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ABSTRACT

The R-adaptivity method to the shell surface which is presented by the NURBS is
proposed. The r-adaptiivty method , given by Liao and Anderson[2], aggregate the grid in the
region where is relatively high weight function without any grid-tanggling. In numerical
examples, the strain energy error estimate of shell in the whole domain can be reduced
effectively by using applied r~ adaptivity method mesh.
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2. R-adaptivity Method
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