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A bstract

Tensile creep tests,tensile relaxation tests and a tensile test with a constant

rate ofstrain are perform ed on injection-m olded isotactic polypropylene at room

tem perature in the vicinity ofthe yield point. A constitutive m odelisderived for

the tim e-dependentbehaviorofsem i-crystalline polym ers.A polym eristreated as

an equivalent network ofchains bridged by perm anent junctions. The network is

m odelled asan ensem bleofpassivem eso-regions(with a� nenodes)and activem eso-

dom ains (where junctions slip with respectto their positions in the bulk m edium

with variousrates).Thedistribution ofactivation energiesforslidingin activem eso-

regionsisdescribed byarandom energym odel.Adjustableparam etersin thestress{

strain relationsarefound by � tting experim entaldata.Itisdem onstrated thatthe

concentration of active m eso-dom ains m onotonically grows with strain, whereas

the average potentialenergy forsliding ofjunctionsand the standard deviation of

activation energies su� er substantialdrops at the yield point. W ith reference to

the concept ofdualpopulation ofcrystalline lam ellae, these changes in m aterial

param etersareattributed to transition from breakage ofsubsidiary (thin)lam ellae

in thesub-yield region tofragm entation ofprim ary(thick)lam ellaein thepost-yield

region ofdeform ation.
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1 Introduction

Thispaperisconcerned with theexperim entalstudyand m odellingofthetim e-dependent

behaviorofisotactic polypropylene (iPP)atstrainsup to 20 % in uniaxialtensile tests,

creep testsand relaxation testsatroom tem perature. Isotactic polypropylene ischosen

forthe investigation because ofitsnum erousapplicationsin industry (oriented �lm sfor

packaging, reinforcing �bres, nonwoven fabrics, blends with therm oplastic elastom ers,

etc.).

Thenonlinearviscoelasticresponseofpolypropylene wasstudied by W ard and W olfe

(1966)and Sm artand W illiam s(1972)threedecadesago,and,in recentyears,by W ort-

m ann and Schulz(1994,1995),Ariyam a(1996),Ariyam aetal.(1997),Duttaand Edward

(1997),Read and Tom lins(1997)Tom linsand Read (1998),and Sweeney etal.(1999).

Viscoplasticity and yielding ofiPP have been investigated in the past �ve years by

Kalay and Bevis(1997),Coulon etal.(1998),Seguelaetal.(1999),Staniek etal.(1999),

Nitta and Takayanagi(1999,2000)and Labouretal.(2001),to m ention a few.

Dynam ic m echanicalanalysisreveals thatthe losstangentofiPP dem onstrates two

pronounced m axim a being plotted versustem perature(Andreassen,1999;Seguela etal.,

1999;Lopez-M anchado and Arroyo,2000).The�rstm axim um (�{transition in theinter-

valbetween T = �20 and T = 10 �C)isassociated with theglasstransition in a m obile

partofthe am orphousphase,whereasthe otherm axim um (�{transition in the interval

between T = 70 and T = 110 �C)isattributed to the glasstransition in the rem aining

part ofthe am orphous phase,the so-called \rigid am orphous fraction" (Verm a et al.,

1996).Thisconclusion iscon�rm ed by DSC (di�erentialscanning calorim etry)tracesof

quenched polypropylenewhich show (in theheating m ode)an endotherm nearT = 70 �C

ascribed totherm alactivation ofam orphousdom ainswith restricted m obility (Seguela et

al.,1999).

Isotactic polypropylene isa sem i-crystalline polym ercontaining three di�erentcrys-

tallographic form s: m onoclinic � crystallites, hexagonal� structures, orthorhom bic 


polym orphs,togetherwith \sm ectic" m esophase(Iijim aand Strobl,2000).Atrapid cool-

ing ofthem elt(atthestageofinjection m olding),� crystallitesand sm ectic m esophase

arem ainly developed,whereas� and 
 polym orphsareobserved asm inority com ponents

(Kalay and Bevis,1997;Al-Raheiletal.,1998)thatdisappearafterannealing above130
�C (Al-Raheiletal.,1998;Labouretal.,2001).

A uniquefeatureof� spherulitesin iPP isthelam ellarcross-hatching:developm entof

transverselam ellaeoriented in thedirection perpendiculartothedirection ofradiallam el-

lae (Iijim a and Strobl,2000;M aitietal.,2000). The characteristic size of� spherulites

in injection-m olded specim ens is estim ated as 100 to 200 �m (Kalay and Bevis,1997;

Coulon etal.,1998). These spherulites consist ofcrystalline lam ellae with thickness of

10 to 20 nm (Coulon etal.,1998;M aitietal.,2000). The am orphousphase islocated

(i) between spherulites,(ii) inside spherulites,in \liquid pockets" (Verm a et al.,1996)

between lam ellarstacks,and (iii)between lam ellae in lam ellarstacks. Itconsists of(i)

relatively m obilechainsbetween spherulites,in liquid pocketsand between radiallam ellae

insidelam ellarstacks,and (ii)severely restricted chainsin theregionsbounded by radial

and tangentiallam ellae.

Stretching ofiPP specim ensresultsin inter-lam ellarseparation,rotation and twistof

2



lam ellae,�ne and coarse slip oflam ellarblocks and their fragm entation (Aboulfarajet

al.,1995;Seguela etal.,1999),chain slip through thecrystals,sliding and breakageoftie

chains(Nittaand Takayanagi,1999,2000),and activation ofrigid am orphousfraction.At

largestrains,thesem orphologicaltransform ationslead to cavitation,form ation of�brills

and stress-induced crystallization (Zhang etal.1999).

Itishard to believe thatthese m echanically-induced changesin the m icro-structure

ofiPP can be adequately described by a constitutive m odelwith a sm allnum ber of

adjustableparam eters.To develop stress{strain relations,weapply a m ethod of\hom og-

enization ofm icro-structure," according to which a sophisticated m orphology ofisotactic

polypropylene ism odelled by an equivalent phase whose deform ation capturesessential

featuresoftheresponse ofthissem i-crystalline polym er.W echoose a network ofchains

astheequivalentphaseforthefollowing reasons:

1.Theviscoelasticresponseofisotacticpolypropyleneisconventionallyassociated with

rearrangem entofchainsin am orphousregions(Coulon etal.,1998).

2.Sliding oftiechainsalong and theirdetachm entfrom lam ellae play thekey rolein

thetim e-dependentresponseofiPP (Nitta and Takayanagi,1999,2000).

3.Theviscoplastic
ow in sem i-crystallinepolym ersisassum ed to be\initiated in the

am orphousphasebeforetransitioningintothecrystallinephase"(M eyerand Pruitt,

2001).

4.Thetim e-dependentbehaviorofpolypropyleneisconventionallym odelled withinthe

conceptofa network ofm acrom olecules(Sweeney and W ard,1995,1996;Sweeney

etal.,1999).

Isotacticpolypropyleneatroom tem perature(i.e.,abovetheglasstransition tem pera-

tureforthem obileam orphousphase)istreated a perm anentnetwork ofm acrom olecules

bridged by junctions(physicalcross-links,entanglem entsand lam ellarblocks).The net-

work is assum ed to be highly heterogeneous (this inhom ogeneity is attributed to inter-

actionsbetween lam ellaeand surrounding am orphousregions,aswellasto localdensity


uctuationsin theam orphousphase),and itisthoughtofasan ensem bleofm eso-regions

(M R)with di�erent potentialenergies. Two types ofM Rsare distinguished: (i)active

dom ains,where junctions can slide with respect to their positions in the bulk m aterial

asthey are therm ally agitated (the m obile partofthe am orphousphase),and (ii)pas-

sive dom ains,where sliding ofjunctionsisprevented by surrounding lam ellae (the rigid

am orphousfraction).

Straining ofa specim en induces

1.Sliding ofm eso-dom ains with respect to each other (which re
ects fragm entation

and coarseslip oflam ellae).

2.Sliding ofjunctionswith respectto theirpositionsin thestress-freem edium (which

isassociated with slip oftiem oleculesalonglam ellaeand�neslip oflam ellarblocks).

Sliding ofM Rs with respect to each other is m odelled as a rate-independent process

thatdescribesthe elastoplastic response ofiPP.Sliding ofjunctionsin m eso-dom ainsis
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treated asarate-dependentphenom enon thatre
ectstheviscoplasticbehaviorofisotactic

polypropylene.

Stretching ofa specim en resultsin an increasein theconcentration ofactiveM Rsand

changesin the distribution ofm eso-dom ainswith variousactivation energies forsliding

ofjunctions driven by release ofpart ofthe rigid am orphous fraction due to lam ellar

fragm entation.

Theobjectiveofthisstudy istwo-fold:

1.To reportexperim entaldata in a tensile testwith a constantstrain rate,in creep

tests and in relaxation tests at severalelongation ratios on injection-m olded iPP

specim ensannealed for24 h atthetem peratureT = 140 �C.

2.Toderiveconstitutiveequationsforthetim e-dependentresponseofasem i-crystalli-

nepolym erand to�nd adjustableparam etersin thestress{strain relationsby�tting

observations.

In previous studies on m odelling the response ofam orphous and sem i-crystalline poly-

m ersin the sub-yield and post-yield regions,see,e.g.,pioneering worksby Haward and

Thackray (1968) and G’Selland Jonas (1979),and m ore recent publications by Boyce

et al. (1988),Bordonaro and Krem pl(1992),Arruda et al. (1995),Hasan and Boyce

(1995),Krem pland Bordonaro (1995,1998),Zhang and M oore(1997),Spathisand Kon-

tou (1998),Drozdov (2001),Duan et al. (2001),stress{strain curves,creep curves and

relaxation curves were treated independently ofeach other (in the sence that di�erent

adjustableparam etersweredeterm ined by m atching observationsin di�erenttests).The

aim ofthepresentpaperisto approxim ateexperim entaldata in threeconventionaltypes

ofm echanicaltestswithin oneconstitutivem odel.Thisallowstwoapproachesin thenon-

linearviscoelasticity with an \internaltim e" to be com pared,the so-called m odelswith

stress-and strain-induced m aterialclocks (Lustig et al.,1996;Krem pland Bordonaro,

1998,W inem an,2002),aswellasto shed som e lighton a m echanism form echanically-

induced changesin relaxation (retardation)spectra in thevicinity oftheyield point.

Theexposition isorganized asfollows.Thespecim ensand theexperim entalprocedure

aredescribed inSection 2.Thedistribution ofm eso-regionswithvariouspotentialenergies

forsliding ofjunctionsisintroduced in Section 3. Kinetic equationsforsliding ofM Rs

with respectto each otherareproposed in Section 4.Sliding ofjunctionsin activem eso-

dom ainsism odelled in Section 5.Thestrain energy density ofa sem i-crystallinepolym er

isdeterm ined in Section 6.Constitutive equationsare derived in Section 7 by using the

lawsoftherm odynam ics.Theseequationsarefurthersim pli�ed todescribeobservationsin

\rapid" tensile tests,creep testsand relaxation tests.Section 8 isconcerned with �tting

experim entaldata. Our �ndings are brie
y discussed in Section 9. Som e concluding

rem arksareform ulated in Section 10.

2 Experim entalprocedure

Isotacticpolypropylene(Novolen 1100L)wassupplied by BASF (Targor).ASTM dum b-

bellspecim enswere injection m olded with length 148 m m ,width 10 m m and height3.8

m m . To erase the in
uence oftherm alhistory,the sam pleswere annealed in an oven at
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140 �C for 24 h and slowly cooled by air. To m inim ize the e�ect ofphysicalaging on

the tim e-dependentresponse ofiPP,m echanicaltestswere carried outa week afterthe

therm alpre-treatm ent.

Uniaxialtensile relaxation tests were perform ed at room tem perature on a testing

m achine Instron{5568 equipped with electro-m echanicalsensorsforthe controloflongi-

tudinalstrains in the active zone ofsam ples (with the distance 50 m m between clips).

The tensile force wasm easured by a standard load cell. The engineering stress,�,was

determ ined asthe ratio ofthe axialforce to the cross-sectionalarea ofthe specim ensin

the stress-free state. The specim ens were loaded with the cross-head speed 5 m m /m in

(thatcorresponded to theHencky strain rate _�H = 1:1� 10�3 s�1 ),which providesnearly

isotherm altestconditions(Arruda etal.,1995).

The engineering stress,�,isplotted versus the elongation ratio � in Figure 1. The

true longitudinalstress,�t,is calculated as �t = �� (this form ula is based on the in-

com pressibility condition).Thetruestressisalso depicted in Figure1,which showsthat

necking ofsam plesdoesnotoccuratelongationsup to 50 % .Theapparentyield strain,

�y1,calculated astheintersection pointoftangentlinestothetruestress{elongation ratio

diagram at\sm all" and \large" deform ations,equals 0.04. The yield strain,�y2,deter-

m ined asthestrain corresponding to them axim um on theengineering stress{engineering

strain curve,equals0.08.

A series of8 creep tests was perform ed atthe engineering stresses �01 = 10:0 M Pa,

�02 = 15:0 M Pa,�03 = 20:0 M Pa,�04 = 25:0 M Pa,�05 = 30:0 M Pa,�06 = 30:38 M Pa,

�07 = 30:94 M Pa,and �08 = 32:80 M Pa.The lastthree valuesofstresscorrespond to the

initialstrains(atthe beginning ofthe creep tests)�06 = 0:45,�07 = 0:50,and �08 = 0:60.

The �rst four tests were carried out in the sub-yield region ofdeform ation (the initial

strainsare lessthan the yield strain �y1),whereasthe othertestswere perform ed in the

intervalbetween theyield strains�y1 and �y2.

Each creep testwascarried outon a new sam ple. In the m th test(m = 1;:::;8),a

specim en wasloaded with thecross-head speed 5m m /m in up totheengineeringstress�0m
thatwaspreserved constantduring thecreep test,tc = 20 m in.Thelongitudinalstrains,

�,m easured in the �rst6 tests are plotted versus the logarithm (log = log10)oftim e t

(the instantt= 0 correspondsto the beginning ofa creep test)in Figure 2. This�gure

dem onstratesthattherateofincreasein strain,�,with tim e,t,isrelatively low atsm all

stresses,and itnoticeably growswith �. The creep curves atstresses �0m exceeding 20

M Pa areplotted in Figure3,wheretheHencky strain �H = ln� ispresented asafunction

oftim et.Figure3 revealstheprim ary creep ofiPP atthestress�04,transition from the

prim ary creep to thesecondary creep atthestress�05,and transition from thesecondary

creep to theternary creep athigherstresses,�06 to �
0
8.Thesetransitionsareindicated by

linesAA 0(�H = 0:06)and BB0(�H = 0:14)in Figure3.

A series of4 relaxation tests was perform ed at the strains �01 = 0:05,�02 = 0:10,

�03 = 0:15,and �04 = 0:20. The �rsttest was carried outatthe strain belonging to the

intervalbetween theyield strains�y1 and �y2,whereastheothertestswere perform ed at

strainsin thepost-yield region ofdeform ation.

Any relaxation testwascarried outon a new sam ple.In them th test(m = 1;:::;4),

a specim en wasloaded with thecross-head speed 5m m /m in up to thelongitudinalstrain

�0m thatwaspreserved constantduring therelaxation tim etr = 20 m in.Theengineering
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stress,�,isplotted versusthe logarithm oftim e t(the instantt= 0 correspondsto the

beginning ofa relaxation test)in Figure 4.This�gure showsthatthe relaxation curves

arestrongly a�ected by strain.

3 D istribution ofm eso-regions

A sem i-crystalline polym eristreated asa perm anentnetwork ofchainsbridged by junc-

tions. The network isthoughtofasan ensem ble ofm eso-regionswith variouspotential

energies for slippage ofjunctions with respect to their positions in the reference state.

Two types ofm eso-dom ains are distinguished: passive and active. In passive M Rs,all

nodesareassum ed to m ovea�nelly with thebulk m aterial.In activeM Rs,thejunctions

slidewith respectto theirreferencepositionsunderloading.

Sliding ofjunctionsin active M Rsism odelled asa therm ally activated process. The

rateofsliding in a M R with potentialenergy �! isgiven by theEyring equation (Eyring,

1936)

�= � 0exp

�

�
�!

kBT

�

;

wherekB isBoltzm ann’sconstant,T istheabsolutetem perature,and thepre-factor�0 is

independentofenergy �! and tem peratureT.Con�ning ourselvesto isotherm alprocesses

and introducing the dim ensionless activation energy ! = �!=(kBT0),where T0 is som e

referencetem perature,wearriveattheform ula

�(!)= � 0exp(�!): (1)

Som elam ellae(thatrestrictm obility ofjunctionsin passiveM Rs)break understraining,

which im pliesan increase in the concentration ofactive m eso-dom ains. Asa result,the

num ber ofstrands in active M Rs grows,and the num ber ofstrands in passive m eso-

dom ainsdecreases. Denote by N a(t;!)the num berofstrands(perunitm ass)in active

m eso-dom ainswith energy ! atinstantt� 0.Thetotalnum berofstrandsin activeM Rs,

X a(t),reads

X a(t)=

Z
1

0

N a(t;!)d!: (2)

The num ber ofstrands (per unit m ass) in passive M Rs,X p(t),is connected with the

num berofstrandsin activem eso-dom ains,X a(t),by theconservation law

X a(t)+ X p(t)= X ; (3)

where X isthe num berofactive strandsperunitm ass(thisquantity isassum ed to be

tim e-independent).

The distribution ofstrands in active M Rs is described by the ratio,p(t;!),ofthe

num ber,N a(t;!),ofstrandsin active m eso-dom ainswith energy ! to the totalnum ber

ofstrandsin activeM Rs,

p(t;!)=
N a(t;!)

X a(t)
; (4)
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and by theconcentration,�(t),ofactiveM Rs,

�(t)=
X a(t)

X
: (5)

In whatfollows,constitutive equationsfora sem i-crystalline polym erwillbe derived for

an arbitrary distribution ofactive M Rs. To �t experim entaldata,the random energy

m odelisem ployed with

p(t;!)= p0(t)exp

�

�
(! � 
(t))2

2�2(t)

�

(! � 0); p(t;!)= 0 (! < 0): (6)

Here
 istheaverage activation energy in an ensem ble ofactive m eso-dom ains,� isthe

standard deviation ofpotentialenergiesforsliding ofjunctions,and p0 isdeterm ined by

thecondition Z
1

0

p(t;!)d! = 1: (7)

4 Sliding ofm eso-regions

It is assum ed that m eso-dom ains are not rigidly connected,but can slide with respect

to each otherunderstraining. Sliding ofm eso-dom ainsistreated asa rate-independent

process and is associated with the elastoplastic behavior ofa sem i-crystalline polym er.

W e suppose that an increase in strain, �, by an increm ent, d�, causes growth ofthe

elastoplasticstrain,�ep,by an increm ent,d�ep,thatisproportionalto d�,

d�ep = ’d�:

Thecoe�cientofproportionality,’,m ay,in general,bea function ofstrain,�,stress,�,

and the elastoplastic strain,�ep. Only the dependence of’ on � is taken into account,

which resultsin thekinem aticequation

d�ep

dt
(t)= ’(�(t))

d�

dt
(t); �ep(0)= 0: (8)

The function ’(�) vanishes at � = 0 (the elastoplastic strain equals zero at very sm all

strains),m onotonically increaseswith strain,and reachessom elim itingvalueb2 (0;1)at

ratherlargestrains(which correspondsto a steady regim eofplastic
ow).To reducethe

num berofadjustableparam etersin theconstitutiveequations,an exponentialdependence

isadopted,

’(�)= b
h

1� exp(�a�)
i

; (9)

wherethepositivecoe�cientsa and barefound by m atching observations.

Equations (8) and (9) di�er from conventional
ow rules in elastoplasticity,where

the elastoplastic strain isassum ed to be proportionalto the stress,�. Sim ilarities and

di�erencesbetween ourapproach and traditionaloneswillbediscussed in Section 8.
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5 Sliding ofjunctions in active M R s

Sliding ofjunctionsin activem eso-dom ainswith respectto theirpositionsin a stress-free

m edium is treated as a rate-dependent process and is associated with the viscoelastic

response ofa sem i-crystalline polym er. Sliding ofjunctions in active M Rs re
ects (i)

sliding oftie chainsalong lam ellae,(ii)slip ofchainsin am orphousregionswith respect

to entanglem ents,and (iii)rearrangem entofjunctionsdriven by slip oflam ellarblocks.

Thenon-a�nedeform ation ofa network ism odelled asa m echanically activated pro-

cess induced by straining ofactive m eso-dom ains. The strain in a m eso-region,e,is

de�ned as the di�erence between the m acro-strain,�,and the elastoplastic strain,�ep,

caused by sliding ofm eso-dom ainswith respectto each other,

e(t)= �(t)� �ep(t):

Accepting the�rst-orderkineticsforsliding ofjunctions,

@�ve

@t
(t;!)= �(!)

h

e(t)� �ve(t;!)
i

;

and using Eq.(1),wearriveattheconstitutiveequation

@�ve

@t
(t;!)= �0exp(�!)

h

�(t)� �ep(t)� �ve(t;!)
i

; �ve(0;!)= 0; (10)

where�ve(t;!)isthestrain driven by sliding ofjunctionsin an activeM R with potential

energy !.

6 Strain energy density

Theelasticstrain,�e,iscalculated asthedi�erencebetween them acro-strain,�,and the

strains,�ep and �ve,induced by sliding ofm eso-dom ainswith respectto each otherand

by sliding ofjunctionsin activeM Rswith respectto theirreferencepositions.

Fora passive m eso-region (where sliding ofjunctionsisprevented),the elastic strain

isgiven by

�e(t)= �(t)� �ep(t):

Foran activem eso-dom ain with potentialenergy !,theelasticstrain reads

�e(t;!)= �(t)� �ep(t)� �ve(t;!):

A strand ism odelled asa linearelasticm edium with thestrain energy

w =
1

2
��

2
e; (11)

where� isa constantrigidity.

M ultiplying them echanicalenergy ofastrand,Eq.(11),by thenum berofstrandsper

unitm ass,sum m ing the strain energiesforstrandsin active and passive m eso-dom ains,
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and neglecting the energy ofinter-chain interaction,we �nd the m echanicalenergy per

unitm assofa sem i-crystalline polym er,

W (t)=
1

2
�

�Z
1

0

N a(t;!)
�

�(t)� �ep(t)� �ve(t;!)
�2
d! + X p(t)

�

�(t)� �ep(t)
�2
�

: (12)

To develop a stress{strain relation,an explicitexpression isnecessary forthe derivative

ofW with respectto tim e.Di�erentiation ofEq.(12)im pliesthat

dW

dt
(t) = �

�Z
1

0

N a(t;!)
�

�(t)� �ep(t)� �ve(t;!)
�

d! + X p(t)
�

�(t)� �ep(t)
��

�
hd�

dt
(t)�

d�ep

dt
(t)

i

� Y1(t)� Y2(t); (13)

where

Y1(t) = �
1

2
�

�Z
1

0

@N a

@t
(t;!)

�

�(t)� �ep(t)� �ve(t;!)
�2
d!

+
dX p

dt
(t)

�

�(t)� �ep(t)
�2
�

; (14)

Y2(t) = �

Z
1

0

N a(t;!)
�

�(t)� �ep(t)� �ve(t;!)
�@�ve

@t
(t;!)d!: (15)

Itfollowsfrom Eqs.(2),(3),(8)and (13)that

dW

dt
(t) = �

�

X
�

�(t)� �ep(t)
�

�

Z
1

0

N a(t;!)�ve(t;!)d!

�h

1� ’(�(t))
id�

dt
(t)

�Y1(t)� Y2(t): (16)

Equations(2)and (3)im ply that

dX p

dt
(t)= �

dX a

dt
(t)= �

Z
1

0

@N a

@t
(t;!)d!:

Thisequality togetherwith Eq.(14)resultsin

Y1(t)=
1

2
�

Z
1

0

@N a

@t
(t;!)

��

�(t)� �ep(t)
�2
�
�

�(t)� �ep(t)� �ve(t;!)
�2
�

d!: (17)

Com bining Eqs.(10)and (15),we�nd that

Y2(t)= �

Z
1

0

N a(t;!)�(!)
�

�(t)� �ep(t)� �ve(t;!)
�2
d!: (18)

7 C onstitutive equation

Forisotherm aluniaxialdeform ation,theClausius{Duhem inequality reads

�
dW

dt
+ �

d�

dt
� 0: (19)
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Substituting expression (16)into Eq.(19)and using Eqs.(4)and (5),weobtain

�

�(t)� E
�

1� ’(�(t))
��

�(t)� �ep(t)� �(t)

Z
1

0

p(t;!)�ve(t;!)d!
��d�

dt
(t)

+Y1(t)+ Y2(t)� 0; (20)

whereE = �X .

Itfollowsfrom Eqs.(17)and (18)thatforan activeloadingprogram (when �(t),�ve(t),

�ep(t) and N a(t;!)increase with tim e),the functions Y1(t) and Y2(t) are non-negative.

Thism eansthatthedissipation inequality (20)issatis�ed,provided thattheexpression

in thesquarebracketsvanishes,which resultsin thestress{strain relation

�(t)= E
�

1� ’(�(t))
��

�(t)� �ep(t)� �(t)

Z
1

0

p(t;!)�ve(t;!)d!

�

: (21)

Given functions�(t),
(t)and �(t),constitutive equations(6),(8)to (10)and (21)de-

scribethetim e-dependentresponseofasem i-crystallinepolym eratuniaxialdeform ation.

These relationsaredeterm ined by 4 adjustableparam eters:an analog ofYoung’sm odu-

lusE in Eq. (21),dim ensionlessconstantsa and bin Eq. (9),and the attem ptrate for

sliding ofjunctions�0 in Eq.(10).Thepre-factor�0 can beexcluded from thegoverning

equationsby introducing a \shifted" potentialenergy ~! = ! � !0 with !0 = ln�0. Be-

causethistransform ation doesnotchangethestructureofthestress{strain relations,we

set�0 = 1 swithoutlossofgenerality.

For\rapid" deform ations,when thee�ectofsliding ofjunctionsin activeM Rson the

m echanicalresponse ofa specim en isnegligible,the constitutive equationsare substan-

tially sim pli�ed. Neglecting the integralterm in Eq. (21) and using Eq. (9),we �nd

that

� = E
h

1� b
�

1� exp(�a�)
�i

(� � �ep); (22)

wheretheelastoplasticstrain �ep obeysEqs.(8)and (9),

d�ep

d�
= b

�

1� exp(�a�)
�

; �ep(0)= 0: (23)

Equations(22)and (23)aredeterm ined by 3 m aterialconstants,E ,a and b,to befound

by m atching a stress{strain curvefora tensiletestwith a constantstrain rate.

To study \slow" deform ation processes,when sliding ofjunctions in m eso-dom ains

is to be taken into account,an additionalhypothesis should be introduced to describe

the e�ect ofdeform ation history on the quantities �,
 and �. Two approaches are

conventionally used to predictthe e�ectofm echanicalfactorson these param eters,the

so-called m odelswith strain and stressclocks.Fora survey oftheseconcepts,thereader

isreferred to Drozdov (1998)and thebibliography therein.

The theory ofa stress-induced internaltim e istraditionally em ployed to �tobserva-

tionsin creep testswith theloading program

�(t)=

(

0; t< 0;

�0; t� 0;
(24)

10



where�0 isa given stress.In term sofourm odel,thisconceptm eansthatthequantities

�,
 and � depend on thecurrentstress�.Com bining Eqs.(6),(8),(9),(21)and (24),

wearriveattheform ulas

�(t) = �ep(t)+ p
0
�(�0)

Z
1

0

�ve(t;!)exp
h

�
(! � 
(� 0))2

2�2(�0)

i

d!

+(�0 � �
0
ep)

1� b(1� exp(�a�0))

1� b(1� exp(�a�(t)))
; (25)

d�ep

dt
(t) = b

�

1� exp(�a�(t))
�d�

dt
(t); �ep(0)= �

0
ep: (26)

In theseequations,theinitialinstantt= 0correspondstothebeginningofthecreep test,

the quantities �0 and �0ep are found by integration ofEqs. (22)and (23)in the interval

from � = 0 to � = �0,thecoe�cientp 0 isdeterm ined by condition (7),and thefunction

�ve(t;!)obeysEq.(10).

It is worth noting that Eq. (26) can be integrated explicitly to express the elasto-

plastic strain,�ep,by m eans ofthe m acro-strain �. However,we do not dwellon this

transform ation.

Given a stress,�0,Eqs. (10),(25)and (26)are determ ined by 3 experim entalcon-

stants,�(�0),
(� 0)and �(� 0)to befound by m atching observationsin a creep test.

Accordingtotheconceptofastrain-induced m aterialclock,theparam eters�,
and �

arefunctionsofthecurrentstrain �.Thisapproach isconventionally used toapproxim ate

experim entaldata in a relaxation testwith

�(t)=

(

0; t< 0;

�0; t� 0;
(27)

where �0 isa given strain. Itfollowsfrom Eqs. (8),(9)and (27)thatthe elastoplastic

strain,�ep,istim e-independent.Thequantity �ep(t)= �0ep isdeterm ined by integration of

Eq.(23)from zero to �0.Com bining Eqs.(6),(21)and (27),we�nd that

�(t) = E
h

1� b
�

1� exp(�a�0)
�in

�
0
� �

0
ep

�p
0
�(�0)

Z
1

0

�ve(t;!)exp
h

�
(! � 
(�0))2

2�2(�0)

i

d!
o

; (28)

where the instantt= 0 correspondsto thebeginning ofa relaxation test,the coe�cient

p0 isdeterm ined by condition (7),and thefunction �ve(t;!)isgoverned by Eq.(10)with

�0 = 1,
@�ve

@t
(t;!)= exp(�!)

h

�
0
� �

0
ep � �ve(t;!)

i

; �ve(0;!)= 0:

Introducing thenotation

eve(t;!)=
�ve(t;!)

�0 � �0ep
; (29)

wepresentthelatterequation asfollows:

@eve

@t
(t;!)= exp(�!)[1� eve(t;!)]; eve(0;!)= 0: (30)
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Substitution ofexpression (29)into Eq.(28)resultsin

�(t)= �
0(�0)

n

1� p
0
�(�0)

Z
1

0

eve(t;!)exp
h

�
(! � 
(�0))2

2�2(�0)

i

d!
o

; (31)

where

�
0(�0)= E

h

1� b
�

1� exp(�a�0)
�i

(�0 � �
0
ep):

Given a strain,�0,Eqs. (30) and (31) are characterized by 4 experim entalconstants,

�0(�0),�(�0),
(�0) and �(�0) to be determ ined by �tting observations in a relaxation

test.

Ouraim now isto�ndadjustableparam etersintheconstitutiveequationsbym atching

experim entaldata depicted in Figures1,2 and 4,and to assess the applicability ofthe

conceptofinternaltim ewith stress-and strain-induced m aterialclocks.

8 Fitting ofobservations

W ebegin with theapproxim ation ofthestress{strain curvedepicted in Figure5.There-

striction on strains(�m ax = 0:06)m ay explained by two reasons:(i)athigherelongations,

the assum ption thatthe strain energy ofa strand isa quadratic function ofstrain,see

Eq. (11),becom esquestionable,and (ii)according to Figure 3,at� = 0:06 the prim ary

creep istransform ed into the secondary creep (developed plastic 
ow),which isbeyond

thescopeofthepresentstudy.

Underuniaxialtension with the cross-head speed 5 m m /m in,the strain �m ax = 0:06

is reached within 69 s. According to Figure 2, changes in strain induced by sliding

ofjunctions during this period are insigni�cant at stresses up to 20 M Pa,whereas the

duration ofstretching athigherstressesdoesnotexceeds30 s,which causesrathersm all

growth ofstrains.Based on theseobservations,wetreatthedeform ation processasrapid

and apply Eqs.(22)and (23)tom atch observations.To�nd theconstantsE ,a and b,we

�xtheintervals[0;am ax]and [0;bm ax],wherethe\best-�t"param etersaand bareassum ed

to be located,and divide these intervalsinto J subintervalsby the pointsai = i�a and

bj = j�b(i;j= 1;:::;J)with �a = a m ax=J and �b= b m ax=J.Forany pair,fai;bjg,we

integrate Eqs. (22)and (23)num erically (with the step �� = 5:0� 10�5 )by the Runge{

Kutta m ethod. The elastic m odulusE = E 0(i;j)isfound by the least-squaresm ethod

from thecondition ofm inim um ofthefunction

K (i;j)=
X

�l

h

�exp(�l)� �num (�l)
i2
;

wherethesum iscalculated overallexperim entalpoints,�l,depicted in Figure5,�exp is

the engineering stressm easured in the tensile test,and �num isgiven by Eq. (22). The

\best-�t" param eters a and b m inim ize K on the set fai;bj (i;j = 1;:::;J)g. After

determ ining theirvalues,ai and bj,thisprocedureisrepeated twiceforthenew intervals

[ai�1 ;ai+ 1]and [bj�1 ;bj+ 1]to ensure an acceptable accuracy of�tting. The \best-�t"

param etersread E = 2:12 GPa,a = 38:10 and b= 0:64.ThisvalueofE slightly exceeds

Young’sm odulus(E = 1:50 GPa)provided by the supplierfora virgin m aterial,which

m ay beexplained by changesin them icrostructureofspherulitesatannealing.
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To estim atetheelastoplasticstrain,�ep,and thedi�erencebetween thepresentm odel

and theconventional
ow rule
d�ep

d�
= k� (32)

with a constantcoe�cientk,wepresentresultsofnum ericalsim ulation in Figure6.This

�gure shows that the elastoplastic strain,�ep,is negligible at strains � < 0:025,and it

increases(practically linearly)with m acro-strain athigherelongation ratios.Theratio

r(�)=
’(�)

�(�)

linearly growswith strain at� < 0:025,and itbecom espractically constantat� > 0:03.

The latterim pliesthatin the region,where the in
uence ofelastoplastic strainson the

response ofiPP cannotbe disregarded,Eqs. (22)and (23)are ratherclose to the 
ow

rule(32).An advantageofEqs.(22)and (23)isthat(i)they havea transparentphysical

m eaning,(ii)no additionalconstants(analogsofthe yield stress,�y,oryield strain,�y)

areto beintroduced in thestress{strain relations,and (iii)theseequationscan correctly

predict the tim e-dependent response ofiPP in creep tests (see later),where Eq. (32)

appearsto bean oversim pli�ed relationship.

W e proceed with �tting observations in creep tests depicted in Figure 2. For any

stress,�0,thequantities�0 and �0ep arefound by integration ofEqs.(22)and (23)with the

m aterialconstantsfound in theapproxim ation ofthestress{strain curveplotted in Figure

5.Thequantities�(�0),
(� 0)and �(� 0)aredeterm ined by thefollowing algorithm .W e

�x theintervals[0;�m ax],[0;
m ax]and [0;�m ax],wherethe\best-�t"param eters�,
and

� areassum ed to belocated,and dividetheseintervalsinto J subintervalsby thepoints

�i= i��,
 j = j�
and � k = k��(i;j;k = 1;:::;J)with �� = � m ax=J,�
= 
 m ax=J

and �� = � m ax=J. Forany pair,f
j;�kg,the constantp
0 = p0(j;k)isdeterm ined by

Eq. (7),where the integralisevaluated by Sim pson’s m ethod with 200 pointsand the

step �! = 0:15. For any triple,f� i;
j;�kg,Eqs. (10),(25) and (26) are integrated

num erically (with the tim e step �t= 0:1)by the Runge{Kutta m ethod. The \best-�t"

param eters�,
 and � arefound from thecondition ofm inim um ofthefunction

K (i;j;k)=
X

tl

h

�exp(tl)� �num (tl)
i2
;

wherethesum iscalculated overallexperim entalpoints,tl,presented in Figure2,�exp is

the strain m easured in the creep test,and �num isgiven by Eq. (25). Afterdeterm ining

the \best-�t" values,�i,
j and �k,this procedure is repeated for the new intervals

[�i�1 ;�i+ 1],[
j�1 ;
j+ 1]and [�k�1 ;�k+ 1]to provide an acceptable accuracy of�tting.

Figure 2 dem onstratesfairagreem entbetween the experim entaldata and the resultsof

num ericalsim ulation.

Theadjustableparam eters
,� and � areplotted versustheengineering stress,�,in

Figures7 to 9.Theexperim entaldata areapproxim ated by thelinearfunctions


= 
 0 + 
1�; �= � 0 + �1�; � = �0 + �1�; (33)

wherethecoe�cients
 m ,�m and �m (m = 0;1)arefound bytheleast-squarestechnique.

Figures 7 and 8 show that the quantities 
 and � increase with stress,�,reach their
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m axim a in the intervalbetween � = 25 and � = 30 M Pa (which m eans,in the vicinity

oftheyield strain �y1),and dram atically decreaseathigherstresses.According to Figure

9,the concentration ofactive m eso-regions,�,increaseswith strain up to � = 25 M Pa,

whereasathigherstrains,theslopeofthestraightline(33)noticeably grows.

Finally,we approxim ate the experim entaldata in the relaxation tests presented in

Figure4.To �tobservations,were-writeEq.(31)as

�(t)= C1(�
0)+ p

0
C2(�

0)

Z
1

0

eve(t;!)exp
h

�
(! � 
(�0))2

2�2(�0)

i

d! (34)

with

C1 = �
0
; C2 = ��

0
�:

Forany strain,�0,we�x theintervals[0;
 m ax]and [0;�m ax],wherethe\best-�t" param -

eters 
 and � are located,and divide these intervals into J subintervals by the points


i= i�
and � j = j��(i;j= 1;:::;J)with �
 = 
 m ax=J and ��= � m ax=J.Forany

pair,f
i;�jg,theconstantp
0 = p0(i;j)isdeterm ined from Eq.(7),wheretheintegralis

evaluated by Sim pson’sm ethod with 200 pointsand thestep �! = 0:15.Equations(30)

are integrated num erically (with the tim e step �t= 0:1)by the Runge{Kutta m ethod.

The constantsC1 and C2 in Eq. (34)are determ ined by the least-squares algorithm to

m inim izethefunction

K (i;j)=
X

tl

h

�exp(tl)� �num (tl)
i2
;

wherethesum iscalculated overallexperim entalpoints,tl,presented in Figure4,�exp is

thestressm easured in therelaxation test,and �num isgiven by Eq.(34).The \best-�t"

param eters 
 and � are found from the condition ofm inim um ofthe function K (i;j).

After determ ining the \best-�t" values,
 i and �j,this procedure is repeated for the

new intervals[
i�1 ;
i+ 1]and [�j�1 ;�j+ 1]to guarantee good accuracy of�tting. Figure

4 dem onstratesan acceptable agreem entbetween the experim entaldata and the results

ofnum ericalanalysis.

The quantities
,� and � = �C 2=C1 areplotted versusstrain � in Figures10 to 12.

Theexperim entaldata areapproxim ated by thelinearfunctions


 = 
 0 + 
1�; �= � 0 + �1�; � = �0 + �1�; (35)

where the coe�cients 
 m ,�m and �m (m = 0;1) are found by the least-squares tech-

nique.Figures10 to 12 dem onstratethattheadjustableparam eters
,� and � found by

m atching observationsin relaxation testsm onotonically increasewith strain �.

ThereisnodoubtthatEqs.(30)and(31)can beapplied to�texperim entaldatainthe

relaxation testwith thesm alleststrain �01 = 0:05.Som equestionsarise,however,whether

these equations (based on the quadratic approxim ation (11)ofthe strain energy),m ay

be used to m atch observations in relaxation tests athigherstrains. Fortunately,itcan

beshown thatEqs.(30)and (31)rem ain valid foran arbitrary (notnecessary quadratic

in strains)m echanicalenergy perstrand w. To avoid com plicated algebra em ployed in

thederivation ofconstitutive equationsat�nitestrains,appropriatetransform ationsare

om itted.
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9 D iscussion

Ourobjectivenow istocom pareadjustableparam etersin theconstitutiveequationsfound

by �tting observationsin thecreep and relaxation tests.

First, we plot the quantities 
, � and � determ ined in the approxim ation ofthe

relaxation curve at �01 together with the data obtained by m atching the creep curves

(Figures 7 to 9). For this purpose,we replace the strain in the relaxation test,�01,by

thecorresponding stressatthebeginning oftherelaxation process,�0 = C1(�
0
1).Figures

7 and 8 dem onstrate good agreem ent between the param eters 
 and � determ ined by

�tting theexperim entaldata in thecreep and relaxation tests.Figure9 revealsthatthe

concentration ofactive m eso-dom ains,�,found in the relaxation text follows Eq. (33)

with thecoe�cientsfound in theapproxim ation ofthecreep curvesbelow theyield point,

�y1,see curve 1. These conclusions con�rm changes in the distribution function p in

the interval[�y1;�y2]revealed by m atching the experim entaldata in the creep tests,but

question appropriate�ndingsfortheconcentration ofactiveM Rs�.

To shed som e light on this controversy,we re-plotthe experim entalconstants 
,�

and � found by �tting observationsin thecreep testsbelow theyield strain �y1 together

with those determ ined in the approxim ation ofthe relaxation curves(Figures10 to 12).

The adjustableparam eters
,� and � found by m atching thecreep curvesaredepicted

asfunctionsofstrain atthe beginning ofcreep tests. Figures10 and 11 revealthatthe

quantities
and �linearlyincreasewith strain up totheyield strain � y1,wheretheysu�er

a pronounced drop,and proceed to grow with strain afterwards.Figure12 dem onstrates

that the concentration ofactive m eso-dom ains,�,linearly increases with strain in the

entire region ofstrainsunderconsideration,and the data found in the creep testsarein

fairagreem entwith thosedeterm ined by m atching therelaxation curves.

Based on theseobservationsand adoptingtheduallam ellarpopulation m odel(Verm a

etal.,1996),weproposethefollowing scenario forthee�ectofm echanicalfactorson the

distribution ofactiveM Rs:

1.Below theyield strain �y1,theaverageactivation energy,
,and thestandard devi-

ation ofactivation energies,�,forsliding ofjunctionsin activeM Rsm onotonically

increase with strain �. This growth is attributed to fragm entation ofthin (sub-

sidiary) lam ellae form ed during injection-m olding ofspecim ens and developed at

annealing ofiPP.The increase in the average activation energy,
,is associated

with

� breakage ofsubsidiary and transverse lam ellae into sm allpiecesthatserve as

extra physicalcross-linksin am orphousregions,

� m echanically-induced activation ofrigid am orphousfraction,where sliding of

junctionswasprevented by surrounding lam ellaein stress-freespecim ens.

Theincreasein thestandard deviation ofpotentialenergies,�,re
ectsheterogeneity

ofthe fragm entation process,which growswith strain because ofthe inhom ogene-

ity ofbreakage ofsubsidiary lam ellae in active m eso-regions with di�erent sizes

(potentialenergies).
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2.W hen the strain,�,reachestheyield strain,�y1,subsidiary (thin)lam ellaebecom e

totally disintegrated,which results in a decrease in the average activation energy


 (lam ellarblocksthatserved asphysicalcross-linksdisappear)and a pronounced

decrease in the standard deviation ofpotentialenergies � (m eso-dom ainsbecom e

m orehom ogeneous).Figures7 and 8 revealthattheintervalofstrains,where this

\hom ogenization" ofthe m icro-structure occurs,is relatively narrow (less than 2

% ),which im pliesthattheslopesofcurves2 in these�guresareratherhigh.

3.Strainingofaspecim en abovetheyield strain,�y1,causesfragm entation ofdom inant

(thick)lam ellae,which resultsin a noticeable increase in 
 and �.Thisgrowth is

driven by the sam e m echanism asan increase in 
 and � in the sub-yield region

ofdeform ation (breakage oflam ellae into sm allpiecesthatserve asextra physical

cross-links in the am orphous phase). This conclusion m ay be con�rm ed by the

sim ilarity ofslopesofcurves1and 2forthestandard deviation ofpotentialenergies

ofM Rs,�,depicted in Figure11.Theslopesofthecurves1 and 2 fortheaverage

potentialenergy forsliding ofjunctions,
,in Figure 10 di�ersubstantially. This

discrepancy isattributed tothefactthatthegrowth oftheaveragepotentialenergy

ofactive m eso-dom ains in the sub-yield region ofdeform ation isgoverned by two

m orphologicaltransform ations(release ofrigid am orphous fraction and form ation

ofextra junctionsin activeM Rs),whereasonly thelatterprocesstakesplacein the

post-yield region.

4.Theconcentration ofactivem eso-dom ains,�,m onotonicallyincreasesunderstretch-

ing.A noticeableincreasein � with stressreported in Figure9 isan artifactcaused

by theassum ption thattheconcentration ofactiveM Rsrem ainsconstantduring a

creep test (which,in turn,isbased on a concept ofstress-induced internaltim e).

Despite good agreem entbetween the experim entaldata and the resultsofnum er-

icalsim ulation revealed in Figure 2,itseem s m ore adequate to presum e thatthe

adjustable param eters
,� and � depend on the currentstrain (notstress). This

hypothesis does not a�ect curves 1 to 4 in Figure 2 (because ofrelatively sm all

increases in strain during the creep tests),butitresultsin substantialchangesin

creep curves5 and 6 (corresponding to theyield region).Assum ing � to bea func-

tion ofstrain,onecan treattheexperim entalpointson curve2 in Figure9 assom e

\average" (overthe creep curves)valuesofthe concentration ofactive M Rsin the

post-yield region ofdeform ation. In thiscase,the valuesof� found by m atching

creep curves5and 6in Figure2becom equitecom parablewith thedatadepicted in

Figure12,where these valuesroughly correspond to the vicinity ofthe yield point

�y2.

10 C oncluding rem arks

A m odelhas been developed for the elastoplastic and viscoplastic responses ofsem i-

crystalline polym ers at isotherm aluniaxialdeform ation with sm allstrains. To derive

constitutiveequations,acom plicated m icro-structureofapolym erisreplaced byanequiv-

alent perm anent network ofm acrom olecules bridged by junctions (physicalcross-links,
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entanglem entsand lam ellae).The network isthoughtofasan ensem ble ofm eso-regions

with variouspotentialenergiesforsliding ofjunctionswith respectto theirpositionsin a

stress-freem edium .

Theelastoplastic(rate-independent)behaviorofasem i-crystallinepolym erisattribut-

ed to sliding ofm eso-dom ains with respect to each other. The kinetics of sliding is

governed by Eqs. (8)and (9)with 2 adjustable param eters: a and b. The viscoplastic

(rate-dependent) response is associated with sliding ofjunctions in active M Rs. The

sliding process is assum ed to be therm ally-agitated, and its rate is described by the

Eyring equation (1).Equation (10)fortherateofviscoplasticstrain isbased on the�rst

orderkineticsofsliding,and itdoesnotcontain experim entalconstants(theattem ptrate

�0 issetto be1 s).

The distribution ofactive m eso-dom ainsisdeterm ined by therandom energy m odel,

Eq. (6), with three adjustable param eters: the average activation energy for sliding

of nodes, 
, the standard deviation of potentialenergies of active M Rs, �, and the

concentration ofactive m eso-dom ains,�,thatare a�ected by m echanicalfactors. W ith

reference to the concept of m echanically-induced m aterialclocks, two hypotheses are

analyzed: (i)the quantities
,� and � are stress-dependent,and (ii)these param eters

aregoverned by thecurrentstrain.

Stress{strain relationsarederived by using thelawsoftherm odynam ics.Theconsti-

tutive equationsaredeveloped underthe assum ptionsthat(i)a strand can bem odelled

asa linearelastic m edium with thestrain energy (11),and (ii)theenergy ofinter-chain

interaction isnegligible.Theseequationscontain 6m aterialconstants:an elasticm odulus

E ,and thequantitiesa,b,
,� and �.

To �nd theseparam eters,a tensiletestwith a constantstrain rate,a seriesof8 creep

tests,and a seriesof4 relaxation testshavebeen perform ed on injection-m olded isotactic

polypropyleneatroom tem perature.M aterialconstantsaredeterm ined by �tting exper-

im entaldata. Figures 2,4 and 5 dem onstrate fairagreem ent between the observations

and theresultsofnum ericalsim ulation.

Thefollowing conclusionsaredrawn:

1.StretchingofiPP in thesub-yield region ofdeform ation increasestheaveragepoten-

tialenergy forsliding ofjunctionsand thestandard deviation ofpotentialenergies

ofactive M Rs. Thisincrease isattributed to fragm entation ofsubsidiary lam ellae

and activation oftherigid am orphousfraction.

2.In the vicinity ofthe yield point,the param eters 
 and � falldown noticeably,

which isassociated with disappearance ofphysicalcross-linksform ed by blocksof

disintegrated thin lam ellae.

3.In the post-yield region ofdeform ation,the quantities 
 and � grow with strain,

which isexplained by fragm entation ofdom inantlam ellae.

4.The concentration ofactive m eso-regions,�,m onotonically increases with strain

both in thesub-yield and post-yield dom ains.
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5.Thehypothesisabouta strain-induced m aterialclock appearsto bem oreadequate

to m orphologicaltransform ationsin isotacticpolypropyleneunderloading than the

assum ption aboutthedependence ofm aterialparam eterson thecurrentstress.

Thisstudy focused on m odelling the nonlinearelastoplastic and viscoplastic behaviorof

iPP in creep and relaxation testsatrelatively sm allstrains. Som e im portantquestions

rem ained, however, beyond the scope ofthe present work. In particular, transitions

from the prim ary creep to the secondary and tertiary creeps have not been analyzed.

No attention has been paid to the e�ect oftim e and tem perature ofannealing on the

tim e-dependentresponseofisotacticpolypropylene.Theapplicability oftheconstitutive

equationstothedescription ofthem echanicalbehaviorofothersem i-crystallinepolym ers

hasnotbeen exam ined.Theseissueswillbethesubjectofa subsequentpublication.
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List of�gures

Figure 1: The engineering stress � M Pa (un�lled circles) and the true stress �t M Pa

(�lled circles)versuselongation ratio � in a tensiletest.Sym bols:experim entaldata

Figure 2: The strain � versustim e tsin a tensile creep testwith an engineering stress

�0 M Pa. Circles: experim entaldata. Curve 1: �01 = 10:0;curve 2: �02 = 15:0;curve 3:

�03 = 20:0;curve 4: �04 = 25:0;curve 5: �05 = 30:0;curve 6: �06 = 30:38. Solid lines:

resultsofnum ericalsim ulation

Figure 3:TheHencky strain �H versustim etsin atensilecreep testwith an engineering

stress�0 M Pa. Sym bols: experim entaldata. Un�lled circles: �04 = 25:00;�lled circles:

�05 = 30:00;asterisks:�06 = 30:38;diam onds:�07 = 30:94;triangles:�08 = 32:80.Thelines

AA 0and BB0indicatethestrainscorresponding to transitionsfrom theprim ary creep to

thesecondary creep and from thesecondary creep to theternary creep,respectively

Figure 4:Theengineering stress� M Pa versustim etsin a tensilerelaxation testwith

a longitudinalstrain �0. Circles: experim entaldata. Solid lines: results ofnum erical

sim ulation.Curve1:�01 = 0:05;curve2:�02 = 0:10;curve3:�03 = 0:15;curve4:�04 = 0:20

Figure 5:Theengineering stress� M Pa versusstrain � in a tensiletest.Circles:exper-

im entaldata.Solid line:resultsofnum ericalsim ulation

Figure 6:Theelastoplasticstrain �ep (curve1)and theratioroftherateofelastoplastic

strain to the engineering stress (curve 2) versus strain � in a tensile test. Solid lines:

resultsofnum ericalsim ulation

Figure 7: The average potentialenergy ofm eso-regions 
 versus engineering stress �

M Pa. Sym bols: treatm ent ofobservations. Un�lled circles: creep tests; �lled circle:

relaxation test.Solid lines:approxim ation ofthe experim entaldata by Eq.(33).Curve

1:
0 = 5:62,
1 = 0:17;curve2:
0 = 25:66,
1 = �0:60

Figure 8: The standard deviation ofpotentialenergies ofm eso-regions � versus engi-

neering stress� M Pa. Sym bols: treatm entofobservations. Un�lled circles: creep tests;

�lled circle:relaxation test. Solid lines:approxim ation ofthe experim entaldata by Eq.

(33).Curve1:�0 = 2:52,�1 = 0:09;curve2:�0 = 10:28,�1 = �0:26

Figure 9: The concentration ofactive m eso-regions� versusengineering stress� M Pa.

Sym bols:treatm entofobservations.Un�lled circles:creep tests;�lled circle:relaxation

test. Solid lines: approxim ation ofthe experim entaldata by Eq. (33). Curve 1: �0 =

0:0900,�1 = 0:0080;curve2:�0 = �1:1995,�1 = 0:0595

Figure 10:Theaveragepotentialenergy ofm eso-regions
 versuslongitudinalstrain �.

Sym bols:treatm entofobservations.Un�lled circles:creep tests;�lled circles:relaxation

tests. Solid lines: approxim ation ofthe experim entaldata by Eq. (35). Curve 1: 
0 =

6:66,
1 = 130:66;curve2:
0 = 3:95,
1 = 20:20

Figure 11:Thestandard deviation ofpotentialenergiesofm eso-regions� versuslongi-

tudinalstrain �. Sym bols: treatm entofobservations. Un�lled circles: creep tests;�lled

circles:relaxation tests.Solid lines:approxim ation oftheexperim entaldata by Eq.(35).
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Curve1:�0 = 3:53,�1 = 25:88;curve2:�0 = 1:00,�1 = 23:80

Figure 12: The concentration of active m eso-regions � versus longitudinalstrain �.

Sym bols:treatm entofobservations.Un�lled circles:creep tests;�lled circles:relaxation

tests. Solid line: approxim ation ofthe experim entaldata by Eq. (35)with �0 = 0:16,

�1 = 3:95
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