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W e reportthe binom ialm ultiplicative m odelforlow im pactenergy fragm entation.

Im pact fragm entation experim ents were perform ed for low im pact energy region,

and it was found that the weighted m ean m ass is scaled by the pseudo control

param eterm ultiplicity.W e revealed thatthe powerofthisscaling isa non-integer

(fractal) value and has a m ulti-scaling property. This m ulti-scaling can be inter-

preted by a binom ialm ultiplicative (sim ple biased cascade) m odel. A lthough the

m odelcannot explain the power-law offragm ent-m ass cum ulative distribution in

fully fragm ented states,itcan producethe m ulti-scaling exponentsthatagreewith

experim entalresults well. O ther m odels for fragm entation phenom ena were also

analyzed and com pared with our m odel.

K eywords:brittle fragm entation,power-law,criticalphenom ena,m ulti-scaling

1 Introduction

Im pact fragm entation ofbrittle solids is a typicalnonlinear phenom enon. Sm all

im pact cannotm ake brittle solids cleave. However,large im pact produces cracks

irreversibly and m akesbrittlesolids�ssureto sm allpiecesoffragm ents.Thisubiq-

uitousphenom enon can be seen even in oureveryday lives.Thus,m any scientists

and engineers have studied this issue. As known well,cum ulative distribution of

fragm entm assshowspower-law1.O ddershedeetal.2 and M eibom and Balslev3 in-

vestigated whatcontrolsthe exponentofpower-law distribution.They found that

the exponent is determ ined by the dim ensionality offractured object. Ishiiand

M atsushita perform ed the1-dim ensionalfragm entation experim entswith long thin

glassrods4.They dropped theglassrodsfrom variousheights.Thecum ulativedis-

tribution obeyed power-law form athigh dropping height,and obeyed log-norm al

form atlow one.

Recently,K un and Herrm ann investigated thedam age-fragm entation transition

forlow im pactenergy collision by num ericalsim ulation5. They used the granular

solid diskscollidingbyapointtoeach other6.Thetransition from dam aged stateto

fragm entation state wasobserved by increasing the relative collision speed. They

m easured the criticalexponents ofdam age-fragm entation transition and realized

that scaling-laws ofthe percolation universality are satis�ed near this transition

region. O n the other hand,�Astr�om et al. studied the low energy fragm entation

using the random distorted lattice with elastic beam m odeland uid M D m odel

with LJ pairpotential7. They corrected thatthe criticalbehaviorforlow energy

fragm entation di�ersfrom thatofpercolation.O ddershedeetal.said thefragm en-

tation processisa kind ofself-organized criticalphenom enon2. However,m ostof

experim entsexam ined only on high im parted energy fragm entation.There are no
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experim entson criticalbehavioroffragm entation by low inparted energy.

In ordertostudy thecriticalfragm entation,weperform ed sim pleexperim entsof

fragm entation.W e considered a sim ple binom ialm ultiplicative scenario ofcritical

fragm entation.In thispaper,wereporton resultsofdetailed analyseson them odel.

In the nextsection,experim entalresultsare presented. In Sec.3,we introduce a

binom ialm ultiplicative m odeland analyze it. In Sec.4,the resultsare com pared

with otherpossible m odels.

2 Experim ent

W eused glasstubesam plesas2-D fractured objects.Thetubewasputbetween a

stainlessstage and a stainlessplate. A brassweightwasdropped to the stainless

plate.The falling heightwascontrolled on slightly higherthan the pointatwhich

sam plesdid notfracture.Afterfragm entation,wecollected fragm entsand m easured

the m ass ofeach fragm ent with an electronic balance. Fractured tubes have the

approxim ate2-D geom etry (50 m m outsidediam eter,2 m m thick,and 50;100;150

m m length).M oredetailed experim entalsetupsaredescribed in Ref.8.

According to K un and Herrm ann’sresult,the controlparam etershould be the

im parted energy per unit sam ple m ass �,and the order param etershould be the

m axim um fragm entm ass M m ax
5. The � is calculated as � = M w gh=M ob,where

M w ,g,h,and M ob correspond to the m assoffalling weight,the gravitationalac-

celeration,theheightoffalling weight,and them assoftargetsam ple,respectively.

The log-log plotofm axim um fragm entm assM m ax vs. im parted energy perunit

sam plem ass�isshown in Fig.1.Ascan beseen in Fig.1,M m ax and �relatewith

negative correlation,qualitatively.However,since the data in Fig.1 contain large

uncertainties,we cannotdiscussquantitatively on the criticalscaling by thisplot.

Therefore,wehaveto useanotherparam eterto analyzequantitatively.

Cam piproposed a pseudo controlparam eterm ultiplicity � in Ref.9. The � is

de�ned as,

�= m m in

M 0

M 1

: (1)

W herem m in,M 0,and M 1 correspond tothesm allestlim itoffragm entm ass(we�x

itat0:01g),thetotalnum beroffragm ents,and thetotalm assoftheallfragm ents,

respectively. The fragm entation criticalpoint correspondsto the value � = 0 by

this de�nition. In general,we can introduce the k-th order m om ent offragm ent

m assdistribution M k as,

M k =
X

m

m
k
n(m ); (2)

where n(m )isthe num beroffragm entsofm assm . Certainly,M 0 and M 1 in Eq.

(1)arespeci�ccasesofM k (k = 0 and 1,respectively).W econsiderthek-th order

weighted m ean fragm entm assM k+ 1=M k,and assum ethe scaling,

M k+ 1

M k

� �
� �k : (3)
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Figure 1. The m axim um fragm ent m ass M m ax vs. the im parted energy per unit sam ple m ass �.

A lthough the rough correlation between M m ax and � can be seen ,itistoo uctuating to discuss

quantitatively.

In Fig.2,we show the log-log plotofM 2=M 1 asa function of�. Contrary to the

Fig.1,the data in Fig.2 seem to be �tted by a uni�ed scaling line. The scaling

resultfor k = 1 ispresented asa solid line in Fig.2. W e obtained the nontrivial

scaling exponent �1 = 0:84 � 0:05. For other k regim e,m ulti-scaling exponent

valuesof�k wereobtained asshown in Fig.3 (circlem arks).In spiteofthe trivial

value �k= 0 = 1,�k varies with k,and seem s to approach to the nontrivialvalue

(’ 0:6).

From the de�nition ofk as

M k

M 1

� �
� kk ; (4)

the obtained k values are plotted as square m arks in Fig.3. It seem s that k
approaches to the value around 0:6 again. O fcourse,Eqs.(3) and (4) relate to

each other. The relation
P k� 1

i= 1
�i = kk holdsforany k. Thus,when the �k has

a trivialvalue 1 forallk,k variesas(k � 1)=k. The trivialcurvesare shown as

broken lines in Fig.3. In addition,the relation (k + 1)k+ 1 � kk = �k can be

com puted from Eqs.(3) and (4). Ifthe di�erence between k+ 1 and k becom es

sm all,k and �k approxim ately havethe sam evalue,asseen in Fig.3 forlargek.

O n the other hand,when the im parted energy was su�cient to fully shatter,

m any fragm ents were created and the cum ulative distribution offragm ent m ass

obeyed power-law form . O urresultssuggestthe poweris0:5 aboutthe 2-D frag-

m entation with the atim pact8.In thisregim e,cum ulativedistribution functions

arecollapsed by thescaling function written asN (m )=M 0 � f(m =�� �).Thefunc-

tion f(x)consistsofthescaling partf(x)� x� 0:5and thedecaying partdueto the
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Figure 3. M ulti-scaling exponent �k and k obtained from k-th order weighted m ean fragm ent

m ass. The broken lines indicate the case oftrivialintegralscaling corresponding to �k = 1 and

k = (k � 1)=k. The solid lines depict results ofthe binom ialm ultiplicative m odelat a = 2=3.

The �k and k asym ptotically approach to the sam e value,in large k range. From the de�nition

ofEqs.(3)and (4),the values �k= 0 and k= 1 exactly show 1 and 0,respectively.
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�nitesizee�ect.Thevalue0:5 concursto theresultsofHayakawa10 and �Astr�om et

al.7.In contrast,thisvalueisnotconsistentwith thepercolation scaling ansatz 11.

In the percolation scaling ansatz,the scaling exponent ofcluster size cum ulative

distribution m ust be greaterthan 1. Therefore,we can considerthatthe univer-

sality classesofcriticalfragm entation and percolation criticality aredi�erenteach

other.

3 M odel

In ordertoexplain thism ulti-scalingproperty,weintroduceasim plebiased cascade

m odel. A binom ialm ultiplicative process is considered with a unit m ass initial

condition. Here we considera asym m etricalcleaving presented by a param etera.

W e can lim itthe rangeofthe param etera as1=2� a � 1 by the sym m etry ofthe

m odel.Theinitialunitm assisdivided into two fragm entswhosem assesarea and

1� a at �rst step. This biased cleaving continues som e steps untilthe im parted

energy dissipates. In thism odel,we can easily calculate the exponents�k and k

from Eqs.(3)and (4)as

ak+ 1 + (1� a)k+ 1

ak + (1� a)k
= 2� �k ; (5a)

a
k + (1� a)k = 2� kk ; (5b)

orm oreexplicitform sas,

�k = �
ln[ak+ 1 + (1� a)k+ 1]� ln[ak + (1� a)k]

ln2
; (6a)

k = �
ln[ak + (1� a)k]

kln2
: (6b)

Ifwechooseavaluea = 2=3,the�k and k becom ethevaluesdepicted by thesolid

linesin Fig.3.O necan con�rm thepretty good agreem entwith experim entaldata.

Thetrivialcasepresented by broken linesin Fig.3correspondsto thecasea = 1=2.

In thiscase,allfragm entsateach step areperfectly equal.In thecasea 6= 1=2,the

fragm entsizedistribution hasvariation and exhibitsm ultifractalscaling.

Thism odelissosim plethatwecan calculatethefragm entm assand thenum ber

offragm entsexactly.W econsiderthes-th step,and supposethefragm entsin which

the factora (or1� a)workst(ors� t)tim es.In such fragm ents,the m assm s(t)

iswritten as,

m s(t)= a
t(1� a)s� t; (

1

2
� a � 1): (7)

And the num beroffragm entsns(t)isdescribed as,

ns(t)=
s!

t!(s� t)!
: (8)
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Figure 4. The cum ulative fragm entm ass distribution for the binom ialm ultiplicative m odelwith

a = 2=3 and s = 10.

Since we are interested in the cum ulative distribution offragm ent m ass,the

cum ulativenum beroffragm entsN s(t)iscalculated as

N s(t)=

Z
1

t

ns(t
0)dt0=

sX

i= t

s!

i!(s� i)!
: (9)

In Fig.4,we show the cum ulative distribution offragm ent m ass obtained from

the m odel. The param eters are taken as a = 2=3 and s = 10. The line ofslope

� 0:5 corresponding to the experim entalresultisalso shown asa solid line in Fig.

4.Unfortunately,clearpower-law,which followsthe experim entaldata,cannotbe

observed.However,the distribution curve in Fig.4 seem sto include the region of

slope � 0:5. In thism odel,we can calculate the localpower� � 1 directly by the

relation,

N s(t� 1)

N s(t)
=

�
m s(t� 1)

m s(t)

�� (�� 1)

: (10)

Solving the Eq.(10),we obtain the exactform of�� 1 asfollows,

�� 1 = �

ln

�
N s(t� 1)

N s(t)

�

ln

�
m s(t� 1)

m s(t)

� = �

ln

"P s

i= t� 1

s!

i!(s� i)!
P s

i= t

s!

i!(s� i)!

#

ln

�
at� 1(1� a)s� t+ 1

at(1� a)s� t

�: (11)

W e show the relationsam ong � � 1,s,and tin Fig.5. Ascan be seen in Fig.5,

the lowerlim itofthe localslope � � 1 is0,and ithasa divergenttendency. The

value 0:5 isnota particularone.
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Figure 5. The localscaling exponent ofcum ulative fragm ent m ass distribution � � 1. (a) The

relationsbetween �� 1 and tare shown.Each curve correspondsto the case s = 5;6;� � � ;10 from

left to right. (b) The relations between � � 1 and s are shown. Each curve corresponds to the

case t= 5;6;� � � ;10 from leftto right.

4 D iscussion

In Sec.2,we concluded that the universality ofthe criticalfragm entation di�ers

from thatofpercolation.Instead,theweighted m ean fragm entm asswasstudied to

revealthe universality ofthe criticalfragm entation. Itindicatesthe m ulti-scaling

nature and is m odeled by the sim ple binom ialm ultiplicative m odel. There are

som eothercandidatesforthecriticalfragm entation.From now on,wediscussand

com parethem .

Sim ilarm ultiplicativem odelforturbulentowswasproposed by M eneveau and

Sreenivasan12.They investigated the energy cascadeofeddies,and obtained good

agreem ent with experim entaldata at a = 0:3 (in their paper,the corresponding

param eter was written as p1). This value slightly coincides to ours 1� a = 1=3.
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Thesam ephysicalm echanism m ightdom inateboth cascadesoffragm entation and

turbulence.

W ecan �tthedata by a = 2=3 very wellindeed,however,thereason ofsym m e-

try breaking by a 6= 1=2 isnotunderstood well. W hile the m odelalwaysrequires

the exactasym m etry presented by a,the cleaving pointm ightdistribute. W e can

consider the sim ple distributed m odelas described below. W e set the unit m ass

segm entinitialcondition again,and considertheprobability p(x)dx which presents

the cleaving point in the range from x to x + dx at each step. W e assum e the

sym m etricaldistribution asp(x)= 4x (0 � x � 1=2),and 4� 4x (1=2 � x � 1).

Thisisone ofthe sim plestdistribution presented by isoscelestriangles. The nor-

m alization condition ofthism odelis
R1

0
p(x)dx = 1.In thism odel,wecan calculate

the expectation valueofthe cleaving pointx (or1� x)as,

Z 1

2

0

(1� x)4xdx +

Z 1

1

2

x(4� 4x)dx =
2

3
: (12)

Notethatwecannotdistinguish thecleavingstate(x;1� x)and thestate(1� x;x).

Thus,the x can be lim ited in the region 1=2 � x � 1. The expectation value is

nearly thesam easone(a = 2=3)oftheabovem entioned m ultiplicativem odel.W e

can also calculatethe k-th orderm om entM k as,

M k =

Z 1

0

[xk + (1� x)k]p(x)dx =
8

(k + 1)(k+ 2)

"

1�

�
1

2

� k+ 1
#

: (13)

W eshow the�k com puted from theEqs.(13),(3),and (1)asa solid linein Fig.6.

Theresultdoesnotsupply theagreem entwith theexperim entaldata,particularly

in largek range.

M atsuhita13 and Turcotte14 introduced them odelforpower-law fragm entation.

M atsushitaexam ined them odelin which each fragm entcleavesinto4piecesateach

step. Then 1 piece doesnotbreak any m ore,and the other3 piecescleave into 4

sub-piecesatnextstep.Thesam eprocedureworksupon allsub-piecesateach step.

According to hism odel,the exponentofthe power-law cum ulative distribution of

fragm entm assbecom es�� 1 = ln3=ln4 ’ 0:79.W e can easily m odify thism odel

to thecase�� 1= ln2=ln4 = 1=2 by changing therem aining piecenum ber1 into

2.In thiscondition,wecan calculatetheM k forthism odi�ed version ofthepartial

rem aining m odelats-th step as,

M k =

sX

i= 1

2i
�
1

4

� ik

: (14)

Then,the �k can be com puted again,however,the value of�k depends notonly

on k,but also on s. W e show the �k obtained from this m odelat s = 10 as a

broken line in Fig.6.Thism odelalso cannotprovidethe appropriatecurveofthe

�k. Thus the exacta = 2=3 binom ialm ultiplicative m odelseem s to be the m ost

possiblem odelin term sofm ulti-scaling exponents�k.
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Figure 6. Com parison between the experim entaldata and the other considerable m odels. The

experim ental data are shown as circle m arks. The exponent �k obtained from the sym m etric

(isoscelestriangle)distribution m odelispresented by the solid line.The broken line indicatesthe

resultofthe m odi�ed partialrem aining m odelat s = 10.

5 C onclusions

W e investigated the criticality ofbrittle fragm entation. Som e m odelsto interpret

theexperim entalresultareproposed.Theexactbinom ialm ultiplicativem odelcan

producetheadequateapproxim ation fortheexponent�k.And thecum ulativedis-

tribution obtained from the m odelis notso worse. However,it requiresthat the

cleaving pointisexactly ata.Sincethe isoscelestrianglem odelhasnon-divergent

standard deviation,the distribution offragm ent m ass resulting from the m odel

m ustapproach to thelog-norm aldistribution dueto thecentrallim ittheorem 15;16.

In addition,its�k di�ersfrom theexperim entaldata,particularly in largek region.

Them odi�ed partialrem ainingm odelcan explain theexperim entalvalueoftheex-

ponent� very well.However,the �k from them odelshowslargediscrepancy from

theexperim entaldata.Each m odelhasm eritsand dem erits.Thetotally su�cient

m odelis notpresented yet. Furtherm ore,these scaling exponents willdepend on

detailload condition and dim ensionality offractured object.M oredetailed exper-

im entsand analysesare necessary to solve the criticality ofbrittle fragm entations

com pletely.
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