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A MIXED FINITE ELEMENT SOLUTION FOR INTERFACE PROBLEMS

Zheng Hong',  Lee C F?,
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(Unstitute of Rock and Soil Mechanics, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wuhan 430071  China)

(*Department of Civil Engineering, The University of Hong Kong, ~Hong Kong, China)

Abstract A mixed formulation of interface problems is educed to lead to a well-conditioned and small scale

system is. The treatment methods are also provided for some technically difficult problems under complicated

contact conditions, such as great contact area, non-smooth contact, rigid displacement, etc.

Key words contact nonlinear problem, finite element, interface



