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Size e ect in fracture: roughening of crack surfaces and asym ptotic analysis
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R ecently the scaling law s descrdbing the roughness developm ent of fracture surfaces w as proposed
to be related to the m acroscopic elastic energy released during crack pmpagatjon'l . On this basis,
an energy-based asym ptotic analysis allow s to extend the link to the nom inal strength of structures.
W e show that a Fam ily-V icsek scaling leads to the classical size e ect of linear elastic fracture
m echanics. O n the contrary, in the case of an anom alous scaling, there is a sm ooth transition from
the case of no size e ect, for an all structure sizes, to a power law size e ect which appears weaker
than the linear elastic fracture m echanics one, In the case of large sizes. Thisprediction iscon m ed
by fracture experin ents on wood.

I. NTRODUCTION

In solid m echanics, an essential scaling problem is the e ect of the structure size on is nom inal strength. This
e ect is particularly In portant in the case of quasbrittle m aterials which are characterized by the existence of a
large fracture process zone containing m any dam age m icrocracks. M aterials as di grept as concretes, m ortar and
rocks, som € com posites, toughened ceram ics and w ood belong to this category. B azant!? has shown that i this case,
contrary to what happens for W eibull’s statistics?, the size e ect is Jinked to the very existence of the developm ent of
such a large m icrocracked zone, w hich im plies stress redistrbutions and stored energy release.

On the other hand, in quasbrittle m aterials, dam age has a strong in uence on the local deviations of the m ain
crack through is elastic interactions w ith the m icrocracks: {@ C onsequently, the roughness of the fracture surfaces
can be considered as an inheritance of the dam age process and it is naturally tem pting to correlate theirm orphology
(and espegially their fractal properties) to m acroscopic m echanical properties such as fracture energy or fracture
toughness.{ =

In this paper, on the basis of a link recently estabhshed between the roughening of crack surfaces and the
m acroscopic energy released during crack propagation (this work is sum m arized in Section :II) W e Propose an energy—
based asym ptotic ana]ys:|s in Section .]It w hich allow s to extend this link to the nom inal strength of ]arge (Sec. -D-IA')

and amn all (Sec. u]I[B') structures. An approxin ate size e ect valid everyw here is proposegl in Sec. ﬂZIIC' This

prediction is shown to be In agreem ent w ith experin ental results obtained on wood Sec. :__: F inally, we discuss
m ateriaFdependent properties in Sec. V/}.

II.SCALING LAW SOF CRACK SURFACESAND ENERGY RELEASE RATE

T he statistical characterization of the fractal m orxphology of fracture surfaces is nowadays a very active eld of
research,.-It is now well established thaf_thege surfaces, yr very di erent types of m aterdials (from ductile alum inium
alloy<%td to br:u:t]e m aterials Ike rocdk2 12428 or woodl%d), exhbit selfa ne scaling properties in a large range of
lengthscales (sest 1 for a m ore detailed acoount of experim ents). M oreover, in addition to this_.selfa ne character,
recent studies focussed on the com plete description (3D ) of the m orxphology of crack surfacedt¥29 have shown that
the scaling daw s goveming the crack developm ents in longitudinal and transverse directions are di erent and m aterial
dependent2d .

Let us consider the developm ent of a fracture surface from a straight notch of length L with zero roughness.
The m ean plane of the crack surface is de ned as (x;y) where the x axis is perpendicular to,the directiop_of crack
propagation and the y axis is parallel to this direction. For two quasbrittle m aterials (granjré}q and woocﬁq), it has
been found that the uctuations h ofthe height on the fracture surfaces, estin ated over a w indow of size 1 along
the x axis and at a distance y from the initial notch exhibited anom alug scaling properties which are quite sin ilar
to those obtained in som e m odels of nonequilbrium kinetic roughening?ai :

lloc (y) loc lf l (y)
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where (y) = By'~? depends on the distance y to the hitial notch and characterizes a crossover length along the x
axis. For length scales sm aller than (v), the surface is selfa ne, and characterized by the local roughness exponent
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1oc - Thisselfa ne character is observed In m ost experin ents and a localroughness exponent 1.’ 0:8 is reported in

allcases. Hence, it hasbeen suggested that this local roughness exponent m ight be a universal index, ie. independent
of the fracture m ode and of the m ateria 3.

A cocording to Eqg. (-'!;'), the m agniude of the roughness Increases as a function of the distance y until the selfa ne
correlation length (y) reaches the system size L. T his happens at a certain distance ysar = (L=B )* from the notch:

Yy  ¥at) = L. Thus, the st growth regin e ofthe roughness (ie. ory  ysat) is ©llowed by a stationary regin e
ry  Vsat) where the m agniude of the roughness rem ains constant and w here the global roughness (ie.m easured
overthe system size L) isdriven by the globalroughnessexponent : hL;y  Vsat) L . Them ain consequence of
an anom alousscaling Eq. @')] isthat, in this stationary regim e, them agnitude ofthe localroughness (ie.m easured on
windowsl L) isnotonly a function ofthew indow size 1butalso ofthe system sizeL: h(Q;y Y sat) Jee,  tee,

E xperim ental resuls obtained on quasbritle m aterials have shown the follow ing values for the global roughness
exponent: = 12 Prgranidd and 135 and 1:60 Hrwood (ine and spruce respectively)2d . N ote that the exponent
z (called the \dynam ic exponentl".J and the prefactors A and B seem also to bem ater:ial—dependequ .

T he Fam ily-V icsek scaling lawg4, where the height uctuations h scak as:

lloc ]f l (y)

(y) loc jf l (y) (2)
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can be seen asa particular case ofthe anom alous scaling Eq. @:)]where = 1pc. Inthiscase Eqg. @)], them agnitudes
of the Iocal and global roughnesses at saturation, respectively h (;y V sat) lc and h@L;y Y sat) L, toc,
are driven by the sam e roughness exponent (the local roughness exponent 1,.). Furthem ore, the local roughness
is Independent of the system size. This is drastically di erent from what happens in the case of an anom alous
scaling. It is worth noticing that both the Fam ily-V icsek and. the anom alous scaling law s were used to describe
the roughness developm ent ,af the sam e granie fracture St,lrfaoe-'lmg, and that m ore accurate results were obtained
assum ing anom alous scalingd.

The anom alous and Fam ily-V icsek scalings were recently shown to be linked to drastically di erent m echanical
behaviors in tem s of elastic energy releasdtd. W ithi the fram ework of an equivalent linear elastic problem, a
fracture criterion, linking the elastic energy release rate G at the m acroscale and the fractalnature ofthe crack at the
m icroscale, wasproposed: G = 2 (y)=L . In this fracture criterion, isthe so-called speci c surface energy and the
ratio (y)=L can be considered as a \roughness factor". A s a m atter of fact, it is precisely the ratio ofthe length ofa
virtual crack front over its procted length L (the system size, ie. the specin en w idth). T his virtual front, parallel
to the Iniialnotch, is assum ed to be rough only out of the average fracture plane (x;y), and this roughness can be
de ned from the functions h (;y) at a xed posiion y from the initial notch.

A coording to an anom alous scal;ng Eqg. GL) the estin ate ofthe reallength  ofthevirtual front (which corresoonds
to the length ofa selfa ne curve = -) leads to the follow ing expressions of the energy release rate:
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w here the crack length increm ents a and a sat de ned from the initial notch correspond respectively to the crack
positions y and ysar de ned n Eqg. (c].) In the zone where the roughness grow s, ie. for a a sat, the fracture
equilbriim leads to an energy release rate function of the crack length Increment a Eq. (35 T he subscript R in

Gr emphasizes the fact that,the resistance to fracture growth is sin ilar to the behavior described by a resistance
curve (usually called R —curve.) N ote that the square root term s in Eq. G are din ensionless and correspond to the
roughness factor (y)=L.Thetem 1, isthe lowercuto ofthe fractalrange ofthe virtual front (ie. the characteristic
size of the sm aller m icrostructural elem ent relevant for the fracture process). W hen the crack increm ent is large,
ie. for a a sat Eqg. {_3)] which corresponds to the saturation state of the roughness, the resistance to fracture
grow th becom es ndependent of the crack length increm ent because the selfa ne correlation length has reached the

system size: ( a a sat) ’ L. Introducing the crossover ength Le = (L' *°=A)1=(  1¢), the resistance to crack
grow th for large crack length increm ents becom es:

1 2( loc)
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w here the subscript C in Ggr¢ am phasizes that the resistance to crack grow th has reached an asym ptotic or critigal
value. Them ain consequence ofthe link between fracture m echanics and anom alous roughening of fracture surfacedd



is the size e ect on the critical resistance to crack growth Eg. 4)]. T his size e ect is the result ofthe dependence of
the m axin um m agnitude of the roughness at saturation on the structure size L. As shown in Fig. ll the size e ect
a ecting the critical resistance G r¢ exhdbits two asym ptotic behaviors separated by the crossover length L. . For
an all structure sizes (ie. L L ) where the roughness of the fracture surface is weak, there is no size e ect, and
Grc ' 2 . For large structure sizes (ie. L Lc ), corresponding to an in portant fracture roughness, the critical
resistance evolves as a power law : Ggc I, lec

In the case ofthe Fam ily-V Jcsek scaling Eq. 62) on the contrary, the link betw een roughnening of fracture surfaces
and m aterial fracture propen:es'l reduces to a resistance to crack grow th independent ofthe crack increm ent a and
ofthe specim en size L :

Gec (a)’ 2 1+ — )

Thus, an anom alous scaling accounts for an R curve behavior and a size e ect on the critical resistance to crack
grow th whilke a Fam ily-V icsek scaling re ects a purely elastic brittle fracture behavior.

ITI. SIZE EFFECT ON THE NOM INAL STRENGTH

W e now extend the connection just summ a.:::lzed‘ij- to the nom inal strength of structures.

W ithin the fram ework of Bazant's theorygq, the size e ect (for two-dim ensional problem ) can be described from
geom etrically sim ilar structures of di erent sizes W ith geom etrically sin ilar initial cracks or notches) by introducing
a nom inal stress:

P
= ©)

dL

where P is the extemal load applied to the structure (considered to be a load independent of the displacem ent), L is
the characteristic size of the structure, and d is any length of the structure (for instance, as shown in Fig. :2: in the
case of TDCB specin ens, d corresoonds to the ligam ent length). W hen P = P, which corresoonds to the ultin ate or
maximum load, y iscalled the nom inal strength of the structure.

On the other hand, at the m axinum load P, the elastic energy release rate G (obtained at a constant load P,
or y ) must be equal, according to the lnear elastic fracture m echanics (LEFM ), to the critical resistance to crack
g]:OWth Grec :

= G 7
a RC (7)

N

w here the com plem entary energy W characterizes the energy stored in the structure. Thisenergy W  can be w ritten
in the Pllowihg om : W = 2L dzf( )=E where £ isa din ensionless fiinction characterizing the geom etry ofthe
structure and = a=d is the relative crack length. Thus, when the m axinum load is reached, the nom inal strength
of the structure can also be w ritten as:

EG
- RC @)
dg()
whereg( )= Qf ( )=Q@ corresoonds to the din ensionless energy release rate function.

U sually, them ain problem wih Eq. (:_é) is to detem ine the relative crack length = a=d for which the m axin um
load P, is reached. Let us consider exclisively a structure of \positive geom etry", ie. @g( )=@ > 0 under load
control.

If the m aterial exhbits a purely elastic brittle behavior such as the one obtained for a Fam ily-V icsek scaling Eq.
@) ], the relative crack length ncrem ent at them aximum load correspondsto o = a.=d (@, being the length ofthe
notch or niial crack). Thus, in the case ofa Fam ily-V icsek scaling, replacing the resistance to crack growth G¢ by
its expression in Eq.Bland by o nEq. {d), we obtain the Hlow ing size e ect relation:




wherem is a proportionality coe cient between dand L d= mL). In Eq.(SS_)', the term under the square root is a
constant, which m eans that the nom inal strength of structures evolves as y L 72 . This is in agreem ent w ith the
expected LEFM size e ect, ie. the size e ect of a purely elastic brittle fracture behavior.

In the case of an anom alous scaling, the problem appearsm ore com plicated. Indeed, under the conditions evoked
In the previous case (ie., structures of positive geom etry and under load control), if the m aterialexhibits an R curve
behavior Eq. (:j)], the crack length ncrement a s+ (Um it of the R —curve) is actually the lim it of stability. Thus,
the relative crack length at themaxinum load canbede nedas = ,+ where = ag=d.Hence, in the case
ofan anom alous scaling, which re ects the fracture behavior of quasbrittie m aterials, the know ledge of the evolution
of the crack length ncrem ent a s, as a function of the structure size is the key of the size e ect problem , H owever,
the dependence between a g5+ and the spoecin en size does not appear clarly from the roughness ana]ysjéﬁ‘_zq -

In order to resolve this problem —which is the central point of this paper — a possbl way suggested by B azant2d
consists in considering that the failure of a quasbrittle m aterdal is not only characterized by the speci ¢ surface
energy 2 (related to the actual crack surface), but also by a critical dam age energy release rate G4 per unit volum e
ofdam aged m aterial (ie.perunit volum e of fracture process zone) . T hus, one can assum e that failire at them axin um
load is obtained for the energy balance:

GaVrpz = 2 Ar(asat) 10)

w here the volum e of the fracture process zone can be estinated asVrpyz = L a sat2=n with L a g5t the profcted
crack surface and a g5t =n the height of the process zone Where n is assum ed constant, ie. independent of the
size L). The surface A, ( a sat) corresponds to the real fracture surface produced during the crack advance a gat.
N ote that the fracture criterion Eq. {10)] actually corresponds to an equivalent linear elastic problkm 2329 where the
e ective size of the fracture process zone at the m axin um load is assum ed equal to the crack length increm ent for
which the resistance to crack growth does rllot ollow the R-curve Eq. ('_3)] but rem ains constant and equal to the
critical resistance: Gg ( @ sat) = Gre EQ. (uff)]. .

In the follow ing, on the basis of the fracture criterion de ned In Eq. @0), the asym ptotic values of a s;¢ are
estin ated for large and an all structures in order to obtain the nom inal strength respectively for large and an allsize
asym ptotic expansions.

A . Large-size asym ptotic expansion of the size e ect

A s previously m entioned, the square root term s n Eq. ('_IJ.) and Eqg. (:4) corresoond to the ratio of the virtual
crack front length ( a) over its profgcted length L. M oreover, from Eqg. (4_i, relative to the roughness satu-

ion regim e, one can obtain the maxinum Ilength of the virtual crack front since ( a a sat) ' max
L 1+ (@L=Lc)20 %3, Thus, Hr large structure sizes, ie. L L¢ , the asym ptotic value of the real crack surface
A, produced for a crack advance a gar can be estin ated from  ax ast Ay’ L ag G=Lc) ' where iIsa

constant (function of the scaling exponents). Substituting A, In Eq. @(j) yields the expression of the crack length
Increm ent:

dsat = C — 11)
C

where ¢ = n2 =G4 is a m aterialdependent length scale. Thus, for large structure sizes, the relative size of the
fracture process zone (ie. = ag=d) is expected to evolve as a power law L sl . Moreover, from the
values of the scaling exponents obtained in the roughness analysis of quasibrittle m ater:ia]s'ls:@q, it appears that the
relative size of the process zone becom es negligble when the system size ncreases: lim = 0 orL ! +1 . In other
tem s, In Jarge structures, the process zone is expected to lie w thin only an In nitesin alvolum e fraction of the body
and so lim = ,forL ! +1 . Note that this result is In agreem ent w ith Bazant’s assumptjonEE!. Hence, the
din ensionless energy release rate function g( ) being generally a sm ooth function, we m ay expand i into a Taylor
series around = , and Eq.('_é) thus yields :

r
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w here g1 ( o) = @g( 0)=@ , gZ( o) = @Zg( 0)=@ ; .o and by = g( o)gZ( o) 2g1 o) b3 =
g( o) g3( o 691( 0)3)1 ceer andr
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are all constants. E quation C_l-;’:) provides a large-size asym ptotic series expansion of the size e ect because the tem s
containing non zero powers of L in denom nator vanish forL. ! 1 . Note that Eqg. {_ig) is expected to diverge for
structure sizesL ! 0 as shown in Fig. ::a' A rstorder asym ptotic approxin ation at large sizes can be obtained by
truncating the series after the linear tem :

[wisfefetely
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Them ain consequence ofthe anom alous roughening in the case of large structure sizes is that the nom inalstrength is
expected to.decrease as y L1172+ 0 2072 Gsshown in Fig.d). This result disagreesw ith the size e ect proposed
by Bazant?? where the nom inal strength of large structures decreases as y L "2 which is the theoretical size
e ect of LEFM . The di erence origihates in the fact that, for an anom alous roughening, the critical resistance to
crack growth Grc Eg. @)] is expected to evolve as a power law Ggc L ¢ for lJarge structure sizes while in
LEFM , the critical resistance Gr ¢ is assum ed to be constant (ie. independant of the specin en size). H ence, the size
e ect on the nom inal strength obtained for an anom alous roughening is weaker than the size e ect in LEFM .

B . Sm all-size asym ptotic expansion of the size e ect

In Bazant’stheory'EE‘:, no size e ect is expected for sm all structure sizes (L ! 0); this is the dom ain of the strength
theory. A possble jisti cation is that, In an all structures, the fracture process zone 1lls the whole volum e of the
structure and hence, there isno stress concentration and, as a consequence, failire occurs w ith no crack propagation.

Such an argum ent can be also obtained from the link between anom alous roughening of crack surfaces and m aterial
fracture properties. Indeed, in am all structure sizes (ie. L L¢ ), the roughness being negligble, the virtual
crack front length tends to is progcted length L. This in plies that, for smn all structures, the actual crack surfaces
produced during a crack advance a g;t arenot so di erent from theprofctedone: A, ’ L a s;t. Hence, substituting
A, ' L a: hto the fracture criterion Eq. (10)] yields the crack lngth increment: a g = n2 =Gq = c Pr
L Lc . In other tem s, the e ective size of the prooess zone tends to the m aterial length for an all structure sizes.
Thus, when thematerdallength ¢ = d a Fig. ) the fracture process zone occupies the entire ligam ent of the
structure.

On the basisofBazant's ‘cheory‘2 and In order to obtain a an allsize asym ptotic expansion of the size e ect, ket us
now introduce a new variable and a new fiinction:

_1 d gl ot )

=-= i "(oi )=——= gl(ot+1=) (1e)
a sat

The fnction ' ( o; ) corresponds to the dim ensionless energy release rate function of the inverse relative size of the
process zone. Substiuting Eq. {_1_6) nto Eq. @) and expanding ’ ( o; ) into Taylor serdes around the point ( ,;0)

shcelim = OwhendorL ! 0, yildsthe nom inal strength:
r —_— _
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( 6:0) ( 6;0)°=(6"1( 6;0)°), ..y and,
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are all constants. Equation C_1-§‘) provides a an allsize asym ptotic series expansion of the size e ect and is plotted
n Fjg,_:_ﬂ. W hen L. ! 0, the nom Inal strength tends to a constant (ie. y o as expected in the case of a strength
theoryggu) but diverges from the asym ptotic behavior ofthe size e ect obtained in the case of large structure sizes Eq.
idh.

C .A pproxin ate size e ect

Now, the m ain problem oonsists in interpolating between the largesize Eqg. d_l-j)] and the an allsize Eqg. {_l-é_i)]
asym ptotic serdes expansion in orderto obtain an approxin ate size e ect valid everyw here. T he theory of interm ediate
asym ptotjc£7-I isnot easily applicable in our case. N evertheless, it is interesting to ocbserve in F ig. :3 that a satisfactory
approxin ate size e ect can be obtained by truncating the an allsize asym ptotic series expansion EJ. (:_L-8_:)] after the
linear temm :

occag
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w here the contants  5x and L, willbe discussed in what follow s. Indeed, Eq. {_2-(_5) allow s to obtain the transition
between a horizontal asym ptote characterizing the strength theory for which there is no size e ect, and a decreasing

asym ptote, corresponding to a power law of exponent: 1=2+ ( 1c)=2 for large structure sizes. A possble
Justi cation is that, in the largesize rst-order expansion EJ. (:_Lix)], the second tem in num erator has no In uence
on the power law y L1724 O 100072 £y Jarge sizes but induces a divergence at sm all sizes.

O ne lm itation of the approxin ate size e ect is that In Eq. (Z-Q:), the valuesof y and y o, and the values of L,
and L,, are assum ed to be equal and respectively characterized by n ax and L, . Indeed, the estin ate of these values
would be surely di erent from large size data or from am all size data. Thus, the approxin ate size e ect only gives
the shape of the size e ect relation on the nom inal strength but does not allow for a determ ination of the param eter
values p ax and L,. Only the crossover length Le and the scaling exponents 1, and are univocally detem ined
from the roughness analysis. H owever, i seem s reasonnable to assum e that the di erence between vy and y o will
be m asked by the scatter of the experin entaldata. On the other hand, it seem s di cult to com pare the crossover
lengths L; and L, (characterized by L, In Eq. {_2(_5)) to the crossover length L. using their analytical expressions,
because the fom er is deduced from a m echanical approach and the latter from a roughness analysis. N evertheless,
from a physicalpoint of view , both have the sam e m eaning. For am all structure sizes, ie. L Lc orL,, the energy
released by the structure isnegligble, whilke for large sizes, ie. L Lc orL,, the energy released isdom inant. Hence,
IJ't seam s reasonnable to assum e that both crossover lengths are of the sam e order ofm agnitude (it is the case n F ig.
-jwherejtjsassumedthatLo= L¢c).

IV.EXPERIM ENT

In the Pllow ing the experin ental setup of m ode I fracture tests on a quasbrittle m aterial, wood, is described.
Two wood species have been tested: M aritin e pine (P inus pinaster A i) and Nomway soruce Picea Ables L.). The
average oven dry speci c densities were respectively 055 and 0:40 and the m oisture content of all specin ens was
m easured between 11 and 13 % . Tests were m ade on m odi ed tapered double cantilever beam specimens (TIDCB)
oriented along the ongiudinalktangential directions of wood € ig. :2:) . Six sets of geom etrically sin ilar specin ens
characterized by theirwidth L = 7:5;11:3;15:0;22:5;30:0 and 600m m have been used. A straight notch ism achined
w ih a band saw (thickness 2 mm ) and prolonged a few m illin eters w ith a razor blade (thickness02 mm ). Fracture
is obtained through uniaxialtension at a constant opening rate. T he fracture surfaces are generated along the average
Iongiudinalradial plane pf wood. Load-de ection values were continuously recorded during the tests.

T he roughness ana]ysié%q, perform ed from these fracture tests, has shown an anom alous roughening Eq. (:1;')] ofthe
crack surfaces driven by the globaland local roughness exponents, = 1:35 0:10 and ;= 088 0:07 In the case
ofpineg,and, = 160 0:10and 1,c = 0:87 0:07 in the case of spruce. Hence, the experim entalR -curve behaviors
and ’irlje size e ects_?n criticalenergy release rates and nom inal strengths should be described respectively by Eq. ('9’),
Eq. @) and Eq. @0).



From an equivalent linear elastic approach which is the fram e ofthe m odel described in Sec. :_f.[ and Sec;j]::t) w here
the crack lengths can be estin ated from the unloading com pliance of the specin ens , the elastic energy release rate
Gr are com puted from the load-de ection curves for any crack length increment a. Two exam ples of the energy
release rate evolution Gy as a function of the crack length extension a obtained for both wood species and for
a specinen size L = 113mm are given in Fig. -4 An R-curve behavior is observed for both wood species, ie. a
pronounced evolution ofthe resistance to crack grow th as a finction ofthe equivalent crack length increm entf’ A fter
a characteristic propagation distance ( a sat 7 23mm for pine @) and 40mm for spruce ()) which corresponds
approxin ately to the ultim ate load P, the energy release rate becom es Independent of the crack length increm ent

a. The post R curve behavior arises at constant resistance to crack grow th and corresponds to critical resistance
Grc . In Fjgure:ff the R —curves and post R -curve behaviors are tted wih the Eq. (:_3). These ts are obtained in
keeping three free param eters: the speci ¢ surface energy , the ratio A=]o1 ¢ and the scaling exponent ( be)=Z.
T he expected R -curve behavior Eq. (:j)] provides a good description ofthe increase ofthe experim ental resistances to
crack grxaw th. Forboth wood species, the thted exponents ( 10c)=2z are close to those m easured from the roughness
ana]ysﬁq which are given In brackets in Fig. -_4 N ote that the R -curve is m ore pronouced In pine than in spruce
(ie. the critical energy release rate Ggrc is greater for a am aller crack length increm ent a 55+ than in spruce). This
trend has also been observed for the other specin en sizes L.

On the other hand, for both_wood species, Jt has been shown that the sizes L. of tested specin ens were greater
than the crossover lengths Lc-. de ned n Eqg. (-4.) and Eq. (20) relative to the size e ect]. Thus, according to Eq.
(:f!) and or L L¢ , the size e ect on the critical energy release rates of both wood species is expected to evolve as
apower law : Grc L ¢, The critical energy release rates obtained for both wood species are plotted in Fig. :_5
versus the characteristic specin en sizes L . Experin ental size e ects are tted by a power law G rc L) L whose
the exponents = 042 forpine @) and = 064 for sopruce () are n Air agreem ent w ith the expected exponents

e = 047 017 orpihe @) and 0:73 0:17 for spruce ). N ote that the size e ect on critical energies of soruce
is stronger than the one obtained for pine.

In the same way, In Fig. :_d, the nom inal strengths y obtained for both wood species are plotted versus the
characteristic specim en sizes L. A ccording to Eq. {_2-9') and, as previously m entioned for L Lc, the size e ect
on nom inal strengths is expected to evolve as: y L 172" (100072 Note that latter asym ptotic behaviour is
obtained w ith the assum ption L, = L In Eq. {_Z-g) as previously discussed In Sec:_ﬁ__'[_c-: Asshown in Fig. :§, sin ple
power law tsofthe experin entalnom inal strengths give exponent w hich are In good agreem ent w ith those expected,
ie. % + e = 027 009 orpine @) and 0:14 0:09 for spruce (). By com parison of the size e ects on the
critical energy release rates and on the nom nal strengths it is appeared that, as expected intuitively, the m ore the
size e ect on critical energies is in portant the m ore the size e ect on nom inal strengths is weak.

V.CONCLUSION

From an energy-based analysis, a link between the scaling law s descrbing the fracture surfaces and the size e ect
on the nom inal strength of the structures is proposed. O n the basis ofa Fam ily-V icsek scaling, which hasbeen shown
to re ect a purely elastic brittle fracture behavjorgga, the size e ect obtained is in agreem ent w ith the classical size
e ect of linear elastic fracture m echanics: - y L1172 Eq. {)]. In the case of an anom alous scaling, re ecting the
fracture behavior of quasbrittle m aterjalii , an asym ptotic analysis allow s to estin ate the size e ect relation on the
nom inal strength, and especially, the crack length increm ent or which them axinum load is reached. From large-size
and sm alksize asym ptotic series expansion of the size e ect, an approxin ate size e ect Eqg. (2_-0_:)] of general validity
isproposed. T his relation represents a an ooth transition from the case ofno size e ect, for am all structure sizes, to a
power law size e ect which appears weaker than the size e ect of LEFM . T hus, In the case of quasbrittle m aterials,
the approxin ate size e ect relation Eq. (0)] is di erent from the classical size e ect law proposed by B azant %3
and especially for large structure sizes where an asym ptotic behavior L1720 0 10072 i3 predicted instead
of the size e ect of LEFM suggested by Bazant’s theory. The di erence can be explained by the fact that, for an
anom alous scaling of fracture surfaces, the critical resistance to crack grow th at them axin um load evolres as a power
law Ggrc L e for Jarge structure sizes whilke this resistance is assum ed to be constant in LEFM . E xperin ents
perform ed on geom etrically sjm ilar wood specin ens of various sizes, for which anom alous roughening of crack surfaces
hasbeen observed prevjoushzgq, show that the size e ects on the critical resistances and on the nom jnal strengths are
in fair agreem ent w ith the predicted asym ptotic behaviors Gy ¢ L ©cand y L172* ( 10¢)=2 on the other
hand, if one considers a weakly anom alous roughening of the fracture surfaces (ie. ! 1c), R-curve Eq. 63 )] and
size e ect on the critical resistance Eq. (-4.)] vanish progressively and as a consequence, the size e ect characteristic
of a quasbrittle m aterial Eq. C_Z-C_i)] tends to the classical size e ect of a purely elastic brittle m aterdal Eq. ('Q:)].
E xperim ents on di erent kinds of quasibrittle m aterials are currently being perform ed to test our predictions.
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FIG.1l. Size e ect on the critical resistance to crack growth G rc obtained in the case of an anom alous scaling ( = 13,
e= 08,A =01 and L = 1: arbitrary values

FIG. 2. Geometrically sin ilar Tapered Double Cantilever Beam (ITDCB) fracture specinens of di erent sizes
L= 75;113;15:0;225;30:0 and 600 mm .

FIG .3. Approxin ate sjz_ele ect on the nom nnal strength (solid curve, Eq. (:E_(E)) and asym ptotic series expansions (dashed
curves, Eq. {13) and Eq. {18))

FIG.4. Exampls of R curves Gr ( a) respectively obtained for pine (@) and spruce () from specin ens of characteristic
size L= 11;3mm .

FIG .5. Size e g6t on critical energy release rate G rc respectively forpine (a) and spruce (). T he expected slopes from the
roughness a.nalysjiq are e = 047 017 forpine (@) and 0:73 0:17 for spruce ().

FIG .6~ Size e ect on nom inal strength respectively for pine (a) and spruce (). The expected slopes from the roughness
ana]ysjﬁo: are %+ 21“ = 027 0209 forpine (@) and 0:14 009 Por soruce ©).
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