurl models, i.e., for high values of the coupling moduli, 1. and H,, respectively. According to
the microcurl model, f; has no effect on the asymptotic power law exponent of n=—2. For the Cosserat model, the effect of
volume fraction is strong and dominates when the coupling modulus . is high. The range of reachable scaling laws lies
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between 0 and — 1. The —1 scaling law is obtained when the fraction of the soft phase tends to 0, i.e., when the microstructure

is mainly constituted by hard obstacles. In this case, the Cosserat model delivers the same scaling law as the Orowan effect for
precipitate hardening:

ZQ—’L’COC% (147)

An approximation of the flow stress can be derived when f; tends to 0. In the transition zone we have checked that the coth
term in Eq. (133) is close to 1. Consequently,

A/
ClrD” (148)

IimXy=1.4+p°
im 12 c+p
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This expression can be simplified considering that y. goes to oo:

My = tet 502 (149)
fs—0 £ Ll _‘_fis
N

where [, is the characteristic length of the phase (h) defined by Eq. (18). Eq. (149) confirms the scaling law exponent of n=—1
predicted by the Cosserat model when f; tends to O.
The physical implications of these findings will be discussed in Section 6.

6. Discussion

The objective of this section is to discuss the previous results and to compare the pros and cons of the three models,
namely the Cosserat, “curl H”” and microcurl. In particular, we insist on the major importance of the interface conditions in
the evaluation of the different approaches. As an illustration, it is shown that the explicit relations obtained for the main
characteristics of the size-dependent model responses in the case of simple shear of a laminate, could be used for the
identification of material parameters for a real two-phase material. Finally, the obtained results are proved to hold also in
the case of a laminate microstructure endowed with two symmetric slip systems and undergoing simple shear.
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6.1. Towards an identification of material parameters

The main features of the scaling behaviour of Cosserat, micromorphic and strain gradient plasticity models have been
quantitatively described in the special case of a two-phase laminate microstructure. Explicit formula or numerical
estimates of the extra-hardening associated with plastic strain gradients, asymptotic behaviour and scaling laws have been
provided for this specific case. A parametric study has shown that a large range of size effects can be explored depending
on the higher order theories’ material parameters. The previous analyses therefore set guidelines for the identification of
such material parameters to describe specific size effects. Simple analytical situations like the one proposed in this work
can help to estimate the order of magnitude of such parameters, see also Hunter and Koslowski (2008). The targeted
phenomena are precipitate hardening and grain size effects. Generalisations of the approach will be necessary to tackle
more realistic microstructures. This will also require intensive numerical simulations.

Depending on the amplitude and the range of observed size effects, the Cosserat and microcurl theories are suitable
models to predict the size-dependent response of elasto-(visco)plastic crystalline solids. The Cosserat formulation has the
particular advantage of requiring three additional degrees of freedom in contrast to the nine required by the micromorphic
approach. However, it has been shown in Section 5.2.1 that the Cosserat crystal plasticity model may not be sufficient to
account for large amplitude extra-hardening over a broad range of length scales, see Eq. (145).
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Experimental results on size effects are generally available for a limited range of length scales. The transition domain
between the two asymptotic regimes of the flow stress curve as a function of microstructure length scale, see Fig. 10, can
therefore be calibrated in order to coincide with the measured experimental range. The existence of a saturated asymptotic
regime below the experimentally investigated length scales, i.e., below [, can be seen as the limit of the continuum
approach. That is why predictive extrapolations to smaller scales of the generalised continuum models should not be
expected.

The power law exponent n of the Cosserat and microcurl models is not intrinsic to the form of the chosen constitutive
equations but rather strongly depends on the values of the material parameters. It can be calibrated from experimental
results in the range —2 < n < 0. These models can therefore be used to describe mixed Hall-Petch and Orowan effects. In
contrast, the “curl H”” model, regarded as the limiting case of the microcurl model for large values of H,, systematically
leads to a power law exponent n=—2, which does not correspond to any known physical situation in crystal plasticity, to
the best of our knowledge.

For the transmission of higher order tractions at the interface between elastic and elasto-plastic phases, it has been
necessary to introduce higher order moduli like A° and A" in both phases. The absence of such transmission rules leads to a
discontinuity of generalized tractions in the strict strain gradient plasticity theory. These higher order moduli can be seen
as representing intrinsically non-local effects that work at different length scales. Non-local elasticity effects are expected
at very low length scales, typically 10 nm, which motivates low values of the parameter A". In contrast, the volume element
of a generalised crystal plasticity model must contain a sufficient number of dislocations for a continuum theory to apply.
Non-local micro-plasticity effects occur at scales ranging typically from 0.3 to 10 um in FCC metals. So we expect that
Al < As. These remarks set guidelines for the identification procedure and motivates the selected values of the material
parameters in the examples provided in the previous sections (see Table 3).

As a formal exercise and with a view to setting guidelines for the identification of a more realistic model in the future,
we propose in this section to calibrate the parameters A™S,H,, etc., of the microcurl (and Cosserat) models from
experimental results for a material which shares some common features with the ideal laminate microstructures. Such
experimental results in the form of precipitate size effects in single crystal nickel base superalloys can be found in Duhl
(1987). Here, the microstructure consists of a quasi-periodic distribution of cuboidal }’ precipitates coherently embedded
in the y matrix. In a certain range of temperature and strain rate, the precipitates can be regarded as elastic whereas the
matrix displays a complex elasto-viscoplastic behaviour. The narrow channels of ¢ phase are reminiscent of the ideal
laminate microstructure of Fig. 2.

The precipitate size effect in such quasi-periodic microstructures has been modelled by means of periodic
homogenisation techniques based on cubic unit cells, and using generalised continuum models by Busso et al. (2000),
Forest et al. (2000) and more recently by Tinga et al. (2008). In the two first references, the size effect is entirely accounted
for by the strain gradient approach, whereas the strain gradient plasticity model used by Tinga et al. (2008), also includes
the Orowan law explicitly introduced in the constitutive model. In the context of the simple laminate model considered
here, we will try to identify the higher order material parameters so as to describe the experimental precipitate hardening
effect without including explicitly Orowan’s law in the model. As it will be shown, the Orowan effect will arise naturally as
a result of the generalised crystal plasticity formulation. This formal identification aims at discriminating the ability of
the Cosserat and microcurl models to account for significant additional hardening due to strain gradient effects.
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The identification remains somehow idealised since we consider only single slip, which is not the dominant deformation
mode in real superalloys. The slip geometry is also different from the reality, even though the soft phase of the laminate
model mimics a y- channel. Finally, the size effect observed in tension along the [001] crystallographic orientation is
converted in terms of the resolved shear stress and slip amount, t/7, on one of the eight systems that are activated for this
tensile test, see Fig. 13. Fig. 13 shows that the microcurl model is able to simulate an Orowan-like scaling law, that is when
n~—1. Moreover, the identified characteristic length, [.=200 nm, is approximately the matrix channels width in Ni-base
superalloys. The calibrated parameters are given in the caption of Fig. 13. For an unambiguous identification, we have
adopted Hj = Hf/f =H,. This leaves three parameters that have been identified in order to account for the three
characteristics of the size effect, namely AX, I. and n, see Fig. 12. The experimental results are available only over a narrow
window of precipitate sizes, from 0.2 to 2 um, so that the calibration of the three parameters leads to correct description of
the experimental curve. The predicted ratio, AS /A" ~ 10, confirms the difference in characteristic lengths for the elastic and
plastic phases. The relatively high value found for A" shows the important role of the double traction transfer at the
interface. The identified value of the parameter H, is such that an equivalence with the Cosserat model is possible. As a
result, both the Cosserat and microcurl models are suitable to describe the superalloy behaviour. More detailed
comparisons with experiment would be necessary to further study both approaches.

6.2. Extension to double slip

The Cosserat and microcurl models have common features with the statistical model of dislocations developed for single
slip by Groma et al. (2003) as well as with results obtained from discrete dislocation dynamics simulations in Yefimov et al.
(2004). The strain gradient plasticity model used in the two latter references has been extended for multiple slip situations
using purely phenomenological arguments in Yefimov and Van der Giessen (2005) and Bardella (2007). In the same way,
the Cosserat and microcurl models possess a straightforward phenomenological generalisation for multiple slip, without
introducing neither additional ingredients nor parameters, but without confirmation that it is indeed consistent with the
actual multislip behaviour of crystals. This formulation is illustrated for symmetric double slip in the laminate
microstructure under shear loading conditions. Two slip systems, symmetric with respect to direction 1 and inclined at an
angle + 0 with respect to direction 1 are taken into account in the soft phase (s), as shown in Fig. 14. The main unknowns
remain the same as in Section 4.4, see Eq. (104). Following the same procedure as in the case of single slip, one obtains

0 70 0 HP, O 0  7-H, O
[I;I] = | U1 0 0], [I;Ip] = Hg] 0 0], [I;Ie] = | U1 —H1271 0 0]. (150)
0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 0

As the two slip systems are symmetric, the associated plastic slips are equal y! = y? = . Then the non-zero components of
the plastic deformation are

HP, =2ycos?0, HY, =—2ysin’0. (151)
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The plastic micro-deformation tensor takes the same form as that in Section 4.4. However, in contrast to the case of single
slip, we expect the component x5, of the plastic micro-deformation not to vanish. The matrix expressions (106) are still
valid in the double slip context. In particular, there is still one single non-zero component in the curl of plastic micro-
deformation. The resulting stress tensors are

0 7—H1172 _Hgl +Up 0
[6]= 1t | T—HP,—HB, +11z,, 0 0], (152)
0 0 0

0 Hlljz_XIfz 0

[s]=—-H, Hgl —;{gl 0 0|, (153)
0 0 0
00 _AX€2,1 0 —Alqz,n 0
M=|0 0 0 |, [curlM]=|0 0 0. (154)
00 0 0 0 0

Consequently, the double stress has only one non-vanishing component related to y%, as in the case of single slip.
Therefore the balance equation, s = —curl M, becomes

—Hy(HY,~13) =Ax5 000 (155)
H3—15, =0.
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It is also found that the component y5, does not contribute to the dislocation density tensor. It is bound to coincide with
the plastic deformation H5;, according to the second balance equation. This will be due to the fact that no contribution of
the component 5, will appear in the back stress, as it is shown by the plasticity criterion |6 : P*+5 : P*| =1.:

|612(c0S% O—sin? 0) +s1,c0s2 0] = |712(cos? H—sin® 0)+Axh, 14 cos? 0] = 1c. (156)

In the same way as for the single slip case, the profile of !, is parabolic in the plastic phase. It is computed as in Eq. (112),
which involves integration constants that can be identified as in Section 4.4 based on interface conditions. The resulting
plastic slip is

1 o5 _ A ps
= 50520 /512_1_1—?/%12,11 . (157)

Since we have x5} = -2y sin® 0, the profile of x5, is parabolic in the plastic phase as well. In the elastic phase, the balance
equations (155) are still valid with vanishing plastic slip. Then, one obtains

h
ph A p
X12 =g/ ,
12 H’; 12,11 (158)

h
151 =0.

Therefore, the component x4, has a hyperbolic profile in the hard phase and can be computed as in Eq. (113); and its profile
over the whole structure is similar to the single slip case. In addition, the component %5, vanishes in the elastic domain and
it cannot be continuous at the interface as soon as y 0. Accordingly, the microcurl model only ensures the continuity of the
component y¥,, which contributes to the dislocation density tensor. Here the complete analytical solution with x5,
discontinuous at the interface between the two phases has been obtained. The expressions of the integration constants as
functions of y are

Tc "
@ — o5 O—sin’ 0/ (159)
Pf3 | If2Ascoth(w"h/2 2f.A 2fAS '
(1—tan? 0) (% +$ +Lf; +,1<1_£T0)2)
ah— a’A’s (160)
=
Ahwhsinh (‘*’T”>
2 A’scoth (#)
c=-da a2tz | (161)

Fig. 15 illustrates the continuity of y%, and the discontinuity of y5, at the interface. The problem of interface conditions in
strain gradient plasticity has already been pointed out, for example in Aifantis and Willis (2005) and Gurtin and
Needleman (2005). In these publications, jump conditions at interfaces are discussed. Here, no jump condition is
imposed on x5, at the interface, instead, continuity requirements for ¥, and the double traction tensor are enforced. In
order to illustrate the size effects obtained with double symmetric slip, the integration constant a® has been obtained as a
function of (H¥,». It materialises that we find the same expression than in single slip, a’ being still given by Eq. (133).
The Cosserat model also gives the same expression for a* as a function of (H%,». The macroscopic stress X, can be
expressed by

Tc 2A%a’
212= cos20—sin20 1—tan?@’ (162)
Fig. 16 presents the predicted size effects in double symmetric slip for angles 6 ranging from 0° to 90°. For the particular
case of 6 =45, no plastic slip is activated since the Schmid factors vanish. Note also that for the specific case of § =90°, no
hardening effect is found. Indeed, in that situation, one single effective slip system is obtained. Under shear, one slip band
forms parallel to the interface for a vanishing dislocation density tensor, that is curl H? = 0. It can therefore be concluded
that the generalised crystal plasticity models based on the dislocation density tensor do not regularise this strain
localisation problem.
In order to sum up the influence of 0 on size effects, the maximal size effect predicted by the models is calculated. For
large microstructural length scales compared to the characteristic length, the macroscopic stress becomes

Tc

limXy;= ———, 163

=2 2 cos? —sin? 0 (163)
as in classical crystal plasticity. On the other hand, for small microstructural length scales,

. Te 1—fs 1

limXq; = H, . 164

=0" "7 cos20—sin?0  f» 1—tan?0 A (154
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Consequently, the maximal extra-stress reads

1-f, 1
AY =
fs 1-ta

The maximal size effect as a function of 6 predicted by the models is presented in Fig. 17.

1—tan20 Hy<y>. (165)

7. Conclusions
The main results obtained in this work can be summarised as follows:

1. A micromorphic crystal plasticity model, called microcurl, has been proposed to regularise the response of a strain
gradient plasticity model in the presence of an elastic phase. The “curl H’” model is retrieved when the coupling
modulus H, that arises in the microcurl model, becomes a Lagrange multiplier. The corresponding internal constraint
states that the plastic micro-deformation P coincides with conventional plastic deformation HP.

2. A complete solution of stress, strain and plastic slip distributions could be worked out for a two- phase laminate
microstructure where the behaviour of the elastic and elasto-plastic phases are described by the Cosserat or microcurl
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model. In contrast, a discontinuity remains with the “curl H’” model due to the question of transmission of higher order
tractions from the plastic to the elastic phase. It was also found that the Cosserat and microcurl solutions coincide for a
certain range of values of material parameters.

3. The size effect in terms of extra-hardening amplitude, predicted by the Cosserat model is bounded. In contrast, this
amplitude is linearly related to the coupling modulus H, in the microcurl model. Accordingly, the microcurl model can
accommodate any observed amplitude of extra-hardening.

4. A size-dependent transition domain between two asymptotic regimes has been detected for both models, for small and
large microstructural length scales respectively. The location of this transition domain, defined by I, has been
determined and can be calibrated to comply with experimental results observed either at the nano or micron scales.
This characteristic length is mainly controlled by the parameter A* and A",

5. The power law exponents for the scaling laws were determined, ranging from n=0 to —2. It comprises therefore the
ideal Orowan and Hall-Petch exponents. The higher order parameters A and H, can be calibrated to match experimental
results in a given domain of length scales. More specifically, the microcurl model can produce scaling laws between 0
and — 2. The Cosserat model produces scaling laws from 0 to —1 depending on the volume fraction of the soft phase. In
contrast, the “curl H’” model invariably leads to an asymptotic regime with n=—2.

6. The formulation of the three models considered in this work is such that a back stress component arises in the soft
phase and macroscopically results in linear kinematic hardening. The corresponding kinematic hardening modulus was
explicitly derived as a function of higher order material parameters, volume fraction of soft phase, and microstructural
length scale. It is bounded in the case of the Cosserat model, whereas it is linearly related to H, according to the
microcurl model.

7. The models are applicable to multislip conditions. The analysis in the case of symmetric double slip has revealed a
similar size-dependent behaviour as in single slip, and the existence of a possible discontinuity of some plastic micro-
deformation components.

In the three model formulations presented in this work, the double stress tensor belongs to the arguments of the free
energy function only, and not of the dissipation potential. This simple framework is sufficient to illustrate the existence of a
back stress and to work out explicit analytic results for the laminate problem. However, dissipative mechanisms related to
generalised stresses can be introduced in a systematic manner following the work of Forest and Sievert (2003), Forest
(2009) and Gurtin and Anand (2009). The theory can also be formulated assuming finite deformation kinematics following
the framework proposed in Forest and Sievert (2003) for micromorphic continua. This formulation is based on the usual
multiplicative decomposition of the deformation gradient into elastic and plastic parts. Such decompositions exist also for

the micro-deformation and its gradient. However, in the present single crystal model, there will be no need for
decomposing y? and I’ as long as no additional dissipative mechanisms are introduced. The internal constraint
~ S

corresponding to Eq. (1LO3) would then be y?=F’—1 where F’ is the plastic deformation in the multiplicative

decomposition.
The proposed models should now be applied to more realistic cases, for example to predict size effects in Ni-base
superalloys or in polycrystals based on large scale finite element simulations, as done in Forest et al. (2000). The fact that
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the Cosserat extra-hardening stress was found to be bounded, irrespective of the value of higher order moduli, may explain
that the grain size effects for aggregates of Cosserat crystals are systematically underestimated in Forest et al. (2000) and
Zeghadi et al. (2005). It is expected that predicted size-effects will be more pronounced for the microcurl model that with
the Cosserat model.

The linear kinematic hardening predicted by the models in the laminate microstructure is quite ideal and unrealistic.
A dependence of the linear kinematic hardening on total dislocation density was shown in Groma et al. (2003) and Forest
(2008). More generally, the constitutive framework should be extended to include non-linear kinematic hardening.

From the numerical point of view, the Cosserat model has the advantage that it requires only three additional degrees of
freedom compared to the nine generally required in the “curl H”” and microcurl models. Models involving the slips y*
themselves or the dislocation densities as additional degrees of freedom, like that of Bayley et al. (2006), are even more
expensive since the number of degrees of freedom increases proportionally to the number of slip systems. The possible
discontinuity of some components of the plastic micro-deformation makes the finite element implementation of the
microcurl model quite complex.

Under single slip conditions, the models discussed here have a sound physical basis as shown by comparison with
theoretical results using statistical dislocation concepts and also simple line tension dislocation models (e.g., see Forest,
2008). In contrast, the application of the models to multislip conditions is possible in a purely phenomenological way, by
identifying the material parameters from experimental data, or from comparison with dislocation dynamics simulations.
This remains to be done with a view to highlight the limitations of the approach.

Interface conditions with simple continuity requirements have played a major role in the present work. However,
enriched interface conditions and constitutive equations at grain boundaries, as proposed in Aifantis and Willis (2005) and
Gurtin and Anand (2008), could be more realistic. Some aspects of such interface laws should even be identified from
atomistic simulations (see, for instance, McDowell, 2008).
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Appendix A. Notations

First-rank, second-rank and fourth-rank tensors are respectively denoted by A, A and A. The superscripts A® and A* will
denote respectively the symmetric and skew-symmetric parts of the tensor. Both intrinsic and index notations are given at
some places for clarity.

The intrinsic definition of the curl operator applied to a tensor T of any rank in any coordinate system q' is

curl T= ﬂng, (166)
oq'
where x denotes the vector product. In a Cartesian frame and for a tensor of rank two, this gives
0A
curlA= 5 x e/ =Aji,1€; ® (&) x €)= €A 1€; ® €, (167)
1

where ¢, is the permutation tensor. Hence

(curl é)lj = 6jklAik,l' (168)

Note that the definition of the curl operator chosen in Cermelli and Gurtin (2001) is the opposite and transpose of (168).
Finally, brackets ¢ > are used to compute average values over a unit cell V:

1/
<—>=V/V—dv. (169)

Appendix B. Strain gradient plasticity solution for a two-phase plastic laminate

A complete solution of the laminate boundary value problem can be derived for the two-phase periodic microstructure
under simple shear for the “curl H”” model of Section 3 when both phases exhibit a plastic behaviour. The hard phase now
admits a critical resolved shear stress /. In both phases, under plastic loading conditions, the plastic slip has a parabolic
profile:

(X)) = a"x3 +b"x +c, P5(x) = a*X2 +b°x; +CF (170)
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taken over the interval [ —s/2,5/2+h], with six coefficients to be determined from the following conditions:

e Continuity of plastic slip at x; = s/2 and periodicity of plastic slip at x;=—s/2 and x; = s/2+h:

5\ 2 S 5\ 2 S
s s > s _ 4h(2 h = h
a (2) +b 5 tC=a <2) +b 5 +c 171
5\ 2 S S 2 S
S(2\ _ps2 s _4h(2 h(2 h
a (2) bS+c=a (2 +h) +b (2+h>+c . (172)
e Continuity of double stress component My3 = —Ay ; at x; = s/2 and periodicity of double stress vector at x;=—s/2
and s/2+h:
s sf s\ _ ah hf h
A (2a 5+b ) —A (2a S +b ) 173)
s(_ 9755 L s\ _ah(oah (S h
A ( 2a 2+b)_A (2a (2+h)+b ) (174)
e Plasticity criterion
012 +2A:0° =15, (175)
012 +2Ahah :‘L’?. (176)
e Symmetry condition at x; = O:
7.1(0)=0. 77
e Periodicity condition for the perturbation u, translated into the following terms. The elastic law provides
Up1 =012/H=7+7. (178)

The mean value over one unit cell of the left-hand side necessarily vanishes since u, is periodic:

s/ -s/2+h

2
(T3 =245 [ u—7 +a*x3 4-¢%) dx; + / (T u—2Aa" ju—75 +a"x? + M dx,
2 s/2

S+h)<uz1 > =6+h<on/n—y+7> = /

—S/

= (T3 u—2A%a° | u—7)(s + )+ + hc + ? (%)3 + zrsih ((% +h>3— (%>3> + bz—h ((% +h>2— (%)2+h(s+h)>.

From Eq. (177) we obtain

b*=0. (179)
The combination (175)-(176) provides the relation

2(A%a*—Ahahy = 15—, (180)
From the combination of Egs. (173) and (180), one finds

h_TE—T?E
b= s (181)

The combination (171)-(172) yields

- bt s
s+h Ah 2(s+h)’

(182)

Finally,

s h
s_ Te—T¢ 2s+h

A 2(s+h) (183)

Egs. (171) (or (172)) and (179) provide a system of two equations from which we obtain c" and c°.

Appendix C. Double traction at the interface

The purpose of this appendix is to propose a way to derive, from the microcurl model, the jump of generalized tractions
presented in Section 3. It was shown that with the “curl H”” model, the required continuity of the double traction tensor, m,
see Eq. (58), leads to a physically not relevant solution of the boundary value problem. So, the correct value of the double
traction to be imposed at the interface was left undetermined. This value can be obtained as the limiting case of
the microcurl model for which we have solved the full boundary value problem. As we want the microcurl model to tend
to the “curl H”” model, we have to consider an infinite coupling modulus, H, —occ. In that case, 3 is equal to the plastic
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slip y and then we have

Jim 74 (+5/2)=0, (184)
[y — 00

which means that the plastic micro-deformation tends to zero at the interfaces with the elastic phase.
We evaluate the double traction tensor at the interfaces:

AAfL A (V—L—“)fsl

; _ 1 $ /DS —
Hlylinoomlz( +s5/2)= Hl./lTooA Xi21(£5/2)= BE+2E = PpLon (185)
/ / 0 . 4
This expression can be transformed into the following expression:
. _ AAf 6AC))
lelinoom'lz(is/z)_ Bl fszl . (186)

Egs. (185) and (186) give us the value of the double traction tensor at the interfaces in the limit case of the microcurl model.
We can now return to the original “curl H”” model and impose the appropriate value of the double traction (and double
stress) component m, (and M;3) at the interface. The corresponding boundary value problem is then well-posed and can
be solved for the plastic deformation profile.
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