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Abstract

The average tim e forthe onsetofm acroscopic fracturesisanalytically and num er-

ically investigated in the �ber-bundle m odelwith quenched disorder and therm al

noise under a constant load. W e �nd an im plicit exact expression for the failure

tim e in the low-tem perature lim it that is accurately con�rm ed by direct sim ula-

tions.Thee�ectofthedisorderisto lowertheenergy barrier.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theonsetoffracturesin heterogeneousm aterialshasbeen fora long tim ethesubjectof

m any studiesin theengineering com m unity foritsobvioustechnologicalim plications.M ore

recently,theproblem hasattracted theinterestalso ofthephysicistcom m unity,becauseof

itsnon trivialstatisticalcharacter.Fracturesare,indeed,genuine transientphenom ena for

which itishighly desirable to identify universallaws,butthisam bition contrastswith the

lack ofgeneraltoolscapableofdealing with non equilibrium phenom ena.Asaconsequence,

m anysim pli�ed m odelshavebeen proposed in theattem pttocapturetherelevantdynam ical

properties,withoutpretending to accurately reproducethem icroscopicdetails.

Theoreticaland experim entalinvestigationsoffracturesareactuallydevoted toclarifying

m any di�erentquestions,such as,e.g.,the velocity ofpropagation,the roughness,and the

onset ofprecursors. In this paper we are interested in determ ining the failure tim e ofa

given sam ple subjected to a constantstress. Thisthe so-called creep-test,widely used by

engineersin orderto estim atethelifetim e� ofa given m aterialasa function oftheapplied

stress.Itwould beobviously very desirableto constructa theory ableto predictthefailure

tim eupon theknowledge ofa few ingredientsand withouthaving to perform experim ental

testsunderdi�erentstressconditions.

Severalauthors[1{4]conjectured thatthefractureisa therm alactivated processwhose

e�ectivetem peratureTeff should coincidewith thetherm odynam ictem peratureT.Several

experim entalobservations [5{7]seem to indicate that the activation m odelproposed by

Pom eau predicts correctly the dependence of� on the applied stress. Conversely,allthe

experim ents[5{7]indicatethatthee�ectivetem peraturein stronglyheterogeneousm aterials

can be severalorders ofm agnitude larger than T,or,equivalently,the energy barrier is

sm allerthan whattheoretically predicted.

Theneed to clarify thisproblem hasled Guarinoetal.[8,9]tosuitably m odify the�ber-

bundle m odel,initially introduced [10,11]asa purely determ inistic m odelto describe the

behaviourofan ensem bleof�bers,allofthem subjected tothesam eload butwith di�erent

breaking thresholds[12{14]. In the originalm odel,upon increasing from zero the applied

stressnothing happensuntiltheweakest�berbreaks.Asa consequence ofthe�rstfailure,

theaveragestressincreasesand thism ay inducefurtherfailures.In practice,itisonly when

theapplied load islargeenough thatan avalancheprocesssetsin,giving riseto a com plete

failureofthesystem .

In orderto take into accounttherm aluctuations,in Ref.[9,15,16],itwasargued that

each single �ber can break at any tim e with a probability per unit tim e proportionalto

the probability ofa therm aluctuation above the criticallength ofthe given �ber. As a

consequence oftherm aluctuations,the bundle can break forany im posed stress,exactly

asexpected in realsystem s.

Them odi�ed �ber-bundlem odelhasbeen then studied both in thehom ogeneous(sam e

breaking threshold forall�bers) and heterogeneous case,�nding thatin the form ercase,

the e�ective tem perature coincides with the therm odynam ic tem perature [18,15,16]. In

heterogeneoussystem s,ithasbeen found thatdisordercontributesto m odifying T,butit

hasnotyetbeen developed a su�ciently generaltreatm entand the resultsexisting so far

do partly conictwith each otherand thispreventsdrawing de�niteconclusions.

It is precisely the goalofthis paper to develop a generalapproach for dealing with
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heterogeneoussystem sin thelow tem peraturelim it.W eshallshow thatdisordercontributes

asa m ultiplicativecorrection thatcan equivalently beinterpreted eitherasan am pli�cation

ofthe tem perature ora lowering ofthe energy barrier. Sim ilarconclusions on the role of

disorderin thecrack activation processeshavebeen reached by otherauthors[17].

In thenextsection,webriey recalltheresultsobtained in thetwo previouspapersthat

havedealtwith thesam em odel.In section IIIwederiveand solvethedynam icalequations

thatallow ustodeterm inethescalingbehaviorfortheaveragefailuretim e.Thelastsection

isdevoted to conclusionsand an outlineoffutureperspectives.

II.P R EV IO U S R ESU LT S

Initially,the interesthasbeen devoted to studying the behaviourofhom ogeneousbun-

dles,com posed ofN �bers. In both Refs.[18,15],it has been found that,in the lim it of

N ! 1 ,theaveragefailuretim e� is,

� =

p
2�T

f0
exp

"
(1� f0)

2

2T

#

; (1)

whereT isthetem peraturescaled to thebond energy atthebreaking threshold (T = kB T

Y ‘
,

where Y is the elastic constant,kB the Boltzm ann constant,T the absolute tem perature

and ‘ the criticallength),f0 is the im posed average force (scaled to Y ‘),and 1= is the

tim e scale ofthe therm aluctuations. Thus,in thisspeci�c case,the energy barrierto be

overcom e in orderto break the �berbundle is U = Y ‘2(1� f0)
2=2. M oreover,Roux [18]

showed thattheaveragefailuretim eofthe�rst�beris

�1 =

s

2�

T

1� f0

N
exp

"
(1� f0)

2

2T

#

: (2)

Accordingly,weseethattheexponentialfactoristhesam ein both theexpression for� and

�1,indicating thattheactivating energy isthesam eforboth processes.

Thedisordered caseism oreeasily studied undertheassum ption ofa Gaussian distribu-

tion ofthebreaking thresholdsf,

P(f)=
1

p
2�Td

exp

"

�
(f � 1)2

2Td

#

(3)

where the variance Td m easures the am ount ofquenched disorder present in the bundle.

In orderto be precise,one should restrictthe de�nition ofP(f)to positive values,butwe

shallsee in the next section that in the regim e we are interested in,this initialanom aly

disappearsim m ediately withoutcausing any trouble.

W ith theaboveassum ption,Roux determ ined again theaveragefailuretim eofthe�rst

�ber,�nding

�1 =

s

2�

T + Td

1� f0

N
exp

"
(1� f0)

2

2(T + Td)

#

: (4)
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Accordingly,heconcluded thatthee�ectofdisorderisto introducean additiveshifton the

e�ective tem perature.

On theotherhand,Ciliberto etal.[15,16],perform ing an analyticapproxim atecalcula-

tion,found a m ultiplicative correction,nam ely

� = �0exp

"
(1� f0)

2

2Teff

#

; (5)

with

Teff =
T

�

1�
p
2�Td

2(1�f 0)

�2 (6)

Since,onecannotcontroltheaccuracy oftheapproxim ationsinvolved in thedeterm ination

oftheaboveform ula,itisnotpossibletodiscussaprioriitsvalidityin thesm alltem perature

lim it,when theanalogy with activation processesbecom esm oretransparent.

III.M O D EL SO LU T IO N

Letusstartby denoting with fa(t)the force exerted attim e ton a �berwhose critical

forceisf.According to theoriginalform ulation oftheproblem ,in thepresenceoftherm al

noise,theforceapplied on each �berexhibitsGaussian uctuationsaround an averagevalue

fa.Therefore,theprobability perunittim eto break a �bercharacterized by a threshold f

isproportionalto theprobability fora uctuation to overcom etheassigned threshold,i.e.

G(f � fa)=


2

(

1� erf

"

�
(f � fa)

2

2T

#)

(7)

where T is the working tem perature,while  is a constant �xing the tim e scale for the

process. In the sm alltem perature lim it,we willsee thatthe m ostrelevantcontribution to

the �ber breakdown occurs in the tailofthe distribution,where we can approxim ate the

errorfunction with a Gaussian.Accordingly,weassum e that

G(f � fa)=


f � fa

s

T

2�
exp

"

�
(f � fa)

2

2T

#

: (8)

Letusnow introducetherelevantdynam icalvariable,i.e.thedistribution Q(f;t)ofunbro-

ken bondsattim et(Q(f;0)= P(f)).Thefraction ofbroken bondsis,therefore,

�(t)� 1�

Z
+ 1

�1

dfQ(f;t); (9)

and theaverageforcefa exerted on each �berattim etis

fa =
f0

1� �
(10)

where f0 is the initialaverage force. The de�nition of the m odelis com pleted by the

dynam icalequation forQ(f;t)
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FIG .1. Position ofthe frontS at tim es 6:61013,6:61016,5:51019,6:61013,8:51021,3:31023

(from leftto right)in a sim ulation with T = 10�3 ,Td = 10�2 and  = 1.Allthevariablesreported

in thisand in the following �guresare dim ensionless.

_Q(f;t)= �Q(f;t)G(f � fa): (11)

A sim ilarm odelhasbeen studied in Ref.[19]in connection to the investigation ofseism ic

activation,the m ain di�erence being that in their case,the breaking rate is given rather

than being self-consistently determ ined. Itisprecisely theresulting tim e dependence offa
(determ ined by theintegralofQ overallf values)which m akesEq.(11)di�cultto solve.

Beforepassing to theanalyticalcalculations,letusdiscussthenum ericalintegration of

Eq.(11).W e�nd itconvenientto introducethevariable

S(f;t)=
Q(f;t)

P(f)
(12)

representing the fraction ofunbroken bonds at tim e t per class of�bers with thresholds

between f and f + df. In fact,the evolution ofS providesan insightfulrepresentation of

the fracture process. Asone m ighthave expected,we see in Fig.1 thatthe breakdown of

the bundle startsfrom the weaker�bersto progressively a�ectthe m ore robustones.Less

obvious,is that the fracture appears to proceed as a m oving front with constant shape.

M oreover,thetem poralspacing ofthevariousfrontsreported in Fig.1 revealsa progressive

slowing down ofthe evolution. Thislatterfeature willturn outto be the crucialpointfor

understanding thescaling propertiesofthewholeprocess.

Theincreasing slownessofthebond breakdown isbetterrevealed by looking atthetim e

derivativeof�.Them onotonousdecreaseof _�preceding the�nalm acroscopicfracture(see

Fig.2)indicatesthatone cannotestim ate the average breaking tim e � by lim iting oneself

to follow theinitialstagesoftheprocess.

A yetclearerdescription ofthe breakdown processisobtained by form ally interpreting

S(f) as the integralofsom e probability distribution R 0(f) (i.e. dS=df = R 0(f)). This

allowsalsoastraightforward identi�cation ofthestep region,wheretheongoingbreakdowns
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FIG .2. Tim ederivativeof� versustim eforT d = 10�2 and two di�erentvaluesofthetem per-

ature,T = 5:10�4 (solid curve),T = 10�3 (dashed curve).

are concentrated at a given tim e. M ore interesting, we �nd that the shape ofR 0(f) is

independent ofT in the slowest evolution region (i.e., where m ost ofthe tim e is spent

before the �nalbreakdown). This can be appreciated in Fig.3,where we have plotted

R(x)= �rR
0(f)fortwo di�erenttem perature values,aftershifting thedistribution around

theaveragevaluef and scaling f to ther.m .s.�r (i.e.x = (f � f)=�r).

Besides observing the independence ofthe shape on the tem perature,notice also the

strong sim ilarity with distributions obtained for extrem e-value statistics [20{22]. This is

certainly nota surprise,since the tailofR(x)consistsofeventsthat,overtim e,proved to

be anom alous. The accuracy ofthe data allowsusto show thatin thiscase the Gum bel’s

distribution [21,22]�ts precisely the R(f). This speci�c shape ofthe R 0(f) and its scale

invariance deserve furtherinvestigations,buthere we arem ore interested in describing the

tem poralevolution ofthefractureprocess.To thisgoal,itism oreim portantto noticethat

the standard deviation �r ofR
0(f)goesto 0 linearly with T. This can be clearly seen in

Fig.4,wherewehavereported �r versusT forTd = 10�2 (there,itcan also beseen thatthe

proportionality constantisapproxim ately equalto4).Noticethatthelineardependenceon

T isquiteafastdecrease,astherm aluctuationsareon theorderof
p
T.Thissuggeststhat

a good (asym ptotically exact forT ! 0)approxim ation consists in assum ing a Heaviside

shapeforS(f).Such an approxim ation hasalso theadvantageofparam etrizing an a priori

in�nite-dim ensionalobjectsuch asS(f)with a single variable:the position ofthe step fs.

Equipped with such an assum ption,Q(f;t)can beapproxim ated with aGaussian truncated

below som ethreshold f = fs.Noticethatthisdi�ersfrom thehypothesisform ulated in Ref.

[15,16],where itwasassum ed thatQ(f;t)rem ainsunchanged forf > 1 while itdecreases

linearly to 0 forf < 1 with a slopeto bedeterm ined self-consistently.

By integrating Eq.(11)overf,weobtain theone-dim ensionaldi�erentialequation

_�=


2�

s

T

Td

Z 1

fs

df

f � fa
exp

"

�
(1� f)2

2Td

#

exp

"

�
(f � fa)

2

2T

#

(13)

wherethedependence on � in ther.h.s.iscontained in fa (seeEq.(10))and in fs through
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FIG .3. The \probability" R(x)scaled to unitvariance and shifted around the centerofm ass

forthe sam e valuesasin the previous�gureand the sam e notations(see the body ofthe textfor

the de�nition ofx).

thefollowing obviousequation

�=
1

p
2�Td

Z
fs

�1

dfexp

"

�
(1� f)2

2Td

#

(14)

Upon suitably rewriting theproductoftwo Gaussiansin Eq.(13),weobtain

_�=


2�

s

T

Td
exp

"

�
(1� fa)

2

2(T + Td)

# Z
1

fs

df

f � fa
exp

"

�
(f � fb)

2

2Tb

#

(15)

where

fb =
T + faTd

T + Td
(16)

and

Tb =
TTd

T + Td
: (17)

Severalobservationsarenow in order.Thedependenceon thetem peratureisvery di�erent

in the two exponentials. The variance in the term out ofthe integralis the sum ofthe

true-and ofthe disorder-tem perature. This is the contribution that was already singled

out by Roux in Ref.[18]. The second term ,instead,exhibits a dependence as ifthe two

tem peratureswere in parallel. Now,itisim portantto establish which term isthe leading

onein determ ining therelevanttim escale.Aslong asfb > fs,theexponentialintegralisof

order1 and theevolution iscontrolled by the�rstterm .However,thisisnotwhathappens

(atleastexceptforthe very �rstand laststages)in the lim itofvery sm allT. To discuss

thispoint,we m ustkeep in m ind allthe variousf’sthatare involved in the process ata
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FIG .4. The standard deviation �r ofR
0(f),com puted when the tim e derivative of� ism ini-

m um ,versusthe tem perature T for�xed disorderTd = 10�2 .In the inset,we can appreciate the

sm alldeviationsfrom a purely linearbehaviour.

generic tim e t,starting from fa(t),the average force applied to each unbroken �ber,going

to fs(t),the threshold ofthe weaker�berto break,and to fb(t)the m ostnum erous�bers

to break (ifstillalive).

IfT isvery sm all,itisby fareasierto break thefew �berswhosethreshold isjustabove

the applied force fa than the very m any �bers with high threshold. This im plies that in

the very beginning ofthe fracture process,itisgenerated a gap between the force needed

to break theweakest�bersand theaverageapplied force,leading to a pictureanalogousto

thatforthehom ogeneouscase.Undersuch conditions,fb < fs and theintegralisdom inated

by theam plitudeoftheintegrand attheleftextrem um fs oftheintegration dom ain.Upon

com puting theleading contribution to theintegralin Eq.(15),wecan write

_�=

p
TTd

2�(fs � fa)(fs � fb)
exp

"

�
(1� fa)

2

2(T + Td)
+
(fs � fb)

2

2Tb

#

: (18)

An upperbound to � can beobtained by determ ining them axim um of

�(�)= 1= _�(�): (19)

Such an estim ate would be exact only in the case ofa constant derivative: although we

have seen in Fig.2 thatthisisnotthecase,itisneverthelesstruethatm ostofthetim eis

spentnearthe m inim um ofthe derivative,so thatwe can expectthatthe above estim ate

isratheraccurate. W ith no pretense ofestim ating prefactors,letuspay attention only at

theexponentialfactorsin theaboveequation.In thesm allT lim it,the�rstcontribution is

negligible,and thuswewrite

ln� �
(f�

s
� f�

a
)2

2T
�
U

T
(20)

where f�
s
and f�

a
are the fs-and fa-values yielding the m inim um _�. U � (f �

s
� fa�)

2=2

can be interpreted asthe e�ective energy barrierto be overcom e in the activation process

8



to give rise to the �nalbreakdown. It is instructive to notice that U is sm aller than the

height in the hom ogeneous case ((1� f0)
2=2) for two reasons: (i) f0 increases to f

�
a
as a

consequence ofthe initial\easy" ruptures that occur on short tim e scales;(ii) the m ost

populated class ofthresholds \f=1" decreases to fs�,the criticalforce above which the

processstartsacceleratinggivingeventuallyrisetoanavalanche.The�� valuecorresponding

to the m axim um of�(�)(and,in turn,the valuesf �
s
and f�

a
)can be determ ined from the

zero ofthederivativeof�(�).From Eq.(20),taking into accountEq.(14),oneobtains

(1� ��)2 =
f0

p
2�Td

exp

"
(1� f�

s
)2

2Td

#

: (21)

Eq.(21),together with Eq.(14),determ ines the criticalvalue �� and thus the e�ective

height U ofthe energy barrier. In Fig.5 we have plotted U versus Td. As expected,in

the lim itTd ! 0,U converges to 1/8,the height in the absence ofdisorder forf0 = 1=2

(thevalue�xed in ournum ericalsim ulations).ThedecreaseofU with Td con�rm sthatthe

presence ofdisorder helps the fracture process,m aking it m ore probable. In the lim it of

sm allTd,�
� tendsto 0 and onecan perform a perturbativecalculation,obtaining

U =
(1� f0)

2

2
� (1� f0)

q

Td

8
<

:

"

2ln

 
f0

p
2�Td

! #1=2

+

"

2ln

 
f0

p
2�Td

! #�1=2
9
=

;
: (22)

Thetwo term scontributing to thedeviation from thehom ogeneouscasearise,respectively,

from the decrease off�
s
below 1 and the increase offa above f�

0
. Both corrections are

approxim ately ofthesam eorder,i.e.
p
Td.Itisonlybylookingatthelogarithm iccorrection

thatwe can conclude thatthe form ercontribution isthe largestone. Itispresum ably the

presenceofsuch correctionsthatm akesthevalidity rangeofthisperturbativecalculation so

sm all,asitcan beseen by looking atthedashed linein Fig.5.In thesam e�gure,wehave

reported alsotheanalyticsolution (5)obtained in Ref.[15]:itsclosenesstotheperturbative

solution suggeststhattheresultisratherrobustagainstapproxim ationsm adeon theshape

ofQ(f;t).

W e conclude the analysis,by com paring these theoreticalpredictionswith the outcom e

ofnum ericalsim ulations perform ed both by integrating the one-dim ensionalEq.(13)and

theoriginalm odel.In Fig.6,wehaveplotted therupturetim eversus1=T fortwo di�erent

valuesofthedisordertem peratureTd.Theratherclean linearbehaviourcon�rm sthescaling

behaviour expected foran activation process. In fact,it is necessary to look atthe local

logarithm ic derivative of� (which corresponds to U) to see deviations from linearity (see

the inset)and even thisanalysisindicatesthatdeviationsfrom linearity vanish forT ! 0.

By com paring the fullcircleswith the solid line,we can instead appreciate the validity of

the truncated-Gaussian approxim ation,since the circlesreferto the integration ofthe full

m odel,whilethesolid linearisesfrom theone-dim ensionalapproxim ation.

W e are now in the position to com pare the value ofU,extrapolated from num erical

sim ulations,with thetheoreticalpredictionplotted inFig.5.Thefactthatthetwocirclesfall

precisely on top ofthetheoreticalcurvefurthercon�rm thevalidity ofthewholeapproach.

9
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FIG .5. Thee�ective barrierenergy U asdeterm ined from thenum ericalsolution oftheequa-

tion (21) (solid line). The two circles referto the extrapolated value ofU from directnum erical

sim ulations.The dashed line refers to the perturbative form ula (22),while the dotted line corre-

spondsto theapproxim ated solution (5).

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S A N D P ER SP EC T IV ES

Theanalyticaltreatm entdeveloped in thispapercon�rm stheclaim thatthepresenceof

disordercontributestoincreasingthee�ectivetem peratureofasam plesubjecttoaconstant

load. Equivalently,butperhapsm ore physically,one can state thatdisorderrenorm alizes

the barrierheightto be overcom e in orderto give rise to a m acroscopic failure ofthe �ber

bundle. This scenario can be understood by noticing thatthe fracture evolves through a

sequence ofm any irreversible processes. Afterthe failure ofthe weakest�bers,the system

cannotany longercom eback to itsinitialstate,while,atthesam etim e,theenergy barrier

haslowered.A correctestim ation ofthetim escaleforobserving theonsetofa m acroscopic

failureisobtained by determ ining thetim escalefortheslowestofsuch interm ediatesteps.

From theway thisresulthasbeen obtained,thereisno reason to suspectthatitfollows

from som epeculiarity ofthe�ber-bundlem odelwith quenched noise.As,indeed,suggested

by experim entalresults,it is naturalto conjecture that the presence ofnoise lowers the

energy barrieralso in m ore realistic set-ups. Itbecom esdesirable now to im plem entm ore

generaltoolsto go beyond m ean �eld m odels.

Oneofus(AP)wishestothanktheENS Lyon fortheinvitation thathasallowed starting

thiswork.

10



0 500 1000 1500 2000
1/T

10
0

10
15

10
30

10
45

τ

0 1000 2000
1/T

0.05

0.06

0.07
U

FIG .6. Therupturetim eversustheinversetem peraturefortwo di�erentvaluesofthedisorder

tem perature as determ ined from the integration ofthe sim pli�ed one-dim ensionalequation (13):
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