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Size e�ect in fracture: roughening ofcrack surfaces and asym ptotic analysis
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Recently thescaling lawsdescribing theroughnessdevelopm entoffracturesurfaceswasproposed

to be related to the m acroscopic elastic energy released during crack propagation
13
.O n thisbasis,

an energy-based asym ptoticanalysisallowsto extend thelink to thenom inalstrength ofstructures.

W e show that a Fam ily-Vicsek scaling leads to the classical size e�ect of linear elastic fracture

m echanics.O n the contrary,in the case ofan anom alousscaling,there isa sm ooth transition from

the case ofno size e�ect,forsm allstructure sizes,to a powerlaw size e�ectwhich appearsweaker

than thelinearelasticfracturem echanicsone,in thecaseoflargesizes.Thisprediction iscon�rm ed

by fracture experim entson wood.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In solid m echanics,an essentialscaling problem is the e�ect ofthe structure size on its nom inalstrength. This

e�ect is particularly im portant in the case ofquasibrittle m aterials which are characterized by the existence ofa

large fracture process zone containing m any dam age m icrocracks. M aterials as di�erent as concretes,m ortar and

rocks,som ecom posites,toughened ceram icsand wood belong to thiscategory.Ba�zant1;2 hasshown thatin thiscase,

contrary to whathappensforW eibull’sstatistics3,thesizee�ectislinked to thevery existenceofthedevelopm entof

such a largem icrocracked zone,which im pliesstressredistributionsand stored energy release.

O n the other hand,in quasibrittle m aterials,dam age has a strong inuence on the localdeviations ofthe m ain

crack through its elastic interactionswith the m icrocracks4{6. Consequently,the roughnessofthe fracture surfaces

can beconsidered asan inheritanceofthedam ageprocessand itisnaturally tem pting to correlatetheirm orphology

(and especially their fractalproperties) to m acroscopic m echanicalproperties such as fracture energy or fracture

toughness7{13.

In this paper, on the basis of a link recently established13 between the roughening of crack surfaces and the

m acroscopicenergy released during crack propagation (thiswork issum m arized in Section II),weproposean energy-

based asym ptoticanalysisin Section IIIwhich allowsto extend thislink to thenom inalstrength oflarge(Sec.IIIA)

and sm all(Sec. IIIB) structures. An approxim ate size e�ect valid everywhere is proposed in Sec. IIIC. This

prediction is shown to be in agreem ent with experim entalresults obtained on wood Sec. IV. Finally,we discuss

m aterial-dependentpropertiesin Sec.V.

II.SC A LIN G LAW S O F C R A C K SU R FA C ES A N D EN ER G Y R ELEA SE R A T E

The statisticalcharacterization ofthe fractalm orphology offracture surfaces is nowadays a very active �eld of

research.Itisnow wellestablished thatthese surfaces,forvery di�erenttypesofm aterials(from ductile alum inium

alloys14;15 to brittle m aterialslike rock17;16;18 orwood19;20),exhibitself-a�ne scaling propertiesin a large range of

lengthscales (see21 for a m ore detailed accountofexperim ents). M oreover,in addition to this self-a�ne character,

recentstudies focussed on the com plete description (3D) ofthe m orphology ofcrack surfaces18;20 have shown that

thescaling lawsgoverning thecrack developm entsin longitudinaland transversedirectionsaredi�erentand m aterial

dependent20.

Let us consider the developm ent of a fracture surface from a straight notch of length L with zero roughness.

The m ean plane ofthe crack surface isde�ned as(x;y)where the x axisisperpendicular to the direction ofcrack

propagation and the y axisisparallelto thisdirection.Fortwo quasibrittlem aterials(granite18 and wood20),ithas

been found thatthe uctuations�h ofthe heighton the fracture surfaces,estim ated overa window ofsize lalong

the x axisand ata distance y from the initialnotch exhibited anom alous scaling propertieswhich are quite sim ilar

to those obtained in som em odelsofnonequilibrium kinetic roughening22;23:

�h(l;y)’ A

�
l�loc �(y)���loc if l� �(y)

�(y)� if l� �(y)
(1)

where �(y)= B y1=z dependson the distance y to the initialnotch and characterizesa crossoverlength along the x

axis.Forlength scalessm allerthan �(y),thesurfaceisself-a�ne,and characterized by thelocalroughnessexponent
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�loc.Thisself-a�necharacterisobserved in m ostexperim entsand alocalroughnessexponent� loc ’ 0:8isreported in

allcases.Hence,ithasbeen suggested thatthislocalroughnessexponentm ightbea universalindex,i.e.independent

ofthe fracturem ode and ofthe m aterial15.

According to Eq.(1),the m agnitude ofthe roughnessincreasesasa function ofthe distance y untilthe self-a�ne

correlation length �(y)reachesthe system size L.Thishappensata certain distance ysat = (L=B )z from the notch:

�(y � ysat)= L.Thus,the�rstgrowth regim eoftheroughness(i.e.fory � ysat)isfollowed by a stationary regim e

(fory � ysat)wherethem agnitudeoftheroughnessrem ainsconstantand wheretheglobalroughness(i.e.m easured

overthesystem sizeL)isdriven by theglobalroughnessexponent�:�h(L;y � ysat)� L�.Them ain consequenceof

an anom alousscaling[Eq.(1)]isthat,in thisstationaryregim e,them agnitudeofthelocalroughness(i.e.m easuredon

windowsl� L)isnotonly afunction ofthewindow sizelbutalsoofthesystem sizeL:�h(l;y � y sat)� l�locL���loc.

Experim entalresultsobtained on quasibrittle m aterialshave shown the following values forthe globalroughness

exponent:� = 1:2 forgranite18 and 1:35 and 1:60 forwood (pine and sprucerespectively)20.Notethattheexponent

z (called the \dynam icexponent")and the prefactorsA and B seem also to be m aterial-dependent20.

The Fam ily-Vicsek scaling law24,wherethe heightuctuations�h scaleas:

�h(l;y)’ A

�
l�loc if l� �(y)

�(y)�loc if l� �(y)
(2)

can beseen asaparticularcaseoftheanom alousscaling[Eq.(1)]where� = �loc.In thiscase[Eq.(2)],them agnitudes

ofthe localand globalroughnessesatsaturation,respectively �h(l;y � y sat)� l�loc and �h(L;y � y sat)� L�loc,

are driven by the sam e roughness exponent (the localroughness exponent �loc). Furtherm ore,the localroughness

is independent of the system size. This is drastically di�erent from what happens in the case ofan anom alous

scaling. It is worth noticing that both the Fam ily-Vicsek and the anom alous scaling laws were used to describe

the roughnessdevelopm entofthe sam e granite fracture surface17;18,and that m ore accurate results were obtained

assum ing anom alousscaling18.

The anom alous and Fam ily-Vicsek scalings were recently shown to be linked to drastically di�erent m echanical

behaviors in term s of elastic energy release13. W ithin the fram ework of an equivalent linear elastic problem , a

fracturecriterion,linking theelasticenergy releaserateG atthem acroscaleand thefractalnatureofthecrack atthe

m icroscale,wasproposed:G = 2 (y)=L.In thisfracturecriterion, istheso-called speci�csurfaceenergy and the

ratio  (y)=L can beconsidered asa \roughnessfactor".Asa m atteroffact,itisprecisely theratio ofthelength ofa

virtualcrack frontoveritsprojected length L (the system size,i.e.the specim en width).Thisvirtualfront,parallel

to the initialnotch,isassum ed to be rough only outofthe averagefracture plane (x;y),and thisroughnesscan be

de�ned from the functions�h(l;y)ata �xed position y from the initialnotch.

Accordingtoan anom alousscaling[Eq.(1)],theestim ateofthereallength  ofthevirtualfront(which corresponds

to the length ofa self-a�necurve 13)leadsto the following expressionsofthe energy releaserate:

G R (�a) ’ 2

8
>><

>>:

r

1+

�
A B �� �

loc

lo
1� �

loc

�2
�a

2(���loc)=z if �a � �a sat

r

1+

�
A

lo
1� �

loc

�2
L2(���loc) if �a � �a sat

(3)

where the crack length increm ents�a and �a sat de�ned from the initialnotch correspond respectively to the crack

positions y and ysat de�ned in Eq. (1). In the zone where the roughnessgrows,i.e.for �a � �a sat,the fracture

equilibrium leadsto an energy release rate function ofthe crack length increm ent�a [Eq. (3)]. The subscriptR in

G R em phasizes the fact that the resistance to fracture growth is sim ilar to the behavior described by a resistance

curve(usually called R-curve6).Note thatthe squarerootterm sin Eq.(3)aredim ensionlessand correspond to the

roughnessfactor (y)=L.Theterm lo isthelowercuto� ofthefractalrangeofthevirtualfront(i.e.thecharacteristic

size ofthe sm aller m icrostructuralelem ent relevant for the fracture process). W hen the crack increm ent is large,

i.e.for�a � �a sat [Eq. (3)]which correspondsto the saturation state ofthe roughness,the resistance to fracture

growth becom esindependentofthe crack length increm entbecause the self-a�ne correlation length hasreached the

system size:�(�a � �a sat)’ L.Introducingthecrossoverlength LC = (lo
1�� loc=A)1=(���loc),theresistanceto crack

growth forlargecrack length increm entsbecom es:

G R (�a � �a sat) ’ G R C ’ 2

s

1+

�
L

LC

� 2(���loc)

(4)

where the subscriptC in G R C em phasizesthatthe resistance to crack growth hasreached an asym ptotic orcritical

value.Them ain consequenceofthelink between fracturem echanicsand anom alousroughening offracturesurfaces13
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isthesizee�ecton thecriticalresistanceto crack growth [Eq.(4)].Thissizee�ectistheresultofthedependenceof

the m axim um m agnitude ofthe roughnessatsaturation on the structure size L. Asshown in Fig. 1,the size e�ect

a�ecting the criticalresistance G R C exhibits two asym ptotic behaviors separated by the crossoverlength LC . For

sm allstructure sizes(i.e.L � LC )where the roughnessofthe fracture surface isweak,there isno size e�ect,and

G R C ’ 2. Forlarge structure sizes(i.e.L � LC ),corresponding to an im portantfracture roughness,the critical

resistanceevolvesasa powerlaw :G R C � L���loc.

In thecaseoftheFam ily-Vicsek scaling[Eq.(2)],on thecontrary,thelink between roughneningoffracturesurfaces

and m aterialfractureproperties13 reducesto a resistanceto crack growth independentofthecrack increm ent�a and

ofthe specim en size L:

G C (�a)’ 2

s

1+

�
A

lo
1�� loc

� 2

(5)

Thus,an anom alousscaling accountsforan R-curve behaviorand a size e�ecton the criticalresistance to crack

growth while a Fam ily-Vicsek scaling reectsa purely elasticbrittle fracturebehavior.

III.SIZE EFFEC T O N T H E N O M IN A L ST R EN G T H

W e now extend the connection justsum m arized13 to the nom inalstrength ofstructures.

W ithin the fram ework ofBa�zant’stheory25,the size e�ect (for two-dim ensionalproblem )can be described from

geom etrically sim ilarstructuresofdi�erentsizes(with geom etrically sim ilarinitialcracksornotches)by introducing

a nom inalstress:

�N =
P

dL
(6)

whereP istheexternalload applied to thestructure(considered to bea load independentofthedisplacem ent),L is

the characteristic size ofthe structure,and d isany length ofthe structure (forinstance,asshown in Fig. 2 in the

caseofTDCB specim ens,d correspondsto theligam entlength).W hen P = Pu which correspondsto theultim ateor

m axim um load,�N iscalled the nom inalstrength ofthe structure.

O n the other hand,at the m axim um load Pu,the elastic energy release rate G (obtained at a constantload Pu

or�N )m ustbe equal,according to the linearelastic fracture m echanics(LEFM ),to the criticalresistance to crack

growth G R C :

G =
1

L

�
@W �

@a

�

�N

= G R C (7)

wherethecom plem entary energy W � characterizestheenergy stored in thestructure.Thisenergy W � can bewritten

in the following form :W � = �N
2L d

2
f(�)=E wheref isa dim ensionlessfunction characterizing thegeom etry ofthe

structure and � = a=d isthe relative crack length. Thus,when the m axim um load isreached,the nom inalstrength

ofthe structurecan also be written as:

�N =

s

E G R C

dg(�)
(8)

whereg(�)= @f(�)=@� correspondsto the dim ensionlessenergy releaseratefunction.

Usually,the m ain problem with Eq.(8)isto determ ine the relativecrack length � = a=d forwhich the m axim um

load Pu is reached. Let us consider exclusively a structure of\positive geom etry",i.e.@g(�)=@� > 0 under load

control.

Ifthe m aterialexhibitsa purely elastic brittle behaviorsuch asthe one obtained fora Fam ily-Vicsek scaling [Eq.

(5)],therelativecrack length increm ent� atthem axim um load correspondsto �o = ao=d (ao being thelength ofthe

notch orinitialcrack).Thus,in the case ofa Fam ily-Vicsek scaling,replacing the resistance to crack growth G C by

itsexpression in [Eq.5]and � by �o in Eq.(8),weobtain the following sizee�ectrelation:

�N =

v
u
u
t 2E

m g(�o)

"

1+

�
A

lo
1�� loc

� 2
#1=2

L
�1=2 (9)
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where m isa proportionality coe�cientbetween d and L (d = m L). In Eq.(9),the term underthe square rootisa

constant,which m eansthatthenom inalstrength ofstructuresevolvesas�N � L�1=2 .Thisisin agreem entwith the

expected LEFM size e�ect,i.e.the sizee�ectofa purely elasticbrittle fracturebehavior.

In the case ofan anom alousscaling,the problem appearsm ore com plicated.Indeed,underthe conditionsevoked

in thepreviouscase(i.e.,structuresofpositivegeom etry and underload control),ifthem aterialexhibitsan R-curve

behavior[Eq. (3)],the crack length increm ent�a sat (lim it ofthe R-curve)is actually the lim it ofstability. Thus,

the relative crack length atthe m axim um load can be de�ned as� = � o + � where � = �asat=d.Hence,in the case

ofan anom alousscaling,which reectsthefracturebehaviorofquasibrittlem aterials,theknowledgeoftheevolution

ofthecrack length increm ent�a sat asa function ofthestructuresizeisthekey ofthesizee�ectproblem .However,

the dependence between �a sat and the specim en size doesnotappearclearly from the roughnessanalysis18;20.

In orderto resolvethisproblem -which isthe centralpointofthispaper-,a possible way suggested by Ba�zant25

consists in considering that the failure ofa quasibrittle m aterialis not only characterized by the speci�c surface

energy 2 (related to the actualcrack surface),butalso by a criticaldam ageenergy releaserateG d perunitvolum e

ofdam aged m aterial(i.e.perunitvolum eoffractureprocesszone).Thus,onecan assum ethatfailureatthem axim um

load isobtained forthe energy balance:

G d VF P Z = 2 Ar(�a sat) (10)

where the volum e ofthe fracture processzone can be estim ated asVF P Z = L �a sat
2
=n with L�a sat the projected

crack surface and �a sat =n the height ofthe process zone (where n is assum ed constant,i.e.independent ofthe

size L). The surface A r(�a sat) correspondsto the realfracture surface produced during the crack advance �a sat.

Notethatthefracturecriterion [Eq.(10)]actually correspondsto an equivalentlinearelasticproblem 25;26 wherethe

e�ective size ofthe fracture processzone atthe m axim um load is assum ed equalto the crack length increm entfor

which the resistance to crack growth does not follow the R-curve [Eq. (3)]but rem ains constantand equalto the

criticalresistance:G R (�a sat)= G R C [Eq.(4)].

In the following,on the basis ofthe fracture criterion de�ned in Eq. (10),the asym ptotic values of�a sat are

estim ated forlargeand sm allstructuresin orderto obtain the nom inalstrength respectively forlargeand sm all-size

asym ptoticexpansions.

A .Large-size asym ptotic expansion ofthe size e�ect

As previously m entioned,the square root term s in Eq. (3) and Eq. (4) correspond to the ratio ofthe virtual

crack front length  (�a) over its projected length L. M oreover,from Eq. (4), relative to the roughness satu-

ration regim e,one can obtain the m axim um length ofthe virtualcrack front since  (�a � �a sat) ’  m ax ’

L
p
1+ (L=LC )

2(���loc)13.Thus,forlargestructuresizes,i.e.L � LC ,theasym ptoticvalueoftherealcrack surface

A r produced fora crack advance �a sat can be estim ated from  m ax as:A r ’ � L �a sat(L=LC )
���loc where � isa

constant(function ofthe scaling exponents). Substituting A r in Eq. (10)yieldsthe expression ofthe crack length

increm ent:

�a sat = c
�
�

�
L

LC

� ���loc

(11)

where c� = n2=G d is a m aterial-dependent length scale. Thus,for large structure sizes,the relative size ofthe

fracture process zone (i.e.� = �a sat=d) is expected to evolve as a power law � � L���loc�1 . M oreover,from the

valuesofthe scaling exponentsobtained in the roughnessanalysisofquasibrittle m aterials18;20,itappearsthatthe

relativesize ofthe processzone becom esnegligible when the system sizeincreases:lim � = 0 forL ! + 1 .In other

term s,in largestructures,theprocesszoneisexpected to liewithin only an in�nitesim alvolum efraction ofthebody

and so lim � = �o for L ! + 1 . Note that this result is in agreem ent with Ba�zant’s assum ption25. Hence,the

dim ensionlessenergy release rate function g(�)being generally a sm ooth function,we m ay expand itinto a Taylor

seriesaround � = �o and Eq.(8)thusyields:

�N =

r
E G R C

d

�

g(�o)+ g1(�o)� + g2(�o)
�2

2!
+ g3(�o)

�3

3!
+ :::

��1=2

(12)

= �M

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

1 +
�

L

L C

�2(���loc)

� 1=2

L

L 1

+
�

L

L C

����loc

+ b2
L 1

L

�
L

L C

�2(���loc)
+ b3

�
L 1

L

�2� L

L C

�3(���loc)
+ :::

(13)
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where g1(�o) = @g(�o)=@�, g2(�o) = @2g(�o)=@�
2
, ..., and b2 = g(�o)g2(�o)=(2g1(�o)

2), b3 =

g(�o)
2g3(�o)=(6g1(�o)

3
),...,and,

�M =

s

2E

m g(�o)L1

; L1 = c
� �

m

g1(�o)

g(�o)
(14)

areallconstants.Equation (13)providesa large-sizeasym ptoticseriesexpansion ofthesizee�ectbecausetheterm s

containing non zero powersofL in denom inatorvanish forL ! 1 . Note that Eq. (13)is expected to diverge for

structure sizesL ! 0 asshown in Fig. 3. A �rst-orderasym ptotic approxim ation atlarge sizescan be obtained by

truncating the seriesafterthe linearterm :

�N = �M

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

1 +
�

L

L C

�2(���loc)

� 1=2

L

L 1

+
�

L

L C

����loc

(15)

Them ain consequenceoftheanom alousrougheningin thecaseoflargestructuresizesisthatthenom inalstrength is

expected to decreaseas�N � L�1=2+ (��� loc)=2 (asshown in Fig.3).Thisresultdisagreeswith thesizee�ectproposed

by Ba�zant25 where the nom inalstrength oflarge structures decreases as �N � L�1=2 which is the theoreticalsize

e�ect ofLEFM .The di�erence originates in the fact that,for an anom alous roughening,the criticalresistance to

crack growth G R C [Eq. (4)]is expected to evolve as a power law G R C � L���loc for large structure sizes while in

LEFM ,thecriticalresistanceG R C isassum ed to beconstant(i.e.independantofthespecim en size).Hence,thesize

e�ecton the nom inalstrength obtained foran anom alousroughening isweakerthan the size e�ectin LEFM .

B .Sm all-size asym ptotic expansion ofthe size e�ect

In Ba�zant’stheory25,no sizee�ectisexpected forsm allstructuresizes(L ! 0);thisisthedom ain ofthestrength

theory. A possible justi�cation is that,in sm allstructures,the fracture process zone �lls the whole volum e ofthe

structureand hence,thereisno stressconcentration and,asa consequence,failureoccurswith no crack propagation.

Such an argum entcan bealso obtained from thelink between anom alousrougheningofcrack surfacesand m aterial

fracture properties. Indeed, in sm allstructure sizes (i.e. L � LC ), the roughness being negligible, the virtual

crack frontlength tendsto itsprojected length L. Thisim pliesthat,forsm allstructures,the actualcrack surfaces

produced duringacrackadvance�a sat arenotsodi�erentfrom theprojected one:A r ’ L�a sat.Hence,substituting

A r ’ L�a sat into the fracture criterion [Eq. (10)]yields the crack length increm ent: �a sat = n2=G d = c� for

L � LC .In otherterm s,the e�ective size ofthe processzone tendsto the m ateriallength forsm allstructure sizes.

Thus,when the m ateriallength c� = d� ao (Fig. 2),the fracture processzone occupiesthe entire ligam entofthe

structure.

O n thebasisofBa�zant’stheory25 and in orderto obtain a sm all-sizeasym ptoticexpansion ofthesizee�ect,letus

now introducea new variableand a new function:

� =
1

�
=

d

�a sat

; ’(�o;�)=
g(�o + �)

�
= � g(�o + 1=�) (16)

The function ’(�o;�)correspondsto the dim ensionlessenergy releaseratefunction ofthe inverserelativesizeofthe

processzone. Substituting Eq. (16)into Eq. (8)and expanding ’(�o;�)into Taylorseriesaround the point(�o;0)

sincelim � = 0 when d orL ! 0,yieldsthe nom inalstrength:

�N =

r
E G R C

c�

�

’(�o;0)+ ’1(�o;0)� + ’2(�o;0)
�2

2!
+ ’3(�o;0)

�3

3!
+ :::

��1=2

(17)

= �M 0

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

1 +
�

L

L C

�2(���loc)

� 1=2

1 + L

L 2

+ c2
�
L

L 2

�2
+ c3

�
L

L 2

�3
+ :::

(18)

where ’1(�o;0) = @’(�o;0)=@�,’2(�o;0) = @2’(�o;0)=@�
2
,...,and c2 = ’2(�o;0)’(�o;0)

2=(2’1(�o;0)
2),c3 =

’3(�o;0)’(�o;0)
3=(6’1(�o;0)

3
),...,and,
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�M 0 =

s

2E

’(�o;0)c
�
; L2 = c

� ’(�o;0)

m ’1(�o;0)
(19)

are allconstants. Equation (18) provides a sm all-size asym ptotic series expansion ofthe size e�ect and is plotted

in Fig. 3. W hen L ! 0,the nom inalstrength tends to a constant(i.e.�M 0 as expected in the case ofa strength

theory25)butdivergesfrom theasym ptoticbehaviorofthesizee�ectobtained in thecaseoflargestructuresizes[Eq.

(13)].

C .A pproxim ate size e�ect

Now,the m ain problem consists in interpolating between the large-size [Eq. (13)]and the sm all-size [Eq. (18)]

asym ptoticseriesexpansion in ordertoobtain an approxim atesizee�ectvalid everywhere.Thetheory ofinterm ediate

asym ptotics27 isnoteasily applicablein ourcase.Nevertheless,itisinterestingtoobservein Fig.3 thatasatisfactory

approxim atesize e�ectcan be obtained by truncating the sm all-sizeasym ptoticseriesexpansion [Eq.(18)]afterthe

linearterm :

�N = �m ax

v
u
u
u
u
t

�

1 +
�

L

L C

�2(���loc)

� 1=2

1 + L

L o

(20)

where the contants�m ax and Lo willbe discussed in whatfollows. Indeed,Eq. (20)allowsto obtain the transition

between a horizontalasym ptotecharacterizing the strength theory forwhich there isno sizee�ect,and a decreasing

asym ptote,corresponding to a power law ofexponent: � 1=2 + (� � �loc)=2 for large structure sizes. A possible

justi�cation isthat,in the large-size�rst-orderexpansion [Eq.(15)],the second term in num eratorhasno inuence

on the powerlaw �N � L�1=2+ (��� loc)=2 forlargesizesbutinducesa divergenceatsm allsizes.

O ne lim itation ofthe approxim ate size e�ectisthatin Eq. (20),the valuesof�M and �M 0,and the valuesofL1

and L2,areassum ed to beequaland respectively characterized by �m ax and Lo.Indeed,theestim ateofthesevalues

would be surely di�erentfrom large size data orfrom sm allsize data. Thus,the approxim ate size e�ectonly gives

the shapeofthe sizee�ectrelation on the nom inalstrength butdoesnotallow fora determ ination ofthe param eter

values�m ax and Lo. O nly the crossoverlength LC and the scaling exponents�loc and � are univocally determ ined

from the roughnessanalysis.However,itseem sreasonnableto assum e thatthe di�erence between �M and �M 0 will

be m asked by the scatterofthe experim entaldata. O n the otherhand,itseem sdi�cultto com pare the crossover

lengths L1 and L2 (characterized by Lo in Eq. (20))to the crossoverlength LC using their analyticalexpressions,

because the form erisdeduced from a m echanicalapproach and the latterfrom a roughnessanalysis. Nevertheless,

from a physicalpointofview,both havethesam em eaning.Forsm allstructuresizes,i.e.L � LC orLo,theenergy

released by thestructureisnegligible,whileforlargesizes,i.e.L � LC orLo,theenergy released isdom inant.Hence,

itseem sreasonnableto assum ethatboth crossoverlengthsareofthe sam eorderofm agnitude(itisthe casein Fig.

3 whereitisassum ed thatLo = LC ).

IV .EX P ER IM EN T

In the following the experim entalsetup ofm ode I fracture tests on a quasibrittle m aterial,wood,is described.

Two wood specieshave been tested: M aritim e pine (Pinus pinaster Ait)and Norway spruce (Picea Abies L.). The

average oven dry speci�c densities were respectively 0:55 and 0:40 and the m oisture content ofallspecim ens was

m easured between 11 and 13 % . Tests were m ade on m odi�ed tapered double cantileverbeam specim ens (TDCB)

oriented along the longitudinal-tangentialdirections ofwood (Fig. 2). Six sets ofgeom etrically sim ilar specim ens

characterized by theirwidth L = 7:5;11:3;15:0;22:5;30:0and 60:0m m havebeen used.A straightnotch ism achined

with a band saw (thickness2 m m )and prolonged a few m illim eterswith a razorblade(thickness0.2 m m ).Fracture

isobtained through uniaxialtension ataconstantopeningrate.Thefracturesurfacesaregenerated alongtheaverage

longitudinal-radialplaneofwood.Load-deection valueswerecontinuously recorded during the tests.

Theroughnessanalysis20,perform ed from thesefracturetests,hasshown an anom alousroughening [Eq.(1)]ofthe

crack surfacesdriven by the globaland localroughnessexponents,� = 1:35� 0:10 and �loc = 0:88� 0:07 in the case

ofpine,and,� = 1:60� 0:10 and �loc = 0:87� 0:07 in thecaseofspruce.Hence,theexperim entalR-curvebehaviors

and thesizee�ectson criticalenergy releaseratesand nom inalstrengthsshould bedescribed respectively by Eq.(3),

Eq.(4)and Eq.(20).
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From an equivalentlinearelasticapproach (which isthefram eofthem odeldescribed in Sec.IIand Sec.III)where

the crack lengthscan be estim ated from the unloading com pliance ofthe specim ens,the elastic energy release rate

G R are com puted from the load-deection curvesfor any crack length increm ent�a. Two exam ples ofthe energy

release rate evolution G R as a function ofthe crack length extension �a obtained for both wood species and for

a specim en size L = 11:3m m are given in Fig. 4. An R-curve behavior is observed for both wood species,i.e.a

pronounced evolution oftheresistanceto crack growth asa function oftheequivalentcrack length increm ent6.After

a characteristic propagation distance (�a sat ’ 23 m m for pine (a) and 40m m for spruce (b)) which corresponds

approxim ately to the ultim ate load Pu,the energy release rate becom esindependent ofthe crack length increm ent

�a. The postR-curve behaviorarisesatconstantresistance to crack growth and correspondsto criticalresistance

G R C . In Figure 4 the R-curvesand postR-curve behaviorsare �tted with the Eq. (3). These �ts are obtained in

keepingthreefreeparam eters:thespeci�csurfaceenergy ,theratioA=lo
1�� loc and thescaling exponent(�� �loc)=z.

Theexpected R-curvebehavior[Eq.(3)]providesa good description oftheincreaseoftheexperim entalresistancesto

crack growth.Forboth wood species,the�tted exponents(�� �loc)=z arecloseto thosem easured from theroughness

analysis20 which are given in bracketsin Fig. 4. Note that the R-curve is m ore pronouced in pine than in spruce

(i.e.the criticalenergy release rateG R C isgreaterfora sm allercrack length increm ent�a sat than in spruce).This

trend hasalso been observed forthe otherspecim en sizesL.

O n the other hand,for both wood species,it has been shown that the sizes L oftested specim ens were greater

than the crossoverlengthsLC
13 [de�ned in Eq.(4)and Eq. (20)relative to the size e�ect]. Thus,according to Eq.

(4)and forL � LC ,the size e�ecton the criticalenergy release ratesofboth wood speciesisexpected to evolve as

a powerlaw:G R C � L���loc. The criticalenergy release ratesobtained forboth wood speciesare plotted in Fig. 5

versusthe characteristic specim en sizesL. Experim entalsize e�ectsare �tted by a powerlaw G R C (L)� L� whose

the exponents� = 0:42 forpine (a)and � = 0:64 forspruce (b)are in fairagreem entwith the expected exponents

� � �loc = 0:47� 0:17forpine(a)and 0:73� 0:17forspruce(b).Notethatthesizee�ecton criticalenergiesofspruce

isstrongerthan the oneobtained forpine.

In the sam e way,in Fig. 6,the nom inalstrengths �N obtained for both wood species are plotted versus the

characteristic specim en sizes L. According to Eq. (20) and,as previously m entioned for L � LC ,the size e�ect

on nom inalstrengths is expected to evolve as: �N � L�1=2+ (��� loc)=2. Note that latter asym ptotic behaviour is

obtained with the assum ption Lo = LC in Eq.(20)aspreviously discussed in Sec IIIC.Asshown in Fig.6,sim ple

powerlaw �tsoftheexperim entalnom inalstrengthsgiveexponentwhich arein good agreem entwith thoseexpected,

i.e.� 1

2
+

���loc

2
= � 0:27� 0:09 forpine(a)and � 0:14� 0:09 forspruce(b).By com parison ofthesizee�ectson the

criticalenergy release ratesand on the nom inalstrengthsitis appeared that,asexpected intuitively,the m ore the

sizee�ecton criticalenergiesisim portantthe m orethesize e�ecton nom inalstrengthsisweak.

V .C O N C LU SIO N

From an energy-based analysis,a link between the scaling lawsdescribing the fracture surfacesand the size e�ect

on thenom inalstrength ofthestructuresisproposed.O n thebasisofa Fam ily-Vicsek scaling,which hasbeen shown

to reecta purely elastic brittle fracture behavior13,the size e�ect obtained is in agreem entwith the classicalsize

e�ectoflinearelastic fracture m echanics:�N � L�1=2 [Eq. (9)]. In the case ofan anom alousscaling,reecting the

fracturebehaviorofquasibrittlem aterials13,an asym ptoticanalysisallowsto estim ate the sizee�ectrelation on the

nom inalstrength,and especially,thecrack length increm entforwhich them axim um load isreached.From large-size

and sm all-sizeasym ptotic seriesexpansion ofthe size e�ect,an approxim atesize e�ect[Eq.(20)]ofgeneralvalidity

isproposed.Thisrelation representsa sm ooth transition from thecaseofno sizee�ect,forsm allstructuresizes,to a

powerlaw size e�ectwhich appearsweakerthan the size e�ectofLEFM .Thus,in the caseofquasibrittlem aterials,

the approxim ate size e�ect relation [Eq. (20)]is di�erent from the classical size e�ect law proposed by Ba�zant25

and especially for large structure sizes where an asym ptotic behavior �N � L�1=2+ (��� loc)=2 is predicted instead

ofthe size e�ect ofLEFM suggested by Ba�zant’stheory. The di�erence can be explained by the fact that,for an

anom alousscaling offracturesurfaces,thecriticalresistanceto crack growth atthem axim um load evolvesasa power

law G R C � L���loc forlarge structure sizeswhile this resistance isassum ed to be constantin LEFM .Experim ents

perform ed on geom etrically sim ilarwood specim ensofvarioussizes,forwhich anom alousrougheningofcrack surfaces

hasbeen observed previously20,show thatthesizee�ectson thecriticalresistancesand on thenom inalstrengthsare

in fairagreem entwith the predicted asym ptotic behaviorsG R C � L���loc and �N � L�1=2+ (��� loc)=2.O n the other

hand,ifone considersa weakly anom alousroughening ofthe fracture surfaces(i.e.� ! �loc),R-curve [Eq. (3)]and

size e�ecton the criticalresistance [Eq.(4)]vanish progressively and asa consequence,the size e�ectcharacteristic

ofa quasibrittle m aterial[Eq. (20)]tends to the classicalsize e�ect ofa purely elastic brittle m aterial[Eq. (9)].

Experim entson di�erentkindsofquasi-brittlem aterialsarecurrently being perform ed to testourpredictions.
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FIG .1. Size e�ect on the criticalresistance to crack growth G R C obtained in the case ofan anom alous scaling (� = 1:3,

�loc = 0:8,A = 0:1 and lo = 1:arbitrary values

FIG . 2. G eom etrically sim ilar Tapered D ouble Cantilever Beam (TD CB) fracture specim ens of di�erent sizes

L = 7:5;11:3;15:0;22:5;30:0 and 60:0 m m .

FIG .3. Approxim ate size e�ecton the nom inalstrength (solid curve,Eq. (20)) and asym ptotic series expansions(dashed

curves,Eq.(13)and Eq.(18))

FIG .4. Exam ples ofR -curves G R (�a) respectively obtained for pine (a) and spruce (b) from specim ens ofcharacteristic

size L = 11;3m m .

FIG .5. Sizee�ecton criticalenergy releaserateG R C respectively forpine(a)and spruce(b).Theexpected slopesfrom the

roughnessanalysis
20

are �� �loc = 0:47� 0:17 forpine (a)and 0:73� 0:17 forspruce (b).

FIG .6. Size e�ect on nom inalstrength respectively for pine (a) and spruce (b). The expected slopes from the roughness

analysis
20

are � 1

2
+

�� �loc

2
= � 0:27� 0:09 forpine (a)and � 0:14� 0:09 forspruce (b).
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