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Sub-criticalstatistics in rupture of�brous m aterials : experim ents and m odel.
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W e study experim entally the slow growth of a single crack in a �brous m aterialand observe

stepwise growth dynam ics.W e m odelthe m aterialasa lattice where the crack ispinned by elastic

traps and grows due to therm ally activated stress uctuations. In agreem ent with experim ental

data we �nd thatthedistribution ofstep sizesfollowssub-criticalpointstatisticswith a powerlaw

(exponent3/2)and astress-dependentexponentialcut-o� divergingatthecriticalrupturethreshold.

Understandingfracturein solid m aterialsisparam ount

fora safe engineering design ofstructuresand m any ef-

fortsarestillneeded to obtain a betterphysicalpicture.

A puzzling observation isthe slow rupture ofa m aterial

when loaded with a constantexternalstressbelow a crit-

icalthreshold. Then,the delay tim e before rupture (or

lifetim eofthem aterial)strongly dependson theapplied

stress. Therm odynam icshasslowly em erged asa possi-

blefram eworkto describeslow rupturesinceearly exper-

im ents have shown tem perature dependence oflifetim e

with an Arrheniuslaw [1,2]. Statisticalphysicsm odels

assum ing perfect elasticity have recently proposed sev-

eralpredictions for lifetim e [3,4,5,6,7,8]as wellas

for the average dynam ics ofa slowly growing crack [9].

E�orts are also m ade to describe slow rupture dynam -

ics from rheologicalproperties ofthe m aterialsuch as

viscoelasticity and plasticity [10,11].

To be able to distinguish between various theoreti-

caldescriptions,m ore experim entalwork isneeded. W e

presentin thisletteran experim enton slow crack growth

in a �brous m aterial. W e have observed that the crack

grows by steps of various sizes whose distribution is

rather com plex and evolves as a function ofthe crack

speed. This behavior can be explained m odelling the

m aterialas an elastic square lattice where the crack is

pinned by elastictrapsand adaptingthem odelpresented

in [9]to describetherm ally activated growth ofthecrack

in an energy landscape with m ultiple m etastable states.

The m odelpredicts statisticaldistribution ofstep sizes

in very reasonable agreem entwith the experim ents and

hasthe typicalfunctionalform obtained forsub-critical

pointstatistics.W e stressthatthe m aterialheterogene-

ity appears in the m odelonly as a characteristic m eso-

scopiclength scale.Thee�ectofdisorderin them aterial

properties and the rheologicalbehavior have not been

explicitly included in thissim plem odel.

The experim ental system we consider is a two-

dim ensionalsheet with a m acroscopic initialcrack sub-

m itted to a constant load. This geom etry is very use-

fulto follow the crack advance using directobservation

whilethiswould bedi�cultin athree-dim ensionalgeom -

etry because a roughening instability ofthe crack front

line usually occurs. W e have used a sheet offax paper

(width w = 21cm ,length 24cm ,thickness e = 50�m )

for which a naturalm esoscopic length scale is the �ber

size. Scanning electron m icroscopy has revealed a size

distribution of�bers between 4 and 50�m ,with an av-

erage20�m .In orderto obtain reproducibleresults,the

fax paperwaskeptin a controlled low levelhum idity at

leastone day at’ 10% ,and also during the experim ent

at 5% . In these conditions,the paper Young m odulus

is Y = 3:5G P a. The paper sheet is m ounted on a ten-

silem achinewith both endsattached with gluetapeand

rolled severaltim es overrigid tubes. The crack isiniti-

ated atthe centerofthe sheetusing a calibrated blade.

The force F applied to the sam ple by the tensile m a-

chineism easured by a forcegageand isperpendicularto

the crack direction which corresponds to a crack open-

ing in a m ode I con�guration. During an experim ent,

thecrack growsand a feedback m echanism keepsF con-

stantwith a precision 0:1 to 0:5N and a typicaltim ere-

sponse10m s.Asa consequence,the stressam plitude at

thecrack tip increasesdueto stressconcentration e�ects

and the m otion ofthe crack accelerates. A high reso-

lution and high speed digitalcam era (Photron Ultim a

1024)is used to follow the crack growth. Im age analy-

sis is perform ed to extract the length ofthe crack pro-

jected on the m ain direction ofpropagation. Although

the crack actually follows a sinuous trajectory,its pro-

jected length gives the m ain contribution to the stress

intensity factor which m easures the am plitude ofstress

divergence near the tip and veri�es: K / �
p
‘,with �

the externalconstant stress applied to the sheet and ‘

the projected crack length. The stress � is estim ated

from F and the area A ofa cross-section ofthe sheet,

A being approxim atively constant: � = F=A. Due to

the sm allthicknessofthe papera slightbuckling occurs

but it has been shown that the scaling with stress and

crack length is not signi�cantly m odi�ed [12]. O n the

other hand,�nite width corrections on stress intensity

factor have been taken into account: K = g(‘=w)�
p
‘

with g(‘=w)= [(w=‘)tan(�‘=2w)]1=2 [13].

A typicalgrowth curveisshown on Fig.1.Itclearlyap-

pearsthatthecrack doesnotgrow sm oothly:essentially,

there are periods ofrest where the crack tip does not

m oveand periodswhereitsuddenly opensand advances

ofa certain step sizes.W e haveextensively studied the

growth varyingtheinitialcracklength (1cm < ‘i < 4cm )
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and theapplied force(140N < F < 280N ),equivalentto

an initialstressintensity factorK i between 2:7M Pa.m 1=2

and 4:2M Pa.m 1=2. The resulting m easured lifetim e var-

ied from a few seconds to a few daysdepending on the

value of the applied stress or the tem perature. Even

for the sam e experim entalconditions (sam e stress,ini-

tialcrack length and tem perature) a strong dispersion

in lifetim e wasobserved asexpected in a m odelofther-

m ally activated growth [9]. Furtherm ore, the average

growth dynam icsshowsan exponentialapproach oflife-

tim e in good agreem entwith the m odel(see insert)[9].

Resultsfrom the averagedynam icswillbe detailed else-

where.Here,wewantto study m oreextensively thestep

sizestatistics.

Itiscom m only observed thatthe crack velocity isan

increasingfunction ofthestressintensityfactorK .Thus,

itisnaturalto look atthestep statisticsforagiven value

ofK . In practice,the step size distributions have been

obtained for various rangesofK . Fig.2 shows the step

size distributions determ ined from allthe data we have

collected usingalogarithm icbinning.Typically,700data

pointsareused to obtain each distribution.Two regim es

are observed.Forsm allstep sizes,the distribution does

notdepend on the value ofK ,while forlargerstep sizes

thereisa cut-o� sizeincreasing with K .In practice,the

toughnessofthem aterial,i.e.itscriticalstressintensity

factor K c = 6:5� 0:05M Pa.m1=2,has been obtained as

the value ofK beyond which the probability to detecta

jum p vanishes.

The behavior observed for the step size distributions

can be predicted using m inim alphysicalproperties.Let

us assum e that the m aterialis m ainly elastic but that

thereisa scaleatwhich them aterialbecom esdiscontin-

uous. In a perfectcristal,the only such scale would be

the atom icscale butin a �brousm ateriallike paper,we
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FIG . 1: Tim e versus crack length for a single experim ent

showing crack jum psand crack arrest.In insert,averagetim e

to reach L (10 experim ents with F = 270N and Li = 1cm ).

The dotted curve isobtained from integration ofeq.(1)[9].

have an interm ediate m esoscopic scale,the typical�ber

size. The elastic description ofa m aterialat a discrete

levelleadsto a latticetrapping e�ect[14]with an energy

barrier which has been estim ated analytically [15]. To

getaphysicalpictureofthetrappingin ourgeom etry,we

have m odelled num erically a 2D square lattice oflinear

springswherethecrackcorrespondstoagiven num berof

adjacentbroken springsas described in [9]. The lattice

isloaded with a constantforceand weestim atethem in-

im um increase in potentialenergy needed to bring the

�rst spring at the crack tip at the breaking threshold.

Thisenergy isobtained by applying an externalforceon

the spring atthe crack tip and com puting the changein

elastic energy ofthe whole lattice as wellas the work

done by the constant force at the boundaries. W e �nd

an energy barrierperunitvolum e:E c ’ (�c� �m )
2=2Y ,

where Y is the Young m odulus,�c the m aterialstress

threshold forrupture and �m (< �c) the equilibrium lo-

calstressatthecrack tip estim ated atthediscretescale

�,i.e. �m = K =
p
�. To each position ofthe crack tip

correspondsa di�erentvalue ofthe energy barriersince

thestressatthetip increaseswith thecracklength.O nce

thespring breaks,thecrack m ovesby atleastonelattice

spacing�.Theequilibrium potentialenergy ofthewhole

system isgiven by theG ri�th energy perunitthickness

ofthesheet[16]:E G = E 0 � �‘2�2=4Y + 2‘,where is

the surface energy.O n Fig.3 we schem atically represent

theenergy barrieroftrapping and theG ri�th energy.In

agreem entwith previous analysis [15],we �nd that the

crack length ‘c atwhich theenergy barrierbecom eszero

is abouttwice the G ri�th length ‘ G where the equilib-

rium potentialenergy reachesitsm axim alvalue.

In order to m odelcrack rupture as a therm ally acti-

vated process,we recall�rst ideas that were presented

in [9]. Due to therm al noise at �nite tem perature T
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FIG .2:Probability distribution ofstep sizesforvariousvalues

ofstress intensity factor. Choosing � = 50�m ,the di�erent

curves are the best �ts ofeq.3 giving an average value V =

5� 1 �A
3
.
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in a �xed volum e V ,there are statisticalstress uctu-

ations�f around the equilibrium value �m with a gaus-

sian distribution: p(�f) / exp[� (�f � �m )
2V=2Y kB T].

The m aterialwillbreak ifthe stress uctuation �f be-

com es largerthan the threshold �c with a probability :

P (�f > �c)=
R
1

�c
p(�f)d�f.Assum ing the rupture pro-

cess is irreversible,the velocity v ofthe crack tip is set

proportionalto the probability P (�f > �c)which gives:

v =
�

�0

Z
1

U c

e� U f dUf
p
�U f

(1)

where Uf = (�f � �m )
2V=2Y kB T,Uc = Uf(�f = �c)

and �0 isan elem entary tim e scale (typically,an inverse

vibrationalfrequency). Integration of eq.(1) gives the

averagegrowth curvein insertofFig.1.

W e extend now this m odelto describe therm ally ac-

tivated and irreversible m otion ofa crack in the rugged

potentialenergy landscape introduced above. Below ‘c,

theenergybarriersE c(�m )trap thecrackin am etastable

state for an average tim e �p depending on the barrier

height. Irreversible crack growth is a very reasonable

assum ption when ‘ > ‘G since the decrease in equilib-

rium potentialenergy m akes m ore likely for the crack

to open than to close. W hen a uctuation �f occurs,it

willincrease locally the free energy per unit volum e by

E f(�m )’ (�f � �m )
2=2Y (thiscom esfrom a Taylorex-

pansion ofthebulk elasticfreeenergy in agreem entwith

thenum ericalestim ateofE c and thegaussianform ofthe

stressuctuations). The energy E f can be used by the

crack to overcom ethebarrier.Ifthereareno dissipative

m echanism sthecrack willgrow inde�nitely when ‘> ‘G

asthebarriersgetsm allerand sm allerand thereleaseof

elastic energy helpsto reach a m ore energetically favor-

ableposition.W eintroducea sim plem echanism ofcrack

arrestassum ing thatafterovercom ing theenergy barrier

FIG .3:Sketch ofthe G ri�th potentialenergy E G asa func-

tion ofcrack length ‘with constantapplied stress(solid line).

Theenergy barriersE C and thediscretization scale� arerep-

resented by the dashed curve.

thecrackloosesan energyidenticaltothebarriersizeand

doesnotgain any m om entum from the elastic releaseof

energy(experim entally,dissipation willcom efrom acous-

tic wave em issions,viscousorplastic ow,etc.). W hen

the crack reaches the next trap it still has an energy

E f � Ec which m ightbe su�cientto overcom ethe next

barrier.Fora given uctuation energy E f,thecrack will

typically have enough energy to overcom e a num ber of

barriers n = E f(�m )=E c(�m ) and m ake a jum p ofsize

s = n� (the decrease ofE c(�m )with �m during a jum p

ofsize s has been neglected). The probability distribu-

tion forE f isexplored ateach elem entary step �0,while

the probability distribution ofstep size isexplored after

each averagetim e�p spentin thetrap.In orderto relate

the two probabilities,we expressthe m ean velocity in a

di�erentway asthe ratio ofthe averagestep size to the

averagetrapping tim e:

v =

R
1

�
sp(s)ds

�p
(2)

From theidentity between eq.(1)and eq.(2),and thenor-

m alization condition ofthe probability (
R
1

�
p(s)ds= 1),

weobtain the probability distribution :

p(s)= N (Uc)

p
�e� s=�

2s3=2
(3)

where N (Uc) =
�
e� U c �

p
�U cerfc(

p
Uc)

�
� 1

and � =

�=U c. W e �nd a power law with an exponent 3=2

and an exponentialcut-o� with a characteristic length

�� (�c � �m )
� 2 diverging atthe criticalstress�c.Inci-

dently,we note thatthis probability has a form sim ilar

to sub-criticalpointprobability distributionsin percola-

tion theory [17].From eq.(3),wecan com pute from this

distribution the averageand varianceofstep sizes:

hsi= N (Uc)
�
p
�

2
p
Uc

erfc(
p
Uc) (4)

hs2i= N (Uc)
�2
p
�

4U
3=2
c

 

erfc(
p
Uc)+ 2

r
Uc

�
e
� U c

!

(5)

W e obtain two asym ptoticalbehaviors.W hen the rel-

ative energy barrier is high (Uc � 1), hsi ’ � and

hs2i ’ �2. In this lim it, there is only one step size

possible. W hen the relative energy barrierbecom eslow

(Uc � 1), we predict a divergence at critical point :

hsi� (�c � �m )
� 1 and hs2i� (�c � �m )

� 3. Then,the

crack velocity isexpected tobedom inated by thecritical

divergenceofcrack jum ps.

To com parewith ourexperim entaldata,weusean es-

tim ate ofthe stress near the crack tip by assum ing as

above that�m = K =
p
�. In addition,the norm alization

condition ofthe distribution actually reducesthe m odel



4

10
0

10
1

10
2

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

K
c
/(K

c
−K)

<s>  (m)

<s
2
>

1/3
  (m

2/3
)

FIG .4: The m ean and cubic root ofthe variance from raw

m easurem ents ofstep sizes is wellreproduced by the m odel

(eq.(4)and eq.(5))plotted with � = 50�m and V = 5�A 3.

to one param eter,the ratio V=�2. In ourm odel,� rep-

resents the m esoscopic scale ofdiscretization in paper.

Setting � = 50�m , V is the only unknown. O ne pa-

ram eter �ts ofstep size distributions in Fig.2 for each

range ofstressintensity factorsgive very robustresults:

V = 5� 1�A 3.To check theasym ptoticlim itcloseto the

criticalpoint,we have plotted in Fig.4 hsi and hs2i1=3

as a function ofK c=(K c � Km ). Here,the m ean and

the variance ofstep sizeshave been com puted from the

raw m easurem entsin a given rangeofK .Becauseitre-

quireslessstatisticsto estim atethe�rsttwo m om entsof

the distribution than the distribution itself,we are able

to narrow the width ofthe K range foreach data point

without changing the globaltrend. The solid lines rep-

resentsthe m odelprediction using the �tted value ofV

from the distributions ofFig.2. Notonly the m odelre-

produces reasonably wellthe evolution ofthe step size

distributions with �m (V is essentially constantand all

the otherparam etersare �xed),but the asym ptotic di-

vergenceofthe�rsttwo m om entsofthedistribution are

also wellreproduced.Forthem ean step size,thescaling

isobserved up to K valuesvery closeto K c (1% ).In the

m odel,we see that the ratio ofthe standard deviation

ofthedistribution overthem ean sizeisdiverging atK c.

Thus,closeto K c,them easureofvariancebecom esm ore

inaccuratethan the m easureofthe m ean.

The value obtained forthe volum e V isatthe atom ic

scale (V 1=3 ’ 1:7�A).Itssm allvalue givesan idea ofthe

m icroscopic scale at which the therm odynam icalstress

uctuations have the proper am plitude to trigger rup-

ture in ourm odel. Itshould be realized thatthe m odel

actually predictsa lowerlim itforthism icroscopicscale.

First,it assum es a strong dissipation ofenergy during

crack advance since none ofthe elastic release ofenergy

is used to keep the crack m oving. This is certainly an

overestim ation ofa realdissipative m echanism ,would it

be viscoelastic or plastic. Decreasing dissipation in the

m odelwillperm itlargerstepsofthe crack. In orderto

obtain thesam eexperim entalvelocity,thetrapping tim e

m ustalso be largerwhich willhappen ifthe rupture oc-

cursatalargerm icroscopicscale.Second,disorderin the

m aterialpropertieshasbeen com pletely neglected.Ithas

been shown recently thatdisordere�ectively reduce the

energy cost for breaking and this willalso perm it rup-

tureata largerm icroscopicscale[8].Furthertheoretical

work needsto bedoneto introducea m orerealisticdissi-

pative m echanism and take into accountdisorderin the

m aterialproperties.Asthem odelstandsnow,webelieve

thatitshould apply to any elastic m aterialsforwhich a

structure at a m esoscopic scale exists. For exam ple,it

would be interesting to understand ifthe m odelcan ex-

plain crack jum p dynam ics observed in sem i-cristalline

polym ers[18].To conclude,wehaveshown thata sim ple

m odeloftherm ally activated crack dynam ics is able to

reproducewith agood accuracythestep sizedistribution

ofthe crack growth. Thisisquite interesting because it

m ay open new perspectivesin thedescription ofrupture

asa therm ally activated process.

W e acknowledge illum inating discussions with E.

Bouchaud,J.-P.Bouchaud,M .Ciccotti,and M .M arder.
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