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A sinm ple beam m odel for the shear failure of interfaces
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W e propose a novelm odel for the shear failure of a glued interface between two solid blocks. W e
m odel the interface as an array of elastic beam s which experience stretching and bending under
shear load and break if the two deform ation m odes exceed random ly distributed breaking thresh—
olds. The two breaking m odes can be independent or combined in the form of a von M ises type
breaking criterion. A ssum ing global load sharing follow ing the beam breaking, we obtain analyti-
cally the m acroscopic constitutive behavior of the system and describe the m icroscopic process of
the progressive failire of the interface. W e work out an e cient sim ulation technigue which allow s
for the study of Jarge system s. T he 1im iting case of very localized interaction of surface elem ents is

explored by com puter sim ulations.

PACS numbers: 02.50.x,0590+m , 8140Np

I. NTRODUCTION

Solid blocks are offen pined together by welding or
glueing of the interfaces which are expected to sustain
various types of extemal loads. W hen an elastic inter—
face is sub fcted to an increasing load applied uniform ly
In the perpendicular direction, In the early stage of the
failire process cracks nuclkate random Iy along the inter—
face. D ue to the heterogeneousm icroscopic properties of
the glue, these cracks can rem ain stable under increas—
Ing load, which results n a progressive dam age of the
Interface. This gradual softening process is ollowed by
the localization ofdam age which leadsthen to the global
failure of the interface and separation of the two solid
blocks.

Interfacial ailireplaysa crucialrole in  ber reinforced
com posites, which are constructed by em bedding bers
in a matrix m aterdial l]. C om posites are often used as
structural com ponents since they have very good m ass
speci ¢ properties, ie. they provide high strength with
a relatively low m ass, preserving this property even un-
der extrem e conditions. The m echanical perform ance
of com posites is m ainly determ ined by the characteris—
tic quantities of the constituents ( ber and m atrix), and
by the fabrication process which controls the m aterial’s
m icrostructure, the fom ation of dam age prior to appli-
cations, and the properties of the berm atrix nterface.
In m any cases the reinforcem ent is a unidirectional ar-
rangem ent of long bers resulting in highly anisotropic
m echanical properties, i.e. in the direction of the ber
axis the com posite exhdbits high strength and fracture
toughness since the load ism ainly carried by bers, how -
ever, In the perpendicular direction the load bearing ca—
paciy is provided sokly by the m atrix m aterdial. Hence
the dom inant &ilire m echanism of unidirectional com —
posites perpendicular to the bers’ direction is shear.
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Failure here occurs m ainly due to the debonding of the
berm atrix Interface.

Since disordered properties of the glue play a crucial
role in the failure of interfaces, m ost of the theoretical
studies In this eld rely on discrete m odels I, M which
are abl to capture heterogeneities and can account for
the com plicated interaction ofnuclated cracks. T he pro—
gressive failure of glued interfaces under a uniform load
perpendicular to the interface has recently been studied
by m eans of berbundle m odels I,I,I,ti,l,l,.,.].
Several aspects of the failire process have been revealed
such as the m acroscopic constitutive behavior, the dis-
tribbution ofavalanches of sin ultaneously failing glie and
the structure of failed glue regions ]. Considering a
hierarchical schem e for the load redistribution follow ing

ber failure, a cascadingm echanism wasproposed forthe
softening interface n Ref. .,.]. T he roughness of the
crack front propagating between two rigid plates due to
an opening load was studied in the fram ew ork ofthe fiise
m odel. The m icrocrack nucleation ahead the m ain crack
and the structure of the dam aged zone were analyzed in
detail .]. T he shear ailuire of an interface between two
rigid blocks has very recently been investigated by dis-
cretizing the Interface in tem s of springs. It was shown
that shear failure of the interface occurs asa rst order
phase transition .].

In the present paper we study the shear failire of the
glued Interface connecting two solid blocks In the fram e~
work ofa noveltype ofm odel. ITn ourm odelthe interface
is discretized in temm s ofelasticbeam swhich can be elon—
gated and bent when exposed to shear load. B reaking of
a beam is caused by two breaking m odes, ie. stretch-
Ing and bending, characterized by random ly distributed
threshold values. T he two breaking m odes can be either
Independent or com bined in tem s of a von M ises type
breaking criterion .]. A ssum Ing long range interaction
am ong the beam s, we obtained the full analytic solution
of the m odel for the m acroscopic response of the inter—
face, and for the m icroscopic process of ailire. W e show
that the presence of two breaking m odes low ers the crit—
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ical stress and strain of the m aterial w ithout changing
the statistics ofbursts of sin ultaneously ailing elem ents
w ith respect to the case of a singlke breaking m ode. The
coupling ofbreakingm odes results in urther reduction of
the strength of the interface. W e dem onstrate that vary—
Ing the relative In portance of the two breaking m odes
the m acroscopic response of the Interface can be tuned
overa broad range. T he lim iting case ofvery localized in—
teraction ofbeam s is also considered. W e determ ine the
constitutive behavior and the distrlbution of avalanches
ofbreaking beam s forthe casewhen beam s interact sokely
w ith their nearest and next-nearest neighbors in a square
lattice. An e ective sim ulation technigque is worked out
which m akes it possible to study system s of large size.

II. PROPERTIESOF THE MODEL

In our m odel we represent the glued interface of two
solid blocks as an ensem ble of parallel beam s connecting
the two surfaces. First, we derive an analytical descrip—
tion of a single beam of quadratic cross section clam ped
at both ends and sheared by an extemal force £, see
Fig. 1'). The shearing is exerted In such a way that
the distance 1between the two clam ping planes is kept
constant. Consequently, the beam experiences not only
a torque m , but also a nom al force t due to the elonga—
tion 1, which is characterized by the longitudinal strain
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FIG .1l: (@) Shearing ofa single beam between tw o rigid plates.
Since the distance 1between the plates is kept constant, the
beam experiences stretching and bending defom ation, w ith
Iongitudinalt and shear £ foroes. (o) Shearing of an array of
beam s, w ith the corresponding forces. In the case shown, one
beam isbroken.

W e derive the form ofthe de ection curve ofthebeam ,
as well as the m agnitude of the tension force. It is nec—
essary to introduce som e approxin ations, so the m odel
can be incorporated into the sin ulation code in a sensi-
bl way. Follow ing the procedure outlined e. g. in .],
we solve the di erential equation for the beam de ection

(z) under the In uence ofthe lateral force £ and a given
stretching force t. W e then solve selfconsistently fort(f),
w ith t being the result of the longiudinal elongation.

T he governing di erentialequation for the bending sit-
uation depicted in Fig. 1) can be cast in the om

(000] t 0 f
— = —; 1
(z) — (z) _ 1)
w ith boundary conditions
©0) = 0;
°0) = 0;
DE=2) = 0: @)

Here, E denotes the m odulus of elasticity, and I is the
m om ent of inertia or bending of the beam . For a beam
of rectangular cross-section, we have I = d*=12, where d
is the side length. Let us brie y m otivate this ansatz by
stating that the second derivatie @ (z) isproportionalto
the torque on the beam , so consequently it needs to van—
ish at the beam halfdength 1=2. A ccordingly, the third
derivative ™ (z) is proportionalto the shearing force ex—
erted on the beam , hence, it constitutes a term of the
balance equation, Eq. ). The rst derivative term w ith

9(z) denotes the pro fction ofthe tension Hroet. D ueto
the clam ping, the de ection and is rst derivative m ust
vanish at the end z = 0. The omul for the bending
momentm is

EI Y@) : @)

The solution (z) for vanishing t can be obtained as .]

2
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from which we can calculate the elongation
Z Z
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Tt ollow s from the above equation
1
t=ES—l=ES ; ©)

where S = & is the beam cross—section area. The rst
order solution for t(f) reads as

s
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From a com putational point of view , a form ulation of
bending and stretching in term softhe longiudinalstrain

ism ore suitable than using the lateralforce . For that,
we only need to replacem (f) by m ( ), which yields

r
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Using as an independent variable enables us to m ake

com parisons to the sinpl case of ber bundlke m odels
o, A, , ] where the elem ents can have sokly
st:netdlmg deform ation. In the m odel we represent the
Interface asan ensem ble of parallelbeam s connecting the
surface oftwo rigid blocks (see F 4. 1')) . Thebeam sare
assum ed to have identical geom etricalextensions (length
land side length d) and linearly elastic behavior charac—
terized by the Youngm odulusE . In order to capture the
failure of the Interface in the m odel, the beam s are as—
sum ed to break when their deform ation exceeds a certain
threshold value. A s it hasbeen shown above, under shear
loading ofthe interfacebeam ssu er stretching and bend-
Ing deform ation resulting in two m odes ofbreaking. T he
tw o0 breaking m odes can be considered to be lndependent
or com bined In the form ofa von M ises type breaking cri-
terion. T he strength ofbeamn s is characterized by the two
threshold values of stretching ; and bending ; a beam
can w ithstand. T he breaking thresholds are assum ed to
be random ly distributed variables of the pint probabil-
ity distrbution PDF) p(1; 2). The random ness of the
breaking thresholds is supposed to represent the disorder
of the iInterface m aterial.

A fter breaking of a beam the excess load has to be
redistrbuted over the ram aining intact elem ents. Cou-
pling to the rigid plates ensures that all the beam s have
the sam e deform ation giving rise to global load sharing,
ie. the Ioad is equally shared by all the elem ents, stress
concentration In the viciniy of failed beam s cannot oc-
cur. Ifone ofthe interfaceshas a certain com pliance, the
Joad redistribution follow ng breaking ofbeam sbecom es
localized. T his case has recently been studied for the ex—
temal Joad in posed perpendicular to the nterface 0].

In the present study we are m ainly interested in the
m acroscopic response of the Interface under shear load-
Ing and the process of progressive failure of interface ele-
m ents. T he globalload sharing ofbeam senablesusto cb—
tain closed analytic results for the constitutive behavior
ofthe system forboth ndependent and coupled breaking
m odes. W e exam ine by com puter sinm ulations the statis-
tics of sin utaneously failing elem ents. T he lim ting case
of the very localized interaction of interface elem ents is
explored by com puter sin ulations.

ITII. CONSTITUTIVE BEHAVIOR

A ssum ing global load sharing for the redistribution of
load after the failire ofbeam s, the m ost in portant char-
acteristic quantities of the interface can be obtained in
closed analytic form .

B reaking ofthebeam iscaused by two breakingm odes,
ie. stretching and bending which can be either inde—
pendent or coupled by an em pirical breaking criterion.

A ssum ing that the two breaking m odes are ndependent,
a beam breaks if either the longitudinal stress t or the
bending mom ent m exceeds the corresponding break-
Ing threshold. Since the longitudinal stress t and the
bending mom ent m acting on a beam can easily be ex—
pressed as functions of the longiudinal deform ation ,
the breaking conditions can be form ulated in a transpar—
ent way In termm s of . To describe the relative In por—
tance of the breaking m odes, we assign to each beam
two breaking thresholds i; ,i= 1;::4;N ,whereN de-
notes the num ber ofbeam s. T he threshold values ; and
2 are random ly distrbbuted according to a pint proba—
bility density function p(1; 2) between lower and upper
bounds T ; 7% and 3% ; 7%, respectively. T he den—
sity finction needs to obey the nom alization condition

d - d1p(1;2)=1: 10)

A . OR breaking rule

F irst, we provide a general form ulation of the failure
of a bundk of beams. W e allow for two independent
breaking m odes of a beam that are functions £ and g of
the Iongiudinal deform ation . Later on this case will
be called the OR breaking rule. A sihgl beam breaks if
either is stretching or bending defom ation exceed the
respective breaking threshold ; or », ie. failure occurs
if
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where Egs. ) describe the stretching and bending
breaking m odes, respectively. The functions £ ( ) and
g( ) are called failure finctions, ©r which the only re—
striction is that they be m onotonic functions of . For
our speci ¢ case of elastic beam s the failure fiinctions
can be determ ined from Egs. lil) as

()= ;g()=§ i 13)
where a isa constant and the value ofthe Youngm odulus
E issettol.

In the plane of breaking thresholds each point (1; 2)
representsa beam . Foreach value of thosebeam swhich
survived the extemally in posed defom ation are situated
In the area £( ) 1 T8 and g( ) 2 28%, as
it is illustrated in Fig.M. Hence, the fraction of intact
beam sN jtact=N at a given value of can be obtained by
Integrating the density function over the shaded area in

Fig.ll

N intact
N

= d > dip(1; 2): 14)
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FIG . 2: Plane of breaking thresholds (1; 2). The point of
Intersection of £( ) and g( ) detem ines the fraction of re—
m aining beam s.

D ue to the global load sharing, deform ation and stress
of the beam s are the sam e everywhere along the inter-
face. Consequently, the m acroscopic elastic behavior of
the systam can be obtained by m ultiplying the load ofa
singlebeam, ® = E = 1 istaken), by the fraction of
intact elem ents Eq. i)

dip(1;2): 15)

g() £()
A ssum Ing that the breaking thresholds, characterizing
the relative in portance of the two breaking m odes, are
Independently distribbuted, the pint PDF can be factor-
ized as

pl1;2)=p1(1) p(2): 16)
Introducing the cumulative distrbution functions
(CDFs) as
Z 1 Z 2
_ 0y 40, _ 0y 40
Pi(1)= pi(1)di;andPy(2)= p2(3)d;;
1 2
@7)
we can rewrite Eq. l®) as
Z m ax Z m ax
2 1
= dap2(2) dipi (1)
g() £()
= [ Py@( NIl PL(E(CNI]: (18)

T his is the general form ula for the constitutive behavior
ofa beam bundl w ith two breaking m odes applying the
OR criterion. In the constitutive equation 1 Py (£ ( ))
and 1 P, (g( )) are the fraction of those beam s whose
threshold value for bending and stretching is larger than
g( ) and £ (), respectively. It ©llow s from the structure
ofE q. W) that the existence oftw 0 breakingm odes leads
to a reduction of the strength of the m aterial, both the

critical stress and strain take am aller values com pared to
the case ofa shglk breakingm ode applied in sin ple ber
bundle m odels [, I, &, 1, 5, 5, 25, E2].

Considering the special case of two uniform distri-
butions for the breaking thresholds in the intervals
[P&; Te%] and [§™; T°%), repectively, we can derive
the speci c orm of Eq. #®) by noting that
1 . 1

m ax min / p(2)= m ax m in
1 1 2 2

p(1)= 19)

A fter calculating the cum ulative distrdutions, the nal
result follow s as

_ 7 f(l)][g g(l)]: 20)

M ore speci cally, if the distribbutions have equal bound—
aries [0;1], and substituting the ailure functions £ and g
from Eq. #®), the constitutive equation takes the form

p

= I L a I @1)

B. Von 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 if is strain
fiul 1Is the condition ]

Hh
—
-
—

0, gy,

(22)
T hisalgebraic condition can be geom etrically represented
as it is illustrated .n Fig.M. In the plane of the fail-
ure thresholds ;; ,, the beam s that survive a oad are
bounded by them axinum values T #*; 7%* and the hy-
perbola de ned by Eq. @) . C alculating the intersection
points a and b de ned in Fig.ll, which are ound to be

m ax 1=2
a= f() —2 and
2 g
g()(}e)?
b= ———; 23
(TaX)Z fZ() ( )
the fraction of surviving beam s can be expressed as
N Z m ax 7 m ax
—== = d, d2p(1;i2)  (24)
N a ~(17)
w ith the integration lim i
2
19()
;)= 25
~ (17 ) 7 £2() 25)

by

dop(i1; 2): (26)

a ~2 (1)
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FIG . 3: Intact beam s In the plane of the failure thresholds
1; 2 for a given strain , if breaking is detem ined by the
von M ises criterion. The values a and b are de ned as the
intersections between the curve of the breaking condition Eq.
) and the maximum valies | 2*; 5 %", respectively. The
shaded region labeled A denotes the intact beam s; the shaded
region B represents the additionally failing beam s that would

be Intact in the case of the O R —criterion.

W e would like to em phasize that assum ing independence
of the breaking thresholds the pint distribution factor-
zesp(1; 2) = p1(1) P(2), but the integrals in Eq.
W) over the two variables cannot be perform ed inde-
pendently. Still, the integralin Eq. ) can be evaluated
analytically fora broad classofdisorderdistributions. A s
an exam ple, we again consider two hom ogeneous distri-
butions Eq. ) over the interval ;1] along w ith the
failire finctions Eq. [lMl). Setting the Young m odulus
and the param eter E = 1= a, the Integrals yield

1 P- 3 1+
= - 2 + 2 log
2 1 g
F—>p= —P="
i 1 1+ 1
2 + log P 1 @27)
1 1

Even for the sinplest case of uniform Iy distributed
breaking thresholds, the constitutive equation takes a
rather com plex form . It is In portant to note that the
coupling ofthe tw o breaking m odes gives rise to a higher
am ount of broken beam s com pared to the OR criterion.
Th Fig.ll the beam s which break due to the coupling of
the two breaking m odes 21l in the area labeled by B .

Iv. COMPUTER SIM ULATIONS
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FIG .4: Constitutive behavior of a bundle ofbeam s w ith two
breakingm odes in a strain-controlled sin ulation ofN = 4 19
beam s, under the OR (dashed line), von M ises type (solid
line), and a pure stretching breaking criterion (dotted line).
T he random failure thresholds for the breaking m odes ofeach
beam are sam pled from uniform distribution between [0;1].
Thepointsm arked wih ' ’, % "and ' ’ denote the respective
theoretical results, Eqs. [ll,ll),and = (1 ) Prthepure
stretching case. The constants E and a are set to unity here.

In order to determm ine the behavior of the system for
com plicated disorderdistributions and explore them icro—
soopic failire process of the sheared interface, it is nec—
essary to work out a com puter sin ulation technique. In
them odelwe consider an ensem ble 0ofN beam s arranged
on a square lattice. Two breaking threshods I; i are
assigned to each beam i (1= 1;:::;N ) of the bundlke
from the pint probability distribbution p(1; 2). For the
OR breaking rule, the failure of a beam is caused either
by stretching or bending depending on which one of the
conditions Eqs. Il is ful Jled at a lower valie of the
extemal load. Thisway an e ective breaking threshold

i can be de ned for the beam s as
S=mi@E (Dot (3); i=1;:uN; 0 (28)
where f ! and g ! denote the inverse of f;g, respec—
tively. A beam ibreaksduring the loading process ofthe
Interface w hen the load on it exceeds itse ective breaking
threshold ; Forthe case ofthe von M ises type breaking
criterion Eq. W), the e ective breaking threshold I of
beam 1 can be obtained as the solution of the algebraic
equation
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FIG. 5: The beam s that break due to mode g f2ll in the
shaded region. The labels a and bm ark the abscissae of the
intersection points of the curve g B (2)= £ 1 (1) with the
lines ;= 3™ and , = J%*, respectively.

A Ihough for the speci ¢ case of the functions f;g given
by Egs. llJ) the above equation can be converted to
a 4th orderpolynom ialand solved analytically, this solu—
tion tums out to be in practical, especially since the nu—
m erical evalnation of the solution is too slow . W e there-
ore solve Eq. M) num erically by m eans of a m odi ed
Newton root nding schem e, where we m ake use of the
fact that the solution has the lower bound 0.

In the case of global load sharing, the load and de-
form ation of beam s is everywhere the sam e along the
Interface, which im plies that beam sbreak in the increas-
Ing order of their e ective breaking thresholds. In the
sin ulation, after detemm ining . for each beam , they are
sorted In increasing order. Q uasistatic loading of the
beam bundlk isperfom ed by increasing the extermalload
to break only a single elem ent. Due to the subsequent
Joad redistribbution on the intact beam s, the failure of a
beam m ay trigger an avalanche ofbreaking beam s. This
process has to be iterated until the avalanche stops, or
it leads to catastrophic failure at the critical stress and
strain. Under strain controlled loading conditions, how —
ever, the load ofthe beam s is alw ays determ ined by their
deform ation so that there is no load redistribution and
avalanche activity.

In Fig. Ml the analytic results of Sec.llll on the consti-
tutive behavior Eqs. 8, M) are com pared to the corre-
sponding results of com puter sin ulations. A s a reference,
we also plotted the constitutive behavior of a bundl of

bers where the bers fail solely due to sim ple stretch—
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FIG . 6: Constitutive behavior of a bundle of N = 90000
beam susing the OR criterion. T he param etervalues 1 = 10
(stretching), m 1 = m, = 2were xed,whilk , corresponding
to the bending m ode was shifted. Inset: Fraction of beam s
breaking by stretching and bending as a function of .

ng 0,0, 0, 0, 8,5, B0, B0]. &t can be seen in the gure
that the sim ulation results are In perfect agreem ent w ith
the analytical predictions. It is in portant to note that
the presence oftw o breaking m odes substantially reduces
the critical stress . and strain . ( and value of the
m axin um ofthe constitutive curves) w ith respect to the
case when failure ofelem ents occurs solely under stretch—
ing. Since one of the ailure fiinctions g( ) is non-linear,
the shape of the constitutive curve ( ) also changes, es—
pecially In the postpeak regime. The coupling of the
tw o breaking m odes in the form of the von M ises crite—
rion gives rise to further reduction of the strength of the
Interface.

V. PROGRESSIVE FAILURE OF THE
INTERFACE

D uring the quasistatic loading process ofan interface,
avalanches of sim ultaneously 2iling beam s occur. Inside
an avalanche, how ever, the beam s can break underdi er-
ent breaking m odeswhen the OR criterion is considered,
or the breaking can be dom inated by one ofthe breaking
m odes in the coupled case of the von M ises type crite—
rion. Hence, it is an im portant question how the frac—
tion ofbeam s breaking due to a speci ¢ breaking m ode

(stretching or bending) varies during the course of load—
Ing of the Interface.



FIG .7: Constitutive behavior fordi erent valuesofthe shape
param eter m ; of stretching. Strain controlled sin ulation of
N = 90000 beam sw ith failure due to the OR —criterion, xing
the parameters ; = , = 10 and m, = 2. Inset: total
fraction of beam s broken under m ode g during the course of
loading.

Forthe OR criterion, those beam s break, for instance,
under bending, i.e. under m ode g de ned by Eq. @),
whose e ective breaking threshold é is determ ined by
g ! (i) n Eq. M) so that the inequality holds

gt (H< £ (D): 30)

In the plane of breaking thresholds f ;; ,g the region
ofbeam swhich fiil 11 the above condition is Indicated by
shading in Fig.M. The fraction ofbeam s By () breaking
under m ode g up to the m acroscopically in posed defor—
mation can be obtained by integrating the probability
distridbution p( 1; 2) overthe shaded area in Fig.ll. Tak-
Ing Into account the fact that the intersection points a;b
de ned in Fig.lm ay in general lie outside the rectangle
(D mex, max, min) and adjisting the integral lim its
accordingly, we arrive at the llow ng form ula for the
fraction of bersbreaking underm ode g as a function of

the deform ation

d2p(1i 2)

dop(17 2)

% g()

dop(1; 2): (31)

Tt should be noted that the second integral vanishes un—
lessb< 7. The totalfraction ofbeam sbreaking under
m ode g during the entire course of the loading can be cb-
tained by substituting = ™%* in the above fom ulas,
where ™ #* denotes the deformm ation at the breaking of
the last beam .

In order to study the e ect of the disorder distrdbu-
tion p(1; 2) ofbeam s on the relative in portance of the
tw 0 breaking m odes and on the progressive failure of the
Interface, we considered independently distribbuted break—
Ing thresholds ;; 2 both with a W ebull distrdbution

my b my 1 b my
exp — ;
b b

(32)

where Index b can take values 1 and 2. The exponents
m ;;m , determ ine the am ount of disorder in the system

for stretching and bending, respectively, ie. the width
of the distrdoutions Eq. ), while the values of 1; »

set the average strength of beam s for the two breaking
modes. Computer sinulations were perform ed in the
fram ew ork of global load sharing by setting equal val-
ues for the shape parametersm; = m, and xing the
value of ; = 1 ofthe stretching m ode, while varying

of the bending m ode.

T he total fraction ofbeam sbreaking by stretching and
bending using the OR breaking rule is presented in Fig.
M. ncreasing , ofthe bending m ode, the beam sbecom e
m ore resistant against bending so that the stretching
m ode starts to dom inate the breaking ofbeam s, which is
Indicated by the increasing fraction of stretching failire
In the gure. In the lim tingcaseof ;, >> ; thebeam s
solkely break under stretching. D ecreasing , has the op—
posite e ect, m ore and m ore beam s fail due to bending,
while the fraction of beam s breaking by the stretching
m ode tends to zero. It is interesting to note that varying
the relative In portance ofthe two failurem odesgivesalso
rise to a change of the m acroscopic constitutive behavior
ofthe system . F ig.ll illustrates that shifting the strength
distrdbbutions ofbeam s the functional form of the consti-
tutive behavior rem ains the sam e, how ever, the value of
the critical stress and strain vary In a relatively broad
range.

T he sam e analysis can also be perform ed by xing the
values ; and ; and changing the relative w idth of the
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FIG . 8: Fraction of bers broken by the stretching m ode as
a function of fordi erent valies ofthe corresponding shape
param eter m ; . Strain controlled sim ulation w ith failure due

to the OR-—criterion, N = 90000, 1= 2= 10,m,= 9.

tw o distribbutions by varying one ofthe W ebull shape pa—
ram etersm . W e nd it convenient to shiftm ;, the shape
param eter of the stretching m ode instead ofm ,. Tt can
be dbserved in F ig. Ml that or this choice of the scale pa—
ram eters , the value ofthe critical strain hardly changes,
how ever the critical stress nearly doubles as com pared to
Fig. M.

A though the e ect on the nalfraction ofbeam s bro—
ken by each m ode, see inset of F ig M, isnot aspronounced
as for shifting , we should also consider the fraction of

bersbroken up to a valuie of during the loading process
Fig.l). It should be noted that the end points of the
respective curves in F ig.Jll are just the nalfraction num —
bers in Fig.ll, but the curves show a strong spread for
Interm ediate values of . T his dem onstrates that chang—
Ing the am ount of disorder in the breaking thresholds
strongly In uences the process of dam aging of the inter-
face.

W e apply the m ethods outlined in the previous para-
graphs to the von M ises case. O bviously, Eq. ##) does
not allow for a strict separation of the two m odes. How —
ever, the breaking ofa beam at a certain value . isdom —
hated by stretching if

() °_ 90
.
1 2

(33)

W ith the previous prescriptions for the faiure func—
tions Egs. M), we again nd a massive in uence on
the constitutive behavior and the nal number of bro—
ken beam s, see Fig.ll. T he inset of F ig.ll dem onstrates
that a crossoverbetween stretching and bending prepon—
derance occurs also In the von M ises case.
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FIG .9: Constitutive behavior fordi erent values ofthebend-
iIng scale param eter ,. Strain controlled sin ulation w ith the
von M ises criterion , N = 90000, ; = 10, m; = m, = 2.
The Inset presents the fraction of beam s whose failure was
dom inated by the stretching or bending m ode.

VI. AVALANCHE STATISTICS

T he stress controlled loading of the glied Interface is
accom panied by avalanches of sim ultaneously failing el-
em ents. The avalanche activity can be characterized by
the distrbution D () of burst sizes de ned as the
num ber of beam breakings triggered by the failire of a
sihgle beam . In the framework of smpl ber bundlke
m odels, it has been shown analytically that global load
sharing gives rise to a power law distribution ofavalanche
sizes for a very broad class of disorder distributions of
m aterials strength |4, 0]

D()/ (34)

w ith an universalexponent = 5=2.

In the previous sections we have shown that In our
m odel the interplay ofthe two breaking m odes results in
a com plex failire m echanisn on the m icroscopic level,
which is strongly a ected by the distrbbutions of the
breaking thresholds. In order to investigate the bursts
of breaking beam s we perform ed stress controlled sin u—
lations on large systems N = 10% :::16  10) with both
the OR and von M ises type breaking criterion. In F igure
MW the sin ulation resuls are com pared to the avalanche
size distrbbution of a sinple ber bundle m odel where
faiire occurs sokely due to stretching [, 8, &, 5, 0], In
all the cases the avalanche size distrbutions can be t—
ted by a power law over three orders ofm agniude. The
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FIG .10: Avalanche size distrbbution D ( ) forpure stretching
ofa berbundlk, and the two beam breaking conditions for
system sizes N = 16 19, averaged over 100 runs. A t
with the best result D / 256 over aln ost ur decades
is provided. The inset show s the dependency of the largest
avalanche ; on the system size for the three cases. Again,
no di erence is found.

best texponentof = 256 0:08wasderived from the
system ofsizeN = 16 10beam s, w ith an average taken
over 100 sam ples. T he size ofthe largest avalanche in the
inset of Fig. M proved to be proportional to the system

size. Tt can be conclided that the beam m odel belongs
to the sam e universality class as the ber bundle m odel

LN

VII. LOCAL LOAD SHARING

During the failure of interfaces, stress localization is
known to occur in the viciniy of failed regions, which
results in correlated growth and coalescence of cracks.
In ourm odelthis e ect can be captured by localized In—
teraction of the interface elem ents, which naturally oc—
curs when the two solid blocks are not perfectly rigid
.]. For sin plicity, in our m odel sokly the extrem al
case of very localized interactions is considered, ie. af-
ter breaking of a beam In the square lattice, the load is
redistrbbuted equally on is nearest and next-nearest n—
tact neighbors. T his localized load sharing (LLS) results
In grow ing failed regions (cracks) with high stress con—
centration albng their perim eter I, I, N1 Figurc ™
show s the last stable con guration ofa beam lattice pre—
ceding global ailure, which was obtained using the OR
criterion forbeam breaking. D ue to the stress concentra-
tion around cracks, the onset ofa catastrophic avalanche
occurs at lower extemal loads m aking the m acroscopic
response of the Interface m ore brittle com pared to the
case of global load sharing l,.,.].

A s for global load sharing, we shift the relative in —
portance of the two breaking m odes by changing their

FIG .11: Snapshot ofa LLS system at the last stable con g-
uration. T he color coding represents the load per beam , w ith

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

L = 100.
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FIG .12: Constitutive curves in the LLS case, shifting » and
keeping the parameters ; = 10 andm; = m, = 2 xed.
Stress controlled sinulation of N = 10000 bers averaged
over 300 runs.

threshold distrbutions, and record the in uence on
m icro—and m acroscopic system properties. W e consider
here the O R —criterion, and use two W edbull distributions
w ith param eters 1; , and m 1;m , where the indices 1
and 2 denote the stretching and bending m ode, respec—
tively. Varying , fora xed 1,we nd a considerable
in uence on the constitutive properties, as F ig. I ilhis-
trates.

W e investigated also the distribbution ofavalanche sizes
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FIG . 13: D istrbution of avalanche sizes for LLS for three

valiesof ,,with ;1= landm;=m, = 2 xed.Sinulations
were perform ed using the OR criterion for a bundle of 10000

beam s averaged over 300 runs.

for LLS, Fig. M, where we vary the scale param eter
of the bending mode g. We nd merely a shifting to
di erent am plitudes, but no considerabl e ect on the
shape ofthe distrbution fiinction, which is sin ilar to the
one reported in [1]. In com parison to the GLS case, we
should note that large avalanches cannot occur, and the
functional form of the curves can be approxin ated by
a power law wih an exponent higher than for GLS In
agreem ent w ith Refs. |4, 00, E0].

VIII. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

F berbundlem odelshave been applied to describbe var-
ious aspects of the failire of heterogeneous interfaces.
However, bers can sustain sokly elongation, and hence
cannot account for m ore com plex deform ation states of
Interface elem ents, which naturally occurs under shear
Joading. W e constructed a novel type of m odel for the
shear failire ofthe glued interface oftwo solid blocks. In
the m odel the Interface is discretized in tem s of elastic
beam swhich experience stretching and bending deform a-
tion under shear. B reaking of a beam can be caused by
both deform ations resulting n two failuire m odes. The
m echanical strength of beam elem ents is characterized
by the two threshold values of stretching and bending
the beam can withstand. The beam s are assum ed to
have identical elastic properties, the heterogeneous m -
crostructure is represented by the disorder distribution
of the breaking thresholds. In them odelwe assum e that
the two s0lid blocks are perfectly rigid which results in a

10

globalload redistrdbution over the intact beam s follow ing
the breaking events.

W e presented a detailed study of the m acroscopic re—
sponse and the progressive dam aging of the interface un—
der quasistatic loading. M aking use of the global load
sharing of intact beam s, w e obtained the analytic solution
ofthem odelforthe constitutive behaviorand the am ount
of dam age during the course of loading. In order to ex—
plore the m icroscopic process of dam aging we worked
out an e cient sim ulation technigque which enables usto
study large system s. W e dem onstrated that the disorder
distrbbution and the relative in portance ofthe two failure
m odes have a substantiale ect on both the m icroscopic
dam age process and the m acroscopic constitutive behav—
jor of the Interface. Varying its param eters, the m odel
provides a broad spectrum ofm aterial behaviors. Sin u—
lations showed that the failure of the interface proceeds
In bursts of sin ulaneously breaking beam s. T he distri-
bution ofburst sizes follow spower law behavior w ith an
exponent equal to the one of sinple ber bundles. Un-
der stress controlled loading conditions, the m acroscopic
failure of the Interface occurs analogously to phase tran—
sitions, where our beam m odel proved to be in the sam e
universality class as the equal load sharing ber bundle
model I, ], ]. We showed that the localized inter-
action of beam s leads to a m ore brittle behavior of the
Interface, which in plies a m ore abrupt transition at the
critical Joad.

Beam m odels have been successfully applied to study
the fracture of cohesive frictionalm aterials w here cracks
usually om along the grain-grain interface. Beam el-
em ents proved to give a satisfactory description of the
Interfacial ailure of grains and the em erging m icro—and
m acro-behavior ofm aterials []]. O ur beam m odel pre-
sented here provides am ore realistic description ofthe in—
terface of m acroscopic solid bodies than the sin ple ber
bundle m odel and is applicable to m ore com plex loading
situations. E xperim ents on the shear failire of glued in—
terfaces are rather Ilim ited, especially on the m icroscopic
m echanian ofthe progressive dam age, w hich hinders the
direct com parison ofour theoretical results to experin en—
tal ndings. Ourwork In this direction is in progress.
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