cond-mat/0502382v3 [cond-mat.dis-nn] 6 May 2005

arxXiv

B ranching m echanisn of intergranular crack propagation in three dim ensions
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W e Investigate the process of slow intergranular crack propagation by the nite elem ent m ethod
m odel and show that branching is induced by partial arresting of a crack front ow ing to the geo-
m etrical random ness of grain boundaries. A possble scenario for the branching instability of crack
propagation in a disordered continuousm edium is also discussed.

PACS numbers: 6220M k,8140Np, 4650+ a

T he m orphology of cracks has been the sub £ct of In—
tensive studies n recent years. Experim ental observa—
tions of the universal roughness exponent 08 of
the fracture surface [, 1] have been stim ulating theo—
retical and num erical studies of relevant m odels. An-—
other interesting sub gct is the branching behavior of
fast-propagating cracks: There seam s to be a dynam ic
branching instability that is comm on in various kinds of
am orxphous m aterials 1], and this branching instability
has been num erically reproduced [, ll]. In the brittle
fracture of gels, a di erent kind of branching has been
observed [1].

B ranching isalso observed in slow Iy propagating cracks
such as Intergranular stress corrosion cracking (IG SCC),
w hich occurswhen a polycrystallinem etaloralloy is sub—
“ected to both tensik stress and a corrosive environm ent
See Fig. ), such as nuclear reactor coolant (irradiated
water) . T he corrosive agent selectively corrodes the grain
boundary (G B) nearthe crack tip, which isunder tensile
stress, and the crack propagatesalong the G B sexhibiting
typical branching pattems. Em pirical relations between
the m ode-T stress intensity factorK : at the crack tip and
crack propagation velocity v is used to assess the safety
of structuralm aterials, and they usually take pow er-law
form v=C K1 K1c)®, where C and a are param e—
ters that depend both on m aterial and environm ent, and
K 1c Isa crticalvalie ofK 1 at which the crack begins to
propagate. T he typical velocity of crack propagation of
IG SCC under an industrial environm ent is of the order
0l1ltolmm per year.

N aively, the branching of intergranular cracking m ay
seam obviousbecause there are num erousG B triple junc—
tions where a crack front has a chance to branch, but
In reality, it is not so sinple: If a branch occurred at
a trple junction, the stress concentrates on the longer
branch and thus enhances its propagation, screening the
stress of shorterbranch, eventually suppressing ispropa—
gation before it grow sto a length com patblew ith theGB
length. In the present paper, we m odel the Intergranular
crack propagation process and carry out num erical sim —
ulations, and show that the branching occurs even w hen
the explicit branching at G B triple junctions is forbidden.
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FIG . 1: Schem atic depiction of intergranular stress corrosion
cracking. A corrosive agent di uses through the opened crack
and corrodes grain boundaries under tensile stress.

Atthe rststageofthe sin ulation,polycrystallneGB s
are prepared using random Voronoitessellation [[] of a
cube of dim ensionless size 1:0 10 1:0, and a crack is
assum ed to propagate through these G B s. In this paper,
12 000 grains are used. Tensik stress along the y axis
(see Fig. ) is applied as constant loads on the y = 0
and y = 1 plane ofthe cube, and local stress distribution
by which the crack is driven) is calculated using a sin —
pli ed niteelementmethod FEM ) model. The FEM
nodes are placed at vertices of grains, centers of GB sur-
faces, and centers of grains. Each grain is decom posed
into tetrahedral FEM elem ents, which contain two ver-
tex nodes, one surface center node, and one grain center
node Fig.M@)). To glue the grains together, a very thin
FEM elem ent isplaced at each GB, which ism ade up of
six-node triangular elem ents € ig. l@©)). The thickness
of this gluing elem ent is set to 10 *. W hen a GB fails,
the elastic constants of the corresponding gluing elem ent
are set to zero. To enhance the stress concentration at
the crack tip, the iniial crack is prepared by separat-
Ing all the GB s between two grains whose grain centers
are above and below a planey = 05 and lie n a region
z < 02. The crack then proceeds in the z direction.

Them ost crucialand di cul part ofthis kind ofm od-
eling studies is a determm ination of the crack propaga—
tion rule. In this paper, a certain GB is selected based
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FIG.2: Geometry of a sinulation cell. An iniial crack is
placed at a region y 05, z < 02 and constant load is
in posed on the upper (y = 1) and lower (y = 0) surface of
the cube.
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FIG .3: Construction of FEM elem ents. (a) N odes are placed
at vertex, face center, and body center ofeach grain. (o) Each
grain is glued together by thin triangular elem ents.

on the stress distribbution, and is separated com pletely.
T herefore the GBs fail one at a tine, which is sin ilar
to the rule employed in the so-called network m odels,
such as random fusem odels [1] and random spring m od—
els [1]. A lthough the validiy of this rule for the sin ula—
tion of intergranular cracking is quite unclear because the
nearby stress distrbution m ay change signi cantly whilke
the crack front proceeds through the selected GB and
m ay iniiate another GB failure, there are two reasons
why we em ploy this rule. F irstly, to track the continuous
propagation of the crack front along a GB requires very
ne FEM m eshing around the crack tip, or altematively,
the FEM m esh m ust be reorganized around the crack tip
each tin e the crack proceeds by a sm all am ount. Both
m ethods require extensive com putational power and a
fairly com plex sim ulation code, and the num ber ofgrains
w illbe severely restricted. Secondly, it isplausble to as-
sum e that the crack front is arrested at the triple junc—
tionsofG B s fora long tim g; thus the propagation process
m ay be treated asa series of discrete events ofG B failure.
T he rule to determ ne which GB to separate isthatwe

choose a GB on which the strongest tensile stressnom al
to is surface is in posed. C onsidering that the stress di-
verges near the crack tip asK ;r =2 in the linear elastic
theory, where r is a distance to the crack tip and K
is a m ode-T stress intensity factor, we choose am ong the
GBs that are adpcent to the crack tip. In the present
m odel, the crack tip isde ned asa set ofGB tripl juinc-
tions that is shared by one fractured and tw o unfractured
G B s. This restriction forbids explicit branching at triple
Jjinctions, as well as isolated crack initiation in the un-
fractured interdor, and distinguishes the present m odel
from the network m odels that are m ainly used to study
crack m orphology. A fter the selected G B fails, the elastic
m atrix is updated and the fracture process is repeated.

Localstress is calculated by standard linearelastic the-
ory ]. Since only the linear theory is used In the
present paper, one can arbirarily scale the stress and
strain. W e set Young’sm odulus E to unity and assum e
the elastic properties to be isotropic; therefore the only
elastic param eter to be considered is Poisson’s ratio ,
and sin ulations are carried out for several values of
To evaluate the tensile stress acting on a GB, a nom al
com ponent ofa di erence of digplacem ents between two
nodes that lie on both sides of the gluing elem ent is cal-
culated at each vertex ofa GB .Here we only Investigate
vertices on the crack tip, wherem axin um oftensile stress
occurs. The FEM mesh we use is very coarse com pared
to engineering studies, in which progressively nerm esh
isused around the crack tip. H owever, the m ain concem
In the engiheering studies is to evaluate precisely a stress
Intensity factorat the crack tip and to determm ine w hether
it is greater than the critical value above w hich the crack
propagates catastrophically. T herefore, In these studies,
the initial crack is usually assum ed to be a sam icircular
m icrocrack and the propagation process is not studied.

There have been several num erical studies of inter—
granular crack propagation in which som e sim plifying ap—
proxin ations are used, such as redistrbuting the stress
of a failed surface equally to the neighbor surfaces [1].
T he present paper sin ulates and evaluates intergranu-
lar cracking process with fi1ll geom etrical m odeling of
three-din ensional grain boundaries and evaluates an ap—
proxim ate local stress eld (if crude) by which crack is
driven. A system of linear equations has been solved
using the BILG stab (iconjigate gradient stabilized)
Tterative solrer. T he dim ension of the vector was about
1 500 000, and the num ber of nonzero elem ents of the
sym m etric elasticm atrix wasabout 28 000 000 2 in the
case 0f 12 000 grains. M ost ofthe CPU tin e of the sin —
ulation was spent in the solver routine, which has been
vectorized and run on a NEC SX -6 vector processor. T he
overallCPU tim e needed to carry out 1 500 steps ofGB
fracture was about 6 h.

Figure Bl shows fracture surface profcted onto the
X  Z plane, obtained from the sin ulation ofthe = 025
case: the black area show s the fracture surface, and the
light gray areas show the branched fracture surfaces. In
this case, m ore than 20 percent of the fracture surface



area (progcted onto the X Z plane) is covered by the
branched surface, even though explicit branching at GB
triple jinctions is orbidden . F iqurell show s convergence
ofthe ratio ofthe branch surface plotted against the pro—
cted fracture surface area for the three typical cases of

= 00 (spongy), = 025 (@ typicalvalie ofm etals),
and = 049 (wbbery). It can be seen that in each case
the ratio converges to a value 02{0:3, and the branching
behavior does not vary drastically, even in the extrem e
casesof = 00 and = 0#49.

[—X

Initial crack z

FIG . 4: Fractured surface observed in the simulation of =
02 case, progcted onto the X  Z plane. The black and gray
areas show the fracture surface and branch fracture surface,
respectively. T he cross section of the fracture surface in the
center (bold white line) is shown on the right side.
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FIG . 5: Ratios of branch surface area plotted against the
procted fracture surface area for several values of P oisson’s
ratio

Figure @l schem atically depicts the typical branching
m echanisn observed In the simmulation: @) The crack
front is arrested at the sloped surface S0, where m ode-T
stress is reduced by a factor ofcos where is the incli-
nation anglk of S0 out ofthe X Z plane. ) The crack

Initiates at the point v and propagates along the m uch
horizontal surface S 1, and intersects the fracture surface
at the segm ent LO. A fter this kind of branch is form ed,
the branched crack front circum vents the arresting GB
and continues propagation, and eventually m erges again
to resum e Intact crack front line and leaves a branch be-
hind that consists of several G B s. A though the branch
length is only of an order of several GBs, so frequent
a branching, as observed in this sin ulation, will signi —
cantly a ect the crack propagation velocity if we would
construct a tin edriven crack propagation rule and sin —
ulate it. A s for the long-Jlength scale properties of the
fracture surface, an estin ate of roughness exponent is of
interest, but the obtained fracture surface, which consists
of about 1 500 G B s, is not large enough to observe such
quantities.
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FIG . 6: Schem atic depiction of the typical crack branching
process observed In the sin ulation: (@) just before thebranch-
ing, b) just afterthebranching. See them ain text for details.

So far, we have shown that In Intergranular crack prop—
agation, branching frequently occurs ow ing to the partial
arresting ofcrack front. Herewe Infer that thisbranching
behavior m ay also occur iIn m ore general cases of crack
propagation in a disordered continuous m edium , under
som e m odest assum ptions. First, we assum e that the
crack propagation velocity vm ainly and strongly depends
on K 1, that is,

Qv @v Qv ¢v. Qv v
@K 1 @KII’ @K 1 @KIII,

@K: K

For example, a power-aw function v =

K2+ K2 +K2,) K2°° satis es these oondi
tions when 1 and a 1. Secondly, Jocalm ode-IT
stress is assumed to change the crack propagation
direction out of the current crack plane so that the
m ode-I stress nomm alto the plane Increases.

Now consider a straight crack front propagating in
an inhom ogeneous continuous m edium . W hen the front
crosses a an all region where m ode-IT stress is locally in—
duced by inhom ogeneous elastic properties, a hum p along
the vertical direction is generated Fig. ). This hump
w ill be eventually lowered ow ing to the interactions be—
tween crack front segm ents, if the propagating velocity of



each crack front segm ent does not vary strongly. But the
sloped segm ent feels an aller m odeT stress (by a factor
of cos , where isan inclination angl of the segm ent)
and its propagating velocity becom esm uch an aller, say,
by a factor of cos® . Thise ect may be com pensated
to som e degree, because m ode-I stress concentrates on a
segm ent lagged behind. If this com pensation is not suf-

cient, branching of the crack front can occur through a
m echanisn described below and shown in Fjg..: @) The
sloped section is lagged behind, ow ing to theweak m ode-T
stress at the crack front () T he lkft and the right side of
the segm ent bulge nward. (c) The bulged segm ents fur-
ther proceed and eventually overlap each other. T hen one
part shieldsthe stress and continues to proceed, w hile the
other slows down. (d) Owing to m ode-IT stress induced
by the Interaction between the crack front segm ents of
overlhpped parts, each part gets closer and eventually
Intersects. (e) Here a segm ent of the triple jinction, or
a root of a branch, is ormed. (f) A branched \tongue"
is left behind and the crack front (now intact) proceeds
further. In thisway, m any sn allbranches are keft behind
the sweeping crack front also in continuum case.

(b)

FIG . 7: Schem atic picture of hum ping of crack front propa-
gating in an inhom ogeneous m edium

In summ ary, we have m odeled and sin ulated slow in—
tergranular crack propagation, and found that branching
of a crack frequently occurs even if explicit branching at
grain boundary triple jinctions is forbidden. Tn real in-
tergranular fracture, random crystallographic anisotropy
of the elasticity of each grain produces inhom ogeneous
stress distrdbution 1] and w ill enhance crack arresting
that leads to m ore frequent branching. In addition, in
the case of polycrystalline m etals, a certain portion of
GBs are am allangle grain boundaries that are very re—
sistant to fracture and corrosion. T hus, there are num er—
ous arresting GBs and the branching m ay be strongly
enhanced, as ocbserved In IG SCC . W e have also Inferred
that the crack branchingm echanisn observed in the sin —

ulation of the discrete m odelm ay occur in m ore general
cases of crack propagation In a disordered continuous
m edim , under som em odest assum ptions on the relation
between crack propagation velocity and stress intensity
factors. A direct num erical sin ulation of this continuum
case is expected.
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FIG . 8: Schem atic picture of the crack branching process ex-—
pected in a disordered continuous m edium . Bold solid lines
and bold dotted lines are the crack tip and crack tip under
the fracture surface, respectively. T he dashed line denotes
the triple jinction of fracture surface. See the m ain text for
details.
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