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The e ect of stresstriaxiality on growth of a void In a three din ensional single—crystal face—
centered-cubic (FCC) lattice has been studied. M olecular dynam ics (M D) sin ulations using an
em bedded-atom (EAM ) potential for copper have been perform ed at room tem perature and using
strain controlling with high strain rates ranging from 107 /sec to 10'°/sec. Strain-rates of these
m agniudes can be studied experim entally, e.g. using shock waves induced by laser ablation. Void
grow th hasbeen sin ulated in three di erent conditions, nam ely uniaxial, biaxial, and triaxialexpan—
sion. T he response of the system In the three cases have been com pared In tem s of the void grow th
rate, the detailed void shape evolution, and the stress-strain behavior including the developm ent
of plastic strain. A 1so m acroscopic observables as plastic work and porosity have been com puted
from the atom istic Jlevel. The stress thresholds for void growth are found to be com parabl with
spall strength values determ ined by dynam ic fracture experin ents. T he conventional m acroscopic
assum ption that the m ean plastic strain results from the grow th ofthe void is validated. T he evolu—
tion of the system in the uniaxial case is found to exhibi four di erent regin es: elastic expansion;
plastic yielding, when the m ean stress is nearly constant, but the stress-triaxiality increases rapidly
together w ith exponential grow th of the void; saturation of the stresstriaxiality; and nally the
failire.

PACS numbers: 61.72Q0q, 6220M k, 62.20Fe, 6250+ p

I. NTRODUCTION

Ductilke fracture of m etals comm only occurs through
the nycleation, growth and coalescence of m icroscopic
voids® M uch can be kamed about the ductile fracture
through the study ofthese voids. A particularly interesty
Ing case is the dynam ic fracture of ductile m eta]s,é'é;‘."é
In which the strain rates are so high that processes such
as di usion operating on relatively long tin e scalesm ay
be neglected, while inertiale ects becom e relatively in —
portant. Void grow th is driven by the need to relax ten—
sile stress that builds up in the system, and to m ini-
m ize the associated elastic energy. T he m aterial around
a void deform s plastically In order to accom m odate the
void growth. Naturally, the plastic deform ation results
from a local shear stress, which m ay arise from the ap-
plied stress, but it also may arise from the stress eld
of the void even if the applied stress is hydrostatic. So
the expectation is that the evolution of the plastic zone,
and hence the growth of the void, is In uenced by the
degree of stress triaxiality; ie., the ratio of the mean
(hydrostatic) stress to the shear stress. It is this rela—
tionship that we study here by varying the triaxialiy
of the loading. In particular, we conduct sin ulations
In which one, two or three directions of the system are
expanded, producing a state of uniaxial, biaxial or tri-
axial strain, resgpectively. Variation in the triaxiality of
the strain causes variation in the triaxiality of the stress
state, where it should be noted that uniaxial (piaxial)
strain does not in ply pure uniaxial (piaxial) stress.

Besides dynam ic crack propagation experim ents, dy—
nam ic fracture can be m easured for instance In shock
physics or spallation experim ents, to which the simula-

tions perform ed here are com pared. Various techniques
are em ployed to generate the shock waves: Hopkinson
bar, gas gun, high explosives, and laser ablation. W ih
Hopkinson bar the strain—rates " usually are of the or-
der 10 10%/sec, in gas qun of 10%/sec, wih high—
explosives even higher strain-rates can be produced, and
with lasers strain-rates exceeding 107 /sec are attained.
In a gas gun for Instance the fracture resuls from es-
sentially one-din ensional shock loading. Two com pres—
sive shock waves are generated by the inpact ofa ier
on a m etal target, propagate away from each other, re—

ect from opposite free surfaces becom ing tensile release
waves and nally com e into coincidence again. If the
com bined tensile stress exceeds the rupture strength of
the m aterial, the m etal fails, after som e incubation tin e,
producing a fracture surface. In strong shocks, a scab of
m aterialm ay spall from the hack side of the target and

y O . Spallation experin entsf or single and polycrystal

copper report spall strength valuesof ' 3 4 GPaat
stral-rates"’ 2 3 10°/sec, and scaling between the
spall strength and strain-rate, no2

In this study of dynam ic fracture In ductile m etals at
high strain-rates (10’ { 10'*°/sec) we have concentrated
on void grow th starting from a single crystal copper lat—
tice containing an In nitely weakly bound inclusion or a
preexisting nanoscale void. The lattice is Initially free
of other defects. W e have focused on the e ect of stress—
triaxiality on void grow th. In som e fracture egperin ents,
orexam ple in necking and cup-cone fractureX the uniax—
ial strain produces a stress state that transitions rapidly
to triaxial state due to the plastic ow during the course
ofloading. It isduring the triaxialphase that void grow th
and failire take place. Because of the connection w ith
shock experin ents, the stress triaxiality study done here
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is carried out using strain control, and i is the strain
that is varied from uniaxialto biaxialto triaxial.

M uch of the dam age m odeling of m etals has been
carried out at m ean— eld or continuum Jevel based on
constitutive theordes. The continuum m odels concen—
trate especially on two areas: m acroscopic crack grow th
phenom enon® and studies of porosity, ie. behavior
of an, army .of V.O.'K;].S,, at ,9.1b. ain, .level during load—
area ﬁ)r exam p]e the Jocus of yJe]d surfaoes In stress
space has been studied, which is related to the ques—
tion of the e ect of stresstriaxiality studied here. Q£
the void growth studies especially the Gurson m odelté
is comm only used to m odel cavitation (the developm ent
of porosity) at the sub—grid level in what is term ed as
dam age m odeling. These continuum calculations often
assum e that the m atrix m aterdial, where the voids are
em bedded, is elastically rigid and plastically incom press—
Ible, and the dilation ofthe void-m atrix aggregate is com —
plktely due to the void growth. O f particular interest,
and relevance in temm s of this study, is a single crys—
tal plasticity study of void growth 2 1 The caloulations
are typically done by determ ining approxin ate solutions
for integrals of Increm ental equations of virtualw ork us—
ing the nite elem ent m ethod. Continuum m odeling has
been used to study som e of the phenom ena addressed in
this paper such as the e ect of triaxiality on void grow th
and void shape changes.@q The validity of the approxi-
m ate solutions of increm entals 1im its the strain-rates to
be rather low com pared to the strain—rates used In this
study.

In order to characterize the void grow th not only w ith
m acroscopic quantities and at the continuum level, but to
nvestigate w hat happens at the atom istic level, we have
em ployed m olecular dynam ics M D) sinulations. M D
sim ulations enable us to see what the e ects are on the
void surface at the single atom level, when i grow swhile
the totalsystem yields. T hisA rticle presentswork, which
is an extension to the work done earlier by som e of this
A rticke’s authors of void grow th in a single crystalcopper
w ith hydrostatic loading, void nuglgation and grow th in
single and polycrystalline copper23248L838324 M olecu-
lar dynam ics sinm ulations of void grow th In single crystal
copper have also been conducted by other groups for slab
geom etries ofinterest in the sam iconductor chip m etaliza—
tion problem 5484 The e ectively two-din ensional, thin

In system s are in contrast to three din ensional bulk
system s studied here. Tn som e cases M D sim ulations of
plasticity and crack propagation have been as large as
billion atom s27

This A rticle is organized as follows. Tt starts in Sec—
tion ITw ith an overview oftheM D m ethod used and the
sim ulations which have been carried out in this study.
E xploration ofthe results ofthe sin ulations starts in Sec—
tion 'IT} by the study of the m ean or hydrostatic stress
versus strain as well as the deviatoric part of the stress
tensor, von M ises stress, which is used to m easure the
shear stress, and stresstriaxiality versus strain for all

the s:m u]ated strain-rates and m odes of expansion. Sec—
tion -1V| concentrates on the m acroscopic plastic quanti-
ties, such asmean and equivalent plastic strain, plastic
work and its relation to the tem perature. T he evolution
of the void in tem s of its growth and shape changes is
studied in Section V', Section V I sum m arizes the results
and com pares di erent m easured quantities wih each
other concentrating on one of the sin ulations, uniaxial
strain w ith strain—rate 10°/sec. T he A rticle is concluded
w ith discussions of the results and suggestions for future
studies in Section ¥ T1.

[

II. METHOD AND SIM ULATIONS
A . Strain-—controlled M olecular D ynam ics

In this atom isticlevel study of void grow th, the sin —
ulations have been done using em pirical em bedded-atom
EAM ) potentials in classicalm okculardynam icf8 H1L-
Iow ing the schem e developed earlier2%298% The copper
EAM- potential we have used is due to Oh and John-
son 2944

The system, in which the simulations are done,
is a three-dim ensional single—crystal face-centered—cubic
FCC) lattice in a cubic box with £100g faces. P eriodic
boundary conditions are used in all the three directions
so that there are no free boundaries in the system apart
from the void. Equivalently the system can be In agihed
to consist of an In nite periodic array of voids. Note
that periodic boundary conditions have also been used
In continuum m odels of void grow th, but in the contin—
uum m odeling of void grow th in isotropic m aterials the
calculations are done In a reduced cell, which exhibits
one quarter of the box in two dim ensions, and one eighth
in three dim ensions, and the behavior of other areas are
derived from the symm etries. W e use the f1ll cubic box
because the cubic sym m etry present in the continuum is
broken In M D at nite tem perature, and processes such
as dislocation nucleation at the void surface would be
over-constrained In a reduced sin ulation box.

In the sim ulations, the system is brought to them al
equilbriim at room tem pemture, T = 300 K, wih a
comm only used them ostatl and at ambient pressure,
P ' 0 MPa, keeping the volum e constant. A fter that a
spherical void is cut in the m iddle of the system , later
the themn ostat is tumed o , and the dilational strain
is applied uniform Iy w ith a constant strain-rate ". The
rem ovalofthe atom s In the spherical region m ay be con—
sidered to sin ulate the instantaneous separation of the
m atrix m aterial from an in nitely weakly bound incli—
sion. The uniform expansion in these strain-controlled
sim ulations is applied through rescaling the coordinates
as in the ParrinellbR ahm an m ethod 4 Technically the
three C artesian coordinates of the atom s are rescaled to
the unitbox, each coordinate S 2 [0;1). W hen calcu—
lating the Poroes and velocities, as well as updating the
new positions ofthe atom s, the unibox ism uliplied by



a diagonal scaling matrix H = flk;1,;1g, where I's are
the sim ulation box’s side lengths, to com pute the true
positions of the atom s,

x=HS: @)

This scaling m atrix H is updated each tim e-step, when
the load is applied, by m ultiplying the Initialm atrix H
w ith the sum of the unit m atrix and the strain m atrix
E=t

H ()= Ho T+ tB: @)

For our purposes the strainratem atrix E-is alwaysdiag—
onal, since neither rotation nor sim ple shear type strains
are studied. In the triaxialcase all the temm s In the diag-
onal are equal; in the uniaxial there is a single non-zero
term ; and in the biaxial case two of the three diagonal
term s di er from zero and are equal. P rior to expansion
the system iscubic, is scalingm atrix H ¢ isdiagonal, and
allthe tem s are equaland correspond to the equilibrium
size at am bient pressure. H ence the scalngm atrix H re—
m ainsdiagonalthroughout the sin ulation, and the strain
In each case is in a h100i direction.

In fracture and plasticity simulations the st quan-—
tity to consider is the stressstrain behavior. W ih the
strain as an Input param eter, here we have to m easure
the stress. In this study of the stresstriaxiality we are
Interested in both m ean and shear stresses. T herefore the
whole stress tensor isneeded. T he stress tensor (the
negative of the pressure) can be calculated atom istically
on each tin e-step using the virial orm ula 28
0 1
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The 1rsttemm in the stress tensor is the kinetic contri-
bution of atom s denoted w ith i and having m asses m ;
and m om enta p;. The second tem , a m icroscopic virial
potential stress, consists of sum s of interatom ic forces fi;
of atom pairs hiji with corresponding distances rjj. It
should be noted, that here and in the rest of the A rticle
i and j denote the atom s, and and the C artesian
coordinates. N ote that the them alstress is lncluded, al-
though In practice in these sim ulations it contrbutes less
than 1 GPa, less than 10% ofthe yield stress value, and
never dom inates the changes in stress.

B. Simulations P erform ed

T ypically in the sim ulations carried out here, the cube
consists of 60 FCC unit cells in each direction, giving
864 000 atom s. The equilbriim sideJength of such a
copper system is 1= 21:6 nm at room tem perature and
am bient pressure. The radius of the spherical void cut
from the system , unless otherw ise noted, is 0.1 of the
sideJdength of the box; thus 22 nm . A fter the void is
cut, there are 860 396 atom s in the system .

The relatively Inexpensive potential used enables us
to do extensive sinulations In tine. A sihgle tin estep
takes typically about 40 sec ocf CPU-time In a system
with 864 000 atom s In a Linux workstation wih Intel
Xeon 1700M H z processor. The longest calculation re—
quired 835 050 tim e-steps corresponding to 5.6 nanosec—
onds. T he tin estep was 6:7 fam toseconds.

A s m entioned earlier, in order to study the e ects of
the stresstriaxiality and di erent m odes of expansion on
the void-grow th, we have applied three di erent types of
expansion, nam ely uniaxial, biaxial, and triaxial. The
strain-rates used for each of the three m odes of expan-—
sion are "= 10'%/sec, 10%/sec, 5 108 /sec, 108 /sec, and
107 /sec. For the Iowest strain—rate, the MD code was
parallelized In order to take advantage of m assively par-
allel com puters. The parallelization was done using a
spatial dom ain-decom position, and was shown to scale
nearly linearly up to 128 processors. T he parallel code
was used in the case with 835 050 tin esteps m entioned
above, for exam ple.

For com parison in the elastic regin €, w e have also per—
form ed simulations w ithout a void in all three m odes
of expansion. These sim ulations have been used to de-
tem Ine the bulk, elstic stressstrain response of the
EAM oopper and hence the elastic constants. W ih-
out a void, the system is not so strain-rate and sys—
tem size dependent, at least up to the point of ailre,
0 the socalled \no void" simulations have been per—
form ed wih a sn aller system size, 45 FCC —cells in each
direction (364 500 atom s) and at the single strain-—rate
"= 10°/sec. A uniaxialstudy ofthe 60° system size, but
with a snaller nitial void radius of1:1 nm , was carried
out w ith the strain—rate " = 10%/sec n orderto study the
void-size dependence. In this case the system wih the
void contains 863 543 atom s.

It should be m entioned, too, that all of the interm edi-
ate strain—rate sinulations ("= 10%/secand 5 10%/sec)
expansion were not started from equilbrium conditions
atP = OMPa,but from system s expanded previously at
the strainrate " = 10°/sec. These sim ulations have been
restarted well before yielding, when the system ’s behav—
Jor is rate independent, and relaxed for 2000 tin e-steps,
or 13 4 picoseconds, w ithout expansion before continu-—
Ing the expansion at the Intermm ediate strain rates. The
energy is conserved during the relaxation n M D sinula—
tions. These restarts have been accom plished at strain
valies"= 4:12% ,"= 206% ,and "= 172 % In uniax—
ial, biaxial, and triaxial cases, respectively.

ITII. STRESS-STRAIN BEHAVIOR AND
STRESS-TRIAXIALITY

Let us begih to explore the results of the M D sinu-—
lations by looking at the stress-strain curves. Fjgure:]:
show s these curves for each ofthe m odes of expansion at
all the strain—rates com puted. The data from \no void"



cases are also plotted. The m ean or hydrostatic stress,
1
m = gTr i )

is plotted to indicate the principal inpetus for void
growth. Note that the strain is the engineering strain,
de ned as the expanded system size divided by the orig—
nal system size m inus one. In the uniaxial and biaxial
cases the strains are the principal strain values " in the
direction ofthe strain, suchas", = ", ", = ", = 0 in the
uniaxialcase,and "y = ", = ", ", = 0 In thebiaxialcase.
Hence the strain is the value of a non—zero diagonaltem

ofte-in Eq. ‘_2). Themean strains ", are 1/3 and 2/3
of the plotted uniaxial and biaxial strains, respectively.
T hus the total volum etric strain-rates are not the same
In the di erent expansion m odes. In the triaxial cases
the ptted and the mean strain values are the same.
T he shape of the stress-strain curves do not di ermuch
depending on the m odes of expansion in these cases, at
Jeast when plotted versus m ean strain. Independent of
the strain—rate, and w hether w ith or w ithout a void, the
stress-strain curves lie essentially on top of each other
during elastic expansion, ie., the iniial an ooth behavior
when the system is still recoverable and hasnot deform ed
plastically.

T he stress-strain curve startsto deviate from the trend
ofthe elastic behaviorat a speci ¢, \critical" point w hich
we call here a yield point. In other quantities we m ea—
sure a change in behaviorhappensata speci cpoint, too,
and asw e shall see Jaterthe criticaloryield pointsm ostly
concide w ith each other, ie., their strain values are ap—
proxim ately the sam e independent of from which quan-
tity we derived i. T he sam e point is also the one when
the void starts to grow , which is the prim ary m echanisn
for plasticity in this study. Here we de ne num erically
the yield point of the cases w ith void by com paring their
stress-strain curves w ith the reference \no void" curve,
w hich behaves elastically beyond the yield points of the
other cases [cf. Fig. :}: (@) Inset]. U kin ately the no void
case does fail by hom ogeneous nuclkation of voids, and
this is the reason for the drop in the m ean stress. T here
isa smallo set between cases wih a void com pared to
the case w fthout a void due to the elastic relaxation of
the void. T he value of the stress at the yield point in the
cases w ith void is lower w ith low er strain-rate, and thus
the strain to yield is also lower. In each of the m odes
of expansion, the stress at the yield point for the strain—
rate "= 107 /sec is close to the valie to which the higher
strain-rates converge. O f course, at much lower strain
rates the physics changes, new m echanisn s becom e ac—
tive, so this value need not hold for arbitrarily low strain
rates. However, it is noteworthy that the stress at the
yield ponnt is not scaling with strain, contrary to the
experim ental nding for the spall strength explained in
Section I. O vershooting, the phenom enon that the m ax—
Inum stress is much higher than the stress at the yield
point, is evident here for the higher strain rates, The
scaling of the spall strength versus the strain-rate? w ith

an exponent 02 is reproduced here when one com pares
them axin um stress valies Instead of the stresses at the
vield point for strainrates "= 5 10%/sec, 10°/sec, and
10'%/sec, since then the exponent is 0:14 0:8, lowest
for the uniaxial case and highest for the traxial case.
On the other hand the stress value at the yield point,
which is at the sam e tin e the m axinum stress, when
" = 107 /sec is very close to the value of 6-8 GPa the
spall strength scaling predicted from the lower strain—
rates m entioned in Section I. It should be noted also,
that since we are Im ited to nite, fairly small, system
sizes, at late stages of the stressstrain curves, at the
failure, the data is not realistic anym ore. The reason
is that at the plastic part of the stressstrain behavior
when the void grow s, it also em its dislocations, and in a
nite system w ith periodic boundaries, when the disloca—
tions have traveled long enough, they propagate through
the boundaries and reenter from the other side. In the
picture where we have a periodic array of voids in an
In nie system thism eans that the voids are so close to
each otherthat they start to interact. In reality voids are
never arranged In a perfect cubic lattice structure and in
sym m etric positions w ith respect to each other, and thus
the interactions of the voids in the sin ulationsw ith their
periodic In ages are jist an unphysical nite size e ect.
In the shear stress or m ore precisely in the deviatoric
part of the stress tensor . pltted In Fig. :g’:, a much
bigger di erence is seen between the m odes of expansion
than In the m ean stress. For the deviatoric part of the
stress . we use von M ises stress:

e= BJT7%; G)

where J, = 1Tr @ isthg second invariant of the stress
deviator ° = » T84 Thusvon M ises stress reads:
h i
O R ©
1-
2. 39 i , 112 ‘

W hile the mean stress at the yield point gets a value
of about = 5% 64 GPa when loaded wih strain—
rate " = 107/sec in each of the three m odes of expan-—
sion, von M ises stress has a value of . = 2:0 GPa and
0.7 GPa In the uniaxialand biaxialcases, respectively. In
the triaxial case it should be zero by sym m etry, and the
di erence from zero, representing sym m etry-breaking ef-
fects, is an all. T hus the loading di erences between the
m odes of expansion are quanti ed in von M ises stress.
A fterthe onset ofplasticity orthe void grow th, von M ises
stress gets a value ofabout = 04 GPa,02 GPa,and
01 GPa, in the uniaxial, biaxial, and triaxial cases, re—
spectively, Independent of the strain-rate, but w ih sig—
ni cant uctuations in this regime. In this period also
dislocations m ove under the action of the shear stress
until the stress has dropped to the point that it is no
Ionger su cient to move a dislocation through the for-
est of dislocations. The nalvaluie of the shear stress



corresponds to the ow stress, and they are close to the
tensile strength yvalues of copper, 200400 M Pa, quoted
n the lrerature 44

A Though von M ises stresscapturesdi erencesbetw een
the loading m odes quite well, an even better quantity to
study is the ratio betw een hydrostatic and shear stresses,
the stress-triaxiality

= mn= er (7)

which has been pltted in FJg-'_ﬂ In the uniaxial case
the stresstriaxiality starts from the value '/ 3:0 and
slow Iy decreases linearly to a value ’ 2:8 until the on-
set of rapid growth at the yield point. A fter the rapid
Increase the stresstriaxiality saturatesat ’ 110 1690.
The stresstriaxiality In the biaxial case starts with a
much larger valie than in the uniaxial case. It begins
at ' 60 and increases linearly to a value " 890
at the yield point where i grow s rapidly to a value of

7 150 30:L0. W e have noted the correspondence of
the nalvonM ises stressand the ow stressabove. Sin i-
larly the spall strength providesan experin entalm easure
ofthem ean stressthat can be supported in void grow th.
T hus the stress-triaxiality values can be com pared w ith
the ratio of the spall and the tensile strength of copper.
P reviously quoted literature values forthem are 6-8 GPa
and 200400 M P a, respectively, giving for their ratio val-
ues between 15 and 40, and thus com parable w ith the
stresstriaxiality valies here. T he com parison isnot fiilly
rigorous, but it provides an indication ofhow reasonable
the nal stress triaxiality valies are in tem s of experi-
ment. Sihce the stresstriaxiality is the m ean stress di-
vided by von M ises stress, which is equalto zero In the
triaxial case until the yield point and very sn alleven af-
ter that, the stresstriaxiality is diverging and therefore
not plotted here in that case. T he stresstriaxiality val-
ues In the uniaxial and biaxial cases at the elastic part
of the sin ulation is com pared here also w ith the values
one get from the elasticity theory £1

_1Cut 2, @)
3Ci1 Cu2

= 1 in the uniaxial case and = 2 in the biaxial
case. The literature values for the elastic congtants of
copper are C11 = 168 GPa and C1, = 121 GPa%? Thus

= 29 and = 58 In theuniaxialand biaxialcases, re—
spectively, w hich com pare quite wellw ith the sim ulations
presented here. W hen the elastic constants are derived
from the stressstrain curvesas " ! 0, they are close to
the actual experin ental values: C,; / 162 GPa, C1p
121 GPa and C;; ' 168 GPa, Cip, ' 124 GPa In the
uniaxial and biaxial cases, respectively.

The critical m ean stress, von M ises stress, and the
stresstriaxiality values where their behaviors start to
deviate com pared to the elastic ones, or what we call
yield points, are summ arized In Tab]eE[ for the strain—
rates " = 10°/sec, 5 10%/sec, 108, and 107 /sec of the
principal strains. In the case of the highest strain-rate

" = 10'%/sec, the shapes of the stressstrain curves are
so much rounded due to over-shooting, that there is no
clear point, where the stressstrain curve deviates from
the elastic behavior, and thus our de nition of the yield
point isno longer suitable. In com paring them ean strain
values ", (as in the Tabl) at the onset of plasticity for
a particular strain rate, one nds that the uniaxial ex—
pansion always starts to yield at the least strain, and the
hydrostatic expansion, at the greatest strain. T here are
two e ects that contribute to the increase n the plas—
tic threshold as the triaxiality ncreases. F irst, the shear
com ponent of the applied stress contributes to the re—
solved shear stress and lowers the threshold for heterpo—
geneous nuclation of dislocations at the void surface 4’
And second, the volum etric strain-rate is lowest in the
uniaxial case and the highest in the hydrostatic case.
Strain—rate hardening then leads to an increase in the
stress value at the onset ofplasticity as the triaxiality in—
creases. T he di erence betw een the critical strain values
when de ned aswhen a behavior deviates from the elas—
tic behavior is nearly negligbl and thus independent
of whether one uses the criterion from the hydrostatic
stress, von M ises stress or stresstriaxiality curves. T he
di erences re ect mainly the di culties In de ning the
point what we call the yield point. However, we w ill see
later that ifthem ean stress and von M ises stress start to
deviate from the elastic behavior w ith the sam e ratio as
they have during elastic expansion, the stress-triaxiality
m ay deviate a bit later than the other quantities. W e
shall see later, too, that the onset of plasticity de ned
from these quantities isvery close to w here the void starts
to grow .

Iv. PLASTIC STRAIN AND PLASTIC W ORK

A fter su cient expansion, the system yields and the
m ean stress is observed to drop w ith respect to the elas-
tic response. Then as the simulation box continues to
expand, the stress rem ains roughly constant until the
precipitous drop at nal ailuire. In the region of In-
creasing strain but roughly constant m ean stress, m ost of
the strain is in the form ofplastic strain, a m acroscopic
m easure of the plastic, pem anent and irrecoverable de—
formm ations in the system . In this Section we study the
m acroscopic quantities of plasticity such as mean and
equivalent plastic strains as well as the plastic work, and
In the next Section In m ore detail what are the actual
plastic deform ationsvisble in the void. T he concom itant
dislocations related tq wpidls shape and volum e changes
are studied elsew here 338247

In deriving the plastic strain here it is assum ed that
the tetragonal sym m etry is approxin ately preserved and
thus the o -diagonal term s of the stress tensor are neg—
ligble. Follow Ing the literature we separate the-strain
Increm ent d" = "dt into elastic and plastic paﬁsfq Thus



TABLE I: The onset of plasticity associated w ith void growth, as indicated by 3 di erent criteria: deviation from elastic
behavior in the m ean stress, von M ises stress and stress trdaxiality. T heir threshold values, together w ith the corresponding

strain values, are tabulated for uniaxial, biaxial and triaxial expansion at the strain rates " = 10° /sec, 5
10" /sec. In particular, the third and fourth colum ns show the m ean stress values

10% /sec, 10%, and
and the corresponding m ean engineering

strain values ", , respectively, at the critical or yield point at which them ean stress rst deviates from the elastic stress—strain

curve. Analogously, the fth and sixth colum ns show the yield point as indicated by von M ises stress

e and the corresponding

m ean engineering strain values ", , respectively. T he seventh and eighth colum ns show the yield point as indicated by the stress
triaxiality and the corresponding m ean engineering strain values ", , respectively. N ote the sm allbut signi cant di erences
in the yield point as indicated by these three di erent cr:itexja} T he error bars of the valies are of the order of last reported
digit. T he details of the sin ulations are in the caption ofF ig.ih and the curves, from which the yield data have been calculated,
are plotted In F igs. -].—d N ote that, as expected, von M ises stress is sm all and erratic in the triaxial case, so those von M ises

and stress—tnax:ahty data are not tabulated.

("xi"yi"2) " (sec 1) (GPa) " (%) e (GPa) "n &) "n (%)
(";0;0) 10° 587 185 212 187 2.78 1.92
(";0;0) 5 10° 5.82 1.84 2.09 1.84 2.79 1.84
(";0;0) 10° 5.65 1.77 201 1.77 2.80 1.77
(";0;0) 107 5.60 1.77 2.00 1.77 2.79 1.77
©;™™ 10° 650 2.02 0.79 2.02 829 2.02
©;™™ 5 10° 650 2.02 0.79 2.02 823 2.02
©;™™ 108 6.03 1.85 0.5 1.87 8.08 1.86
©;™™ 107 5.96 1.83 0.74 1.82 8.02 1.82
(",.ll;ll) 109 725 230

""" 5 10° 725 230

""" 10° 6.50 2.00

""" 10’ 6.33 1.94

by de nition the plastic strain increm ent becom es
"odt= "tdr " d )

where "t dt is the total increm ent of the strain. Below

weuse " instead of " dt since dt can be divided from both
sides of Eq. (:_9'). The total strain increm ent is an in-
put param eter in these strain-controlled sim ulations. Tt
is given by the strain—rate m atrix E~ The com pliance S

relating the elastic strain increm ent to the stress incre—
m ent isderived from the stress-strain curves in the elastic
region by:

10)

T he stressm atrix is calculated each tim e-step using
Eqg. @).Thee]astjcoompljanoetensors ( ) is retrieved
from the elastic part ofthe stressstrain curve ofthe cases
w ithout the void as follow s. D ue to the nonlinearity ofa
stress-strain curve we have not only retrieved the slope
ijt, which would g]ye 3B = Cqp + 2C12, where B is
the buk m odulus, but tted a fourth order polynom ial
to the strain versus stress curve, w hose derivative gives
us 1=3B ! ( p ). This is done separately or the uniax—
ial, biaxial, and triaxialno-void cases, and the respective
curves are used for the cases w ith the void. Ik should be
m entioned, too, that in the derivation of the bulk m od-
ulus the m ean total logarithm ic strain is used Instead of
the engineering principal strain used in the plots of this
Artick. Sin ilarly theterm C%= 1 (€11 C1z) isderived
using a fourth orderpolynom ialin them ean strain versus

von M ises stress curve giving 1=C °. N ote, that when C°
is derived from the plot usingm ean strain there are pref-
actors1/3 and 2/3 or1=(Cq; Ci2) In the uniaxialand
biaxial cases, respectively. Using formulas whad1 relate
S11 and S12, to Cq1 and Cq2 in cubic crysta]s,- and the
correspondence betw een elastic constants and m oduliwe
get for S11 and S12

1 1

9_B+ 3c0 512=9—B o 1)
Usihngthe S11(n)asS (n)andSiz(n)asS (n)
due to the symm etry and neglecting o -diagonal term s,
w hich are sm allcom pared to the diagonalones, we get all
the necessary term s or S ( , ), and thus "® ( , ) from
Eqg. C_l-C_i) N ote, that since the , isused asa param eter
Instead of ,thevon M ises stressm ustbem apped w ith
them ean stresswhen nding the corresponding C °. This
was done again by tting the von M ises vs.m ean stress
curves w ith fourth order polynom ials.

Subtracting the elastic strain from the total strain as

S11 =

n Eq. @) we get the m ean plastic strain increm ent
1X
A A 12)

w hich tin e-integralisplotted In F jg.:_4 forallthe loading
m odes and strain-rates. In these plots one sees that af-
ter the yield point the m ean plastic strain rst increases
roughly exponentially, although the region is too an all
to be de nitive, and thenceforth roughly linearly. Note



that the m ean plastic strain is not the equivalent plastic
strain com m only used in plasticity, which willbe de ned
below ,but am easure ofthe porosity. T hisw illbe studied
In the next Section, w here them ean plastic strain w illbe
com pared w ith the grow th of the volum e of the void.
W e tum now to the quanti cation of the dislocation
ow , conventionally com puted at the continuum level as
the second invariant of the deviatoric plastic strain, the
equivalent plastic strain. Typically in the case of tetrag—
onaltotal strain, the equivalent plastic strain rate would
be calculated as:

nP

- 2 ®oow a3)

T he equivalent plastic strain is calculated in tum as
zZ t
") = i ") at’: 14)

In practice this form ula for the equivalent plastic strain
isproblem aticin M D for several reasons. F irst, the tin e
and length scales n M D are much shorter than those
assum ed In continuum form ulations of plasticity. The
tin e scale isa problem because dislocation ow becom es
partially reversible at short enough tin e scales. Ther-
mal uctuations cause reversible oscillations of disloca—
tions and uctuations in the local elastic strain. To the
contrary, the integrand n Eq. C_l-fi) is positive de nite,
as appropriate for plastic deform ation that is cum ula-
tJye even when reversed. In practice, the application of

(14.) In MD gives a resul dom inated by the uctu-
anns for an all tin e Increm ents; n fact, in our attem pt
to apply the formula to the M D defom ation every 10
tin e steps, the contrbution of the uctuations was 22
tin es as large as the applied totalmean strain (these
valies are obtained from the biaxial case with strain—
rate "= 10%/sec). The Hmula must be m odi ed to be
nsensitive to themm al uctuations. Second, the form ula
for the equivalent plastic strain assum es isotropic plas-
ticity in the follow ing sense. In isotropic plasticiy, the
plastic ow isdriven by the shear stressquanti ed by the
von M ises stress. T he equivalent plastic strain is conju—
gate to the von M ises stress, and therefore takes on a
particular sign cance in the theory. Implici is the as-
sum ption, for exam ple, that slip system s that experience
the sam e shear stressw illexhib it the sam e plastic strain.
T his assum ption isviolated N M D fortwo reasons. O nce
again, the them al uctuationsm ay cause the niiation
of ow on one glide system before that on a symm etri-
cally related system . This e ect is cbserved n our M D
sin ulations. Typically the sym m etry is restored after a
briefperiod, but because the plastic strain is cum ulative,
the symm etry breaking uctuation is never elin inated
from the plastic strain z_l-§) . Second, a m ore m undane
reason the assum ption of isotropy fails is that the sin—
gle crystal system s are anisotropic, both because of the
speci ¢ glide planes involved and because of the elastic
constants, especially in copper.

Tt m ay be possible to rectify these problem s while re—
taining the basic formulation of the equivalent plastic
strain, for exam ple through a suitable m ultiresolition
calculation of the integral (:14) W e have m ade several
attem pts at a new form ulation, but we were not able to
develop a satisfactory algorithm , providing a m eaningfiil
m easure of the plastic strain on M D tim e scalesbased on
the equivalent plastic strain integral {14). W e found that
we could elin inate the anom alies due to uctuations or
the anisotropy, but not both sin ultaneously In a robust
m anner.

W e have therefore tumed to a di erent quanti cation
ofthe plastic strain. C ertainly, the fiill deviatoric plastic
strain tensor is a m easure of the plastic ow, conjigate
to the deviator stress. ks rate of Increase is given by the
traceless part of Eq. (u'g) . Typically, the rate would be
Integrated in a cum ulative fashion, but we w illnot do so.
T he nature of our sim ulations is such that at the contin—
uum levelplastic ow is only expected in one direction,
S0 any sign reversalm ay be attributed to uctuations.
W e then calculate

2y

"= " E)a as)
0

where the plastic strain rate is given by Eq. (:gi). We
em phasize again that no absolute value is taken, so uc—
tuations cancel.

Then in order to have a scalar quanti cation of the
plastic strain, we com pute the J, nvariant, nom alized
as the equivalent plastic strain would be:

Z . Z . Z
mh=< 2 ") at’ ") at

16)

W e must stress that this quantity is not equal to the
equivalent plastic strain comm only used In plasticity, ex—
cept In the extraordinary case of m onotonic isotropic
plasticity. It is not conjigate to the von M ises stress,
forexam ple, in ourM D sin ulations. N evertheless, it isa
usefil qualitative m easure of the degree ofplasticiy, and
it allow sus to com pare the plastic regoonse as the system
is Ioaded in di erent ways and we call i here equivalent
plstic strain for sim plicity.

T he evolution of the equivalent plastic strain during
uniaxialand biaxialexpansion isplotted In Fjg.-'_ﬂ. In the
triaxialcase it is essentially zero, as expected by symm e~
try, and therefore it has not been plotted. In practice,
the stress during triaxial expansion has only a negligi-
bly amn all uctuating shear com ponent, so the calculated
elastic shear strains are very sm all, too. Since neither
the box strain nor the elastic strain has an appreciable
shear com ponent, the equivalent plastic strain is found
to be zero.

N ow , once the tensors for both the stress and the plas-
tic strain are derived, (actually only the diagonal term s



of the plastic strain are needed), the plastic work can be
calculated,
X Z
Wp ()= il dt; a7)

(see Fig. :_é). It should be com pared w ith the tem pera-
ture from the sam e sin ulations, Fig. ::/. Note, that in
these sin ulations, when the dilational strain is applied,
the them ostat istumed o and thus the tem perature is
allowed to change. F irst the system cools in the elastic
regin e due to adiabatic cooling on expansion, but when
plastic deform ations begin, work is done in the system

resulting In heating. W e nd that the Increase In plastic
work does not m atch exactly with the tem perature. In
princlple we expect several e ects to contribute to this
di erence: the surface energy of the void, the defect for-
m ation energies for dislocations and point defects, fiir-
ther adiabatic cooling, and any error in calculating the
elastic energy or strain from the stress. U sing the best
data available to bound the contributions from surface,
defect and adiabatic cooling energies, we nd that there
rem ains an energy de cit that we attribute to an error in
the calculated elastic energy. T he error com es from the
use of the average stress despite stress inhom ogeneity in
the system due to the void: in the plastic work the prod—
uct ofplastic strain and stress is calculated w ith averaged
quantities, while in the tem perature the product is cal-
culated at kevel of each atom and averaged afterward.

V. VOID EVOLUTION
A . Growth ofthe Void

W enow considerthe volum e and shape evolution ofthe
void. During the M D sim ulations undergoing expansion,
the surface ofthe void isdeterm ined by nding individual
atom sthatbelong to the surface. T his isdone by creating
a ne two-dim ensionalmesh, in which each m esh point
corresponds to spherical angular coordinates ( ; ). An
atom is found to represent the surface at each point of
the m esh, wih som e atom s representing m ultiple m esh
points. In particular, taking the origin to be the centerof
the void, w ithin the solid angle associated w ith each m esh
point, the atom that is closest to the origin is de ned
to be the surface atom at that m esh point. There are,
how ever, som e uncertainties related to this m ethod. If
them esh istoo densew ith its size diverging it can capture
aln ost all the atom s in the system . O n the other hand
if i is too sparse, i m ay neglect som e surface atom s,
egoecially when void is anisotropic, non-spherical, and
has som e sharp edges in i. Therefore we introduced a
w idth to each ofthe atom sby draw ing a circle around it
that inpliesa width d ;d ) to the angles, so that one
atom can occupy severalm esh pontsina nemesh.W e
have typically 75-100 points for each angular coordinate,
giving a totalof5625-10000m esh points. In the surface of

the void there are typically few thousand atom s. B esides
Introducing the w idth to the atom s, we also select atom s
based on their radialdistance: ifan atom hasmuch larger
radialdistance r com pared to its neighbors it is neglected
In order not to capture atom s that do not belong to the
surface.

O nce the surface atom s are identi ed, the surface is
tessellated using a generalization of the D elaunay trian—
gulation m ethod % TheD elaunay triangulation is an op-—
tin al triangulation of a collection of points{in our case
atom s{on the plane. It is optin al roughly in the sense
that the aspect ratio of the triangles is as near to unity
as possible; m ore precisely, the D elaunay theorem guar—
antees that there is a unigue (Up to degeneracy) trian-—
gulation such that if any triangle In the triangulation is
circum scribed by a circle, none of the other points will
be in the interior of the circle. The D elaunay theorem ,
as form ulated, does not apply to points on a curved sur-
face. In fact, there appears to be a topological cbstruc—
tion to the existence of a unigque, optim al triangulation
on a closed surface when the Euler character is non—zero.
N evertheless, it ispossble to extend the D elaunay trian—
gulation algorithm to achieve a locally optim al triangu-—
lation aln ost everyw here. T he approach we have taken
is to proEct the points patchw ise onto at surfaces. In
particular, stereographic pro fctions are used to progct
the upper and low er hem ispheres separately onto planes.
C ylindricalcoordinates are used to pro gct the equatorial
region to a cylinder. T he D elaunay algorithm is used to
triangulate each of these pro ected regions. T he patches
overlp at latitudesof 45 wherethe profctionsarenot
too distorted. T he three patches are sew n together using
a sin ple advancing front triangulation at the boundaries.

U sing this triangulation, the volum e ofthe void can be
calculated precisely by summ ing up the volum es of the
tetrahedra w ith one apex at the center of the void and
the opposing face on the void surface. As we shall see
below , the void shape evolves to be far from spherical.
T herefore the approxin ation of the void surface by tri-
angles captures the shape better than just assum ing it to
be spherical and using only the solid angles and radial
distances ofa sphere, when calculating the volum e ofthe
void. An advantage of thism ethod is that if som e atom ,
which should be taken into account, ism issing from the
surface ofthe void, itsposition is lled w ith the triangles
created by its neighboring atom s, and thus the \holk" is
well apprc'»'(jm ated by is neighbors.

In Fig. 6 the porosity or the ratio between the volum e
of the void and the totalvolum e of the system ,

= Vyoa=V; (18)

is plotted for a fraction of the sin ulations of the strain—
rates "= 10'°/sec, 10°/sec, 5 10%/sec, and 108 /sec. It
should be noted that in order to get inform ation about
the positions of the atom s for the strain values of the in—
terest (ie., close to and after the onset of plasticity) the
calculations were restarted from already expanded sys—
tem . A fter the restart the expansion was applied w ih



the sam e strain-rate as earlier but now to the already
expanded system , thus the strain—rate was increased by
a faw percent com pared to the origihal [shce Hy in Eq.
@'_2) was the restart value]. Therefore these sim ulations
are not precisely com parable w ith the ones plotted in
Figs. .].-r}., w here the continuum quantities are shown. In
these plots, as for the m ean plastic strain, in m ost cases

rst the void grow s exponentially and then (if the cal-
culation has been carried out that long) it changes to
a linear grow th, see especially Fig. :_é ) and the strain—
rates 10°/sec and 5 10%/sec there. The crossover to
the linear grow th happens at the sam e point as the rate
of decrease of the m ean stress slow s. A Ithough it is be-
yond the scope ofthis A rticle to go into the analysis, the
reduction In the grow th rate coincides w ith the point at
w hich the dislocation density along the shortest distance
betw een the void and its penodjc In age (at the apicesof
the faceted void, cf. Section V B-) reaches saturation, and
the nature of the disbcation activity changes dram ati-
cally. This can be Interpreted as a nite size e ect as
the void approaches the boundary of the sin ulation box
or as a start of the coalescence process of the void w ith
its own periodic in age. T he void-void interactions and
the coalescence process of two voids I @ less restrictive
geom etry will be presented elsew here® The shapes of
the porosity curves as a whole can be com pared w ith the
m ean plastic strain plotted in Fig.i4. A though the vol-
um e of the void is not calculated throughout the whole
sim ulation, one sees easily, that there is correspondence
betw een m ean plastic strain and the volum e of the void.
There is of course an o set at the elastic part of the
sin ulations, since m ean plastic strain equals zero then,
but the iniial volum e of the void is nite. The corre-
soondence w illbe revisited and studied m ore carefully in
Section f\_/-_i However, it can be conclided already here
that the m acroscopic quantity m ean plastic strain cap—
tures the m icroscopic behavior of the void growth very
well. E ects such as the excess volum e associated w ith
defects are negligble. This also m eans that the m atrix
m aterial is plastically incom pressible, the dilation com es
from the void grow th, and thus it ,is consistent w ith the
G urson type of continuum m odelst¢

B . Shape Evolution ofthe Void

Let usnow look at the shape evolution of the void in
more detail. Tn Fig. :?! snapshots of the void are shown
from uniaxial expansion at the strain-rate " = 10%/sec.
There are several interesting aspects In the snapshots.
In the 1rst two snapshots at strains " = 5:05% and
526% when the system still behaves elastically, the void
is expanded in the x-direction, which is the direction of
the strain. However, after that the void m akes a rapid
shape change and becom es m ore extended in the trans-
verse y and z-directions, ie., the strain-free directions,
than x-direction. This prolateto-oblate transition m ay
be counterintuitive, but the behavior has been ocbserved

previously in continuum caloulations248383 and i has
been related to the appearance of shallow dim ples in the
fractography studies of ductile fracture surfaces n low
triaxiality conditions. See also studies of non-spherical
voids&324 For exam ple, Budiansky et al, Ref. :_51:, nves—
tigated void shape change in a non-linear viscous plastic

ow model. They explained the oblate grow th of voids
under uniaxial loading as due to a non-linear am pli ca—
tion of the shear stress on the surface of the void, w ith
the m axin al void grow th rate at the locations ofm axi-
malvon M ises stress: the equator. Their analysis does
not apply directly to our sin ulations since they neglect
elasticity, and the non-linear viscous solid m odel they
have used is not expected to be a precise description of
the plastic ow early In our MD smmulation when the
prolate-to-oblate transition takes place. Furthem ore, it
isnot clear from oursin ulationsw hat value should be as—
signed to the strain-rate exponent that controls the non—
linearity in the m odel of Budiansky et al, although a
large value is reasonable. D espite these di erences, the
sam e localization of plastic ow to the equator of the
void and the transition to an oblate shape does appear
In both our simulations and the viscous solid m odel of
Budiansky et al. Follow ing som e additional expansion
beyond the transition, the void begins to becom e faceted,
as visble in the last three snapshots. It should be m en—
tioned that the anisotropy visble in this uniaxial case
is less pronounced in the biaxial case. The cases w ith
the hydrostatic loading are the m ost Jsotroch and the
octahedralshape,,som ewhat visble In Fig. a (), becom es
m ore pronounoed 3 The octahedral shape hasbeen seen
In spallation experim ents In the FCC m etalalum inum ,2 69
and also in experim ents on the equilbriim void shape of
another m aterial, silicon, too, where it has been used to
calculate anisotropjic surface energies through an nverse
W ul construction 29 Tn void grow th associated w ith dy—
nam ic fracture in copper, severale ects contrbute to the
faceting: the low surface energy and high ad-atom energy
of the f1l1llg surfaces comm on to FCC m etals, the high
anisotropy of the copper elastic constants A =321), and
the f111g dislocation glide ,system s. These e ects are
analyzed in detail elsew here]

In order to characterize the shape change of the void
not only qualitatively and visually, but also quantita—
tively, m ultipole m om ents of the void shape are calcu—
lated. To the best ofour know ledge, this isthe rsttime
that m ultipole m om ents have been used to characterize
surface shape. They are a powerfiil way to quantify the
evolution ofthe com plex surface containing thousands of
atom s, and they are suitable for use In continuum m od-
els and experin entalvoid characterization aswell. U sing
sphericalham onics,

Y ®) Yn £ @®); @®g; 19)
expressed as polynom ials of Cartesian coordinates, ia
contrast to m ore com m only used trigonom etric form 357'
we are abl to de ne di erent m ultipole m om ents of the



void based on its surface atom s:

R
Om Ym (5 )2 (; )d; (0)

Z

R
where them ean squareradiusr” = ;= r?( ; )d .This
is In contrast to the volum e integralm ore com m only used
when calculating m ultipole m om ents. T he axial index of
themoment rangesm = 1;:::;],and foreachm except
m = 0, Qi hasboth real and Im agihary parts. Here
we oconcentrate on 1= 1;2;3, and 4. Only the positive
m om ents ofm are calculated, since the negative ones are
related by

O (D)"Qy = 1)

In all 24 di erent tem s are calculated. The polynom ial
form s used here of the m om ents are listed in the Ap-—
pendix.

Themoments Q 3, are not rotationally lnvariant, but
depend on the way the coordinates x, y, and z are cho—
sen. The set of 21+ 1) moments at xed 1 form an
irreducible representation of the SO (3) rotation group,
and are m ixed by rotations according to the usualtrans-
form ation rules. They may be combined into a single
rotationally invariant com bination for each 1 according
to

n #1-2

1 xt
T Dt ©2)

Q1=

seeeg. Ref. -5§ T heiruse drastically reducesthe am ount
of data to be shown. O nly the positive m ’s are needed
forQ ; due to the square ofthe nom ofQ y, andEq. {_2} .

Technically the calculation of the multipole m om ents
has been done using the inform ation about the shape of
the void obtained from the surface triangulation proce—
dure explained earlier. A s in the calculation of the void
volum e, som e re nem ents have been introduced to re—
duce the uncertainty in the values of the m om ents that
arises from single atom s near the threshold for inclision
as surface atom s. T hese borderline atom s can appear in—
tem ittently on the void surface during the grow th, and
the tessellation is used to m Inin ize their e ect on the
m om ents. In calculating the volum e of the void the tri-
angulation gave one face of the tetrahedra that acted as
an allvolum e elem ents for the totalvolim e. H ere the tri-
angulation is used to weight the atom sby the am ount of
solid angle associated w ith each surface atom . In particu—
lar, each triangle in the tessalation contributes one third
of itspro ected solid angle to each ofthe three atom sthat
m ake up its vertices, w here the solid anglk ofa triangle is
com puted using the form ula = A,+A,+A3 ,Where
Ci Cl Ci+ 2

ci, 1lc
i= 1;2;3 mod 3) and where R; is the unit vector in the
direction ofthe i vertex ofthe u:iang]efq Theweight of
each atom is the sum of these solid angle contributions.
T his reduces the sensitivity of m om ents to the atom ic
discretization ofthe surface, since evanescent atom s that

A ; = arccos and ¢ = Ri+1 R, for

1+2

10

occasionally appear and disappear from the uctuating
surface only m ake a an all, local change to the value of
r? . Tt m ay be of interest to note that in the course ofthe
developm ent of these surface m ultipole m om ents, several
di erent variations on the de nition ofthem om entswere

tried. The de nition presented here 20) produced sub-
stantially lessnoise (up to a factorof5 lessnoise) than the
other de nitions we tried, even though they all showed

the sam e trends In the shape evolution. Using these
welghts for the atom s and after nom alizing each atom ’s
(x;y;z) coordinate by its distance r= & + y* + z?)'™?

from the center of the void all the tem s .n Egs. @ 1){

@:4), and Eq. ('_Z-g), are calculated. T he center ofthe void
isde ned to be the point w here the three com ponents of
Q1n sasgiven by Eq. @ 1), are zero.

Due to space lim irations, only a fraction of the mulk
tipole mom ent data is shown here. Tn Fig. 0 (@) the
quadrupole m om ents Q ,, for all the positive m of the
void are shown in the uniaxial case for the strain—rate
" = 108 /sec. T his isthe sam e sin ulation asthe snapshots
n Fig. -'_9 Indeed, the quadrupole m om ents are able to
represent num erically the shape changes one sees In the
snapshots. In Fjgs.g(a) and () at strains" = 5:05% and
526% the void is elongated to the direction of the load,
which isvisble as Q.0 > 0:Between strains " = 547%
Fig.d(©)]and 5:68% Fig.9(d)]the void isextended m ore
transverse to the direction of the strain, thus Q,9 < 0,
and later it starts to becom es m ore of octahedral shape
and the absolute va]ue ofQ , saturates.

Figures; '1d ©){ @) show the rotational nvariant m uli-
pole m om ents Q1,Eqg. C22 In cases w ith uniaxial, biax—
ial, and triaxial Joading, respectively. Each of the cases
has strainrate " = 10%/sec. In the plts it is clear that
the behaviorthat the quadrupolem om ent has rstanon-—
zero value and then m akes a rapid dip but retums back
to a non—zero value due to the transverse elongation isthe
strongest in the uniaxialcase. O n the other hand the oc—
tahedral shape m easured by the Q 4 ism ore pronounced
In the biaxialand triaxialcases than in the uniaxialcase
asexplained qualitatively earlier. Hence we nd that the
multipole m om ents introduce a good m ethod to m easure
the shape changes of the void. The non-zero values for
Q3, aswellas Q, in other cases than uniaxial, indicate
that the void isnot (cubically) symm etric in these sim u—
lations. It should be m entioned that these rst fourmo—
m ents are enough to characterize the shapes of the void
and the higher m om ents contain little relevant inform a—
tion. This was checked by creating a three din ensional
surface based on them om ent valies and draw ing it in the
sam e gurew ith the actualpositionsofthe surface atom s
using a standard com m ercial visualization program . T he
surfaces overlapped very well.

VI. SUMMARY OF THE UNIAXTIAL CASE

Based on the data shown earlier n this A rticle for
the shape and volum e changes of the void aswell as the



stress-strain behavior and the stresstriaxiality, it is ev—
ident that the uniaxial loading raises m any interesting
aspects to be studied in m ore detail. T herefore we now
concentrate on the uniaxial case when sum m arizing how
the voild evolves and how the evolution is related to the
stresstriaxiality as the system is expanded. By plotting
m ost of the m easured values together in one gure for
the uniaxial sinulation at the strainrate " = 10%/sec,
it is possible to com pare the evolution sequence and in—
vestigate causality, see Fig. 11 @). For clarity, we have
chosen not to plot many quantities In the gure, eg.
plastic strain, plastic work, and tem perature. H owever,
their concom iant behaviors are ncluded in the verbal
explanation below and shown in previous gures. The
data shown in this gure are from the restarted simula—
tion (see the explanation near Fig. :8), as are the data
in Figs.d+0. Them ean stress and stresstriaxiality data
are from that sin ulation, too, and thus are di erent from
the data shown in Fjgs.:_]: (@) and ::J"(a) . In any case, the
overall behavior stays the sam e as well as the other de—
tails as the system size, etc.

T he evolution ofthe void and the system ’s stress-strain
behavior can be divided in three or even four di erent
regions. The st region is when the system expands
elastically. The mean and von M ises stresses increase
an oothly, nearly linearly, and the stresstriaxiality stays
nearly constant. T hrough the elastic region the void vol-
um e fraction rem ains nearly constant, too. It is not ex—
actly constant, since due to the free surface of the void,
the elastic expansion is a bit greater at the surface ofthe
void com pared to the total system . Trivially the m ean
and equivalent plastic strains as well as the plastic work
are equalto zero in the elastic region, and tem perature
decreases In the system . The quadrupole m om ent has a
non-zero value because of the elongation In the direction
of the strain.

The second region begins at what we call the yield
point, ie., the onset of rapid growth of the void facili-
tated by plastic deform ation. H eterogeneous nuclkation
of dislocations at the void surface is the prim ary m ech—
anisn for plasticity in the simulation, and thus i is at
this point that the m easured quantities start to deviate
from their elastic behavior. The m ean stress begins to
plateau here, but uctuating som ew hat. T he early depar—
ture from elastic behavior prior to the plateau is m uch
Jess pronounced. The change In the void shape begins
Just at the point the m ean stress deviates from elastic
behavior: Q,¢ goes rapidly from the positive valie ac—
quired during elastic expansion to a negative valie, ie.,
from a prolate shape (longated in the direction of the
strain) to an oblate shape (expanded in the transverse
directions). Q 2, on the other hand, drops from a positive
valie, aln ost reaching zero at the prolate-to-oblate tran—
sition point ("= 5:45% ) and rising even largervalue after
that [[n fact, the oblate shape is som ewhat m ore pro—
nounced than the earlier prolate shape, seen as a larger
absolute value of Q 5o in Fig.il0(a)]. W hen Q, starts to
drop Q4 starts to rise. Then after the prolate-to-oblate
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transition point, Q 4 begins to saturate. At a strain of
"= 555%,0Q0; is15 tines as lJarge as is value at the
end ofthe elasticphase ("= 525% ). M ean plastic strain,
equivalent plastic strain, plastic work, and tem perature
Increase togetherw ith porosity. T heir increase starts in —
m ediately at the yield point, ie., when the m ean stress

rst deviates from the elastic behavior. A bi later than
the plastic strain, equivalent plastic strain, plastic work,
and tem perature, the stress triaxiality ncreases sin ulta—
neously wih the rst substantialdrop in the von M ises
stress. T he fact that the increase In stresstriaxiality fol-
low s Jater is dependent on how the ratio between m ean
stress and von M ises stress develops, as discussed ear—
lier. Tn Fig.d (@) and in the data reported in Tablk I the
stresstriaxiality started to Increase sin ultaneously w ith
them ean and von M ises stresses deviating from the elas—
tic behavior. The increase of stresstriaxiality is caused
by von M ises stressplum m eting in contrast to nearly con—
stant m ean stress. The drop In von M ises stress follow s
from the ow of dislocations nucleated at the void and
from the relaxation ofthe shear stress ofthe system due
to the ow.

T he third region isw hen the void fraction, m ean plastic
strain, equivalent plastic strain, plastic work, and tem —
perature sw itch from rapid increase to a linear grow th or
even saturate. Subsequently the increase of the stress—
triaxiality slows down and plateaus. The value at the
plateau is related In continuum m odels to the ratio of
the m ean stress threshold for void growth to the ow
stress. At the plateau von M ises stress saturates at a
an all value, close to the tensike strength, and the shape
of the void starts to becom e m ore of octahedral shape
although having a non—zero quadrupol m om ent, too.
Hence at the second and third regions the m ean stress
is nearly constant, but von M ises stress and the stress-
triaxiality changes.

A conclusion m ight be that once the threshold for void
grow th is reached, the population of dislocations rises
su ciently to relax the shear stress quite e ectively and
i dropsto a low value (the ow stress); them ean stress,
on the other hand, plateaus since i is relaxed by void
grow th and requires that the stress at the void surface
be su ciently high to continue to nucleate dislocations.
T he fourth region is the failure, when the system breaks,
and it is not studied here.

In order to see if the rapid changes studied above are
due to the sn allness of the size of the void we have done
one additional sinulation wih a system in which the
initial void radius is half that in the other sim ulations;
otherw ise, the system size isthe sam e, seeFjg.:_I]_: ). For
the an allvoid sim ulation, uniaxial strain at a strain—rate
"= 108 /sechasbeen used. H ere the di erence isthat the
quadrupole m om ent su ers stronger uctuation due to
the an allness ofthe void, w here each ofthe surface atom
contrbute m ore to its value and therefore is even m ore
sensitive to the selection criterion of surface atom s, and
also the shape changes are harder to determ ine based on
the Q ,9 behavior. The other m ain di erence is that the



grow th ofthe void is linear allthe tin e. A Iso the changes
In stresstriaxiality in fact advances the porosiy when
saturating, and the mean stress does not uctuate but
dropsm ore rapidly (this can be com pared w ith the case
w ithout the void, w here the m ean stress drops abruptly) .

W e have also com pared the m ean plastic strain and
the void volum e fraction calculations. In continuum solid
m echanics, it is assum ed that solid m aterials are plasti-
cally incom pressble. Any localdilation, as indicated by
a change in them ean strain, is attributed either to elastic
dilation or to a change in the porosity of the m aterial,
w here the porosity is equated to the void volim e frac—
tion. T he porosity £ and the m ean plgstic strain ", are
then related according to the equationt

£=301 f)" 23)

w here the dots denote tin e derivatives. Integration w ith
regpect to tin e, porosity from f; to £, and m ean plastic
strain from zero to "t , gives

(M) =1+ (&

: exp 3" (4)
where fy is the niial porosity. It is interesting to check
w hether this relationship holds for the M D sin ulation,
w here othere ects such asexcess volum e associated w ith
dislocation cores, vacancies or other defects could require
corrections. In com paring the porosity inferred from the
mean plastic strain and that calculated directly as the
void fraction, the agreem ent is very good. The trends
are In excellent agreem ent, but there is a an all discrep—
ancy between the curves, so that the porosity from the
m ean plastic strain is overestin ated. W e believe that the
discrepancy arises because of the void surface. In calcu—
lating the void fraction, we have de ned the void surface
to pass through the center of the surface atom s. How —
ever, the properties ofthe surface atom s are distinct from

the buk atom s. T herefore, there is som e am biguity in
w here the surface should be placed, and a sn all uniform

shift r of the surface radially into the buk is enough
to account for the discrepancy. Tn Fig.14 we have plot—
ted the com parison of the porosity from them ean plastic
strain, Eq. {_2-4), and from the void fraction, Eq. C_l-§'), us—
ing a constant radius increase r = 0:58g, where g is
the lattice constant for the void volum e calculation. The
correction for the void size, r, isa tparameterand it
varies for di erent strain-rates and slightly for di erent
loading m odes, but is always positive and of the order
of the lattice constant, ag . I should be noted, too, that
by Taylor expanding Eq. C_24_;) and discarding the higher
order tem s, it becom es

£M )= £+ 30 fo)"; 25)

indicating a linear correspondence between £ and ™ as
long as the void fraction is am all.
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VII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION S

In this A rticle void growth in copper has been stud-
ied in a high range of strain-rates at the atom istic level.
The m odel has been designed to simulate the growth
of a void nuclating from a very weakly bound inclu-
sion during strain-controlled dynam ic fracture. In or—
der to see the e ect of various m odes of expansion and
the related stresstriaxiality, three di erent m odes have
been applied, nam ely uniaxial, biaxial, and triaxial. The
m olcular dynam ics m ethod developed here has been
shown tobe e cient enough to explore the di erent load-
Ing conditions and strain-rates varying over four orders
of magnitude. A uniform expansive loading of a sys—
tem with periodic boundary conditions has been i ple-
m ented using a wellde ned scaling m atrix m ethod. For
the longest calculations, theM D m ethod wasparallelized
successfully. T he m acroscopic observables m ean stress,
von M ises stress, stresstriaxiality, m ean plastic strain,
equivalent plastic strain, plastic work, and tem perature
have been calculated and com pared w ith the m icroscopic
quantities m easured at the atom isticlevel, such as the
volum e of the void and its shape change. A m ethod to
describe the shape changes in the void is introduced and
em ployed, nam ely calculations ofthe m ultipole m om ents
of the void based on sphericalham onics In polynom ial,
not trigonom etric, form . W hen calculating the volum e of
the void w ith an unknown shape or de ning solid surface
for the multipole m om ent calculation a useful m ethod,
nam ely optim al triangular tessellation, has been intro—
duced. Thismethod has been extended from the usual
planar case to non-planar ob ects such as the surface of
the void.

W hen the di erent m easured quantities are com pared
w ith each other during an M D sin ulation in uniaxialex—
pansion, it is found that at early stages of plasticiy von
M ises stress, and thus also stresstriaxiality, playsam ore
signi cant role to the void grow th and its shape change
than expected. On the other hand, m ost of the m acro—
soopic plastic quantities as m ean and equivalent plastic
strain as well as plastic work and tem perature, seem to
bem ore dependent on the sim ultaneous saturation ofthe
m ean stress. T hese calculations show a counter-intuitive
behavior,,ahsepved previously in continuum void grow th
m odeling 246463 that a prolateto-cblate transition oc-
curs. W hen the system starts to yield, the expansion of
the void sw itches from itsoriginalelastic extension in the
direction ofthe load to transverse plastic expansion.

The yield stress values for the lowest strain-rates
107 /sec are in reasonable agresm ent w ith the experin en—
tally m easured spall strength € The fact that m ean plas—
tic strain can be m apped to the growth of the void is
consistent w ith continuum m odels®9

This study laves m any open questions. For instance
related to the void growth are the dislocations, which
occur when the system yields. Since the FCC crystal
studied here is perfect apart from the void, the disloca—
tions form from void’s surface. They are also responsi-



bl for is growth by carrying m aterial away. T hus the
characterization ofplasticity surrounding a grow Ing void
at the level of dislbcations should be investigated, too,
especially w ith respect to the stress-triaxiality. T hese in—
vestigations are underw ay'ﬂ T heir results are beyond the
scope ofthis A rticle, otherthan tom ention that the iden—
ti cation ofthe yield point in thisA rticle does indeed cor—
regoond to the point of nitial nucleation of dislocations.
Another topic that is beyond the scope of this A rticle
and needs further investigation, but is closely related to
the studies here, is the quantitative connection between
the shear stress, and thus the m ode of the loading, and
the onset of the void grow th and the resulting change in
the stress state. O ther areas w here this study can be ex—
tended are di erent m aterials ncluding di erent lattice
structures such as body-centered cubic BCC) lattices;
In the uniaxial case other ordentations of the lattice as
h1101i and h111i; continuously changing stress-triaxiality
In order to create the fiilllyield surface to the strass space
sin {larly as in G urson type of continuum studiesé to in—
clide grain boundaries, defects, pre-existing dislocations,
several voids, etc.
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APPENDIX A:MULTIPOLE MOMENTS

The 24 di erent polynom ialtem softhem ulipolem o-
m entsused in this study are listed below 9 H ere the con—
ventional notation is used, so that the principal axis of
the coordinates is the z-direction. W hen these formu-
las are used In interpreting the void shape evolution, the
principal axis is the direction w ith uniaxial loading, ie.,
the x-coordinate In the A rticle. Sin ilarly the load free
directions y and z correspond to x and y below .

The polynom ialtem s when 1= 1 are the dipole m o—
m ents and they capture ifthe ob ct iso set. The dipole
m om ents are:

— _ R
Q10=% 2%2 rzd ;
ReQqy = ;quRr_Xd.
e 11 Zqz_rzR ’ (Al)
Q= 3 =% ryd;
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where ¥ = %

?(;)d.

Temswih 1= 2 are the quadrupole m om ents and
they get non-zero values if there is ellipsoidal shape in
the ob ect. T he quadrupole m om ents are as ollow s:

IZLR
Q2= 3 q 322 r*d;
1 151 R
ReQ21 = 5 3= xzd ;
TELR
Im Qo1 = % = yzd ; @A2)
— . R
ReOn=1 B ¥ yid;
1CI 51 R
In Q22= 3 37 xyd

Tem swith 1= 3 are the octupol m om ents and they
get non-zero values for tetrahedron shapes:

9—- R
Q30= % ér% %2(522 312)d 7
ReQg3 = = 1ty Gz P)d
31 5g 7 X (Oz )d ;
— R
In Q31 = c% ﬂr% %y(5z2 ?)d ;
— 'R
Resz=%q BL Lz y)d; @3)
_1 1ws1Ry
In Q32 = 3 F_* xyzd ;
ReQ3; = é 2L 1P 3xyH)d;
— . R
mQs=3 24 1 3x’y)d

And nally the tetms wih 1= 4 are listed. They
are the hexadecapol m om ents and capture octahedron
shapes:

Qao = %q qzr%R%zBr4 30r?z? + 35z%)d ;
ReQy1 = gqgriz sxz (2 3r)d ;
In Qg = é_gr%RRr%yZOzz 37)d
ReQ42=%qiri2 =& ¥y £)d;
mon- i E2 twer fa; e
ReQu3 = gq Z_Sr%RrLZ(XB 3xy*)zd ;
In Qa3 = %%1_3_5%2;%2(3}(23’ v)zd :
ReQyq = 1%5:1 2L L' exPy'+ yhd;
I Qas= 3 zgrierisz(Xz y)d

! See eg., J.F .Knott, Fundam entals of Fracture M echanics,

(B utterw orths, London 1973).

2 See eg., High-P ressure Shock Com pression of Solids II:
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FIG.1:M ean stress pn versusengineering strain " for strain—
rates "= 10'°/sec, 10°/sec, 5 10°/sec, 10° /sec, and 107 /sec.
The equilbrium size of the sin ulation box is R1:7nm ]3, when

mn = 0. The sinulation box has 860 396 atom s and a pre—
existing void of radius 22 nm . The thin solid line, drawn as
a reference, is from a system with no initial void, consisting
0f 364 500 atom s in an equilbrium box sized [17:5nm P, and

expanded at " = 10° /sec. (@) Uniaxialexpansion with "y = ",
", = ", = 0. Theinset zoom son the yild points ofthe stress—
strain curve. (o) Biaxialexpansion wih ", = ", = ", ", = 0.
(c) Triaxialexpansion with "y = ", = ", = ".

FIG.2: von M ises stress . versus engineering strain " from

the sam e sinulations as In Fig. -L In uniaxial and biaxial
expansion, von M ises stress rises untilthe onset ofvoid grow th
and then i drops to a an all value; Jn txjaXJalexpaDSJon it is
always sn all. See the caption ofF ig. -]: for sin ulation details.

(@) Uniaxial, (o) biaxial, and (c) txjaXJalexpaDSJon

FIG . 3: The stresstriaxiality Cj) versus engineering strain
" ﬁ:om the sam e sin ulations as in Fig. :]. See the caption of
Fig. :L for the details. (@) Uniaxialand (o) biaxialexpansion.

In triaxial expansion stress-triaxiality is diverging and not
de ned.

FIG . 4: M ean plastic strain ", , calculated using Eq. (L2),
versus engineering strain " from the sam e sin ulations as in
Fig.ll. See the caption of F ig. i for the details. (a) Uniaxial,
() biaxialand (c) triaxial expansion.

FIG . 5: Equivalent plastic strain " , calculated as Eq. Qé),
versus engineering strain " ﬁom the sam e sim ulations as in
Fig. ﬂ: See the caption ofFig. IL for the details. (@) Uniaxial
and (b) biaxial expansion.

FIG. 6: Plastic work W p , calculated from E(g. Q?), versus
engineering strain " ftom the sam e sin ulations as in Fig. IL
See the caption of Fig. .], for the details. (@) Uniaxial, ©)

biaxial, and (c) triaxial expansion.

FIG .7: Tem perature T, versus engineering strain " from the
sam e smu]amonsasm Fig. :]1 Comparewzth the plastic work
plotted in Fig. -6 See the caption ofF ig. IL for the details. (a)
Uniaxial, () bJaXJal, and (c) txjaXJalexpaDSJon

FIG .8: Vol volum e fraction versus engineering strain ". The
evolution of the ratio of the void volum e to the total box
volum e is p]otted for strain—rates " = lOlO/sec, 10° /sec, 5

10% /sec, and 10% /sec. See the captnn of Fig. .1, for additional
details. (a) Uniaxial, (o) biaxial, and (c) triaxial expansion.
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FIG . 9: Snapshots of the atom s com prising the surface of the
voild during uniaxial expansion wih ", = ", "y = ", = O.
T he sin ulation box is ordented along h100i directions, so that
the z-axis is out of the paper. The strain-—rate is " = 10®/sec.

See the caption ofF ig. :11 (@) for additionaldetails. T he panels

show snapshots at di erent strains: @) " = 5:05% () " =
526% (c) "= 547% (d) "= 568% () "= 589% (H "=
6:10%

FIG . 10: M ulipole m om ents of the void surface calculated
using Eq. @Q) . @) QuadrupolemomentQ,n withm = 0;1;2
for uniaxial expansion at " = 10% /sec. ()-(d) The m om ents
Qi forl= 1;2;3;4 in () uniaxial, (c) biaxial, and (d) triaxial
cases. They are caloulated using Eq. @2) and the strain-—
rate " = 10%/sec. See the caption of Fig. :]1 for details of the
SJmuJatJons

FIG.1l: (@) Themean stress , (thick solid line), stress-
triaxiality (dotted line), volum e fraction f of the void
(dashed line), and the quadrupole mom ent Qo (thin solid
]Jne) from the simulation with umaXJal expanSJon at " =
10® /sec. See the captions of Figs. .1, .3 '8 and 10 fr the
details. (o) A sa com parison the sam em easuresas in @), but
now for the case having an iniial void radius of 1.1 nm and
863 543 atom s in the system undergoing uniaxial expansion
at the same "= 10°%/sec.

FIG.12: P_qmsjty f caloulated from the actual void fraction
asinEq. (18) with r= 0:58& (see the text ordetailsof r)
and from them ean plastic strain "™ as in Eq. (24) from the
sim ulation with umaXJal expansion at " = 10°/sec. See the
captions of F igs. .1., A '8 and El for the sin ulation details.
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