cond-mat/0310479v2 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 21 Jan 2005

arxXiv

BINOMIALMULTIPLICATIVE MODEL OF CRITICAL
FRAGM ENTATION

H.KATSURAGID.SUGINO,AND H.HONJO
D epartm ent of A pplied Science for E lectronics and M aterials
Interdisciplinary G raduate School of Engineering Sciences
K yushu University, 6-1 K asugakoen, K asuga, Fukuoka 816-8580, Japan
E-m ail: katsurag@ asem kyushu-u.ac.bp

W e report the binom ialm ultiplicative m odel for low im pact energy 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 eter m ultiplicity . W e revealed that the pow er of this scaling is a non-integer
(fractal) value and has a m ulti-scaling property. T his m ulti-scaling can be inter—
preted by a binom ialm ultiplicative (sin ple biased cascade) m odel. A lthough the
m odel cannot explain the power-law of fragm ent-m ass cum ulative distribbution in
fully fragm ented states, it can produce the m ulti-scaling exponents that agree w ith
experin ental results well. O ther m odels for fragm entation phenom ena were also
analyzed and com pared w ith our m odel.
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1 Introduction

Im pact fragm entation of brittle solids is a typical nonlinear phenom enon. Sm all
In pact cannot m ake brittle solids cleave. H owever, large In pact produces cracks
irreversibly and m akes brittle solids ssure to an allpieces of fragm ents. T his ubig—
uious phenom enon can be seen even in our everyday lives. T hus, m any scientists
and engineers have studied thJs, issue. Asknown well, cum ulative dJStIIIbutJOIl of
fragm ent m ass show s pow er- “aw? . O ddershede et al.@' and M ebom and Balskve in—
vestigated what controls the exponent of power-law distribution. T hey found that
the exponent is detem Ined by the din ensionality of fractured ob fct. Ishii and
M atsustha perform ed the 1-dim ensional fragm entation experin ents w ith long thin
glass IOdS- T hey dropped the glass rods from variousheights. T he cum ulative dis—
tribution obeyed powerdaw form at high dropping height, and obeyed log-nom al
form at low one.

Recently, Kun and Herm ann investigated the dam age-fragm entation transition
or low in pact energy collision by num erical sin ulation?. They used the granular
solid disks colliding by a point to each other® . T he transition from dam aged state to
fragm entation state was observed by Increasing the relative collision speed. T hey
m easured the critical exponents of dam age-fragm entation transition and realized
that scaling-law s of the percolation universality are satis ed near this transition
region. On the other hand, A strom et al. studied the low energy fragm entation
using the random distQrted lattice with elastic beam modeland uid M D m odel
with LJ pair potentjaﬁ . They corrected that the critical behavior for low energy
fragm entation di ers from that ofpercolation. O ddershede et gl. said the fragm en—
tation process is a kind of selforganized critical phenom enon? . H owever, m ost of
experim ents exam Ined only on high im parted energy fragm entation. T here are no
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experin ents on critical behavior of fragm entation by low nparted energy.

In orderto study the critical fragm entation, w e perform ed sin ple experin entsof
fragm entation. W e considered a sin ple binom ialm ultiplicative scenario of critical
fragm entation. In thispaper, we report on results ofdetailed analyseson them odel.
In the next section, experim ental results are presented. In Sec. :_3, we introduce a
binom ialm uliplicative m odel and analyze i. In Sec.:_4, the results are com pared
w ith other possble m odels.

2 Experim ent

W e used glass tube sam pls as 2-D fractured ob cts. T he tube wasput between a
stainless stage and a stainless plate. A brass weight was dropped to the stainless
plate. The falling height was controlled on slightly higher than the point at which
sam plesdid not fracture. A ffer fragm entation, w e collected fragm entsand m easured
the m ass of each fragm ent with an electronic balance. Fractured tubes have the
approxin ate 2-D geom etry (50 mm outside diam eter, 2 mm thick, and 50;100;150
mm Jlength). M ore detailed experin ental setups are described in Ref. §

A ccording to Kun and Herm ann’s resul, the controlparam eter should be the
in parted energy per unit sample,mass , and the order param eter should be the
maxinum fragment massM pax g. The iscalulatedas = M wgh=M o, where
My, 9, h,and M o, correspond to the m ass of 2lling weight, the gravitational ac—
celeration, the height of &21ling weight, and the m ass of target sam ple, respectively.
The loglog plot of m axinum fragment massM , 1x VS. In parted energy per unit
samplemass isshown in FJgEl: Ascan be seen in Fjg.':I.',M max and relate w ith
negative correlation, qualitatively. H ow ever, since the data n F i. :14' contain large
uncertainties, we cannot discuss quantitatively on the critical scaling by this plot.
T herefore, we have to use another param eter to analyze quantitatively.

Cam piproposed a pseudo controlparam eter m ultiplicity in Ref. é;: The is
de ned as,

=

0

@)

=M pin

=

1

W herem  n,M o, and M ; correspond to the am allest lim i of fragm entm ass wWe x
i at 001 g), the totalnum ber of fragm ents, and the totalm ass ofthe all fragm ents,
respectively. The fragm entation critical point corresponds to the value = 0 by
this de nition. In general, we can introduce the k-th order m om ent of fragm ent
m ass distrloution M . as,

X
My = m¥n@m); 2)

m

where n fm ) is the num ber of fragm ents ofmassm . Certainly, M g and M ; In Eq.
r

(L) are speci ccasesofM ¢ (k = 0 and 1, respectively) . W e consider the k-th order
weighted m ean fragm ent m assM g4 1M ,, and assum e the scaling,

Mx+1
M x

A (3)

Binom iaM odel: sukm itted to W orld Scienti c on April14, 2024 2




% 2F B
<
=]
= 108_— =
o © 5
4: O 150 mm DD :
0 100 mm
2r A 50 mm A T
1= 1 1 R | 1 1 ]
4 5 6 7 8 9 2 3 4
0.1
£ (Nm/g)

Figure 1. The m axinum fragm ent m ass M p ax Vvs. the Im parted energy per unit sam ple m ass .
A Ithough the rough correlation between M p ax and can be seen , it istoo uctuating to discuss
quantitatively.

In FJg d we show the log-log plot ofM ,=M ; as a function of . Contrary to the
Fig. -L, the data in Fig. -2 seam to be tted by a uni ed scaling line. The scaling
result for k = 1 is presented as a solid line in FJg.Q. W e obtained the nontrivial
scaling exponent 1 = 084 0:05. For other k regim e, m ultiscaling exponent
values of  were obtained as shown in Fjg.:_j (circle m arks). In spite of the trivial
valie x-o = 1, y vareswih k, and seem s to approach to the nontrivial value
(" 01).
From the de nition of , as

2 £ @)

M
the obtained ¢ values are plotted as square m arks in Fig. 3. It seem s that k
approaches to the value aPround 0% again. O f course, Egs. z_ﬂ) and (:f!) relate to
each other. T he relation ].; 11 i = k x holds for any k. Thus, when the § has
a trivialvalue 1 forallk, ¢ variesas (k 1)=k. The trivial curves are shown as
broken lines in FJg:_Ef In addition, the relation k+ 1) x+1 k x = ¢ can be
com puted from Egs. @) and (:ﬁJ:). If the di erence between ;1 and x becomes
anall, x and x approxin ately have the sam e value, as seen in Fjg.:_3 for arge k.

On the other hand, when the Im parted energy was su cient to fully shatter,

m any fragm ents were created and the cum ulative distrdbution of fragm ent m ass
obeyed powerdaw form . Our rgsults suggest the power is 05 about the 2-D frag-
m entation with the at inpact?. In this regin e, cum ulative distrdution filnctions
are collapsed by the scaling function w ritten asN m )=M o fm= ). The finc—
tion f () consists ofthe scaling part £ (x) x °®and the decaying part due to the
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Figure2. Theweighted m ean fragm entm assM ;=M 1 vs.them ultiplicity . T he solid line indicates
the form of the power-aw tting M =M ; 1 (1= 0:84 0:05). Three di erent size results
are tted by the uni ed scaling independently of size.

o, VY,

Figure 3. M ultiscaling exponent j and j obtained from k-th order weighted m ean fragm ent
m ass. T he broken lines indicate the case of trivial integral scaling corresponding to , = 1 and

x = (k 1)=k. The solid lines depict resuls of the binom ialm ultiplicative m odel at a = 2=3.
The z'apd x asgym ptotically approach to the sam e value, in large k range. From the de nition
ofEgs. @) and @), the values (- and x-1 exactly show 1 and 0, respectively.
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nite size e ect. The value 0:5 concurs to the results of H ayakaw a'd and A strom .t
al? . In contrast, this value is not consistent w ith the percolation scaling ansatz 13,
In the percolation scaling ansatz, the scaling exponent of cluster size cum ulative
distrbbution m ust be greater than 1. T herefore, we can consider that the univer-
sality classes of critical fragm entation and percolation criticality are di erent each
other.

3 M odel

In orderto explain thism ultiscaling property, we introduce a sin ple biased cascade
model. A binom ialmultiplicative process is considered w ih a uni mass nidal
condition. Here we consider a asym m etrical clkeaving presented by a param eter a.
W e can lin it the range of the param etera as1=2 a 1 by the symm etry ofthe
model. The niialunitm ass is divided into two fragm ents whose m asses are a and
1 aat rststep. This biased cleaving continues som e steps until the in parted
energy dissipates. In thism odel, we can easily calculate the exponents , and
from Egs. Q'f.) and (:9') as

ak+ 1 + a)k+ 1

ak+ @1 a)k

=2 *; (5a)

a“+ 1 af=2%rx; (5b)
orm ore explicit form s as,

nES I+ @ a)ftl] mEF+ @ a)k]
k= ; (6a)
n2

nE*+ 1 a))
k= — " (6b)
kh2

Ifwe choosea valuiea = 2=3,the  and  becom e the valiesdepicted by the solid
lines in Fjg.rg. Onecan con m the pretty good agreem ent w ith experim entaldata.
T he trivial case presented by broken lines in F jg.:j correspondsto the casea = 1=2.
In this case, all fragm ents at each step are perfectly equal. In the casea 6 1=2, the
fragm ent size distrdbbution has variation and exhibis m ultifractal scaling.

Thism odelis so sin ple that we can calculate the fragm ent m ass and the num ber
of fragm entsexactly. W e consider the s-th step, and suppose the fragm ents in w hich
the factora (orl a)workst (ors t) tines. In such fragm ents, them assm ¢ (t)
is w ritten as,

1

ms)=a"@ a3’ G a Db )

And the num ber of fragm ents ng (t) is descrbed as,

ng (t) = ———: ®)
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Figure 4. The cum ulative fragm ent m ass distribution for the binom ialm ultiplicative m odelw ith
a= 2=3 and s= 10.

Sihce we are Interested In the cum ulative distrdbution of fragm ent m ass, the
cum ulative num ber of fragm ents N ¢ (t) is calculated as
Z 4 %3
N )= n, A)a’= ———: ©
¢ ooils D!
In Fig. :f!, we show the cumulative distrlbution of fragm ent m ass obtained from
the m odel. The param eters are taken asa = 2=3 and s = 10. The line of slope
05 corresponding to the experin ental result is also shown as a solid line in Fig.
-4 Unfortunately, clear pow er-law , w hich follow s the experin entaldata, cannot be
observed. H ow ever, the distrdbution curve in Fig. -4 seam s to include the region of
slope 0:5. In thismodel, we can calculate the localpower 1 directly by the
relation,
(D

Nsk 1 me 1
s 1) mo 1) 10)
N ) m s (£
Solving the Eq. C_IC_;),we obtain the exact form of 1 as ollow s,
"P s . #
S:
i=t 1 il(s 1!
=t ils 1!
1= K = : 11
ms(t l) at 1(1 a)s t+ 1 ( )
m g (t) at@ a)s ¢t

W e show the relations am ong l,s,andtjnFjg.E.AscanbeseenjnFjg."_d,
the lower lin i of the local slope 1 is 0, and it has a divergent tendency. T he
value 05 is not a particular one.
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Figure 5. The local scaling exponent of cum ulative fragm ent m ass distribution 1. (@) The
relations betw een 1 and t are shown. Each curve corresponds to the case s= 5;6; ;10 from
left to right. () T he relations between 1 and s are shown. Each curve corresponds to the

case t= 5;6; ;10 from left to right.

4 D iscussion

In Sec. :_2, we conclided that the universality of the critical fragm entation di ers
from that ofpercolation. Instead, the weighted m ean fragm ent m assw as studied to
reveal the universality of the critical fragm entation. Tt indicates the m ultiscaling
nature and is m odeled by the sin ple binom ial m ultiplicative m odel. There are
som e other candidates for the critical fragm entation. From now on, we discuss and
com pare them .

Sin flarmpuliplicative m odel for turbulent ow swasproposed by M eneveau and
Sreenivasanti. T hey Investigated the energy cascade of eddies, and obtained good
agreem ent w ith experimn entaldata at a = 03 (In their paper, the corresponding
param eter was w ritten as p;). This value slightly coincides to ours 1 = 1=3.
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T he sam e physicalm echanism m ight dom inate both cascades of fragm entation and
turbulence.

W ecan tthedataby a= 2=3very wellindeed, however, the reason of symm e~
try breaking by a € 1=2 is not understood well. W hile the m odel always requires
the exact asym m etry presented by a, the cleaving point m ight distrlbbute. W e can
consider the sin ple distrdbuted m odel as described below . W e set the unit m ass
segm ent initial condition again, and consider the probability 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 etrical distrbution asp k) = 4x (O X 1=2),and 4 4x (1=2 X 1).
This is one of the sim plest djSU’JbutEl?{l presented by isosceles triangles. T he nor-
m alization condition ofthism odelis o P x)dx = 1. In thism odel, we can calculate
the expectation value of the cleaving point x (orl x) as,

Z 1 Z 4
1 x)4xdx + x@ 4x)dx =

1
0 z

12)

wl N

N ote that we cannot distinguish the cleaving state (x;1 x) and the state(l x;x).
Thus, the x can be lim ited in the region 1=2 x 1. The expectation value is
nearly the sam e asone (@ = 2=3) ofthe abovem entioned m ultiplicative m odel. W e
can also calculate the k-th orderm om ent M ¢ as,

Z . " #

8 k+1
_ k k _ -
My i K+ 1 =x)"Pp&)dx T DKt 2 1 >

13)
W e show the x computed from the Egs. C_l-Z:'), ('_i%), and ('_]:) as a solid line in Fjg.:§.
T he result does not supply the agreem ent w ith the experin entaldata, particularly
n Jarge k range. ‘-
M atsuhita?? and Turcottel? introduced the m odel Bor power-aw fragm entation.
M atsushita exam ined them odelin w hich each fragm ent cleaves into 4 pieces at each
step. Then 1 piece does not break any m ore, and the other 3 pieces cleave into 4
sub-pieces at next step. T he sam e procedure w orksupon all sub-pieces at each step.
A ccording to his m odel, the exponent of the power-aw cum ulative distrdbution of
fragm ent m ass becom es 1=I3=In4’ 0:79.W e can easily m odify thism odel
to the case 1= In2=In4= 1=2 by changing the rem aining piece num ber 1 into
2. In this condition, we can calculate theM  forthism odi ed version ofthe partial
rem aining m odel at s-th step as,
XS . 1 ik
My = 2t 1 : 14)

i=1

Then, the x can be com puted again, however, the value of  depends not only
on k, but also on s. W e show the  obtained from thismodelat s = 10 as a
broken line in Fig. -r_é . Thism odel also cannot provide the appropriate curve of the

k- Thus the exact a = 2=3 binom ialm ultiplicative m odel seem s to be the m ost
possble m odel in term s ofm ultiscaling exponents .
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Figure 6. Com parison between the experin ental data and the other considerable m odels. The
experin ental data are shown as circle m arks. The exponent j obtained from the symm etric
(isosceles triangle) distribution m odel is presented by the solid line. T he broken line indicates the
result of the m odi ed partial rem aining m odelat s= 10.

5 Conclusions

W e Investigated the criticality ofbrittle fragm entation. Som e m odels to interpret
the experim ental result are proposed. T he exact binom ialm ultiplicative m odelcan
produce the adequate approxin ation for the exponent i .And the cum ulative dis—
tribbution obtained from the m odel is not so worse. However, it requires that the
cleaving point is exactly at a. Since the isosceles triangle m odel has non-divergent
standard deviation, the distrbution of fragm ent m ass resulting from the model
m ust approach to the Iog-nom aldistribution due to the centrallin it theorem 1329 .
In addition, its i di ers from the experim entaldata, particularly in lJarge k region.
Them odi ed partialrem ainingm odelcan explain the experin entalvalie of the ex—
ponent very well. However, the  from the m odel show s large discrepancy from
the experim entaldata. Each m odelhasm erits and dem erits. T he totally su cient
m odel is not presented yet. Furthem ore, these scaling exponents w ill depend on
detail load condition and din ensionality of fractured ob ct. M ore detailed exper—
In ents and analyses are necessary to solve the criticality ofbrittle fragm entations
com pletely.
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