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T hedynam ics of rapid brittle cracks iscom m only studied in the fram ew ork of linear elastic fracture
m echanics where nonlinearities are neglected. H owever, recent experim ental and theoretical work
dem onstrated explicitly the im portance of elastic nonlinearities in fracture dynam ics. W e study
two sin ple onedim ensional m odels of fracture in order to gain insights about the role of elastic
nonlinearities and the im plications of their exclusion in the comm on linear elastic approxin ation.
In one m odel we consider the decohesion of a nonlinear elastic m em brane from a substrate. In a
second m odelwe follow the philosophy of linear elastic fracture m echanics and study a linearized
version of the nonlinear m odel. By analyzing the steady state solutions, the velocity—load relations
and the response to perturbations of the two m odels we show that the linear approxim ation fails at
nite crack tip velocities. W e highlight certain features of the breakdown of the linear theory and
discuss possible in plications of our results to higher din ensional system s.

I. NTRODUCTION

The dynam ics of rapid brittle cracks exhibits a rich
phenom enology that is not yet well understood. For ex—
am ple, crack tip instabilities (such as a sidebranching
Instability [I] and an oscilatory one []), that were
shown to govem fracture dynam ics at high propagation
velocities, are poorly understood from a fundam ental
point of view. The majpr stumbling block In devel-
oping a welkestablished theory of these phenom ena is
our lack of understanding of the physics of the \frac-
ture process zone" within which nonlinear deform ation,
dissipation and m aterial separation processes take place.
T he classic approach of linear elastic fracture m echanics
(LEFM ) assum es In niesim al deform ation outside this
typically sm all process zone and predicts asym ptotically
\diverging-like" strain and stress elds [3]. Under these
assum ptions the energy ux into the process zone is cal-
culated and an equation forthe rate of crack grow th is ob-—
tained by equating it to an unknow n dissipation fiinction

. This quantity lum ps together all the poorly under—
stood nonlinear and dissipative properties of the process
zone dynam ics [3].

Very recent experin entaland theoreticalw ork dem on—
strated explicitly the existence of a nonlinear elastic zone
In the near vicinity of a rapidly m oving crack tip, where
the deform ation elds were shown to be quite di erent
from those predicted by LEFM [4,15]. O ne in plication
of these ndings is that although LEFM may provide
reasonable estin ates of the energy ow ng to the pro—
cess zone, it fails to represent properly the ways in which
breaking stresses are being tranam itted to the crack tip.
T herefore, as long asthe path ofthe crack isknown and is
stable against perturbations, the energy based approach
of LEFM seem s usefii]; however, as such conditions are
rarely m et and the question of path stability is usually
ofprin e in portance, the near tip deform ation and stress

elds them selves m ay play a central role in describing
fast fracture and the associated instabilities. M oreover,
these tip Instabilities seem to Involve a non-geom etrical

lengthscale (for exam ple, them inin al sidebranch length
[6,17] or the w avelength ofoscillations [Z,/8]) that ism iss—
Ing In LEFM . Thus, the ndings of [4,15], that suggest
the existence of a dynam ical lengthscale associated w ith
the nonlinear elastic zone, shed new light on the search
for a m issing lengthscale.

M otivated by these recent results, we ain at gain-
Ing additional insights about the possibl roles played
by elastic nonlinearities in fracture dynam ics and about
the possible in plications of neglecting these e ects in the
comm on linear elastic approach. For that amm we study
In this paper sin ple one-din ensionalm odels of fracture
In which an elastic m em brane is being detached from
a substrate by the propagation of a decohesion front.
Them odels arebeing de ned by the follow ing di erential
equation for the scalar deform ation u (x;t) of the m em -
brane

Geu= Qs “( ) @) ; @)

where isthe linearm ass density ofthem embrane. The

rst term on the right-hand-side represents the force per
unit length due to the deform ation u (x;t), where the
stress s (x;t) is related to u x;t) through a constitutive
law ofthe formm

s= F (@xu) : 2)

Here isthe elastic m odulus of the m embrane and the
functional F (@xu) represents a general nonlinear stress—
strain relation. The strain is the displacem ent gradient
@Qxu. The second term on the right-hand-side represents
the loading of the m embrane by elastic springs whose
spring constant is 2 and whose natural length is reached
when u X;t)= .Notethat hasthe din ension of force,
while 2 hasthe din ension of force/squared length. The
term  (U;Qpu) represents the visco-elastic interaction of
the m em brane w ith the substrate. This term should also
include a criterion for detachm ent from the substrate,
serving as a fracture criterion.

Sin ilar one-dim ensional m odels were studied previ-
ously in relation to various aspects of fracture dynam ics,
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e forexam ple [3,19,110,111,112]. Ourm odel ollow s the
spirit ofthese works and its linear approxin ation is sin i
larto them odeldiscussed in Ref. [LO]. O ur strategy isto
study two related m odels w ith the same (u;@u), where
In one we consider the solution for a nonlinear F (@, u)
and in the other we llow the philosophy of LEFM and
linearize F (@yu) 1rst and then solve the model. Our
m ain goalis to com pare various aspects of the dynam ics
of the nonlinear and linearized m odels in order to gain
Insights about the role of elastic nonlinearities in the dy—
nam ics of fast brittle cracks.

Our results show that for su ciently large there ex—
ists a ran%eo_fsm all crack tip velocities v (ie. v c,
where c = Is the linear wave speed), such that the
linear theory provides reasonable approxin ations to the
nonlinear theory. However, as the velocity v increases
the linear approxim ation deteriorates progressively until
it 2ils to capture in portant aspects ofthe dynam ics. For
an allervaluesof thereexists no range ofvalidity for the
linear approxim ation. O ur conclusion is that in our sin -
pl onedin ensionalm odel of fracture LEFM inevitably
breaks down at nite crack tip velocities, In agreem ent
w ith the ndingsof [4,8]. Thisbreakdown can be of sig—
ni cance to the understanding of crack tip instabilities n
higher dim ensionaland m ore realistic fractiure problem s.
Speci cally, we show how elastic nonlinearitiesa ect the
lim ting crack velociy, the strain and stress elds near
the m oving crack tip and the dynam icaltim e and length
scales nvolved in the physics of the near tip region.

In Sect.[[wepresent them odelsby rst ntroduchg a
nonlinear constiutive law that can capture both soften—
Ing and sti eningbehaviors. Then wepresent a linearized
version of this nonlinearm odel. In Sect. we solve for
the steady states of the m odels and discuss the result—
Ing deform ation pro Ies, the load-velocity curves and the
lim iting crack tip velocities. In Sect.[I] we study the re—
soonse of the steady states to perturbations in the crack
tip location wihin the fram ework of a linear stability
analysis. In Sect. [V] we summ arize the resuls and dis-
cuss their possible in plications to m ore realistic, higher
din ensional, system s.

II. THE MODELS

In order to com plte the de nition of the m odels to
be considered below , we should supplem ent Eq. [I) with
a constitutive law F @y u) in Eq. [J) and to specify the
form of the interaction of the m em brane w ith the sub-
strate (U;@.u). For the latter we choose

2

(;@u)= “uH (W u)+ @QuH @@ u): @)

T his is the cohesion force that binds the m embrane to
the substrate and can be thought of as the action of
visco-elastic springs with a spring constant 2, a small
friction /viscosity-like coe cient and a breaking thresh—
old ug. The Heaviside step function H ( ) represents the
irreversible breaking of the cohesion springs when the

u

FIG .1: Colbronline) A sketch ofthe one-din ensionalm odel.
A membrane, whosepro l isgiven by the deform ation u (x;t),
propagates from right to left (in this exam pl) at a velociy
v. The vertical solid lines represent the loading springs. T he
vertical dashed lines represent the cohesive springs. ug is the
breaking threshold of the cohesive springs, is the deform a-
tion of the m em brane for which the loading springs are com —
pltely relaxed (see Eq. [I)) and u is the asym ptotic valie
of the defom ation in the negative x direction (see Eq. [14)).

displacem ent exceeds ug. The am all dissipation associ-
ated with is essentialto ensure the existence of steady
states, see [LO] and below for details. A sketch of the
one-dim ensionalm odel is shown in Fig.[d.

T he constitutive law for the m em brane is chosen to be
h i

1
F@u == (1+@u) @1+G&u >~ : @

3

This law corresoonds to the uniaxial behavior of the
tensorial neo-H ookean constitutive Jaw considered in [B].
For am all strains, Eq. [@) can be linearized, yielding

F @u)’ Gu+ 0 (@u) or Qyu 1: )
T he constitutive law of Eq. [@) is plotted in Fig.[2. For
positive strains, @,u > 0, the constitutive law exhibits
nonlinear softening, ie. the local tangent to the curve
is an aller than the tangent at iIn nitesim al strains. For
negative strains, @,u < 0, the constitutive law exhibits
nonlinear sti ening, ie. the localtangent to the curve is
larger than the tangent at In nitesin al @;u. Note that
In the nonlinear soffening case the tangent approaches
1=3 at large strains. U sually, fracture is associated w ith
positive strains. However, In our sin ple m odel the sign
of @xu is detem ined by the direction of crack propaga—
tion; when the crack propagates from right to left we have
@;u> 0 and the softening branch is selected, while when
i propagates from left to right we have @,u< 0 and the
sti ening branch is selected. Thus, both nonlinear be-
haviors can be Incorporated into ourm odeland we refer
to these cases as the nonlihear softening and nonlinear
sti ening m odels respectively. W hen the linearized rela-
tion of Eq. [[) isused instead ofEq. [@), we refer to the
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FIG.2: (Colbr online) F = s= as a function of @xu (solid
line). T he linear approxin ation at sm all@xu isadded (dashed
line). The branch corresponding to @xu> 0 exhibitsnonlinear
softening, while the one that corresponds to @xu< 0 exhibits
nonlinear sti ening.

m odelas the linear one. N ote that in that case the direc—
tion of crack propagation is irrelevant as the linearized
relation is sym m etric.

Th order to prepare Eq. [ r the analysis to come
w e nondin ensionalize all of the quantities by m easuring
length In units of up, velocity in unis of c and force n
units of . For sin plicity we denote all the nondin en—
sionalized quantities using their original notations. Fur-
them ore, we set = 1. W e thus end w ith the follow Ing

equation
Quu= @,F @u) 2@ ) uH @ u WL u;
(6)
where
" #
Qyxu 2
@F @Qxu) = 1+ 3 i (7)
3 L+ @Qgu)

for the nonlinear m odels and

@F @xu) " @xxu; (8)

for the linear one.

III. STEADY STATE SOLUTIONS

Ourgoalin this section isto solve for the steady states
ofboth the lnear and nonlinearm odels and to com pare
various properties of these solutions. T he tip ofthe crack
is de ned as the point where the cohesive springs break
and assum ed to propagate at a constant velocity v. In a
com oving fram e x’= x+ vt the crack tip lies at the origin
and u(0)=1.W enow look for a steady state solution of
the orm ux + vt). W e start by considering the linear
m odel, for which one can obtain analytic resuls.

A . The linear m odel

For steady state conditions, Eq. [@), with Eq. [8),
reduces to an ordinary di erential equation of the form
0= (1 V)&uxu ‘@ ) (@+vQH( x); O
where we replaced x° with x for the sinplicity of the
notation. The appearance of a step function, m odeling
the rupture of the cohesive springs at a critical digplace—
m ent, In plies that the di erential equation is ill-de ned
at x= 0. Therefore, we treat separately the positive and
negative x dom ains and dem and continuiy ofu (0) and
Q,u (0). W e st consider the dom ain x> 0. In the lim it
x! +1 wehaveu! . Therefore, we assum e a solution
oftheform u= + (1 )exp (kx),that satis esu (0)= 1.
Substituting in Eq. [9), we cbtain a sin ple second order
algebraic equation for k. W e choose the negative root
sihce x> 0 (the solution must be bounded). Follow ing a
sim flar procedure for x< 0, we arrive at

ux) = + (1 ) exp pé ; for x> 0;

1 v, -
o 2 .l 2 v+ 22+ 41+ 2)1 V) . <0 a0)
BT T 1y 2 °OF 20 %) *oooE RS T

w here the velocity v is still undeterm ined. T he velociy
is detemm Ined by dem anding that @,u (0) is continuous.
N ote that higher order derivatives at x= 0 are discontin—
uous due to the discontinuity of the force at this point.

U sing the continuiy of the derivative at x= 0 we obtain

= i (A1)
z 2 13 ( 2)?
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W e arenow able to Interpret the steady state solutions
ofthe linearm odelin tem s of standard LEFM conoepts.
y,wih a xed ,can represent the load and isamate-
rial param eter that is related to dissppation. W ihin this
interpretation, Eq. [1l) tellsusthat . isthe criticalload
needed to niiate crack propagation. It is a direct ana—
log of the G ri th criterion [|3]. Furthem ore, Eq. [II)
wih a xed representsthe velocity-load relation ofthe
model. For clse to ., the velocity of the crack is
much an aller than the wave speed, whilke for su ciently
large the tip velocity approachesthe wave soeed. T hus,
the lim iing crack velocity is the wave speed, In com plete
analogy w ith the comm on prediction of LEFM in higher
din ensions, where the lin iting velocity is the R ayligh
wave soeed [3].
The role of the sn all dissipation coe cient ismost
clearly dem onstrated by multiplying Eq. [d) by @xu and
Integrating from 1 tol toobtain

Z g

e &)+ v @uu)idx= = 2( u)?;

13)
1 2

N

w here

1+ 27 44)

isthe value ofu asx ! 1 . It is in portant to note that
this result holds for any elastic constitutive law F (@, u)

and not only for a linear one. The st tem on the

left-hand-side of Eq. [13) is sin ply the energy per unit
length needed to break the cohesive bonds. T herefore, it
is sin ply the bare surface energy

@ o)

1
> 15)

The second temm on the left-hand-side is the fric-
tional/viscous dissipation. Together, these two term s re—
suk in the fracture energy  (v) [3]

Z

Wi )= + v @, u)’dx :

1

16)

T he right-hand-side of Eq. [13) is the energy per unit
length stored far ahead of the crack tip. T herefore, this
is the so—called \energy release rate" G (v) [3]

2(\7) 2

2 _ .
BT oay 2t

-1l
G =3 an

where (v) is obtained by inverting Eq. [[dl). T herefore,
w e can rew rite the energy balance ofE g. [I[3) n the com -
mon LEFM form G v) = (v; ) [B]. By reexam ningEq.
[13) we observe that the velocity v is coupled to  such
that when vanishes v does not appear in the equation.

T herefore, for = 0, there exist steady states only when

= . and in this case, sihce G v) = (v;0) Indepen—
dently ofv, the crack can propagate at any velocity. For

> wehaveG > and there exist no steady states. In
that case the crack is expected to accelerate tow ard the
Iim iting velocity v= 1. This resul is consistent w ith the

! 0 lin it of Eq. [@dl). H owever, one should be cautious
as this Im i predicts that v= 1 also for ¢y which In
light of the discussion above, is w rong. T his cbservation
wasm ade previously for a related m odel [L0].

In order to set the stage for the com parison between
the linear and nonlinear m odels below , we should ask
what one can lam about this com parison from the
steady states of the lnear m odel alone. Intuitively, it
is quite clear what detem ines the range of validiy of
the linear approxim ation: it is expected to breakdown
if strains signi cantly larger than a few percent develop
over a large enough region near the crack tip. M athe-
m atically speaking, we expect the linear approxin ation
to hold if (@,u)? is su ciently sm aller than @ yu aln ost
everyw here. In order to m ake this qualitative observa—
tion m ore quantitative, we note that the largest strain
derived from Eq. [I0), which occurs at x= 0, is

( 1)

Quu () =
u (0) =

18)

This quantity can be interpreted as the analog of the
stress intensity factor of LEFM [3], sihce it provides a
m easure of the typical strains near the tip of the crack.
M oreover, it is an Increasing function of the load and

, and m ore im portantly, it diverges In the Im it v ! 1.
T hus, we already leam that even if there exists a low ve—
locities range w here the linear approxin ation holds, then
it willbreakdown at a nie, possbly high, velocity. In
fact, the issue of whether there exists a low velocities
range of validiy of the linear approxin ation can be fur-
ther elucidated by substituting = . and v= 0 1n Eq.
[I8) to obtain the ollow ing inequality

P
Qu (x;v= 0) ( 1+ 2 1) Qux=0;v) : (19)

T his inequality suggests that the value of (p 1+ 2
1) , In com parison to unity, detem ines whether there
exists a range of low velociies where the linear approx—
In ation is valid or not. For example, or = 2 we ob—
tan ( 1+ 2 1) ' 024 and we expect the Iinearized
m odelto provide a reasonable approxin ation to the non-
lihear m odel at low pve]oc:irjes (see Fig. [@), whilke for
= 03 we obtaln ( 1+ 2 1) 7 0:74, for which
w e expect that no range of validity for the linear approx—
In ation exists. In the next subsection we solve for the
steady states of the nonlinear m odels and present a de—
tailed com parison w ith the resuls obtained above forthe
Iinearm odel.
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FIG .3: (Colbronline) M ain panel: T he velocity v vs. the nor—
m alized load = . for the linearm odel (solid line) —Eq. @,
the nonlinear soffening m odel (dashed line) and the nonlin—
ear sti ening m odel (dashed-dotted line), allwih = 0:3 and

= 0:3. The result for the linear m odel is given in Eq. (I1).
N ote that there exist no sm ooth steady stateswith v> 1 in
the nonlinear sti ening m odel. In this range shock behavior
is expected (ot shown here). Inset: The velocity v vs. the
nom alized load = . for the linearm odel (solid line) and the
nonlinear soffeningm odel (dashed line) with = 2and = 0.

B. The nonlinear m odels

Our ain in this subsection is to solve for the steady
states of the nonlinear m odels and com pare the resuls
w ith those of the linear m odel. Substituting Eq. [2)
into Eq. [@), using the steady state assum ption u (x = vt)
and replacing x°= x vt with x ©r the sin plicity of the
notation, we obtain

2@, xu _
3V Gt g st @0)
‘(@ )+ @@ v Q)H ( x):

W e note that the signs correspoond to nonlinear soft—
ening and nonlinear sti ening respectively. For the for-
m er the crack propagates In the negative x-direction and
@Qiu > 0 such that the softening branch of the consti-
tutive law of Eq. [@) is selected (see Fig. ), whik for
the latter the crack propagates in the positive x-direction
and @,u < 0 such that the sti ening branch of the con—
stitutive law of Eq. [@) is selected (see Fig. [@). The
appearance of nonlinearities In Eq. [20) entails a num er-
icalsolution. W e solve the problem by using the shooting
m ethod. W e rst guess @,u (0) and v, and then integrate
Eq. 20) from x= 0 in both directions using a forth order
RungeXK utta integration schem e, where u (0)= 1 isused.
W e then in prove the guess until u (x ! 1)! and
u! 1)! 2=(1+ 2) are approached m onotonically.
W e 1rst consider the velocity—load relations for both
the lnear and nonlinear m odels. In the m ain panel of
F ig.[3 the propagation velocity v is plotted as a fiinction
of =. for the linear and nonlinearmodelswih = 03

and = 03. We st discuss the e ect of elastic non—
linearities on the lim iing crack velocity. In the linear
case (solid line), as discussed in relation to Eq. [IIl),
the lin ting velocity isv ! 1, which is the linear elastic
wave speed. In the nonlinear soffening case (dashed ljne)
the lin iting velocity is substantially smaller, v! 1= 3.
To understand this, recall that the lim iting crack veloc—
ity is detem ined by the speed of an all am plitude waves
traveling near the tip of the crack, since these waves de-
term ine the rate at which energy is being transferred to
the crack tip for breaking cohesive bonds. T he speed of
these w aves, in higher din ensionalm odels, is determ ined
by the properties of the buk m aterial. In the sinplk
one-dim ensionalm odels considered here there isno clear
separation between the \buk", that is represented by
the elastic m em brane, the extemal loading that is rep—
resented by the 2@ ) termm  and the ocohesive oreoe

;Qu); therefore, the speed of am all am plitude w aves
isa ected by the loading and interfacial cohesion, In ad-
dition to the \buk" properties. H ow ever, for the sake of
obtaining a physicalunderstanding ofthe e ect ofelastic
nonlinearities on the lim iting crack velocity we consider
In the discussion below only the elastic properties of the
m em brane.

In the linear m odel the am all am plitude wave soeed
is Independent of deform ation and equals to the small
strains wave speed, therefore v ! 1 in our din ension-
less units. However, in the nonlinear m odels the sm all
am plitude wave goeed, that is determ ined by the local
tangent to the stress-strain curve, depends on the state
of deform ation near the m oving crack tip. In the soft—
ening branch of the stress-strain curve presented in Fig.
[J, the local tangent decreases w ith increasing strain un-—
til it approaches 1=3. Since the crack tip concentrates
large strains, and them agnitude ofthese strains increases
w ith increasing propagation velocities, the tip velociy
is detemm ined by the square root of the lin ting local
tangent 1= 3. In the sti ening branch of the stress—
strain curve presented in Fig. [2, the local tangent con—
tinuously ncreases w ith increasing the m agnitude of the
strain (the strain itself is negative in this case). T here-
fore, we expect cracksto propagate faster in the nonlinear
sti ening m odel, com pared to the linear m odel. M ore-
over, ifthe crack propagates at velocities higher than the
an all strains wave speed, we expect the developm ent of
shocks. T he velocity—load relation for the nonlinear sti —
ening m odel is shown in Fig.[d (dashed-dotted line). As
expected, for a given load, the propagation velociy is
higher than In the linear and nonlinear softening m odels.
M oreover, w hen the velocity approaches the an all strains
wave speed v! 1,we failed to nd sm ooth steady states.
T his point m arks the onset of shock developm ent. N ote,
how ever, that we expect the existence of steady states
wih v> 1, thus the lin ting velocity is expected to be
higher than in the linear case. Sin ilar ideas about the ef-
fect ofelastic nonlinearities on the lin iting crack velociy
were discussed previously in the literature [13,114,115].

A s discussed at the end of the previous subsection, we
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FIG. 4: (Colr online) (@) M ain panel: The steady state

strain @yu (x) for the linear (solid line) and nonlinear soften—
Ing (dashed line) modelswih =125., =03 and = 0:3.
N ote that the velocities of the two pro ls are di erent, see
Fig. [3. Inset: The displacem ent u x) in the near crack tip
region. The arrow indicates the direction of propagation. (©)
The sam e as (@), but for the linear (solid line) and nonlinear
sti ening (dashed line) modelswih =105 .. (c) Thesame
as @), butwih = 105.. (d) The same as (@), but with
=1:0001 ., =2and =0:1

expect the linear approxin ation to failat allvelocities for

= 03. This isdem onstrated in F ig.[3 by the large di er-
ence In propagation velocities. In fact, even in the lim it

=.! 1thedi erences in the velocity ofpropagation are
large due to the signi cantly di erent initial slopes ofthe
velocity-load curves. In the inset of Fig. [3 we com pare
the velocity-load relations for the linear and nonlinear
soffeningmodelswih = 2 and = 0:l. For thisvalue
of we expect the linearm odel to provide a reasonable
approxin ation to the nonlnearm odelat am all velocities.
Tndeed, the inset of Fig. [3 show s that at least as far as
the velocity ofpropagation is concemed the velocities in
the Iow v regim e are sim ilar in the two m odels, though
they separate progressively w ith increasing load.

W e now tum to com pare the deform ation in the var-
ious m odels. In the main panel of Fig. [4a the strain
distrdbutions for the linear and nonlinear soffening m od—
elswith =125, =03and = 03 are shown. In
light of the results shown in Fig.[3, we expect large dif-
ferences In the strain near the crack tip for such a value
of the load. Indeed, rather dram atic di erences are ob—
served near the tip of the crack, where the strain In the
nonlinear softening case is signi cantly higherthan in the
linear case. This e ect is in qualitative agreem ent w ith
the ndings of [4,/3]. In the inset, the displacem ent in
the near tip region is shown. W e note that according to
Eq. [[3) the di erence in the integralof (@,u)? over the
negative x-axis determm ines the di erence In propagation
velocity when , and are xed. The large di erence
in the near tip strains observed in Fig. [4a, is consistent
w ith the Jarge di erence in velocity or =125 . in Fig.
[B. m Fig. [do the strain and displacem ent elds or the
linear and nonlinear sti ening models with = 105,

=03 and = 03 are shown. In this case the nonlinear
strains are am aller than the linear ones. T he correspond-—

Ing com parison (ie. for = 105.) wih the nonlinear
softening m odel is shown in [de. Figs. [4b and [4c, both
wih = 1:05. exhibit an aller di erences between the
linear and nonlinear m odels com pared to Fig. [4a where

= 125 ., dam onstrating quantitatively how the lnear
approxin ation deteriorates w ith increasing crack veloc—
iy. Note, however, thateven for = 1:05 . thedi erences
are non-negligble, in agreem ent w ith F ig.[3 that im plies
that there isno range ofvalidity for the linear approxin a—
tion or = 03. In Fig.[4d the strain and displacem ent

elds for the linear and nonlinear softening m odels w ith

=1:0001,., =2and = 0:1 are shown, cf. the inset of
Fig.[d. For this Jarger value of , the linear m odel pro—
vides a reasonabl approxin ation for the nonlinear one,
where m oderate di erences in strain are ocbserved only
very near vicihiy of the crack tip.

In Fig. [Ba the elastic strain energy distrdutions for
the three modelswith = 105.,, = 03 and = 03
are shown. The strain energy fiinctional corresponding
to the stressstrain relation of Eq. [@) is

1

U: - —_
1+ @xu 2

L+ @eu)? + ; 1)

Wl
N

where Eq. [4) is recovered using the ©llow ing fiinctional
derivative

U .
@u)

@2)

]
I

Note that In the comm on linear elastic approxim ation,
Eq. [2I) yields

, 1 2 3,
U 2(@xu) + 0 (@xu) : (23)

I Fig. [Bb the kinetic energy distrbutions T =

v? (@,u)?=2 Porthe threemodelswith =105, =03
and = 03 are shown. The corresponding stress distri-
butions are shown in Fig. [Bc. Note that the m agnitude
of the stress at the tip is sin ilar for the linear and non—
linear softening m odels, but is di erent for the nonlinear
sti ening case. This can be understood as follow s: for
the linearm odelwe have s’ @,u. For the nonlinear soft—
ening modelEq. [@) is approxin ated as s’ % 1+ Qgu)

for the lJarge strains near the tip. T he di erence betw een

these expressions is com pensated by the larger strains in

the nonlinear softening case, cf. F ig.[4c, yielding sim ilar
values for s. H owever, for the nonlinear sti ening m odel,
Eq. [@) is approxinated ass’ 2 (1+ @u) ? Prthe
large negative strains near the tip, cf. Fig.[4b, resulting
In a negative and som ew hat Jarger iIn m agniude stress in
this case. In spite of the fact that the details ofthe eld

distributions appearing in F igs.[BafBc are speci ¢ to the
sim ple m odels considered here, they give one a sense of
the type oferrors expected in m odels that exclude elastic
nonlinearities even at m oderate crack propagation veloc—
ities. Possble in plications of these di erences for ques-
tions of crack tip stability w illbe discussed in Sect. [IV].



FIG.5: (Colronline) (@) The steady state potential energy
distribution U for the linear (solid line), nonlinear soften—
ing (dashed line) and nonlnear sti ening (dashed-dotted line)
modelswih =1:05., =03and = 03. (o) The same as
(@), but for the steady state kinetic energy distrioution T . (c)
The sam e as (@), but for the steady state stress distribution s.
(d) The sam e as (a), but for the an all am plitude local wave
speed distrbution ce of Eq. [24)). In allpanels the data or
the nonlinear sti ening m odel was transform ed according to
x ! x for the sake of com parison w ith the other m odels.

T he last issue to be discussed In relation to the steady
state solutions concems m aterial lengthscales. It iswell
known that linear elasticity contains no intrinsic length—
scale, while the instabilities of dynam ics fracture ndi-
cate that som e non-geom etrical lengthscale is involved
2,16,17,18]. The existence of elastic nonlnearities nat—
urally suggests a lengthscale [4,15], which is sinply the
size of the nonlinear zone. M ore precisely, a lengthscale
can be de ned as the size ofthe region in which m aterial
properties becom e deform ation dependent, for exam ple
the region where the sn all am plitude local wave speed
di ers from the linear elastic wave soeed. T herefore, we
de ne the sn all am plitude localwave speed cic (X) as

s
s u )]

c = _— 24
Cioc (X) @u) (24)

T his quantity is plotted in Fig.[3d for the three m odels,
dem onstrating the appearance ofa dynam icallengthscale
associated w ith the nonlinear elastic zone in the crack tip
region, a lengthscale that is absent in the linear m odel.
It is a dynam ical lengthscale In the sense that it em erges
asa result ofthe dynam ics ofthe crack. O ne possible in -
plication of such a lengthscale was discussed In [14,115],
while additional possbilities should be further investi-
gated.

In summ ary, in this section we have presented a de-
tailed com parison ofthe steady state solutions ofthe lin—
ear and nonlinearm odels. W e dem onstrated that the Iin—
ear approxin ation breaks down inevitably at su ciently
large velocity, if there exists a range of validiy for that
approxin ation at all. W e showed that the linear and
nonlinear m odels di er In their lin iting velocities, their
neartip strain, stress and energy distributions and in the
em ergence of a dynam ical lengthscale associated w ith a

nonlinear elastic zone. In the next section we focus on
the response of the cracks In these m odels to an all per-
turbations out of steady state.

Iv. RESPONSE TO PERTURBATIONS:
LINEAR STABILITY ANALY SIS

The resuls presented up now indicate that the lin-
ear approxin ation breaks down inevitably at su ciently
high velocities. A Ilthese results w ere restricted to steady
state conditions. However, as m entioned above, one of
the great theoretical challenges in the eld of fracture
m echanics is the understanding of the origin of crack tip
Instabilities [, [2]. In this particular respect, the one—
din ensionalm odel is certainly too sin ple as we do not
expect any instabilities to occur here. M ore spoeci cally,
since the crack in the one-dim ensionalm odel is, by di-
m ensionality alone, restricted to follow a straight path,
it can at most change is velocity along this predeter—
m ined path. However, i cannot accelerate or decelerate
signi cantly due to the globalenergy balance constraint.
In contradistinction, the tip instabilities observed exper—
In entally [I,l2] nvolve n an essentialway the deviation
ofthe crack from the pre-instability straight path. Bear—
ing this lin ftation ofthe one-dim ensionalm odels in m ind
and expecting no instability in this fram ew ork [L0,[11],we
stillw ant to study the response ofthe steady state cracks
In these sin ple m odels to an all perturbations. The m o—
tivation for that is to gain som e insights (or hints) about
the kind of near crack tip physics that is overlooked by
the com m on exclision of elastic nonlinearities, especially
as far as perturbations are considered.

For that ain we perform a linear stability analysis for
both the linear and nonlinear m odels. W e stress again
that we do not expect any instability to occur, but rather
we are interested in the e ect of nonlihearities on the
relaxation tin e back to the stable steady state. W e start
by de ning the coordinate transfom ation x%= x % ()
and t°= t, where x;t) isa xed coordhate system and
%1% is a coordinate system that m oves w ith the crack
tip Xeip (B) - A sdiscussed in [L0,I11], such a transform ation
is essential In order to avoid irreqular behavior at the
crack tip. De ning @ &%;t);t9 u (x;t) and usihg Egs.

[B) and [§), we obtain for the linear m odel

Bl 2mip et + X Quyl

‘@ ) @+ @

Note that we renamed x°! x and t°! t for notational
sin plicity. W e are now interested in the tim e evolution
of an all perturbations of am plitude around the steady
state crack tip location

%p@0 Ryl =  (25)
G H 1 1) :

Xep® = vt & Ak =uk) wxe": (26)

Substituting these expressions into Eq. [25) and lineariz—
ngin ,weobtain
2v!i@, + 17

@u ®w 1 Weut+ ‘m=



@+ vio+ !'w '@u)H ( x) : 7)

N ote that u x) is sin ply the steady state solution given
in Eq. [I0) and that Eq. [27) adm is a trivial solution
wih = 0 and ! = 0. This solution corresponds to a
translation of the steady state solution and is of no in-
terest here.

Using @ (0) = 1 (recallthat x= 0 is still the crack tip

4 %2401 )+

2@+ V) +2

Jocation) and u (0)= 1, we obtain w (0)= 0. Furthem ore,
substituting w = @,u+ u into Eq. [27), we obtain a sim -
pkrproblem foru,wih u(@)= @Qu (). The resulting
problem can be rather easily solved follow ing a sim ilar
procedure to the one em ployed in solving for the steady
states. Speci cally, by dem anding that w (0) is continu—
ous, we obtain

@ 2)p T ¥)[2v2+4Q+ 2)a ¥)]

( 2
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FIG. 6: (Colr online) M ain panel: The relaxation tin e
vs. = . for the linear (solid line) and nonlinear softening
(dashed line) modelswih = 03 and = 0:3. Inset: Zoom in
on thelow = . region, where the relaxation tin e fornonlinear
sti ening m odel is added (dashed-dotted lnne).

In the range of interest, ie. for snall , we nd that
! < 0, In plying linear stability as expected. This result
In plies that the perturbation of the tip location relaxes
with a typicaltinescale = ' j'. In the linit ; 1
weobtain ’ ( ) !, which is independent of v.

In order to com pare the relaxation tin e in the linear
m odel to relaxation tin es in the nonlinear m odels, we
repeat the linear stability analysis for the latter. U sing
the sam e notation as befre and Egs. [@)-[1) with

xp® = vt &Y axb=uk wxE; Q9)
we cbtain
2v! @ 1 @u wm+ ‘=
? 1 oe.u+ Qe Qu@yu
3 31+ @gu)d 1+ @eu)t
o4 vie+ ! w ' @yu H ( x) : (30)

4% (2

1)+ 162 2 @8

This is the counterpart of Eq. [27). Note that the
in Eq. [29) correspond to the sti ening and softening
m odels respectively. Eq. [30) is solved num erically using
a m ethod sin ilar to the one used to obtain the steady
state solution. T he relaxation tin es are given as before
by 3 j!. The resuls are summ arized in F iy.[d, where
the relaxation tim es for the linear and nonlinear m od-
elswih = 03and = 03 arepltted as a function of
=.. The results presented in the m ain panel show that
the relaxation tim e in the nonlinear softening m odel is
lJarger than the relaxation tin e in the lnearm odel. T he
slower dynam ics In the nonlinear soffening case m ay be
attrbuted to the am aller local wave speeds in the near
crack tip vicinity. In the Inset we focuson the anall =,
where sm ooth steady states for the nonlinear sti ening
exist, cf. Fig. [3. The results show that the relaxation
tin e in the nonlinear sti ening m odelis sm aller than the
relaxation tin e in the linear m odel. The faster dynam —
ics in the nonlinear sti ening case m ay be attrbuted to
the larger localw ave speeds In the near crack tip vicinity.
Them ain result obtained here isthat the typicalresponse
tin escale near the crack tip isa ected by elastic nonlin—
earities. This tin escale m ay be of prin e in portance in
understanding the experin entally observed crack tip in-
stabilities [I,12]. M oreover, this dynam icaltim escale can
be interpreted as introducing inertia-like e ects into the
crack tip dynam ics [L€], e ectsthat arem issing in LEFM
El.

V. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

In this paper we nvestigated the role ofelastic nonlin—
earities in sim ple one-dim ensionalm odels of fracture. W e
were m ainly m otivated by the recent experim ental and
theoretical ndings of [4,/5] that dem onstrated explicitly
the in portance of elastic nonlinearities for understand—
Ing the structure of the deform ation near a m oving crack
tip. O ur results show that the comm on linear elastic ap—
proxin ation breaksdown at su ciently high propagation
velocities, if there exists a an all velocities range of valid—



ity at all. This nding is In com plete agreem ent w ith the
results of [4,15], where i was shown that at high veloc-
ities the linear elastic approxin ation of LEFM provides
un-physical and qualitatively di erent results com pared
to the nonlinear theory.

T he breakdow n of the linear approxin ation m anifests
itself in m arked di erences in the propagation velocities,
Including the lim ting crack velocity, as well as in the
stress and strain distribbutions in the crack tip vicinity.
T he neartip deform ation, that ism arkedly di erent from
the linear elastic prediction both in our sin plem odeland
In Refs. [4,18], m ay have a role in determ ining the stabilk-
ity ofthe crack tip against perturbations. In this regard,
w e dem onstrated the existence ofa lengthscale that isas—
sociated w ith the nonlinear elastic zone surrounding the
crack tip. This lengthscale was shown in [B] to coincide
w ith the wavelength of the oscillations observed In [2].
This nding can potentially explain the em ergence of a
non-geom etrical lengthscale that is m issing In the stan—

dard approach of LEFM [E]. Furthem ore, by studying
the response of the crack tip to perturbations we showed
that elastic nonlinearities a ect the crack tip local re—
soonse tin escale. T his em erging tim escale can be inter—
preted as e ectively attrbuting mnertia-like properties to
the crack tip [LE], In contradistinction w ith LEFM where
the crack tip is regarded as \m asskess" [3].

T he sin ple one-din ensionalm odels considered In this
work o er som e Insights about the possible in portance
of elastic nonlinearities iIn answering the long standing
question of \how things break?" However, in order to
obtain concrete predictions related to the experin entally
observed instabilities, one should study crack propaga—
tion w ith near tip elastic nonlinearities in higher din en—
sions. T he novelasym ptotic nonlinear solution presented
In Blmay serve as a prom ising starting point.
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