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W e propose a novelm odelfortheshearfailure ofa glued interface between two solid blocks.W e

m odelthe interface as an array ofelastic beam s which experience stretching and bending under

shear load and break ifthe two deform ation m odes exceed random ly distributed breaking thresh-

olds. The two breaking m odes can be independent or com bined in the form ofa von M ises type

breaking criterion. Assum ing globalload sharing following the beam breaking,we obtain analyti-

cally the m acroscopic constitutive behavior ofthe system and describe the m icroscopic process of

the progressive failure ofthe interface.W e work outan e� cientsim ulation technique which allows

forthe study oflarge system s.The lim iting case ofvery localized interaction ofsurface elem entsis

explored by com putersim ulations.

PACS num bers:02.50.-r,05.90.+ m ,81.40.N p

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Solid blocks are often joined together by welding or

glueing ofthe interfaces which are expected to sustain

various types ofexternalloads. W hen an elastic inter-

faceissubjected to an increasing load applied uniform ly

in the perpendicular direction,in the early stage ofthe

failureprocesscracksnucleaterandom ly along theinter-

face.Dueto theheterogeneousm icroscopicpropertiesof

the glue,these cracks can rem ain stable under increas-

ing load,which results in a progressive dam age ofthe

interface. This gradualsoftening process is followed by

thelocalization ofdam agewhich leadsthen to theglobal

failure ofthe interface and separation ofthe two solid

blocks.

Interfacialfailureplaysacrucialrolein �berreinforced

com posites,which are constructed by em bedding �bers

in a m atrix m aterial[1]. Com posites are often used as

structuralcom ponents since they have very good m ass

speci�c properties,i.e. they provide high strength with

a relatively low m ass,preserving thisproperty even un-

der extrem e conditions. The m echanical perform ance

ofcom posites is m ainly determ ined by the characteris-

ticquantitiesoftheconstituents(�berand m atrix),and

by the fabrication processwhich controlsthe m aterial’s

m icrostructure,the form ation ofdam age priorto appli-

cations,and the propertiesofthe �ber-m atrix interface.

In m any cases the reinforcem ent is a unidirectionalar-

rangem ent oflong �bers resulting in highly anisotropic

m echanicalproperties,i.e. in the direction ofthe �ber

axis the com posite exhibits high strength and fracture

toughnesssincetheload ism ainly carried by �bers,how-

ever,in the perpendiculardirection the load bearing ca-

pacity isprovided solely by the m atrix m aterial. Hence

the dom inant failure m echanism ofunidirectionalcom -

posites perpendicular to the �bers’ direction is shear.

�Electronic address:raischel@ ica1.uni-stuttgart.de

Failure here occursm ainly due to the debonding ofthe

�ber-m atrix interface.

Since disordered properties ofthe glue play a crucial

role in the failure ofinterfaces,m ost ofthe theoretical

studies in this �eld rely on discrete m odels [2,3]which

are able to capture heterogeneities and can accountfor

thecom plicated interaction ofnucleated cracks.Thepro-

gressive failure ofglued interfacesundera uniform load

perpendicularto the interface hasrecently been studied

by m eansof�berbundle m odels[4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11].

Severalaspectsofthe failureprocesshavebeen revealed

such as the m acroscopic constitutive behavior,the dis-

tribution ofavalanchesofsim ultaneously failing glueand

the structure offailed glue regions [12]. Considering a

hierarchicalschem e forthe load redistribution following

�berfailure,acascadingm echanism wasproposed forthe

softening interfacein Ref.[13,14].Theroughnessofthe

crack frontpropagating between two rigid platesdue to

an opening load wasstudied in thefram ework ofthefuse

m odel.Them icrocrack nucleation ahead them ain crack

and the structureofthe dam aged zone wereanalyzed in

detail[15].Theshearfailureofan interfacebetween two

rigid blocks has very recently been investigated by dis-

cretizing the interface in term sofsprings.Itwasshown

thatshearfailure ofthe interface occursasa �rstorder

phasetransition [16].

In the presentpaperwe study the shearfailure ofthe

glued interfaceconnecting two solid blocksin thefram e-

work ofanoveltypeofm odel.In ourm odeltheinterface

isdiscretized in term sofelasticbeam swhich can beelon-

gated and bentwhen exposed to shearload.Breaking of

a beam is caused by two breaking m odes,i.e. stretch-

ing and bending,characterized by random ly distributed

threshold values.The two breaking m odescan be either

independent or com bined in term s ofa von M ises type

breaking criterion [17].Assum ing long rangeinteraction

am ong the beam s,weobtained the fullanalyticsolution

ofthe m odelfor the m acroscopic response ofthe inter-

face,and forthem icroscopicprocessoffailure.W eshow

thatthepresenceoftwo breaking m odeslowersthe crit-
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icalstress and strain ofthe m aterialwithout changing

thestatisticsofburstsofsim ultaneously failing elem ents

with respectto the case ofa single breaking m ode.The

couplingofbreakingm odesresultsin furtherreduction of

thestrength oftheinterface.W edem onstratethatvary-

ing the relative im portance ofthe two breaking m odes

the m acroscopic response ofthe interface can be tuned

overabroad range.Thelim itingcaseofverylocalized in-

teraction ofbeam sisalso considered.W e determ ine the

constitutive behaviorand the distribution ofavalanches

ofbreakingbeam sforthecasewhen beam sinteractsolely

with theirnearestand next-nearestneighborsin asquare

lattice. An e�ective sim ulation technique is worked out

which m akesitpossibleto study system soflargesize.

II. P R O P ER T IES O F T H E M O D EL

In our m odelwe represent the glued interface oftwo

solid blocksasan ensem bleofparallelbeam sconnecting

the two surfaces. First,we derive an analyticaldescrip-

tion ofa singlebeam ofquadraticcrosssection clam ped

at both ends and sheared by an externalforce f, see

Fig.1(a). The shearing is exerted in such a way that

the distance lbetween the two clam ping planes is kept

constant. Consequently,the beam experiences notonly

a torquem ,butalso a norm alforcetdue to the elonga-

tion �l,which ischaracterized by thelongitudinalstrain

� = �l=l.
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FIG .1:(a)Shearingofasinglebeam between tworigid plates.

Since the distance lbetween the platesis keptconstant,the

beam experiences stretching and bending deform ation,with

longitudinaltand shearf forces.(b)Shearing ofan array of

beam s,with thecorresponding forces.In thecaseshown,one

beam isbroken.

W ederivetheform ofthede
ection curveofthebeam ,

aswellasthe m agnitude ofthe tension force. Itisnec-

essary to introduce som e approxim ations,so the m odel

can be incorporated into the sim ulation code in a sensi-

ble way. Following the procedure outlined e.g. in [18],

wesolvethedi�erentialequation forthebeam de
ection

�(z)underthein
uenceofthelateralforcef and agiven

stretchingforcet.W ethen solveself-consistentlyfort(f),

with tbeing the resultofthe longitudinalelongation.

Thegoverningdi�erentialequation forthebendingsit-

uation depicted in Fig.1(a)can be castin the form

�
000(z)�

t

E I
�
0(z)= �

f

E I
; (1)

with boundary conditions

�(0) = 0;

�0(0) = 0;

�00(l=2) = 0: (2)

Here,E denotes the m odulus ofelasticity,and I is the

m om entofinertia forbending ofthe beam .Fora beam

ofrectangularcross-section,wehaveI = d4=12,whered

isthe side length.Letusbrie
y m otivate thisansatzby

statingthatthesecond derivative�00(z)isproportionalto

thetorqueon thebeam ,so consequently itneedsto van-

ish at the beam half-length l=2. Accordingly,the third

derivative�000(z)isproportionalto theshearing forceex-

erted on the beam ,hence,it constitutes a term ofthe

balanceequation,Eq.(1).The�rstderivativeterm with

�0(z)denotestheprojection ofthetension forcet.Dueto

theclam ping,the de
ection and its�rstderivativem ust

vanish at the end z = 0. The form ula for the bending

m om entm is

m = � E I�00(z): (3)

Thesolution �(z)forvanishing tcan beobtained as[19]

�(z)=
fz2

12E I
(3l� 2z); (4)

from which wecan calculatethe elongation

�l=

Z l

0

dz
p
1+ �02(z) � l�

1

2

Z l

0

�
02
dz: (5)

Itfollowsfrom the aboveequation

t= E S
�l

l
= E S�; (6)

where S = d2 is the beam cross-section area. The �rst

ordersolution fort(f)readsas

t�
l4S

240E I2
f
2
: (7)

From a com putationalpointofview,a form ulation of

bendingand stretchingin term softhelongitudinalstrain

� ism oresuitablethan usingthelateralforcef.Forthat,

weonly need to replacem (f)by m (�),which yields

m (�)�
fl

2
=

r
5

12

E d4

l

p
�; (8)



3

with

� =
t

E S
=

3l4

5E 2d8
f
2
: (9)

Using � as an independent variable enables us to m ake

com parisons to the sim ple case of�ber bundle m odels

[4,5,7,8,20,21]where the elem ents can have solely

stretching deform ation. In the m odelwe represent the

interfaceasan ensem bleofparallelbeam sconnectingthe

surfaceoftworigid blocks(seeFig.1(b)).Thebeam sare

assum ed to haveidenticalgeom etricalextensions(length

land sidelength d)and linearly elasticbehaviorcharac-

terized by theYoung m odulusE .In orderto capturethe

failure ofthe interface in the m odel,the beam s are as-

sum ed tobreak when theirdeform ation exceedsacertain

threshold value.Asithasbeen shown above,undershear

loadingoftheinterfacebeam ssu�erstretchingand bend-

ing deform ation resulting in two m odesofbreaking.The

twobreakingm odescan beconsidered tobeindependent

orcom bined in theform ofavon M isestypebreakingcri-

terion.Thestrength ofbeam sischaracterizedby thetwo

threshold valuesofstretching �1 and bending �2 a beam

can withstand. The breaking thresholdsare assum ed to

be random ly distributed variablesofthe jointprobabil-

ity distribution (PDF)p(�1;�2). The random nessofthe

breakingthresholdsissupposed to representthedisorder

ofthe interfacem aterial.

After breaking ofa beam the excess load has to be

redistributed over the rem aining intact elem ents. Cou-

pling to the rigid platesensuresthatallthe beam shave

the sam e deform ation giving rise to globalload sharing,

i.e.the load isequally shared by allthe elem ents,stress

concentration in the vicinity offailed beam scannotoc-

cur.Ifoneoftheinterfaceshasa certain com pliance,the

load redistribution following breaking ofbeam sbecom es

localized.Thiscasehasrecently been studied fortheex-

ternalload im posed perpendicularto the interface[16].

In the present study we are m ainly interested in the

m acroscopic response ofthe interface under shearload-

ing and theprocessofprogressivefailureofinterfaceele-

m ents.Thegloballoadsharingofbeam senablesustoob-

tain closed analytic resultsforthe constitutive behavior

ofthesystem forboth independentand coupled breaking

m odes.W eexam ineby com putersim ulationsthe statis-

ticsofsim ultaneously failing elem ents.Thelim iting case

ofthe very localized interaction ofinterface elem ents is

explored by com putersim ulations.

III. C O N ST IT U T IV E B EH AV IO R

Assum ing globalload sharing forthe redistribution of

load afterthefailureofbeam s,them ostim portantchar-

acteristic quantities ofthe interface can be obtained in

closed analyticform .

Breakingofthebeam iscaused bytwobreakingm odes,

i.e. stretching and bending which can be either inde-

pendent or coupled by an em piricalbreaking criterion.

Assum ing thatthetwo breaking m odesareindependent,

a beam breaks ifeither the longitudinalstress t or the

bending m om ent m exceeds the corresponding break-

ing threshold. Since the longitudinalstress t and the

bending m om entm acting on a beam can easily be ex-

pressed as functions ofthe longitudinaldeform ation �,

thebreaking conditionscan beform ulated in a transpar-

ent way in term s of�. To describe the relative im por-

tance of the breaking m odes, we assign to each beam

two breakingthresholds�i1;�
i
2,i= 1;:::;N ,whereN de-

notesthenum berofbeam s.Thethreshold values�1 and

�2 are random ly distributed according to a jointproba-

bility density function p(�1;�2)between lowerand upper

bounds�m in
1 ;�m ax

1 and �m in
2 ;�m ax

2 ,respectively.Theden-

sity function needs to obey the norm alization condition

Z �
m ax

2

�m in

2

d�2

Z �
m ax

1

�m in

1

d�1 p(�1;�2)= 1: (10)

A . O R breaking rule

First,we provide a generalform ulation ofthe failure

of a bundle of beam s. W e allow for two independent

breaking m odesofa beam thatarefunctionsf and g of

the longitudinaldeform ation �. Later on this case will

be called the OR breaking rule.A single beam breaksif

either its stretching or bending deform ation exceed the

respectivebreaking threshold �1 or�2,i.e.failureoccurs

if

f(�)

�1
� 1or (11)

g(�)

�2
� 1; (12)

where Eqs.(11,12) describe the stretching and bending

breaking m odes, respectively. The functions f(�) and

g(�) are called failure functions,for which the only re-

striction is that they be m onotonic functions of�. For

our speci�c case ofelastic beam s the failure functions

can be determ ined from Eqs.(6,8)as

f(�)= � ;g(�)= a
p
�; (13)

whereaisaconstantand thevalueoftheYoungm odulus

E issetto 1.

In the plane ofbreaking thresholdseach point(�1;�2)

representsabeam .Foreach valueof� thosebeam swhich

survived theexternallyim posed deform ation aresituated

in the area f(�) � �1 � �m ax
1 and g(�) � �2 � �m ax

2 ,as

it is illustrated in Fig.2. Hence,the fraction ofintact

beam sN intact=N ata given valueof� can beobtained by

integrating the density function overthe shaded area in

Fig.2

N intact

N
=

Z �
m ax

2

g(�)

d�2

Z �
m ax

1

f(�)

d�1 p(�1;�2): (14)
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1
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ε
1
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ε
1

min ε
1

max

ε
2

min

ε
2

max

f(
ε)

g(ε)

intact fibers

FIG .2: Plane ofbreaking thresholds (�1;�2). The point of

intersection of f(�) and g(�) determ ines the fraction of re-

m aining beam s.

Due to the globalload sharing,deform ation and stress

ofthe beam s are the sam e everywhere along the inter-

face. Consequently,the m acroscopic elastic behaviorof

the system can be obtained by m ultiplying the load ofa

singlebeam ,�(1) = � (E = 1 istaken),by thefraction of

intactelem entsEq.(14)

� = �

Z �
m ax

2

g(�)

d�2

Z �
m ax

1

f(�)

d�1 p(�1;�2): (15)

Assum ing that the breaking thresholds, characterizing

the relative im portance ofthe two breaking m odes,are

independently distributed,the jointPDF can be factor-

ized as

p(�1;�2)= p1(�1)� p2(�2): (16)

Introducing the cum ulative distribution functions

(CDFs)as

P1(�1)=

Z �1

�m in

1

p1(�
0

1)d�
0

1;and P2(�2)=

Z �2

�m in

2

p2(�
0

2)d�
0

2 ;

(17)

wecan rewriteEq.(15)as

� = �

Z �
m ax

2

g(�)

d�2 p2(�2)

Z �
m ax

1

f(�)

d�1 p1(�1)

= �[1� P2(g(�))][1� P1(f(�))]: (18)

Thisisthe generalform ula forthe constitutive behavior

ofa beam bundlewith two breaking m odesapplying the

OR criterion. In the constitutive equation 1� P1(f(�))

and 1� P2(g(�))are the fraction ofthose beam s whose

threshold valueforbending and stretching islargerthan

g(�)and f(�),respectively.Itfollowsfrom the structure

ofEq.(18)thattheexistenceoftwobreakingm odesleads

to a reduction ofthe strength ofthe m aterial,both the

criticalstressand strain takesm allervaluescom pared to

thecaseofa singlebreakingm odeapplied in sim ple�ber

bundle m odels[4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11].

Considering the special case of two uniform distri-

butions for the breaking thresholds in the intervals

[�m in
1 ;�m ax

1 ]and [�m in
2 ;�m ax

2 ],respectively,we can derive

the speci�cform ofEq.(18)by noting that

p(�1)=
1

�m ax
1

� �m in
1

; p(�2)=
1

�m ax
2

� �m in
2

(19)

After calculating the cum ulative distributions,the �nal

resultfollowsas

� = �
[�m ax
1 � f(�)][�m ax

2 � g(�)]

[�m ax
1

� �m in
1

][�m ax
2

� �m in
2

]
: (20)

M ore speci�cally,ifthe distributionshave equalbound-

aries[0;1],and substituting thefailurefunctionsf and g

from Eq.(13),theconstitutiveequation takestheform

� = �[1� �][1� a
p
�]: (21)

B . V on M ises type breaking rule

W e now address the m ore com plicated case that the

two breaking m odes are coupled by a von M ises type

breaking criterion: a single beam breaks ifits strain �

ful�llsthe condition [17]

�
f(�)

�1

� 2

+
g(�)

�2
� 1: (22)

Thisalgebraiccondition can begeom etricallyrepresented

as it is illustrated in Fig.3. In the plane ofthe fail-

urethresholds�1;�2,thebeam sthatsurvivea load � are

bounded by the m axim um values�m ax
1 ;�m ax

2 and the hy-

perbola de�ned by Eq.(22).Calculating theintersection

pointsa and bde�ned in Fig.3,which arefound to be

a = f(�)

�
�m ax
2

�m ax
2

� g(�)

� 1=2

and

b =
g(�)(�m ax

1 )2

(�m ax
1

)2 � f2(�)
; (23)

the fraction ofsurviving beam scan be expressed as

N intact

N
=

Z �
m ax

1

a

d�1

Z �
m ax

2

~�2(�1;�)

d�2 p(�1;�2) (24)

with the integration lim it

~�2(�1;�)=
�21g(�)

�2
1
� f2(�)

: (25)

The constitutive behaviorin thiscase istherefore given

by

� = �

Z �
m ax

1

a

d�1

Z �
m ax

2

~�2(�1;�)

d�2 p(�1;�2): (26)
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1
min f( ) 1

max

1

2
min

g( )

2
max

2

a

b

A

B

FIG .3: Intact beam s in the plane ofthe failure thresholds

�1;�2 for a given strain �,ifbreaking is determ ined by the

von M ises criterion. The values a and b are de� ned as the

intersectionsbetween thecurveofthebreaking condition Eq.

(22) and the m axim um values �
m ax

1 ;�
m ax

2 ,respectively. The

shaded region labeled A denotestheintactbeam s;theshaded

region B representstheadditionally failing beam sthatwould

be intactin the case ofthe O R-criterion.

W ewould liketo em phasizethatassum ing independence

ofthe breaking thresholds the joint distribution factor-

izes p(�1;�2) = p1(�1)� p2(�2),but the integrals in Eq.

(26) over the two variables cannot be perform ed inde-

pendently.Still,theintegralin Eq.(26)can beevaluated

analyticallyforabroad classofdisorderdistributions.As

an exam ple,we again considertwo hom ogeneousdistri-

butions Eq.(19) over the interval[0;1]along with the

failure functions Eq.(13). Setting the Young m odulus

and the param eterE = 1 = a,the integralsyield

� = � �
1

2

��

2� 2
p
� + �

3

2 log
1+ �

1� �

�

� �
3=2

 

2

r
1�

p
�

�
+ log

1+
p
1�

p
�

1�
p
1�

p
�

! #

:(27)

Even for the sim plest case of uniform ly distributed

breaking thresholds, the constitutive equation takes a

rather com plex form . It is im portant to note that the

coupling ofthetwo breaking m odesgivesriseto a higher

am ountofbroken beam scom pared to the OR criterion.

In Fig.3 the beam swhich break due to the coupling of

the two breaking m odesfallin the area labeled by B .

IV . C O M P U T ER SIM U LA T IO N S

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
0.0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

.
.
.
.
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

stretch
or
von mises

FIG .4:Constitutivebehaviorofa bundleofbeam swith two

breakingm odesin astrain-controlled sim ulation ofN = 4� 10
5

beam s, under the O R (dashed line), von M ises type (solid

line),and a pure stretching breaking criterion (dotted line).

Therandom failurethresholdsforthebreaking m odesofeach

beam are sam pled from uniform distribution between [0;1].

Thepointsm arked with ‘� ’,‘+ ’and ‘� ’denotetherespective

theoreticalresults,Eqs.(21,27),and � = �(1� �)forthepure

stretching case.TheconstantsE and a are setto unity here.

In order to determ ine the behavior ofthe system for

com plicated disorderdistributionsand explorethem icro-

scopic failure processofthe sheared interface,it is nec-

essary to work outa com putersim ulation technique. In

them odelweconsideran ensem bleofN beam sarranged

on a square lattice. Two breaking thresholds �i1;�
i
2 are

assigned to each beam i (i = 1;:::;N ) ofthe bundle

from the jointprobability distribution p(�1;�2). Forthe

O R breaking rule,the failure ofa beam iscaused either

by stretching orbending depending on which one ofthe

conditionsEqs.(11,12)isful�lled ata lowervalueofthe

externalload. This way an e�ective breaking threshold

�ic can be de�ned forthe beam sas

�
i
c = m in(f�1 (�i1);g

�1 (�i2)); i= 1;:::;N ; (28)

where f�1 and g�1 denote the inverse off;g, respec-

tively.A beam ibreaksduring theloadingprocessofthe

interfacewhen theload onitexceedsitse�ectivebreaking

threshold �ic.Forthecaseofthevon M isestypebreaking

criterion Eq.(22),the e�ective breaking threshold �ic of

beam ican be obtained asthe solution ofthe algebraic

equation

�
f(�ic)

�i
1

� 2

+
g(�ic)

�i
2

= 1; i= 1;:::;N : (29)
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1
min f( ) 1

max

1

2
min

g( )

2
max

2

a

b

g
-1 ( 2

) =
f

-1 ( 1
)

FIG . 5: The beam s that break due to m ode g fall in the

shaded region. The labels a and b m ark the abscissae ofthe

intersection points ofthe curve g
�1
(�2) = f

�1
(�1) with the

lines�2 = �
m in

2 and �2 = �
m ax

2 ,respectively.

Although forthe speci�c case ofthe functionsf;g given

by Eqs.(11,12)the above equation can be converted to

a 4th orderpolynom ialand solved analytically,thissolu-

tion turnsoutto be im practical,especially sincethe nu-

m ericalevaluation ofthe solution istoo slow.W e there-

fore solve Eq.(29) num erically by m eans ofa m odi�ed

Newton root�nding schem e,where we m ake use ofthe

factthatthe solution hasthe lowerbound 0.

In the case ofglobalload sharing,the load and de-

form ation of beam s is everywhere the sam e along the

interface,which im pliesthatbeam sbreak in theincreas-

ing order oftheir e�ective breaking thresholds. In the

sim ulation,afterdeterm ining �ic foreach beam ,they are

sorted in increasing order. Q uasi-static loading ofthe

beam bundleisperform ed byincreasingtheexternalload

to break only a single elem ent. Due to the subsequent

load redistribution on the intactbeam s,the failure ofa

beam m ay triggeran avalancheofbreaking beam s.This

process has to be iterated untilthe avalanche stops,or

itleads to catastrophic failure atthe criticalstressand

strain. Understrain controlled loading conditions,how-

ever,theload ofthebeam sisalwaysdeterm ined by their

deform ation so that there is no load redistribution and

avalancheactivity.

In Fig.4 the analytic resultsofSec.IIIon the consti-

tutive behaviorEqs.(21,27)arecom pared to the corre-

spondingresultsofcom putersim ulations.Asareference,

we also plotted the constitutive behaviorofa bundle of

�bers where the �bers failsolely due to sim ple stretch-
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FIG . 6: Constitutive behavior of a bundle of N = 90000

beam susingtheO R criterion.Theparam etervalues�1 = 1:0

(stretching),m 1 = m 2 = 2 were� xed,while�2 corresponding

to the bending m ode was shifted. Inset: Fraction ofbeam s

breaking by stretching and bending asa function of�2.

ing [4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11]. Itcan be seen in the �gure

thatthesim ulation resultsarein perfectagreem entwith

the analyticalpredictions. It is im portant to note that

thepresenceoftwobreakingm odessubstantially reduces

the criticalstress�c and strain �c (� and � value ofthe

m axim um oftheconstitutivecurves)with respectto the

casewhen failureofelem entsoccurssolely understretch-

ing.Since one ofthe failure functionsg(�)isnon-linear,

theshapeoftheconstitutivecurve�(�)also changes,es-

pecially in the post-peak regim e. The coupling ofthe

two breaking m odes in the form ofthe von M ises crite-

rion givesriseto furtherreduction ofthestrength ofthe

interface.

V . P R O G R ESSIV E FA ILU R E O F T H E

IN T ER FA C E

During thequasi-staticloadingprocessofan interface,

avalanchesofsim ultaneously failing beam soccur.Inside

an avalanche,however,thebeam scan break underdi�er-

entbreaking m odeswhen theOR criterion isconsidered,

orthebreaking can bedom inated by oneofthebreaking

m odes in the coupled case ofthe von M ises type crite-

rion. Hence,it is an im portant question how the frac-

tion ofbeam sbreaking due to a speci�c breaking m ode

(stretching orbending)variesduring the courseofload-

ing ofthe interface.
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FIG .7:Constitutivebehaviorfordi� erentvaluesoftheshape

param eter m 1 ofstretching. Strain controlled sim ulation of

N = 90000 beam swith failuredueto theO R-criterion,� xing

the param eters �1 = �2 = 1:0 and m 2 = 2. Inset: total

fraction ofbeam sbroken underm ode g during the course of

loading.

FortheOR criterion,thosebeam sbreak,forinstance,

under bending,i.e. under m ode g de�ned by Eq.(12),

whose e�ective breaking threshold �ic is determ ined by

g�1 (�i2)in Eq.(28)so thatthe inequality holds

g
�1 (�i2)< f

�1 (�i1): (30)

In the plane ofbreaking thresholds f�1;�2g the region

ofbeam swhich ful�lltheabovecondition isindicated by

shading in Fig.5.The fraction ofbeam sBg(�)breaking

underm ode g up to the m acroscopically im posed defor-

m ation � can be obtained by integrating the probability

distribution p(�1;�2)overtheshaded areain Fig.5.Tak-

ing into accountthefactthattheintersection pointsa;b

de�ned in Fig.5 m ay in generallieoutsidetherectangle

(�m in
1 ;�m ax

1 ;�m ax
2 ;�m in

2 ) and adjusting the integrallim its

accordingly,we arrive at the following form ula for the

fraction of�bersbreaking underm odeg asa function of

the deform ation �

Bg(�)=

m in(f(�);b)Z

m ax(�m in

1
;a)

d�1

g(f
� 1

(�1))Z

�m in

2

d�2 p(�1;�2)

+

f(�)Z

m in(f(�);b)

d�1

�
m ax

2Z

�m in

2

d�2 p(�1;�2)

+

�
m ax

1Z

f(�)

d�1

g(�)Z

�m in

2

d�2 p(�1;�2): (31)

Itshould be noted thatthe second integralvanishesun-

lessb< �m ax
1 .Thetotalfraction ofbeam sbreakingunder

m odeg duringtheentirecourseoftheloadingcan beob-

tained by substituting � = �m ax in the above form ulas,

where �m ax denotes the deform ation at the breaking of

the lastbeam .

In order to study the e�ect ofthe disorder distribu-

tion p(�1;�2)ofbeam son the relativeim portance ofthe

two breaking m odesand on theprogressivefailureofthe

interface,weconsidered independentlydistributed break-

ing thresholds�1;�2 both with a W eibulldistribution

pb(�b)=
m b

�b

�
�b

�b

� m b�1

exp

�

�

�
�b

�b

� m b
�

; (32)

where index b can take values 1 and 2. The exponents

m 1;m 2 determ ine the am ountofdisorderin the system

for stretching and bending,respectively,i.e. the width

ofthe distributions Eq.(32),while the values of�1;�2
set the average strength ofbeam s for the two breaking

m odes. Com puter sim ulations were perform ed in the

fram ework ofglobalload sharing by setting equalval-

ues for the shape param eters m 1 = m 2 and �xing the

valueof�1 = 1 ofthe stretching m ode,while varying �2
ofthe bending m ode.

Thetotalfraction ofbeam sbreakingby stretchingand

bending using the OR breaking rule ispresented in Fig.

6.Increasing�2 ofthebending m ode,thebeam sbecom e

m ore resistant against bending so that the stretching

m odestartsto dom inatethebreaking ofbeam s,which is

indicated by the increasing fraction ofstretching failure

in the�gure.In thelim iting caseof�2 > > �1 thebeam s

solely break understretching.Decreasing �2 hastheop-

posite e�ect,m ore and m ore beam sfaildue to bending,

while the fraction ofbeam s breaking by the stretching

m odetendsto zero.Itisinteresting to notethatvarying

therelativeim portanceofthetwofailurem odesgivesalso

riseto a changeofthem acroscopicconstitutivebehavior

ofthesystem .Fig.6illustratesthatshiftingthestrength

distributionsofbeam sthe functionalform ofthe consti-

tutive behaviorrem ainsthe sam e,however,the value of

the criticalstress and strain vary in a relatively broad

range.

Thesam eanalysiscan also beperform ed by �xing the

values�1 and �2 and changing the relative width ofthe
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FIG .8: Fraction of� bers broken by the stretching m ode as

a function of� fordi� erentvaluesofthecorresponding shape

param eter m 1. Strain controlled sim ulation with failure due

to the O R-criterion,N = 90000,�1 = �2 = 1:0,m 2 = 9.

twodistributionsby varyingoneoftheW eibullshapepa-

ram etersm .W e�nd itconvenientto shiftm 1,theshape

param eterofthe stretching m ode instead ofm 2. Itcan

beobserved in Fig.7 thatforthischoiceofthescalepa-

ram eters�,thevalueofthecriticalstrain hardlychanges,

howeverthecriticalstressnearly doublesascom pared to

Fig.6.

Although thee�ecton the�nalfraction ofbeam sbro-

kenbyeachm ode,seeinsetofFig.7,isnotaspronounced

asforshifting �,we should also considerthe fraction of

�bersbroken up toavalueof� duringtheloadingprocess

(Fig.8). It should be noted that the end points ofthe

respectivecurvesin Fig.8arejustthe�nalfraction num -

bers in Fig.7,but the curves show a strong spread for

interm ediate valuesof�.Thisdem onstratesthatchang-

ing the am ount of disorder in the breaking thresholds

strongly in
uencesthe processofdam aging ofthe inter-

face.

W e apply the m ethodsoutlined in the previouspara-

graphsto the von M isescase. O bviously,Eq.(22)does

notallow fora strictseparation ofthetwo m odes.How-

ever,thebreakingofa beam ata certain value�c isdom -

inated by stretching if

�
f(�)

�1

� 2

>
g(�)

�2
: (33)

W ith the previous prescriptions for the failure func-

tions Eqs. (13), we again �nd a m assive in
uence on

the constitutive behavior and the �nalnum ber ofbro-

ken beam s,see Fig.9. The insetofFig.9 dem onstrates

thata crossoverbetween stretching and bending prepon-

deranceoccursalso in the von M isescase.
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FIG .9:Constitutivebehaviorfordi� erentvaluesofthebend-

ing scale param eter�2.Strain controlled sim ulation with the

von M ises criterion ,N = 90000,�1 = 1:0,m 1 = m 2 = 2.

The inset presents the fraction ofbeam s whose failure was

dom inated by the stretching orbending m ode.

V I. AVA LA N C H E STA T IST IC S

The stresscontrolled loading ofthe glued interface is

accom panied by avalanchesofsim ultaneously failing el-

em ents. The avalanche activity can be characterized by

the distribution D (�) of burst sizes � de�ned as the

num ber ofbeam breakings triggered by the failure ofa

single beam . In the fram ework ofsim ple �ber bundle

m odels,ithas been shown analytically thatglobalload

sharinggivesrisetoapowerlaw distribution ofavalanche

sizes for a very broad class ofdisorder distributions of

m aterialsstrength [6,22]

D (�)/ � �� (34)

with an universalexponent� = 5=2.

In the previous sections we have shown that in our

m odeltheinterplay ofthetwo breaking m odesresultsin

a com plex failure m echanism on the m icroscopic level,

which is strongly a�ected by the distributions of the

breaking thresholds. In order to investigate the bursts

ofbreaking beam swe perform ed stresscontrolled sim u-

lationson largesystem s(N = 104 :::16� 106)with both

theOR and von M isestypebreaking criterion.In Figure

10 the sim ulation resultsare com pared to the avalanche

size distribution ofa sim ple �ber bundle m odelwhere

failure occurssolely due to stretching [6,7,8,9,22]. In

allthe casesthe avalanche size distributions can be �t-

ted by a powerlaw overthree ordersofm agnitude.The
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FIG .10:Avalanchesizedistribution D (� )forpurestretching

ofa � ber bundle,and the two beam breaking conditions for

system sizes N = 16 � 10
6
, averaged over 100 runs. A � t

with the best result D / �
�2:56

over alm ost four decades

is provided. The inset shows the dependency ofthe largest

avalanche � l on the system size for the three cases. Again,

no di� erence isfound.

best�texponentof� = 2:56� 0:08wasderived from the

system ofsizeN = 16� 106 beam s,with an averagetaken

over100sam ples.Thesizeofthelargestavalanchein the

insetofFig.10 proved to be proportionalto the system

size. Itcan be concluded thatthe beam m odelbelongs

to the sam e universality classasthe �berbundle m odel

[6,7,8,9,22].

V II. LO C A L LO A D SH A R IN G

During the failure ofinterfaces,stress localization is

known to occur in the vicinity offailed regions,which

results in correlated growth and coalescence ofcracks.

In ourm odelthise�ectcan be captured by localized in-

teraction ofthe interface elem ents,which naturally oc-

curs when the two solid blocks are not perfectly rigid

[12]. For sim plicity, in our m odelsolely the extrem al

case ofvery localized interactionsis considered,i.e. af-

terbreaking ofa beam in the square lattice,the load is

redistributed equally on itsnearestand next-nearestin-

tactneighbors.Thislocalized load sharing (LLS)results

in growing failed regions (cracks) with high stress con-

centration along their perim eter [7,12,23]. Figure 11

showsthelaststablecon�guration ofa beam latticepre-

ceding globalfailure,which wasobtained using the OR

criterion forbeam breaking.Dueto thestressconcentra-

tion around cracks,theonsetofa catastrophicavalanche

occurs at lower externalloads m aking the m acroscopic

response ofthe interface m ore brittle com pared to the

caseofglobalload sharing [7,12,23].

As for globalload sharing,we shift the relative im -

portance ofthe two breaking m odes by changing their

FIG .11:Snapshotofa LLS system atthe laststable con� g-

uration.Thecolorcoding representstheload perbeam ,with

broken beam s carrying a vanishing load. The system size is

L = 100.

FIG .12:Constitutivecurvesin theLLS case,shifting �2 and

keeping the param eters �1 = 1:0 and m 1 = m 2 = 2 � xed.

Stress controlled sim ulation of N = 10000 � bers averaged

over300 runs.

threshold distributions, and record the in
uence on

m icro-and m acroscopic system properties. W e consider

heretheOR-criterion,and usetwo W eibulldistributions

with param eters�1;�2 and m 1;m 2,where the indices1

and 2 denote the stretching and bending m ode,respec-

tively. Varying �2 fora �xed �1,we �nd a considerable

in
uence on the constitutive properties,asFig.12 illus-

trates.

W einvestigated alsothedistribution ofavalanchesizes
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FIG .13: D istribution of avalanche sizes for LLS for three

valuesof�2,with �1 = 1and m 1 = m 2 = 2� xed.Sim ulations

were perform ed using the O R criterion fora bundle of10000

beam saveraged over300 runs.

forLLS,Fig.13,where we vary the scale param eter�2
ofthe bending m ode g. W e �nd m erely a shifting to

di�erent am plitudes,but no considerable e�ect on the

shapeofthedistribution function,which issim ilarto the

one reported in [7]. In com parison to the G LS case,we

should note thatlargeavalanchescannotoccur,and the

functionalform ofthe curves can be approxim ated by

a power law with an exponent higher than for G LS in

agreem entwith Refs.[6,22,23].

V III. C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

Fiberbundlem odelshavebeen applied todescribevar-

ious aspects of the failure of heterogeneous interfaces.

However,�berscan sustain solely elongation,and hence

cannotaccountfor m ore com plex deform ation states of

interface elem ents,which naturally occurs under shear

loading. W e constructed a noveltype ofm odelfor the

shearfailureoftheglued interfaceoftwo solid blocks.In

the m odelthe interface isdiscretized in term sofelastic

beam swhich experiencestretchingand bendingdeform a-

tion undershear. Breaking ofa beam can be caused by

both deform ations resulting in two failure m odes. The

m echanicalstrength ofbeam elem ents is characterized

by the two threshold values ofstretching and bending

the beam can withstand. The beam s are assum ed to

have identicalelastic properties,the heterogeneous m i-

crostructure is represented by the disorder distribution

ofthebreaking thresholds.In them odelweassum ethat

thetwo solid blocksareperfectly rigid which resultsin a

globalload redistribution overtheintactbeam sfollowing

the breaking events.

W e presented a detailed study ofthe m acroscopic re-

sponseand theprogressivedam aging oftheinterfaceun-

der quasistatic loading. M aking use ofthe globalload

sharingofintactbeam s,weobtained theanalyticsolution

ofthem odelfortheconstitutivebehaviorandtheam ount

ofdam age during the course ofloading. In orderto ex-

plore the m icroscopic process of dam aging we worked

outan e�cientsim ulation techniquewhich enablesusto

study largesystem s.W edem onstrated thatthedisorder

distribution and therelativeim portanceofthetwofailure

m odeshave a substantiale�ecton both the m icroscopic

dam ageprocessand them acroscopicconstitutivebehav-

ior ofthe interface. Varying its param eters,the m odel

providesa broad spectrum ofm aterialbehaviors.Sim u-

lationsshowed thatthe failure ofthe interface proceeds

in burstsofsim ultaneously breaking beam s. The distri-

bution ofburstsizesfollowspowerlaw behaviorwith an

exponentequalto the one ofsim ple �ber bundles. Un-

derstresscontrolled loading conditions,them acroscopic

failureoftheinterfaceoccursanalogously to phasetran-

sitions,whereourbeam m odelproved to be in the sam e

universality classasthe equalload sharing �ber bundle

m odel[7,21,24]. W e showed that the localized inter-

action ofbeam s leads to a m ore brittle behavior ofthe

interface,which im pliesa m ore abrupttransition atthe

criticalload.

Beam m odelshave been successfully applied to study

thefractureofcohesivefrictionalm aterialswherecracks

usually form along the grain-grain interface. Beam el-

em ents proved to give a satisfactory description ofthe

interfacialfailure ofgrainsand the em erging m icro-and

m acro-behaviorofm aterials[25]. O urbeam m odelpre-

sented hereprovidesam orerealisticdescription ofthein-

terfaceofm acroscopicsolid bodiesthan the sim ple�ber

bundlem odeland isapplicableto m orecom plex loading

situations.Experim entson the shearfailure ofglued in-

terfacesareratherlim ited,especially on them icroscopic

m echanism oftheprogressivedam age,which hindersthe

directcom parisonofourtheoreticalresultstoexperim en-

tal�ndings.O urwork in thisdirection isin progress.
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